Congressional Vecord 


CONTAINING 


THE PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


OF THE 


FIRST SESSION 


SIXTY-FOURTH CONGRESS 


THE UNITED STATES 
OF AMERICA 


— 


VOLUME LIII 


WASHINGTON 
GOVERNMEN T PRINTIN G OFFICE 
1916 


Congressional Aecord. 


SIXTY-FOURTH CONGRESS, 
FIRST SESSION. 


VOLUME LIII, PART 1. 


(PAGEs 1 To 1056.) 


— Congressional Record. 


PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE SIXTY-FOURTH CONGRESS, 
FIRST SESSION. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, December 6, 1915. 


The first Monday of December being the day prescribed by 
the Constitution of the United States for the annual meeting 
of Congress, the first session of the Sixty-fourth Congress com- 
menced this day. 

The Senate assembled in its Chamber at the Capitol. 

The Vice President (Tuomas R. MARSHALL, of Indiana) 
being absent, the Secretary of the Senate (James M. Baker) 
called the Senate to order at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, by Thy grace and favor we are permitted to 
meet again to open this session of our National Congress. We 
pause at the threshold of a great responsibility to make men- 
tion of Thy name and to seek once more Thy guidance and Thy 
grace. Thy name has made us great and Thy truth alone can 
establish us in greatness. Thy spirit can lead us in the use of 
all the powers that Thou hast put at our command and Thy 
favor alone can prosper us in all our enterprises. We seek 
that wisdom that cometh from on high. We seek the spirit of 
refinement in every heart. We ask Thy guidance and Thy 
blessing that every representative of every State of this great 
Union may have enthroned in his heart the ideals of a great 
Republic. We bless Thee for Thy continued favor and seek 
Thy guidance for the future days. 

Let peace abound. May the message and ministry of this 
great land be that of brotherhood among mankind, and may the 
righteousness that Thou hast revealed to us in Thy word be 
established and justice made permanent in our country. 

Hear us in this our prayer, and guide the affairs of this great 
Nation to the ultimate establishment of Thine own kingdom, 
for Thou art the Lord of Lords and the King of Kings. We 
make our prayer in Jesus’ name. Amen. 


ADMINISTRATION OF OATH TO SENATORS ELECT. 


The Secretary. The Secretary informs the Senate that the 
Vice President is absent, and that the term of office as a Sen- 
ator of the President pro tempore expired on March 8, last. 
What is the will of Senate? 

Mr. KERN. Mr. Secretary, the Vice President being absent, 
and the office of President pro tempore of the Senate being 
vacant by reason of the expiration of the senatorial term of 
Senator James P. CLARKE since being chosen to that office, I ask 
unanimous consent that Senator THomAs S. MARTIN, the oldest 
in service of the majority Senators, be designated to tempo- 
rarily preside over the Senate and to administer the oath of 
office to the Senators elect, immediately after which the Senate 
shall proceed to the election of a President pro tempore. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Secretary, the rule, by the authority of 
which you have just called the Senate to order, provides that you 
shall perform the duties of the Chair, the first duty of the Chair 
being to swear in Senators elect. The unanimous consent which 
has been requested by the Senator from Indiana of course sus- 
pends that rule, as can be done by unanimous consent. With 
the limitation stated in the request for unanimous consent it 
seems to me there is no possible objection to it, and I hope it 
may be agreed to. 

The Secretary. Is there objection to granting the unanimous 
consent requested by the junior Senator from Indiana? The 
Secretary hears none, and it is so ordered. The senior Senator 
from Virginia will please come forward and take the chair. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia thereupon took the chair as Pre- 
siding Officer, and said: 

The Secretary of the Senate has prepared a roll in alpha- 
betical order of the Senators elect whose credentials have been 
received and placed on file and who are to be sworn in this 
morning. I will ask him to call the first four names upon that 


roll and request Senators elect, as their names are called, to 
present themselves at the desk to take the oath of office pre- 
scribed by law. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. BECKHAM, Mr. BRADY, 
Mr. BRANDEGEE, and Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I regret to announce the ab- 
sence of my colleague [Mr. Brapy] on account of illness, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
next name on the roll. 

The Secretary called the name of Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. 

Mr. BECKHAM, Mr. BRANDEGEE, Mr. Broussarp, and Mr. CHAM- 
BERLAIN were escorted to the Vice President’s desk by Mr. 
James, Mr. McLean, Mr. RANSDELL, and Mr. LANE, respectively, 
and the oath was administered to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
next four names on the roll. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, 
Mr. Cummins, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. DILLINGHAM. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Rosrnson, Mr. Kenyon, Mr. THOMPSON, and Mr. PAGE, re- 
spectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk and the oath 
was administered to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 

The Secretary called the names of Mr, FLETCHER, Mr. Gar- 
LINGER, Mr. Gonk, and Mr. Gronna, 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Bryan, Mr. Horus, Mr. Owen, and Mr. McOCumser, respec- 
tively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk and the oath was 
administered to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
names of the next four Senators on the roll. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. HARDING, Mr. HUSTING, 
Mr. Jounson of South Dakota, and Mr. JONES. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. POMERENE, Mr. LA FOLLETTE, Mr. STERLING, and Mr. Porn- 
DEXTER, respectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk and 
the oath was administered to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the next 
four names on the roll. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. NEWLANDS, Mr. OVER- 
MAN, Mr. PENROSE, and Mr. PHELAN, 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Prrruax, Mr. Suuors, Mr. OLIVER, and Mr. Works, re- 
spectively, advanced to the Vice President's desk and the oath 
was administered to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
next four names. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. SHIVELY, 
Mr. SOTH of Arizona, and Mr. SMITH of Georgia. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. Lewis, Mr. Kern, Mr. AsHurst, and Mr. HARDWICK, re- 
spectively, advanced to the Vice President’s desk and the oath 
was administered to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
next four names on the roll. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. SxirH of Maryland, 
Mr. Surru of South Carolina, Mr. Smoor, and Mr. STONE. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, with the 
exception of Mr. Surra of South Carolina, who was absent, 
escorted by Mr. Lee of Maryland, Mr. SUTHERLAND, and Mr. 
Rub, respectively, advanced to the Vice President's desk and 
the oath was administered to them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
remaining names on the roll. 

The Secretary called the names of Mr. THOMAS, Mr. UNDER- 
woop, and Mr. WADSWORTH. 

As their names were called these Senators elect, escorted by 
Mr. SHarrorH, Mr. BANKHEAD, and Mr. O’Gorman, respectively, 
advanced to the Vice President's desk, and the oath was adminis- 
tered to them, 
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SENATORS PRESENT, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now call the 
roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Gronna Myers Simmons 
Bankhead Harding Nelson Smith, Ariz. 
m Hardwick Newlands Smith, Ga. 
Borah teh orris Smith, Md. 
Brandegee Hollis O'Gorman Smith, Mich, 
Broussard Hughes Oliver moot 
Bryan Husting Overman Sterling 
Catron James Owen Stone 
Chamberlain Jo Sutherland 
Chilton Jones Penrose Swanson 
pp Kenyon Phelan Thomas 
Clark, Wyo Kern Pittman Thompson 
Clarke, Ark La Follette Poindexter man 
Colt e Pomerene 
Cummins Lea, Tenn. Ransdell Underwood 
Curtis Lee, Md Reed ‘ardaman 
tah re 2 A — Wadsworth 
u Pont p ulsbury alsh 
Fall Lodge Shafroth Warren 
Fletcher M mber 8 Weeks 
Gallinger McLean Sherman Williams 
Goff Martin, Va. Shields Works 
Gore Martine, N. J. Shively 


Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. BurtercH] is detained by illness from attendance on 
the Senate. 

Mr. STERLING. I wish to announce the necessary absence of 
my colleague [Mr. Jounsoy of South Dakota], who has just been 
called from the Senate by severe illness in his family. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce the unavoidable ab- 
sence of my colleague, the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. Cur- 
BERSON }. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ninety-one Senators having an- 
swered to the roll call, a quorum is present. Nominations for the 
position of President pro tempore of the Senate are now in order. 

LIST OF SENATORS: 

The Hst of Senators, by States, is as follows: 

Alabama—John H. Bankhead and Osear W. Underwood. 

Arizona—Henry F, Ashurst and Mareus A. Smith. 

Arkansas—James. P. Clarke and Joe T. Robinson. 

California—James D. Phelan and John D. Works. 

Colorado—John F. Shafroth and Charles S. Thomas. 

Connecticut—Frank B. Brandegee and George, P. McLean. 

Delaware—Henry A. du Pont and Willard Saulsbury. 

Florida—Nathan P. Bryan and Dunean U. Fletcher. 

Georgia—Thomas W. Hardwick and Hoke Smith. 

Idaho William E. Borah and James H. Brady. 

Illinois James Hamilton Lewis and Lawrence Y. Sherman. 

Indiana—John W. Kern and Benjamin F. Shively. 

Jowa—Albert B. Cummins and William S. Kenyon. 

Kansas—Charles Curtis and William H. Thompson. 

Kentucky—J. C. W. Beckham and Ollie M. James. 

Louisiana—Robert F. Broussard and Joseph E. Ransdell. 

Maine—Edwin C. Burleigh and Charles F. Johnson. 

Maryland—Bilair Lee and John Walter Smith. 

Massachusetts—Henry Cabot Lodge and John W. Weeks. 

Michigan—William Alden Smith and Charles E. Townsend. 

Minncsota—Moses E. Clapp and Knute Nelson. 

Mississippi—John Sharp Williams and James K. Vardaman. 

Missouri—James A. Reed and William J. Stone. 

Montana—Henry L. Myers and Thomas J. Walsh. 

Nebraska—Gilbert M. Hitchcock and George W. Norris. 

Nerada—Francis G. Newlands and Key Pittman. 

New Hampshire—Jacob H. Gallinger and Henry F. Hollis. 

Nei Jersey—William Hughes and James E. Martine. 

New Merico—Thomas B. Catron and Albert B. Fall. 

New York—James A. O'Gorman and James W. Wadsworth, jr. 

North Carolina—Lee S. Overman and F. M. Simmons. 

North Dakota—Asle J. Gronna and Porter J. McCumber. 

Ohio—Warren G. Harding and Atlee Pomerene. 

Oklahoma—Thomas P. Gore and Robert L. Owen. 

Oregon—George E. Chamberlain and Harry Lane. 

Pennsylvania—Goorge T. Oliver and Boies Penrose. 

Rhode Island—Le Baron B. Colt and Henry F. Lippitt. 

South Carolina—Ellison D. Smith and Benjamin R. Tillman. 

South Dakota—Edwin 8. Johnson and Thomas Sterling. 

Tennessee—Luke Lea and John K. Shields. 

Teras—Charles A, Culberson and Morris Sheppard. 

Utah—Reed Smoot and George Sutherland. 

Vermont—William P. Dillingham and Carroll S. Page: 

Virginia—Thomas S. Martin and Claude A. Swanson. 

Washington—Wesley L. Jones and Miles Poindexter. 

West Virginia—William B. Chilton and Nathan Goff. 

Wisconsin—Paul O. Husting and Robert M. La Follette, 

Wyoming—Clarence D. Clark and Francis E. Warren, ` 


ELECTION OF PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 
Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I offer the resolution which I send 
to the desk. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be stated. 

The resolution (S. Res. 1) was read and considered by unani- 
mous consent, as follows: 

Resolved, That Hon. JAMES. P. CLARKE, a Senator from the State of 

kansas, be, and + send — President ‘of the Senate re 
tempore, to hold office durin, leasure of the Senate and in accord- 
ance with the resolution o enate adopted on the 12th day of 
March, 1890, on the subject. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move to amend the resolution 
by substituting for the name of “Hon James P. CLARKE, a Sen- 
ator from the State of Arkansas,” the name of Hon. Jacos H. 
GALLINGER, a Senator from the State of New Hampshire.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators, you have heard the 
resolution naming the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] for 
the position of President pro tempore, and you have heard the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts sub- 
stituting the name of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] in place of the name of the Senator from Arkansas. 
The vote will first be taken on the amendment. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts 
to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Indiana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the res- 
olution submitted by the Senator from Indiana, 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair appoints the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. KERN] and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER} to escort the newly chosen President pro 
tempore to the ehair. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas was escorted to the Vice President's 
desk by Mr. Kern and Mr. GALLINGER, and the oath of office hay- 
ing been administered to him by the Presiding Officer -he took 
the chair as President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators, the office to which 
J have just been elected by favor of the Senate is one of great 
labor and responsibility, and in the discharge of the duties of 
which the incumbent is almost constantly surrounded by great 
embarrassments. It will be my aim to exert to the full meas- 
ure of my available capacity the fixed purpose that has guided 
me in all the relations of life, and that is to be fair and impar- 
tial toward everyone with whom I must deal in an official way. 
I shall not regard the place as one where there are friends to 
reward or enemies to punish, because in the manner in which 
I discharge my duty here is wrapt up the fair fame and good 
name which it is my wish to leave behind me. I shall not succeed 
in discharging the duties of this office to my own acceptance 
unless I have the constant cooperation and help of every Senator, 
as I am all too sensibly aware that I shall also need the frequent 
exercise of a liberal forbearance on the part of all my asso- 
ciates here. 

With my purpose candidly and firmly defined, there remains 
another obligation I must not do myself the injustice to omit, 
and that is to thank from the bottom of my heart those friends 
through whose efforts and partiality this honor has fallen to 
me under cireumstances that render it an exceptionally appre- 
ciated expression of confidence. I can do no more in the future 
than I have done in the past, and that is attempt to do my duty 
as I see it, to the acceptance of the Senate and with the ap- 
proval of my own conscience. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I send to the desk a resolution 
end ask for its adoption. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana 
submits a resolution, which the Secretary will read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 2) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the — —.— the President of the United States 
and the House of n 
James P. CLARKE, a Senator ng the State of Arkansas, President 
the Senate pro tempore. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE HOUSE. 
Mr. KERN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 3), 


which was read, considered by unanimous consent, and aereoa es : 


Resolved, That the Secretary inform the House of Representa 
that a quorum of the Senate eT ans pak Canine denis eee 
to proceed to business, 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. KERN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 4), 
which was read and considered by unanimous consent: 


re mages mendeba maga Sy oa or Ero Pen Ora Ea 
to join such committee as the House o 


the 


—.— 


sentatives to wait upon the President of the he United States and intern 
him that a quorum of each House is assembled and that Congress is 
ready to recel 


ve any communication he may be pleased to make, 
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Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I rise simply to state in this 
connection that there are some of us who take the position that 
the rules of the Senate in force at the time of the last adjourn- 
ment are not in vigor and effect now. There seems, however, no 
reason why the Senate should not progress along the lines indi- 
cated by those rules, at least for the present. I content myself, 
however, with reserving the right at any time to insist that 
those rules are not effective until they shall have been formally 
adopted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution submitted by the Senator from Indiana. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee 
Mr. Kern and Mr. GALLINGER. 


HOUR OF DAILY MEETING. 


Mr. KERN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 5), 
which was read and considered by unanimous consent: 

Resolved, That the hour of daily meeting of the Senate be 12 o'clock 
meridian until otherwise ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I should like to add an 
amendment, that until otherwise ordered the hour of adjourn- 
ment shall be 5 o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state 
the amendment to the Senate. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to add, at the end of the 
resolution, the following words: 

And that, until otherwise ordered, the hour of adjournment shall 
be 5 o'clock p. m. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 
from Mississippi if it is his purpose to keep the Senate in 
session until 5 o’clock? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, no; not necessarily. 

Mr. GALLINGSR. Would it not be better, then, to say “ not 
later than 5 o'clock ”? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Senator is right about that. I think 
that would be a happier wording of the amendment. I ask 
that it be changed to read in that way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Sec- 
retary will make the modification indicated. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Mississippi as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


RECESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is some special 
order at this time the Chair will take up the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, it has been suggested that the Sen- 
ate take a recess until 2.80 o'clock, and I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 40 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 2.80 o'clock p. m. 

At the expiration of the recess the Senate reassembled. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Mr. South, the Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
appeared and delivered the following message: 

Mr. President, I am directed by the House of Representatives 
to inform the Senate that a quorum of the House of Represent- 
atives has assembled; that CHAMr CLARK, a Representative 
from the State of Missouri, has been elected Speaker; that 
South Trimble, a citizen of the State of Kentucky, has been 
elected Clerk; and that the House is ready for business. 

Also, that a committee of three were appointed by the Speaker 
on the part of the House of Representatives to join with the 
committee on the part of the Senate to wait on the President of 
the United States and to notify him that a quorum of the two 
Houses has assembled and that Congress is ready to receive any 
communication that he may be pleased to make, and that Mr. 
KiIrchiIN, Mr. Frrzceratp, and Mr. Maxx were appointed as a 
committee on the part of the House. 


RECESS. 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, the House of Representatives 
has organized and has appointed a committee to act in conjunc- 
tion with the Senate committee to notify the President of the 
assembling of the two Houses of Congress. That committee 
will not be able to report for a while, and I therefore move that 
the Senate take a further recess until 4 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 2 o’clock and 82 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 4 o'clock p. m., and at the 
expiration of the recess the Senate reassembled. 


NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Kern and Mr. GALLINGER, the committee on the part of 
the Senate appointed to wait on the President of the United 
States, appeared ; and 

Mr. KERN said: Mr. President, the committee appointed to 
act with a like committee on the part of the House of Represent- 
atives to wait upon the President of the United States to inform 
him of the organization of the two Houses of Congress and to 
receive information from him as to any communication he may 
desire to make have performed that duty and beg leave to report 
that the President has expressed his purpose, by the consent of 
both Houses, to communicate to them in joint session in the 
Hall of the House of Representatives on to-morrow at 12.30 
o'clock post meridian, . 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to a con- 
current resolution providing that the two Houses of Congress 
assemble in the Hall of the House of Representatives on Tues- 
day, the Tth day of December, 1915, at 12 o'clock and 30 minutes 
in the afternoon, for the purpose of receiving such communi- 
cations as the President of the United States shall be pleased 
to make to them, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

JOINT MEETING OF THE TWO HOUSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following concurrent resolution (No. 1) of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which was read: 

Resolved by the H: R tat the 8 ; 

That the two Honses „ PA {he Hatt ot the Fines od 
Representatives on Tuesday, the Tth day of December, 1915, at 12 
o’clock and 30 minutes in the afternoon, for the se of receiving 
such communications as the President of the United States shall be 
pleased to make to them. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President, I ask for the adoption of the con- 
current resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and (at 4 o'clock and 3 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow (Tuesday, Decem- 
ber 7, 1915) at 12 o’clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 6, 1915. 


This day, in compliance with the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, the Members elect of the House of Representatives of the 
Sixty-fourth Congress assembled in their Hall, and at 12 o'clock 
noon were called to order by Mr. South Trimble, Clerk of the 
last House. 

The CLERK. The House will be in order. The Chaplain of 
the last House will offer prayer. 

Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., Chaplain of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Sixty-third Congress, offered the following 


prayer: 

We stand before Thee, O God our heavenly Father, with 
bowed heads and open hearts, at this the first session of a new 
Congress, for we realize that without that inner light superin- 
duced by Infinite wisdom, power, and purity its work will fail 
of the best. Hence we most earnestly invoke Thy favor upon 
all its Members, that the highest conceptions of statesmanship 
may follow in the wake of all the great problems, national and 
international, which shall present themselves for solution. Be 
wisdom and strength to the Speaker of this House, that with 
consummate skill, justice, and equity he may preside over its 
deliberations with characteristic zeal and lead on to the desired 
results. Be with all who are called to serve in State or Nation, 
that with unselfish devotion to duty they may fulfill the obli- 
gations resting upon them with fidelity and efficiency, that law 
ond order may prevail throughout our borders. Strengthen the 
arm of our President, that he may guide the ship of state safely 
through the storms raging round us to a calm and peaceful 
harbor; and grant, O most merciful Father, that the war in 
which our sister nations are now engaged, with its destructive 
and devastating effects, may cease, that the higher and nobler 
instincts of humanity may obtain and all their differences be 
adjusted by the rational and peaceful methods of arbitration, 
that the world may enjoy the fruits of a peace which shall be 
forever and aye. And to Thee, O God our Father, we will ascribe 
all praise, in the name of Him who taught us to pray: Our 
Father which art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name, Thy king- 
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glory forever. Amen, 


The CLERK.: The first thing in order will be a call of the roll 
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dom come. Thy will be done on earth as it is in heaven. Give 

us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our debts as we for- 
give our debtors, and lead us not into temptation but deliver 
us from evil, for Thine is the kingdom and the power and the 


| | Jesse D. Price. 
Joshua F. C. Talbott. 
Charles P..Coady. 


t 


| Allen T. Treadway. 
| Frederick H. Gillett. 


by States of Members elect of the Sixty-fourth Congress to Calvin B. Pai 


ascertain if iore be a quorum. present. As the: names of Mem- 


‘nn and Delegates: 


Si Hubert Deut, ir. 
Henry B: Steagall. 
Fred L. Blackmon, 
J. Thomas Heflin. 
William B. Oliver. 


Thaddeus: H. Caraway, 
William A. Oldfield, 
John N. Tillman, 
Otis: Wingo. 


John F. Raker. 
Charles F. Curry. 
John I. Nolan. 
John A Elston. 
Denver. 8. Church 


Benjamin C. Hilliard. 
Charles B. Timberlake. 


Davis 8 
Richart P Freeman. 
John . Tiison. 


Stephen M. Sparkman. 
Prank Clark. 


Charles G. Edwards. 
Erann 1 

Charles Crisp. 
Wiliam C. Adamson. 
James W. Wise. 
Gordon Lee. 


Robert M. McCracken, 


Martin B. Madden. 
James R. Mann. 
William W. Wilson. 
James: T. McDermott. 


Jra we ‘ople: 
Charies cy ae 
John C. McKenzie. 
Clyde H. Tavenner. 


Charles Lieb. 
William A. Cullop. 
Willlany B. Cox. 
os 33 


iin H. Gray: 
Merrill itoores. 


Charlos A, Kennedy. 
Harry E. IIull. 


James W. 6 
C. William Ramseyer, 


meat tr nigga jr. 
— 


U. 
Buden wal 


Alben W. 
David II. Rincheloe. 
Robert Y. Thomas, jr. 


Swagar Sherley. 
r B. Rouse. 


Albert Eatopina 
II. Garland Dupré. 
Whitmell P, Martim 
John T. Watkins.. 


Asher (, Hinds. 
Daniel J. McGillicuddy. 


ALABAMA, 


John L. Burnett. 
Edward B. Almon. 
8 Huddleston. 


John W. Abercrombie. 


ARIZONA. 
Carl Hayden. ž 
ARKANSAS, 


Henderson M. Jacoway.. 


Samuel M. Taylor. 
Willlam S. Goodwin. 


CALIFORNIA.. 


Everis A. 

Charles Randan. 
William 5, Stephens. 
William Kettner. 


COLORADO. 
Edward ay Prose e 
Edward T. Taylor. 
CONNECTICUT 
Bbenezer J. Hill. 
James P. Glynn. 


DELAWARE. 
Thomas W. Miller. 
FLORIDA, 
Emmett Wilson.. 
William J, Sears. 
GEORGIA. 
Samuel J. Tribble; 
Th M. Bell. 


omas 
Carl Vinson. 
J. ; er. 
Dudley M. Hughes. 
IDAHO, 
Addison T. Smith. 
IELTNOIS. 


Edward J. King. 
Claudius U. Stone. 
John A. Sterling. 
J h: G. Cannon. 


Wil a ae CONUEN 
He 


William 

Martin D. Foster. 
Thomas S. Williams. 
Edward E. Denison 


Rurnett M. Chiperfleld. 


Wm. Eiza Wil 
INDIANA. 

John A. M. Adair. 

Martin A. Morrison. 

Wiliam R. Wood. 

See Lo Pet te 


erty A. “Darnkart 


IOWA. 
Cassius C., Dowell, 
Horace M. Towner, 
William R. Green. 
Frank P. Woods. 
Thomas J. Steele. 


EANSAS. 
Guy T. Helvering. 
John R. Connellx. 
Jouett Shouse. 
William A. Ayres. 
KENTUCKY, 
James C. Cantrill. 
Harvey Helm. 
William J. Fields. 
John W. Langley. 
Caleb Powers. 


LOUISIANA. 
Rie; * Wilson: 


Samuel E. Winslow, 


Samuel W. age 
|Edward A Hamilton. 
Carl E. 2 
Patrick H. Kelley. 


Sydney Anderson. 
Franklin F. Ellsworth. 
8 R. vis. 

Car! C. Van Dyke. 
| George R. Smith. 


Ezekiel S. Candler, jr. 
— Pie: hens. 


umphreys, 
Thomas U. 1 


James T. Lloyd. 
Willian W. Rucker. 
Alexand 


Dorsey W. Shackleford. 
Champ Clark. 


John M. Evans. 
Charles F. Reavis, 
Chartes O. Lobeck. 
Dan V. Stephens. 


Cyrus A Sulloway. 


William J. Browning: 

Isaac Bacharach. 

Thomas J. Scully. 

muan Gi ona nson, 

John H. ges ck. 
Archibald 


Charles P. Caldwell. 
Joseph V. Fi x 


y H. 
Frederick W. Rowe. 
John J. Fi 
Daniel J. Griffin. 
Oscar W. Swift. 
Reuben L. Haskell. 
Daniel J. Riordan. 
Meyer ger 


George W. Loft. 

Michael F. Farley. 

Michael F. Conry. 
J. ling. 


Isaac 8 


Henry T. Helgesen, 
George M. Young. 


Nicholas Longworth, 
Al G. en. 


Edwin D. Ricketts. 


MARYLAND, 

J. Charles Linthicum, 
Sydney E. Mudd, 
David J. Lewis. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

Ernest W. Boves 

Peter F. 
George Hol —2 "Tinkham, 
James 


Joseph Walsh. 
MICHIGAN, 


Jı t W. Fordney. 
pra 5 McLa An. 
sr Py Load. 

D. Scott. 


W. Frank James. 
Charles A. Nichols. 
MINNESOTA, > 
Charles A. Lind he 
Andrew J. Vol 


Halvor Steenerson, 
Thomas D, Schall. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Byron P. Harrisom, 
Perey E 
James W. Collier. 
MISSOURI, 
Jacob E. Meeker, 
William L. I 


Leonidas C. r. 
Walter L. Hensley. 
Joseph J. Russell. 
Perl D. Decker. 
Thomus L. Rubey. 


MONTANA. 
Tom Stout. 
NEBRASKA, 
Charles ee Sloan. 
Ashton C. 
Moses P. 
NEVADA, 
E. E. Roberts.. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Edward H. Wason, 


NEW JERSEY. 


NEW MEXICO. 


Benigno C. Hernandez. 


NBW YORK. 
Woodson R. Oglesby. 
James W. Husted. 0 
Edmund Platt. 
Charles B. Ward. 
Rollin B. Sauford. 
James S. Parker. 
William B. 


Daniel A. Drisco 

Charles M. Hamilton, 
NORTH CAROLINA. 

Hannibal L. Godwin, 

Robert N. Page. 

Robert L. Doughton, 

Edwin Y. Web 

James J, Britt. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 
Patrick D. Norton. 


OHIO 
Clement Brumbaugh. 
Arthur W. Overmyer. 
Seward H. Williams. 
William C. Mooney. 
Roscoe C. 
William A. Ashbrook. 
David A. eoin eE AY 
John G. 
Wiliam 


Robert Crosser. 
Henry I. Emerson. 
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James V. Mecuntie. 
Dick T. Morgan. 


OREGON. 
C. N. McArthur. 


Charles D. Carter. 
Wiliam H. Murray. 


Willis C. Hawley. 
Nicholas J. Sinnott. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 
William S. Vare. Warren W. Balley. 
George S. Graham C. W. 


Peter E. Costello. 


George P. Darrow. Henry W. Temple. 
Thomas S. Butler. Michael Lie Ir. 
enry W. Watson. Henry J. 8 2 
William W. Griest. S. Taylor North. 
John R, Farr, Samuel H. 
John J. Casey. Stephen G. Porter. 
bert D. Heaton. . Coleman. 
Arthur G t. John M. Morin, 
Louis T. McFadden. rew J. Barchfeld. 
Edgar ess. 
Benjamin K. Focht. eee Lean 
Benjamin K, Fo 7 . 
peace S. Kreider. John R. K. Scott. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Geo: F. O'Shaunessy. 
Walter R. Stiness. 


Richard 8. Whaley. 
James F. Byrnes. J. 


Samuel J. Nicholls, 


Charles H, Dillon, 
Royal C. Johnson, 


TENNESSEE. 
Sa: . Sells. Joseph W. Byrns. 
oye ae wines wa 
ordell Hull. Finis J. Garrett. 


Kenneth D. McKellar. 
TEXAS. 


Cordell Hull. 
William C. Houston. 


Black. James P, Buchanan. 
Masti Dies. Robert L. Henry. 
James Young. Oscar Callaway. 
Sam Rayburn. John H. Stephens. 
Hatton W. Sumners. James L. Slayden. 
Rufus Hardy. Jobn N, er. 
Alexander W. Gregg. William R. Smith. 
Joe H. e. James H. 

George F. Burgess. Jef: McLemore, 
UTAH. 
Joseph Howell. James H, Mays. 
VERMONT. 
Frank L. Greene, Porter H. Dale. 
VIRGINIA. 


William A. Jones. 
Edward E. Holland. 
Andrew J. Montague. 
Edward W. Saunders. 
Carter Glass. 


James Hay. 
Charles C. Carlin. 
C. Bascom Slemp. 
Henry D. Flood. 


WASHINGTON. 


the last regular election. Without objection it will be printed 
in the Rrcorp. 
The statement is as follows: 


Nov. 24, 19154... 
May 3, 1915 1. 


William S. Bennet. 


Yor! 
= -first New Dec. 4, 1914!....| Bertrand H. Snell. 
Thirty- New Dec. 10, 1014 l. Norman J. Gould. 
vo ~ 
Twenty-fourth Jan. 31, 19151...) Henry W. Temple. 


Samuel J. Nicholls. 


1 
ree th Caro- Apr. 19, 1915 


Died. 


Resigned. 

ELECTION OF SPEAKER. 

The Crerk. The next business in order is the election of a 
pran for the Sixty-fourth Congress. Nominations are now 

order. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Clerk, I place in nomination Hon. CHAMP 
CLank, of Missouri. [Applause.] 

The CLERK. The name of CHaur CLARK, of Missouri, has 
ae prapa before the House. Are there any further nomina- 

ons 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Clerk, I am directed 
in behalf of the Republican Members to nominate for the office 
of Speaker the Hon. James R. Mann, of Illinois. [Applause.] 

The Crerx. The name of James R. Mann, of Illinois, is 
placed before the House. Are there any further nominations? 
If not, the Clerk designates as tellers to record the vote Mr. 
HELGESEN of North Dakota, Mr. GREENE of Vermont, Mr. EAGLE 
of Texas, and Mr. DHL of Washington. The gentlemen named 
~~ please come to the Clerk's desk and take their positions as 
ellers. 

The tellers took their places at the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk called the roll. 

The following is the vote in detail: 


FOR CHAMP CLARK—222. 


4 mo 5 far ange 
ndley H. ey. 
Albert Johnson. 


M. M. Neely. 
Wiliam G. Brown, jr. 
Adam B. Littlepage. 


Henry A. Cooper. 
Michael E. Burke. 


Michael K. Reilly. 


1 L. La Follette. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
Hunter H. Moss, jr. 
Edward Coo) 75 


Howard Sutheriand. 
WISCONSIN. 


John J. Esch. 
Edward E. Browne. 
Thomas F. Konop. 
James A. Frear. 
Irvine L. Lenroot. 


WYOMING. 


Frank W, Mondell. 
ALASKA, 
Delegate. 


James Wickersham. 


rum. The Clerk has prepared a statement of the 
the Membership of the House by death and resignation since 


The CLERK. The roll call shows 429 Members present, a quo- 
changes in 


Abercrombie Dies Jacoway Rayburn 
Adair Dill Johnson, Ky. Refl 
Adamson Dixon Jones Rio 
Aiken Kea Rouse 
Alexander Doolittle Kettner Rubey 
mon Pen, e Kassi, M 
ncheloe 0 
Ashbrook Kitchin Sabath 
Aswell Dupré Konop Saunders 
Ayres Eagan Lazaro eully 
Eagle Lee rs 
Barnhart feet inal 8 Sherl 
stop ver erle 
Beakes Evans Lewis h 4 
Bell Farley Lieb Shouse 
Black Fe 1 
Blackmon Fields Linthicum Sisson 
her Finley Li Slayden 
Borland Fi Lloyd mall 
Brown, W. va. Flood Smith, N. Y. 
Bruckner Flynn Loft Smith, Tex 
Brumbaugh Foster McAndrews Sparkman 
Buchanan, III. Gallivan M tie 2 
Buchanan, Tex. Gandy M Sted 
Surgen Gard McGillicnddy Steele, Iowa 
Burke Garner cKellar teele, 
Burnett Garrett ore Stephens, Miss, 
Byrnes, S. C. Glass Maher Stephens, Nebr. 
Byrns, Tenn. Godwin, N. C. Mays Stephens, Tex. 
Caldwell win, Montague Stone 
Callaway Gordon Moon Stout 
eg Miss. Gray. Ind. — rga 
Can orrison Taggart 
Caraway Griffis Moss, Ind. ae 
Carew Hamill Murray tt 
Carlin Hard Neely Tavenner 
Carter, Okla. a — son Sons 8. C. — — ae 
sey r, Colo. 
urch Hastings Stage A 
Clark, Fla. Hay Oliver Thompson 
Cline Hayden Omey Tiliman 
Coady He O’Shaunessy bble 
Collier Helm Overmyer Van Dyke 
Connelly Helvering 
Conry Hen Page, N. C. Walker 
Cox Hens Park Watkins 
Patten 
T Holand Phelan ey 
Cullop Hood Pou Williams, W. E. 
Dale, N. X. Houston Price Wilson, Fla 
Davenport H n uin Wilson, La 
Davis, Tex. Hughes go 
Decker Hu Rainey e 
Dent P Raker Young, Tex. 
1 Rauch 
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FOR JAMES R. MANN—195. 


Anderson Foss La Follette Rodenberg 
Anthony Frear Langley, Rogers 
Austin Freeman Lehlbach Rowe 
Bacharach Fuller Lenroot Rowland 
a ie feld 3 22 3 Ohio 
es arlan ngwor Santo 

Sennet Gillett tool Scott, Mich. 
Britt Glynn McArthur tt, Pa. 
Britten Good McCracken 18 
Browne, Wis. Gould McCulloch egel 
Browning Graham McFadden Sinnott 
Butler Gray, N.J McKenzie emp 
Campbell Green, Iowa McKinley Sloan 
Cannon Greene, Mass. McLaughlin Smith, Idaho 
Capstick Greene, Vt. Madden Smith, Mich. 
Carter, Mass. Griest gee Smith, Minn. 
Cary Guernsey — 9 oe Snell 
Chandler. N. T. Hadle Matthews Snyder 

ries Hamilton, Mich, Meeker Stafford 

Chiperfield Hamilton, N. Y. Miller, Del. Steenerson 
Coleman Haskell Miller, Minn, Stephens, Cal. 
Cooper, Ohio Haugen Miller, Sterling 
Cooper, W. Va. Hawley Mondell tiness 
Cooper, Wis. Hayes Mooney Sulloway 
oe e ‘ Heaton Moore, Pas Sutherland 

‘ostello Helgesen oores, Ind. wee 
Crago Hernandez Morgan, Okla. Swift 
Curry Hill Mor ; Switzer 
Dale, Vt. Hinds Moss, W. Va. ‘Temple 
Dallinger Hollingsworth | Mott Tilson 
Danforth Hopwood Mudd Timberlake 
Darrow Howell Nelson Tinkham 
Davis, Minn. Hull, Iowa Nichols, Mich, ‘Towner 
Dempsey Humphrey, Wash, North Treadway 
Denison Husted Norton Vare 
Dillon Hutchinson Oakey Volstead 
Dowell James Paige, Mass Walsh 
Drukker Johnson, 8. Dak. Parker, N. J Ward 
Dunn Johnson, Wash, Parker, N Y. Wason 
Dyer Kearns Peters Watson, Pa. 
Edmonds Keister Platt Wheeler 
Ellsworth Kelley Porter Williams, T. S. 
Emerson Kennedy, Iowa Powers Williams, Ohio 
Esc! Kennedy, R. I. Pratt Wilson, III. 
Fairchild Kless Ramseyer Winslow 
Farr Kin Rea vis Wood, Ind 
Fess Kinka ia Ricketts Woods, Iowa 
Focht Kreider Roberts, Mass. Young, N. Dak. 
Fordney Lafean Roberts, Nev. 

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—5. 
Elston London Martin Nolan 
Schall 
The Crerk. The result of the ballot for Speaker as agreed to 


by the tellers is as follows: Whole number of ballots, 422. Mr. 
CHAMP CLARK, of Missouri, has received 222 votes and Mr. James 
R. Mann, of Illinois, 195 votes. Answering“ present,” 5. CHAMP 
Crark, having received a majority of all the votes cast, is duly 
elected Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Sixty- 
fourth Congress. [Loud applause.] I appoint as 2 committee to 
conduct the Speaker elect to the chair Mr. Mann, of Illinois, 
Mr. Conry, of New York, and Mr. WNAIxx, of South Carolina. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri, on appearing with the Members desig- 
nated, was greeted with loud general applause, which was 
renewed when he took the chair. 

Mr, MANN. Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, I 
have the honor, in behalf of this committee, to present to you 
your chosen Speaker, able and impartial, respected, admired, and 
beloved by all of us. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen of the House of Representatives, 
I am profoundly grateful for this new evidence of your affection 
and esteem, I thank the Democrats for their votes. and I thank 
the members of the minority for the personal good will that 
has been extended to me on their part during all my days here, 
[Applause.] 

I am particularly grateful to my brother Maxx, the able, 
incisive, aggressive, vigilant leader of the minority, for the 
gracious and flattering manner in which he presented me. [Ap- 
plause.] It is a great thing to be elected Speaker of this House 
once, and the honor increases in geometrical progression as the 
number of terms increase, [Applause.] 

The time is almost in sight when, on account of the amazing 
growth of this country and the astounding multiplication of 
business in Congress, the Congress will practically sit in per- 
petual session. I hope that this Congress will go into history 
as a working Congress rather than a talking Congress [ap- 
plause], and, practicing what I preach, without any more words, 
I am ready to take the oath of office. [Applause.] I ask the 
gentleman from Maryland, Mr. Tarsort, to administer the oath. 

The oath of office was administered to the Speaker by Mr. 
TALBOTT. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 
The Speaker administered the oath of office to the Members 


and Delegates, the Members and Delegates presenting themselyes 
as their names were called by States and Territories in the area 
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m moni of the Speaker’s desk and taking the oath prescribed 
y law. 
Mr. BUTLER and Mr. Gast qualified by affirmation. 


ELECTION OF CLERK AND OTHER OFFICERS. 


Mr. SAUNDERS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 1. 


Resolved, That Hon, South Trimble, of the State of Kentucky, be, and 
he is hereby, chosen Clerk of the House of Representatives ; 

That Robert B. Gordon, of the State of Ohio, be, and he Is hereby, 
chosen Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives; 

That Joseph J. Sinnott, of the State of Virginia, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the House of resentatives ; 

That William M. Dunbar, of the State of Georgia, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives ; and à 

That Rev. Henry N. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, by the direc- 
tion of the Republican Members of the House, I offer the fol- 
lowing resolution in the way of a substitute for the resolution 
just read, and send it to the Clerk's desk and ask to have it read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Clarence N. Price, of the State of Kansas, be, and he 

ereby, chosen Clerk of the House of E iraa ea, 

That C. W. Sheldon, of the State of Pennsylvania, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Se: nt at Arms of the House of Representatives ; 

That Akin S. Tallman. of the State of New York, be, and he is hereby, 
chosen Doorkeeper of the House of Representatives; 

That George W. Denny, of the State of Tennessee, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Postmaster of the House of Representatives ; 

That Rev. Henry N. Couden, of the State of Michigan, be, and he is 
hereby, chosen Chaplain of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GREENE]. 

The question was taken, and the substitute was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the original reso- 
lution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division of the resolution 
offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Sasunpens], so that 
the last paragraph may be voted on separately, 

The SPEAKER, That is in respect to the portion of the 
resolution referring to the Chaplain? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks for a 
division of the question, so that that portion of the resolution 
referring to the election of the Chaplain may be voted on sepa- 
rately. The question is on agreeing to that paragraph of the 
resolution, that the Rev. Dr. Couden be chosen Chaplain. 

The question was taken, and the paragraph was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on agreeing to the 
other portion of the resolution. ; 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

The officers elected, mentioned in the resolution, appeared at 
the bar of the House and took the oath of office. 


MINORITY EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 17. 


Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered, Joseph G. Rodgers be author- 
ized to act as special employee of the Louse of Representatives and 
receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that John H. 
Hollingsworth be authorized to act as special chief page and pair clerk 
and receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that William 
Tyler Page be authorized to act as specia messenger and assistant pair 
clerk and receive compensation at the rate of $1,800 per annum; that 
Bert W. Kennedy and Frank W. Collier be authorized to act as special 
messengers and receive compensation at the rate of $1,500 per annum; 
and that A. E. Chaffee be authorized to act as minority telephone mes- 
senger and receive compensation at the rate of $1,200 per annum; such 
employees to be at all times under the control of the Speaker of the 
2 and subject to change at any time by the House as provided by 

w. 
Mr. LLOYD rose. 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Lrorp] that this is the identical resolution, word 
for word, which was agreed to two years ago. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the purpose I had in rising was 
to ascertain that information. 

The SEEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
lution, which I send to the desk and ask te have read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 2. 
ved, That the Clerk be instructed to inform the President of the 

United States that the House of Representatives has elected CHAMP 
CLARK, a Representative from the State of Missouri, as 
South Trimble, a citizen of the State of Kentucky, as 
House of Representatives of the Sixty-fourth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution, 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Tha — to the inform that bod: 
l t be sent to the Senate to y 
irs jane ieir of the House of Representatives is assembled; that 
elect 85 ker; that So th'Trimbie. a otizen sf the Btate of Kentucky, 
ed §; er; u e, a. 0 e . 
E House is ready for business. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions: 
Resolved, That the inform the President of the United 
CCC 
8 99 a Senator from the State of Arkansas, President 
of the Senate pro tempore. 
5 Tha Secretary inform the H t Re tati 
Resolved t th inf the House o presentatives 
that  quoram of the Senate is assembled, and that the Senate is resdy 
to proceed to business. 


er, and 
erk, of the 


i mbled, and tbat Co 
form him that a quorum of each House is asse — . —— 2 * 
ith the regnas the ent pro tempore had 
appointed as said committee Mr. RN and Mr. GALLINGER. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. KITOHIN. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolu- 
tion, which I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 4. 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Speaker, on 
the part of the House of Representatives, to join with the committee 
on the of the Senate, to wait on the President of the United States 
and notify him that a quorum of the two Houses is assembled and 
that Congress is ready to receive any communication that he may be 
pleased to make. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
committee on the part of the House: Mr. Krrenrn, Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD, and Mr. Mann. 

A THE RULES. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution., 

The SPEAKER. The Olerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 16. 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the 
Sixty-third Congress be adopted as the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Sixty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. I Will yield for a question. 

Mr. MANN. I desire at the proper time to offer a motion to 
commit the resolution. I suppose it might be advisable to have 
the proposition pending before the House and come to some 
understanding as to the time for discussion. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I do not object to having the 
resolution read, reserving all points of order against it. 

Mr. MANN. Well, it has been decided by this Speaker that 
the motion is in order after the previous question is ordered, 
under the parliamentary practice as laid down in the practice of 
the House. 

Mr. HENRY. Let the resolution be read, then. 

Mr. MANN. I will ask to have the resolution read at this time 
for information. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. MANN moves to recommit the resolution to a select committee to 
be appointed by the Speaker, to be com of seven Members, with 
instructions to report back-to the House forthwith a resolution in 
substance as follows: 


mittee be further instructed to consider said resolution committed to 
it and make a report to the House prior to January 17, 1916, with its 


recommendations for 
fourth Congress.” 


the adoption of permanent rules for the Sixty- 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, do gentlemen on the other side 
wish to debate the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. I think so; yes. 

Mr. HENRY. Perhaps we might come to an agreement on 
that as to time. I want to move the previous question a little 
later on. How much time will be necessary, does the gentle- 
man think? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I should think we should want three-quarters 
of an hour on this side. 

Mr. HENRY. Make it half an hour on a side and I think 
wo can agree Without any dificulty ; say half an hour to each 

e, 

Mr. MANN. Of course the gentleman would have me at his 
mercy if he were disposed to be unfair, but I think he is dis- 
posed to be fair, and I think we would be satisfied with half an 
hour on a side. 

Mr. HENRY. We think half an hour would be enough. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HENRY. Yes; a question. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I want to offer an amendment to the 
resolution that was offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry], and I want to inquire whether there is objection to my 
offering that amendment now? 

Mr. HENRY. Yes; I could not yield for that purpose, Mr. 
Speaker, I am sorry to say. I yield fora question, 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. We are in the House, as I understand, 
without any rules, are we not? 

The SPEAKER. Les. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. And no Congress prior to this could fix the 
rules for us, could it? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

; ec LINDBERGH, And neither any legislation of Congress 

The SPEAKER. Each House fixes its own rules. The gen- 
eral parliamentary law is practically the rules of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. The rules now would be liberally con- 
strued, would they not, for the purpose—— 

Mr. MANN. They would not be construed at all, because they 
are not in force. 

The SPEAKER. The rules are liberally construed; they 
always are. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Very well. If our proceedings are liber- 
ally construed to-day, why would not an amendment be proper 
to offer at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Because the gentleman from Texas (Mr. 
Henny] has the floor. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. And under a liberal construction it would 
not be permissible to do that? : 

The SPEAKER. Exactly. 

Mr. MURRAY. May I suggest to the gentleman that general 
parliamentary law is made for the majority. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. That appears to be the case, Mr. Speaker, 
and I will not offer it at this time. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I understand this is not to be 
taken out of my time. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENRY. Is it the agreement that there be 30 minutes on 
each side in which to discuss the resolution, and at the end of 
that time the previous question shall be considered as ordered? 

The SPEAKER. That at the end of that time the previous 
question shall be considered as ordered; the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Henry] will control one half of the time and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] the other half. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri arise? 

Mr. LLOYD. Is it understood that the proposed amendment 
shall be considered? 

The SPEAKER. What amendment? 

Mr. MANN. That is a motion to commit. 

The SPEAKER. It is simply pending for the purpose of de- 
bate. The Chair held two years ago, and will hold again, that - 
a motion to commit ean be put in this instance after the previ- 
ous question is ordered. That is the only way to get a vote 
on it. 

Mr. HENRY. I will make that request. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will give heed to it. The gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Henry] is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Is there objection to the proposition that this be debated for 
an hour, 30 minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Texas 
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[Mr. Henry] and 30 minutes by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], and that at the end of that time the previous ques- 
tion shall be considered as ordered?. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears no objection. The gentleman from Texas Is recog- 
nized for 80 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield my 30 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LEN- 
root] will be recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. HENRY, Mr. Speaker, my remarks will necessarily be 
brief. This resolution is plain and in the usual form in which it 
has been adopted at previous sessions. It simply means that the 
rules of the former Congress shall control this Congress until 
any amendments may be brought into the House and voted on. 
I will state to the House that if there are any amendments 
to the rules necessary, formal resolutions amending the rules 
may be introduced and may be referred to the Committee on 
Rules in the usual way, where they will be considered and what- 
ever action is deemed necessary will be taken thereon. At the 
present time it seems that no amendments are necessary for this 
occasion. Therefore it is appropriate to adopt the rules of the 
former Congress, and that is the sole meaning of the resolution 
which has been offered. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LEN- 
root] is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair kindly inform 
me when I have occupied 10 minutes? 

If this motion to commit shall prevall, Mr. Speaker, it will 
result in simply this: That the rules of the Sixty-third Congress 
will be temporarily adopted until the 17th day of January ; that 
in the meantime a special committee will consider proposed 
amendments to the rules, with instructions to report to the House 
its recommendations prior to that time. I am very sorry, in- 
deed, that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] has not 
seen fit to accept this proposition. The speech that he has just 
made to the House is exactly the same speech that he made 
two years ago, when he admitted the necessity of some material 
amendments to the rules, and when he solemnly assured the 
House that the Committee on Rules would consider those amend- 
ments and give the House an opportunity to vote upon them. 
The entire Sixty-third Congress went by, and a number of reso- 
lutions were proposed and referred to the committee. I myself 
had some of them. I was a member of the committee and tried 
repeatedly to get that committee to consider those resolutions, 
but they never did. 

Now, I am only going to refer, Mr. Speaker, to one or two of 
the amendments to the rules of the Sixty-third Congress that 
ought to be considered, amendments that every Member of 
this House who was a Member of the Sixty-third Congress will 
admit ought to be considered by the House. One of them par- 
ticularly is in reference to Calendar Wednesday. The gentle- 
man from Texas knows, as every old Member of this House 
knows, that Calendar Wednesday has become a farce, and that 
one-sixth of the time of the House of Representatives is wasted 
because of the rule that exists with reference to Calendar Wed- 
nesday. The gentleman from Texas two years ago, at the open- 
ing of the Sixty-third Congress, admitted that, and he assured 
the House that the Committee on Rules would propose an amend- 
ment making Calendar Wednesday what its authors intended 
it should be, but, unhappily, framed the language so that it 
was not open tq the construction that we all believed would be 
given it. I will quote the gentleman's language: 7 

For instance, it is our intention to undertake to revise the rule pro- 
viding for Calendar Wednesday, to make it more practival, and see if 
we can not evolye a more workable plan under that rule. 

I will say to the House that the Committee on Rules never 
gave a moment of consideration to that matter, and unless this 
motion to commit be adopted we have no reason to think that 
there will be any change in Calendar Wednesday from that 
condition which has existed during the past four years. 

And I will remind you upon the other side that this is not a 
partisan question. This Sixty-fourth Congress, and especially 
this session of it, will have questions of greater importance than 
have been considered for many years. It will be very difficult, 
indeed, to secure consideration of bills of minor public im- 
portance unless the rule with reference to Calendar Wednesday 
be amended and revised. And, theréfore, I say to every one of 
you that the day will come when you will regret that you did 
not use the opportunity which is before us now of temporarily 
adopting these rules and seeing to it that the House will have an 
opportunity to amend them, 


Further, referring to the opening of the Sixty-third Congress, 
in the debate similar to that which we are now haying, on the 
7th day of April, 1913, being the beginning of the special session 
of that Congress, I asked the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Henry] a question in the following language. I said: 

I desire to ask the gentleman if he does not think the House at a 
later time should have some opportunity of considering all of the rules 
if it desires to do so; and may I ask the gentleman whether he will 
Bae will, at a later time: pive the tienes’ tas nie oe ae 
ing amendments to each an all of the rules? * 8 

To which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] replied: 

Mr. Spraker; the gentleman from Texas will say this, that if Mem- 
bers desire to introduce amendents to every rule of this House, and 
those amendments are referred to the Committee on Rules, they will 
there be carefully and deliberately considered, with an abundance of 
time for each Member to present his views if he wishes to appear, and 
then the Committee on les will present a report to this House for 
its action, to adopt it if it wishes to do so, or to vote it down if it 
desires to do so. s 

Could assurance, Mr. Speaker, be stronger than that assurance 
given by the chairman of the Committee on Rules of the Sixty- 
third Congress? And yet, as I have said, that committee never 
considered the amendment of a single rule during the entire 
two years, and the House never had an opportunity to vote 
upon them. Calendar Wednesday remained to be frittered away 
during the Sixty-third Congress as it had in the previous ses- 
sion, and unless this motion to commit now prevails, there is 
no reason to believe that Calendar Wednesday will not be 
agin ieee away during this Congress as it has been in 

e past. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, why should not this motion to commit pre- 
vail? It adopts the rules of the House just exactly as the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] wants them adopted until 
January 17, making them temporary only instead of per- 
manent. In the meantime a special committee will be appointed 
by the Speaker himself, presumably with the gentleman from 
Texas at the head, with instructions—and those instructions, 
if given in this form, surely will be obeyed—with instructions 
to report to this House prior to January 17 such amendments to 
the rules as in their judgment the rules ought to have. That 
is all that there is in the proposition, and it ought to receive the 
Lo magi vote of every Member of this House, regardless of 
party. 

I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used seven minutes. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr, Speaker, I do not care to use any of my 
time now. I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin to use 
more of his time. The gentleman from New York [Mr Frrz- 
GERALD] requested time, but I do not see him here now. ; 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. LINDBERGH ]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND- 
BERGH ] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, I have heard two great 
Speakers of the House say that the House is master of its own 
rules. It Is also held that previous Congresses can not make 
the rules of a succeeding Congress; that the rules of a previous 
Congress can not control a subsequent Congress. 

Now, then, we see the fallacy to-day of the statement that 
the House controls its own rules, because we are governed by 
such technical rules, parliamentary rules, the “ general parlia- 
mentary law,” so to speak, that we can not get before the House 
the consideration of new and better rules in any way that is 
intelligible to the membership. We have here a motion to adopt 
the old rules in toto, and then we have recognized, by an un- 
written law, a person who is a leader of the minority—and I 
am not complaining of that fact—to offer a substitute or to 
commit a motion to a select committee to recommend amend- 
ment to the rules, and no one else is permitted to offer anything 
in the shape of amendments. That is what I object to, for it 
places the general membership at a disadvantage. We have 
nothing to vote on except to accept what has been offered by 
one Member or a substitute by another. Everyone else, as sug- 
gested by the Speaker, is out of order. 

Now, under the ordinary rules of procedure a motion may be 
amended and the amendment may be amended, and to-day we 
ought to be here under liberal rules for the purpose of determining 
what the rules shall be for the governing of this Congress; and 
yet, by precedents, we are prevented from doing that very thing. 
You accomplish by indirection what you say can not be necom- 
plished by direct legislation of a previous Congress nor by the 
rules of a previous House. No greater absurdity could present 
itself than the spectacle here to-day. It is the old gag again. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINDBERGH. I can not yield because of the lack of 
time. I have an amendment which I now offer, and I would 
like to have it read in my time. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. LINDBERGH moves to amend by adding to the other amendments 
proposed the ages E 

“All bills or resolutions to amend the rules of the House in any man- 
ner relating to the general government of the House or of any of its 
committees, or for a consideration of any resolution or bill introduced 
in the House or that has passed the Senate, and the purpose of such 
resolutions and bills is to secure the action of the House upon any 
matters or subjects of general public interest—that is, when the object 
is to secure general legislation—the same shall automatically be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules and be reported back to the House 
by the said committee within 14 calendar days, and if not so reported 
within the time named shall automatically revert back to the House and 
be immediately entered upon the calendar of the House. That after 
the same has been on the calendar 3 days the author of the bill or 
resolution, or in case he fails to, or if it is a bill or resolution that 
has ssed the Senate, then any Member may move the consideration 
of the same, which motion shall fix the time for its consideration. 
Such motion shall not be debatable and shall be privileged and take 
precedence over all other motions.” 

Mr. LINDBERGH. This amendment would give the House 
power, or, in other words, would make it master of itself. 

Three other amendments I should offer, but they would be 
ruled out, as suggested, by the Speaker. This day we begin the 
proceedings of the new Congress gagged from the very start. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman yields back one minute. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman from Texas use some of 
his time? 

Mr. HENRY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] has not come in, and if he does not care for the time, 
there will be only one other speech on this side, unless somebody 
opposed to the rules desires time on this side. I ask the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin to use his time. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD] five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF- 
FoRD] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, if the resolution offered by my 
colleague [Mr. Lenroot] is voted down and the rules of the 
last Congress are adopted by this body, it goes without saying 
that it is a certainty that these rules will be in existence when 
the Sixty-fourth Congress adjourns without any further amend- 
ment than what was effected in the last Congress. 

very person who has served in a prior Congress, in the last 

Congress in particular, knows that the rules of the Sixty-third 
Congress are not the last word in order to have proper considera- 
tion of legislation brought before this body. The Speaker has 
said that he would like to have this prove to be a working Con- 
gress, and in order to have this a working Congress you are 
called upon to amend the rules, if you are mindful at all of the 
grave abuse of Calendar Wednesday, so as to bring before the 
House the legislation that is reported from the respective com- 
mittees for a vote. You are obliged to amend that rule. : 

This is a very reasonable resolution. The Speaker appoints 
select committee. They are virtually called upon to go over 
these rules. I know that in private conversation with members 
of the committee they acknowledge that these rules are not the 
last word and that there should be some changes in them. If 
you intend to stand by the Speaker in his presaging utterance 
that this should be a working Congress rather than a talking 
Congress, you will adopt this reasonable provision, which will 
allow the Speaker to appoint a select committee of seven, who 
will bring into this House a revision of some of these rules which 
are so much in need of revision. 

If you do not adopt it, then by your vote—because this is 
your only chance and opportunity to vote on a revision of the 
rules—you indorse every procedure of the last Congress. You 
indorse the action of the Committee on Printing in bringing in 
a large codification bill that will take up months and months of 
Calendar Wednesdays. You indorse the action of the Com- 
mittee on Revision of the Laws in bringing in another codifica- 
tion bill to act as a buffer against the consideration of other 
legislation; and you will go home to your districts with an 
apology that you were not able to consider all of this important 
legislation that the committees haye recommended, because the 
rules did not permit you to bring it up for consideration. 

Under our method of legislation we naturally send the bills 
and resolutions to the committees for their consideration, to 
report back to the House what they believe is worthy of the con- 
sideration of the House; but when they do bring back those 
bills there should be some machinery other than unanimous con- 
sent and other than suspension of the rules whereby those bills 
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may be considered, and the only avenue for the consideration of 
those bills is that of Calendar Wednesday. 

Calendar Wednesday is acknowledged by all to have been 
abused. A few words, a little change, may correct it. Are you 
in favor of the old, obsolete methods that were in force in the 
last Congress? By your votes to-day you will determine whether 
you believe in frittering away Calendar Wednesday or whether 
you believe in having an up-to-date revision of the rules, whereby 
this House can legislate on the bills reported from the committees. 

Mr. HENRY. Is this the last speech on that side? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
my colleague [Mr. Coon]. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, here is what is 
included in the proposition which the gentleman from Texas 
IMr. Henry] makes: The scores of new Members of this House 
who never have had any legislative experience under the rules 
of the last House are nevertheless asked to vote to adopt those 
rules for the entire term of the present Congress, and thus to 
accept something about which, as a matter of personal experi- 
ence, they are totally uninformed. Now, the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tllinois [Mr. Mann] and of my colleague from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lennoor] is to adopt the old rules temporarily. 
The House can do business under them until the 17th of Janu- 
ary, at which time it will be within the power of the Democratic 
majority, in its discretion, to override any or all of the amend- 
ments which may be proposed by the select committee to be ap- 
pointed by our Democratic Speaker. Your Democratic majority 
can then, if it so desire, defeat all proposed amendments and 
adopt the rules of the last House in toto. But meanwhile the 
new Members will have had an opportunity to become ac- 
quainted by actual experience with the workings of those rules. 
This would be perfectly fair to both sides of the aisle. In my 
judgment not a rational argument can be offered against that 
proposition. No Representative should be put under the gag 
as soon as he comes here, have the party whip applied to him, 
and be compelled to vote upon a question concerning which he 
must of necessity be absolutely ignorant. Many have never read 
the rules; scores on both sides have never had a minute's ex- 
perience under them; and yet they are asked to vote to adopt 
them all until the 4th of March, 1917. I repeat that the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and of my col- 
league [Mr. Lenroot] is to adopt the rules temporarily until the 
17th of January, to let all Members have experience under them, 
and then to vote on the question of adopting them with or with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, this House is entering upon 
the consideration of more grave questions than any House of 
recent years. No Congress in a quarter of a century has con- 
sidered more questions than this Congress will be called upon to 
take into consideration. The Speaker has well said that this 
should be a working Congress. We ought to get through with 
our business by the middle of summer. If the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] prevails, we begin by 
binding ourselyes to waste one-sixth of our time. Calendar 
Wednesday is a waste of time. The Members of this House on 
both sides, who have been interested in the procedure and who 
have watched what has been going on, know that within the 
past four years but little, if anything, has been done on Calendar 
Wednesday. One day therefore of each veek is entirely wasted. 

It was intended that Calendar Wednesday should be one of 
the most important legislative days of the Congress. That 
was the hope of those who proposed that calendar day. It was 
the result of one of the greatest reforms that the rules of the 
House have had within recent years. Yet everybody now con- 
cedes that it has only resulted in frittering away one day of 
the time of the House every week. 

Then, in addition to that, a great campaign was on against the 
committees of the House, against the domination of the Speaker 
in the appointment of committees, in fixing up committees that 
would smother bills. A scheme was devised to thwart that 
purpose of any Speaker or of any committee, and a rule was 
provided that there should be a calendar upon which bills and 
resolutions could be placed, and that upon occasions that were 
opportune, occurring regularly, Members should have an‘oppor- 
tunity to move to discharge any committee from further con- 
sideration of a bill and to consider it in the House. There was 
not one bill or resolution considered on that calendar in the 
Sixty-third Congress for the reason that the rule is not work- 
able. 

These two rules especially should be considered by a com- 
mittee of this House, with a view to expediting its business, 
without any partisanship, without any view of inaugurating new 
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reforms, but with a view of expediting the business of the House; 
and I appeal to the Members on both sides, and especially to the 
new Members of the House on the Democratic side, and many 
Members on that side who were brought into this House on a 
wave of protest against the inefficiency of other rules, under 
which the business of the House, it was claimed, was not ex- 
pedited as they and the country thought it should be. To-day 
we are in a worse condition, so far as the work of the House is 
concerned, than we have eyer been since I have been a Member. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, it is now evident that this House 
is to be regaled—— 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? We have not yet 
used all of our time. 

Mr. HENRY. I shall be glad to have the gentleman use all 
of his time. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] if he wants to use the remaining 
seven minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. I prefer, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Texas should use some of his time now. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I am going to close the discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is to have but 
one speech? 

Mr. HENRY. That is all. 

Mr. LENROOT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will use some time. 
Mr. Speaker, I regret exceedingly that neither the gentleman 
from Texas nor any of his colleagues have seen fit to debate this 
question. I am not greatly surprised that the gentleman from 
Texas reserves what he has to say for a speech when he can 
not be replied to, but I do submit that in all fairness on a 
question of this importance the House is entitled to know the 
views of the gentleman from Texas and others and the position 
that they take upon this question where there can be some little 
debate with reference to it. I am inclined to think, Mr. Speaker, 
that the reason the gentleman from Texas reserves what he has 
to say for a concluding speech, when he can not be replied to, is 
because he is not willing to meet this question in fair and open 
debate. The gentleman from Texas knows that the promise 
that he made to this House a few moments ago is the same 
promise that the same gentleman made to this House in the 
opening of the Sixty-third Congress, a promise never fulfilled 
by the gentleman from Texas or the Committee on Rules. 

I would have been glad, Mr. Speaker, of an opportunity to 
reply to anything which the gentleman might say as a reason 
why this motion should not be adopted temporarily, adopting 
the old rules, so that the business of the House will not be 
impeded or obstructed in the slightest degree. What objection 
can the gentleman have to the appointment of a special com- 
mittee, with himself at the head of it, without any instructions 
to that committee other than that they shall take up this ques- 
tion and consider the rules of the Sixty-third Congress and make 
recommendations as to what, if any, amendment ought to be 
made to them, and bring a report to this House at such a time 
when the new Members of this House especially will have had 
some opportunity to familiarize themselves with the rules and 
the necessity for amendment of them. 

I submit that it would have been fairer for him and gentlemen 
on that side who take the position, to have some real debate 
rather than to reserve all that they have to say to one speech to 
which there can be no reply. 

I wish to say that this is not a partisan matter and ought 
not to be considered as such. Democrats on that side ought to 
vote just as freely for it as the Republicans on this side. It is 
merely a question of whether we shall without any partisanship 
do what we can to make the Sixty-fourth Congress an effectual 
and working Congress, as the Speaker said, rather than a talking 
one—one that will produce results in the fairest and best manner 
possible. 

I still indulge the hope that the Members upon that side of the 
aisle will not think that this is a question of partisanship, that 
they must blindly follow the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] ; 
but will consider this proposition on its merits, which is simply 
to adopt the rules temporarily and have them considered by a 
committee controlled by you on the other side. If you will do 
that instead of blindly following the lead of the gentleman from 
Texas, then the motion made upon this side of the House will be 
adopted by an overwhelming majority, and I should regret ex- 
ceedingly to see the first business of this Congress made a matter 
of partisanship, a matter of blindly following the leader of that 
side of the House without regard to the merits of the question. 
A question as important as this question is ought to be debated 
without any spirit of partisanship, and if it is not, I am afraid 
that the work of this Congress will not be very greatly in the 
public interest. Begin now and use.your own judgment, vote 
your own convictions, and if we do that on both sides of this 


aisle, in the days to come we will make a record that every man 
on either side of the aisle will be proud of. 

Mr. BO Will thè gentleman yield? 

Mr. LHNROOT. Yes. 

Mr. BORLAND, The gentleman has spoken earnestly about 
this being a working Congress. Is not the gentleman prepared 
to admit that the Sixty-third Congress was a working Con- 
gress, and that it passed more constructive legislation, some- 
times with the help of the gentleman from Wisconsin, than any 
other Congress in the last quarter of a century? 

Mr. LENROOT. I am glad to answer the question of the 
gentleman. The Sixty-third ‘Congress did consider and enact 
certain bills of great national importance. Whether those bills 
as enacted were wise or not, it is not the time or the place now 
to discuss. The gentleman knows as well as I know and as 
every old Member of the House knows that there were a large 
number of bills reported of great public importance, but failed 
of consideration simply because of the failure to amend the 
rules in the Sixty-third Congress, as the gentleman from Texas 
himself promised would be done and which promise was not ful- 
filled. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, it is now evident that this House 
is to be regaled with a good deal of talk of the sort we have 
just heard. An innocent bystander might think there was some- 
thing mysterious in what the gentlemen have been saying. 
Take the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Cooprr. He has been 
a Member of the House for more than 20 years, and on several 
occasions I have felt that I should make a few friendly sug- 
gestions to him, but I have refrained from doing so heretofore. 
However, to-day I shall take advantage of this oceasion to make 
a few friendly remarks on his behalf. The gentleman says that 
the new Members are ignorant and know nothing of the rules 
of this House, and do not know what is going on here to-day. 
Mr. Speaker, they have been drawing their salaries since the 
4th of last March, and I want to advise the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that he is entirely mistaken and that the new Mem- 
bers are able and that they are informed about the rules and 
other legislative matters. 

21 COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker; will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr, HENRY. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman know that 
his peculiar accent can not be put into the Recorp? I did not 
say—and nobody knows it better than the solemn-looking gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Henry]—that the new Members are igno- 
rant, and know nothing of the rules. I did not say that, and the 
gentleman knows it. I said that they are ignorant concerning 
the actual workings of the rules. 

Mr. HENRY. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the gentleman 
for a question 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, punctuation means 
a lot in the speeches of the gentleman from Texas—much more 
than the substance does. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say this in all friend- 
liness to the gentleman from Wisconsin, that I would never be 
willing to have my accent go into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD if 
it could not be accompanied with a photograph of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. [Laughter.] Mr. Speaker, I know that what 
will amaze the new Members is the fact that an old Member 
who has served for more than 20 years will waste as much 
energy as the gentleman from Wisconsin has to-day without 
making a single suggestion about an amendment of the rules. 
If I may say it politely, he has ranted considerably, but he has 
not offered a single suggestion about an amendment of the rules, 
and he has been here for 24 years, I believe. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
permit an interruption? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. Just one moment. If the gentleman can serve 
for 24 years and can not think of a single amendment which 
ought to be made to the rules, he has no right to cast any asper- 
sion upon the new Members who have come here to-day. I now 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 


Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the rules do not per- 
mit one Member sometimes to say exactly what he thinks about 
another, and, therefore, I shall refrain from discussing the gen- 
tleman from Texas. [Laughter.] When he says I ranted here I 
think he forgets that I had only two minutes, and that I simply 
said that the gentleman was asking the new Members upon each 
side of the aisle to vote upon a proposition concerning which they 
had no practical experience—namely, the workings of the rules; 
and that the proposition of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LennooT] was merely to adopt these rules until the middle of 


January, by which time the new Members would have a knowl- 
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edge of their practical workings; that a committee was to be 
appointed 

Mr. HENRY. Oh, what is the question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. A committee was to be appointed 
by the Speaker, and that when that committee should submit its 
report it would then be within the power of the gentleman from 
Texas 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yielded for a question. What 
is the question? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And the other gentlemen on that 
side of the aisle to adopt or reject it 

Mr. HENRY. Ask the question—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Is the gentleman aware of the 
fact that he misstated what I said? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I am not aware of the fact that 
I misstated what the gentleman said. When I said that the 
gentleman from Wisconsin ranted, I meant only that if there is 
any Member on either side of this House who can always start 
the fireworks in less than two minutes, it is the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. [Laughter.] He sald what he always says in his 
speeches, and he said it about as well as he usually does. I de- 
plore the fact—and I hope the gentleman's constituents will not 
consider this seriously—that after serving here 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
permit an interruption? 

Mr. HENRY. Not until I finish this sentence. 
not yield. I am trying to give light to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas declines to yield. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. HENRY. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I am trying to enlighten the 
gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin can not take 
the gentleman from Texas off his feet by a parliamentary in- 


No; I can 


quiry. ; 

Mr. HENRY. I am trying to come to the gentleman’s rescue 
and save him from being mobbed by the new Members. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman should have offered some sugges- 
tions about amendments to the rules. This is talk with which all 
Members are familiar. Take the other gentleman from Wis- 
éconsin [Mr. Lenroor]—and this seems to be a Wisconsin house 
party that we have here to-day on the rules question—the other 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroot] said that I had prom- 
ised that the Rules Committee would bring in certain amend- 
ments to the rules. Let us see about that. I want to say to 
this House and to the country to-day that the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr, Lexroor] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
CAMPBELL], who are to become members of the next Committee 
on Rules, I believe, have used more words and energy on this 
floor than they have ever used in the Committee on Rules dur- 
ing the last Congress in order to bring about an amendment of 
the rules. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. HENRY. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not true 
that both myself and my colleague the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr, CAMPBELL] repeatedly asked the gentlemen who were in 
the majority on the Committee on Rules to consider this very 
question, and have they not repeatedly refused to do so, so that 
we could not have wasted any time? 

Mr. HENRY. I do not remember anything of that sort. 
[Laughter.] Here are the facts about the case. If the gentle- 
man had proposed an amendment that was reasonable, the Com- 
mittee on Rules would have taken it up and considered it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman know that I had 
pending for the entire two years a proposed amendment with 
reference to this very Calendar Wednesday rule, and asked for 
its consideration, and did not get it? 

Mr. HENRY. If the gentleman had been as noisy in the Rules 
Committee as he is to-day before the eyes of the country, he 
would have been able to present his resolution. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the facts? The gentleman speaks 
about amending the rules, about amending the rule pertaining to 
Calendar Wednesday. We want to make it stricter. We do not 
want to liberalize that rule. It has been a splendid rule for the 
membership of this House. Numerous bills have been passed 
through Congress under the provisions of that rule, and the 
gentleman knows it has been a useful rule. These gentlemen 
will have the right, as they have had heretofore, to press their 
amendments if they wish to do so. Why, the gentleman 


suavely says that the new Members on this side of the House 
freely ought to vote for the proposition of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin and of the gentleman from Illinois; ought to freely 
vote for a proposition coming from that side of the House! 
Yes; the Democrats are just about as free to vote for your propo- 
sitions when you offer them on that side of the House as you 
vote for our propositions when we offer them on this side. Why, 
Mr. Speaker, if it is necessary to amend these rules in any 
respect, the way is plain and easy. Let the gentlemen drop 
their resolutions in the basket and let them be referred to the 
Committee on Rules; and if there is any necessity, if there is any 
reason for amending the rules, the Rules Committee will bring 
in an amendment, as it has done on many occasions. Why, this 
is all political talk here to-day. Why did not the gentleman 
from Kansas, who served on the Committee on Rules for years 
and has been a Member of this House for a number of years, 
propose some amendment while he was railing against this pro- 
cedure? He spoke for five minutes or more, and yet not a single 
defect in the rules did he deign to point out to this House. He 
was dealing in glittering generalities, but made no complaint of 
the rules of the House of Representatives—— 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. And the gentleman is not pressing it in any 
logical manner—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. For a question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I referred specifically to the fact that Cal- 
endar Wednesday was now a day wasted and that the Calendar 
for the Discharge of Committees was inoperative, and that both 
of those rules should be corrected. Those are important rules 
and should be corrected. 

Mr. HENRY. Of course in a general way the gentleman says 
that, but what the gentleman from Kansas wants to do—and 
those who think as he does—is to go back to the old days of 
Cannonism in the House of Representatives. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HENRY. That is what they wish, and we do not in- 
tend to do that. We are going to give you these liberal Demo- 
cratic rules. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. They have worked well, and under this Demo- 
cratic administration the country has been given the greatest 
constructive laws that it has known in 40 years, and the gen- 
tleman knows it. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, your committee appointed to 
wait on the President and notify him of the organization of the 
House of Representatives and ask if he had any message to de- 
liver, have, in conjunction with a like committee on the part 
of the Senate, performed that duty. The President asked us 
to report that he will be pleased to deliver in person his mes- 
sage to-morrow at 12.30 to a joint session of the two Houses. 
I offer the following resolution and ask for its immediate adop- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 1. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the two Houses of Con assemble in the Hall of the House of 
Representatives on Tuesday the 7th day of December, 1915, at 12 o'clock 
and 30 minutes in the afternoon, for the — of receiving such com- 
F as the President of the United States shall be pleased to 
make to them. 


The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 
THE RULES. 


Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HENRY. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. I know the gentleman from Texas 
is perfectly fair and is always willing to listen to anyone who 
has anything to say with reference to these rules or as to what 
he may have said on the floor of this House when they were 
first adopted. Will the gentleman stand by rule 21 as adopted 
by the Sixty-second Congress and for what he said concerning it 
at that time? 

Mr. HENRY. What was that? 

Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. I will read what was stated. 

Mr. HENRY. Of course I am always glad to hear read what 
I have said. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. You said: $ 

To Rule XXI we have added what is known as the retrenchment amend- 
ment, Some call it the Holman amendment, Mr. Speaker, let me say 
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that if there is any one subject needing attention in this 


in passin 
coun rtd is the one appropria: the people’s money. 


Extrav: ce 
with the money of the ponte in the of the United States. is 
eating into the very vitals of this Republic. ence we have so amended 
this rule as to make it possible to cut down appropriations and save 
millions of public money every year. 

Now, if the gentleman will permit, I will ask him a question. 

Mr. HENRY. All right; ask your question. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada. Having made that assertion and 
having adopted that rule, and the result of the rule having been 
that we haye during the last session squandered more money 
of the people than ever before, does it not stand to reason that 
that rule should be amended? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the House 
that that was a good rule and that was a good speech [laughter], 
but the trouble with it is that the gentleman from Nevada does 
not know the difference between a rule and an appropriation 
bill. Now, I do not mean to reflect on the gentleman—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Oh, not at all; not at all. [Laugh- 
ter.] 

Mr. HENRY. And nobody would consider that I was reflect- 
ing on the gentleman. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen know that they can present 
their rules, and they can be referred in the proper way. Let 
them present them, and they will be considered. Now, sometimes 
they do not consider them the way we want them considered, 
but all these questions have been considered in the proper and in 
the usual way. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HENRY, I will yield. 

Mr. LENROOT. I am sure the gentleman wants to be accu- 
rate. Does the gentleman mean to state that any proposed 
amendments to the rules of the Sixty-third Congress were ever 
considered by the Committee on Rules of that Congress? 

Mr. HENRY. Oh, yes; I think there were. A 

Mr. LENROOT. I deny that. 

Mr. HENRY. I do not say that they were considered in any 
formal session. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if there had been an amendment proposed 
that merited consideration in the full committee it would have 
been duly considered, but my distinct recollection is that there 
was not a single one offered that was entitled to serious con- 
sideration at the hands of the Rules Committee. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. HENRY. For one more question. 

Mr. LENROOT. Did not the gentleman state on the floor of 
the House most two years ago that the rule with reference to 
Calendar Wednesday should be considered and amended, and is 
it not true that the committee never even considered an amend- 
ment to that rule? 

Mr. HENRY. But, if a sensible amendment had been offered, 
and if you had mustered the votes to control the Rules Com- 
mittee, of course, it would have done so. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is all there is to this question. These 
are the very best rules this House has ever operated under. Of 
course, these gentlemen do not wish to abide by them. They 
wish to get back te the old system. That is what hurts them. 
But they are not going back to the old system under the Demo- 
cratic régime. 

Now, I ask for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. It is agreed that the previous question shall 
be considered as ordered. 

Mr. MANN. Then, all there is to do is to commit the resolu- 
tion under the motion which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the motion to commit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. MANN moves to commit the resolution to a select 9 to 


be u inted by the Speaker, to be co of seven members, 
8 D -AD tack to the House forthwith a resolution in sub- 


stance as follows: . 

Resolved, That the rules of the House of Representatives of the 
Sixty-third Congress shall be the rules of the House of Representatives 
of the Sixty-fourth Congress until January 17, 1916. 

That said select committee be further instructed to consider said 
resolution committed to it and make report to the House prior to 
January 17, 1916, with its recommendations for the adoption of per- 
manent rules for the Sixty-fourth Congress. 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
that resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SP The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann] to commit the motion of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry], and everything that goes 
with it, to a special committee of seven members to be appointed 
by the Speaker. 


Mr. MANN. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 194, nays 209, 
not voting 29, as follows. 


Anderson 
Anthony 
Austin 
Bacharach 


Fess 

Focht 
Abercrombie 
Adair 
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YBAS—194 
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Beales Hamlin Miller, Pa. Talbo 
Chiperfield Hinds Mondell Van Dy ke 
Cramton Hopwood Morgan, La. etter 
Drukker Howard Porter Ward 
Gallagher Kahn Rowland Watson, Va. 
Gray, 7 75 Kearns Scott, Pa. 

Gray. N. J. Kent Sells 

Guernsey McCulloch Shackleford 


So the motion of Mr. Mann to commit was rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Wacker with Mr. Mor JELL. 

Mr. Tarzorr with Mr. GUERNSEY. , 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD with Mr. BEATLES. 

Tlie result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Speaker, while the previous question 
is offered and agreed to upon the resolution of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Henry], there was an understanding that the 
Committee on Ways and Means would be increased by one mem- 
ber, who goes to the minority, and that the Committee on Labor 
would be increased by one member; and I hope the gentleman 
from Texas will ask unanimous consent to amend the motion 
so as to make those increases. 

Mr: HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to that; and 
in that respect I ask unanimous: consent that the Committee 
on Ways and Means membership be increased one member, and 
the Committee on Labor one member. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the rules of the Sixty-third Congress be modified 
to such an extent as to assign one additional member to the 
Committee on Ways and Means and one to the Committee on 
Labor. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Henry, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


HOUR. OF MEETING. 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolution which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 
offers a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 5. 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the daily hour of meeting of 
the House of Representatives a w 12 o'clock meridian. 

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution: was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING FOR THE CONFERENCE. MINORITY. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present. consideration of the resolution. which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks for the present consideration of a resolution, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 18. 
Resolved, That the chairman of the conference minority. be authorized 


to have such printing and binding done as may be necessary for official 
business. 


Mr. MANN. That is the same resolution as was agreed to in 
the last House. 

Mr. HENRY. Is that the same? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; that is the same resolution. T need to have 
some printing done’ for committees; otherwise I would not ask 
it at this time. 

The SPHAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE.. 

Mr. KELLEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Michigan rise? 

Mr. KELLEY. To request leave of absence for my colleague, 
Mr. Cramton, for one week, on account of illness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KELLEY] 
asks unanimous consent for leave of absence for 10 days for 
his colleague, Mr. Craasrron, on account of sickness. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the ae 
lowing personal request, which the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
ATLANTA, GA., December 6, 1915. 
Hon. WILLIAM C. ADAMSO 


‘House of Raprosentatices, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: Please secure leave of absence for two days, on account of 
serious illness of mother. 

SCHLEY HOWARD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this request? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a similar 
request for my colleague, Mr. Gray, for indefinite leave of 
absence, on account of serious illness at home. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BUR- 
NETT] asks unanimous consent for indefinite leave of absence for 
his colleague, Mr. Gray, on account of serious illness. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for my 
colleague, THOMAS GALLAGHER, due to illness in his family. 

There was no objection. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


By unanimous consent, Mr. Tirsox obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of Sigmond Bauer (H. R. 15369, Sixty-third Congress), 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Trmsown obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House; without leaving copies, the papers in 
the case of Benjamin Kelsey (H. R. 5942, Sixty-second Congress), 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my re- 
marks in the Record by publishing the first Inaugural of Thomas 
Jefferson, together with an editorial from the editor of the 
World’s Best Orations. It does not cover over a page. 

The SPEAKER. The 8 from Ohio [Mr. Gorpon] 
asks unanimous consent to print in the Recorp the first in- 
augural—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. On what subject? 

The SPEAKER. Of Thomas Jefferson, together with an 
article by the editor of Brewer's The World's Best Orations.“ 
Ts there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I think it would do the House good to read the 
inaugural of Thomas Jefferson. [Laughter:] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This side is familiar with it: 

Mr. ADAMSON. Those on that side are beyond hope. 
[Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks on the subject of the national defense. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Barn] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the 
subject of national defense. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, is it 
for the purpose of extending the remarks of the gentleman or 
collating a large amount of matter in reference to the subject?: 

Mr. BAILEY. For printing the statement issued by the ma-: 
jority leader, Mr. KITCHIN. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FITZGHRALD. I object. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] objects. 


DEATH OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE GOULDEN. 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, it is my sad duty to announce: 
to the House the death of one who: was for three terms my col- 
league, of whom I was a constituent, and whom I succeeded; 
one of the few remaining old soldiers in this House, the Hon. 
Joskera A. Gourpen, who passed away in the city of Philadel- 
phia on: May 2 of this: year. At another time I shall ask this 
House to set apart a session to pay proper tribute to his memory. 
At this time I offer the following resolution: 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 19. 


sine ee That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
den th of Hon. Josera A, GouLpEN, a Representative from the State 
of New Tor 


The resolution was agreed to. 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE ELECT BROWN, OF PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. TEMPLE. Mr.. Speaker, it becomes my painful duty to 
announce the death of Hon. Wirt1am M. Brown, Representative. 
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elect from the twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania. 
to offer the following resolution and move its adoption. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 20. 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Hon, WILLIAM M. Brown, a Representative elect from the State 
of Pennsylvania. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE WITHERSPOON. 


Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is with sincere 
and genuine sadness, fully shared in by all of the delegation 
from Mississippi, that I announce to you and to the House of 
Representatives the death of my friend and colleague, Hon. 
SAMUEL ANDREW WitrHERSPOON, Representative from the fifth 
district of Mississippi, which sad event occurred at his home in 
Meridian, Miss., at 6 o'clock p. m., November 24 last, 

Mr. WirHeERspoon was a cultured Christian gentleman, a 
manly man, a hard student, who solved great questions, and 
with efficiency and faithfulness discharged every duty devolving 
upon him. His death is a distinct loss to his district, to his 
State, to this Nation, and to the House of Representatives, 
where he was always listened to with great attention when he 
presented any question. 

I shall not say more at the present time, Mr. Speaker, but at 
some future date I will ask that a day be set apart, that a fitting 
eulogy may be paid to his splendid character and his useful life. 
For the present I offer the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 21. 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives has heard with pro- 
found sorrow of the death of Hon. SAMUEL ANDREW WITHERSYOON, late 
a Representative from the State of 1 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Sen- 
ate and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. CHANDLER of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to insert in the Recorp certain correspondence 
consisting of two letters between the War Department and my- 
self relating to alleged discrimination against Jews at West 
Point. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recoxp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


The SPEAKER. In connection with the announcements 
which have just been made there is another resolution which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the Rep- 
resentatives of whose deaths the House has been informed, this House 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 6 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Tuesday, December 7, 
1915, at 12 o’clock noon. 


I wish 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Third Assist- 
ant Postmaster General, transmitting the annual report of the 
board of trustees of the Postal Savings System for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 52), was taken from the 
Speaker's table, referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 1) to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands; to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 2) for the coinage of a 
McKinley souvenir silver dollar, in commemoration of the erec- 
tion of a memorial to William McKinley, late President of the 
United States; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. - 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 3) tọ amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate the construction of dams across navigable 
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waters,” approved June 21, 1906, as amended by the act approved 
June 23, 1910; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


~-merce, 


By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 4) to provide that the 
heads of the executive departments may occupy seats on the 
floor of the Senate and the House of Representatives; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 5) for erecting a suit- 
auie memorial to John Ericsson; to the Committee on the Li- 

rary. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 6) to protect the rights 
of women citizens of the United States to register and vote for 
Senators of the United States and for Members of the House of 
Representatives; to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 7) to amend an act 
of Congress approved October 22, 1914, entitled “An act to in- 
crease the internal revenue, and for other purposes”; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 8) authorizing the purchase 
of certain lands on the battle fields of Bull Run; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9) to authorize the closing of part of Forty- 
first Street NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10) to authorize the closing of a part of 
Forty-first Street NW., in the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R, 11) to effect certain reforms 
in the civil service by segregating clerks and employees of the 
white race from those of African blood and descent ; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 12) to require all 
transportation companies, firms, and persons within the District 
of Columbia to provide separate accommodations for the white 
and negro races and to prescribe punishments and penalties for 
violating its provisions, and to provide for its enforcement; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 18) to require all transporta- 
tion companies, firms, and persons within the District of Colum- 
bia to provide separate accommodations for the white and negro 
races and to prescribe punishments and penalties for violating 
its provisions; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 14) to amend 
section 162 of the act to codify, revise, and amend the laws re- 
lating to the judiciary, approved March 3, 1911; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 15) to provide 
for stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16) permitting minors of the age of 18 
years or over to make homestead entry or other entry of the 
public lands of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 17) granting cities and incorporated towns 
coal lands for municipal purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18) to provide for a commission to codify 
and suggest amendments to the general mining laws; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19) authorizing the use of lands and prop- 
erty by the State of Colorado for the care of the insane or other 
public purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 20) authorizing the county of Gunnison, 
Colo., to purchase certain public lands for public-park purposes ; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 21) authorizing the city of Salida, Colo., 
to purchase certain public lands for public park purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 22) to amend section 73 of an act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 23) granting to various States public lands 
to be sold under certain restrictions, and the proceeds thereof 
used for the construction and improving of public highways; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 24) to make appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a wagon road on the Navajo Indian Reservation in New 
Mexico; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 25) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Montrose, Colo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 26) divesting goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise manufactured by convicts or by convict labor of their inter- 
state character in certain cases; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 27) for protection of the water supply 
of the city of Grand Junction, Colo.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 28) to amend an act entitled “An act grant- 
ing to the city of Durango, In the State of Colorado, certain 
lands therein described for water reservoirs,” approved March 
1, 1907; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 29) authorizing summer homestead en- 
tries ; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 30) to establish an agricultural experiment 
station on the western slope of Colorado; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 31) to establish and maintain a fish-hateh- 
ing and fish-culture station in Garfield County, State of Colo- 
rado; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 32) to establish and maintain a fish-hateh- 
ing and fish-culture station in La Plata County, Colo.; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 33) granting certain coal lands to the city 
of Grand Junction, Colo.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 34) providing for the establishment of a 
Weather Bureau station at Delta, Colo.; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 35) for the construction of a national road 
from Grand Junction, Colo., to and through the Colorado Na- 
tional Monument; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 36) to acquire a site for a public building 
at Salida, Colo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 37) to increase the limit of cost of the 
United States public building at Durango, Colo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 38) to authorize the use of the revenues in 
the Mesa Verde National Park in the management of the same, 
and the construction, repair, and improvement of roads, trails, 
and bridges in the park; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 89) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment on the site of the Meeker massacre, in Rio Blanco County, 
Colo. ; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 40) authorizing the Secretary of War to do- 
nate condemned cannon and balls; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 41) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the entry of the public lands by incorporated cities 
and towns for cemetery and park purposes,” approved Septem- 
ber 30, 1890; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 42) for the establishment of 
a probation system in the United States courts, except in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 43) granting pensions to certain soldiers 
who served in the Indian wars from 1864 to 1898 and to their 
widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 44) for the purchase of the site for a public 
building at Flagstaff, Coconino County, Ariz.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 45) for the erection of a publie building at 
the city of Tucson, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 46) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Bisbee, Cochise County, Ariz.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 47) to increase the cost of construction of 
the Federal building at Globe, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 48) to correct the military 
record and provide for the granting of pensions to survivors of 
certain battalions of Kentucky Militia; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 49) for the enlargement of the 
Federal building at Butte, Mont.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 50) to pension widows and 
minor children of officers or enlisted men who served in the War 
with Spain or the Philippine insurrection; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 51) to extend the provisions of the act 
approved June 27, 1890, providing pensions for widows of officers 
and enlisted men who served in the United States Army or 


Navy during the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 52) to establish a system 
through which national banks may make loans upon agricultural 
lands in aid of agriculture; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 58) to incorporate the Seventh- 
day Baptist General Conference; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 54) to pension widows and 
minor children of officers and enlisted men who served in the 
War with Spain, Philippine insurrection, or in China; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE: A bill (H. R. 55) to grant public 
wee to the State of Alabama; to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 56) to amend the postal laws; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 57) to require the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion to devise methods and promote plans for the elimination 
of adult illiteracy in the United States; to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 58) for increasing the salaries 
and for the retirement of employees in the classified civil serv- 
ice; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. PLATT; A bill (H. R. 59) to regulate the filling of 
vacancies in the corps of cadets at the United States Military 
Academy not otherwise provided for by existing law; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 60) relating to the maintenance 
of actions for death on the high seas and other navigable waters ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 61) to amend sectton 260 of the Judicial 
Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary. x 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 62) to provide for the erec- 
tion of an addition to the United States court and post-office 
building at San Antonio, Tex.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 63) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Coleman, Tex. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 64) to provide for the appointment of an 
additional judge in the fifth judicial circuit of the United States; 
to the Commitee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 65) to ratify, ap- 
prove, and confirm an act duly enacted by the Legislature of 
the Territory of Hawaii relating to certain gas, electric light 
and power, telephone, railroad, and street-railway companies 
and franchises in the Territory of Hawaii, and amending the 
laws relating thereto; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 66) to establish a fish-cultural and biological 
station in the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 67) for the construction of a breakwater 
at Nawiliwili Harbor, island of Kauai, Territory of Hawaii; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 68) to establish a national park in the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 69) to authorize and provide for the manu- 
facture, maintenance, distribution, and supply of electric light 
and power within the Lihue district and the Koloa district, 
county of Kauai, Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 70) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act 
duly enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii re- 
lating to the granting of a franchise for the purpose of manu- 
facturing and supplying gas in the district of South Hilo, county 
of Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 71) to amend section 714 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the resignation of 
judges of the courts of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 72) to extend, reorganize, 
and classify the Rural Free Delivery Mail Service of the United 
States, to fix salaries of rural carriers, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 73) to amend chapter 231, known as the 
Judicial Code, act of March 3, 1911, volume 36, United States 
Statutes at Large, section 81, page 1111; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE; A bill (H. R. 74) for the construc- 
tion of a breakwater at Kahului Harbor, island of Maui, Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
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By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 75) providing for a site 
and public building for Federal purposes at Boston, Mass.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 76) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building in the city 
of O'Neill, State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 77) providing for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building in the city of Scottsbluff, State 
of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 78) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Broken 
Bow, State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Publice Bulldings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 79) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building in the city of Lexington, 
State of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 80) to appropriate $10,000 for a highway 
across the Fort Robinson Military Reservation and the timber 
reservation ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 81) to amend section 9 of the act to estab- 
lish a bureau of immigration and naturalization, and to provide 
for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the 
United States, approved June 29, 1906, to permit the taking of the 
depositions of witnesses residing a long distance from the court ; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 82) to amend the naviga- 
tion laws of the United States; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 83) to authorize the Secretary 
of Agriculture to license cotton warehouses, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 84) to provide for a Govern- 
ment building at Athens, Ala.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 85) to provide for a Government building 
at Sheffield, Colbert County, Ala.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 86) to provide for a Government building 
at Tuscumbia, Colbert County, Ala.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (I. R. 87) to establish an agricultural 
experiment station in the sixteenth congressional district of Illi- 
nois; to the Connnittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 88) to establish a fish-hatchery and fish- 
culture station in the sixteenth congressional district of Illinois, 
at a point to be selected by the Secretary of Commerce; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 89) to declare Lincoln's birthday a legal 
holiday; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 90) to provide for admission of volunteer 
soldiers and sailors who served in the United States Army or 
Navy in the War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection, and 
who are afflicted with tuberculosis, to the United States Public 
Health Service Sanatorium at Fort Stanton, N. Mex.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 91) to pension widow and minor children 
of any officer or enlisted man who served in t“ War with Spain 
or Philippine insurrection ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 92) to create a board to correct military 
records; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 93) to authorize and direct the payment of 
pensions monthly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 94) to acquire a site for a public building 
at Lacon, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 95) providing for the erection of a public 
building at Spring Valley, in the State of Illinois; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 96) prohibiting common car- 
riers from owning or leasing coal lands; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 97) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Linton, Ind.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 98) for the purchase of a site and erection 
thereon of a public buil ‘ng at Martinsville, Ind.; to. the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 99) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Spencer, Ind.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, 2 bill (II. R. 100) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Sullivan, Ind.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 101) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Bicknell, Ind.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 102) to amend the act of 
June 27, 1890, the act of April 19, 1908, and other acts; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 103) granting pensions to ex-prisoners of 
war; to the Committee on Pensions. g 

Also, a bill (H. R. 104) to amend section 1 of an act entitled 
“An act granting extra pay to officers and enlisted men of the 
United States Volunteers,” approved January 12, 1899; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 105) providing pensions for honorably dis- 
charged soldiers who were in the military service of the United 
States in the campaign against the Indians in the years 1868 
and 1869; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 106) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Columbus, Kans.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 107) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Oswego, Kans. ; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 108) to confer upon the 
superintendent for the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma the 
authority now conferred by law upon the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior respecting lands 
allotted to the enrolled members of the Five Civilized Tribes 
and their individual moneys; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 109) providing 
for the sale of the United States unused barge office in Chicago, 
III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 110) amending an act entitled “An act to 
establish postal savings depositories for depositing savings at 
interest with the security of the Government for repayment 
thereof, and for other purposes“; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 111) to grant all employees in the District of 
Columbia one day of rest in each seven days of employment; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 112) to regulate the hours of labor in con- 
tinuous-working plants of the United States; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) to regulate plastering in the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 114) amending the building regulations of 
the District of Columbia by providing for the better protection 
of persons engaged in and about the construction, repairing, 
alterations, or removal of buildings, bridges, viaducts, and other 
structures; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 115) to provide for a site and 
public building at Reedsburg, Wis.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 116) to establish an agricultural plant, 
shrub, fruit, and ornamental tree, berry, and vegetable experi- 
mental station at or near the city of Mauston, Juneau County, 
in the State of Wisconsin, on reclaimed swamp land ; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 117) to establish a fish hatchery in the 
seventh congressional district in the State of Wisconsin; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 118) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
furnish two condemned cannon to the Advancement Association 
of the city of Viroqua, Vernon County, Wis.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, o bill (H. R. 119) to provide for the investigation of 
controversies affecting interstate commerce, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 120) to promote the safety of employees 
and travelers upon railroads by requiring the. use of the block 
system and automatic train-control devices by common carriers 
engaged in interstate commerce, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 121) to amend an act to establish a Bureau 
of Immigration and Naturalization and to provide for a uni- 
form rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the United 
States, approved June 29, 1906, as amended in section 4 by the 
act approved June 25, 1910; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 122) providing for the publicity of the 
security issues of corporations engaged in interstate commerce ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 123) to promote the safety of employees and 
passengers on railroads engaged in interstate or foreign com- 
merce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 124) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved 
February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to en- 
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission”; to 
proved June 29, 1906; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 125) to appropriate 
$250,000 for an additional storehouse at the Rock Island Arsenal, 
Rock Island, III.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 126) to appropriate $250,000 for a field- 
artillery ammunition plant at the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock 
Island, III.; to the Committee on Appropriations. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 127) to appropriate $300,000 for increasing 
the capacity of the field-artillery material plant at the Rock 
Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III.; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 128) to appropriate $350,000 for a small- 
arms cartridge plant at the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, 
III.: to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 129) providing a minimum wage for cer- 
tain employees of the United States Government designated as 
laborers, helpers, skilled laborers, and others of similar skill; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 130) providing for the construction of a 
bridge between the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III., and 
the city of Moline, III.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 131) to appropriate $15,000 for a magazine 
at the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, III.; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 132) regulating the salary of rural letter 
carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 133) granting pensions to certain enlisted 
men, soldiers, and officers who served in the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 184) to add two upper stories to the one- 
story portion of the west side of the post-office building at 
Rock Island, Ill.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 135) to provide for 
the remodeling and repairing of the Federal office building and 
customhouse at Minneapolis, Minn. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 136) granting an extension of 
time to construct a bridge across Rock River at or near Colona 
Ferry, in the State of Illinois; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 187) to amend the 
act approved June 25, 1910, authorizing a postal savings system ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 138) to amend the act approved May 23, 
1910, providing for receipts for registered mail; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: A bill (H. R. 139) to regulate the 
payment of salaries of clerks in the sea post service; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 140) to increase the pension of widows, 
minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., 
and to grant a pension to certain widows of the deceased soldiers 
and sailors of the late Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 141) granting pensions to certain soldiers, 
sailors, and officers who served in the Civil War and the War 
with Mexico; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 142) to pension widows and minor and help- 
less children of officers and enlisted men who served during the 
War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection or in China 
between April 21, 1898, and July 4, 1902; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 143) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at the city of 
Brooklyn, in the State of New York, near the Plaza, at the east 
end of the Williamsburg Bridge; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 14!) providing for the appointment of a 
board of survey for the purpose of selecting a suitable site for a 
naval armor plant at or near the navy yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., 
and submitting an estimate of the cost thereon; to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 145) providing for the appointment of a 
board of survey for the purpose of selecting a suitable site for a 
powder plant at or near the borough of Brooklyn, in the State 
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of New York, and submitting an estimate of the cost thereof; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 146) providing for the appointment of a 
board of survey for the purpose of selecting a suitable site ad- 
joining the navy yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., Which would be suitable 
for the establishment of one or more dry docks for the building 
of the largest superdreadnaughts and submitting an estimate of 
the cost thereon ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 147) authorizing the 
promotion of an officer on the retired list of the Army who served 
in the Civil War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 148) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Mount Vernon, 
in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 149) to provide for the ac- 
quiring of a site and the erection of a public building at Canton, 
in the State of South Dakota; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 150) to establish a standard of weights for 
yarious commodities, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 151) to establish the metric system as the 
standard for weights and measures, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 152) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Vermilion, in the State of South Dakota; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 153) to create a Bureau of Labor 
Safety in the Department of Labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 154) to create a tariff 
commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 155) authorizing the erection 
of a Federal building at Provincetown, Mass.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 156) for the improvement 
of the Chattahoochee River; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 157) to extend the time for 
the completion of dams across the Savannah River by authority 
granted to Twin City Power Co. by an act approved February 29, 
1908, as amended by act approved June 3, 1912; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bil (H. R. 158) making appropriation 
for demonstrations on the public domain in the destruction of 
wolves, coyotes, prairie dogs, and other animals injurious to 
agriculture and animal industry; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 159) for the repeal of the provisions of the 
Underwood Tariff Act placing sugar on the free list on and after 
May 1, 1916; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 160) dedicating 25 per cent of the proceeds 
of public lands to the construction and improvement of public 
roads ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 161) providing for the expenditure of 25 
per cent of the receipts from national forests for road and trail 
construction ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 162) providing for an appropriation for the 
preservation of the grasses on the public domain by the exter- 
mination of prairie dogs; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 163) making an appropriation for the de- 
1 5 of predatory wild animals; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 164) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of the Big Wind River Ditch, on the Wind River Indian 
Reservation, in Wyoming; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 165) to provide for the building of roads on 
the Devils Tower National Monument, Wyo., and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 166) making an appropriation for contin- 
uing the work of road and bridge construction on the Wind River 
Reservation in Wyoming; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 167) for marking the site of old Fort Phil 
Kearny and the wagon box fight; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 168) giving a new right of homestead entry 
to former homesteaders ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 169) granting locations and rights of way 
for purposes of irrigation and other beneficial use of water 
through the public lands and reservations of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 170) providing for the sale of grazing lands; 
to the Committee on the Public Lards. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 171) for the restoration, under certain con- 
ditions, of lands included in power-site withdrawals; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 172) for the relief of entrymen under the 
enlarged-homestead law and defining the meaning of the term 
qualified as used in said act; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) authorizing additional desert-land 
entries; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 174) for the reservation by the United 
States of a preference right to purchase radium ores taken from 
certain lands and the radium produced therefrom; to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 175) to provide for the leasing of oil and 
gas lands, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 176) to provide for the leasing of coal lands, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 177) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to accept the relinquishment of the State of Wyoming to 
certain lands heretofore certified to said State, and the State of 
Wyoming to select other lands in Heu of the lands thus relin- 
quished ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 178) to provide for appeals from decisions 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the district courts of the 
United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 179) to provide for appeals from decisions 
of the Secretary of the Interior to the Court of Appeals of the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 180) to provide for the reorganization of the 
General Land Office; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 181) providing for the payment to Fremont 
County, Wyo., in lieu of taxes, of certain sums received on coal 
leases; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 182) to establish a mining experiment sta- 
tion at Lander, in the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 183) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Green River, in the State of Wyoming; to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 184) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Newcastle, in the State of Wyoming; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 185) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Sundance, in 
the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 186) prohibiting the importation of foreign 
meats which have not been inspected and passed in conformity 
with the provisions of the meat-inspection acts ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 187) for the repeal of the provisions of the 
Agricultural appropriation act for the fiscal year 1914, providing 
for the custody and protection of migratory game and insectiv- 
orous birds by the Government of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 188) to amend the Federal reserve act by 
repealing the prohibition against deposit of the postal savings 
funds in any bank not belonging to the system established by 
said act; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 189) authorizing the Northern Arapahoe 
‘Tribe of Indians to submit claims to the Court of Claims; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 190) for a grazing homestead and supple- 
mental grazing entries; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 191) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to change the name of the Public Health and 
Marine-Hospital Service to the Public Health Service, to in- 
erease the pay of officers of said service, and for other purposes,” 
approved August 14, 1912; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 192) to prevent cheating and swindling in 
interstate and foreign commerce; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 193) to provide for the care and treatment 
of persons afflicted with leprosy and to prevent the spread of 
leprosy in the United States; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 194) to provide 
for furnishing the pupils of the high schools of the District of 
Corumbia wit free textbooks; to the Committee on the District 
0 umbia. 


By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 195) providing for military 
highways between Fort McPherson and the Government rifle 
range near Waco, in the State of Georgia, and between Forts 
Leavenworth and Riley, in the State of Kansas; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 196) to prohibit the slaughter, sale, pur- 
chase, shipment, and transportation through interstate com- 
merce of calves and cows under certain ages and conditions; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 197) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Buena Vista, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 198) to authorize the purchase or construc- 
tion of six new vessels, with all necessary equipment, for the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, and providing for additional surveys 
by the Coast and Geodetic Survey; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 199) to regulate the importation of viruses, 
Serums, toxins, and analogous products, to regulate interstate 
traffic in said articles, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate, and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 200) to authorize common carriers in inter- 
state commerce to contract with newspapers for publication of 
Schedules and other information, and issue receipts good for 
payment of transportation; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 201) to amend the act entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore 
amended, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 202) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Talbotton, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Greenville, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 204) to promote the efficiency of the Public 
Health Service; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 205) prescribing certain duties of the United 
States members of the Joint Land Commission In the Canal 
Zone, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 206) to provide a system of loans to 
farmers on landed securities; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 207) to amend the Panama Canal act, ap- 
proved August 24, 1912, as amended; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 208) to regulate the interstate use of auto- 
mobiles and all self-propelled vehicles which use the public high- 
ways in interstate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 209) to divide the northern 
district of the State of California into two judicial districts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 210) providing American registry for cer- 
tain classes of vessels built without the United States, while 
wholly owned by American citizens or corporations, and limiting 
the life of the act to five years; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 211) to provide for the fitting up of quarters 
in the post-office building at the city of Sacramento, Cal., for the 
accommodation of the district court of the northern district 
of California and its officers and making an appropriation 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 212) placing certain positions in the Post 
Office Department in the classified civil service ; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 213) placing certain positions in the Post 
Office Department in the classified service; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 214) for the construction and equipment of 
an ammunition-manufacturing plant of the United States arsenal 
at Benicia, Cal.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 215) appropriating $400,000 for work on the 
Sacramento River below Cache Slough; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 216) appropriating $400,000 for the control 
of floods, removal of débris, and improvement of navigation in 
the Sacramento and Feather Rivers; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A bill (H. R. 217) to authorize the sale 
of school property in the city of Denver, Colo., and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 218) to provide for the rental 
of premises in foreign countries for the use of the diplomatic 
establishments of the United States; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 219) providing for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Staunton, Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 220) for the erection of a monument to the 
memory of Gen. George Rogers Clark; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 221) to provide for the improvement of 
Willis River in Virginia; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 222) tó amend an act for the protection and 
regulation of the fisheries of Alaska; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 228) to require railway 
and other carriers of passengers for hire to establish an inter- 
state rate which shall not exceed the combination of local rates; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 224) concerning permits to sell intoxicating 
liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 225) to extend 
the provisions of the pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers 
and enlisted men of all State militia and other State organiza- 
tions that rendered service to the Union cause during the Civil 
War for a period of 90 days or more, and providing pensions for 
their widows, minor children, and dependent parents, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 226) to authorize and direct the payment 
of pensions monthly ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 227) creating and establishing 
a commission to be known as the Merchant Marine Commission, 
prescribing its duties and powers, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 228) to amend the 
United States homestead law in its application to Alaska, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 229) to authorize the purchase of certain 
lands in the District of Alaska; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 230) to authorize the survey, platting, dedi- 
cation, sale, and rental of the tidelands and the harbor area in 
front of and adjoining the town of Juneau, Alaska, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 231) to increase the limit of cost for the 
construction of the United States public building authorized at 
Juneau, Alaska; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 232) to establish a commission form of 
government in the administration of national affairs in Alaska, 
and for other purposes ; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 233) providing for the pen- 
sioning of American citizens who have reached the age of 65 
years, are incapable of manual labor, and whose incomes are less 
than $200 per annum; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 234) to amend an act en- 


titled “An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or trans- 


portation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or dele- 
terious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating 
traffic therein, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 235) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act relating to navigation of vessels, bills of lading, 
and to certain obligations, duties, and rights in connection with 
the carriage of property,” approved February 13, 1893; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 236) to establish and maintain military 
training schools in the several States of the Union, in Alaska, 
and in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 237) to provide that the United States shall, 
in certain cases, hid the States and the civil subdivisions thereof 
in the construction and maintenance of rural post roads; to the 
Committee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 238) to regulate promotions in the Army of 
the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 239) to establish a new judicial circuit of 
the United States with a circuit court of appeals, hereafter to 
be called the tenth circuit ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 240) to create a farm-credit bureau in 
the Department of Agriculture, to encourage agriculture and 
ownership of farm homes, to secure a reduction of interest on 
farm first mortgages, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 241) to relinquish, release, and quitclaim 
to the trustees of the Hatchie Coon Hunting and Fishing Club 
title to ceratin lands in Poinsett County, Ark.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 242) provid- 
ing for the discovery, development, and protection of streams, 
springs, and water holes in the desert and arid public lands of 
the United States, for rendering the same more readily accessi- 
ble, and for the establishment of and maintenance of signboards 
and monuments locating the same; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 243) to authorize and direct the payment 
of pensions monthly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 244) to acquire a site and for the erection 
and completion thereon of a public building in the city of 
Venice, Cal. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 245) providing for the construction of naval 
auxiliaries and for their operation as merchant vessels in time 
of peace; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 246) to improve Los Angeles Harbor. Cal.; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 247) for pay- 
ment of Virginia debt by the United States; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 248) to provide for a site 
and public building at Tarpon Springs, Fla.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 249) to provide for a site and public build- 
ing at Plant City, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 250) to provide for a site and public building 
at Fort Myers, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 251) to provide for a site and public build- 
ing at Fort Meade, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 252) to provide for a site and public build- 
ing at Brooksville, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 253) to provide for a site and public building 
at Bradentown, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 254) to provide for a site and public build- 
ing at Arcadia, Fla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 255) to establish an agricultural, plant, 
shrub, fruit and ornamental tree, berry, and vegetable experi- 
mental station at or near the city of St. Petersburg, Pinellas 
County, Fla.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 256) making appropriation for the arrest 
and eradication of the disease known as citrus canker in the 
United States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 257) to prohibit the 
sale or gift of intoxicating liquors to minors within the ad- 
miralty and maritime jurisdiction of the United States; to the 
Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 258) to advance funds for the construction 
of a road within the Targhee National Forest in the State of 
Idaho and the Madison National Forest in the State of Montana; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 259) to establish a fish-cultural station at 
some suitable point in the State of Idaho; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 260) to authorize further advances to the 
reclamation fund and for the issue and disposal of certificates of 
indebtedness in reimbursement therefor, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 261) granting 50,000 acres of timbered land 
in national forest reserves to the State of Idaho for the con- 
struction of public roads and bridges; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 262) to promote the reclamation of arid 
lands on the public domain; to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 263) to provide for the making of farm 
loans from the postal sayings funds; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 264) to provide for Federal aid to good 
roads, to permit the several States to utilize the superior credit 
of the United States in raising road-construction funds, to aid 
the States in the maintenance of roads, and to create a national 
highway commission; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 265) to advance funds for 
the construction of the Wind River and Jacksons Hole Road 
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within the Bonneville and Teton National Forests, in the State 
of Wyoming; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 266) to authorize 
the acquisition of a site and the erection of a public buil 
nt Las Vegas, Nev.; to the Committee on Public Buildings a 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 267) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Elko, Nev.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 268) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Ely, Nev.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 269) granting. to the State of Nevada 
1,000,000 acres of land to aid in the construction and mainte- 
nance of public roads in the State of Nevada; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 270) to provide for a tax upon all persons, 
firms, or corporations engaged in interstate mail-order business, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 271) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Tonopah, Nev.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 272) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-culture station at a point in or near the city 
of Biloxi, in the State of Mississippi; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 278) for the erection of a military post 
at or near the city of Gulfport, in the State of Mississippi; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 274) to require street railways carrying 

in their cars within the District of Columbia to pro- 
vide equal but separate accommodations fer the white and col- 
ored races, and to prescribe punishments and penalties for 
violating its provisions; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 275) to exclude from readmission into the 
United States certain persons, and with reference to the expa- 
triation of certain citizens; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 276) granting 
public lands to the city of Fallon, Churchill County, Nev., for 
municipal purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 277) to create a Tariff Com- 
mission; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 278) providing for a site 
and public building for post office and other Federal purposes at 
Boston, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 279) to prohibit the use of 
the United States mafls in promoting and advertising the liquor 
traffic ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 280) divesting intoxicating liquors of their 
interstate character; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (H. R. 281) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Lebanon, in the State of 
Pennsylvania, four iron cannon or fieldpieces ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 282) prohibiting fraud upon the public by 
making or disseminating false statements or assertions concern- 
ing any merchandise, commodities, securities, or service, and pro- 
viding penalties for the violation thereof; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 283) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Middletown, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 284) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the town of Middletown, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
two bronze or brass cannon or fieldpieces; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOFT: A bill (H. R. 285) making the 12th day of 
October in each year a legal holiday; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. $ 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 286) granting 200,000 acres 
of land to the State of North Dakota for the use of a State 
normal school, to be located in said State west of the Missouri 
River, and for the use of the State normal school located at 
Minot, N. Dak.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 287) to create a tariff com- 
mission ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCRACKEN: A bill (H. R. 288) providing for the 
improvement of the St. Marys and St. Joe Rivers in Idaho; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 289) granting 50,000 acres of lana to the 
forestry department of the University of Idaho as an endow- 
ment; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 290) providing for the improvement of the 
Clarks Fork River in Idaho; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 291) authorizing the gle of land within 
the Coeur d'Alene Indian Reservation to the University of 
Idaho; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 292) to provide for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building at Grangeville, Idaho; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 293) providing for the improvement of the 
Kootenai River in Idaho; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 294) to establish a mining experiment sta- 
tion at Moscow, Idaho, to aid in the development of the mineral 
resources of the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Mines and 

Also, a bill (H. R. 295) extending to the surviving officers and 
enlisted men, or their widows, who served in the Indian wars 
of the western frontiers of the several States and Territories 
the provisions of the pension acts of June 27, 1890, and Febru- 
ary 6, 1907; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 296) to provide for the erection of a schoot- 
house for the detached Indians living in the Kootenai Valley, 
Idaho; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 297) to provide for an additional authoriza- 
tion of money to be used in the construction of a public 
at Coeur d' Alene, Idaho; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 298) authorizing the Forestry Service of 
the Department of Agriculture to cooperate with the University 
of Idaho in investigating the methods of obtaining the greatest 
economic use of timber grown in Idaho and other Northwestern 
States, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 299) providing for the granting of certain 
lands to the various publicland States and Territories of the 
United States for the purpose of building roads and highways; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 300) authorizing the compensation of rural 
mail carriers or their heirs for injuries received while on duty; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 301) to authorize the construction of reser- 
voirs on Snake River and its tributaries, in the State of Idaho, 
ane for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 

ands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 302) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to acquire title to a feasible site for reservoir purposes 
on Snake River near American Falls, in the State of Idaho, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. 

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 303) to provide for a uniform 
rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 304) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Lewisburg, in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 305) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
the county of Lincoln, in the State of Tennessee; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 306) granting the consent 
of Congress to William H. Preece, of Inez, Ky., to construct a 
bridge across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River, at or near 
Warfield, Ky.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 307) to provide Federal aid 
for public roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 308) to amend the act to regulate com- 
merce as amended, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 309) to 
provide for the formation and regulation of corporations en- 
gaged in any form of interstate commerce; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) for the safeguarding of passengers on 
interstate railways from loss of life er personal physical injury ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 311) granting pensions to all persons now 
on the pension roll on account of loss of hearing; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 312) fixing the time for election of Rep- 
resentatives and Delegates in Congress and for the appoint- 
ment of electors of President and Vice President of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Election of President, Vice 
President, and Representatives in Congress. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 813} authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to pay a cash reward for suggestions submitted by civilian em- 
ployees of the Navy Department for improvement or economy 
in manufacturing processes or plant; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 314) for the erection of a public building at 
Everett, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 315) providing that the statute of limita- 
tions shall not be interposed in any suit brought by any laborer, 
workman, or mechanic in the Court of Claims against the United 
States to recover wages claimed to be due him under the national 
eight-hour law; to the Com:nittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) to provide suitable medals for officers 
and men of the Nayy and Marine Corps who participated in 
certain engagements of the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 317) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
procure medals for the Sixth Massachusetts Regiment, who were 
the first fully equipped soldiers to arrive on April 19, 1861, for 
the defense of the city of Washington; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 318) for the improvement of 
the Harlem River, N. Y., with a view of straightening the 
channel at the curve near the Johnson iron works, authorized 
by the river and harbor act of March 3, 1909; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 319) to provide for the cession to the State 
of New York of all lands heretofore acquired by the United 
States in that part of the bed of the Harlem Ship Canal to be 
eliminated up to the new bulkhead to be hereafter established 
by the Secretary of War; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 320) to authorize the 
county commissioners of Bonner County, Idaho, to construct a 
bridge across Priest River; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H, R. 321) to amend section 3279, 
Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 322) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States to sell the old post office 
and site thereof in the city of Dayton, Ohio; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 323) to amend, revise, 
and codify the laws relating to the publie printing and binding 
and the distribution of Government publications; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. i 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 324) relating to the duty 
upon Jacquard figured manufactures of cotton; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 325) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon at Canadian, State of Texas; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 326) to prohibit in the District of Columbia 
the intermarriage of whites with Ethiopians, Malays, or Mongo- 
lians; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 327) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Bowie, State of 
Texas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 328) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Childress, State 
of Texas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 329) authorizing the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to lease for grazing, agricultural, and mining purposes 
unallotted lands within Indian reservations established by act 
of Congress or Executive order; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 330) providing for the purchase of a na- 
tional forest reserve and park in the State of Texas, to be known 
as the Palo Duro National Forest Reserve and Park; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 331) to establish a fish hatchery and bio- 
logical station in northwestern Texas; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 332) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to lease unallotted Indian lands for mining purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 333) to repeal section 2039 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States and other laws relating to the 
Board of Indian Commissioners; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 334) to provide for the purchase of a site 
ans! the erection of a public building thereon at Plainview, State 
of Texas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 385) to eneourage industrial activities and 
to promote the welfare of the Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 336) providing for the lease of the public 
grazing lands in the arid States and Territories of the United 
States ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 337) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a publie building thereon at Quanah, State 
of Texas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 338) to establish an agricultural, plant, 
shrub, fruit and ornamental tree, berry, and vegetable experi- 
mental station at or near the city of Plainview, Hale County, 
in the State of Texas; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 339) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Memphis, State of Texas; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 340) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for determining the heirs of deceased Indians, for the 
disposition and sale of allotments of deceased Indians, for the 
leasing of allotments, and for other purposes,” approved June 
25, 1910 (36 Stat. L., 855) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 341) pensioning the surviving officers and 
enlisted men of the Texas volunteers employed in the defense of 
the frontier of that State against Mexican marauders and In- 
dian depredations from January 1, 1859, to January 1, 1861, 
and from 1866 to 1876, inclusive, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 342) to authorize the entry of arid and 
nonirrigable public lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) to amend section 2 of an act approved 
March 2, 1907, entitled “An act providing for the allotment 
and distribution of Indian tribal funds” (34 Stat. L., 1221, 
1222) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 844) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at Wau- 
paca, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 345) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to exchange lands for school sections within an 
Indian, military, national forest, or other reservation, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Atso, a bill (H. R. 346) to encourage the reclamation of certain 
arid lands in the State of California, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 347) to authorize the Secretary having 
jurisdiction of the same to set aside certain public lands to be 
used as national sanitariums by fraternal or benevolent or- 
ganizations, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 348) to establish the Lassen Volcanic Na- 
tional Park in the Sierra Nevada Mountains, in the State of 
California, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 849) to provide for summer residence home- 
steads, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public 


Also, a bill (H. R. 350) making an appropriation to purchase 
land for homeless Indians in California, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 351) making appropriations to carry out 
the provisions of an act entitled “An act to create the California 
Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State 
of California,” approved March 1, 1893; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 352) making an appropriation directing 
and empowering the purchase, preparation, and disposition free 
of cost of antirabie virus, to be used in the treatment of persons 
exposed to rabies, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 353) making an appropriation for the in- 
vestigation of underground currents and artesian wells in Cali- 
fornia ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 354) to create a bureau for the deaf and 
dumb in the Department of Labor and prescribing the duties 
thereof; to the Committee on Education, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 355) granting a pension of $25 per month 
to certain widows of soldiers and sailors who served in the 
Civil War for a period of six months or more, and who were 
honorably discharged therefrom or who died or were killed 
while so serving ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 356) granting relief to persons who served 
in the military telegraph corps of the Army during the Civil 
War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 357) to amend section 260 of the Judicial 
Code; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
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By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 358) providing for the 
construction of a public building at Binghamton, N. X.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 359) to establish a fish-cultural 
station at some point in the State of Louisiana; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 360) transferring the control 
and jurisdiction of Alcatraz Island, and buildings, machinery, 
and improvements thereon, from the Department of War to the 
Department ‘of Labor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 361) to establish a standard box for apples, - 


and for other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 362) to provide for stock-raising homesteads, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 363) to prohibit the coming of Asiatic 
laborers into the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 364) for improvement of Sacramento River 
between Chico Landing and Red Bluff, Cal.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 365) making an appropriation for improv- 
ing the Sacramento and Feather Rivers, Cal., continuing im- 
provement, and for maintenance, including improvement above 
Sacramento to Red Bluff; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 366) making an appropriation for a series 
of thorough and elaborate investigations and experiments for 
the purpose of devising and perfecting a system of frost pre- 
vention in the citrus and deciduous fruit regions, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 367) to authorize the Secretary of Agri- 
culture to locate and construct a public highway in the Trinity 
National Forest in Trinity County, Cal., and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 368) to establish, equip, and maintain an 
agricultural experiment station near the town of Dorris, Siski- 
you County, Cal., and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. $ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 369) making an appropriation for the in- 
vestigation, study, and testing sagebrush and greasewood which 
may be used for producing rubber, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 370) making an appropriation for use in 
destroying coyotes, squirrels, and other animals injurious to 
agriculture and animal industry, for use in the destruction of 
ground squirrels in the national forest and the public domain in 
California; and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 371) making an appropriation for the 
destruction of animals affected with rabies or other animal 
diseases dangerous to the health of buman beings as well as 
domestic animals, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 372) to provide for the inspection of any 
parcel sent by mail which contains fruit, plants, trees, shrubs, 
nursery stock, grafts, scions, peach, plum, almond, or the pits of 
other fruits, cotton seed, or vegetables, at point of delivery 
in any post office of the United States that requests such inspec- 
tion and where the requisite inspectors are provided by the 
States to perform such service; to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 373) to pension the survivors of certain 
Indian wars from 1865 to January, 1891, inclusive, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 374) for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Quincy, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 375) for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Placerville, State of California, and appropriating 
money therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 376) for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Yreka, State of California, and appropriating money 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Alturas, State of California, and appropriating money 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 378) for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Susanville, State of California, and appropriating 
moneys therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 379) to protect the rights of women citizens 
of the United States to register and vote for Senators of the 
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United States and for Members of the House of Representa- 
tives; to the Committee on Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 380) revising and amending 
the statutes relative to trade-marks; to the Committee on 
Patents, 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 381) to require common carriers 
engaged in interstate commerce by railroad to equip all locomo- 
tive engines used in interstate traffic in transportation of trains 
with headlights of not less than 1,500 candlepower, and to pro- 
vide a penalty for the violation of the same, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 382) to provide for furnishing buoys and 
appendages to be used for aids to navigation in Lake Tahoe, 
Cal. and Nev., and for the maintenance of such aids to naviga- 
tion; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 383) providing for the labeling, marking, 
and tagging of all fabrics and leather goods hereinafter desig- 
nated, and providing for the fumigation of the same; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 384) to amend the act of June 23, 1910, 
entitled “An act providing that entrymen for homesteads within 
the reclamation projects may assign their entries upon satisfac- 
tory proof of residence, improvement, and cultivation for five 
years, the same as though said entry had been made under the 
onena homestead act“; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 

nds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 385) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Interior to investigate and settle certain accounts under 
the reclamation acts, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 386) to create in the War Department and 
the Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as the 
“Civil War Volunteer officers’ retired list,” to authorize placing 
thereon with retired pay certain surviving officers who served 
in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the 
fee War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 387) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish postal savings depositories for depositing savings at 
interest with security of the Government for the repayment 
thereof, and for other purposes,” approved June 25, 1910; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 388) providing for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
South St. Paul, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 389) for the construction of new lookouts 
in the post office at Red Wing, Minn. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 390) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Northfield, Minn. ; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 891) for the establishment 
of a Farm Credit Bureau in the Department of Agriculture, to 
reduce the rate of interest of farm mortgages, and to encourage 
agriculture and the ownership of farm homes; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 392) providing for free homesteads on the 
public lands for actual and bona fide settlers and reserving the 
public lands for that purpose, and providing for second home- 
stead entries in certain cases; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 393) to authorize an exchange of lands with 
the State of North Dakota for promotion of experiments in dry- 
land agriculture, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 394) to prohibit the im- 
portation of intoxicating liquors into any State of the United 
States, or into the District of Columbia, or into the Territory of 
Alaska; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 895) to construct a public 
building for a post office at the city of Sandersville, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 396) to exclude from readmission into the 
United States certain persons who engage in foreign wars; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 397) for the reduction of postage rates on 
a matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 398) to establish a Federal 
Rural Credits Bureau in the Department of the Treasury, and 
to authorize such bureau to make loans on farm lands; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. ABEROROMBID: A 5 es 2 a a the 
Department of Education; to the Committee on ucation. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 400) to refund to lawful 
claimants the cotton tax collected for the years 1868, 1864, 1865, 
1866, 1867, and 1868; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 401) providing for a second homestead 
entry where the entryman has purchased by competitive bid for 
a price equivalent to 85 or more per acre; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 402) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 403) gran to the State of Oklahoma 
permission to occupy a certain portion of the Fort Sill Military 
Reservation, Okla., and to maintain and operate thereon a fish 
hatchery ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 404) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to loan money to farmers and taking certain securities 
therefor; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 405) to provide that the United States 
shall, in certain cases, aid the States and the civil subdivisions 
thereof in the construction and maintenance of rural post roads; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 406) to authorize exploration for and dis- 
position of coal, phosphate, oil, gas, potassium, or sodium; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 407) to provide for stock-raising homesteads, 
and for other purposes ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the development of 
water power and the use of public lands in relation thereto, 
and for other purposes ; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 409) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to donate to the city of Hlsberry, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Missouri, two bronze or brass 
cannon or fieldpieces, with their carriages; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 410) to establish a flood protec- 
tion and drainage fund and to provide for the protection, drain- 
age, and reclamation of the overflowed and swamp lands in the 
United States, in promotion of the general welfare, in prevention 
of the dissemination of malaria and other diseases among the 
several States, and to promote interstate commerce by naviga- 
tion; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 411) to establish a fish-cultural station on 
Salt River, in Ralls County, Mo.; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 412) amending section 
8 of an act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and 
sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of manual 
labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor children, 
and dependent parents,” approved June 27, 1890, and the amend- 
ment thereto approved May 9, 1900; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) for the retirement of clerks and car- 
riers in the Post Office Service; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 414) making an appropriation for acquiring 
sites and erecting buildings in foreign countries for the use of 
the Diplomatic and Consular Service; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGLBY: A bill (H. R. 415) to pension the widows 
of the officers and enlisted men of the Civil War who married 
such officers and enlisted men subsequent to June 27, 1890, and 
to pension widow and minor children of any officer or enlisted 
man who served in the War with Spain or Philippine insurrec- 
tion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 416) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to provide revenue, equalize duties, and encourage the 
industries of the United States, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 5, 1909; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 417) to protect cwners of trade-marks, 
labels, and similar property; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 418) to regulate the sale of stocks, bonds, 


and other securities in the District of Columbia; to the Com- 


mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 419) to provide for a survey and estimate 
of cost of a ship canal connecting the navigable waters of 
Niagara River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 420) to amend the copyright law passed 
March 4, 1909; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 421) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the village of Phoenix, Oswego County, N. X., two 
bronze or brass cannon or fleldpieces; to Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 422) for the erection of a public building 
at Oneida, N. V.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 423) for the protection and in- 
crease of State game preserves; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 424) for purchasing a site for the 
erection of a public building at Adams, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 425) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” approved July 1, 1898, as amended by an act approved 
February 5, 1908, and as further amended by an act approved 
June 15, 1906, and an act approved June 25, 1910; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 426) authorizing the establish- 
ment of a free public school upon the Fort Barry (Cal.) Military 
Reservation ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 427) to amend section 3 of an act entitled 
“An act in reference to the expatriation of citizens and their 
protection abroad,” approved March 2, 1907; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 428) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Petaluma, Cal.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 429) making appropriations for the survey 
of a site for a naval and military academy on the Pacific coast; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H. R. 480) to establish a standard box 
for apples, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 481) to prevent the dumping of 
sewage into the Great Lakes, rivers, and waters; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 482) to authorize the Secretary. 
of Agriculture to license tobacco warehouses, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 488) for the creation of the fire- 
man's relief fund of the District of Columbia, to provide relief 
for members of the fire department, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 484) to establish a National 
Park Service, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 485) to prohibit the use of 
the name of any church, religious denomination, society, or asso- 
ciation for purposes of trade and commerce; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULBDRT: A bill (H. R. 486) for the improvement 
of the harbor of New York City; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 487) to make The Star Spangled Banner 
the national anthem of the United States of America; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OAK ENT: A bill (H. R. 488) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Manchester, Conn. ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 489) for the purchase of a post-office site at 
Southington, Conn.; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 440) for the purchase of a post-office site at 
ee Conn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 441) to regulate the wages of 
mechanics and laborers employed in or under any and all de- 
partments of the Government; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 442) to provide for an increase in salaries 
of the United States customs employees; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 448) permitting minors of 
the age of 18 years or over to make homestead entry or other 
entry of the public lands ef the United States; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 444) to appropriate $2,000 to experiment 
with grasses on the National Nebraska Forest Reserve at 
Halsey; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 445) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 
1887; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 446) to amend section 20 of an act to regu- 
late commerce, to prevent overissues of securities by carriers, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and 


Foreign 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bin (H. R. 447) to extend the pro- 
visions of the pension acts of June 27, 1890, and of February 6, 
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1907, to the Enrolled Missouri Militia and other militia organiza- 
tions of the State of Missouri that cooperated with the military 
or naval forces of the United States in suppressing the War of 
the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 448) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make an examination of cértain claims of the 
State of Missouri; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appointment of 11 
supervising inspectors, Steamboat-Inspection Service, in lieu of 
10; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 450) to regulate carriers by water engaged 
in foreign and interstate commerce of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 451) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at the city of Cameron, 
in the State of Missouri; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 452) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at the city of Richmond, 
in the State of. Missouri; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 453) to establish a fish-cultural station at 
some point in the third congressional district of Missouri; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 454) to provide for the erection 
of a monument to Gen, William Henry Harrison, late President 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Ifbrary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 455) to define the rights and privileges of 
the trustees of municipally owned interstate railways and con- 
struing the act to regulate commerce with reference thereto; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 456) to create a new division 
of the Bureau of Education, to be known as the Federal Motion 
Picture Commission, and defining its powers and duties; to the 
Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 457) to provide for the promotion of voca- 
tional education; to provide for cooperation with the States in 
the promotion of such education in agriculture and the trades 
and industries; to provide for cooperation with the States in the 
preparation of teachers of vocational subjects; and to appro- 
priate money and regulate its expenditure; to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 458) providing for the termina- 
tion of pensions to persons residing outside of the United States 
and its Territories; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 459) to construct a public building for a 
post office at the city of Thomson, Ga,; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 460) to appropriate $25,000 
additional for the erection of a public building at Shelbyville, 
Ky.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 461) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at De Ridder, La.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 462) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in 
the village of Winsted, in the town of Winchester, in the State 
of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 463) to amend section 2 of 
an act to increase the pensions of widows, etc., approved April 
19, 1908 ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 464) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to increase the pensions of widows, minor chil- 
dren, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, 
the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant 
a pension to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the late Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 465) to prohibit the sale or 
gift of intoxicating liquors to minors within the admiralty and 
maritime jurisdiction of the United States; to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 466) to provide a system of compensation 
for injuries resulting in disability or death to employees of com- 
mon carriers subject to the regulative power of Congress, to 
civil employees of the United States Government, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 467) appropriating 
money for the improvement of the Androscoggin River between 
Merrymeeting Bay, Me., and Lewiston and Auburn, Me.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 468) making an appropriation for the re- 
moval of a portion of the ledge in the harbor at North Haven, 
Me. ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 469) making an appropriation for the 
improvement of Wills Strait, Casco Bay, Me.; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 470) making an appropriation for the 
improvement of Tenants Harbor, Me.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 471) providing for the payment of pen- 
sions monthly by means of the annual issue of 12 coupons; to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 472) increasing the pension of widows, 
minor children under the age of 16 years, and helpless minors 
8 $12 to $18 per month; to the Committee on Invalid Peri 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 473) to provide for enlarging the United 
States building at Lewiston, Me.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 474) increasing the limit of cost fixed by 
act of Congress approved June 25, 1910, for enlargement, cx- 
tension, ete., of Federal building at Bath, Me.; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 7 

Also, a bill (H. R. 475) to provide for a site anl public 
building at Farmington, Me.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 476) to provide compensation for em- 
ployees of tLe United States suffering injuries or occupational 
diseases in the course of their employment, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 477) providing for the erection of a statue 
1 the memory of Gen. John Sullivan; to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 478) to pay to Confederate 
soldiers and to the widows of Confederate soldiers $500, and $30 
per month during the remainder of their lives; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 479) to provide Federal aid to good roads, 
to aid the States in maintenance of roads, and to create a 
National Highway Commission; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 480) amending section 1 
of the act of May 11, 1912, relating to pension of Civil War sol- 
diers and sailors; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 481) appropriating $39,770 for the improve- 
ment of Raccoon Creek, N. J.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 482) providing for the improvement of the 
Delaware River at Camden, N. J.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 483) to exclude from the 
Arkansas National Forest all lands within the fourth congres- 
sional district and restore same to the public domain; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 484) to fix Christmas day a legal holiday 
for rural letter carriers of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CROSSER: A bill (H. R. 485) to eliminate private 
interest in war and preparation for war by providing Govern- 
ment facilities for producing and manufacturing military and 
naval equipment by prohibiting the export of privately made 
munitions of war and by reservation to the Government of coal 
and fuel oil in the public lands; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALES: A bill (H. R. 486) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to sell the old post-office building and site 
thereof at York, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 487) to pension widows of 
soldiers of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 488) to provide for a site and United States 
post office at Omaha, Nebr.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 489) authorizing the Shoshone Tribe of 
Indians residing on the Wind River Reseryation in Wyoming to 
submit claim to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Buy Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 490) for the erection of a 
pwlic building at West Point, Commonwealth of Virginia; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SIEGEL: A bill (H. R. 491) to amend the postal laws; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 492) to provide capital for 
agricultural development, to create a standard form of invest- 
ment based upon farm mortgages, to equalize rates of interest 
upon farm loans, to furnish a market for United States bonds, 
to provide a method of applying-postal-savings deposits to the 
promotion of the public welfare, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 493) to appropriate $500,000 
for the improvement of East River, New York Harbor, and for 
the removal of certain ledges and shoals in said harbor; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 494) to provide for the cession to the State 
of New York of all lands heretofore acquired by the United 
States in that part of the bed of the Harlem Ship Canal to be 
eliminated up to the new bulkhead to be hereafter established 
by the Secretary of War; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 495) for the cession to the State of New 
York, in exchange for the lands required for the project ap- 
proved by Congress March 4, 1913, of certain lands in the bed of 
the Harlem Ship Canal, heretofore ceded to the United States, 
free of cost, and now to be abandoned for the more direct chan- 
nel; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 496) to provide for the construction of an 
intercoastal waterway; to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 497) to restrict the franking 
privilege; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 498) to provide a 1-cent postage rate on 
local letters and reduce the rate of postage on first-class mail 
matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 499) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Lancaster, Pa.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 500) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Columbia, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 501) to provide for the erection of a 
memorial to Robert Fulton; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 502) to declare Lincoln's birthday a legal 
holiday; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 503) to provide for the perpetuation of 
Memorial Day; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 504) for the establishment of a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 505) providing for the appointment of 
eligible substitutes as rural letter carriers; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 506) granting pensions to soldiers confined 
in so-called Confederate prisons; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 507) granting pensions to Army teamsters 
of the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 508) to provide for the monthly payment 
of pensions; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 509) amending section 2 of the act of April 
19, 1908, increasing the pension of widows, minor children, etc., 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War 
with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant pensions 
to certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 510) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate for the soldiers’ plot in the Stevens Greenland Cemetery, 
at Lancaster, Pu., two bronze or brass cannon or fleldpieces; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 511) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the General Miles Camp, No. 26, Sons of Veterans, of 
Elizabethtown, Pa., two bronze or brass cannon or fieldpieces ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 512) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the borough of Lititz, Pa., two bronze or brass cannon 
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 513) to establish a fish-cul- 
tural station in the western part of the State of Massachusetts; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 514) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes,” approved October 3, 1913; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ADAMSON; A bill (H. R. 515) providing for the pur- 
chase or construction of cutters for the Coast Guard; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bili (H. R. 516) providing for the grant- 
ing of local self-government to the people of the District of 
Columbia and creating the city of Washington an independent 
municipal corporation; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 517) to regulate the assessment of property 
for taxation in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 518) to authorize, empower, and direct 
the President of the United States to employ officers and men 
of Army and Navy in railway and other Government construc- 
tion work, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 519) to provide a supertax on incomes to 
meet the cost of naval construction, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 520) to provide for a Gor- 
ernment armor-plate and supply plant in the Borough of The 
Bronx, New York City; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 521) providing a building for 
post office and other purposes at San Bernardino, Cal.; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 522) to reclassify the clerks 
and messengers of the mobile army and promote their efti- 
ciency ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 523) to provide for the entry under bond 
of exhibits of the arts, sciences, and industries; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways ond Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 524) for the establishment of a bureau 
of public highways; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 525) for the permanent improvement of 
the Consular and Diplomatic Services; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 526) for the erection of a public building 
at Chicago, III.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 527) to create in the War Department and 
the Navy Department, respectively, a roll designated as “ The 
Civil War volunteer officers’ retired list,” to authorize placing 
thereon with retired pay certain surviving officers who served 
in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in 
the Civil War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 528) to 
discontinue the use of the Fahrenheit thermometer scale in 
Government publications; to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 529) creating an additional 
land district in the State of California, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 530) providing for the 
taking up of passports; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 331) to provide for the unl- 
form selection and purchase of fuel to be used by the United 
States; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 532) providing for the 
completion of the Harlem River Ship Canal in New York City; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 583) providing for the improvement of the 
Harlem River, New York City; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 534) providing for the deepening and 
widening of the Harlem (Bronx) Kills, Harlem River, in the 
city of New York, creating a direct channel between Long 
Island Sound and the Harlem River; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 535) providing for the completion of the 
Bronx River (New York City) improvement; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 536) providing for the Bronx River (New 
York City) improvement; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 537) providing for the erection and com- 
pletion of a public building in the Borough of The Bronx, New 
York City, in the State of New York; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 538) to appoint an additional 
judge in the district of New Jersey; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 539) to effect certain reforms 
in the civil service by segregating clerks and employees of the 
white race from those of African blood or descent; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 540) for the relief of settlers within the 
limits of the grant to New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksburg 
Railroad Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 541) to provide that the United States 
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads; to 
the Committee ọn Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 542) to authorize a survey of Bayou des 
Glaizes from Simmesport, La., to the junction of Bayou des 
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Glaizes with Bayou Du Lac and Bayou Rouge, 1 mile east of 
Cottonport; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) to create the Red River Commission 
and to define its duties; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 544) for the erection of a Federal building 
at Winnfield, La,; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 545) to amend 
section 6, as amended, of the act to regulate commerce, approved 
February 4, 1887; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 546) to amend section 1 of an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as 
heretofore amended, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 547) to purchase a site for the erection 
of a post-office building in the city of St. Joseph, Mich.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 548) to authorize the establishment of a 
life-saving station at or near Saugatuck, Mich.; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 549) to regulate the interstate transporta- 
tion of immature calves; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 550) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of St. Joseph, Mich.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 551) to provide campaign badges for officers, 
enlisted men, sailors, or marines who served honorably in the 
Spanish, Philippine, or China campaigns, and who were not in 
the United States service on January 11, 1905; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a Dill (H. R. 552) amending section 2 of an act entitled 
“An act to increase the pension of widows, minor children, ete., 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War 
with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pen- 
sion to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of 
the late Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 558) to increase the pensions of those who 
have lost one eye or have become totally blind in one eye from 
causes occurring in the military or naval service of the United 
States; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 554) providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment at St. Joseph, Mich., commemorating the establishment of 
Fort Miami on the site of said city; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 555) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Benton Harbor, Mich.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 556) granting a pension to persons who are 
deaf or partially deaf from causes arising while in the military 
service of the United States; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 557) to amend the act of 
Con approved March 4, 1915 (87 Stat., 869), to increase 
the fimit of cost for the enlargement, extension, remodeling, 

rebuilding, and reconstruction of the post office and courthouse 

at Alexandria, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 558) to regulate the immi- 
gration of aliens to, and the residence of aliens in, the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 559) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes,” approved October 3, 1913; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 560) to restore and promote the efficiency 
of the Rural Delivery Mail Service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 561) providing for a site and public build- 
ing for a post office at Tennille, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 562) to amend the act approved 
June 25, 1910, authorizing a postal savings system; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 563) to amend section 20 
of an act to regulate commerce, to prevent overissues of se- 
eurities by carriers, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 564) to regulate the immigra- 
tion of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United States; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, 


By Mr. DIXON; A bill (H. R. 565) granting pensions to 
widows of soldiers and sailors who served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States during the late War of the Rebellion; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 566) to permit the completion 
of title to Cheyenne and Arapahoe lands, Oklahoma; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 567) providing for a 
survey of Red Lake and Red Lake River, in Minnesota, with a 
view to devising plans for flood protection, improving naviga- 
tion, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 568) to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Canada, 
and for other purposes,” approved July 26, 1911; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 569) to authorize the Secretary of the In- 
terior to convey a certain tract of land in Minnesota for demon- 
stration farm purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 570) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Breckenridge, Minn.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 571) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Detroit, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 572) to authorize the acquisition of a site 
and the erection of a Federal building at Thief River Falls, 
Minn. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 573) for the relief of settlers who purchased 
land under the act of February 20, 1904; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 574) for preventing the manufacture, sale, 
or transportation of imitated or misbranded articles of com- 
merce, and regulating the traffic therein, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 575) prohibiting false and misleading adver- 
tising; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 576) to authorize the Postmaster General 
to establish an experimental radio communication service; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 577) for the relief of set- 
tlers in Minnesota who have suffered losses from floods caused 
by dams and reservoirs at headwaters of Mississippi River; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 578) for the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at the point where the line of the proposed 
Duluth and St. Vincent State highway enters upon the Minne- 
sota National Forest, and also a bridge across the Narrows be- 
tween Cass Lake and Pike Bay, where the line of said proposed 
highway leaves said Minnesota Nrtional Forest; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (II. R. 579) granting u pen- 
sion to teamsters, bridge builders, and railroad repairers who 
were in the service of the United States during the Civil War; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 580) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to increase pensions for total deafness”; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 581) to provide for the raising of addi- 
tional revenues through 4 tax on gifts, inheritances, bequests, 
legacies, devises, and successions in certain cases; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 582) to increase the pensions 
of those who have lost a limb or limbs or have been totally 
disabled in the same in the military or naval service of the 
United States; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 583) to equalize 
the grant of lands to the State of Oklahoma for common schools 
with grants made to other States for such schools, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 584) to authorize the payment to the State 
of Oklahoma of an amount of money equal to 5 per cent of the 
proceeds of the sales of public lands lying within what was for- 
merly Oklahoma Territory, on sales made between April 22, 
1889, and November 16, 1907, inclusive, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 585) to authorize and require certain Indian 
funds to be loaned to the farmers of the State of Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 586) to compensate the State of Oklahoma 
for loss of revenue from nontaxable Indian lands, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 587) to 
increase the appropriation for a public building at Seattle, 
Wash. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 588) to amend section 15 of 
the act of March 4, 1909, as amended by the acts of August 24, 
1912, and March 28, 1914, in relation to periodicals; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 589) to 
provide a site and erect a public building at Bremerton, Wash. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 590) to provide for the purchase of ground 
and the erection of a public building thereon for an immigration 
station in the city of Seattle, Wash.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 591) making an appropriation for the con- 
struction of a dry dock at the Puget Sound Navy Yard; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 592) to pension widows and shige and 
helpless children of officers and enlisted men who served during 
the War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection or in China, 
between April 21, 1898, and July 4, 1902; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 593) to repeal section 13 of an act entitled 
“An act to promote the welfare of American seamen, ete.,” ap- 
proved March 4, 1915; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 594) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 5 of ‘An act to provide for the opening, mainte- 
nance, protection, and operation of the Panama Canal and the 
sanitation and government of the Canal Zone,’ approved August 
24, 1912”; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 595) to provide for a lower 
rate of interest and long-time loans in aid of agriculture, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. STOUT: A bill (H. R. 596) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the county commissioners of Fergus County, 
Mont., two condemned bronze cannon and six pyramids of shell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 597) to establish the Big Snowy Mountain 
Game Refuge in the State of Montana; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 598) to provide for the surveying of the 
unsurveyed lands in the State of Montana; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 599) to extend to certain publications the 
privileges of second-class mail matter as to the admission to the 
mails; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 600) to validate title to the town site of 
McCabe, in the State of Montana; to the Committee on the Pub- 
lie Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 601) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Havre, Mont.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 602) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Glasgow, Mont.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 603) to increase the cost, to authorize the 
enlargement, extension, or remodeling of the public building at 
Billings, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a 
tion thereon of a public building at Lewistown, Mont. ; 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 605) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Glendive, Mont.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 606) for the improvement of 
the Narrows of Lake Champlain, N. Y. and Vt.; to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 607) creating a commission to 
enroll the Indians into two classes, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 608) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Sturgeon Bay, 
Wis. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 609) to provide for enlarging the United 
States building at Appleton, Wis.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 610) to amend Schedule © of public act 
NO: 16, of October 3, 1913; to the Committee on Ways and 

enns. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 611) pro- 
viding for the cancellation of an allotment trust patent and 
reallotment of the land to heirs of deceased allottee; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 612) for the restoration of annuities to the 
Medawakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, de- 


bill (H. R. 604) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
to the 
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clared forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 613) to provide for drainage of allotted 
and tribal lands of the Omaha and Winnebago Indians located 
within the boundaries of any district in the State of Nebraska ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. KINCHELOE: A bill (H. R. 614) to provide that the 
United States shall aid the States in the construction of rural 
post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 615) to make accessible to 
all the people the valuable scientific and other research work 
conducted by the United States through establishment of a 
national school of correspondence; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 616) to enlarge 
the powers of Federal reserve banks; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 617) providing for a site 
and public building for a post office at Sparta, Ga.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 618) to prohibit in the District of “Colum: 
bia the intermarriage of whites with Ethiopians, Malays, or 
Mongolians; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. f 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 619) to give national aid 
to tenant farmers in purchasing homes, and to establish a Fed- 
eral farm credits system; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 620) establishing post roads and making an 
appropriation for the construction and improvement thereof; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 621) to increase the efficiency 
of the Army and Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 622) providing 
for the holding of the United States district and circuit courts 
at Hugo, Okla.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 623) to authorize certain changes in home- 
stead allotments of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians in 
Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 624) dividing the eastern judicial district of 
Oklahoma into three ‘divisions, fixing the time and place for 
holding court therein, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 625) to expedite the settlement of the af- 
fairs of the Five Civilized Tribes in Oklahoma; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 626) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to increase the pensions of widows, minor chil- 
dren, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, 
the War with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant 
a pension to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the late Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 627) to suppress 
lobbying and to provide for registration of persons employed to 
advocate or oppose legislative measures and to regulate the 
method of such advocacy or opposition ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 628) to amend section 1754 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BEAKES: A bill (H. R. 629) to extend the Rural Free 
1 Service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 630) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Clare- 
mont, in the State of New Hampshire; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 631) to enlarge 
and extend the post-office building at Williamsport, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 632) appropriately designat- 
ing, fixing the status of, and granting an increase of pay to certain 
clerks employed with the Army at headquarters of departments, 
divisions, brigades, districts, Army service schools, service 
boards, and posts commanded by general officers, and heretofore 
ONA as headquarters clerks; to the Committee on Military: 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 633) to provide for the or- 
ganization of cadet companies in high schools, for the holding 
ol summer camps for the training of such cadets, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 634) to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
promote reciprocal trade relations with the Dominion of Can- 
ada, and for other purposes,” approved July 26, 1911; to the 


Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 635) to authorize the purchase of a site 
and the erection and completion of a public building thereon at 
Waseca, Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 636) to repeal section 457 of the Postal 
Laws and Regulations of 1918, and for other purposes; to the 
Commitee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 637) to enlarge, extend, remodel, etc., post- 
office building at Albert Lea, Minn. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 638) to amend section 863 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 639) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at Newport, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 640) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Elizabethton, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 641) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Rogersville, Tenn. ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 642) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Sevierville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 648) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, 
who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico,” ap- 
proved May 11, 1912; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 644) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
enable any State to cooperate with any other State or States, or 
with the United States, for the protection of the watersheds of 
navigable streams, and to appoint a commission for the acquisi- 
tion of lands for the purpose of conserving the navigability of 
navigable rivers,” approved March 1, 1911; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 645) to purchase and erect in 
the city of Washington the group of statuary known as The 
Indian Buffalo Hunt; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 646) to establish in the Department of 
Agriculture a Bureau of Farm Power; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 647) to require railroads to equip grade 
crossings with safety devices; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 648) to amend the internal- revenue laws; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 649) authorizing and permit- 
ting John R. Sanders, his successors and assigns, to build and 
maintain a dam and water-power development in and across 
Holston River, in Hawkins County, State of Tennessee; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 650) granting relief to per- 
sons who served in the military telegraph corps of the Army 
during the Civil War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 651) prescribing certain duties for carriers 
subject to the act to regulate commerce, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 652) to provide for the closing of barber 
shops in the District of Columbia on Sunday; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 658) granting to the city of Blackhawk, 
Colo., the right to purchase certain lands for the protection of 
water supply ; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 654) to provide for the establishment, 
operation, and management of a bureau to be known as the 
Farm Women’s Bureau in the Department of Agriculture; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 655) to pension the survivors of certain 
Indian wars from 1865 to January, 1891, inclusive, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 656) to provide for stock-raising home- 
steads, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public 

ds. 


By Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 657) to compensate rural free- 
delivery carriers who have faithfully performed their duties 
and who haye been suspended from the service by the order of 
the Postmaster General establishing motor-vehicle service sup- 
planting the horse-drawn vehicle Rural Free Delivery Service; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. VARE: A bill (H. R. 658) authorizing an appropria- 
tion for a dry dock at the Philadelphia Navy Yard; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 659) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to select a site within the boundaries of the 


Philadelphia Navy Yard for a research and experimental labora- 
tory; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 660) authorizing the construction and 
equipment of an armor plant at the Philadelphia Navy Yard; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 661) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to extend and enlarge the shipways at the 
Philadelphia Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 662) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to erect and equip a central iron foundry at the Philadelphia 
Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 663) granting the 
consent of Congress to the Citizens’ Bridge Co. to construct a 
bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Burlington, Iowa; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 664) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Fairfield, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 665) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Fox River at Aurora, III.; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 666) to further regulate interstate and for- 
eign commerce by prohibiting interstate transportation of the 
products of certain forms of child labor, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 667) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at Snohomish, Wash.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 668) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Mount Vernon, Wash.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 669) to protect honorably dis- 
charged soldiers, sailors, or marines employed under the civil 
service who are rated as good from discharge or reduction 
inc said service; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 670) for increasing the salaries and for 
the retirement of employees in the classified civil service; to 
the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 671) to apply a portion of the proceeds of 
the sales of public lands to the endowment of schools or depart- 
ments of mines and mining, and to regulate the expenditure 
thereof; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 672) to extend the privilege to the 
officers of the National Guard and Naval Militia; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 678) for ie a suitable memorial to 
Admiral David Glasgow Farragut; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 674) to provide for the erection of a statue 
or monument to the memory of Gen. John Sevier; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 675) requiring the flag of the United States 
to be displayed at educational institutions to which officers of 
Army or Navy are assigned, at agricultural colleges or experi- 
ment stations receiving Government aid, and at ambassadors’, 
ministers’, consuls’, and consular agents’ offices; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 676) to provide for the erection of a building 
for the Supervising Architect of the Treasury ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 677) to prohibit interstate carriers from 
transporting products of any factory or mine in which convicts 
are worked; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


merce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 678) for the establishment of a fish-cultural 
station in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 679) providing for the marking and protec- 
tion of the battle field known as Fort Sanders, in Knox County, 
Tenn., and for the erection of a monument thereon; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 680) to provide for the erection of an 
Army and Navy hospital at Knoxville, Tenn.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 681) to authorize the location of a branch. 
home for the widows of Volunteer and Regular soldiers and 
sailors at or near Knoxville, in the State of Tennessee, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 682) to reimburse depositors of the late 
Freedman’s Savings & Trust Co.; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 683) to establish a fish hatchery and biolog- 
ical station on the Little River, in the State of Tennessee; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
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Also; a bill (H. R. 684) to establish a fresh-water mussel 
hatchery on the banks of the Clinch River, in the State of Ten- 
nessee; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 685) to prevent the pollution of navigable 
rivers or other bodies of water under the control of the United 
States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 686) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Clinton, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 687) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Rockwood, Tenn.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 688) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Lafollette, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 689) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Jefferson City, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 690) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Lenoir City, Tenn.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 691) to create in the War and Navy De- 
partments, respectively, a roll to be known as the “ Civil War 
officers’ annuity honor roll,” to authorize placing thereon with 
pay certain surviving officers who served in the Volunteer or 
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in 
the Civil War and who are not now on the retired list of the 
Regular Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 692) to amend section 4875 of the Revised 
Statutes, to provide a compensation for superintendents of 
national cemeteries; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 698) to authorize the Postmaster General 
to establish a station, substation, or branch post office in certain 
communities; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 694) to provide for the collection, transcrip- 
tion, and publication of material relating to the history of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 695) to provide for the construction, main- 
tenance, and improvement of post roads and rural-delivery routes 
through the cooperation and joint action of the National Gov- 
ernment and the several States in which such post roads or 
rural-delivery routes may be established; to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 696) to create a board to correct military 
records; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 697) amending section 2 of an act entitled 
“An act to increase the pension of widows, minor children, ete., 
of deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War 
with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pen- 
sion to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of 
the late Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 698) to pension widows and minor children 
of officers or enlisted men who served in the War with Spain 
or Philippine insurrection; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 699) to provide for a commission to visit 
foreign countries; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 700) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to make monthly settlements to certain persons borne on 
the pension rolls; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 701) to pension the National Guards of 
East Tennessee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 702) to provide revenue for the 
Government, and to establish and maintain the manufacture of 
dyestuffs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 703) to provide for rediscount- 
ing notes based on cotton warehouse receipts and staple agricul- 
tural products at the Federal reserve banks; to the Committee 
on Banking and Ourrency. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 704) for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
Marshfield, Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 705) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building at Grand Rapids, Wis.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 706) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Shawano, Wis.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 708) to provide for a site and 
building for the Entomological Station at Wellington, Kans. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 709) for the relief of officers and enlisted 
men who served in the Nineteenth Regiment Kansas Volun- 
teer Cavalry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 710) providing the order of procedure in 
the district courts of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 711) providing for service of subpenas 
for witnesses in the district courts of the United States in ad- 
dition to the methods now provided by law; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 712) to pro- 
vide for a tax upon all persons, firms, or corporations engaged 
in interstate mail-order business, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 713) to 
grant to the several States all the public lands therein for com- 
mon-school purposes when the same shall become less than 
50,000 acres in such State; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 714) to provide for the construction, main- 
tenance, and improvement of public roads and rural delivery 
routes through the cooperation and joint action of the National 
Government and the several States or counties in which such 
public roads or rural-delivery routes may be established; to the 
Committee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 715) to prohibit in the District of Columbia 
the intermarriage of whites with negroes or Mongolians; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 716) in aid of the common schools in Missis- 
sippi; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 717) to extend the limits of Shiloh Na- 
tional Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 718) for prohibition of the liquor traffic in 
the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 719) to refund to lawful claimants the 
cotton tax collected for the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 1866, 1867, 
and 1868; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 720) providing for a certain percentage of 
cancellation of stamps, and making an allowance for rents, fuel, 
and lights, etc., to fourth-class postmasters; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 721) to provide divisions 
of mental hygiene and rural sanitation in the United States 
Public Health Service; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 722) to amend section 20 of an act to regu- 
late commerce approved Feb 4, 1887, as amended and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. R 

By Mr. L LEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 723) to provide for the 
bringing of suits against the United States by Virginia, West 
Virginia, Kentucky, Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Geor- 
gia, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Maryland, South Carolina, New 
Hampshire, New York, North Carolina, and Rhode Island; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 724) to provide a site and 
erect a public building at Anacortes, Wash.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 725) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Blaine, Wash. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 726) to establish a 
fish-hatching and fish-cultural station on Lake Weir, in the State 
of Florida; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 727) to prohibit the receipt of money by 
internal-revenue officials of the United States in payment of 
special taxes by dealers in intoxicating liquors, except in cer- 
tain cases, and to provide punishments therefor; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 728) to prevent heads of departments of 
the United States Government and all other Federal officials 
issuing any order or promulgating any rule which tends in any 
way to prohibit Government employees petitioning the Congress 
with relation to any matter relating to the public service, and 
ee penalties for its violation; to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 729) to equalize transportation rates on 
vegetables, citrus fruits, and other fruits transported from one 
State to another State of the United States; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 730) conferring police powers on all con- 
ductors and motormen on all electric and other street railways 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 731) to make the 27th day of March a legal 
holiday and designate the same Ponce de Leon Day“; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 782) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station on the Suwanee River, in the State of Florida; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 733) to provide for a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station on the Santa Fe River, in the State of Florida ; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 734) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station on the Withlacoochee River, in the State of 
Florida; to the N on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 735) to revive and amend an act to pro- 
vide for the collection of abandoned property and the prevention 
of frauds in insurrectionary districts within the United States, 
and acts amendatory thereof; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 736) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station on the Ocklawaha River, in the State of 
Florida ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 737) to appropriate $25,000 to erect at some 
suitable place within the State of Florida a fitting monument 
to the memory of Osceola, the chief of the Seminole Indians; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 788) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station on the St. Marys River, in the State of Florida; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 739) to limit the value of buildings used by 
banks for banking purposes and providing punishment for its 
violation; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 740) to extend to the veterans of the sev- 
eral Seminole Indian wars and to the widows of veterans of the 
several Seminole Indian wars the benefits of the act of Congress 
of February 6, 1907, and acts amendatory thereof; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 741) to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce, through the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Bureau 
of Fisheries, to make a survey of natural oyster beds, bars, and 
rocks, and barren bottoms contiguous thereto, in waters within 
the State of Florida; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

+ Also, a bill (H. R. 742) to extend the franking privilege to 
literature published by boards of health of States and Territories 
in the United States; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 743) to provide for the erectiof, furnishing, 
and equipping of a building in the city of Washington, D. G., 
for the Department of Justice; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 744) to provide for universal transfers on 
all street railway companies, herdic companies, and all other 
passenger-transportation lines within the District of Columbia, 
and to prescribe penalties and punishments for violating its 
provisions; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 745) granting pensions to the soldiers of 
the different Seminole Indian wars and their widows; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 746) to prescribe the method for banks to 
compute interest on loans, and prescribing punishment for its 
violation; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 747) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the city of Gainesville, Fla., two condemned bronze or 
brass cannon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 748) to prohibit the intermarriage of per- 
sons of the white and negro races within the District of Colum- 
bia; to declare such contracts of marriag> null and void; to 
prescribe punishments for violations and attempts to violate its 
provisions ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 749) for the relief of the State of Florida; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 750) to credit and pay to the several States 
and Territories and the District of Columbia all moneys col- 
Jected under the direct tax levied by the acts of Congress, ap- 
proved, respectively, July 1, 1862; March 7, 1864; July 13, 1866; 
and March 2, 1867; to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 751) to increase the compen- 
sation of certain employees of Government Hospital for the 
Insane, Department of the Interior; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 752) to relieve Congress from the adjudi- 
cation of private claims against the Government; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 753) to amend the laws for the protection 
and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 754) for the purpose of pre- 
serving life at sea, etc.; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 755) to incorporate the Boy Scouts of 
America, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 756) to authorize the Wash- 
ington & Old Dominion Railway Co. to acquire by purchase or 
condemnation the land and property necessary for terminal 
facilities and trackage in the District of Columbia, at or near 
Thirty-sixth and M Streets NW.; to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 757) to authorize the use of the property 
of the United States at Mount Weather, near Bluemont, Va., 
as a summer White House; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 758) for the construction of a bridge across 
the Potomac River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 759) to provide for the removal of what 
is now known as the Acqueduct Bridge, across the Potomac 
River, and for the building of a bridge in place thereof; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 760) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
have repaired the military road to Balls Bluff, in the county of 
Loudoun, Va.; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 761) for the erection of a complete plant for 
the manufacture of armor plate in the city of Alexandria, Va.; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 762) providing for the con- 
struction and equipment of a storehouse at Benicia Arsenal, 
State of California; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 768) to create a national uni- 
versity at the seat of the Federal Government ; to the Committee 
on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 764) to authorize the Secretary of Com- 
merce to have prepared plans, specifications, and estimates of 
cost for new building for the Bureau of Fisheries; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 765) to extend the dredging of Aquia Creek, 
in the State of Virginia, 200 yards beyond the completion of the 
present work; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 766) to authorize certain late 
physicians and surgeons of the United States Volunteer Army 
in the War with Spain to practice their respective professions 
in any Territory, District, dependency, or possession of the 
United States under the constitutional jurisdiction of Congress 
upon presentation and proof of certain facts; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 767) to protect the rights of 
women citizens of the United States to register and vote for 
Senators of the United States and for Members of the House of 
Representatives; to the Committee on Election of President, 
Vice President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 768) to authorize the Post- 
master General to extend the free-delivery mail service to towns 
and villages of 1,000 population or over; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 769) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Corning, in the State of Iowa; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 770) to regu- 
late the interstate transportation of immature calves; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 771) to provide for the insur- 
ance of deposits in national banks; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: A bill (H. R. 772) to authorize the 
President in making appointments in the volunteer forces of the 
United States to prefer officers on the active list holding medals 
of honor for distinguished service; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 773) to amend an act entitled “An act 
relating to navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain 
obligations, duties, and rights in connection with the carriage 
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of property,” approved February 13, 1893; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 774) regulating trials by jury; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 775) granting the consent 
of Congress to J. P. Jones and others to construct one or more 
bridges across the Chattahoochee River between the counties of 
Coweta and Carroll, in the State of Georgia; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 776) granting pensions 
to the teamsters who served the Government of the United States 
in the War with Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 777) to correct the military record of the 
officers and enlisted men of the Enrolled Missouri Militia and all 
other militia organizations of the State of Missouri that co- 
operated with the military forces of the United States in sup- 
pressing the War of the Rebellion; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 778) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to contract with irrigation districts, or- 
ganized under State laws, for the construction by the Govern- 
ment of reservoirs and canals and the operation of the same, 
the Government to be compensated for the costs thereof by tax 
levies made on the lands of the water users of irrigation districts 
as provided by the statutes of the State in which the irrigation 
district may be situated; to the Committee on Irrigation of 
Arid Lands. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 779) providing for 
the erection of a public building at Mount Pleasant, Iowa; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CHARLES: A bill (H. R. 780) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a Federal building at Canajoharie, 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 781) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a Federal building at St. Johnsville, N. T.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 1) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States extending 
the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary: 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 2) proposing 
an nmendment to the Constitution of the United States extend- 
ing the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 3) to trans- 
fer the Government exhibit from the Panama-Pacific Interna- 
tional Exposition to the Panama-California Exposition, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
sitions. 

By Mr. KEATING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 4) extending 
the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
5) providing for the payment of the expenses of an expert and 
assistant in the fur-seal investigation in Alaska; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 6) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States, extending the right of suffrage to women; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 7) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States extend- 
ing the right of suffrage to women; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 8) re- 
questing the President to consider the expediency of effecting a 
treaty with the powers providing for the neutraliza- 
tion of the Philippine Islands and the recognition of an inde- 
pendent government there when established; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 9) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MONDELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 10) au- 
thorizing and validating certain exchanges of land between the 
United States and the several States; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. CURRY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 11) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 12) pro- 
posing an amendment to section 1 of Article III of the Consti- 


tution of the United States of America; to the Committee on 


the Judiciary. 


By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 13) 
providing for a commission to contract for finishing the histori- 
cal frieze in the Rotunda of the Capitol; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. PORTER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 14) laying 
an embargo on arms, ammunition, and submarines; to the 
Committee on Inetrstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER; Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 15) authorizing 
and validating certain exchanges of land between the United 
32 5 and the several States; to the Committee on the Public 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 16) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 17) proposing an amendment 
to Article XI of the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 18) authorizing the printing 
of the final report of the Committee on Industrial Relations and 
the Colorado report, together with all the testimony taken by 
the commission ; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 19) making an appropriation 
to prevent the further spread and for stamping out the fungus 
disease known as “ citrus canker”; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 20) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VINSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 21) prescribing 
qualifications of ambassadors, envoys, functionaries, and dele- 
gates to and from the United States; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. FERRIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 22) authorizing 
the President of the United States to prepare for withdrawal of 
sovereignty of the United States, for the delivery of full posses- 
sion, control, and government of the Filipino people, and to pro- 
mote their future prosperity and independence by treaties of 
neutrality; to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 23) creating a commission to 
investigate the present methods employed in handling Indian 
affairs, terminating the treaty relations between the Govern- 
ment and the Indians, to promote industry and self-reliance 
among the Indians, and for the Indians’ general advancement, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 24) authorizing 
the printing of the hearings and reports of the United States 
Commission on Industrial Relations; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. KENT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 25) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 26) proposing the establish- 
ment of a monopoly for the manufacture of explosives by the 
Federal Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 27) requesting 
the President of the United States to recommend plans for the 
continuance and enlargement of the powers of the Commission 
on Economy and Efficiency, and to submit in budget form an 
estimate of appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1916; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SABATH:; Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 28) for the 
appointment of a committee to investigate the various systems 
of old-age pensions and annuities; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BENNET: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 29) author- 
izing the appointment of a commission in relation to universal 
peace; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 30) giving the 
consent of the United States for the State of Louisiana to insti- 
tute suit against the United States in the Supreme Court of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 31) for the 
appointment of a commission to investigate and report measures 
for the development of the American merchant marine and com- 
merce; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CURRY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 32) authorizing 
and empowering the President to invite all nations to send dele- 
gates to a convention to provide for disarmament, for the crea- 
tion of an international legislature, an international court, an 
international army and navy police, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. VINSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 33) proposing 
to amend the Constitution by repealing the fifteenth amendment ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. BEAKES: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 34) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 35) making the 
12th day of February in each year a legal holiday; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 36) providing for the pur- 
chase of the home of Thomas Jefferson, at Monticello, Va.; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 87) proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice President, and Representatives 
in Congress. 

By Mr. LONDON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 38) calling 
upon the President to convene a congress of neutral nations; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 39) 
to appoint a commission to provide a tablet to mark the birth- 
place of Thomas Jefferson; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 40) relating to printing 
-speeches in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 41) 
to make The Star-Spangled Banner the national anthem of 
the United States of America; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 42) providing 
for a gift by the United States to the Mount Vernon Associa- 
tion of certain relics, souvenirs, etc., of ex-President George 
Washington; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 2) 
to print 1,100 copies of the Journal of the Forty-ninth National 
Encampment of the Grand Army of the Republic; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 3) affirming Monroe doctrine; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 
4) providing for the printing of 14,550 copies of the final report 
and hearings of the Commission on Industrial Relations; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: Resolution (H. Res. 6) creating 
a committee of the House of Representatives to be known as the 
Committee on Equal Suffrage; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Resolution (H. Res. 7) providing for 
appointment of committee to inquire into the organization, 
membership, etc., of certain organizations engaged in national 
defense or peace propaganda; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE: Resolution (H. Res. 8) to amend 
the rules of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Resolution (H. Res. 9) concerning the 
administration of the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: Resolution (H. Res. 10) relative to pay 
of clerks of deceased Members; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 11) for fhe 
establishment of a bureau of information in the main corridor 
of the House wing of the Capitol; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. DOWELL: Resolution (H. Res. 12) relative to certain 
changes in Post Office Department; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY: Resolution (H. Res. 13) to allow an assist- 
ant clerk to the Committee on Rules; to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

By Mr. HARRISON: Resolution (H. Res. 14) to print 1,000 
additional copies of the Soil Survey of the Biloxi Area, Missis- 
sippi, for use in the House document room; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Resolution (H. Res. 15) authorizing the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs to have printing and binding done; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Resolution (H. Res. 22) pro- 
viding for a committee to investigate and ascertain the reason 
for the delay in the construction of certain public buildings 
heretofore authorized by Congress; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Resolution (H. Res. 23) 
authorizing the printing and binding of the History of the 
United States Navy Yard at Boston, Mass.; to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. RAKER: Resolution (H. Res. 24) amending the 
ruo of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on 

ules. 


By Mr. CARY: Resolution (H. Res. 25) placing an embargo 
on all contraband and munitions of war and to end the war 
in 30 days; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 26) for the printing of the final 
report of the Industrial Relations Commission ; to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Resolution (H. Res. 27) requesting the 
wearing of evergreen as an emblem on Memorial Day in memory 
of the honored dead of the Nation; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 28) requesting cer- 
tain information relating to the Treasury Department; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Resolution (H. Res. 29) providing for 
election of a commission on legislative methods and prac- 
tices in the House of Representatives, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 30) to amend Rule XIII of the 
rules of the Sixty-fourth Congress; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 31) to amend paragraph 9 of Rule 
XVI of the rules of the Sixty-fourth Congress; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res. 32) seeking 
information relative to the Monroe doctrine; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 88) for appointment of special com- 
mittee to investigate certain commissions, boards, etc.; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 84) making certain inquiries from 
the Secretary of the Treasury; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in Treasury Department. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Resolution (H. Res. 86) providing 
for an amendment to the rules of the House as to the manner of 
consideration of bills and resolutions to amend the rules and for 
the consideration of any bill or resolution introduced in the 
House or passed by the Senate; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SIMS: Resolution (H. Res. 87) amending the rules 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. CURRY: Memorial by the Legislature of the State of 
California, petitioning Congress to submit to the States a consti- 
tutional amendment conferring upon the Congress power to 
establish uniform laws on the subject of divorce; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial by the Legislature of the State of California, 
petitioning that the Pinnacles Forest Reserve and certain vacant 
land lying contiguous thereto be made into a national park; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial by the Legislature of the State of California, 
petitioning Congress to establish immediately a definite policy 
governing the development of oil lands; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial by the Legislature of the State of California, 
petitioning Congress to adopt House joint resolution providing 
for a national marketing system; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial by the Legislature of the State of 
California, petitioning Congress to adopt a definite policy with 
respect to oil lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Washington, favoring the amendment of 
the act of February 22, 1889, to permit the States to lease coal 
and oil lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial by the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
praying for reorganization of working plan of United States 
immigration officials at seaports and ports of entry; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration. 

Also, memorial by the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
urging the passage of appropriate legislation ratifying and con- 
firming a certain compact between the States of Washington 
and Oregon relative to regulations for the preservation ‘and 
protection of salmon and other food fishes in the Columbia 
River; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial by the Legislature of the State of Washington, 
urging the construction of adequate fortifications at the entrance 
to Grays Harbor and Willapa Harbor, Wash. ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 782) granting a pension to 
John H. Yaryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Samuel Mc- 
Nairy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 784) granting a pension to Charles 
Cannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 785) granting a pension to John W. Priest; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 786) granting a pension to Joshua R. 
Matchett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 787) granting a pension to Warren L. 
Coots; to the Committee ca Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 788) granting a pension to Drucilla Burk- 
head; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 789) granting a pension to Charles C. 
Studley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 790) granting a pension te Alfred F. Bly; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 791) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 792) granting a pension to Prear Daniel; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 798) granting a pension to James Lock- 
wood; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 794) granting a pension to Charles L, 
Fulmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 795) granting a pension to Thomas Klugh; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 796) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Cline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 797) granting an increase of pension to 
John Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 798) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura E. Headington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 799) granting a pension to 
Virgil Womack; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 800) granting a pension 
to James Boyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 801) granting a pension to Bertrand 
Cook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 802) granting a pension to Caroline E. 
Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 803) granting a pension to James W. 
Tippett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 804) granting a pension to Mary E. Bacon; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 805) granting a pension to John W. Hart; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 806) granting a pension to Eliza Sturde- 
vant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 807) granting a pension to Nancy Lee; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 808) granting a pension to Maranda Pick- 
ens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aliso, a bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Alfred L. Fann; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 810) granting a pension to William Kier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 811) granting a pension to Hugh Kester- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 812) granting a pension to James R. 
Storms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Susan Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 814) granting a pension to Rachel A. 
Dougherty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 815) granting a pension to Nathan G. 
Dillen ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 816) granting a pension to John Crump; 
to the Committee on Envalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 817) granting a pension to Fannie Wells; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 818) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 819) granting a pension to Archibald 
Groom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 820) granting a pension to Sabina Pierce; 
to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 821) granting a pension to Martha J. Jack- 
son: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 822) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Ballew ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 823) granting a pension to Lucy R. Wood- 
ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 824) granting a pension to Mary A. Hooper; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 825) granting a pension to Phillip Gentry ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 826) granting a pension to John E. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 827) granting a pension to Evander Agee: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 828) granting a pension to Wilburn Mun- 
kers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 829) granting a pension to Ambrose Gise- 
burt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 830) granting a pension to James A. Sloan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 831) granting a pension to Jeremiah R. 
Whitsell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 832) granting a pension to John N. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 833) granting a pension to Thomas T. 
Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 834) granting a pension to James R. 
Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 835) granting a pension to Rebecca Scho- 
field ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 836) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mor- 
rison and her heirs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 837) granting a pension to Elizabeth Mor- 
rison ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension to Catharine J. 
Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 839) granting a pension to Miles Fuller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 840) granting a pension to Jonas Cook; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 841) granting a pension to William Wilson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 842) granting a pension to George Baxter; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 843) granting a pension to Henry C. Poe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 844) granting a pension to Robert H. Wood; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 845) granting a pension to Mary J. Fruit; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 846) granting a pension to Eri Bentin 
Mullin; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 847) granting a pension to Rachel 0. 
Noah; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 848) granting a pension to Richard Truex; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 849) granting a pension to James Rupe; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 850) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander M. Rainey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 851) granting an increase of pension to 
Chester Hahner, alias Justus Heiner; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 852) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard P. Wardell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 853) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Woodruff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 854) granting an inerease of pension to 
William H. Corbin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 855) granting an increase of pension to 
James Meranda; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 856) granting an increase of pension to 
John I. Israel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 857) granting an increase of pension to 
Doris Schroeder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 858) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Shrewsbury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 859) granting an increase of pension to 
John Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 860) granting an increase of pension to 
J. A. Neff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 861) granting an intrease of pension to 
William A. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 862) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice A. Meeker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 863) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 864) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. De Witt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hopper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 866) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald Miller ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 867) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Slinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 868) granting an increase of pension to 
David N. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 869) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bayne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 870) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 871) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Brewer ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 872) granting an increase of pension to 
John Q. Hickman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 873) granting an increase of pension to 
William Blackstone; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 874) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 875) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Dunham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 876) granting an increase of pension to 
George Duff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 877) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 878) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 879) granting an increase of pension to 
Lloyd C. Washburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 880) for the relief of Vincent Rust; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 881) for the relief of John Benson; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 882) for the relief of George W. Drake; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 883) for the relief of Henry Benson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 884) for the relief of Jesse Lee; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 885) for the relief of William M. Critten; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 886) for the relief of Robert Griffin; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 887) for the relief of James B. Norman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 888) for the relief of Christopher L. Smith; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 889) for the relief of Allen Place; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 890) for the relief of James W. Murray, 
jr.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 891) for the relief of William Roney; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 892) for the relief of the heirs of John G. W. 
Brooks; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 893) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Christian Church at Missouri City, Clay County, Mo.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 894) to correct the military record of Har- 
rison R. Crecelius; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 895) to correct the military record of Ander- 
son Creason ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 896) to correct the military record of Ben- 
jamin Munkers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 897) to correct the military record of John 
B. Hutchings; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 898) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to examine and adjust the accounts of William R. Little, 
or his heirs, with the Sac and Fox Indians; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 899) granting a pension to Bradford H. 
Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 900) granting a pension to 
Lawrence H. Chard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 901) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 902) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 908) to provide for the pay- 
ment of the claim of the ay aan Episcopal Church South, at 
Trinity, in Morgan County, Ala., against the United States; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 904) for the relief of Alfred O, William- 
Son; to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 905) for the relief of George W. Waddell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 906) granting a pension to Stella E. Led- 
wee j to the Sore 2 rea Pensions. 

y AND R. 907) a on 
to Ellen Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Aand Ree 

Also, a bill (H. R. 908) granting a pension to Rhoda A, 
Beatty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 909) granting a pension to Godfrey J, 
Andrist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 910) granting a pension to John Keen; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 911) granting a pension to Amelia May; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 912) granting a pension to Elmo M. Kel- 
lar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 913) granting a pension to Lucie Bostian; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 914) granting a pension to Tekla Grul- 
kowski; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 915) granting a pension to Melissa J, 
Gross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 916) granting a pension to Eli J. Bertrand; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 917) granting a pension to Thomas 
O'Reilly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 918) granting a pension to Bima A. Wood- 
ward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 919) granting a pension to Louisa M. 
Sabin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 920) granting an increase of pension to 
Christine Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. N. 921) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Murtaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 922) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 923) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Leavitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 924) for the relief of F. W. Tyler; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 925) for the relief of Peter J. Schwarg; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 926) for the relief of Benjamin F. Dayton; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of George W. Bryant; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill.(H. R. 928) granting an increase 
of pension to Benjamin Mitchelson; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 929) granting an increase of pension to 
James Whyde; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 930) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Parr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Gould; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 982) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph ©. Hollister; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 933) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. McDanield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 934) for the relief of Farley Connerty; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 935) to correct the military record of San- 
ford F. Timmons; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) for the relief of the Centerburg Build- 
ing & Loan Co., of Centerburg, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 937) for the relief of the Home Building 
Association, of Newark, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 938) for the relief of the Johnstown Build- 
ing & Loan Association Co., of Johnstown, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 939) for the relief of the People’s Building 
& Loan Co., of Delaware, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 940) for the relief of the Home Building, 
Loan & Savings Co., of Coshocton, Ohio; to the Committee on 


By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 941) for the relief of the 
estate of James Lacey, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 942) for the relief of the estate of Thomas 
F. Swafford, deceased, late of the State of Louisiana, for cars 
rying United States mail on route No. 8263, in the State of 
Louisiana, during the period from January 1, 1861, to May 81, 
1861; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 948) granting a pension to 
William Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 944) granting a pension to Ada G. Northern; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 945) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 946) for the relief of Marian B. Patterson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 947) for the relief of George T. Larkin; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of heirs of Dr. Hervey 
Baker, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 949) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Creed F. Casteel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 950) granting an honorable discharge to 
William C. Chandler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 951) to correct the military record of James 
H. Beal; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 952) for the relief of Alice Evelyn Mabry 
Hazen, Lawrence ©. Mabry, Herbert S. Mabry, Churchwell 
Mabry, and William Deaderick; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of the survivors of the 
shipwreck of the steamboat Sultana; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 954) to do justice to the Home Guards 
of Scott County, Tenn., and to grant honorable discharges and 
pensions under existing pension laws; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 955) extending the benefits of the acts of 
June 27, 1890; May 9, 1900; and February 6, 1907, to the officers 
and enlisted men of Capt. David Beaty’s company of independ- 
ent scouts, Civil War, and to their widows and minor children; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 956) to incorporate the Colored Associa- 
tion of Railway Employees; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 957) for the relief of Lewis K, 
Marshall; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to 
Pearley H. Elwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 959) granting an increase of pension to 
James Kinser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 960) granting an increase of pension to Ray 
W. Burkdoll; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 961) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Page; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 962) granting an increase of pension to 
David Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 963) granting an increase of pension to 
John Greenamyer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 964) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen Osborn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 965) granting an increase of pension to 
George Berry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 966) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bowser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 967) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua Shriver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 968) granting an increase of pension to 
Murray Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 969) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Hershberger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 970) granting a pension 
to Nettie Metzgar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 971) granting a pension to Mary A. Salis- 
bury ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 972) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Haney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 973) granting an increase of pension to 
George Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 974) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Lowe; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 975) granting a pension 
to Emeline Vanata; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 976) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 977) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson N. Boydston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 978) granting an increase of pension to 
T. S. O’Blenis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 979) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonidas C. 1 0 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 980) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 981) granting an increase of pension to 
Columbus M, Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. BEALES: A bill (H. R. 982) granting a pension to 
Susanna Olewiler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 983) granting a pension to Augusta Det- 
tinger ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 984) granting an increase of pension to 
William Retheiser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 985) granting a pene to 
Ida ‘Koeller ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 986) granting a pension to Ruth E. Her- 
ing; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 987) granting a pension to Herman Siegel; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 988) granting a pension to Henry P. 


‘| Niebuhr; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 989) granting a pension to Bennie Leshin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 990) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Messerschmidt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 991) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 992) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. James McCauley ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 993) for the relief of John J. Nanry; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 994) for the relief of William Rodamer ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 995) to correct the military record of 
Charles Snow ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 996) to correct the military record of 
George M. Barry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 997) granting an increase of 
pension to John T. Warburton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 998) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Tindal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 999) for the relief of John A. Albus, jr.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1000) granting an increase of pension to 
Adeline Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1001) granting a pension to Mahala Burns; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1002) granting a pension to Ellen Rohr; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1003) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Michaels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1004) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Gulliams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1005) granting an increase of pension to 
Deborah Hart; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1006) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Thatcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 1007) granting 
a pension to Fred A. Heinberger; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1008) granting a pension to Frank Bolens; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1009) granting a pension to Dorothea 
Winklehaken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1010) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert R. Raap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1011) for the relief of Herman H. Schrade; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1012) to indemnify Arthur A. Sheldon for 
injuries sustained in the employ of the Post Office Department 
of the United States Government; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1013) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William H. Thiell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 1014) granting a pension to 
Lucy A. Butts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1015) granting a pension to D. A. Hollind; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1016) granting a pension to John H. 
Pepper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1017) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Gwin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1018) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Joseph A. Choate; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1019) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Morrow; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1020) for the relief of the heirs of Eli A, 
Campbell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1021) for the relief of Jesse J. Kennedy; to 
the Committee on Claims, 
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By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 1022) granting an increase of 
pension to Edmond ©. Hausel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1023) granting an increase of pension to 
William Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1024) for the relief of Allen M. Hiller; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 1025) granting a pension 
to Gliver M. MeRoberts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1026) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate M. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1027) granting a pension to Frank H. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1028) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Stice; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1029) to correct the military record of 
Stephen A. Clark; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) to amend the military record of 
Alonzo Rich; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Emley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph B. Atwater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) granting an increase of pension to 
Priscilla Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1034) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Ann Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1035) granting an increase of pension to 
Lee Toms; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) granting an increase of pension to 
John Quinlan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Leonard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1038) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Barton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1039) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hendricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1040) granting an increase of pension to 
James Rush; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1041) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Blakey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1042) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Barber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) granting an increase of pension to 
James ©. Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1044) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac A. Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1045) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1046) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hoover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1047) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1048) granting an increase of pension to 
Junius R. Clift; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1049) granting an increase of pension to 
Jefferson Hurst; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1050) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus D. Christy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1051) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1052) granting an increase of pension to 
lias Worley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1053) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. De Moss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1054) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1055) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey J. Willis; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1056) granting an increase of pension to 
James McGhie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1057) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew E. Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1058) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Ratcliff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1059) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. Henning; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1060) granting an increase of pension to 
L. D. Frogue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1061) granting an increase of pension to 
R. M. C. Gavin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1062) granting an increase of pension to 
Washington A. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) granting an increase of pension to 
Elmer R. Chamness; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1064) granting an increase of pension to 
C. H. Jewett ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1065) granting an increase of pension to 
Millard F. De Geer ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1066) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1067) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank E. Bales ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1068) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Lawler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1069) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1070) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Hankins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1071) granting a pension to Arabelle Mc- 
Curry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1072) granting a pension to Mrs. Wiley L. 
Daulby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1073) granting a pension to Thomas Jeffer- 
son Rothgeb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Izabell Way; 
to the Committee on Penstons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1075) granting a pension to Francis M, 
Vaughn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1076) granting a pension to Fannie M, 
Huggins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1077) granting a pension to Frederick M. 
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1078) granting a pension to Dora R. Boyle; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1079) granting a pension to Frank H. 
Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1080) granting a pension to Oxley John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1081) granting a pension to Mary Glenn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1082) granting a pension to Daily Houston; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1083) granting a pension to Joseph Nel- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1084) granting a pension to Fannie Record; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R.-1085) granting a pension to Lucilla E. Mc- 
Dowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. S 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1086) granting a pension to George W. 
Sharp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1087) granting a pension to Henry N. 
Wilks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1088) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1089) granting a pension to C. W. Stanton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1090) granting a pension to Lottie Baugh- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1091) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Ingels; to the Committee on Pensions. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1092) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Eli A. Helmick; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1093) to correct the military record of 
James Anderson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1094) to correct the military record of Ran- 
kin A. Hutsell; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1095) for the relief of Josiah Wilcox; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1096) for the relief of John Carr; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1097) for the relief of David Porter Hasel- 
tine; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1098) for the relief of Philander M. Coats; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1099) for the relief of George W. McKean; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1100) for the relief of William T, Grady; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1101) for the relief of Cary Lance; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1102) for the relief of Charles W. Munn; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1103) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of John D. Sheridan and J. M. Johnson; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1104) for the relief of Samuel T. King; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1105) for the relief of Thomas F. Kelley; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1106) for the relief of C. E. Moore; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 1107) grant- 
ing a pension to John M. Cornelison; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1108) granting a pension to Walter 
Hudgins; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1109) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1110) for the relief of David Ingram; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1111) for the relief of Sallie Sowell; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1112) for the relief of J. R. Wilson; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1113) for the relief of A. W. McClure; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1114) for the relief of Isabella Rowsey ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1115) for the relief of Mary Johnson; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1116) for the relief of Susan C. Robin- 
son; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1117) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Hubbard; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1118) for the relief of Matilda H. Reed; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1119) for the relief of Lucretia Lambert; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1120) for the relief of Dr. O. R. Early; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1121) for the relief of Francis E. Whitfield 
and Lucy G. Whitfield; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1122) for the relief of Jennie Gaston Hen- 
derson, sole and only heir of L. B. Gaston, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1123) for the relief of B. H. Davis, admin- 
istrator of the estate of Enos Davis, deceased ; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1124) for the relief of the trustees of the 
ee Church of Rienzi, Miss,; to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1125) for the relief of D. M. Whittaker and 
heirs of estate of H. H. Whittaker, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1126) for the relief of heirs of E. C. Cor- 
nelius, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1127) for the relief of the heirs of Peter F. 
Archer, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1128) for the relief of the heirs of M. A. 
McAnulty, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1129) for the relief of the heirs of Louisa 
Elliott, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) for the relief of the heirs of Nancy 
Whitfield, deceased ; to the Committee on War Clairhs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1131) for the relief of the heirs of Jere- 
miah E. Cunningham, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) for the relief of heirs of Sylvia 
Cannon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1133) for the relief of the heirs of Harriet 
F. and Robert McPeters; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1184) for the relief of the heirs of Mary 
A. F. Peters, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Gardner, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1186) for the relief of heirs of John 
Hamilton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1137) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah R. 
Farmer, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1138) for the relief of the heirs of John B. 
Jones, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1139) for the relief of the heirs of Gladney, 
Gardner & Co.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1140) for the relief of the heirs of Richard 
E. Holt, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1141) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of T. M. D. Coln, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1142) for the relief of heirs or estate 
of Jesse Mabry, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) for the relief of the estate of Rich- 
ard Mann, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1144) for the relief of the estate of R. C. 
Bumpass, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1145) for the relief of estate of W. F. 
Young; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1146) for the relief of the estate of Andrew 
J. Kincaid; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1147) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
H. Moore, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1148) for the relief of estate of Marcus 
Cook, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1149) for the relief of the estate of John 
Linton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1150) for the relief of the estate of J. W. 
Hopkins, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1151) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Clement, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of estate of J. M. 
Cumby, heir of M. B. Cumby; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) for the relief of the estate of Milton 
Crawford, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1154) for relief of estate of W. R. Smith; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1155) for the relief of the estate of W. R. 
Smith, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1156) for the relief of the estate of Rich- 
mond Pace, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1157) for the relief of the estate of J. K. 
Morrison, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1158) for the relief of the estate of Josiah 
White, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1159) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
Mitts, deceased; to the Committee on War Olaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1160) for relief of George Kimberley and 
Sam Kimberley, heirs of M. P. Kimberley, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1161) to pay Cowden & Cowden, of Amory, 
Monroe County, Miss., for the loss of a horse while being used 
by the Department of "Agriculture ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1162) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Methodist 
Church, of Kossuth, Miss.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAPSTICK: A bill (H. R. 1163) granting a pension 
to Samuel R. Ballentine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1164) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary T. Winans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1165) to correct the military record of 
Joseph A. Blanchard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1166) for the relief of Henry W. Angleman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 1167) granting a pension to 
Elmer E. Dickey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1168) granting a pension to Lula L. Lee; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1169) granting a pension to Harold L. 
Knight; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1170) granting a pension to Bernard B. 
Furr; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1171) granting a pension to Nancy Martin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1172) granting a pension to Mary A. Slat- 
tery ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1173) granting a pension to Thomas Me- 
Cormick ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1174) granting a pension to John H. 1 8 
wiler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1175) granting a pension to Samuel oH 
Hannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bull (H. R. 1176) granting a pension to Lucien D, 
Copin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1177) granting a pension to Nancy Martin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1178) granting a pension to 
William Caton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1179) granting a pension to Oden Lake; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1180) granting a pension to Alfred M. 
Graham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1181) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1182) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Galpin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Agner; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1184) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgiana W. Sampson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1185) granting an increase of pension to 
Anton Humm; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1186) for the relief of the estate of John 
Wesley Caton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1187) for the relief of the estate of Antonia 
Sousa, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1188) for the relief of Bella Crounse and 
other heirs of the estate of James Bell, deceased ; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1189) for the relief of George 
A. Nowland; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1190) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John Shane, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1191) for the relief of Albert O. Tucker ; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1192) for the relief of Nelson Wallace; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1193) for the relief of the heirs of David 
H. Creel ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1194) for the relief of L. C. Reid and Fannie 
B. Betts, heirs at law of George G. Barton; to the Committee 
on War Claims, 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1195) for the relief of A. H. Thompson; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1196) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Charles E. Mix; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1197) for the relief of Edgar B. Havener, 
Laura T. Havener, Sallie L. Darns, Olivia E. Adrian, Alice D. 
Myers, and Ida J. Muse, heirs of Thomas A. Havener; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of the estate of Murray 
Mason, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1199) for the relief of Emma E. Frauner, 
George W. Seaton, Hiram K. Seaton, Howard Seaton, Mary 
Seaton, Blanche Seaton, George W. Taylor, Edward Taylor, and 
Catharine Pomeroy ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1200) for the relief of William A. Rose; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1201) for the relief of the heirs of Mason 
James; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1202) for the relief of Charles M. Pugh, 
administrator of the estate of John R. Pugh; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 1203) to reimburse E. E. 
Court for moneys expended in the prosecution of charges before 
the Navy Department against certain officials therein; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1204) to permit Willis Dixon, chief ma- 
chinist, United States Navy, to take examination for promotion 
to grade of ensign, United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1205) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Alice E. Davis, heir at law of 
John C. Davis, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1206) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. F. B. Ainsworth; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 1207) granting a pension to 
Jane F. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1208) granting a pension to George Her- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (IH. R. 1209) granting a pension to Thomas Kent; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1210) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES: A bill (H. R. 1211) granting a pension 
to Anna M. Healey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1212) granting a pension to Jacob Liddle; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1213) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Small; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1214) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma McIntosh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1215) for the re- 
lief of George Killeen; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1216) to reimburse Marion Williams; to 
the Committee on Claims. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1217) for the relief of Mary Jones Smith, 
8 of Jonathan L. Jones, deceased; to the Committee on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1218) referring to the Court of Claims the 
claim of John H. Frick; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1219) for the relief of William R. Price; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1220) for the relief of James A. Griffith 
and Hannibal I. Griffith; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1221) for the relief of the widows of L. W. 
Hughes and L. A. Cain; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1222) for the relief of George W. Morgan; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1223) for the relief of George P. Thomas; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1224) for the relief of Levant C. Dingman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1225) for the relief of R. O. Hatfield; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1226) for the relief of James Nichols; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1227) for the relief of Edwin L. McQuie; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1228) for the relief of Peter A. Bratton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 1229) for the relief of Henry L. Heckmann; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1230) for the relief of Mag Brown; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1231) for the relief of Pinkie West, ad- 
ministratrix of the estate of J. J. West, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1232) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fari- 
shon ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1233) granting a pension to Annie Dough- 
erty ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1234) granting a pension to Roy Vest 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Jerry Fitzpat- 
rick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1236) granting a pension to Louis S. Mason; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1237) granting a pension to August Johns; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1238) granting a pension to William B. 
Venter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1239) granting a pension to Wilhimene 
Linder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1240) granting a pension to Louisa Merritt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1241) granting a pension to John M. Unsell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1242) granting a pension to Lizzie Burnet; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1243) granting a pension to George Muller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1244) granting a pension to Delia Ander- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1245) granting a pension to Sallie Clark; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1246) granting a pension to Christina 
Kraft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1247) granting a pension to John William 
Willbrandt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1248) granting a pension to Joseph 
Beauchmin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1249) granting a pension to Frances E. 
Gibbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1250) granting a pension to Grace Nuckles; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1251) granting a pension to Mary Followill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1252) granting a pension to Mary E. Hays; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1253) granting a pension to Eva J. Clarke; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1254) granting a pension to George C. 
Howland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1255) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester P. Warner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1256) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Hardwick ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1257) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Lupton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1258) granting an increase of pension to 
Tony Hartstine, alias Stephen Potter; to the Committee on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1259) granting an increase of pension to 
A. W. Rollins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1260) granting an increase of pension to 
Maroni N. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1261) granting an increase of pension to 
Fredrica Gorman; to the Committee on Inavlid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1262) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Hetherlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1263) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra H. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1264) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1265) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda Cannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1266) granting an increase of pension to 
David N. Carmedy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1267) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hagner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1268) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin P. Levick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1269) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Hollenbeck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1270) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Shay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1271) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel A. Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1272) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Worsham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1273) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Rutherford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1274) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Jennings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1275) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis W. Markwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1276) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald F. Bottoms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1277) granting an increase of pension to 
William Pittman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1278) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1279) granting an increase of pension to 
Nannie J. McDowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1280) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella R. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1281) granting an increase of pension to 
Jason L, Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1282) granting an increase of pension to 
Worcester H. Morse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1283) granting an increase of pension to 
Conrad Klinge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1284) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1285) for the relief of the treasurer of the 
ee hospital No. 1, at Fulton, Mo.; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 1286) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen MeEnenney; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 1287) granting 
a pension to R. W. Fredericks ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1288) granting a pension to Edward H. 
Burrington; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1289) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1290) for 
ce relief of Allen Greenlief; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 1291) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Groesbeck; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 1292) granting a pension to 
Frederick L, Killion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1293) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1294) granting a pension to Jessie A. 
Curts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1295) granting an increase of pension to 
Clayborn Clements ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1296) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1297) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Parrish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1298) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucetta Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1299) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wampler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1300) granting an increase of pension to 
R. A. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1301) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 1802) granting a pension to 
John W. Connors; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1303) granting a pension to James A. 
Coyne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1304) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1305) granting a pension to Eleanor Bar- 
tels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1306) granting a pension to Josiah George 
Swinney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) granting a pension to Tames Gould ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1308) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Tierney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1309) granting a pension to Rudolph Weid- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1310) granting a pension to Patrick Dolan; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a Lill (H. R. 1311) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Woodward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1312) granting a pension to James W. Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting an increase of pension to 
William Woodard ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1314) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene O. Doane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1315) for the relief of persons suffering 
damages by the construction of the canal diverting the waters 
of the Mormon Slough into the Calaveras River; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1316) for the retief of Franz Mennerich; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1317) to authorize the payment of the 
claim of Cynthia R. Ball; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1318) to pay the several sums of money 
found due certain navy-yard employees by the Court of Claims; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) for the relief of persons suffering 
damages by the construction of the canal diverting the waters 
of the Mormon Slough into the Calaveras River; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 1320) granting a pension to Ada 
Harris, widow of John N. Harris; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1321) granting a pension to Frank O’Brien; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1322) granting a pension to John Schafer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1823) granting a pension to Winfield S. 
Hunter ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1325) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon L. Miles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1326) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1327) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Griffith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1328) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: A bill (H. R. 1329) for the re- 
lief of Luke O’Brien; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1330) granting a pension to Christopher 
P. Crumiell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1331) granting a pension to Arthur R. 
Rennhack ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1332) granting a pension to Adolf Hart- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1333) granting an increase of pension to 
John Montenes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1334) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances M. Hammond; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1835) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Weinstein; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 1336) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harrison C. Shattuck; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1337) granting a pension to Mamie E. Car- 
ruthers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1338) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Pierce; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 1339) granting a pension to 
Anna Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1340) granting a pension to Katherine M. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1341) granting a pension to Fannie M. 
Rementer; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1342) granting an increase of pension to 
James Y. Boice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1343) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane M. Crowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Donnelly & Egan, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr: DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 1345) granting a 
pension to Thomas Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1346) granting a pension to Evan A. Evans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1347) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnson Hayden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1348) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Wray ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) granting an increase of pension to 
Gertrude Meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1350) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Tubesing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1351) granting an increase of pension to 
-Robert Leeson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1352) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas Donlon and to grant him an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1353) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Regan and to grant him an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1354) for the relief of Edward J. Klossner ; 
to the Committee on Claims. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1355) for the relief of Fred Klossner ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1356) for the relief of Anton H. Burg; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) for the relief of Alonzo Briggs; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1358) for the relief of Everett H. Corson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 1359) granting a pension 
to Martha V. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1360) granting a pension to Mary Barnes; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1361) granting a pension to G. W. Wells; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) granting an increase of pension to 
John Welsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a pill (II. R. 1363) granting a pension to Judith McCoy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1364) granting a pension to Nannie B. 
Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1365) granting a pension to Mattie J. John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1866) granting a pension to Virginia Hager; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1367) granting a pension to Florence B. 
Eckert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1368) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Buzan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1369) granting an increase of pension to 
Samantha E. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1870) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank M. Douglass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1371) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Hancock ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) for the relief of W. W. Wall; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1874) for the relief of the heirs of J. W. 
George, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1375) for the relief of R. H. Thomas and 
J. P. Thomas; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Oliver C. Joyce; to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 1377) granting a pension to 
Martha Ann Logan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1378) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Waldon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1379) granting a pension to Evaline Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1380) granting a pension to Mary Gould; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1381) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha B. Harlan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1382) granting an increase of pension to 
James Schultheiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. N. 1383) granting an increase of pension to 
Maximillian Schneider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1384) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1385) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary P. Rous; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1386) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas Coyert, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

» Also, a bill (H. R. 1387) granting an increase of pension to 
Leroy M. Manis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1388) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1389) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Davis; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1390) granting an increase of pension to 
James Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1891) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip W. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca J. Forry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 1898) granting a pension 
to Alta A. Wilhite; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1394) granting a pension to Alice P. Knapp; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1395) granting a pension to Henry S. Corp; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) granting a pension to Susan M. Bris- 
tow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane M. Torrance; to the Commitee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1398) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas H. Fish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret L. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1400) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Overlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1401) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy A. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1402) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy L. Laymon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1403) granting an increase of pension to 

Noah ©. Standiford ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1404) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda Findley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1405) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Klock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1406) granting an increase of pension to 
James Corn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1407) granting an increase of pension to 
William Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1408) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Gardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1409) granting an increase of pension to 
Angelette Van Buskirk ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1410) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 1411) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Haley, alias Thomas Burke; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 1412) for the relief of George 
M. Leahy, receiver of the New Orleans Mechanic's Society of 


New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana; to the Committee on 


War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1413) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Lapene & Ferré; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1414) for the relief of legal representa- 
tive of George E. Payne, deceased ; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. EAGAN: A bill (H. R. 1415) granting a pension to 
Thomas H. Woods; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1416) granting an increase of pension to 
John Baker ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1417) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Schwartz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1418) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustin Buhl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 1419) granting a pension to 
George W. Stanford ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1420) granting a pension to Jennie M. Nich- 
ols; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1421) granting a pension to Marcia J. 
Dewey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1422) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustavus W. Berg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1423) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1424) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark J. Sturdevant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1425) granting an increase of pension to 
Liston B. Waller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1426) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram P. Lamphere; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1427) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1428) for the relief of H. A. M. Steen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 1429) for the relief of 
Thomas J. Woodward, surviving receiver of the New Orleans 
Towboat Association; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Alphonse Desmare, deceased, and others; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 1431) for the relief of Homer 
Rock; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H, R. 1483) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha W. P. Smith; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1434) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Thorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) granting a pension to Lorilla M. 
Cook; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) granting a pension to Francis I. 
Helm, alias Francis Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1487) granting an increase of pension to 
William Holdredge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1438) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1439) granting an increase of pension to 
Tillie C. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 1440) granting a pension to 
liza J. Bachtel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1441) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin E. Trazzare; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1442) for the relief of the estate of Joseph 
Hammerly ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1443) for the relief of Joe T. White; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1444) to correct the military record of 
James Wilson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 1445) granting a pension to 
Walter English; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1446) granting a pension to Columbus W. 
Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1447) granting a pension to Luther M. 
Southall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1448) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret H. Kerr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1449) granting an increase of pension to 
Braden E. Fox; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1450) for the relief of Columbus W. 
Bryan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1451), for the relief of N. B. Woods; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1452) for the relief of Moses Gwin, sr.; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) for the relief of J. Terry Dillard; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1454) for the relief of the heirs of John 
H. Caldwell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims 

Also, a pill (H. R. 1455) for the relief of the estate of Peter 
Sheets, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1456) for the rellef of the estate of Robert 
J. Hope, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1457) for the relief of the estate of John 
Anderson, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1458) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of William H. Harlow, alias John 
Deen; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1459) to reimburse the estate of Gen. 
George Washington for certain lands of his in the State of Ohio, 
lost by conflicting grants made under the authority of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 1460) granting a pension to 
Maud S. Hayes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1461) granting a pension to Catharine 
Maconaughey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1462) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Jarrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 1463) granting an increase of pension to 
David I. Hawk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1464) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Goodman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1465) for the relief of George W. Bard; 
to the Goch on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 1466) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Wirth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1467) granting a pension to Lodusea Hale; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1468) granting a pension to Samuel ©. 
Highsmith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1469) granting a pension to S. Elizabeth 
Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1470) granting a pension to Nancy 
Leeright ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1471) granting a pension to Garet Wil- 
liamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1472) granting a pension to Caroline 
Priest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) granting a pension to Mary Cook; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1474) granting a pension to Mary L. 
Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1475) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Bundy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1476) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Howe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1477) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Thurman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1478) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Brimberry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1479) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Vanderhoof; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1480) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Parks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1481) granting an increase of pension to 
Ella A. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1482) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Watts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1483) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Estes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1484) granting an increase of pension to- 
James H. Moreland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1485) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Kilpatrick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1486) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of L. N. Mansfield ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 1487) granting a pension 
to Cora E. Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 1488) granting an increase 
of pension to Cynthia M. Bowles; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1489) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton D. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 1490) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick Kenyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 1491) to authorize the 
Commissioner of Patents to extend to the widow of Hiram J. 
Brown the term of letters patent for apparatus for receiving 
and delivering mail bags; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 1492) granting a pension to 
Harry B. Robb; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1493) granting a pension to Martin W. 
Ryan; to the Committee on. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1494) granting a pension to Beatrice Sny- 
der; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1495) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Webber; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1496) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Walter ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1497) granting a pension to Alice V. Lutes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 1498) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth M. Cooper ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1499) granting a pension to Frank B. 
Broadie; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1500) granting a pension to Jane M. Nettle- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1501) granting a pension to Mary A. Rob- 
ertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1502) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) granting a pension to Mary E. Ryan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1504) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Strafford; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1505) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1506) granting an increase of pension to 
William Sweet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1507) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. R. Estes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1508) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Lovett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1509) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbridge Lufkin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 1510) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Connor; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1511) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry J. Symonds; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1512) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah C. Parish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1513) granting a pension to Sarah A. Card- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1514) granting a pension to James E. Wat- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1515) granting a pension to Spencer Le R. 
Burbank; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (II. R. 1516) granting an increase of 
pension to Frances M. Woods; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1517) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Burke; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1518) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Cone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1519) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Hayward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 1520) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Mumah; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1521) for the relief of the estate of David 
B. Landis, deceased, and the estate of Jacob F. Sheaffer, de- 
ceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1522) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the Columbia 
National Bank, of Columbia, Pa.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. P 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 1523) granting a pension to 
Walter Thorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 1524) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alfred Wheelden; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1525) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver ©. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1526) for the relief of Lewis Myshrall; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 1527) to compensate the 
Taylor Dredging Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1528) for the relief of Martin Huhn; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1529) granting a pension to Emily 
Gerardin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1580) granting a pension to Daniel J. 
Noonan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1531) granting a pension to Grace yan 
Gilder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1532) granting a pension to Carrie E. 
Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1533) granting a pension to Anne Kennedy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1534) granting a pension to John H, 
Squires; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1535) granting a pension to Mary Davis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H R. 1586) granting a pension to Carrie E. Lee; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension to George Howes; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1538) granting a pension to Ada A. Lewis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1539) granting a pension to James Duffy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1540) granting a pension to Navarra Kautz 
Simpson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1541) granting an inerease of pension to 
Delia Pointon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1542) granting an inerease of pension to 
Patrick O'Donohue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 1543) granting 
a pension to Sallie E. Doolittle; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1544) granting a pension to Emilia 
Granger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1545) granting a pension to Albert C. 
Sheldon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1546) granting a pension to Jenette Bab- 
cock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1547) granting a pension to Frank Mead; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1548) granting a pension to Wesley H. 
Crockett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1549) granting a pension to Rose E. 
Wicoff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1550) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Ayers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1551) granting a pension to Emma L. Pugh; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 1552) granting a pension to Rebecca Me- 
Cullough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1553) granting a pension to Henry F. Bald- 
win; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1554) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1555) granting an increase of pension to 
William Burns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1556) granting an increase of pension to 
Ova O. Nutting; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1557) for the relief of Amanda Honert; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1558) for the relief of James W. Houser; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1559) for the relief of Timothy Ellsworth; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1560) for the relief of Park B. Chase; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1561) for the relief of Myron Powers; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1562) for the relief of Joseph P, Binns, de- 
ceased ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1563) for the relief of Joseph I. York; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1564) to correct the muster of Herman 
Haupt, late colonel and brigadier general of Volunteers; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1565) to correct the military records of the 
United States so as to muster Stewart ©. Burt in and out of the 
service of the United States Army; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1566) to authorize the President to appoint 
Brig. Gen. Frank D. Baldwin to the grade of major general in 
the United States Army and place him on the retired list; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 1567) graating a pension 
to Joseph Gager; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1568) for the relief of N. Ferro; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1569) to reimburse Gaston R. Poitevin for 
property lost by him while assistant light keeper at East Pas- 
cagoula River (Miss.) Light Station, as recommended by the 
Lighthouse Board; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HART: A bill (H. R. 1570) for the relief of Arthur 
Charles Tipton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 1571) for the relief of Al- 
bert T. Huso; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1572) granting a pension to Edward Hin- 
man; to the Committee on Pensiens. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1573) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Cumming; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1574) granting a pension to Mary Pease; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1575) granting a pension to Lydia Walten- 
baugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1576) granting an increase of pension to 
Cash Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DS gs aa A bill (H. R. 1577) granting a pension to 
Richard E. Goodwin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a “pill (H. R. 1578) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay Eli Sears $480 for property destroyed by the 
Pima Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1579) for the relief of Annie E. White and 
the heirs of Patrick White, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 1580) for the relief of Leo 
Metze; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1581) for the relief of Warren E. Day; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATON: A bill (H. R. 1582) to correct the military 
record of Thomas J. Rose; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. - 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 1583) granting an increase of 
pension to Nancy J. Oaks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1584) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in case of Louis Landram, administrator of William 
J. Landram, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 1585) for the relief of 
Charles Cooper Gill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1586) granting a pension to William L, 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 1587) granting a pension to Mary E. Fer- 
rell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1588) granting a pension to Albert G. 
Jenkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1589) granting a pension to William Frye; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1590) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. James L. Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 1591) 
granting a pension to Howard D. Lowd; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1592) 
for the relief of George W. Trahey ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1593) granting a pension to Sophia H. 
Johnson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1594) granting a pen- 
sion to Anna M. Jenkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1595) granting a pension to Pauline R. 
Wolf; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1596) granting a pension to Paul W. 
McCoy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1597) granting a pension to Henriette Borg- 
stadt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1598) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Brackett ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1599) granting a pension to Bertha 
Claussen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1600) granting a pension to Joseph A. 
McLoskey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1601) granting an increase of pension to 
Starling B. Hendren ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1602) granting an increase of pension to 
Marcus D. Lillie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1603) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Bagley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1604) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Piper ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1605) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. McCune ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1606) granting a pension to Chester J. 
Baxter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1607) for the relief of Katherine Abel; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1608) for the relief of E. C. Adams; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1609) for the relief of S. L. Burgard; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 1610) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Bridget Conway ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1611) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Fetch ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1612) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaretha Johler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1613) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Heeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1614) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles G. Sanders; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1615) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles F. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1616) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. See; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1617) granting a pension to Mrs. August 
Maurer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1618) for the relief of Edward Flanagan; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1619) restoring the name of Mary Follo- 
will to the pension roll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 1620) for 
the relief of Augustus Sipple; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1621) for the relief of Nelson D. Dillon, 
executor of Harriet A. Dillon, deceased, widow of Robert Dillon; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1622) for the relief of Henry S. Royce; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1623) for the relief of George F. Weaver; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1624) granting a pension to Patrick Bo- 
land; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1625) granting a pension to William C. 
Fowler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1626) granting a pension to Thomas Bax- 
ter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1627) granting a pension to Lilla A. 
Coles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1628) granting a pension to Mabel F. 
Coen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1629) granting a pension to Almeda Gil- 
lett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1630) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Lyons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1631) granting an increase of pension to 
Perlia J. Wilcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1632) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephus Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1633) for the relief of Thomas J. K. 
Looney ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 1634) for the relief of Charles 
Hellyer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1635) for the relief of Peter Boragni; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 1636) for the relief 
of Karen S. Sorenson and James Lyle; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1637) to correct the military title of 
Fred R. Nugent; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 1638) granting a pension 
to Charles E. Shermer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1639) granting a pension to Margaret M. 
Hack; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1640) granting a pension to George M. 
Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1641) granting a pension to Frank A. 
Schaller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1642) granting a pension to Frank J. 
Carper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) granting a pension to Walter E. 
Doyle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1644) granting a pension to Joseph W. 
Copley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1645) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Walpole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1646) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Devine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1647) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank C. Lamp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1648) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate E. Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 1649) granting a 
pension to Barbara Peiris; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1650) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Allen Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1651) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter M. Doll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1652) for the relief of Nathan Crutchfield; 
to the Committee on War Claims. - 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 1653) for 
the relief of Francis E. Kelly; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1654) granting a pension to John B. A. 
Richard ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1655) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Marsden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1656) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth Ann James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 1657) granting a pension to 
Sarah Dwyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1658) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemuel Gassaway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1659) for the relief of Carrie A. Notley; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1660) for the relief of Rudolph Ponevace; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1661) for the relief of Anson Greenwood; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 1662) granting a pension to 
Elia V. Holliday ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1663) granting a pension to Eva L. Woolla- 
cott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1664) granting a pension to Lucy Ord Ma- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1665) granting a pension to Cyrus R. Tib- 
betts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1666) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Sunderland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1667) granting a pension to Henry P, 
Barnum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1668) granting a pension to James G, 
Doane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1669) granting a pension to George Tilla- 
paugh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1670) granting a pension to Frederick 
Fleischer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1671) granting an increase of pension to 
George R, Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1672) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry F. Sapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1673) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1674) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Brock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1675) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther C. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1676) granting an inerease of pension to 
Orlando C. Limbocker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1677) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Cadman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1678) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Bigger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1679) for the relief of G. L. Harrison; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1680) for the relief of David C. McGee; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1681) for the relief of William L. Claberg; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1682) for the relief of Daniel McSwegan, 
alias Gallaghan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1683) for the relief of Newton Boughn; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1684) for the relief of Cyrus F. Goddard; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1685) for the relief of John R. Monteith; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1686) for the relief of John A. Mellon; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 1687) granting a pension 
to Adolph Dirmyer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1688) granting a pension to Annie E. 
Farber ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1689) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Exline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1690) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Barnd ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1691) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Coppler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1692) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Ennis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1693) for the relief of Theodore (or 
Thomas) F. Cook; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1694) to correct the military record of 
Lewis Corfman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1695) to correct the military record of 
Thomas S. Fleming; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1696) to correct the military record of 
John Cole; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 1697) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Frankenberger; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1698) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer A. Whitney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1699) granting a pension to Susan Bertin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1700) granting a pension to Mary E. Tyler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1701) granting a pension to Matilda Kins- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1702) granting a pension to Jennie Walters; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1703) granting a pension to Sophronia M, 
Bowker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1704) granting a pension to John F, 
Schmidt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1705) granting a pension to George H. 
Poust; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1706) granting a pension to William T. 
East ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1707) granting a pension to John Yoder; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1708) granting a pension to Mariah Wilson 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 1709) granting a pension to Martin v. 
Stanton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to Melinda 
Rogers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1711) granting a pension to Matilda M, 
Howard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1712) granting a pension to Anna Harle- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1713) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Fulmer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1714) granting a pension to Amy A. Dewey; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1715) granting a pension to Hannah L. 
Carson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1716) granting a pension to Edward H. 
Dalton ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1717) granting a pension to Samuel P. 
Kahler; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1718) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Stahl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1719) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Fike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1720) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Darrah ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1721) granting an increase of pension to 
John Metzger; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a_ bill (H. R. 1722) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac F. Wheeland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1723) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard Van Dusen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1724) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1725) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1726) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1727) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin C. Manning; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1728) to correct the military record of 
Alfred Coffin ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1729) to correct the military record of 
Edward Hilsher, alias Edward Holmes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1730) for the relief of Peter J. Hill; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1731) to correct the military record of 
John S. Miller; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) for the relief of John A. Odell; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1783) to correct the military record of 
George O. Pratt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1734) for the relief of Hiram Wilson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1735) to correct the military record of 
C. W. Walker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1736) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice R. Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 1787) granting a pension to 
Otto M. Payton; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) granting a pension to Magdalena 
Baer; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1739) granting a pension to George Uhl; 
to the Committee on Pensions. À 
Also, a bill {H. R. 1740) granting a pension to George Bald- | 
win; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1741) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Neary; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1742) granting a pension to Myrta B. | 
York; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura A. Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1744) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer D. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1745) granting an increase of pension to 
Oharles T. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1746) granting an increase of pension to | 
James N. Dykeman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1747) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph S. Wiley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1748) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Buckner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1749) granting an increase of pension to 
Winfield S. Mattern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1750) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1751) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene J. Boblits; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1752) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wagner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1753) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth W. Glidden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1754) granting an increase of pension to 
George Ware; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1755) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura A. Peters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1756) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert M. Dickson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1757) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel J. O’Harra; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1758) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Widdoes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 1759) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra agar to the Commmittee on Invalid Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 1760) for the relief of William Keough; | 
to the ‘Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1761) for the relief of Grace Harris; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1762) for the relief of Uriah S. Town; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1768) to correct the military record of 
Patrick Philben ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1764) for the relief of John Minahan, 
alias John Bagley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1765) to correct the military record of John 
eee alias John Bagley; to the Committee on Military 
airs. 


Also, a- bill (H. R. 1766) to correct the hospital record of 
Robert McFarland ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 1767) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Cardinal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1768) granting a pension to Herman Grasse; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1769) granting a pension to Emma G. Ell- 
more; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1770) granting a pension to John F. W. 
Kuchenbecker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1771) granting a pension to August Pel- 
kin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1772) granting a pension to Xavier Poc- 
quette; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1778) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Garlock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1774) granting an increase of pension to 
David J. Ryan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1775) for the relief of Albert J, Kreiss; 
to the Committee on Olaims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1776) for the relief of the Wisconsin Band 
of Pottawatomie Indians, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1777) for the relief of Frank J. Deutsch; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (H. R. 1778) granting a pension 
to Ella S. Jelley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1779) granting a pension to Agnes Armor; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1780) granting a pension to Henry 8. 
Matter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1781) granting a pension to Catherine B. 
Peffley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1782) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Gross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Weller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1784) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gotshall ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1785) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Runkel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1786) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Beavers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1787) to correct the military record of 
Richard M. Steckley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1788) for the relief of Thomas M. Jones}; 
to the ‘Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1789) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John F. Kelly; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1790) to place the name of Findlay I. 
Thomas upon the unlimited retired list of the Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1791) to place the name of Joshua R. 
Hayes upon the unlimited retired list of the Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1792) authorizing payment for damage 
township roads by United States troops while encamped 4 
Camp Meade during the War with Spain; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 1793) granting an in 
of pension to John W. Webster; to the Committee on Invalli 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1794) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Minnich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1795) granting an increase of pension to 
Orlando H. Greenwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1796) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Doll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1797) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison M. Zoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 1798) granting an increase 
of pension to George Amyz; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1799) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hundley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1800) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Combs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1801) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah W. Prater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1802) granting an increase of pension to 


bill ( 1808) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah poi to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
tat granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

(H. 1805) granting an increase of pension to 
; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1806) granting an increase of pension to 
George Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1807) granting an increase of pension to 
Hanbill Combs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1808) granting an increase of pension to 
Major S. Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1809) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1810) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Goble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1811) granting an increase of pension to 
James Gipson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIEB: A bill (H. R. 1812) granting a pension to 
Thomas Bundy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1813) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Burton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1814) granting a pension to Phoebe Isabell 
Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1815) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Corn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1816) granting an increase of pension to 
Overton L, Dimmett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1817) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1818) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Gale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1819) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander D. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1820) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Grubb ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1821) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Hagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 1822) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Hammond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1823) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1824) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar F. Houghland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1825) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily Lett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1826) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McCain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1827) granting a pension to Jennie Mere- 
dith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1828) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1829) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Ranes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) granting a pension to Mary F. 
Risley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1831) granting a pension to Nancy A, 
Sumner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1832) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Skelton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1833) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1834) granting a pension to Hester 
Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1835) granting a pension to John Sulll- 
van; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1836) granting an increase of pension t 
James H. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1887) granting a pension to Isabell Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1838) for the relief of Baley W. Hamilton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: A bill (H. R. 1839) granting a pen- 
sion to Gustave Buelow; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGBE: A bill (H. R. 1840) granting a pen- 
sion to John J. Lacy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1841) granting a pension to Benjamin L. 
Rutherford; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1842) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin V. B. Holstine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1848) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Fellers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1844) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Withrow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1845) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. McDonald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1846) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. McDermott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1847) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 1848) granting an increase 
of pension to William D. Alexander; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1849) granting a pension to Anna Gewin- 
ner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1850) granting a pension to John R. 
Beveridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1851) granting a pension to George J. 
Jarchow ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1852) granting a pension to Ellen M. 
Haney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1853) granting a pension to Mary J. Krone; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 1854) granting a pension to Carrie M. 
Peters ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1855) granting a pension to Jacob A. 
Wandling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1856) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Stuart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1857) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Peironet ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1858) granting an increase of pension to 
William Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1859) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Powers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1860) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Ticknor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1861) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1862) granting an increase of pension to 
Malona J. Jones; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1863) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Kneller ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1864) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Lenz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1865) for the relief of Lavern Walker; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 1866) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clinton S. Lamb; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1867) granting an honorable discharge to 
John Berrin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1868) for the relief of Cassius C. Roberts; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

By Mr. McCCRACKEN: A bill (H. R. 1869) correcting the 
mitay record of Reuben Sewell; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 1870) granting a pension 
to William A. Gruslin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1871) granting a pension to Leon P. 
Chesley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1872) for the relief of John F. Kingsley; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1873) granting an increase of pension to 
Seth Loomis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 1874) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Bubier; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1875) granting a pension to Lelia E. 
Bowley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1876) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Rollins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1877) granting a pension to Edmond R. 
Stearns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1878) granting a pension to Ella M. 
Goddard; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1879) granting a pension to Cornelius 
Conly, alias Cornelius Conley or Connelly; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1880) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Lucia Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1881) granting an increase of pension to 
Dorcas M. Watkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pension to 
George N. Thurlow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1883) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1884) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorena S. Thatcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1885) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Sweeney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1886) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1887) granting an increase of pension to 
Winfield S. Starbird ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1888) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles S. Robbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1889) granting an increase of pension to 
Myra F. Putnam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1890) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie E. Pray; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1891) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel E. Peare; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1892) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Newton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1893) granting an increase of pension to 
Carrie A. Neal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1894) granting an increase of pension to 
Melena M. Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1895) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet C. Keyes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 1896) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh Kerr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1897) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary I. Keene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1898) granting an increase of pension to 
Melinda Keenan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1899) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy B. Jewett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1900) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara A. Cresey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1901) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Degnan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1902) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Dowliug; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1903) granting an increase of pension to 
Roeana F. Duran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1904) granting an increase of pension to In- 
galls Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1905) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelia S. M. Gassett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1906) granting an increase of pension to 
Almeda Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1907) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Holbrook ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1908) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron O. Houghton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1909) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Beal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1910) granting an increase of pension to 
Cordelia Briggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1911) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis H. Bailey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1912) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1913) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. French; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1914) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frank Cooper; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1915) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Michael Gillespie, alias Michael 
Harrington; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1916) for the relief of Humphrey A. Owen; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: A bill (H. R. 1917) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David B. Averill; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1918) granting an increase of pension to 
David F. Landon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1919) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Murrey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1920) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas P. Steadman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 1921) granting an increase 
of pension to James Cleveland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1922) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac M. Chrissinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1923) granting an increase of pension to 
W. M. Dalton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1924) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1925) granting a pension to Clara A. Rice; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1926) granting a pension to James J. Mc- 
Hale; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1927) granting a pension to Felix High- 
tower; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1928) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Heathman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1929) granting a pension to Charles M. 
Reece; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1930) granting a pension to Monroe 
Flowers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1931) granting a pension to W. T. Goode; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Alsó, a bill (H. R. 1932) granting a pension to Vincent S. 
Drain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1933) for the relief of Frank Kleiminger ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1934) for the relief of John Inglis; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1935) for the relief of John M. Green; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1986) for the relief of James T. Little; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1937) for the relief of Thomas Brougham 


Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1938) for the relief of the Chicago & Alton 
Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 1939) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to adjust the accounts of the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway Co. for transporting the United States mails 
in accordance with certain decisions of the Court of Claims; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1940) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to adjust the accounts of the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul Railway Co. in accordance with the decision of the 
Court of Claims in case No. 30159 ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1941) to correct the military record of 
Edward Joseph Carey, alias Edward Joseph Fitzharris; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1942) to correct the military record of Cuth- 
bert W. Laing; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1943) to correct the military record of 
James E. C. Covel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1944) to correct the naval record of Eze- 
kiel Downey; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1945) to correct the military record of 
George F. Dewey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1946) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William H. Gibson; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1947) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Philip E. Ryan; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1948) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of William Birk; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1949) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George W. Lord; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1950) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Edwin Crossan; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1951) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of C. G. S. Mills; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1952) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Frederick Frosch ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1958) to remove the charge of desertion 


| from the military record of Charles L. Thompson; to the Com- 


mittee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 1954) granting an increase 


| of pension to Benjamin F. Hake; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1955) granting an increase of pension to 
James McGiverney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1956) granting a pension to Chesley 
Goldsby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1957) granting a pension to John P. Simp- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1958) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamine F. Yelton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1959) granting an increase of pension to 
James Rafferty ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1960) for the relief of Bybee & Beard, of 
Lander, Wyo.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1961) for the relief of Charles E. Henson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1962) for the relief of Henry Altman; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1963) for the relief of John E. Keys; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1964) for the relief of Oliver Bates; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1965) for the relief of Harry H. Hall; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1966) for the relief of James M. Daniel; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1967) for the relief of John S. Nix; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1968) for the relief of Clarence D. Houck; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1969) for the relief of Robert Foote; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1970) for the relief of Emory Scott Land; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


48 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 6, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 1971) for the relief of Emma Lanchbury; 
to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1972) for the relief of Thomas J. Haynes; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1973) for the relief of the heirs of Sher- 
man P. Todd; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1974) for the payment to Joseph H. Norris 
for salary and expenses as inspector and superintendent under 
the Indian Department; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1975) for the relief of C. E. Anderson; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 1976) granting 
a pension to William T. Ralston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1977) granting a pension to Matilda A. 
Hammond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1978) granting a pension to James M. 
Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1979) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Bogert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1980) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret T. Barnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1981) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Barton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1982) granting an increase of pension to 
Boman R. Butcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1983) granting an increase of pension 
John W. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1984) granting an increase of pension 
Harlan P. Reeves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1985) granting an increase of pension 
William Waldo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 1986) granting a pension 
Mary A. Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 1987) granting a pension 
to Mark L. Grosh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1988) granting a pension to John Hannon; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to Otto Day; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1990) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Burton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1991) granting a pension to William A. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1992) granting a pension to Ben R. 
Barner; to the Committee on Pensions. p 
Also, a bill (H. R. 1993) granting a pension to Eli Leffler; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1994) granting a pension to Thomas 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1995) granting a pension to Maggie C. 
Slaughter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1996) granting a pension to Flora B. 
Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1997) granting a pension to Rebecca H. 
Whiteacre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1998) granting a pension to Margaret C. 
Pyles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1999) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Glover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2000) granting a pension to Katharine 
Hallbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2001) granting a pension to Amanda J. 
Winkle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2002) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2003) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Hull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2004) granting a pension to Rebecca H. 
Whiteacre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2005) granting an increase of pension to 
George V. Shallenberger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2006) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian C. Whistler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2007) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma A. Gasper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2008) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Swails; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 2009) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2010) granting an increase of pension to 
John Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2011) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Washington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2012) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2018) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Jacobs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2014) granting an increase of pension 
Levi Head; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2015) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel D. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2016) granting an increase of pension 
George J. Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2017) granting an increase of pension 
Jeptha Litteral; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2018) granting an increase of pension 
William E. Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2019) granting an increase of pension 
Martha A. Wescott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2020) granting an increase of pension 
James Arbuckle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2021) granting an increase of pension 
Talitha C. Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2022) granting an increase of pension 
Edward A. Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2023) granting an increase of pension 
Ellis H. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2024) granting an increase of pension 
Lewis Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2025) granting an increase of pension 
Mary K. Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aslo, a bill (H. R. 2026) granting an increase of pension 
William Woolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2027) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy E. Hammack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2028) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Suddoth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2029) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2030) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Robison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2031) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2032) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 2033) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Sarah A. Bryan; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2034) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2035) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Ayers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2036) granting a pension to Eliza J. Gay; 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2037) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret J. Berry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2038) granting a pension to Ann Manley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2039) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Hoce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2040) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2041) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Overton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 2042) granting a pension to 
Fannie, F. Vane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2048) granting a pension to Seymour Mc- 
Donough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2044) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Earl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2045) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Bullard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2046) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2047) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred Pluche; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2048) granting an increase of pension to 
James O. Ault; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2049) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanor W. Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2050) granting an increase of pension to 
Orange Hoyt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2051) for the relief of the estate of Isabella 
H. Silvey ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2052) for the relief of the estate of William 
D. Allen; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) for the relief of Anthony J. Coccaro; 
to the Committee on Claims. A 

"Also, a bill (H. R. 2054) providing for the refund to Thomas 
& Pierson, of New York City, of certain duties upon abandoned 


to 
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goods under paragraph 10 of section 3 of the tariff aet ot Octo- 
ber 3, 1913; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 2055) granting a pension. to 
James W. Gattrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2056) granting a pension to Adlade Hol- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (II. R. 2057) granting a pension to Samuel S. Calli- 
han; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2058) granting a pension to Michael Mul- 
vey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2059) granting a pension to Granderson 
Welling; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, abill (H. R. 2060) granting a pension to Franklin Haw- 
kins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2061) granting a pension to John L. Long; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2062) granting a pension to Theodore H. 
Róbinson ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 2063) granting a pension to Jess Musgrave; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to John R. Seiler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2065) granting a pension to Hannah 
Griffin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2066) granting pensions to Daisy M. Wat- 
son, Frank L. Watson, Robert IL. Watson, Dana B. Watson, 
Miran B. Watson, and Owings Watson; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2067) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Brock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2068) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia Ann Hagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2069) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. Ritchey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2070) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph T. McCombs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2071) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Ilockinbery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2072) granting an increase of pension to 
Willinm W. Givens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2073) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2074) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezekiel H. Ballah; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2075) granting an increase of pension to 
Victor Fousse; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Atso, a bill (H. R. 2076) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2077) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur C. Null; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2078) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Poole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 2079) granting an increase of 
pension to Ruth C. Baldwin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2080) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Lawler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, -a bill (H. R. 2081) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen M. Brandt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2082) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine A. Payne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2083) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2084) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy M, Griswold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2085) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes N. Maxwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: A bill (H. R. 2086) granting a pension to 
Sarah B. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2087) granting a pension to Jolin Morgan 
Stacks ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2088) granting a pension to T. W. Ethridge; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2089) granting a pension to Simeon Tid- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2090) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy M. Hord; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLNEY: A bill (H. R. 2091) granting a pension to 
Wirt V. Libby; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 2092) granting a pension to Henry A. Day; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2093) granting a pension to Jane A. Car- 
ney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


LHI——4 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2094) granting a pension to Walter F. Car- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2095) granting a pension to Thomas J. Me- 
Laughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2096) granting a pension to Annie E. Os- 
good; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2097) granting a pension to Simon Shea; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2098) granting a pension to Cecelia F. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2099) granting a pension to Walter 0. 
Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to Charles 
Vollmar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2101) granting an increase of pension to 
Dennis F. Mahoney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2102) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Howley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2103) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hewson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2104) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry L. Cushing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2105) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Coriam; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2106) granting an increase of pension to 
Everett C. Bumpus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 2107) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary C. Babcock; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2108) granting an increase of pension to 
David K. W. Briggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2109) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. McCann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 2110) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Harney ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. l 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2111) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Hutchinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 2112) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Holley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2113) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine R. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2114) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Knowles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2115) granting an increase of pension to 
Sophie M. Kinnicutt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2116) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2117) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgie E. Keenan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2118) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Lowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2119) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanna Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2120) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Ann Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2121) granting an increase of pension to 
Abby M. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2122) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2123) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Aldrich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2124) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Boylan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2125) granting an increase of pension to 
Rowena A. Bullock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2126) granting an increase of pension to 
James Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2127) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Barry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2128) granting an increase of pension to 
Adelaide H. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2129) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise Bowen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2180) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah A. Brigham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Boyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2182) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda S. Carr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2134) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry M. Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2185) granting an increase of pension to 


Mary Denny; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Dailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane M. Drown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2138) granting an increase of pension to 
Alphonzo O. Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2139) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Dwyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2140) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2141) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ella Fales; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2142) granting an increase of pension to 
Olive S. Fiske; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) granting an increase of pension to 
Geneva E. Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2144) granting an increase of pension to 
James Gagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, á bill (H. R. 2145) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Gates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R..2146) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann M, Goulding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2147) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary S. Grimwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2148) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2149) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie M. Hathaway ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2150) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ann Herrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2151) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary McOarthy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2152) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda A. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2153) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2154) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellery W. Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2155) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth V. Place; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2156) granting an increase of pension to 
Thaptsey B. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2157) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Richards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2158) granting an increase of pension to 
Racheal E. Ripley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2159) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2160) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2161) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie G. Sayward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2162) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth Sherman; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2163) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Shields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2164) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel P. Thurber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ill (H. R. 2165) granting an increase of pension to 
Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
bill (H. R. 2166) granting an increase of pension to 
Walsh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
R. 2167) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2168) granting an increase of pension to 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2169) granting an increase of pension to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2170) granting an increase of pension to 
Emeline F. Vickery ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2171) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Vickers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2172) granting an increase of pension to 
Danford Wyliys; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pension to 
Susana A. Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2174) granting an increase of pension to 
‘William Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTEN: A bill (H. R. 2175) granting a pension to 
Robert W. Ward; to the Committee on Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2176) granting a pension to William H. 
Dahlgren; to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2177) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Fitzsimons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2178) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Powers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2179) for the relief of William P. Nason; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 2180) for the relief of Albert 
Greenlaw ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2181) granting a pension to Theodore J. 
McNally; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PLATT; A bill (H. R. 2182) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ananias Cameron; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2183) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Halstead; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2184) providing for the refund of certain 
hyenas duties collected on pineapples; to the Committee on 


By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H, R. 2185) granting an increase of 
pension to William F. Snow; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2186) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Triquet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2187) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford B. Dickinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2188) granting an increase of pension to 
John E. Osborn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2189) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Sawyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 2190) granting a pension to 
Lewis J. Weinschenck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2191) granting a pension to Jane Harris; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2192) granting a pension to King T. Mains; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2194) for the relief of Capt. Richard 
Hulett; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAKDR: A bill (H. R. 2195) for the relief of William 
B. Fowler; to the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2196) for the relief of Stephen B. Fowler; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2197) for the relief of Manley Beals; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2198) granting a pension to Henry Sprick; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2199) granting a pension to Jesse Blair; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2200) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2201) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Engle, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2202) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Ann Benjamin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) for the relief of Stonewall Jackson 
Harris; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2204) for the relief of Andrew M. Dunlop; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2205) for the relief of Robert T. Legge; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2206) for the relief of John C. Howard; 
to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2207) for the relief of Bert Harris; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2208) for the relief of James L. Yokum; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2209) for the relief of W. W. Blood; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2210) for the relief of James Diamond for 
horse lost while hired by the United States Forest Service; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2211) for the relief of Lieut. (Junior 
Grade) F. N. Eklund, United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2212) to correct the military record of 
George F. Reid and to pay his widow, Isabella Reid, a pension; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 2218) to correct the military 
record of Ralph Cloud; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2214) granting a pension to Anna L. Yach- 
mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2215) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Melcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2216) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin M. Owens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2217) granting a pension to Robert A. 
Talbott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2218) granting a pension to Etta Cronin; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2219) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen L. Freel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2220) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2221) granting a pension to Lawrence Fox; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2222) authorizing the payment of money and 
interest to the Miami Indians of Indiana; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 2223) granting a pension to 
Emily Rebecca Shattuck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2224) granting a pension to Rosena Schulz; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2225) granting a pension to Dudley G. 
Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2226) granting a pension to Rebecca &. 
Searls; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2227) granting an increase of pension to 
William Moses; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2228) granting an increase of pension to 
Ethan A. Bradish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 2229) 
granting a pension to Gilbert Baldwin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2230) granting a pension to Isaiah H. 
Hunnewell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) granting a pension to Rufus H. 
Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2232) granting a pension to John L. 
Beere; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2233) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. M. Burk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2234) for the relief of James Woods; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 2285) for the relief of the widow and heirs 
at law of Patrick J. Fitzgerald, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2236) for the recognition of services of a 
military nature rendered by certain civilians in the late War 
with Spain; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2237) to appoint Chief Boatswain William 
L. Hill a lieutenant commander in the United States Navy and 
place him on the retired list; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2238) to provide for the repayment of the 
ransom of Ellen M. Stone; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 2239) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Buckle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2240) for the relief of Samuel Gorman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2241) for the relief of Oscar Frommel & 
Bro.; to the Committee on Claims. - 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 2242) granting an increase o 
pension to Frances Gaskins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2248) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Weber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. È 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2244) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 2245) granting an increase 
of pension to Emily E. Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2246) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha F. Sweeney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2247) granting an increase of pension to 
Charity C. Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 2248) granting 
a pension to Samantha March; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2249) granting a pension to Reuben Hart- 
ley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2250) granting a pension to Wilson Miller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2251) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Glover ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2252) granting a pension to Nancy Me- 
Clellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2258) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Curbow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2254) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. 
Horton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2255) granting a pension to Emma J. 
Osborn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2256) granting a pension to Jane Strong; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2257) granting a pension to John F. Scott; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2258) granting a pension to Carl Schrock; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2259) granting an increase of pension to 
Eudora E. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2260) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel A. Hogue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2261) granting an increase of pension to 
John Lynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2262) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Reubel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2263) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Mayden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2264) granting an increase of pension to 
William Seese; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2265) granting an increase of pension to 
George Armer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2266) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin E. Hoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2267) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Bass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2268) granting an increase of pension 
William Etheridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2269) granting an increase of pension 
Charles J. Sander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2270) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac Stapp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2271) granting an increase of pension 
Jasper N. Massey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2272) granting an increase of pension 
Luther C. Hitchcock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2278) granting an increase of pension 
Lucinious A. Layton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2274) granting an increase of pension 
William A. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2275) granting an increase of pension 
William Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2276) granting an increase of pension 
James H. Holtzman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2277) granting an increase of pension 
G. W. Abernathie; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2278) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2279) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel W. Clements; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2280) granting an increase of pension 
Clarinda Mahoney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2281) granting an increase of pension 
Hezekiah Bradds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Teal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2283) granting an increase of pension to 
James Parmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2284) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Summers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2285) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2286) for the relief of Louis J. Bodine, 
alias Louis Laux; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2287) for the relief of Jesse Drew; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2288) for the relief of Thomas R. Mason; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2289) granting a pension to John W. Ingle; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2290) granting a pension to John T. 
Hensley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2291) granting a pension to Isaac Sherrill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2292) granting a pension to Jacob Morri- 
sett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2293) granting a pension to Samuel Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2294) granting a pension to Henrietta M. 
Majors; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2295) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Gray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2296) granting an increase of pension. to 
William H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2297) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza B. Herbst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2298) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Fivecoats; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2299) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2300) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2301) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin R. Beamon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2302) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2303) granting pensions to Capt. William L. 
Fenix’s Company M, Seventy-third Regiment Missouri Enrolled 
Militia ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2304) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter L. Todd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2305) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Newman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2306) granting an increase of pension to 
William Roberts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 2907) granting a pension to 
John Zogg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2308) granting a pension to Ada Smith 
Condict ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2309) granting a pension to Mary Jones; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2310) granting a pension to Annie F. 
Bauer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2311) granting a pension to Mary F. Tre- 
ganowan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2312) granting a pension to Caroline M. 
Morris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2313) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ottmer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2314) granting an increase of pension to 
John McGuire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2315) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie E. Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 2316) granting an increase of 
pension to Francis M. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2317) granting an increase of pension to 
John McCracken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2318) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Pemberton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2319) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillips Cayton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2320) granting a pension to Sanky Gray; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2321) granting a pension to Martin 
Humphreys; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2322) granting a pension to Garrett D. 
Bailey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Luntsford; to the Committee on Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2324) granting a pension to Roy B. Wil- 
cox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Isaac A. 
Wampler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2326) granting a pension to Mary Waters; 
to the Committee on Invalid: Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2327) granting a pension to William A. 
Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2328) granting a pension to John R. P. 
Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2329) granting a pension to Samuel B. 
Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2330) granting a pension to Callaway Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2331) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to Calvin D. 
Sartin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2333) granting a pension to Lemuel Tilley ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2334) granting a pension to William M. 
Smart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2335) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Swaggerty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2336) granting a pension to Shelby T. 
Shipley ; to the Committee on Pensions: 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2337) granting a pension to William O. 
Scott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2338) granting a pension to William Pea- 
cock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2339) granting a pension to Murray Peirce; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2340) granting a pension to James O; 
Presley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2341) granting a pension to Alvin Rain- 
bolt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.. 2342) granting a pension to Alexander 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to Andy C. 
Shipley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Thomas 
Sloan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2345) granting a pension to Bascom M. 
Meyers; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2346) granting a pension to W. E. Nelms; 
to the ‘Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) granting a pension to W. L. Nor- 
wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2348) granting a pension to David Owens; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2349) granting a pension to John Owenby; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2350) granting a pension to Oscar O. 


‘Oliver: to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2351) granting a pension to Mollie Mullen- 
nix; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2852) granting a pension to Robert 
McIntosh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2353) granting a pension to Mary More- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2354) granting a pension to Lizzie Mc- 
Cann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2355) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Maples; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2356) granting a pension to Frank O. 
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2357) granting a pension to Sarah Me- 
Queen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2358) granting a pension to John K. 
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2359) granting a pension to James D. 
Miles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2360) granting a pension to William 
Merritt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2361) granting a pension to James A. 
Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2362) granting a pension to Will M. 
Lillard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2363) granting a pension to Harrison 
Large; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2364) granting a pension to Daniel Lynch; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2365) granting a pension to Carriston W. 
Looper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2866) granting a pension to Isaac E. Led- 
ford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2367) granting a pension to C. Albert Lyle; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2368) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2369) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Hilliard ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2370) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Hammonds ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a Dill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension to Daniel P, 
Hensley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2372) granting a pension to Richard H. 
Humphries; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2373) granting a pension to Hiram C. Jett; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) granting a pension to John R. Janes; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2875) granting a pension to Minta Jones; 
tò the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 5 granting a pensioni to Lewis K. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensi: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) N a pension to Eugene Jobe; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a2 bill (H. R. 2378) granting a pension to Jesse Kivette; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2879) granting a pension to Henry A. Kite; 
te the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2380) granting a pension to James G. 
Kuhnert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, à bill (H. R. 2881) granting a pension to John W. Kelley ; 
te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2382) granting a pension to David C. Greer ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) granting a pension to William H. 
Hart; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2884) granting a pension to W. B. Hen- 
dricks; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2385) granting a pension to Addie Holt; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2386) granting a pension to Charles R. 
Hodges ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) granting a pension to William A. 
Hathaway ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2388) granting a pension to John B. 
Eakles ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2389) granting a pension to Barneybass 
Eastridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2890) granting a pension to Ollie Frazier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to George W. 
tuby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, à bill (H. R. 2892) granting a pension to James I. Green; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2393) granting a pension to J. F. Grindstaff ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 2394) granting a pension to Charles Goff; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, n bill (H. R. 2395) granting a pension to William L. 
Guffce ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2396) granting a pension to W. B. Gass; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Mary E. Con- 
stable; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2898) granting a pension to Rebecca Cres- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2399) granting a pension to A. C. Donnelly; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2400) granting a pension to Serena C. 
Dodd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H, R. 2401) granting a pension to Ulysses Drin- 
non: to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2402) granting a pension to John Depew ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2403) granting a pension to Aaron W. 
Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2404) granting a pension to Edward East; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2405) granting a pension to George R. 
Everhart; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2406) granting a pension to Pierce B. 
Boyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2407) granting a pension to Mollie N. Cape; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2408) granting a pension to Henry Gar- 
field Clemons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2409) granting a pension to Michael O. 
Byrne; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2410) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2411) granting a pension to Quincy F. 
Buttry; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2412) granting a pension to John K. Bow- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to John H. 
Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2414) granting a pension to W. M. Balch; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2415) granting a pension to William P, 
Barlow; to the Committee or Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2416) granting a pension to Ed. G. Beal; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2417) granting a pension to Robert 
Blevins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2418) granting a pension to Samuel 
Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2419) granting a pension to Melvina A, 
Argenbright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 2420) granting a pension to Walter Allen; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2421) granting restoration of pension to 
Nancy Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2422) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Zimmerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2423) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2424) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2425) granting an increase of pension to 
Preston C. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2426) granting an increase of pension to 
John Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2427) granting an increase of pension to 
William N. Wakefield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2428) granting an increase of pension to 
Esau M. Sheiton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2429) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert E. Taber; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2430) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2481) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Tilley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) granting an increase of pension to 
Hezekiah Woodby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2433) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Wilcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2434) granting an increase of pension to 
John O. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2435) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2436) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob N. Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) granting an increase of pension to 
Worley H. Stepp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2438) granting an increase of pension to 
James Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2439) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvira Williams Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2440) granting an increase of pension to 
James Tunmire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2441) granting an increase of pension to 
William Trent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2442) granting an increase of pension to 
Madison T. Trent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2443) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2444) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2445) granting an increase of pension to 
Manuel S. Sams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2446) granting an increase of pension to 
George P. Spade: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2447) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Pleasant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2448) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2449) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram H. Persell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2450) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Peters; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2451) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Parrott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2452) granting an increase of pension to 
D. K. Rowe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2453) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Reece; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2454) granting an increase of pension to 
John Stanton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2455) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel F. Stanley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2456) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron XI. McCown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2457) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph McCloud ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2458) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2459) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Mullennix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2460) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Lethco; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2461) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward McClellan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2462) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. McLain; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also. a bill (H. R. 2463) granting an increase of pension to 
David F. Leach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2464) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Langstaff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2465) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Long: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2466) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Laughters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2467) granting an increase of pension to 
J. M. Hendrickson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2468) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Hampton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2469) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Hatley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2470) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Holt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2471) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Haun; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2472) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Ingle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2473) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Ireland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2474) granting an increase of pension to 
Sherman G. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2475) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2476) granting an increase of pension to 
James Goulden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to 
Romain M. Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2478) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2479) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2480) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Gulley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2481) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh H. Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2482) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac E. Chambers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2483) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Crosswhite ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2484) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2485) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Coleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2486) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Collins; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2487) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph P. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2488) granting a pension to Thomas C. 
Crow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2489) granting an increase of pension to 
William Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2490) granting an increase of pension to 
John Carver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2491) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Burrow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2492) granting an increase of pension to 
Johnathan N. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2493) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Couch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2494) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Cate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2495) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Carrier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2496) granting an increase of pension to 
David Branson, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2497) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Bible; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2498) granting an increase of pension to 
Harris Bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2499) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2500) granting an increase of pension to 
David P. Boyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2501) granting an increase of pension to 
David G. W. Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2502) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2503) granting an increase of pension to 
William S. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2504) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Burrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2505) granting an increase of pension to 
John Black; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2506) granting an increase of pension to 
J. F. Bullock ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2507) granting an increase of pension to 
William Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2508) for the relief of Joseph Willett; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2509) for the relief of Thomas B. Salts; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2510) for the relief of James B. Leedy; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2511) for the relief of E. D. Haynes; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2512) for the relief of H. C. Foley; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2513) for the relief of R. N., A. T., and 
F. F. Dosser ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2514) for the relief of Robert H. Don- 
nelly ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2515) for the relief of Arthur Allen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2516) for the relief of the heirs of D. C. 
Dunn; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2517) for the relief of the estate of John H. 
Stout, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2518) for the relief of the estate of Adam 
B. Fallen, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2519) for the relief of Nathan H. Howard, 
administrator of the estate of W. G. Howard, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2520) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Andrew R. Humes; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2521) to correct the military record of 
William Peacock; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2522) to correct the military record of 
O. F. Heath; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2523) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the record of William Jones; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2524) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in case of James H. and Benjamin Coving- 
ton, heirs of Daniel Covington, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2525) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in case of William Raines; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 2526) granting an increase 
of pension to Solomon Lawler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2527) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Draper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2528) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2529) granting an increase of pension to 
B. F. Morland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2530) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Latter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2531) granting an increase of pension to 
Ettie Cranor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2532) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Charles W. Ivers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2533) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. John Ballinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 2534) to adjust the claims 
of certain settlers in Sherman County, Oreg.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 2585) for the relief of 
A. H. Rebentish; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2536) for the relief of Joseph A. Buck- 
holdt; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2537) for the relief of the estate of Julius 
Schuchard; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2538) for the relief of Ethel Frederickson 
and daughter Ethel; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2589) for the relief of the Longini Mexican 
Hat Co., of San Antonio, Tex.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2540) for the relief of Lena Garagnon; to 
the Committee on Claims, É 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2541) for the relief of R. H. Keene; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 2542) granting a pen- 
sion to Amanda B. Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2543) granting an increase of pension to 
Minor M. Webb; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2544) for the relief of Thomas P. Darr; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2545) for the relief of William Schuldt; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 2546) for the relief of the State board of 
regents of the University of Idaho; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 2547) granting a 
pension to Carolina Fust; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2548) granting a pension to Carrie Gumn; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2549) granting a pension to Malissa E. 
Bovee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2550) granting a pension to Imogene 
Ingersoll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2551) granting a pension to Augusta Fels; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2552) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen J. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2553) for the relief of Silas Overmire; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2554) for the relief of Mrs. Joseph Cam- 
eron; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2555) for the relief of the Minnesota & 
Ontario Power Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2556) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to adjust the accounts of the Chicago, St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis & Omaha Railway Co. in accordance with the decision of 
the Court of Claims in case No, 29875; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 2557) for the re- 
lief of Sidney G. Sherwood; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 2558) for the relief of Jennie Butler; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2559) granting a pension te Philip Bern- 
hard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2560) granting a pension to Harry Bidwell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2561) granting a pension to Sarah S. 
Brewer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2562) granting a pension to Julia Coffey, 
now McDade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2563) granting a pension te Stephen 
Harder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2564) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A, Webber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2565) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Bucher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2566) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2567) granting an incrense of pension to 
James Paul; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2568) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Belcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2569) granting restoration of pension to 
Eliza Steele, now Riehl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 2570) granting a pension to 
Anna Holmes; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2571) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Lamere; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2572). granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie E. Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2573) granting an increase of pension to 
James McCoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 2574) granting a pension to 
Ellen Kearns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2575) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Snider ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2576) granting a pension to Eugenia B. 
Ballou; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2577) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Beard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2578) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucretia P, Kill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2579) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Fetterly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 2580) granting a pension 
to George Slater ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2581) granting a pension to William Rus- 
sell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2582) granting a pension to Mary S. Ryan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2583) granting a pension to John N. 
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2584) granting a pension to Nicholi L. Nel- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2585) granting a pension to Louise S. 
Pearce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2586) granting a pension to Herbert 
Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2587) granting a pension to Martin Dal- 
getty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2588) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah N. Raulerson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 2589) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward F. Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2590) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Parish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2591) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan T. Lisk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2592) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill «H. R. 2593) granting an increase of pension to 
Kizzie Gill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2594) granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret J. Gamble; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2595) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
L. Thacher, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2596) for the relief of A. Ramirez & Co.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2597) for the relief of E. B. Huntley, Noah 
Harper, and S. Hoagland, sureties on the bond of Mrs. Jewell B. 
Pope, postmaster at Astor Park, Fla.; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2598) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of J. Hill Jones; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2599) for the relief of M. P. King; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2600) for the relief of the estate of Cyprian 
T. Jenkins, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of William W. Fin- 
eran; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2602) for the relief of William H. English; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2608) for the relief of the heirs of Adam L. 
Eichelberger ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2604) for the relief of J. M. Crumpton; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2605) for the relief. of C. J. Chason; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2606) for the relief of W. W. Carey; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 2607) granting a pen- 
sion to Emma L. Wallace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2608) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan I. Keene; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2609) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2610) granting an increase of pension to 
Pheoby J. Streeter ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 2611) for the relief 
of William T. Roche; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 2612) grant- 
ing a pension to Sinnie Young; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2613) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Utley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2614) granting a pension to Rebecca D. 
Timmons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2615) granting a pension to Jefferson L. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2616) granting a pension to Elizabeth Me- 
Manus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2617) granting a pension to Harriet F. 
Kidd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2618) granting a pension to Norman T. 
Bones ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2619) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2620) granting a pension to Henry E. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2621) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles D. Robertson, alias Charles D. Harris; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. We granting an increase of pension to 
Bettie D. Post; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill H. R. 2623) granting an increase of pension to 
John McDonald, alias John McHughes; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2624) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Lederar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2625) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel S. Householder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2626) granting an increase of pension to 
David X. Hale; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2627) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine M. Grim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2628) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Greenlaw ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2629) granting an increase of pension: to 
James E. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 2630) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Eldridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2631) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank E. Conkling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2632) granting an increase of pension to 
Gardner D. Child; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2633) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2634) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson B. Cleveland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2635) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2636) granting an increase of pension to 
Viola R. Brackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2637) for the relief of A. E. Wagstaff; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2638) for the relief of Austin G. Tainter; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2639) for the relief of Lewis W. Crain; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2640) for the relief of the Citizens’ Na- 
tional Bank, of Los Angeles, Cal.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2641) for the relief of John L. Maile; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2642) for the relief of Leo Müller; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 2643) for the 
relief of W. R. McGuire; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2644) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Gaylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2645) granting a pension to John L. 
Dennis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2646) granting a pension to Olive Dixon; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2647) to enroll William D. Waybourn, his 
wife, children, and descendants, as members of the Cherokee 
Nation of Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 2648) grant- 
ing a pension to Harry N. Gates; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2649) granting an increase of pension to 
Ralph E. Evans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2650) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Priestley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2651) granting an increase of pension to 
Elza P. Hanger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2652) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. McPherson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2653) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin Agnew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2654) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2655) for the relief of Andrew Spence; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 2656) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza J. Dawley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 2657) for the relief of Charles 
A. Cutler; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2658) to reimburse James McDowell, post- 
master at Armington, Ill., for expense of opening and repairing 
safe caused by attempted robbery; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2659) granting a pension to Mary R. 
Franklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2660) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Corbett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2661) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Pyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2662) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew R. Jones; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2663) granting a pension to Nellie Ham; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2664) granting a pension to Isabella Hen- 
ning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2665) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2666) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2667) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Coon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2668) granting an increase of pension to 
James McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2669) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo F. Murden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2670) making an appropriation to execute 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of John O'Neill; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2671) to confer upon the United States 
Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and adjudicate claims 
against the United States for damages arising out of the con- 
struction, use, and management of the Illinois & Mississippi 
Canal; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STOUT: A bill (H. R. 2672) granting a pension to 
John Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2678) granting a pension to George Settler; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2674) granting a pension to Charles M. 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2675) granting a pension to Hugh B. 
Hineline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Als, a bill (H. R. 2676) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia Headington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2677) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. McCabe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 2678) granting a pension to 
Mary Kerns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2679) granting a pension to Arzila Wolf; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2680) granting a pension to Charles Black; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2681) granting a pension to Zachariah 
W. May; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2682) granting a pension to D. H. Darling; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2683) granting a pension to Bertha Pratt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2684) granting a pension to Albert Rist; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2685) granting a pension to Jennie Betts; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2686) granting a pension to Ida M. Warner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2687) granting a pension to Robert H. 
Lawson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2688) granting a pension to Charles R. 
Morgan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Clyde B. 
Williams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2690) granting a pension to Alice V. 
Keeler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2691) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to 
Salmon M. Chambers; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2693) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Drummond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2694) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas C. Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2695) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2696) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Pike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2697) granting an increase of pension to 
A. J. Greene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2698) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse P. Earl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2699) granting an increase of pension to 
Clinton Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2700) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Craton Cassels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2701) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Betts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2702) granting an increase of pension to 
John Pierpoint ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2703) granting an increase of pension to 
James Finley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2704) granting an increase of pension to 
Solomon Goff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2705) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2706) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Rundy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2707) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Oiler; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2708) granting an increase of pension to 
John Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2709) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester T. Chick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2710) for the relief of Samuel Reigle; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2711) to place the name of Hugh T. Nibert 
upon the unlimited retired list of the Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 2712) granting pensions 
to the officers and soldiers who served in the West Virginia State 
troops in the late Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2713) granting a pension to Edwin T. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2714) granting a pension to Lulu E. 
Winans; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2715) granting a pension to Joseph Stevens ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2716) granting a pension to R. Roy Hamby; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2717) granting a pension to John B. Raines; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2718) granting a pension to Solomon P. 
Stalnaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2719) granting a pension to Anderson 
Crum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2720) granting a pension to W. H. Mallow; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2721) granting a pension to Mary A. Johns- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2722) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Jordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2723) granting a pension to Clark W. 
Heavner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2724) granting a pension to Joseph Har- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2725) granting an increase of pension to 
©. Ammon Stalnaker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 2726) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret J. Dovener; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2727) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret J. Roach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2728) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Douglass; to the Ccsnmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2729) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Coe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2730) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Arthur; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2731) granting an increase of pension to 
Stillman Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Morris; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2783) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Cain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 2784) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Ferguson; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2735) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Murphy; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2738) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph E. Inscoe; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John B. Connolly; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2740) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Solomon M. Bennett; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2741) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Thomas Simmons; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2742) to reimburse Isaiah Stephens, post- 
master of McMechen, Marshall County, W. Va., for money and 
postage stamps stolen; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ? 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 2743) for the re- 
4 0 of the widow of Joseph C. Akin; to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2744) to correct title to certain lands in 
Colorado ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2745) granting an increase of pension to 
Paris Meadows; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2746) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Coles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2747) granting a pension to Julia Jones; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2748) granting a pension to Timothy P. 
Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2749) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel L. Coulter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2750) granting a pension to Helen M. 
Litchfield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2751) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2752) granting a pension to Richard G. 
Trotter ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2753) granting an increase of pension to 
George Sylvester ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2754) granting a pension to Arthur L. 
Perry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2755) granting an increase of pension to 
John Goldsby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2756) granting an increase of pension to 
Adah L. Addleman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2757) granting a pension to Catharine L. 
Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2758) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney R. Tripp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 2759) granting a pension to 
Fred Craig; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2760) granting a pension to Jacob Claar; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2761) granting a pension to George L. Dike- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2762) granting a pension to Charles R. 
Eakins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2763) granting a pension to William Mc- 
Cumber ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2764) granting a pension to Sarah L. 
Moredock ; to the Committee on Pensions. l 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2765) granting a pension to Frank Mitchell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2766) granting a pension to John O'Neil; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2767) granting a pension to Mary Gertrude 
Russell ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 2768) granting a pension to Fred Rodecker ; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2769) granting a pension to Martha Stone- 
burg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2770) granting a pension to George W. 
Townsend ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2771) granting a pension to Harvey C. 
Van Meter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2772) granting a pension to Phoebe Beau- 
mont; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Adair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2774) granting a pension to Susan A, 
Wilsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2775) granting a pension to Elvira Rus- 
sell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to Maggie A, 
Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2777) granting a pension to Mattie Pierce; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2778) granting a pension to Belle S. 
Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2779) granting a pension to John R. Ma- 
lone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2780) granting a pension to Martin Laugh- 
lin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2781) granting a pension to Lottie Lyles; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2782) granting a pension to Henry Gibson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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bill (H. R. 2783) granting a pension to Alexander 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (H. R. 2784) granting a pension to Charles Dies- 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2786) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Tygret; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2787) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Parsons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2788) granting an increase of pension to 
Cynthia A. Embry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2789) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Magin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2790) granting an increase of pension to 
; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
F R. 2791) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (H. R. 2792) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick D. Owen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

H. R. 2793) granting an increase of pension to 

William James Richey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2794) granting an increase of pension to 
William Orr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2795) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Shanahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2796) granting an increase of pension to 
Don C. Salisbury ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2797) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wharton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2798) granting an increase of pension to 
Rollin T. Waller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2799) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2800) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Stephenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2801) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2802) granting an increase of pension to 
William Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2803) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Lenix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2804) granting an increase of persion to 
John B. Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2805) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha K. Hass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2806) granting an increase of pension to 
James Henry Hogue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2807) granting an increase of pension to 
James S. Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2808) granting an increase of pension to 
Phoebe Greer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to 
Lycurgus J. Bosworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2810) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac H. Bodenhamer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2811) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Atchison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2812) granting a pension to Henrietta E. 
Southern; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2813) for the relief of Francis W. Hunt; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2814) for the relief of George W. Gamble; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2815) for the relief of John H. Gardner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2816) for the relief of Charles H. Cox; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2817) for the relief of William H. Schriver ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2818) for the relief of Francis M. Jen- 
nings; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2819) for the relief of Francis H. Connelly; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2820) for the relief of Austin Mondon; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 2821) granting a pension to 
Smith Webb; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2822) granting a pension to Filen Whalin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2823) granting a pension to Cal Spradlin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2824) granting a pension to Samuel R. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2825) granting a-pension to Daniel B. 
Norris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2826) granting a pension to John Wesley 
Newman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2827) granting a pension to Henry O. 
Neal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2828) granting a pension to J. F. Napier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2829) granting a pension to Trigg Lewis; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2830) granting a pension to Thomas G. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2831) granting a pension to Decatur D. 
Kinser ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2832) granting a pension to John M. 
Judd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2833) granting a pension to William H. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2834) granting a pension to Ulysus G. 
Hunt; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2835) granting a pension to Ward Houchin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2836) granting a pension to Hemry A. 
Hamill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2837) granting a pension to Oliver Free- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2838) granting a pension to William Eld- 
mond; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2839) granting a pension to Joseph Dobson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2840) granting a pension to William W. 
Cravens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2841) granting a pension to George M. 
Cooper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2842) granting a pension to Harlin L. 


Blythe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2845) granting a pension to Cleveland 
Shive; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2846) granting a pension to Thomas Y. 
Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2847) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2848) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Tally; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2849) granting a pension to Millie Sweatt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2850) granting a pension to Amanda Riley, 
formerly Amanda Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2851) granting a pension to Nancy M. S. 
Piercey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2852) granting a pension to’ Mariah E. 
Orange; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2853) granting a pension to Laura E, 
Norris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2854) granting a pension to Sarah Mallory; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2855) granting a pension to America Mc- 
Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2856) granting a pension to Edith A. Hill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2857) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Hiser ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2858) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Hazel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Ellen T. 
Harris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2860) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Hampton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2861) granting a pension to Sarah Wade 
Garnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2862) granting a pension to Mahala Fant; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2863) granting a pension to Maggie Evans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2864) granting a pension to Emily Cook; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2865) granting a pension to Anna Coffman; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2866) granting a pension to Margaret Ann 
Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2867) granting a pension to Jennie 8S. 
Bunch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2868) granting a pension to Anna Briggs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2869) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan J. Hendrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2870) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2871) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew R. Wade; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2872) granting an increase of pension to 
James Vaughn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 2873) granting an increase of pension to 
William Trulove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2874) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Silvey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2875) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph J. Sanson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2876) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Ramey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2877) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank R. Porter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2878) granting an Increase of pension to 
James A, Phelps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2879) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2880) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Morgan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 2881) granting an increase of pension to 
William Maynard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2882) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2883) granting an increase of pension to 
James Loving; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2884) granting an increase of pension to 
A. G. Long; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2885) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac T. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2886) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard H. Kirby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2887) granting an increase of pension to 
James Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2888) granting an increase of pension to 
Abner J. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2889) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. B. Huntsman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2890) granting an increase of pension to 
William Jessee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2891) granting an increase of pension to 
J. W. Grubb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2892) granting an increase of pension to 
David Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2893) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Gillum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2894) granting an increase of pension to 
William Forgy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (A. R. 2895) granting an increase of pension to 
©. A. Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2896) granting an increase of pension to 
McHenry Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2897) granting an increase of pension to 
Powhattan Crawley ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2898) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Cates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2899) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Cannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2900) granting an increase of pension to 
C. M. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2901) granting an increase of pension to 
Clement Brawner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2902) granting an increase of pension to 
King A. Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2903) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Beauchamp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2904) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Bailor ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2905) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Austin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2906) granting an increase of pension to 
Clark Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2907) granting an increase of pension to 
Percy H. Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2908) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2909) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha Morton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2910) granting an increase of pension to 
Barbara J. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2911) for the relief of James R. Evans; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2912) for the relief of the heirs of John C. 
Browder ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2913) for the relief of Fielding M. Chelf; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2914) for the relief of W. H. Denham; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2915) for the relief of Jacob Murray; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2916) for the relief of Joseph Woosley ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2917) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. 0. F. 
Moore, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2918) for the relief of the estate of Rev. 
James Breeding, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2919) ‘tor the relief of the estate of Tabitha 
Dickey, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2920) for the relief of the heirs of George 
Wright; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2921) for the relief of the heirs of Anderson 
Crenshaw; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2922) for the relief of the heirs of Wilson 
Ryan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2923) for the relief of the heirs of Edmund 
P, Lee; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 2924) for the relief of the heirs of Henry H. 

Johnston ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2925) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Sears; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2926) for the relief of the heirs of Zacha- 
riah Thomas; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2927) for the relief of the heirs of Phlegmon 
W. Willis; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2928) for the relief of Mrs, Repsay Rowan; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2929) for the relief of David Speakman; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2930) for the relief of Kate Oakes Smith ; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2931) for the relief of George M. Smith; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2982) for the relief of Benjamin F. Proctor; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 2933) for the relief of J. M. Phelps; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2934) for the relief of J. Will Morton; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2935) for the relief of Josiah Morris; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2936) for the relief of E. F. Miles; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2937) for the relief of Samuel A. Jones; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2938) for the relief of George R. Harbison; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2939) for the relief of W. S. Dickinson; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2940) for the relief of Francis M. Decker; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2941) for the relief of J. D. Campfield ; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2942) for the relief of Morton B. W. Camp; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2943) for the relief of Sallie J. Broady ; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2944) for the relief of R: P. Breeding; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2945) appropriating $300 to heirs of How. 
ard Newman, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2946) appropriating $4,500 to the heirs of 
Campbell Glover, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2947) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of T. J. Caskey; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2948) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of J. C. Dukes; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 2949) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Woodford Dunn; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2950) to correct the military record of J. A. 
London; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2951) to correct the military record of James 
Mesker ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2952) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John H. Winkfield ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2953) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James Westbrook, sr.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2954) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Robert N. Stewart and to grant him 
an honorable discharge ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 2955) granting an increase of 
pension to Catherina Tarleton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2956) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary G. Paulmier ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2957) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Doolittle; to the ttee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2958) for the relief of A. H. Holloway; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2959) for the relief of the heirs of Adam and 
Noah Brown; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2960) for the relief of the heirs of John 
Howard Payne, deceased, late United States consul at Tunis; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 2961) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank J. Carper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2962) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Dunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2963) granting an increase of pension to 
Smith Gee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2964) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 2965) granting a pension to 
Louis J. Shepard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2966) granting a pension to Eva S. Long; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2967) granting a pension to Harry E. 
Brooks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2968) granting a pension to Ellen M. Ayres; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2969) granting a pension to Edward F. Con- 
nors; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2970) granting a pension to John H. Cun- 
ningham, alias John H. Curley; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2971) granting a pension to James F. Con- 
nell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2972) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Cannon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2973) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Nolan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2974) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick A. Emery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2975) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernest A. Cephas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2976) for the relief of Patrick H. Murphy, 
alias Henry Watson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2977) for the relief of Andrew Browning 
Atwell, alias Andrew Browning; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2978) for the relief of Dennis J. Neagle; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2979) for the relief of Jeremiah McCraith; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2980) to correct the military record of 
Samuel Spry; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2981) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Kirwan; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 2982) granting a pension to 
Jerome J. Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2983) granting a pension to Adelaide L. 
Curry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2984) granting a pension to Margretta P. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2985) granting a pension to Henry Webb; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2986) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2987) granting an increase of pension to 
David B. Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 2988) granting an increase of pension to 
James Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2989) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert W. Mateer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2990) for the relief of Washington M. 
Knight; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2991) for the relief of A. C. Brice, late con- 
sul of the United States to Matanzas, Cuba; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. VARE: A bill (H. R. 2992) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret J. Wadsworth; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 2998) granting a pension to 
George E. Grubbs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2994) granting a pension to John P. Blood- 
worth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 2995) granting an increase 
55 pension to George C. Peterson; to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 2996) granting a pension to 
Guss Hughes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2997) granting a pension to Delia May 
Prempert ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 2998) granting an 
increase of pension to John H. Sullivan; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 2999) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis J, Jamart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8000) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 3001) grant- 
ing a pension to Ebbin Andrew Irvin; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3002) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Wickersham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3003) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram F. Sibley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3004) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha H. Fowler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3005) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Cain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3006) granting an increase of pension to 
Melissa A. Borland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 3007) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth H. Brayton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions.“ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3008) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet W. Hildreth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3009) granting a pension to Sarah M. 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) granting a pension to Julia Ward; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3011) granting a pension to Arthur J. Para- 
dis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3012) granting a pension to Ernest G. 
Oliver ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) granting a pension to Julia M. Hill; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3014) granting a pension to Alexander 
Frazier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 3015) granting a pension to Peter Crosby; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Katie R. Stone; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3017) for the relief of John Goodro; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8018) for the relief of Henry Butterfield, 
alias Henry Johnson ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3019) for the relief of David Snow; to the 
Committee on tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8020) for the relief of George E. Mansfield ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3021) for the relief of Clement Lamou- 
reaux; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3022) for the relief of Christopher Colvin; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3023) for the relief of Franklin C. Colburn; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3024) for the relief of the Feculose Co. of 
America; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8025) for the relief of Joseph Murray; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 8026) for the relief of 
the widow of Michael Ryan; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


1915. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


61 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3027) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria W. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: Resolution (H. Res, 35) referring the bill 
(H. R. 8850) for the relief of the heirs of David H. Oreel to the 
Court of Claims; to the Committee on Claims, 


* 


=t 


md anch PETITIONS, ETC. 


Ta 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of Ohio State Federation of Labor, 


favoring the principle of civil-service retirement; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of National Machine Tool Builders’ Associa- 
tion, relative to railway mail pay; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 


Also, memorial of Ladies’ Aid Society of First German Prot- |, 


estant Church and others, Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring amendment 
abolishing polygamy; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. ASHBROOK: Memorial of the National Association of 


tion and reunion to be held in the Vicksburg National Military. 
Park during October, 1917; to the Committee on. Appropriations. 
By Mr. BARCHFELD: Papers to accompany bill to increase 
pension of William H. Haney; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BUTLER. (by request): Petition of Minneapolis 
(Minn.) National Association of Mutual Insurance Companies, 
protesting. against corporation tax act and stamp act; to the 
Committee on, Ways and Means. 

Also, petition or memorial of Society of Friends of Kennett, 
B and Radnor, Pa., protesting against increase of 
armaments in United States; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. CURRY: Memorial in favor of having rates for the 
transportation of United States mail on railroads placed under 
the control of the Interstate Commerce Commission, or that the 
commission be authorized and directed to investigate the ques- 
tion and submit its findings and. recommendations. to Congress; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of the California State Board of Health, ask- 
ing for the establishment of a Federal leprosarium under the 
United States Public Health Service; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial by the National Association of Vicksburg Vet- 
erans, petitioning for support of the National Memorial Celebra- 
tion and Peace Jubilee at Vicksburg in October, 1917; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition by the California State Federation of Labor and 
the San: Francisco: Labor Council, protesting against the ruling 
of the Civil Service Commission upon the rights of Mare Island 
Navy Yard employees to take an active part in municipal poli- 
ties; and to act in certain official capacities in labor organiza- 
tions; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the California State Federation of Labor; 
favoring the establishment of a civil-service court of appeals or 
trial board, upon which civil-service employees shall have repre- 
sentation; to the Committee on Labor: 

Also, petitions by citizens of Stockton and Martinez, Cal., ask- 
ing that the bill providing for the appointment of a commission 
to report a bill upon the entire reorganization of Indian affairs 
perder upon at an early date; to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

Also, petition by the Henry W. Lawton Camp, No. 1, Depart- 
ment of California, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring 
legislation granting a pension to the widows and! orphans. of 
deceased! soldiers, sailors; and marines who served in the Span- 
ish-American War, Philippine insurrection, and China relief 
expedition; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition by the National Guard Officers’ Association of 
Sacramento, Cal:, favoring the militia pay bill, a recruiting 
service for the National Guard, and the enforcement of laws 
against the promiscuous wearing of the uniform by those not 
entitled to wear the same; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petitions by certain citizens: of the State of California, 
in favor of an appropriation for the eradication of the citrus 
canker in Florida and other States; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petitions by the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen 
and Engineers, Orange Grove Lodge, No. 97, of Los Angeles, 
and Division No. 692, of Tracy, Cal, for a congressional investi- 
gation in regard’ to Mr. Oharles Nagel being on the board of 


i] 
arbitration on, their last. western concerted movement as a 
neutral arbitrator; to the Committee on Labor. 


By Mr. DALE. of New York: Petition of Charles J. Edmann, 
of New York, protesting against tax on tobacco; to the Com- 


| mittee on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Indian war veterans of Portland, Oreg., 


‘relative to increase: in pensions ; to. the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, petition of Navy League of the United States, favoring 
construction of number of capital ships; to the Committee on 


Naval Affairs 


Also, petition of National Association of Master Bakers, pro- 
testing against repeal of mixed-flour law; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 


Also, petition of Philip T. De Waters, of Prince Bay, N. Y., and. 
G. L. P. Chambers & Co., of New York City, favoring appropria- 
tion. for fighting citrus canker; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, memorial of Western States Water Power Conference, 
Portland, Oreg., protesting against policy looking toward im- 


8 system of leasing 3 upon the public domain; to 
‘the Committee on the Publie Lands. 
Vicksburg Veterans, asking for an appropriation for the celebra- || 80 7 


Also, memorial of Committee for Promotion of International 
Pence, protesting against increase of armament in the United 
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of National Association of Vicksburg Veter- 
ans, relative to appropriation for peace jubilee; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DARROW : Indorsement of the Philadelphia Board of 
Trade of project to have laboratories for necessary research 
work of the Naval Defense Board located at the Philadelphia 
Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, indorsement of the Philadelphia Board of Trade of 
proposition to have the Navy Department erect suitable en- 
trance gate for the Philadelphia Navy Yard of a character in 
keeping with the municipal improvements; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolutions unanimously adopted by the San Francisco 
Chamber of Commerce at a meeting held October 19, 1915, 
favoring investigation of carriers’ compensation for carrying 
the mails; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, preambles and resolutions unanimously adopted by the 
Philadelphia Bourse, Philadelphia Board of Trade, Philadelphia 
Maritime Exchange, Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
Grocers’ and Importers’ Exchange, Philadelphia Drug Ex- 
change, Hardware Merchants and Manufacturers Association, 
and the Paint Club. of Philadelphia, at a mass meeting held 
September 30, 1915, protesting against any change in the mail 
service of the bourse station which will impair or diminish or 
render slower the movement of mail between the bourse station 
and Philadelphia general post office or railroad terminals; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution unanimously adopted by the Talking Machine 
Dealers’ Association of Pittsburgh, indorsing the passage of the 
Stevens bill, to prevent discrimination in prices and to provide 
for publicity of prices to dealers and to the public; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions unanimously adopted at the mass meeting 
of the conference of the Independent Retail Merchants of the 
Metropolitan District (Inc.), held at the Hotel Astor, Wednes- 
day evening, October 27, 1915, indorsing the Stevens bill; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of 36 citizens of Cedar County, 
Mo., favoring an: amendment to piace prohibitive Federal tax 
on manufacturing, importation, keeping, distribution, sale, and 
dispensing of alcohol and alcoholic liquors; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of National Association of Vicksburg 
Veterans, favoring appropriation for reunion and peace jubilee; 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, memorial of. American Manufacturers’ Export Associa» 
tion, favoring: a merchant: marine; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Viroqua, Wis., favoring the 
passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Navy League of the United States, favoring 
construction: of number of capital ships, etc.; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Western States Water Power Conference, 
relative to State rights to control, ete., water within their 
boundaries; to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 

Also, memorial of Wisconsin Woman's Suffrage Association, 
favoring woman suffrage ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition, of M. ©. Casberg Camp No. 11, United Spanish 
War Veterans, Department of Wisconsin, in favor of granting 
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pensions to the widows and orphans of men who served in the 
War with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, and the China 
relief expedition; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Conference of Independent Retail Mer- 
chants of the Metropolitan District, in favor of the Stevens bill; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Society of Friends, in favor of the reform 
and extension of international law ; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill granting increase 
of pension to Cynthia M. Bowles; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Newton D. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: Memorial of Branch 34, National Associa- 
tion of Letter Carriers, of Boston, relative to reduction in salary 
of carriers; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Sergeant Fred Thomas Camp, United Span- 
ish War Veterans, of Haverhill, Mass., favoring pension for 
widows and children of Spanish War veterans ; to the Committee 
on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: Petition of John J. Naftsinger and 
other soldiers of the Civil War, of Middletown, Henry County, 
Ind., asking an increase in pensions for Union soldiers; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Memorial of State Camp of Pennsylvania, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring pensions for civil- 
service employees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. HEATON: Petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring a retirement plan 
for civil-service employees; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of Branch Lost Creek Socialist Party of Penn- 
Sylvania, protesting against the Wilson military program; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial of members of 
Local Union No. 2257, United Mine Workers of America, Black 
Diamond, Wash., urging publication of copies of Manley report 
on industrial relations; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of Henry W. Lawton Camp, No. 1, 
United Spanish War Veterans, Valley, Cal., favoring pensions 
for widows and orphans of Spanish War veterans; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Memorial of National 
Association of Vicksburg Veterans, relative to appropriation 
for peace jubilee; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of Providence, R. I., Troop of Cavalry, favoring 
placing of National Guard under control of War Department; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of citizens of Scotts Bluff County, 
Nebr., protesting against increase of armament in United States; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of residents of Spaulding, Comstock, Arcadia, 
Loup City, Ashton, Walbach, Greeley, Burwell, Ord, North Loup, 
Scotia, and Coatsfield, Nebr., in favor of H. R. 5308; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Chicago Monthly Meeting of 
Friends, against increase of armament in United States; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Navy League of the United States, favoring 
council of national defense; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers filed in support of bill for the relief 
of James W. Gatrill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Samuel 
S. Callahan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Adlade 
Holland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Michael 
Mulvey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Joseph T. 
McCombs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Joseph T. 
Ritchey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Hannah 
Giffins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWE: Memorial of Society of American Wars, New 
York City, favoring increase of armament in United States; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of United Spanish War Veterans of the Bor- 
ough of Brooklyn, N. Y., relative to pensions for widows and 
orphans of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
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Also, petition of National Association of Surviving Union Vol- 
unteer Officers of the Civil War, relative to pay of volunteer 
officers of the Civil War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY : Petition of the president and board of 
directors of the Navy League of the United States, in favor of 
increasing the naval forces of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Committee for Promotion of International 
Peace, against increase of armament of United States; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany bill granting 
increase of pension to Minor M. Webb; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: Petition in favor of national prohibi- 
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STINESS: Petition of the New England directors of 
the National Jewelers’ Board of Trade, favoring amendment of 
the Cummins baggage law; to the Committee in Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturing Jewelers’ Board of Trade 
of Providence, R. I., favoring amendment of the so-called Cum- 
mins baggage law; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Branch No. 15, of Providence, R. I., National 
Association of Letter Carriers, for the restoration to their former 
grade of letter carriers whose salaries have been reduced during 
the past year through no delinquency or misconduct on their 
part; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Resolutions of Chamber of 
Commerce of Los Angeles, Cal.; Board of Trade of Sierra Madre, 
Cal, ; Chamber of Commerce of San Fernando, Cal. ; and Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Pomona, Cal., favoring naval base on south- 
ern California coast; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, letter from Federation of Catholic Societies, protesting 
against shipment of arms and ammunition to belligerent na- 
tions; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, 
Cal., relative to restoration of peace and prosperity in Mexico; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, letters and resolutions of Chamber of Commerce of 
Los Angeles, Cal.; A. J. Cook, commissioner of horticulture, Cali- 
fornia; Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento, Cal.; Cali- 
fornia Fruit Growers’ Exchange, California; M. K. Miller, San 
Dimas, Cal.; O. S. Wilson, Los Angeles, Cal.; E. I. Ames, Pasa- 
dena, Cal.; Charles F. Collins, horticultural commissioner, 
Visilia, Cal.; Western Ontario Citrus Association, Ontario, Cal. ; 
Octavius Morgan, Los Angeles, Cal.; College Heights Orange 
Association, Claremont, Cal.; Tustin Hills Citrus Association, 
Tustin, Cal.; C. H. Burnett, Los Angeles, Cal.; Upland Citrus 
Association, Upland, Cal.; Ontario Cucamonga Fruit Exchange, 
Upland, Cal.; Chamber of Commerce of Highland, Cal.; Cali- 
fornia Development Board of San Francisco, Cal.; Chamber of 
Commerce of Redlands, Cal.; Riverside Water Co., Riverside, 
Cal.; Keith Spalding, Chicago, III., favoring appropriations 
for eradication of citrus canker in Florida; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions of Labor Council, San Francisco, Cal.; 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, Los Angeles, 
Cal.; and Socialist Party, Los Angeles, Cal., favoring publica- 
tion of Industrial Relations Commission Report; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of National Shorthand Reporters’ Associa- 
tion, favoring publication of Bibliography of Shorthand; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of Southern California Conference of Free 
Methodist Church, favoring retirement of civil-service em- 
ployees; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolutions of California State Federation of Labor, 
favoring civil-service court of appeals; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, Cal., 
favoring construction of military highways; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce, San Francisco, 
Cal., requesting an investigation concerning increased railway 
mail pay ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce, San Diego, Cal., 
favoring permanent agricultural exposition in New York City; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of John M. Godfrey Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Pasadena, Cal., favoring volunteer officers’ retirement 
bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, Cal., 
favoring tax on munitions of war; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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Also, resolution of Retail Dry Goods Association, Los An- 
gles, Cal, protesting against a fixed price or resale bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, 
Cal., favoring protective-tariff! commission; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the retail druggists of Los Angeles, Oal., 
protesting against a fixed price or resale bill; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Association of Pacific Fisheries, favor- 
ing larger appropriations for Pacific coast fisheries protection; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, 
Càl, In favor of American merchant marine; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, letter of Tilliam D. Wyman, Venice, Cal., protesting 
against military preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, 
Cal.; Chamber of Commerce, San Diego, Cal:; and Chamber of 
Commerce, San Francisco, Onl., favoring national defense; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND; Papers to accompany bills granting 
increasé of pension to Henry Arthur, Patrick Kenyon, George B. 
Douglas, William R. Cox, Stillman Young, and Margaret J. 
Roach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Solomon 
P. Stalnaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany bill to amend military reeord of 
Joseph Inseol; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Edwin T, 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: Petition of D. W. M. Alter, of 
England, Ark., against increase of armament in United States; 
to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. TILSON: Petitions of the Equal Franchise Leagues 
of Guilford, Madison, and New Haven, Conn.; of the Political 
Equality Club of Meriden, Conn. ; and of the Third Congressional 
District Suffrage Society of Connecticut, in favor of woman suf- 
frage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of National Machine Tool Builders’ Association, 
for adequate payment for the transportation of mail; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the normal-school principals of Connecticut, 
for the passage of a bill providing Federal aid for yocational 
education ; to the Committee on Education. 


SENATE. 
Turspar, December 7, 1916. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, because Thou art so near to us and Thy pur- 
pose is so diyine, we seek continually to know more of Thy will. 
Day by day we call upon Thee that we may gain strength and 
wisdom for the tasks of each succeeding day. As we stand in 
the presence of the mighty problems that confront us and that 
affect in some measure the destiny of a great nation we would 
seek from Thee that grace by which we may master first our- 
selves. We know we can not be master of circumstances nor 
change the course of time unless we have brought ourselves 
into subjection to the divine will. Give us a quiet mind, give us 
a consecrated spirit, give us a kindly heart, that we may dis- 
charge faithfully and well the solemn and sacred duties put 
upon us in the order of Thy providence. We ask for Christ's 
snke, Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Business Men's Asso- 
ciation of Towanda, Pa., praying for an increase in armaments, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of the Singletax Club of Pitts- 
burgh, and of sundry societies of Friends, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any increase in arma- 
ments, which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

also presented a petition of the congregation of the Swedish 
Evangelical Salem Church, of Greensburg, Pa., and a petition 
of the Swedish Bethany Lutheran Church, of Drie, Pa., praying 
for the placing of an embargo on munitions of war, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. S ND. I present a resolution in the nature of 
a petition passed by the Women Voters’ Convention at San 
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Francisco, on September 16, 1915, praying for the adoption of 
the so-called Susan B. Anthony resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to women. 
This resolution represents the sentiment of approximately 
4,000,000 women voters in the 12 equal-sulfrage States. I ask 
that it may be printed in the Record without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, 
such will be the order: 

Mr. THOMAS, There was so much confusion T could not 
hear a word. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Utah what 
is the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must ask Senators 
to maintain order. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is a resolution passed by the Women 
Voters’ Convention at San Francisco, praying for the adoption of 
the Susan B. Anthony resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it the introduction of the resolution itself? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is not. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Resolutions passed by the Women Voters’ Convention, at San Francisco, 
September 16, 1918. 


Whereas the enfranchisement of the women of the Nation is the para- 
mount political issue before the people and the Congress of the United 
States: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That we women vo In convention assembled, call upon 
the Sixty-fourth Congress to pass the Susan B. Anthony amendment to 
the United States Constitution, and we pledge ourselves to work for this 
amendment, irrespective of the interest of any political party ; and 


Whereas the Susan B. Anthony amendment offers the only direct and 
effective method of securing national woman suffrage; Therefore be it 


Resolved, That we pledge ourselves to work exclusively for the Susan 
B. Anthony amendment, and herewith record our unalterable opposition 
to the Introduction into Congress of any other amendment d g with 
the subject of national woman suffrage. 

Mr. WARREN. I present a joint memorial of the Legisiature 
of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred. ta 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed In the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Orricy OF run BECRETANY OP STATE, 
Unitrep STATES oF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, se: 


I, Prank L, Houx, secretary of state of the Stute of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the followin copy of enrolled joint memorial, No. 8, 
House of Representatives, sg agen a of the State of Wyo- 
ming, has been carefully compared with the o 1, filed in this office 
on the 25th day of Peb: „A. D. 1915, and is a , true, and cor- 
rect copy of the same and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I haye hereunto set my band and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Baa Goring 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, s 6th day of March, A. D. 1918. 

[SEAL] Fraxk E. Hovx, 

Secretary of State, 
By F. H. WESCOTT 
Deputy. 


(Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Wyoming. 
Enrolled joint memorial No. 3, House of Representatives, State of 
yoming. 


Be it enacted by the House As Representatives of the State Legisla- 
ture of the State of Wyoming (the Senate concurring): That— 
Whereas when the original thirteen States of the Union established 

thelr Independence of the British Government and established the 

Government of the United States each State became the owner of 

the vacant and a Ay ghey lands within its borders; an 
Whereas when new States were formed out of the territory of such 

original States and admitted into the Union, such new States became 

e to the vacant and unappropriated lands within their borders; 

an 
Whereas the ownership of the United States lands within the limits of 

the original States of the Union is based upon cessions made to the 

Government of the United States by those respective States; and 
Whereas ier yr Pe when foreign governments at divers times ceded 

territory to the Government of the United States, the vacant and un- 

appropriated lands within such ceded territory passed to the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and 

Whereas when new States were formed out of such ceded territory 
those States were denied title to the vacant and unappropriated lands 
within their borders, we belleve that an unwise, unjust, and detri- 
mental public land policy was established by the Federal Government 
and one which uniformly and power: y operated to the retard- 
ing of the general welfare of the citizenship and prevention of the 
development of the resources of ey character within the borders of 
those new States which have str ed under the blighting influence 
and effect of that selfish, 3 and ruinous pe He-land policy, 

The Federal Government, so far as internal affairs are 1 85 


vin, the promotion of the general welfare and the estab 
Justice ughout the Nation; the economle reasons and public 
olicies which should operate upon the Con of the United tes 


n do justice to and promoting the general welfare and accelerating 
the industrial development of the so-called arid-land States of the 
Union, whose borders the vastly larger part of the yacant 
and unappropriated lands, title to which is held by the United States 
Government, lic, are so patent and powerful and numerous that they 
need not be recapitulated in this memorial: Therefore, 

We, the Sonate and House of Representatives of the State of Wyo 

orialize th ed States to enact su 
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appropriated lands, title to which is held by the Federal Government, 


to the States respectively within whose borders they lie. 

The paramount reasons for this memorial must be transparent to all 
and to the Congress of the United States if acceptance is given to the 
Primary purpose of the creations; and 

We belleve that the prayer of this joint memorial will he volged by 
all the States affected the present public-land policy of the United 
States Government: Be it further 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be 
sent to the President of the United States, to the President of the 
United States Senate, to the Speaker of the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United 
Stites, viz, Hons, Clarence D. CLARK aud Francis E. Warren, and our 
Representative in said Congress, Hon. Frank W. Monpetu, 3 
thelr ald in bringing the object of this memorial before Congress: An 
be it further 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial be sent to the gov- 
ernors of ench State within whose borders there are still vacant and 
unappropriated lands, title to which is held by the Federal Government, 
asking them to place before the legislature of said States this memorial, 
urge its adoption, and request their cooperation in securing favorable 
action thereon by the 1015 of the United States. 

Approved February 24, 1015. 


Mr. WARREN. I present a joint memorial of the Legisiature 
of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed in the Rrecoxp and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. : 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


Tun STATS or WYOMING, 
Orrice or THW SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Untrep STATES or AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I. Frank L. Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed copy of enrolled joint memorial No. 1, 
House of Representatives, State o Wyoming, has been carefully com- 
pared with the original, filed in this office on the 25th day of February, 
plo ae a is a full, true, and correct copy of the same and of the 
whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 6th day of March, A. D. 1915. 

LSsAL.] mAnk L. Hovux, 

Secretary of State. 
By F. H, WESCOTT, 
Deputy. 
Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Wyoming, enrolled joint 
memorial No. 1, House of Representatives, State of Wyoming. 


Re it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Wyo- 
ming (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States 
be memorialized as follows: 


the several parts o 
ited that the establishment and maintenance of 
throughout the State would be a certain means of increasing the 
material prosperity and bringing in new settlers to the vacant public 
lands within the State; and 

Whereas there Is n bill now pending in the United States Congress, in- 
troduced by Senator Warren, of this State, which provided for a 
grant of 1,000,000 acres of Federal land to the State of Wyoming 

or the purpose of building anid maintaining public highways: Now 

therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to 
take early and favorable action on the aforesaid bill for the purpose of 
creating the fund to be secured through the sale or leasing of such 
lands, to be used seni for the establishment and maintenance and 

2 a 55 of the public roads within the State of Wyoming; and be 

urther 
Resolved, That a certified copy of this memoglal, together with a copy 
of the governor's message thereon, be sent to each of the members of 
the congressional delegation from the State in Congress, with the 

2 a that they employ their best efforts to secure the passage of this 


Epwarp W. Sroxx, 
President of the Senate. 
James M. GRAHAM 
Bpeaker of the House. 
Approved February 25, 1915, 10.21 a, m. 
Jouy B. KENDRICK, Gorernor. 
Mr. WARREN, 


I present a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed in the Rxconb and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

Tre Sraxx or Wromtixa, 
Orrics or THE SECRETARY or STATA. 
UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Wyoming, 88: 

I, Frank L. Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexéd copy of enrolled joint memorial No. 2, 
Senate, State of Wyoming, has been carefully compared with the original, 
filed in this office on the 25th day of February, A. D. 1915, and is a full, 
true, and correct copy of the same of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of 8 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this Gth day of March, A. D. 1918. 

[szaL.] Fuaxk L. Ho 

islat t the State of Wyomi carte el tls e 
hirt h Legislature o e 0 oming, enroll 
r edont memorial 

Memortal to the Senate and House of resentatives of the United 
States protesting against the withdrawal of vast areas of public lands 
anl against proposed measures to federalize our water resources under 
a system of Governinent landiordism as being contrary to the reserved 


rights of the State and. a dangerous menace to the natural development 
and prosperity of the public-land States. 

Be it resolved ty the Scnate of the State of K {irs Mouse of 
Representatives concurring), That the Congress of the United States be 
memoralized as follows: 

Resolved, That tho legislature of this State, now in session, hereby 
earnestly and unanimously protest against the withdrawal of our public 
lands containing yaluable mineral deposits, such as coal, iron, olf, 
phosphates, etc., and also against the withdrawal of power sites in 
order to control the water resources of the State; and we further pro- 
test against proposed measures for leasing the mines, water-power, unn 
irrigation rights of the public domain and 23 all these vast in- 
terests under the control and management of a Federal bureau as not 
only a dangerous menace to a republican form of government, but ut- 
— destructive of the natural development, advancement, and pros- 
perity of the publle- land States. 

Resolved, As the State of yong owns all of the waters within its 
boundaries, the withdrawal of land along our streams is destroying the 
value and utility of our State property and is practically confiscation 
of the water power which belongs to the State, as granted, ratified, and 
confirmed by the acceptance by Congress of the constitution of the 
State of oming: 

The withdrawals of public land within the State for all purposes are : 
Acres. 
2, 951. 156 

522, 395 
1, 533, 988 

73, 564 
81, 911 
5, 163, 014 
And, in addition, forest reserves o = 8, 370, 000 

A total of 13,533,014 acres out of a total area of 62,000,000 acres of 
the total area of the State. 

During the perio! from March 4, 1913, to June 30, 1914, there was 
withdrawn from cater in the State of Wyoming 203,813 acres. During 
the same period the total withdrawals in Arizona, Colorado, Montana, 
New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, and Washington aggregated 236,075 acres, 
or 27,138 acres less than was withdrawu in this one State. We pro- 
test that snch withdrawals are unjust and unfair and stop the de- 
velopment of our State. 

Resolved, That such withdrawals constitute a denial of the rights 
heretofore accorded the individual American citizen to prospect, ex- 
plore, deyelop, and acquire such public mining lands and deposits; it 
prevents the State from developing the varied resources within its 

rders, and, if persisted in, will establish a system of Government 
landlordism utterly Inconsistent with the historie land licy under 
which the marvelous development and progress of the West has been 
accomplished. 

Resolved, That as citizens of a sovereign State we are fully in accord 
with the utterances of President Willson, who sald in his letters to the 
American people: 

It any part of our people want to be wards, If they want guardians 
put over them, if they want to be children patronized by the Govern- 
— why, I am 2 because it will sap the manh of America ; 
but I do not believe they do.” 

We also especially commend the true and vigorous assertions of Vice 
2 „ who said in a public address at Cheyenne in Oc- 

ober, : 

“The State should control the conservation of its resources, The 
State should control irrigation and mineral deposits and lands, as 

Inst the present system of control by the Federal Government. In- 
diana and all the old States had control of the public lands within 
their borders and the new States should have the same rights. The 
people who liye in Colorado and Wyoming and other public-land States 
are right here on the ground working for the advancement and develop- 
ment of thelr States. They know the conditions; they know what they 
need and can handle these questions better than Government officials 
thousands of miles away.“ 

Resolved further, That we believe in a return to the 3 of 
the American Constitution and the wise, liberal, historic policy which 
the Federal Government maintained for over a hundred years, and that 
g of title and control of the 


Resolved, 
of the United States, to our tors and Congressmen in Washington, 
to the 8 the Interior, and to each chairman of the Senate and 
House Commit on Public Lands, 
Epwarp W. Sroxs 
President of the Senate, 
James M, GRAHAM 


4 SER 3 Speaker of the House. 
rov ruary 25, i a. m, 
a JOHN B. KENDRICK, Gorernor. 


Mr. WARREN. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed In the Recos and 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

There being no objection the joint memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered 
to be printed in the Rxconn, as follows: 


Tuy State or Wromtna, 
OFFICE or run ÑECRETARY. 
Uxtrxp STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Frank L. Houx, Secretary of State of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed copy of enrolled joint memorial No. 2, 
House of Representatives, State o Wyoming. has been carefnlly com- 
pared with the original filed in this office on the 25th day of February 
A. D. 1915, and Is a full, true, and correct copy of the same and of 
the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 3d day of March, A. D. 1915, 

[ssal] Fnax K I.. Horx, 

Sceretary of State. 
By F. H. Wescorr, 
Deputy. - 


1915. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


65 


Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Wyoming, enrolled. joint me- 
morial No. 2, House of Representatives, State of Wyoming. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, rela- 
tive to the destruction of predatory wild animals on forest reserves, 
Indian reservations, and in the Yellowstone National Park: 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Wyo- 
ming (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States 
be memorialized as follows: 

Whereas the State of Wyoming has made earnest effort to destroy 
predatory wild animals by appropriating large sums of money to be 
paid as bounties for the destruction of these pests, which destroy large 
numbers of live stock and game and cause great damage to the 75 
gar AT of the State, decreasing the assessable property of the 

3 a 


n 
Whereas the Yellowstone National Park, the national forest reserves, 

and the Indian reservations where such animals have certain pro- 

tection, are prolific breeding places of these animals, setting at naught 

the efforts of this State and Its rural inhabitants to exterminate them: 

Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States enact a Jaw and 
provide ways and means to exterminate, as nearly as practical, the 
predatory wild animals on all Indian reservations, forest reserves in 
this State, and in the Yellowstone National Park, and that civilians 
may be licensed by the proper Federal authorities to enter the said Yel- 
lowstone National Park at all seasons of the year to carry on the 
occupation of trapping redatory wild animals, under rules and regu- 
Jations to be prescri y the Federal authorities; be it further 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send a copy of 
this memorial to the United States Senators and Representatives in 
Congress from Wyoming. 

Epwarp W. STONE, 
President of the Senate, 
James M. GRAHAM 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved February 25, 1915, 10.18 a. m. 
Johx B. KENDRICK, Governor. 


Mr. WARREN. I present a joint memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


THE STATE OF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


Unitep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Frank L. Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed opr. of enrolled joint memorial No. 4, 
House of Representatives, State of Wyoming, has been carefully com- 
pared with the original, filed in this office on the 25th day of February, 
A. D. 1915, and is a full, true, and correct copy of the same and of 
the whole thereof. 

In soar apt A whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming: 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 8th day of March, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL.] Frank L. HOUX, 

Secretary of State. 
Legislature of the State of Wyoming, enrolled joint memo- 
No. 4, House of Representatives, State of Wyoming. 


Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Wyo- 
ming (the Senate concurring), at the Congress of the United States 
be memorialized as follows: 


Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United States a bill 
relating te the reclamution of arid, semiarid, swamp. and overflow 
lands through district organizations, and authorizing Government aid 
therefor, such bill being known as Senate file 6827 ; and 

Whereas the provisions of the bill would be applicable to thousands of 
acres of land within the State of Wyoming, and by reason of the 
enactment of such Senate file a vast area might be reclaimed and made 
habitable ; and 

Whereas there are a number of 2 within the State of Wyoming 
capable of being improved under the Carey Land Act, and, in fact, 
many such projects are now pending: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to 

take early and favorable action on such Senate file 6827, and that its 

provisions be extended so as to include the Carey Land Act projects; 
and be it further 
Resolved, That a certified copy of this memorial be sent to each of 
the members of the congressional delegation from the State in Con- 
ess, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commissioner of the General 
d Office, with the request that they employ their best efforts to 
secure the passage of this bill. 


Thirteenth 
rial 


Epwarp W. STONE, 
President of the Senate. 
JAMES M. GRAHAM, 


Speaker of the House. 

Approved February 25, 1915, 10.23 a. m. 

JOHN B. KENDRICK, Governor, 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of the Fort Laramie and 
Gering Water Users’ Association, of Gering, Nebr., praying 
that a liberal appropriation be made for the Fort Laramie unit 
of the North Platte reclamation project, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 15, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Iowa Center, Wyo., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to permit Federal loans direct to farmers, 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. i 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Orlando Chapter, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, of Orlando, Fla., pray- 


LII ——5 


ing for an increase. in the armament of the Army and Navy, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Augustine, Fla., praying that an appropriation be made for 
the extermination of the citrus canker and for more adequate 
beacons to mark channels in the East Coast Canal, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, > 

He also presented a petition of Summit Grange, No. 1155, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of St. Marys, Pa., praying for the 
establishment of a system of rural credits, which was referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of North Dakota which I ask may be 
DARIA in the Recor and referred to the Committee on Foreign 

elations. 


There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE or NORTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota, 
and keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached 
is a true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, 
and the whole of such resolution. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
pat seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Bismarck, this 

5th day of March, A. D. 1915, 
[SBAL.] THOMAS HALL, 
Secretary of State. 

Concurrent resolution. (Everson.) 

Whereas the United States should maintain an attitude of impartial 
neutrality toward all the warring nations of Europe; and 

Whereas the shipment of arms and munitions of war to any of said 
warring nations is not consistent with the purpose and 8 of 
the United States to be strictly and impartially neutral; an 

Whereas the shipment of arms and munitions of war has the effect 
of prolonging the conflict now raging in Europe: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of North 
Dakota (the Senate concurring), That we view the present war as a 
crime and travesty on civilization and read with horror its daily 
record of destruction and death. 

That we earnestly urge Congress to prohibit the shipment of arms 
and munitions of war m the United States to any of the nations 
enga; war, in order to consistently maintain a fair and im- 
partial neutrality toward all such nations. 

Resolved, That we urge our Representatives in Congress to support 
this principle enacted into law, and that a copy of these resolutions be 
Congress, to the Secretary of State of the United States, and to the 
President of the United States. 

8 A. P. HANSON 


Speaker of the H: ouse. 
ALBERT N. WOLD 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
332 INE, 
President of the Senate. 
M. J. GEORGE, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of North Dakota, which I ask may be printed in 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. ; 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and or- 
dered to be printed in the Record as follows: 

State OF NORTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota, and 
keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached is a 
true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by the 
Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, and the 
whole of such resolution. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 

at seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Bismarck, this 15th 
ay of March, A. D. 1915. 

SEAL. ] y THOMAS HALL, 

Secretary of State. 
to national inspection and 


Pet 


Concurrent resolution (Gibbens) relatin 
grading of n. 
Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of North Dakota (the House 
of Representatives concurring), That 


Whereas there is being considered by the Congress of the United States 
an act providing for the uniform grading of grain and the proper 
inspection thereof; and 

Whereas this act Ree for an ap) 
authority than a local State board of grain appeals, thus giving to the 

roducers and shippers of grain of North Dakota a right of review of 
Phe findings of such board of grain appeals: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That we urge our Representatives in Congress to support 
this principle enacted into law, and that a copy of these resolutions be 
sent to each of such Representatives in Congress. 
J. H. FRAINE, 
President of the Senate. 
Ps J. orere Sanat 
ecre 0 e Senate, 
A. ag es 


1 being made to some higher 


Speaker of the House. 
ALBERT N. WOLD, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of North Dakota, which I ask may be printed in 
the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be 


printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
. STATE or NORTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT oF STATE. 

I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota and 
keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached is a 
true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted b 
the Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, an 
the whole of such resolution. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed: the 
great seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Bismarck, this 

Gth day of February, A. D. 1915. 
[SRAL] Tuomas HALL, 
Secretary of State. 
Concurrent resolution, (Turner.) 


Whereas when North Dakota was admitted to statehood the State was 
given for State institutions by the Federal Government lands segre- 
gating 500,000 acres. his land was divided among the various 

tate institutions, and as these lands are sold the moneys derived 
from them go into a 1 fund, the income of which is used 
and shall be used for maintenance and support of the institution 
for which these lands stand as an endowment; and 

Whereas there is in North Dakota about 700,000 acres of vacant 
Government land remaining, much of which is subject to the 320- 
acre homestead and may 5 to a homestead feat of 640 

acres, provided a bill now before Congress shall be enacted into law; 


and 
Whereas if it shall be done, the 5 lands in North Da- 
kota will only provide a little over 1,000 homesteads ; an 
Whereas if Congress should enact a law siving to every public-land 
State 000 acres of the remaining vacant public lands in the 
various public-land States, Lipper benefiting all of the people of those 
States and in a way in which and by which they would derive a much 
ter benefit than were the lands open for hom 
ow, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of North 
Dakota, the Senate concurring, That we respectfully request and pa: 
tion the Congress of the United States through our Senators and Rep- 
resentatives of Con that a law be enacted so that the States re- 
ceiving these paano näs shall be authorized, through their legisla 
to distribute the lands so tw. 


to a few: 


A. P. HANsox, 

Speaker of the House, 
ALBERT N. WOLD 

Chief Olerk of the House. 

J. H. INE, 
President of the Senate. 

M. J. GEORGE, 
Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a resolution of the Commercial 
Club of Larimore, N. Dak., favoring the enactment of legislation 
to provide a one-price-to-all system on trade-marked and branded 
goods, which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

Mr. SMOOT. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature ef 
Utah, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recoxp, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 3. 

A memorial to the Congress of the United States of America, petitionin: 
the United States Government to make a of the Ashiey National 
Forest certain lands formerly within the Uintah Indian Reservation. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the governor and the Legislature of the State of 
Utah, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas certain lands located in Wasatch, Duchesne, and Uintah Coun- 
ties, in the State of Utah, and formerly within the boundaries of the 
a . are now held and set apart as Indian grazing 
ands ; an 

Whereas said lands are now patrolled by Indian police, whose actions 
in the handling of cattle owned by residents of said counties con- 
U cause the said residents serious inconvenience and much 

amage: 


ce, 

Approved March 16, 1915. 

STATE oF Uran, 
SECRETARY OF STATE’S OFFICE. 

I, David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing memorial is a full, true, and complete copy 
of the original thereof, whieh was filed in the office of the secretary of 
state of the State of Utah on the 16th day of March, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of Utah this 21st day of June, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL] Dayip MATTSON. 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. SMOOT. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Utah, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


DECEMBER 7, 


There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 4. 

A memorial asking for a more liberal national policy in the disposition 
of the public domain and u g that the natural resources of the 
State of Utah be made available for development. 

To the President of the United States and to the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 


ope and promise ue the Republic. 


ts through th a 
tion of liberal policies in the dis = y San Doai 
damentally msible for 
United States which is without parallel in the world’s history. 


The soil has yielded our grea 
tributed loyal citizens, whose substantial enduring patriotism is the 
development, the power and prestige 


bulwark of the Nation. 
Rejoicing in the growth and 
of the older States of the Union, and izing that their advance- 
ment was made possible through the beneficent operation of a wise 

generous public-land policy on the part of the Government, 
the people of Utah view with alarm and apprehension the national 
tendency toward the curtailment of the former liberal policies in 
handling the public domain and disposing of the natural resources, as 
evidenced in the vast land withdrawals and the pen legislation, 
calculated to make our coal, our mineral, and our water-power re- 
poures chattels for Government exploitation through. a system of 


In 3 with the spirit and letter of the land grants to the 
National Government, in perpetuation of a Rolicy that has done more 
to promote the geral welfare than any other policy in our national 
—.— a — aa ormity with the terms of our enabling 

0 e 


President and the 


and we call attention to the fact that the burden of State and local 
government in Utah is borne by ‘the tion of less than one-third 
the lands of the State, which alone is vested in private or corporate 
38 and we hereby earnestly urge a policy that will afford an 

ty to settle our lands and make use of our resources on 
to the benefit and upbuilding 


ation. 

Resolved, That copies of mem en and forwarded, 

one each to the President, the Senate and House of Representatives, 

and to Utah’s congressional delegation, with request t they use 

every legitimate effort to 3 the objects of id memorial, 
Approved March 15, 1915. 


State or Uran, 
SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE. 


eo ch was filed in the secretary of 

state of the State of Utah, on the 15th day of March, 1914. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 

great seal of the State of Utah this 21st day of June, A. D. 1915. 
[SBAL.] DAVID MATTSON, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. SMOOT. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Utah, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 5. 
Relating to the destruction of certain wild animals. 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States: 

Your memorlalists, the governor and the Legislature of the State 
of Utah, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas in the Western States, known as the public-land States, the 
losses of live stock and poultry due to the attacks of coyotes, wolves 
wildcats, „and bears amount to not less than $15,000,006 


annually; an 
th these western public-land States the State, county, and 


Whereas 
stockmen do now and have for years pad ee bounties and. used 
on of these carnivorous wild 


other means to bring about the eradica 
animals; and 
Whereas in these western public-land States there is now withdrawn 
from settlement in some form or other approximately 225,000,000 
acres of Federal land, which land constitutes the principal breeding 
pons and refuge of these carnivorous wild animals and enables 
ra 


m to increase their numbers in spite of the efforts made V Stato, 
county, and stockmen to exterminate them: Now, therefore, it 


appropriate 


Congress imm 
the United States ent of 


—— 


Strate or UTAH, 
SECRETARY OF STATE’S OFFICE. 
I, David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing memorial is a full, true, and complete copy of 
biases grep mr oye By! ch was filed in the office of the secretary of 
state of the State of Utah on the Ist day of March, A. D. 1915. 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set å and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Utah this 21st day of June, A. D. 1915. 

[spa.] Davip MATTSON 
‘Seoretary of State. 
Mr. SMOOT, I present a joint memorial of the Legislature of 


Utah which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, ; 


1915. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 1. 


A petition for the enactment by the Congress of the United States of 
House resolution No. 15869, introduced by Mr. Foster. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the governor and the Legislature of the State of 
Utah, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas there is now pending in Congrees H. R. 15869, introduced by 
Mr, Foster, entitled “A bill to provide for the establishment and 
maintenance of mining-experiment and mine-safety stations for mak- 
ing investigations and disseminating information among employees in 
mining, quarrying, metallurgical, and other mineral industries, and 
for other purposes; and 

Whereas the pu of this bill is “ to improve conditions in the mining, 
quarrying, metallurgical, and other mineral industries, safeguardin 
life among employees, preventing unnecessary waste of resources, an 
otherwise contributing to the advancement of these industries“; and 

Whereas this proposed legislation will be of very great importance to 
Utah and to all other mining States, by reason of advancing mine- 
safety education and mine-rescue work, and also by reason of making 
commercially valuable bodies of low-grade ore, which can not 
now be worked for want of suitable processes ; and 

Whereas the mining industry has hitherto not received from the Fed- 
eral Government the recognition and aid that its importance deserves 
and has therefore been deprived of the encouragement which has 

roved so wise and beneficial in the base of agriculture ; and 

Whereas this bill will broaden the scope to the United States Bureau of 
Mines and will enable it to undertake much needed work in the behalf 
of the metalliferous mining instead of being practically restricted to 
coal mining as heretofore; and 

Whereas these enlar; activities of the Bureau of Mines are confidently 
expected to result incalculable public benefit, not only to the mining 
States, but to the entire Nation: Therefore, 

We, the governor and slature of the State of Utah, respectfully 
memorialize and urge the Congress of the United States to enact the 
pending Foster bill into law. 

Approved March 6, 1915. 


STATE or UTAH. 
SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE, 


I, David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing memorial is a full, true, and complete copy 
of the original thereof, which was filed in the office of the secretary of 
state of the State of Utah on the 6th day of March, 1915. 

In e. whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Utah this 21st day of June, A. D. 1915. 

Davip MATTSON, 
Secretary of State. 


[SEAL] 

Mr. MYERS. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which I ask may be printed in the Recor and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 5. (Easton.) 


To the honorable Senators and Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled: 


Whereas the Fort Peck Indian Reservation was opened for settlement on 
May 1, 1914, and during the period since that date less than 400 
entries have been made on the reservation, on a tract of fertile land 
which would accommodate at least 6,000 entrymen ; and 

Whereas the Interior De ent has, in an effort to stimulate settle- 
ment, increased the minimum area of homestead entries on the reserva- 
tion from 160 acres to 320 acres, and yet effected no increase in the 
number of entries made nor stimulated interest in reservation lands; 


and 

Whereas the large number of prospective settlers coming to this district 
are making entry and settlement on inferlor lands in the public 
domain in preference to paying the price asked and making sacrifices 
required to acquire title to the reservation lands; and 

Whereas careful inquiry from these settlers and a close study of the 
conditions show that the reason for the lack of interest in the reserva- 
tion lands arises from the fact that the appraised valuation of the 
land is too high; and that it is possible to purchase in our settled 
communities deeded land of equal quality, with buildings, wells, fenc- 
ing, plowing, and general improvements, and without any residence 
required, for less money Ber acre than can be done on the reservation, 
to say nothing of the settlers’ cost of maintaining residence during the 
time required ; and s 

Whereas the settlers already on the reservation are now without roads, 
which are badly needed, without schools for the education of their 
children, and without markets for their products within reasonable 
distance. Their lands, though equaling in quality those of their 
neighbors in settled districts outside of the reservation, will not bring 
an equal price, due to the unimproved, uninhabited lands around them. 
These drawbacks will continue until existing conditions and laws are 
changed, so as to be more promising and inviting to the p ve 
settler and the settlement of all the districts is obtained; and 

Whereas the failure of settlement on the reservation works to the injury 
of the Fort Peck Indians and all business interests of the district and 
retards the development of one of the richest tracts of land left for 
settlement in the West: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved Jarier. That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by the 
secretary of state of Montana to the honorable Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States; and be it further 

esolved, That a copy hereof be transmitted by the secreta of 
state to each of our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the 
United States and to the Hon. Cato Sells, Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, at Washington, D. C., with the request that they use every 
effort within their pores to bring about speedy action for the accom- 
plishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 


GEORGE L, RAMSEY, 
Spi ker of the House. 
W. W. MCDOWELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved February 27, 1915. 
S. V. STEWART, Gorernor. 


Filed February 27, 1915, at 9.25 o'clock a. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON 
Secretary of State, 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Montana, 88: 


I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint 
memorial No. 5, petitioning Congress to take steps to reduce appraised 
valuation of lands on the Fort Peck Indian Reservation, enacted by the 
fourteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana 
and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 27th day 
of February, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of sald State. 

Done at the a7 of Helena, the capital of sald State, this 1st day of 
March, A. D. 1915. 


[SEAL.] A. M. ALDERSON, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. MYERS. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature 


of Montana, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: X 


House joint resolution No. 4. (Graybeal.) 


Whereas a high mountain range separates the southwestern part of Gal- 
latin County, Mont., from the remainder of the county ; and 
Whereas the only practicable route for a wagon road to connect the two 
sections is through a corner of the Yellowstone National Park ; and 
Whereas the county of Gallatin has constructed, wholly at its own ex- 
1 a rude road through a corner of the Yellowstone National 
ark, that enables residents of said southwestern corner to travel on 
it to the Gallatin Valley, the county seat, and to stations on transcon- 
tinental railroad lines, and from points on said lines to Yellowstone, 
on the Oregon Short Line; and 
Whereas said wagon road is an interstate north and south highway that 
connects the post roads of Montana with those of Idaho and the 
States to the south and west, and if put in condition would be a con- 
venience to many interstate travelers; and 
Whereas the part of this interstate 1 that is within the Yellow- 
stone National Park is in poor condition and at times impassable: Be 
it therefore 
Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, That 
the Government of the United States be u to take over the road 
Gallatin County bas constructed through the corner of the Yellowstone 
National Park and to improve the same, so that it may become a high- 
Way over which vehicles may travel in safety and comfort; and be it 
‘urther 
Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the President of 
the United States, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Members of the 
United States Senate and House of Representatives from Montana. 
GEORGE L. RAMSAY, 
Speaker of the House. 
W. W. MCDOWELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved February 27, 1915. 
S. V. Stewart, Gorernor, 
Filed February 27, 1915, at 9.25 o'clock a. m. 
A. M. ALpERSON, Secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 


I, A. M. Alderson, 8 of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint 
resolution No, 4, relating to a highway through a corner of Yellowstone 
National Park connecting interstate and county ways, enacted by 
the fourteenth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Mon- 
tana and approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 27th 
day of February, 1915. 

n testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this Ist day of 
March, A. D. 1916, 

[SEAL] A. M. ALDERSON, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS. I présent a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: Š 

House joint memorial No. 6. (Hills.) 


A memorial to the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled requesting the passage of House 
bill No. 15219, being a bill for an act to further the economic use of 
forests and forest lands and the 
8 Institutions that are or may be 
are eral forest reserves. 


g of forestry students in 
aided by States in which 


68 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


DECEMBER 7, 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas there has been introduced and is peoding in the House of 
Representatives of the United States House bill No. 15219 — 
by Representative French), being a bill for an act to her the 
economic use of forests and forest lands and the training of forestry 
students in collegiate institutions that are or may be aided by States 
in which there are Federal forest reserves, by 25 for an annual 
appropriation of 5 per cent (not to exceed $15,000 to one State) of 

e receipts of the forest areas in the respective States for the 
endowment of the forest school to be 3 by the State legisla- 
ture, or previous to such designation by the governor of the State; 


and 
Whereas in the State of Montana, with her large Federal forest areas, 

the immediate benefit of forestry schools supported by that State 

accrues largely to the Government of the United States in technical 
and practical training of forest officials and employees and in the 
development and protection of national forest areas; and 

Whereas it is only just that a proportion of the cost of maintaining such 
schools should be borne by the beneficiaries thereof: 

Now, therefore, the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in 5 assembled is hereby respectively 
memorialized and petitioned i he Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Legislative nipones À of the State of Montana, duly assembled, to 
enact into Jaw the above- designated bill; 

And be it further resolved t the secretary of state of Montana 
be, and he is hereby, di to transmit to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives and President of the Senate of the United States and 
to the Senators and Representatives from the State of Montana in 
Congress, severally, copies of this memorial. 

GEORGE L. RAMSEY, 
Speaker of the House. 


J. E. EDWARDS, 
President of the Senate Pro Tempore. 


Approved February 26, 1915. 
S. V. STEWART, Governor. 

Filed February 26, 1915, at 10.25 o'clock a. m. 

A. M. ALDERSON, 
Secretary of State. 
UNITED STATES or America, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above a true and correct copy of house joint 
memorial No. 6, relating to the passage of House bill 15219, an act to 
further the economic use of forests and forest lands and the training 
of forestry students in institutions that are or may be aided by States 
in which are located Federal forest reserves, enacted 22 the fourteenth 

0 


session of the lative Assembly of the State of ntana, and ap- 
poos on ee tewart, governor of said State, on the 26th day of 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this Ist day of 
March, A. D. 1915. 

[sean] A. M. 


ALDERSON, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. MYERS. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which I ask may be printed in the Record and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 4. 


To the Honorable SECRETARY or THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, D. 0.: 
g in Europe, preventing thousands of American 
their annual auto tour to European countries; 


(Darroch.) 


Whereas a war is 
tourists from mak 
and 


Whereas the world's fairs are being held this year at San Francisco and 
San Diego; and 

eee highways have been built from the Pacific to the 

antic; an 

Whereas the year 1915 offers an unusual opportunity for the United 
States to let her auto tourists see the most marvelous of all the 
world’s scenery—the Yellowstone National Park—and hundreds of 
other scenic wonders of the West, the most of which are not equaled 


urope; an 

Whereas this year offers the tourist an opportunity to spend his money 

in the United States; and 

Whereas to take a trip across our vast domain enables our American 
citizens to more fully hoger their native land; and 

Whereas a trip of this kind instills a patriotism that would be hard to 
instill in any other way; and 

Whereas auto tourists are largely discouraged from making transconti- 
nental trips use they are not allowed the great convenience 
of passing throu; the Yellowstone National Park from north to 
south or m east to west with their machines; and 

Whereas the prospective tourist is thus discouraged from seeing by auto 
much of America’s most marvelous scenery; and 

ficent roads have been built in the Yellowstone Park 
with the Nation’s money for the use of all the people, t 
access to this the greatest of the Nation’s numerous playgrounds ; and 

Whereas the stations and hotels within the park are so located that 
autos can easily run from one to another the hours of 6 p. m. 

sunset and between sunrise and 7 a. m. of the days when the park 

is pa to tourists, and at which time of day there need not be 
traffic by horses on any of the said roads; and 

Whereas automobile travel in the hours asked for above will not In 
way interfere with the present stage traffic in the park and will suit 
afford autoists time to go from station to station within the park in 
daylight: Now, therefore, be it 
Resotved, by the Senate of the Fourteenth Legislatire Assembly of 

Montana, the House con > That we petition the honorable Secre- 

tary of the Interior te pam, automobiles to pass over the roads in 

the Yellowstone Natio Park during the hours between 6 m. and 

7 a. m. on those days when the park is open to the general public. 


Whereas ma, 


Resolves further, That 2 copy t this memorial be forwarded by the 
8 the senate to the 8 Secretary of the Interior and 
to our tors and Representatives in te, ne 
W. MCDOWELL, 
ent of the Senate. 
GEORGE L. RAMSEY, 
Speaker of the House, 
Approved February 27, 1915. 
S. V. Srawarr, Governor. 


Filed February 27, 1915, at 3.50 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALD : 
Secreta State, 
G, 


RESON 

ry of 

By COPELAND C. Bur 
Deputy. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 


I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate 
joint memorial No. 4, rela automobiles over roads 

Yellowstone National Park at certain hours of the day, enacted by 
the fourteenth the State of 
Montana, and approved 8 V. Stewart, governor of sald State, on the 


LszalL.] A. M. ALDERSON 


$ Secretary of State. 

Mr. MYERS. I present a joint memorial of the Legislatura 
of Montana, which I ask may be printed in the Record and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp as follows: 

Senate joint memorial No. 3. (Roberts.) 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 


Whereas there lies within the county of Linceln and State of Montana. 
aed. a the Cabinet Mountains, an unsurveyed territory described 
as follows: 

* ing at the northwest corner of unsurveyed section one, 
to 30 north, 83 west, M. M., and running south 12 miles 
to southwest corner of unsurveyed section 36, township 29 north, 

33 west; thence west to northwest corner of unsurveyed 

on one of township 28 north, range 33 west; thence south six 

miles to the southwest corner of unsurveyed section 31, township 28 

north, range 32 west; thence east to the summit of the main range of 

the Cabinet Mountains; thence in a northerly direction mgande: 
the summit of the said main range to the north line of unsurvey: 
township 28 3 vive 82 west; thence east to the southwest cor- 
ner of unsurve' on 35, township 29 north, range 32 west; 
thence north 12 miles to the northwest corner of unsurveyed section 
two, township 30 north, range 32 west; thence west along the north 
line of unsurveyed township 30 north, range 33 west to the point of 
be; ing, embracing an area of approximately 100 square miles,” 
which abounds in of the natural 2 consisting of 
mountains, beautiful es, waterfalls, mountain s and 

3 Glacier, one of the greatest scenic sights of the Northwest; 


an 

Whereas nowhere on the American Continent is there found a section of 
equal area which has more wo scenery n this, more 
and awe-inspiring mountain views, more beautiful rivers and 
than are to be found within this territory; and 

Whereas the Blackwell Glacier is the only one to be found within the 
Cabinet range of mountains, all of which will attract many people 
and will gratify their natural desire for the beautiful, if the same be 
opened as a national park and taken care of in an appropriate man- 
ner; an 

Whereas the country surrounding this in eral abounds in all kinds 
of native wild game and the waters of both lakes and streams in 
trout and A dan d and other fish, and if the same be set aside by the 
National Government for the benefit and enjoyment of the people in 
general it would, in a very short time, become one of the Nation's 


k Hes oo, ee of the highway 
nterstate Automobile 
the con- 


ran 


ereus this pro 
known as the 


way; and 
Whereas at this time there is not a single settler in the area covered b, 
the proposed pari entailing no ships of any sort on any indi- 
vidual this particular territory designated and set 
aside as a national park: Now, therefore, be 1 
Resolved ie House of Representatives concurring), That we, the 
Fourteenth gislath 


cable. 
a — further, That a copy. of this memorial be forwarded by the 
secretary of state to the honorable Secretary of the Interior and to our 
Senators and tatives in Congress, with the request that they 
use every effort within their power to bring about the early creation, 
setting aside, and opening for ee r of the public this territory to 


be known as designated as a na 
W. W. MCDOWELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Grorcs L. RAMSEY, 
* 25, 1915. Speaker of the House. 
S. V. Srewarrt, Governor, 


Filed February 25, 1915, at 9.30 o'clock a. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON, Secretary of State. 


Uxrrep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, 83: 


I. A. M. Alderson, secre of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of senate joint 


the fourteenth session of the 


March, A. 
E ove 


the Recorp, as follows: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of 
I, Frank L. Ho 


House —.— e origina 
N. B. 1915. and is 5 


whole thereof. 


Bey N 0 


great seal of the State of a 
por at Cheyenne, the al tte 
SEAL, 


Thirteenth Legislature of the State of 
No. 1, House of Representa 
Be it resolved by the nee a 
ming (the Senate concurring 
be memorialized as follows: 


of communication 
out the pere would be a certain 


Whereas there is a lte now 
troduced by Senator WARREN 


fore 


Legislature of Wyoming, which 


Recorp, as follows: 


hereby certify that the annexed copy 


thereof. 


great seal of the State of Wyo: 


[sear] 


memorial, No. 2, 


‘tives coneurring 
be memorialized as follows 


earnestly and 
oil, phosphates, etc.; and 


. of 
hereby certify that the annexed Gos a enrolled jo 


een the several 


the e delega 
guest tbat they e their best Herta oo secure 


Approved February 25, 1915, 10.21 a. = 


blie lands Statin aah bis a ais 
pu “4 5 genes e 


CONGRESSIONAL 


eted by 
memorial No. 3, relating to the Sd of a national = 2 m Mon. 


e Assem o 
— 8 said State, on the 


A, M. ALDERSON 
Secretary of 


Mr. WALSH presented a memorial of the congregation of the 
Swedish Christian Mission Church, of Butte, Mont., remonstrat- 
ing against the United States being drawn into the European 
war and also against the exportation of arms and munitions of 
war, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Wyoming which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 


Tue STATE op WYOMING, 


OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF 


memoriat No. dy do 


13 carefully com- 
1 . 
and correct copy of the same and o 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
e 


Wyoming, 88: 


Gth day of A. 5 1915. 
Wai be L. Hov 


ecretary of State. 
By F. H. Recretary of State 


Past ge roe joint memorial 


tives, S Wyoming. 


R eee a the State of Wyo- 
That t the Congress of the United Sta 


Whereas the State of Wyoming is not thickly Ss ulated and the means 
betw 0 Mase ar are so limited 
that the establishment and maintenance of public i —— h- 


means o 


leie a in new settlers to the creasing’ t public. lands 
Bitela the Bt State; 


= land to the State of Wyo: . 
8 of building and maintaining public highways: Now, 


Epwarp W. STONE, 
C 
James M. GRAHA 


Speaker of ‘tne House, 


oun B. KENDRICK, 
Governor. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memorial of the 


I ask may be printed in the 


Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 


Tae STATE OF WYOMING, 


OFFICE or THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 
secretary of state of the State of W Gc do 
0. 2 


of enrolled joint 8 


y has anmi compar the 
arpaa filed in this office on the 25th “y of February, A. B. 1915, 
is a full, true, and correct copy of 


e same and of the whole 


In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 6th day of March, A. D. 1915. 


FRANK L. HOUX. 
Secretary of State. 


Thirteenth Legislature of the State of Wyoming, enrolled joint 
Senate, State of of Wyoming. * 


Be it resolved b. 88 of the State of Wyoming (the Sn 
ta 2 „Tunt the —— eG — 


the Congress of nited 8 


Resolwed, That the a ae —9 this State now in 


session hereby 
eral deposits, su 3 
aroda of power sites 


against the 


with the re- 
e passage of this 
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in order to control the water resources of the State: and we- — 
against posed measures for sening tas mines, ter power, 
and irigation F iy arts w all these vast 
interests under the control and management 5, eral bureau as 


not only a 3 to a republican form — government but 
utterly des the natural development, advancement, and 
a of Pag fe land States. 


State of Wyoming owns all of the waters within 

its boundaries, the withdrawal of land along our streams is 

ing the value and utility of our State property and is practically con- 

Ascation of, the water power which belongs t to the State, as granted, 
„ by Congress of the consti- 


tation of the the ithe State o oft Woe 
The wi £ Wyoming. land within the State for all purposes are: 


Acres. 
8 8 eet ———— 2, 951, 156 
an Petroleum .... RES BLE SIN ee 

Phosphates __ .. TEER ES RSENS Us BE DOS 
Power site withdrawals. 

Water reserves 81, 911 
A total E 7! — 5, 103, 014 
And in addition, forest reserves o — . 000 


A total of 9 acres out of a total area of 62, 000,000 acres of 
0 


the total area 

During the period from March 4, 1913, to June 80, 1914, there was 

withdrawn from entry in the on "of Wyoming 263,818 Durin; 

roie 2 Oregon, Utah and Washingt aggregate 230/675 acres, 
an on e 

or 27,138 a than was withdrawn in State. We pro- 


Reso , That such withdrawals constitute a denial of the rights 
heretofore accorded the individual American citizen to prospect, explore, 


aren developing the variat resources its rs, and 
in will establis system of Government landlordism 
ae gee Ma with the historie land policy under which the 
—— ö and progress of the West has been accomplished. 

hat as citizens of a sovereign State, we are 
—.— Leitz the utterances of President Wilson, who said in his J 


to tie part 8 5 t guardians 
“If any of our e wan [eem 
put over them, if they want to be children the Govern- 


it will sap 5 man of America ; 


commend the true and vigorous assertions of Vice 
President Marshall, who said in a public address at Cheyenne in 

October, 1912: 
“The State should control the conservation of its resources. The 
State should —e irrigation and mineral 2 and lands, as 
the of control b. eral Government. 


ment, why, I am sorry, because 
but I do not believe they do.“ 
We also ly 


8 of their States. They know the 8 ngs know 


ese questions bette 
jroo t odan thousands of miles away.” 

Resolved further, That we believe in a return to 
the American Constitution and the wise, 
the Federal Government mai 
was the policy 


to the saf rds of 
3 


dent of the 8 2 to our Senators and a 


tary of the Interior, and to each chairma: * 
Senate and — Committees on Public Lands. ae “the 


Epwarp W. STONE, 
President of the Senate. 

James M. GRAHAM 
Speaker of the House, 

Approved February 25, 1915, 10.25 a. m. 

JOHN B. Kenpricx, Governor. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed in the 
Record and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Tun 9 or WYOMING, 


OFFICE oF Y op Srarn. 
UNITED STATES hed AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 


I, Frank L. secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that E the annexed co copy of enrolled Joint memorial No. . 
House of Representatives, State of Wyoming, has been carefully —— 
pared with the original filed in this office on the 25th day of February, 
A. D. 1915, and is a full, true, and correct copy of the same and of 
the whole thereof. 

In 8 whereof 1 have 3 set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyomin 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, inis 3d day of March, 1 1915. 

LSEAL. I FRANK 


Thirteenth ture of the State of W; 
morial No. 2, House of Representatives, State of Wyo 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States, rela- 
tive to the destruction o 5 on forest reserves, 
reservations, — tm the Y. National Park: 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Wyo- 
ming (the Senate 5 t the Congress ot the United States 
be memorialized as follows 
Whereas the State of W; g has made earnest effort to destroy 

predatory wild animals appropriating large sums of money to te 


le 
Btates es are right here on the ground Know the the advancement and 
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id as bounties for the destruction of these pests, which destroy 
arge numbers of live stock and game and cause great damage to the 


principal Indus 
of the State; an 
Whereas the Yellowstone National Park, the national forest reserves, 
and the Indian reservations, where such animals have certain pro- 
tection, are prona breeding places of these animals, setting at 
naught the efforts of this State and its rural inhabitants to ex- 
terminate them: Therefore be it 
Resolved, ‘That the Congress of the United States enact a law and 
provide ways and means to exterminate, as nearly as practical, the 
8 wild animals on all Indian reservations, forest reserves in 
this State, and in the Yellowstone National Park, and that civilians 
may be licensed by the proper Federal authorities to enter the said 
Yellowstone National Park at all seasons of the year to carry on the 
occupation of trapping predatory wild animals, under rules and regula- 
tions to be prescri by the Federal authorities ; and be it further 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send a copy 
of this memorial to the United States Senators and Representatives 
in Congress from Wyoming. 


of the State, decreasing the assessable property 


Epwarp W. STONE, ` 
President of the Senate. 
James M. GRAHAM, 
Speaker of the House. 
m. 


OHN B. KENDRICK, Governor. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Wyoming, which I ask may be printed in the 
Record and referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Rec- 
lamation of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Tun STATE OF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 
UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Wyoming, 88: 

I, Frank L, Houx, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed y of enrolled joint memorial No. 4, 
House of Re 81 State of Wyoming, has been carefully com- 
pared with the original, filed in this office on the 25th day of February, 
A. D. 1915, and is a full, true, and correct copy of the same and of 
the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 8th day of March, A. D. 1915. 
FRANK L. Houx, 

r Secretary of State. 
Thirteenth ature of the State of Wyoming, enrolled joint memorial 
Mk Bowe of Representatives, State of Wyoming. 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Wyo- 
ming (the Senate concurring), at the Congress of the United States 
be memoralized as follows: a 
Whereas there is now pending in the Senate of the United States a bill 

relating to the reclamation of arid, semiarid, Leta i and overflow 

0 
a 


Approved February 25, 1915, 10.18 x 


LSEAL. ] 


lands through district organizations and authorizing vernment aid 
therefor, such bill being known as Senate file 6827; an 
Whereas the provisions of the bill would be applicable to thousands of 
acres of land within the State of Wyoming, and by reason of the 
enactment of such Senate file a vast area might be reclaimed and 
made habitable; and 
Whereas there are a number of projects within the State of Wyoming 
capable of being improved under the Carey land act, and in fact many 
such projects are now pending: Therefore be it 
Resolted, That the Congress of the United States be requested to 
take early and favorable action on such Senate file 6827 and that its 
1 be extended so as to include the Carey land act projects; and 
it further 
Resolred, That a certified copy of this memorial be sent to each of 
the Members of the congressional delegation icom the State in Congress, 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, with the request that they employ their best efforts to 
secure the passage of this bill. 
Epwarp W. STONE, 
President of the Senate. 
James M, GRAHAM, 


Speaker of the House. 
Approved February 25, 1915, 10.23 a. m. 
Joun B. Kexprick, Governor. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I present a resolution adopted at a State- 
wide mass meeting of the people of New Hampshire on the 
question of preparedness. It is very brief, and I ask that it may 
be printed in the Record without reading. 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

New HAMPSHIRE LEAGUE FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE, 
Concord, N. H., November 12, 1915. 
Hon. Jacos H. Speer sie Py 1 K. 
h ALLINGER: At a mass meeting of thi Y 
R walt at the capital 17 Thursday 88 8 


under the auspices of the New Hampshire League for National Defense, 
the following preamble and resolutions were unanimously adopted : 


“Whereas this Nation, established by the blood of the Revolution, 
reserved by the battles of the Civil War, and dedicated to human 
1 5 is now in our keeping as a sacred trust, which it is our 
duty to defend at whatever cost; and 
“Whereas it has been shown that neither seas nor treaties nor neu- 
trality nor the moral sense of the world are guaranties against 
invasion, and that our only safety lles in adequate military and 
un val preparation: 
“Resolved by the people of New Hampshire, assembled in mass 
meeting, with the governor of the State presiding, That it is the duty 
of the President and Congress of the United States to proceed without 


unnecessa delay to make the Nation impregnable against forelgn 
assault by land or by sea.” 
It was ordered that a copy be transmitted to the President and to 
the Members of Congress from New Hampshire. 
Respectfully, 
THOMAS H. WoLanan, Secretary. 
CLARENCE E, Carr, President. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Daughters of the 
North Lodge 46, Order of Vasa, of Manchester, N. H., praying 
for the placing of an embargo on munitions of war, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends of 
Weare, N. H., and a memorial of Dr. and Mrs. A. L. Parker, of 
Concord, N. H., remonstrating against any increase in arma- 
ment, which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Concord, 
N. H., praying for an increased armament, which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan presented petitions of sundry citizens 
of Lupton, Rapid City, and Laingsburg, all in the State of 
Michigan, praying for national prohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Swedish 
Evangelical Lutheran Church of Manistee, of the Swedish Evan- 
gelical Church of Marquette, and of the Swedish Evangelical 
Church of Ludington, all in the State of Michigan, praying for 
the placing of an embargo on munitions of war, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I present a petition of the Civic League of 
Newport, R. L, praying for the enactment of legislation at 
the present session of Congress authorizing an adequate ap- 
propriation to equip and maintain the Army and Navy of the 
United States for the defense of the country. I ask that the 
petition may be received and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ordered. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I present a petition from the American 
Neutrality and Peace Convention held at San Francisco, Cal., 
November 18, 1915, praying for the placing of an embargo on 
arms and ammunition. I ask that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be received 
and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WEEKS presented resolutions adopted at the Boston 
Laymen’s Conyention, of Boston, Mass., favoring the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the exportation of intoxicating 
liquors to Africa, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the congregation of 
the Swedish Congregational Church, of Lynn, Mass., favoring 
the placing of an embargo on munitions of war, which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WORKS presented a petition of 74 citizens of Hollister, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide a tax 
on liquors, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions of the Federation of 
Churches of Massachusetts, favoring the promotion of peace, 
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the placing of an embargo on the export of 
arms and munitions of war to belligerent nations in Europe, 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions of the Congregational Ministers’ 
Meeting, of Boston, Mass., favoring an appropriation for the 
publication of the report of the Commission on Industrial Rela- 
tions, which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

He also presented resolutions of the city council of Worcester, 
Mass., favoring the construction of a canal from Worcester, 
Mass., to tidewater at Norwich, Conn., which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends, of 
Amesbury, Mass., remonstrating against any increase in arma- 
ment in the Army and Navy, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a memorial of the British Veterans’ Associa- 
tion of Fall River, Mass., remonstrating against the placing of 
an embargo on the export of munitions of war, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


VESSELS DETAINED BY BRITISH AUTHORITIES. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish to call attention to a state- 
ment regarding vessels detained by the British Government, 
made an exhibit in the last letter of the Secretary of State. I 
ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro, tempore. 
unless there is objection. 


Without objection, it is so 


Such will be the order 
The Chair hears none. 


1915. 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 
Apprnprx No. 2. 
STATEMENT REGARDING VESSELS DETAINED BY BRITISH AUTHORITIES. 
SEPTEMBER 10, 1915. 


pers have been of such a character 


(1) Vessels whose and pa 
e for examine tion have been a held in British 


cargo 
z thois and held until November 4 of that 8 

The steamer Ocean, g from New York 
to Rotterdam, was taken into Plymouth September 2 23, 1914, and simi- 
larly released’ November 5. 

steamer Charlois and the steamer New York, carry ing similar 

cargoes, were taken into British ports on September 30 and nd October 12, 
1914, respectively, and similarly released on October 27. 

The steamers American and Rotterdam, carrying goes of oil to 
Rotterdam, were also detained under conditions similar to those of 
the vessels just mentioned in the fall of 1914. 

Pier Euge ta ee was brought into. the 
corpora: 0 , was broug nto the 
port of Rison detained for 11 ms „and then released. 


essels carrying oil from the United States to long-established 
markets in ‘Scandinavian countries have repeatedly been de ed with- 
out being sent to the prize court for adjudication. Among them may 
be mentioned the Brindilla, the Platuria, the Wico, the Aw age the 


Pioneer, the Llama, the Muskogee, and the John D. Rockefeller. 

The steamer Denver, which carried a full cargo of cotton from Nor- 
folk to Bremen and which had been loaded under the supervision of a 
British co: r officer, was taken into Kirkwall in January last, as 
the department was informed by the British Government, just to — — 
her papers and to ee carp 
e we Hawley" was held = a month because she refused to 


The Geor: 
comply. wi ent of the British authorities to discharge a 
single ahipment, e illegal destination of which does not ap to 
have been osed by any evidence. The vessel carried a mixed cargo, 
E ig — Bag oe ment of oil. The British authorities insisted that the 


the oll, which, the 8 represented, was con- 

signed to one of its tong-estabiished ts in Sweden. Finally it was 
announced that vessel would be released as an act of grace. 

he steamer Wieo was held by the British authorities last March. 
This Government was advised that the British minister at Stockholm 
had informed the Swedish foreign office that the vessel had arrived in 
a British port with a full cargo of mr for a concern in Stockho 
that, in view of the recent e by a German man-of-war o 
steamship Bryssel and her . the British Government —— s3 
complete assurances from the edish Government before the Wico 

could be allowed to proceed to aeatina tion that she would not share the 
fate of the Bryssel. 

Subsequently this Govenment was informed that the vessel had been 
allowed A proceed, but that the British Government felt at in the 
erent = cargoes going to Stockholm being seized b; y German 

83 whole —— of permitting oil r ce to — to that 

tion would re to be seriously eu ered. 
The steamer Liama, i Ae es oa oil 1 
and subsequently released on June 5 
from Kirkwall the ship nae again arrested on June 6, 
he officer of the war vessel which 3 the Llama 


to Aberdeen and t 


until they have reconsigned their cargoes to 

ted by the British Government. 
ed a general from New York 
was 3 at a great loss to owners of the 
vessel and to the shi pers in a British port for the greater of last 
April jn order that her cargo 7 be reconsigned to the Netherlands 

Oversea Trust. The manifest showed that the entire cargo was con- 
signed to named co: ees in the Netherlands and was accom 
by a certificate of the 5 consul general in New York, stat 

the Was supervised by his in 

tained no cargo other than that specifi ge part 
of the cargo, consisting of fresh fruit stored in the hold of the vessel, 
wes subject to decay with great rapidity. 

A similar requirement was imposed on the steamer F. J. Lisman, 
which during last June was detained at London. It appears that, after 
a prolonged detention of the ship of over a month, representatives of 
the shippers were compelled to discharge both ee and non- 
contraband articles, an mat the captain Tnd the shi finding their 
133 to comply with the requirements of the authorities 

iess, abandoned the voyage. 

he steamers 4. A. Raven and Vitalia, g articles listed as 
Sorin ey 5 were — — in à Bri 1 3 last 
un e go consignees in Holland could be 
consigned to the AA oe ae 

The steamer Neches was detained last May for about two 8 in 
order that a shipment of cotton destined for Rotterdam might be con- 
signed to the Netherlands Oversea Trust. 

The steamer Zzandjik was detained last June, as the department was 
informed, while the British minister at The e made inquiries as 
to whether the Netherlands Oversea Trust had accepted the consign- 
ment of the cargo. 

(3) Detentions have been made without evidence amounting to prob- 
able cause. The steamer Annam, which was detained at Kir Kirkwall last 
April, carried a cargo of food products from the United tetas ts to 

Swedish ports. She was detained pre to a “suspicion,” as the 
3 vernment stated. that a part of its cargo was destined for 
ermany. 

The steamer Dronning Olga was detained at Kirkwall in April la: 

912 the cargo, which consisted of cotton and food products, was placed 
n the prize court on the-ground, as the department was informed b; 
8 British 1p olor that it was “ believed” that it was nidimately 

destined for German 

The steamer "Hild » which sailed from ote! York for C 
with a general cargo rod 
and taken into Leith last = 
that the cargo had seized pas a rait with th 1818, he 
of holding it under the pons Council of 11. 5 11. 1915, it the 
charge that the s were contraband should 

Numerous similar instances 1 might be cit r 


where she was fin reli 
proceed until June 15, owin 
(2) Vessels have been hel 
a co ee in a neutral count 
The steamer Seguranca, whic! 
to the Netherlan 


The steamers Christian Knudsen and Platuria, carrying oll from 
New York to Denmark, were detained by the British authorities last 
fall, taken into British’ ports, and held until the British Government, 
as they stated, could or Investigation as to the d tion of the 


cargoes. ermore, this Government was informed that the ves- 
sels had been detained pendin oe receipt 2 of wh ror aeg from Den- 
mark the exportation o that the orders were 


em — the release of the Ba on a; receipt of satisfactory 
ees. 
The steamer Brindilla, which sailed from New York October 13 last 
with a cargo of oil for Alexandria, was taken into port at Halifax 
and later released, as the de ent was informed, when the British 
ined recelveu information that the ship’s cargo was expected at 
lexan 
The steamer Ambra was taken into a British port in July last, and 
this Government was informed that this vessel was held pending 
inquiries that had been instituted concerning tion of certain 
items of her cargo. About a week later the vessel was allowed to 


proceed. 

In July last this Government was informed by the British Government 
that the prolonged detention of the oil steamers Polarine, Platuria, and 
Pioneer was due to the fact that His Majesty's Government's atten- 
tion had latterly been drawn to the very large quantites of oil which 
had been ship to Scandinavian countries during the last few months; 
that there had been every reason to t that some of the oil was 
destined for enemy countries; and that arrival of the steamers in 
quick succession necessitated the institution of inquiries as to the 
ultimate destination of the oil. 

The owners of these vessels and their cargoes complained to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States against their detention, stating that 

the vessels carried the usual consign, good faith to long- 


entering Scandinavian ports a large 
had been expected, but it had been found that during the first five 
months of the year 1915 total shipments of all petroleum products to 
these countries were less than for same period last year, aisen 


ears had steadily increased. 
g to statements of the British 


consigned. 
d Binerjarl was brought into Kirkwall last May and — 
of cottonseed cake, ted was 8 5 News to 
ch 3 shippers ae pi ar peite kah prone = 


samptio n seized. This” Government was informed 
that the —.— was it was consigned to order.“ 
The s ers Alfred, Nobel, Biorst, „ Bjornsen, and Frie 


the shipments on the steamers America and Artemis have been 
laced in prize 8 hatasi the Order in Council of TREDE 11, 1915, 
use, bein; Fen ed by the shippers to themselyes, 
thes maa no s no guarantee 0 timate destination. 
ve been Seine 5 by the British Government on the ground, 
as Ors N ln has been informed, the country to which they 
were shipper had not — their export. 

In the fall of the year 1914 copper pped from the United States 
to 883 on the steamers Francisco, Antares, Idaho and Toronto 
was seized by the British authorities because, as the British Government 
——. eee had not yet prohibited the reexporta- 

om Sw 
ent of rubber on the Swedish ship Zamora had been 
placed in prize court last January because, as the British Government 
stated, of the absence of a comprehensive a on the exporta- 
tion of rubber in all its forms from Denmar 
y seized arae, classified 


as nongontraband piace Kapra 
Netherlands, and to Italy, 
such commodities from 

In December last the steamer Tellus was o e a ship- 
by an1 from New York directi ee in Milan, 
the exporta- 


to a con 
13, 1914, 
ges te 


the character and destination of the ca made by the shipper of 
the entire c: , was attached to the bill e of lading, and tha - 
davit contained a certification by the British consul gen: and Swedish 


consul and also a PLAE by the latter to the effect 1 that the exporta- 
oes — Sweden of the of which the cargo consisted was prohib- 

The vessel was brought into a British port and her cargo dis- 
— This Government was informed by British Government 
that, apart from the uncertainty of the address of the consignee of the 
cargo of this vessel, His Majesty’s Government had evidence that the 
cargo was not destined for bona fide Swedish consumption, but was 
intended for Germany. 

Numerous other ATA instances might be cited, includin . — 
the detention of vessels carrying oil to Scandinavian ports w 
been mentioned. 

(T) Detentions have been made pending assurances that emh; 
— oo ene be allowed to pass through a neutral country to Great Brit- 

es. 

rhe steamer Leelanaw, which carried a cargo of cotton from Gal- 
veston to Gothenburg for transshipment to Moscow, was detained in a 
British et early in June last. Relative to the detention of this vessel 
the Bri foreign office said: 

In view of the race eats cotton has now been placed on the Swedish 
prohibition of His Majesty’s Government have not consid- 
ered it advisable to 8 this 8 cargo to go on to Gothenburg until 
they are assured that there is r chance of it reaching its declared 
ul te destination.” 

After a nearly a month’s detention the vessel was released on the 
understanding that she should pease directly to Archangel. 

The steamers Jentland and Syrius appear to have been recently de- 
tained under circumstances similar to those of the steamer Leclanaw. 

8) From time to time this Governm has been informed of nem 


ment that the British Government had been compelled to place in prize 
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court a consignment of rubber on board the Swedish vessel Zamora, the 
consignee of these being regarded with prave spicon; and there 

ing reason to believe that the ultimate destination of the rubber was 
the enemy forces. 

(9) Vessels have been seized and brought into port and have been 
required by the British authorities to pay 2 harbor, unlading, 
warehouse, storage, or other dues, costs, and expenses in advance of a 
judicial determination of the validity of the seizure of vessel or cargo. 

Instances of such treatment-of vessels may be found in the cases of 
the detention of the steamer Neches last May, the Ogeechee, which was 
seized last April, and the Antilla, which was seized in February last and 
subjected to a prolonged detention. In the case of the last-mentioned 
ship-it appears, however that the cost of discharging was borne by the 
British Government. 

10) Detentions of vessels proceeding from European ports: 

he steamer Ogeechee, which left Bremen April 8 last for the United 
States, was detained at Sharpness and compelled to discharge its entire 
cargo, which consisted of approximately 200 shipments of s urgently 
needed by American citizens. In most, if not all, cases it appears that 
ownership of these goods at the time of the seizure had passed to Ameri- 
can consignees, In many instances American citizens had contracted for 
the sale of the goods consigned to them and were prevented from carry- 
ing out their contracts, 


reival ta] avide 

arriv; eav 

Name of vessel. Cargo. a British 
po ports, 
1915. 1915. 


Tere Vien. EI A TE ESEN 


tion of proofs of American ownership of the goods pror to March 11, 
ave endeavored to 
comply with the requirements in the presentation of proofs. 


Athens; cleared at Ardrossan. . 20 Apr. 2) 
The steamer Neches, which sailed from Rotterdam to the United g . . 
States, was brought to London and compelled in June last to dischar, F eee eee do. . . 
r anden trom r ta. n 
um. ev e a a month, and after n ‘ 
damaged to the extent of approximately £1,500 as a result of a collision a ree from Europe to United . . . 2. do. . Mar, 30 
with another vessel while under the control of the British admiralty, | Bia: whole cargo put in prize court; 55 4 7 
and after having been involved in litigation growing out of such colli- satled to Manchester 92 Apr. 
peg Dieppe tag fhe aga Oscar Trapp: bound from Europe to E E S B EFA . 
The following is a list of the vessels detained prior to March 11 last, United i 
among which are some regarding the detention of which details have | Fionia 8 Winter aaa Mar. 31| A 4 
been riefly stated in this memorandum : C ä —ͤñ 4 — Barley general 85 Pr. st 
., Platuria, Brindilla, John D. Rockefeller, Kroontand, Noorham, Rotter- | Hildi g: part 8 put in prize 3 rt: 88 (Lined ots eee] ADT. 7 
dam, Sandefjord, 7 J. Foréney, Fram, Edward Pierce, Ellen, ‘Leith to discharge. ' . Apr. 
Tellus, Sif, Kim, Canton, Ogeechee, Friedland, Gallileo, Uler, ‘Verona, Cotton A ila å 
Zuiderdijk, Greenbrier, Herm, Arkansas, Ascot, Carolyn, Breiford, Ber- Nl z saz pr. Apr ~ 
88 Bjornstjerne, Bjornsen, Ida Cuneo, Kentue y, General Mine- Antwerpen. . 7 pat ae ‘Ape, 2 
onka, General Caloric, Denver. Capella... r 
The following is an incomplete list of vessels carrying American car- Bites sce . o's 55 
goes which, sailing in practically all instances from American to Scandi- | A AES 5 Apr 2 
navian ports, were diverted by British authorities to the port of Kirk- | Dorte Jensen ant. ol Ane 1 
wall, or called at that port under instructions from owners, from March 972 saa" 9255 
r . r . p A AE EE OE fey eel . 
Uki Date of Uto; whole cargo put in prize court; | Cottonseed cake..... do. Apr. 11 
Name of vessel. are 8 3 Apr. 12 
6 ²˙ VA do A 4 
penr do.. Apr. 17 
„ Ulrick n -+s -+---++1 o do....| Apr. 6 
Maracas; put in prize court „ : ~--do....| Apr. 7 
. 0 J!... 8 ae ae on > 
u ; bow rom Europe to th 0. Mar, 11 | Adrance. . .... . .. . .. . .. . . . . . . . .. Cottonseed cake . . . . . . do. N 
United States. * K Apr. 4 Do. 


— 
— 


Amphitrite . Cottonseed cake....... Mar. 12 


Sees ae 
Jens Bang; bound from Europe to th . . 
United States, * 


y Cotton and tobacco 40. Apr. 13 
Maud, part cargo put in prize court; | Cotton and flo. . . . do. Apr. 17 
ordered Fleetwood to discharge. 
Waldimir Reitz.............. —— 2 29 —. Qil cako . 4 do..... Apr. 7 
Olar.. : Cotton and olt cake... 3 A b 
. a 


California.. - Se 
Uffe; bound from Europe to United 
States via Ardrossan. 
Carl Henckel 
Helga „„ „„ „4 4 
Newa.. 
Havet isi eee ee eee ez 
. 1 N Arkansas. 

Haakon VII. 5 q Š 9 8 —.— ns ee eee — 
aring p 8 A la ; part carg in 
Y ast do.. Mar. . 
osund Zamora; part cargo pu 
Scud. ordered to Barrow to 

aoe ma. 


art. pe aan hac vague tee RT Sater 
o Starch. — Songel r. Cottonseed cake. . . do. . . Apr. 19 
Nike; sailed for Newcastle e PRE A 3 v Lejre; part cargo put 3 court; | Cotton do..... Apr. 20 
MOOUBEO SS <0. o5 cons E nee ee Wheat, maize, rye, and)... .d rdered t: ischarge, 
v. 
New Sweden; prize crew to Newcastle . 


BURMA sc NALENI IY z 


us: t in prize court; or- 
West discharge. 
Indianic; bound from Europe to United wae 


1915. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 73 


Date of | Date of 
arrival in | leaving 
British | British 


Date of | Date of 
arrival in natn 

Cargo. British | Britis 
ports, „ 
1915. 18158 


Name ol vessel. Name ol vessel. 


8 Cotton and cottonseed May 27 May 30 
cake. 


Justensen: cleared at Ayr 
5 CCC · mw ̃²“˙ ue. ꝑ mm ] 
Carolina: ordered Grimsby to discharge. Co’ Tyr; cleared by customs on 25th 
Louisiana: ordered Hull to discharge | General 1 ˙ ˙ Q EE 
part cargo. Olaf; cleared at Ardrossan 
Mexicano; ordered Greenock with prize A = prize crew to Sunderland 


; cleared for Archange! 
; Tyne for bunkers. 


Reden 
Nordkyn; prize crew to Leith. ... 
Polarine; detained. ...............s.00+ 


Regina. 0 8 

cc Medea 3 ER Do. o RAE ence .| Cottonseed cake Juna 9 June 11 

Hogland; bound from Europe to United Rosin, cotton, cotton- |...do....| June 12 
tates, seed cake oil. 


cleared by customs; taking 
unkers; expect sail July 2, 1915. 

Dorte Jensen; cleared at Ardrossan..... 
Portland; prize crew to Blyth.......... 


Seaconnet; prize crew to Newcastle. ...| General 


The following is an incomplete list of neutral vessels detained in 


Vari: yn; England during the remainder of June and the months of July and 
Inland: el A st. Precise information regarding the dates of arrival in England 
United States and the dates of sailing of these ships and regarding the seizure of 
Jens oes thereon is not yet available. 


Absalon, Lisa, Balto, Nordhavet, New Sweden, Hans Jensen, Dorte, 

Jensen, Hellig Olav, Muskogee, Bratland 

Atland, Akarea, Janna, Sirius, Frederick vill, Nordstgernan, Teras, 

Ullsbrand, Falkland, Sir Ernest Cassel, Wico, Portland Li 

Kristianifjord, Florida, Skogland, Groentoft, Louisiana, ‘Virginia. 
urre, Hans 

Seah e. Fram. tra, Mevicano, Pangan, Varing, Oscar II, 

ord, Arka 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I have a communication from the director 
of the Committee on Industrial Relations on the subject of 
printing the reports and testimony of that committee. The 
communication goes into details to some extent, and I ask that 
it may be printed in the Record and referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the 
Recorp, unless there is objection. 

The communication is as follows: 


COMMITTEE ON INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS, 
Washington, D. C., December 3, 1915. 
Senator FLETCHER, 


ommerstad United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


Aland: General ...do. Dear Sır: Inclosed is a brief statement showing the purposes of 
ffe; Ardrossaann 85 i this committee. 

As w will note by this statement our first task will be to urge 
upon Congress the publication of the reports and testimony of the 
‘commission on Industrial Relations in such editions as will place this 
material at the disposal of every citizen who is interested in the vital 
problems of industrial relations, 

The commission's final eons sage from Congress was to. include 
the cost 5 reports. T mandate of Congress was fulfilled by 

e commission. 
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In order to reserve funds for this pw it became necessary to The report of the M 8 
gar several ve important investigations and to 1 0 publie umes, containing br OnT Commason of 1912 consisted of 47 vol 
gs which ha n se or Boston, an an committee respec submits that none of the subjects treated 
burgh. By thus curtailing or canceling some of its more important | by these commissions t ests 
investigations 25 commission was 7 to Snapes pus 88 — as 7 that of „ 8 3 
K copies of a volume con e re} 0 * y: 
director Pi research and, in tainin om, ia Ww hich he. summarized” ts Co careful ting the demand we feel justified in urging that 
estimony and reports o! e an e re 05 e majo: an e commission, and the Colo rre- 
minority members of the commission, and 6, copies each of the re- | spondence attached. This 9 a pe ng 5 Taar 
—45 of Mr. George P. West on the Colorado strike and the report of | est and importance because it sheds light on the question of directors’ 
. Luke Grant on the International Association of Bridge and Struc- | and stockholders’ 8 for labor conditions in great industrial 
tural Iron Workers and the National Erectors’ Association. corporations. It was not included in the edition of the Colorado re- 


not be available to the 
gress, public libraries, witnesses, editors, public officials, and to sev- | as director, and of the various 8 ae ports oy Ey — h 
eral thousand persons who had written to the commission prior to its | Colorado report with the Rockefeller rorreapontence attached will 
expiration on August 23, asking that their names be placed on the | occupy 250 pages. We are, therefore, asking for 200,000 copies of a 
fave: on ‘seceteed. bys Members of Congress tho weperintendent of | No puch chitin ot the toon 

ve rece! e 0 gress, su o such edition of the testimo; 
public documents, and members of the commission, An attempt is | required. We have rE E that thie OS SA Denton, tices 
now being made to assemble these pov ayn in order to furnish you | can be . 7. to the public lib chambers of commerce, trade- 
with a close estimate of the number of those who bave written letters | union reading rooms, and coll Sas | through them made available 
or post cards asking for copies of the report. This great number of | to the public, by printing 10,000 copies. We accordingly, respectfully, 
requests was received in spite of the efforts of the commission to that Congress order the publication of this n ; y 
notify the interested public that no more copies of the report were Phe constant endeavor of the commission during its existence was to 
available. Trade and labor newspa announced before September 1 | share with the people all the information and the enlightenment which 


that the edition had been exhaus If this fact had not com- | came to the commission itself in the course of its hearin. 5 
mon knowledge the number of requests received would have been many tions. To a large extent the commission Beton n this gabe 
times as great. through the coo tion of the press. But much of the value of the 


In addition to the reports the commission submitted to Congress the | work will be utterly lost unless the reports and testimony are made 
equivalent of 7,300 rinted pages of testimony taken at the public | available for read licis 
hearings which were held in the larger cities and industrial cnters dell and intergsted eden. pud 7 


om coast to coast. No estion now claimin nsiderati f 
This testimony is of the v test Immediate and historic value. qu n a RP r 
ArtR niren sn 7 thes grea ‘and industrial life of our Nation importance as the question of what constitutes the right relations 


more true, more vivid, and more complete than was ever before pla 9 
at the disposal of a generation to — it to come to a correct solu- industry. The future peace and well being of the Nation 


depend on a proper working out of our industrial problem. In a 

tion of Its social and industrial problems. The hearings occupied in 

all 154 days, or more than the equivalent of six months of the commis- a — the — an 5 —.— DE 855 Bp hat will and 

slon’s time. One or more h ir were held in gach 125 the follow way bee mots th teen conscience of the people. t will and 

cities: Washington; New York; Paterson; Philade ; Boston ; 
1234 gt k.: Butte; Seattle ; Portland; San Francisco’; Los | the facts. Therefore, in 5 the material 


Yk aac Bares commission be placed at the 
Angeles; Denver ; and a are N 4 . that action which, more than any other which is open to you, will 


witnesses who appeared before the commission 230 were employers, 
2 | of 10,000 co report printed by the commission would 
8 1 of employers or tions, attor be exhausted at once, the chairman of the commission ordered that 


talists, bankers, or directors. Of those affliated with labor e were | 800 copies of the rt be reserved for the use of Members of Con- 


245, includin de-union officials, working men and women, attorneys, ess who might mislay the copies that were mailed to them. These 
Industrial Workers of the World, and representatives of the Socialist 600 copies Ji pte + 2 in ee ann A — Mr. Walsh, and a copy will 
Party. Another group of witn numbering 265, were not affiliated rn dal you ress office. 

with either the employing or the labor group. These included agricul- y, yours, 


5 poe 5 mye ge rao; a sociologists, in- Basit M. Many, Director. 
ves ‘ors, resentatives of the press, clergymen, an F 

At several Of the hearings the problems of Tahoe and farm OCEAN FREIGHT RATES. 

tendency were thoroughly gone into, and much of this material is of Mr. FLETCHER. I ask to have printed in the RECORD a 


re neran game The Sig engaged in agriculture than to those living in | report submitted to me by the American delegates to the Inter- 


Taken together, the testimony not only constitutes a remarkable | national Institute of Agriculture at Rome, and an excerpt from 
presentation of the facts regarding social and industrial conditions; the minutes of that institute regarding the resolution passed 
er — — import prenen ts Sri 1 Sra we gg A zerora of = by Congress 

efs, , and personal reactions that mus en into accoun 
in any effort to cndarstand industrial problems and to improve indus- Mr. SMOOT. There is so much noise in the Chamber I can 


trial relations. The commission disregarded at all times the paralyzing | not hear the request of the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. FLETCHER. 


4 I ask to have printed in the Recorp an 
mate ATMIR DIS fur students: 1 * —.— ana ations generality. excerpt from the minutes of the International Institute of 


The American Federation of Labor, through the report of its executive | Agriculture at Rome, respecting the action taken regarding 


council, which was unanimously adopted by the convention in San Fran- 
d the following to say in regard to the value of the commis- | the 1 passed by: eee en enen 


“The commission worked upon the theory that industrial problems Mr. SMOOT. The article does not include the whole of the 
can only be solved by arousing the will and conscience of the erican minutes? 


e theory that not only their final report Mr. FLETCHER. No; only excerpts with reference to the 
task assigned them, but that the most V particular T 

exerted by enabling those individuals that first-hand information to The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, the 
et their stories to the American people. This policy caused criticism | request of the Senator from Florida will be granted. The Chair 
from, some sources, because it waa not molded upon Judicia) procedure, | hears none. 

u è rman as well as the members of the co on knew z 

udicial ethics and judicial precedents have thus far failed to estab- | The matter referred to is as follows: 

ish industrial justice, and knew that they had to do away with INTERNATIONAL INSTITUTE OP AGRICULTURE, 
all formalism in order to get at the heart of the matter. The hearings Rome, ITALY. 
that have been held in various parts of the country have been of tre- (Excerpts.) 


rela PRESENTATION TO THE PERMANENT COMMITTEE OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
Ay eatinoay even tn dig a al ar swith it the keie artar INSTITUTE OF AGRICULTURE, FEBRUARY 27, 1915, OF CERTAIN RESOLU» 


actual experiences and existing misery. TIONS PASSED BY THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
The American Federation of Labor and thousands of local unions The PRESIDENT.. I wish to remind the ent committee that the 

throughout the country have adopted resolutions asking that Congress | resolution paua by the United States was already communi- 

order the printing of the full te ony and reports. cated to the committee last October. As the American delegate was 


Many employers have added their voice to those of the enormous | then in the United States, it was decided to defer action until his re- 
oup of wage earners, professional men, economists, and students who | turn. I now give Mr. Lubin the floor. 
fare asked in vain for copies of the reports and the transcript of testi- Mr. LUBIN (delegate of the United States). In accordance with in- 


mony, and who look to Congress to supply the demand, structions from the Government of the United States, I herewith present 
The committee has prepared estima showing that all of the re- | to the permanent committee the following resolutions of Congress: 
ports and all of the testimony of the Commission can be printed at an “Joint resolution instructing the American delegate to the Interna- 
expense greatly below that incurred in pintos the reports of other | tional Institute of Agriculture to peent to the permanent committee 
Federal commissions that have reported to C ss in recent years. for action at the general assembl 1915 certain resolutions. 
The publications of the Com on which it is believed ngress “Resolved by the Senate and House of . ag Sejas of the United 
should order would include: States of America in Congress assembled, That in accordance with the 


* authority of letter (f) of article 9 of the ag Askona teor ge the insti- 


fi 

American . to the International In- 
to present (d the 1914 
fall sessions) to the permanent committee the following resolutions, to 
The report of the Industrial Commission of 1901 consisted of 19 | the end that they may be submitted for action at the eral assembly 
volumes, containing 14,377 pages. in 1915, so as to t the proposed conference to held in Rome 
The report of the Immigration Commission of 1909 consisted of 42 | during the fortnight preceding the session of the general assembly of 

volumes, containing 28,489 pages. the institute in 17. 


ever, u 


1915. 


“ Resolutions: The general assembly instructs the International In- 
stitute of Agriculture to invite the adhering Governments to articipate 
in an international conference on the subject of steadying the world’s 
price of the staples. 

“This conference shall consist of members appointed by each of the 
Goveruments adhering to the institute and is to consider the advisa- 
bility of formulating a convention for the establishment of apeere 
international commerce commission on merchant marine and on ocean 
freight rates with consultative, deliberative, and 1 

Paid conference to be held in Rome during the for ht preceding 
the session of the general assembly of the institute in 1917.“ 

I now move that the 322 contained in the above resolutions be 
placed on the program of the next general assembly. 

Mr. Dop (delegate of France). In the first place, I wish to express our 
thanks to the delegate of the United States, and through him to the 
Government of bis country. By placing before the institute so important 
a question as that of ocean t rates the United States is taking a 
direct and effective step toward the solution of a problem which is of 
the greatest economic and political importance to the whole world. 
Ocean freight rates have become the pivot on which turns the whole 
pronica of the cost of cereals, It is therefore both the duty and the 

terest of the International Institute of Agriculture to accept with the 
pratet favor the pro before it. Consequently I feel justified 
n stating that my Government will be quite willing to accept the pro- 
posal made by the Government of the United States. 

Mr. De Mikros (delegate of Hungary). I wish here to declare that my 
Government has authorized me to give its adherence to the proposal 
made by the Government of the United States that the next general 
ey, should deal with the question of ocean freight rates. 

Mr. ZABIELLO (delegate of Russia). I wish to congratulate Mr. Lubin 
on the t success he has had and on the valuable work he has per- 
formed in his country by getting the Government-of the United States 
to ask that the question of ocean etn gh rates be placed on the program 
of the general assembly. The proposal is one of the test importance, 
more especially for my country, which, in the matter of ocean freight 
rates, is almost entirely d dent on other countries. 

ress my entire suppert of the proposal tha 

ight rates be made 

Dr. MULLER (delegate of Germany). I 


that a prelim 


t as thoroughly as possible. 
71 (delegate of Austria). In the first place, I wish to de- 
clare myself heartily in 


however, with the president that next October will be the proper time 
for deciding whether the bureau should be ordered to draw up a report 
on the sub dealt with in the resolutions by the Congress of 
the United States, which call for a special conference to be held. As the 
date of the general assembly is postponed, there is no call for immediate 
action in this matter. 

Mr. ALDUNATE (delegate of Chili). As the 8 of a country 
which does not possess a merchant marine, I deem it proper for me to 
say a few words. The whole of Latin America has at present to sub- 
mit to the freight rates formed in B ip t countries which possess 

werful merchant marines. It is @.erefore of the utmost importance 

‘or our countries, for their economic and commercial prosperity, that a 
neutral ground be found, such as is N apes f this institute, in which 
it is possible for us not only to get in touch with those countries which 
determine freight rates, but where we may find some protection for our 
interests which are at stake. I deem it proper to make this statement 
at this time, so that those who have this matter in their hands may 
take into due consideration the situation of those countries which are 
at their mercy in this „ but which, nevertheless, are of great 
importance to the merchant-marine countries, as it is they who supply 
the goods to be carried, and as they also largely supply Europe with her 
foodstuffs and with the raw material for her factories. Consequently, 
and speaking in the name of my Government, although I have not 
received direct instructions on this point, but interpreting faithfully the 
economic policy to which it constantly adheres, I wish to give my full 
support to the pro 1 which has been brought before the permanent 
committee by the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. PiS Ino Soroxpo (delegate of Argentina). First of all, I wish 
to congratulate Mr. Lubin on the fact that, thanks to his efforts, this 
important question has been brought before 8 the Congress of the 
United States. It is a question of exceptio: importance for the 
Argentine, which has not got a merchant marine, and which now finds 
itself compelled to pay enormous freight rates in order to export its 
products, freight rates which amount in certain cases to fully half the 
value of the product. 

Mr. Rovira (delegate of Uruguay). I entirely a with the remarks 
which have jast been made by the delegate of Argentina, and which 
hold good for the country which I represent. The resolution passed by 
Congress has my hearty support. 

The PRESIDENT. I put to the vote the motion submitted by Mr. Lubin, 
that the proposal relative to ocean freight rates, contained in the reso- 
lutions passed by the Congress of the United States, be made part of 
the program of the next general assembly of the institute. 

The motion was carried unanimously. 


A NAVAL AUXILIARY MERCHANT MARINE (S. DOC. NO. 4). 


Mr. FLETCHER, I ask unanimous consent to have printed 
for the use of the Senate document room 20,000 extra copies 
of the speech of Hon. W. G. McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury, 
before the Chamber of Commerce of Indianapolis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should it not be referred 
first to the Committee on Printing before acted upon? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Not necessarily. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida 
asks unanimous consent to have printed 20,000 extra copies of 
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the speech indicated. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The order was reduced to writing, as follows: 

Ordered, That 20,000 extra copies of the s eh of Hon. W. G. 
McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury, before the Chamber of Commerce 
of Indianapolis, Ind., October 13, 1915, on the subject of a naval 


auxillary merchant marine be printed for the use of the Senate docu- 
ment room. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. I introduce a joint resolution propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
conferring upon women the right of suffrage, which I ask may 
be printed in the Record. It is very short. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, 
such will be the order. There is no committee to which the 
joint resolution can be referred. All petitions, bills, and joint 
resolutions must be introduced and laid on the table for further 
action by the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States conferring upon women 
the right of suffrage was read twice by its title and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Co: 3a assembled (two-thirds of each House 
concurring therein), That the following article be pro) to the legis- 
latures of the several States as an amendment to the Constitution of 


the United States, which, when ratified by three-fourths of the said 
legislatures, shall be valid as part of said Constitution, namely : 


“ARTICLE —. 


“ SECTION 1. The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall 
not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on 
account of sex. 


“Sec. 2. The Congress shall have power, by appropriate legislation, 
to enforce the provisions of this article.” 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, on behalf of the National 
American Association of Woman Suffrage, I present a joint 
resolution providing for an amendment to the Constitution. 

; cer GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary 
nquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from New Hampshire to submit a 
parliamentary inquiry? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; I yield for an inquiry. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand correctly the Chair to 
8 un there are no committees to which bills can be re- 
er 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is true. Under the 
resolution of the last Congress arranging the committees they 
were, as the Chair recalls, limited in their existence to that 


ngress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have been uniformly in the habit 
heretofore of recognizing the existence of committees until new 
committees have been appointed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not informed 
that that has been the custom, and he was simply governed by 
the text of the resolution appointing the committees. The Sena- 
tor himself introduced such a resolution in 1911, limiting its 
provisions to the Sixty-second Congress. The Chair has no 
desire to disregard any practice that has grown up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think no such resolution was Introduced 
during the last session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair assumes that it 
was the customary resolution, but we can determine that in a 
few minutes. The Chair will request the Secretary to get the 
Journal. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of March 2, 1915, page 5067. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator to pardon me. I did not 
know the Senator had the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have the floor, but I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. Pardon me for not asking the Senator to yield. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator is entirely excusable. 

Mr. SMOOT. I quote from the Concresstonat RECORD of 
March 2, 1915, page 5067, as follows: 

STANDING COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE, 


Mr. Kern. I have a formal resolution that it is necessary to have 

ssed, I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res, 559) was read, considered by unanimous 
consent, and ＋ . to, as follows: 

“ Resolved, t the standing committees of the Senate as consti- 
tuted at the end of this session be, and they are hereby, continued until 
the next session of Congress or until their successors are duly elected.” 


That resolution was adopted by the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In view of the suggestion of 


the Senator from Utah, the Chair stands corrected, and all the 
bills introduced will be read the first and second times and 
referred to the appropriate committees. The joint resolution 
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introduced by the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] will 
be appropriately referred. 


BILLES INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
eonsent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1) to establish a department of health, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 2) to grant relief to persons erroneously convicted in 
the courts of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 3) providing for appeals in bankruptcy matters 
nnd repealing sections 24 and 25 of an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” approved July 1, 1898; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 4) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building thereon at Bingham Canyon, in the 
State of Utah; and 

A bill (S. 5) to provide for the erection of an armory in the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 6) authorizing issuance of patent for certain lands 
to Thomas L. Griffiths ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 7) for the relief of H. G. Godfrey ; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 8) granting a pension to Louis Hagenbucher; and 

A bill (S. 9) granting a pension to Patience Rosa Archer 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

A bill (S. 10) to correct the military record of Clayton H. 
Adams; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 11) for the relief of Minnie Holden; to the Com- 
mittee en Claims. 

A bill (S. 12) granting a pension to Ida L. Foote; 

A bill (S. 13) granting a pension to Nellie M. Leonard; and 

A bill (S. 14) granting a pension to George H. Masonheimer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 15) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the Judiciary”; and 

A bill (S. 16) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the Judiciary”; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 17) permitting H. L. Corbin to purchase certain 
public lands; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 18) te provide for the establishment of Federal 
railroad companies, to establish a more effective supervision of 
railroads in the United States, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 19) relating to bilis of lading in interstate and 
foreign commerce; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 20) providing an additional appropriation for the 
Federal building at Steubenville, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 21) to authorize aids to navigation and other 
works in the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

A bill (S. 22) to promote and encourage the construction of 
wagon roads over the public lands of the United States; to 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 

A bill (S. 28) donating cannon to the city of Evanston, in 
the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAULSBURY: 

A bill (S. 25) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Georgetown, in the 
State of Delaware; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 26) to provide a government for the Territory of 
Porto Rico; to the Committee on Pacifice Islands and Porto 
Rico. 

A bill (S. 27) for the relief of James H. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 28) for the relief of George T. Hamilton; and 

A bill (S. 29) for the relief of the Delaware Transportation 
Co., of Wilmington, Del.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 30) to alter and amend an act entitled “An act 
granting lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Central Pacific Railroad, in California, 
to Portland, in Oregon,” approved July 25, 1866, as amended 
by the acts of 1868 and 1869, and to alter and amend an act 


entitled “An act granting lands to aid in the construction of a 
railroad and telegraph line from Portland to Astoria and 
McMinnville, in the State of Oregon,” approved May 4, 1870, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 31) for the relief of John L. Sevy; 

A bill (S. 32) for the relief of William G. Williams, sr.; 

A bill (S. 33) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost; 

A bill (S. 34) granting to the State of Utah title to certain 
lands in said State for use as a fish hatchery; 

A bill (S. 35) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patents for certain lands to the town of Myton, Utah; 

A bill (S. 36) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patents for certain lands to the town of Duchesne, Utah; 

A bill (S. 37) granting to the State of Utah 1,000,000 acres of 
public land within the State, to reimburse the State for expenses 
incurred in suppressing Indian disturbances from 1865 to 1868; 

A bill (S. 38) to establish a national park service, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill (S. 39) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
rights of way through certain parks, reservations, and other 
public lands,” approved February 15, 1901; i 

A bil (S. 40) to authorize agricultural entries on surplus 
coal lands in Indian reservations; 

1 41) to provide for agricultural entries on coal lunds 


A bill (S. 42) to amend section 2822 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to mineral locations; 

A bill (S. 43) in relation to the location, entry, and patenting 
of lands within the former Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, 
in the State of Utah, containing gilsonite or other like sub- 
stances, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 45) to amend sections 2380 and 2381, Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States; and e 

A bill (S. 46) granting to the State of Utah 1,000,000 acres 
of land to aid in the construction and maintenance of public 
roads in the State of Utah; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 47) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Nephi, Utah; 2 

A bill (S. 48) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Cedar City, Utah; and 

A bill (S. 49) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Price, Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 50) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the sales. 
of public lands to the endowment of schools or departments of 
mines and mining, and to regulate the expenditure thereof; 

A bill (S. 51) to provide for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of mining experiment and mine safety stations, for making 
investigations and disseminating information among employees 
in mining, quarrying, metallurgical, and other mineral indus- 
tries, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 52) to provide for a commission to codify and sug- 
gest amendments to the general mining laws; to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. ; 

A bill (S. 53) for the relief of the Eldredge Bros. Live Stock 
Co., a corporation; 

A bill (S. 54) to provide for the refunding of certain moneys 
illegally assessed and collected in the district of Utah; and 

A bill (S. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
use, at his discretion, surplus moneys in the Treasury in the 
purchase or redemption of the outstanding interest-bearing 
obligations of the United States; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 56) authorizing the Secretary of War to make cer- 
tain donation of condemned cannon and cannon balls; 

A bill (S. 57) to authorize the Secretary of War to permit 
the use of a right of way over and across the Fort Douglas 
Military Reservation for the construction and operation of a 
standard-gauge railway spur connecting with local or trans- 
continental railroads ; 

A bill (S. 58) for the relief of Henry N. Bird; 

A bill (S. 59) to correct the military record of James Judd; 

A bill (S. 60) to correct the military record of Almond S. 


Root; 

A bill (S. 61) to correct the military record of Samuel D, 
Chase; and 

A bill (S. 62) to correct the military record of Thomas Smith ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 63) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1902, and for other 
purposes,” approved March 3, 1901 (31 Stat. L., p. 1183) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 64) to provide for an increased annual appropria- 
tion for agricultural experiment stations to be used in researches 
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in home economics, and regulating the expenditure thereof; to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 65) to establish a public-health service, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Public Health and National 
Quarantine. 

A bill (S. 66) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce to sell 
certain department publications and to provide for crediting the 
department’s printing allotment with the proceeds; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

A bill (S. 67) for the relief of Mathilda P. Hansen; 

A bill (S. 68) for the relief of Emma Kiener; 

A bill (S. 69) to reimburse George Heiner, postmaster at 
Morgan, Utah, for loss of postage stamps 

A bill (S. 70) for the relief of Jacob E ‘Michael ; 

A bill (S. 71) for the relief of F. M. Lyman, jr.; and 

A bill (S. 72) for the relief of Margaret- Lafferty ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 73) granting a pension to Lewis Larsen ; 

A bill (S. 74) granting a pension to William Bell; 

A bill (S. 75) for the relief of Elsie McDowell Bunting; 

A bill (S. 76) granting a pension to Alice Tumbridge; 

A bill (S. 77) granting a pension to John Carpenter, alias 
John Parsons ; 

A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to Percy A. Farrar ; 

A bill (S. 79) pensioning the surviving officers and enlisted 
men of the Utah Volunteers employed in the defense of the fron- 
tier settlements of the Territory of Utah against Indian depre- 
dations during the years from 1865 to 1868, inclusive, and for 
other purposes ; 3 

A bill (8. 80) granting a pension to William C. A. Smoot; 

A bill (S. 81) granting a pension to Edward Robinson ; 

A bill (S. 82) granting a pension to Mattie S. M. Hope: 

A bill (S. 83) granting a pension to Joseph Wessler ; 

A bill (S. 84) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Hudson ; 

A bill (S. 85) granting an increase of pension to George 
Jaggers; 

A bill (S. 86) granting an increase of pension tọ John T. 
Pribble (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 87) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Saxey 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 88) granting an increase of pension to Erasmus W. 
Tatlock (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 89) granting a pension to Charles A. Myers (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 90) granting a pension to William Peters (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 91) granting a pension to Floyd E. Driskel (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

THE PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS—JOINT MEETING. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 12 o'clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) The hour of 12.30 p. m. having arrived, in accordance 
with the order heretofore made, the Senate will proceed to the 
Hall of the House of Representatives. 

Thereupon the Senate, headed by the Sergeant at Arms and 
preceded by the President pro tempore and the Secretary of the 
Senate, proceeded to the Hall of the House of Representatives. 

The Senate returned to its Chamber at 1 o’clock and 46 min- 
utes p. m. 

[The address of the President of the United States, delivered 
this day to both Houses of Congress, appears in the House pro- 
ceedings. (See p. 95.) 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as fol- 
lows: 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (8. 92) for the relief of William R. Tall; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

— 5 bill (S. 93) granting an increase of pension to Joanna E. 
<il 

A bin (S. 94) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Deuton; 

A bill (S. 95) granting a pension to Rose E. Umholtz; 

A bill (S. 96) granting a pension to James L. Anderson; 

A bill (S. 97) granting a pension to George Beals; 

A bill (S. 98) granting an increase of pension to Jacob Boyd; 

A bill (S. 99) granting a pension to Omar E. Brown; 

A bill (S. 100) granting an increase of pension to Stephen w. 
Cottingham; 

A bill (S. 101) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Franklin, jr.; 

A bill (S. 102) granting an increase of pension to Barnet 
Hauver; 


A bill (S. 103) granting a pension to Henry Kiefer: 
x A bill (S. 104) granting an increase of pension to Silas W. 
Norris; 

A bill (S. 105) granting a pension to Clarence A. Murphy; 
5 A bill (S. 106) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

OSEY ; 

A bill (S. 107) granting an increase of pension to David 
Phillips; 

A bill (S. 108) granting a pension to Edgar L. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 109) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 110) granting an increase of pension to Zachariah 
V. Purdy; 

A bill (S. 111) granting a pension to Richard B. Sturgeon; 

A bill (S. 112) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Schnetzer ; 

A bill (S. 118) granting an increase of pension to Helen 
Morgan; 

A bill 
Myers; 

A bill 
Sovern ; 
P 1 biti (S. 116) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Smith; 


(S. 114) granting an increase of pension to Anderson 


(S. 115) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 


(S. 117) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
(S. 118) granting an increase of pension to Simeon L. 
i (S. 119) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 


ys 
A bill (S. 120) granting a pension to John Nighswander; 

A bill (S. 121) granting an increase of pension to Olive Ruark; 

A bill (S. 122) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Goldsborough ; 

A bill (S. 123) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Howard; 

A bill (S. 124) granting a pension to Anna Hohndorff; 

A bill (S. 125) granting a pension to Nettie Johnson; and 

A bill (S. 126) granting a pension to Amanda E. Kelley; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 127) to remove the charge of desertion from the rec- 
ord of Marion Lee Miller, United States Marine Corps; 

A bill (S. 128) to correct the record in the case of Passed 
Asst. Surg. William Niel McDonnell, United States Navy; and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 129) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to amend the record of Lieut. William S. Cox; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (8. 130) for the relief of Peter Gannon; 

A bill (S. 131) for the relief of John Murray Hoag; 

A bill (S. 132) for the relief of Cyrus Kennedy: and 

A bill (S. 133) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Charlie Meyers; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 134) for the relief of the Medawakanton and Wah- 
pakoota Bands of Sioux Indians, otherwise known as the Santee 
Sioux Indians; 

A bill (S. 135) for the restoration of annuities to the Meda- 
wakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, declared 
forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863; 

A bill (S. 136) for the relief of Eva M. Bowman; 

A bill (S. 187) for the relief of Omer D. Lewis; 

A bill (S. 188) for the relief of the Ottawa Indian Tribe of 
Blanchard Fork and Rouch de Beuf; 

A bill (S. 189) for the relief of Mary G. Brown and others; 
and 

A bill (S. 140) for the relief of the estate of Israel Folsom; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 141) for the relief of William E. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 142) for the relief of Mrs. George A. Miller; 

A bill (S. 143) for the relief of Austin G. Tainter; 

A bill (S. 144) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust the accounts of the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & 
Omaha Railway Co, in accordance with the decision of the Court 
of Claims in case No. 29875; 

A bill (S. 145) for the relief of the estate of Zephaniah Kings 
ley, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 146) for the relief of the estate of John Frazer, 
deceased; and 

A bill (8. 147) for the relief of John W. Cupp; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Paleman S. 
Castle; 

A bill (S. 149) granting an increase of pension to Bowman C. 
McEwen; 

A bill (S. 150) granting a pension to Jennie R, Cusiek; 
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A bill (S. 151) granting a pension to Leslie R. Loveland; 

A bill (S. 152) granting an increase of pension to John 
Snider; 

A bill (S. 153) granting a pension to Bridget Thomas; 

A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to John George 
Bauer; 

A bill (S. 155) granting a pension to Anna Buck; 


A bill (S. 156) 
Lee Davis; 

A bill (S. 157) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Stevens; 

A bill (S. 158) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Graham; 

A bill (S. 159) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
Compton ; 

A bill (S. 160) granting an increase of pension to Zacheus 
Borager ; 

A bill (S. 161) granting a pension to Marilla Lee Stone; 

A bill (S. 162) granting an increase of pension to Minnie 
Barnard ; 

A bill (S. 163) granting a pension to Charles Meyers; 

A bill (S. 164) granting a pension to William A. Gray; 

A bill (S. 165) granting a pension to Anna L. Freeman; 

A bill (S. 166) granting a pension to Melissa Gross; 

A bill (S. 167) granting an increase of pension to Jeanette 
Dring; 

A bill (S. 168) granting a pension to Caroline Fust; and 

A bill (S. 169) granting an increase of pension to Kathryn 
Itiley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 170) granting a pension to Annie Bridges (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 171) granting an increase of pension to Emma F. 
Webster (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 172) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Thompson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 178) granting an increase of pension to Rosa Ros- 
siter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 174) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Morris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Elizabeth H. Mills, 
formerly Elizabeth Hill (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 176) granting an increase of pension to Spencer J. 
Dyer (with accompanying papers) ; and 


granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


25 bill (S. 177) granting an increase of pension to Martha C. 


Davis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTH: 

A pm (S. 178) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
MeNaight; 

A bill (s. 179) granting an increase of pension to Jane E. 
Bloss; 

A bill (S. 180) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Spooner ; 

A bill (8. 181) granting an increase of pension to Delias W. 
Compton; 

A bill (8. 182) granting an inerease of pension to Anna 
Barker; and 

A bill (S. 183) granting an increase of pension to Gustav 
Schoneck ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ‘LEWIS: 

A bill (S. 184) for the erection of a public building at Hills- 
boro, III., and appropriating money therefor ; and 

A bill (S. 185) for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Carlinville, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 186) for the allowance of certain claims for in- 
demnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, as 
reported by the Court of Claims; 

A bill (S. 187) for the relief of John I. Brown & Son and 
others; 

A bill (S. 188) for the relief of the stockholders of the First 
National Bank, of Newton, Mass. ; 

A bill (S. 189) to reimburse the State of Massachusetts for 
actual expenses incurred by it in behalf of the United States; 
and 

A bill (S. 190) for the relief of Augustus G. Reynolds; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 191) providing for the refund of certain duties in- 
correctly collected on cutch; and 

A bill (S. 192) to provide for the refund of certain duties on 
coal; to the Committee on Finance, 
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A bill (S. 193) further to regulate the entrance of Chinese 
aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immigration. 

A bill (S. 194) for the erection of a memorial to Col. Edward 
Dickinson Baker at Balls Bluff, Va.; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

A bill (S. 195) to establish a library post; and 

A bill (S. 196) to amend the postal laws of the United States; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 197) to dissolve the Foundation for the Promotion 
of Industrial Peace, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 198) granting a pension to James Percival; 

A bill (S. 199) granting a pension to Margaret Gately ; 

8 bill (S. 200) granting an increase of pension to William 
ox; 

A bill (S. 201) granting a pension to Corda P. Gracey; 

A bill (S. 202) granting a pension to Cornelius A. Ahearne ; 

A bill (S. 208) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Basterdes (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 204) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Lyle 
Mahan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 205) granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
Roselle ; 

á A bill (S. 206) granting an increase of pension to Harriet A. 
owe; 

A bill (S. 207) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
Scheibel; 

A bill (S. 208) granting an increase of pension to Anne M. 
Seaver; 

A bid (S. 209) granting an increase of pension to Margaret P. 
Sherman ; 

A bill (S. 210) granting an increase of pension to Amy M. 
Slocum ; 

x A but (S. 211) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
m 

> aR Lill (S. 212) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 
mitl 

8 a bil (S. 213) granting an increase of pension to Lydia A. 
mith ; 

A bill (S. 214) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Sparrow ; 

A bill (S. 215) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
S. B. Ramsay ; 

A bill (S. 216) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Roraback ; 

A bill (8. 217) granting an increase of pension to Daniel L, 
Tallcott ; 

A pil’ (S. 218) granting an increase of pension to William 
Thomas; 

A bill (S. 219) granting a pension to Laura Tisdale; 

A bill (S. 220) granting an increase of pension to Aurelia M. 
Todd; 

A bill (S. 221) granting an increase of pension to Abbie A. 
Tucker; 

A bill (S. 222) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Turner ; 

A bill (S. 223) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
H. Warner; 

A bill (S. 224) granting an increase of pension to Mary F, 

eed; 
A bill (S. 225) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. 
Wellman ; 

A bill (8. 
Raymond; 

A bill (s. 227) granting an increase of pension to Lovina S. 
Remington ; 

A bill (S. 228) granting an increase of pension to Clara 
Talbot ; 

A bill (S. 229) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Wells 

A bill (S. 230) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Wheatley ; 

A bill (S. 231) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Whiting; 

A bill (S. 232) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Wilcox; 

A pill (S. 283) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Winter ; 

A bill (S. 234) granting a pension to Grace S. Wood; 

A bill (S. 235) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 


226) granting an increase of pension to Ellen J. 


Rice; j 
A bill (S. 236) granting a pension to Mary L. Tucker Spittle; 
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A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca E. 


Squier ; 

A bill (S. 238) granting an increase of pension to Harriet C. 
Squire; 

A bill (S. 239) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Stanton; 

A bill (S. 240) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Starr; 

A bill (S. 241) granting an Increase of pension to James K. 
Stebbins; 


A bill (S. 242) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


Stowe; 
A bill (S. 248) granting a pension to Frances M. Swift; 
F A bill (S. 244) granting an increase of pension to Harriet B. 
wift ; 
A bill (S. 245) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Morris; 
A bill (S. 246) granting an increase of pension to Carrie M. 


lerce 

A bil (S. 247) granting an increase of pension to Martha E. 
Pinks; 
ae bill (S. 248) granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 

ond; 

A bill (S. 249) granting an increase of pension to Charles R. 
Potter; 
5 A bill (S. 250) granting an increase of pension to Emily A. 

otter ; 

A bill (S. 251) granting a pension to Joseph Povencher, jr.; 

A bill (S. 252) granting a pension to Sue F. B. Prindle; 

A Dill (8. 253) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Propson 
A bill (8. 254) granting an increase of pension to Jennie E. 
Puffer ; 
A bill (S. 255) granting an increase of pension to Curtis B. 

alph ; 

A bill (S. 256) granting an increase of pension to Mary Macer; 

A bill (S. 257) granting an increase of pension to Jerome S. 
Manchester ; 

A bill (S. 258) granting an increase of pension to Gertrude O. 
Manross ; 

A bill (S. 259) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Marsh; 

A bill (S. 260) granting an increase of pension to Ellen C. 
Messenger ; 

A bill (S. 261) granting an increase of pension to Rosanna 
Miller; 

A bill (S. 262) granting an increase of pension to Alice F. ©. 
Molyneux; 

A bill (S. 263) granting an inerease of pension to Patrick J. 
Moran; 

A pa (8. 264) granting an inerease of pension to Edward P. 
Morga 

A ‘Dill (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Cecilia 
Murphy; 

A bill (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to Caroline F. 
Nearing ; 

A bill (S. 267) granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. 
Nichols; 

A bill (S. 268) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Northend; 

A bill (S. 269) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Norton; 

A bill (S. 270) granting an increase of pension to Ann Odell; 

A bill (S. 271) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
A. Payne; 

A bill (S. 272) granting an increase of pension to Eva D. Peck; 

A bill (S. 273) granting an incréase of pension to Sarah H. 
Pidge; 

A bill (S. 274) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Latimer ; 

A bill (S. 275) granting an increase of pension to Laura H. 
Lathrop; 

A bill (S. 276) granting a pension to Mary D. Lander; 

A bill (S. 277) granting an increase of pension to Lyman H. 


Leach ; 
A bill (S. 278) granting an increase of pension to Ernestine 


Leist; 

A bill (S. 279) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
M. Leonard; 

A bill (S. 280) granting an increase of pension to Lillian A. 
Loomis; 

A bill (S. 281) granting an increase of pension to Isabella 
H. Dealing; 
he bill (S. 282) granting an increase of pension to Sarah B; 

mb; 


A bill (S. 283) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca L. 


Lapaugh ; 
A bill (s. 284) granting an increase of pension to Annie L, 
Larkin; 


aan bill (S. 285) granting an increase of pension to Elmira H. 
wiles ; 
A bill (S. 286) granting an increase of pension to Frances A. 


uch ; 
4 bill (S. 287) granting an increase of pension to Helena S 
k; 


A bin (S. 288) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Crittenden ; 

A bill (S. 289) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Chamberlain ; 

A bin (S. 290) granting an increase of pension to Flora L. 
Cummings; 
a A bill (S. 291) granting an increase of pension to Fannie M. 
utting 
; A bil (S. 292) granting an increase of pension to Anna De- 
‘orest ; 

a 85 (S. 293) granting an increase of pension to Delia 


A i (S. 294) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
A 1 ( S. 295) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 


Clar 

A bat ( S. 296) granting an increase of pension to Austania 
E. Barrows; 

A bill (S. 297) granting an increase of pension to Hiram F. 
Brundage; 

A bill (S. 298) granting an increase of pension to Rowena M. 
Calkins ; 

A bill (S. 299) granting an Increase of pension to Susan 
Bryant; 

A bill (S. 300) granting an increase of pension to David 


urns; 
A bill (S. 301) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte 
Barto; 
Ate bill (S. 302) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Bates; 
A bill (S. 303) granting an increase of pension to Harriet A. 


rry; 

A bill (8. 304) granting an increase of penslon to Nancy E. 
Bradley 

A bill’ (S. 305) granting an increase of pension to Julia E. 
Booth; 

A pill (S. 306) granting a pension to Margaret Brennan; 

A bill (S. 307) granting an increase of pension to Rachael J. 
Baldwin ; 

A bill (S. 308) granting a pension to Elizabeth Blake; 

A bill (S. 309) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Bishop; 

A bill (S. 310) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Blinn 

A bin (S. 311) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Birge 

A bin (S. 312) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Birge; ; 
A bill (S. 313) granting an increase of pension to Celestia A. 


be; 

A bill (S. 314) granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
Babcock ; 

A bill (S. 315) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Brown; 

A bill (8. 816) granting an increase of pension to Julia J. 
Athington 

A bill (8. 317) granting an increase of pension to Jane A. 
Adams; 

A bill (S. 318) granting an increase of pension to Mary S. 
Barnum ; 

A bill (S. 319) granting a pension to Louise R. Baglin; 

A bill (S. 320) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 


Atwood ; 

A bill (S. 821) granting an increase of pension to Alice P. B. 
Kenyon; 

A bill (S. 322) granting an increase of pension to Ralph 
Kent, jr.; 

A bill (S. 323) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Hubbell; 

A bill (S. 324) granting an increase of pensilon to Mary A. 


Hughes; 
A bill (S. 325) granting an increase of pension to Caroline M, 
1 . 


A bill (S. 326) granting an increase of pension to Walter H. 
Hutchinson ; 
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A bill (S. 827) granting an increase of pension to Ruth A. 
Ingraham ; 

A bill (S. 328) granting an increase of pension to Annie M. 
Johnson; 
3 a bill (F. 329) granting an increase of pension to Mary B. 
Johnson; 
; A bill (S. 330) granting an increase of pension to Annie M. 
Judd; 
: A bill (S. 381) granting an increase of pension to George 
Kellogg; 
2 A bill (S. 382) granting an increase of pension to Mary G. 
“OX; 
i A bill (S. 333) granting an increase of pension to Burnum W. 
Francis ; 

A bill (S. 334) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth R. 
Frink; 

A bin (S. 335) granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 
Fuller; 

A bill (S. 336) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Garthwaite; 

A bill (S. 337) granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Goff; 

A bill (S. 338) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor F. 
Goodale ; 

A bill (S. 339) granting an increase of pension to Julia M. 
Gorham ; ` 

A bill (S. 340) granting an increase of pension to Stephen T. 
Gray; ; 

A bill (S. 341) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
A. C. Griggs; 

A bill (S. 342) granting an increase of pension to Don 
Pedro Griswold; 

A bill (S. 343) granting an increase of pension to Ellen M. 
Tall; 

A bill (S. 344) granting an increase of pension to Herman H. 
Hamilton ; 

A bill (S. 345) granting an increase of pension to Hannora 
Harrigan ; 

A bill (S. 346) granting an increase of pension to Emily H. 
Harrington ; 

A bill (S. 347) granting an increase of pension to Carrie E. 
Hartwell; 

A bill (S. 848) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
H. Hawley; 

A bill (S. 349) granting a pension to Olive Hazard; 

A bill (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to Anna M. 
Holt; 

A bill (S 351) granting a pension to Conrad Hockenberger ; 

A bill (S. 852) granting an increase of pension to Fitzhugh S. 
Hoag; 

A bill (S. 358) granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 
Hines; 

A bill (S. 354) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Hills; 

A bill (S. 355) granting an increase of pension to Maria L. 
Doughty ; 

A bill (S. 356) granting an increase of pension to Sherman E. 
Deming; 

A bill (S. 357) granting an increase of pension to Josephine M. 
Downes ; 

A bill (S. 858) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


Eddy; 

A bill (S. 359) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 
Fields; 

A bill (S. 360) granting an increase of pension to Eliza A, 
Foulkes ; 

A bill (S. 361) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Case (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 362) granting an increase of pension to George I. 
Babcock (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 363) granting an increase of pension to Patrick J. 
Quigley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 364) granting an increase of pension to Emma M. 
Bowman; 7 

A bill (S. 365) granting a pension to Celia A. Blodgett ; 

A bill (S. 366) granting a pension to James L. Swan; 

A bill (S. 367) granting an increase of pension to Susie S. 
Flanders ; 

A bill (S. 368) granting a pension to Nellie H. Judkins ; 

A bill (S. 369) granting an increase of pension to Alva M. 
Titchout ; R 

A bill (S. 370) granting an increase of pension to Ervin Nye 
(with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 371) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Blanchard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
Johnson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 373) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
Lunt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 374) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Bishop (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (8. 375) granting an increase of pension to Hatch Cham- 
penin (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LEA of Tennessee: 

A bill (S. 876) for erecting a suitable memorial to Admiral 
David Glasgow Farragut; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 877) providing for the establishment of a term of 
the District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee at Win- 
chester, Tenn. ; and 

A bill (S. 378) to provide for the appointment of a district 
judge in the middle and eastern judicial districts in the State 
of Tennessee, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 379) to authorize the acceptance of certain lands by 
the United States for a military park reservation, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: 

A bill (S. 380) to prohibit individuals, partnerships, or cor- 
porations in the United States from selling arms, ammunition, 
artillery, and explosives of any kind for exportation during the 
existence of war except upon proof that said arms, ammunition, 
artillery, and explosives are not to be used in said war against a 
country with which the United States is at peace; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the people of the 
United States as to the future political status of the people of 
the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more autonomous gov- 
ernment for those islands; to the Committee on the Philippines. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A 

A bill (S. 382) to amend the act approved June 25, 1910, 
authorizing a postal savings system; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM : 

A bill (S. 383) to regulate the immigration of aliens to and 
the residence of aliens in the United States; to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 384) for the relief of settlers within the limits of 
the grant to the New Orleans, Baton Rouge & Vicksburg Rail- 
road Co.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 385) for the relief of the heirs of Isabella Ann 
Fluker ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 886) to correct the military record of Clark G. 
Russell; 

A bill (S. 387) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Isaac Terwilliger ; : 

A bill (S. 888) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Wallace O. Glazier; and 

A bill (S. 389) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
War to muster Dr. John A. Bobb, deceased, a brigade surgeon 
with rank of major from assistant surgeon; to the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 390) to appoint Roy K. Carson a second lieutenant 
in the United States Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 891) for the adjudication and determination of the 
claims arising under joint resolution of July 14, 1870, author- 
izing the Postmaster General to continue in use in the Postal 
Service Marcus P. Norton’s combined postmarking and stamp- 
canceling hand-stamp patents, or otherwise; to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 392) to create in the War Department and Navy 
Department, respectively, a roll designated as the “ Civil War 
volunteer officers’ retired list,” to authorize placing thereon with 
retired pay certain surviving officers who served in the Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States in the Civil War, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 393) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
McKimmy ; i 

A bill (S. 394) granting a pension to Belle Palmer; 

A bill (S. 395) granting a pension to Ambrose A. Link; 

A bill (S. 896) granting an increase of pension to D. J. Ham- 


mond ; 
A bill (S. 397) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Michael; 
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A bill (S. 398) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Hemenway ; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
Bradley ; 
A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
Smith ; 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
Rogers; 
A bill (8. 
‘A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
Graham; 


399) granting a pension to George W. Underwood; 
400) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 


401) granting a pension to Henry F. Baldwin; 
402) granting a pension to Fidelia M. Waffles; 
403) granting an increase of pension to James W. 


404) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Tice; 

405) granting a pension to Josephina Soleau ; 

406) granting a pension to Catherine M. Rogers; 
407) granting a pension to Dewitt C. Bush; 

408) granting a pension to Michael Lacey ; 

409) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 


410) granting a pension to Mary Marvin; 
411) granting a pension to Mary E. Weeks; 
412) granting an increase of pension to John E. 


A bill (S. 413) granting a pension to Lucy A. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 414) granting an increase of pension to Bert E. 
Gray; 

A bill (S. 415) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Darrah ; 

A bill (S. 416) granting a pension to Elizabeth Epke; 


A bill (S. 417) granting an increase of pension to James K. 
Brooks; 

A bill (S. 418) granting a pension to Ellen Fyanes; 

A bill (S. 419) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Eaton; 

A bill (S. 420) granting a pension to Zackary T. Brown 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 421) granting an increase of pension to Horace H. 
Hause (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 422) granting an increase of pension to Josiah P. 
Hackett (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 423) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Mabee (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 424) granting a pension to Daniel Barrett (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 425) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Jewell (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 426) granting a pension to Sarah Borst (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (S. 427) to authorize the Secretary of War to award the 
congressional medal of honor to Joseph M. Heller (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 428) for the relief of B. D. Sheffield ; . 

A bill (S. 429) for the relief of Thomas Drury and others; 

A bill (S. 430) for the relief of Emory Scott Land; 

A bill (S. 431) for the relief of Clarence D. Houck; 

A bill (S. 432) for the relief of Edward B. Fox, administrator 
of the last surviving partner of the firm of Child, Pratt & Fox; 

A bill (S. 433) for the relief of the owners of lighter No. 128; 

A bill (S. 434) for the relief of Charles B. Boyce; 

A bill (S. 485) for the relief of Henry Altman; and 

A bill (S. 436) for the relief of Henry Altman; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 487) granting an increase of pension to Annie Jane 
Saffell ; 

A bill (S. 488) granting an increase of pension to Robert R. 
Smith ; 

A bill (S. 489) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Hake; 

A bill (S. 440) granting a pension to Finley Lowry; 

A bill (S. 441) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Hubbell; 

A bill (8. 442) granting a pension to Annie Walker Burch; 

A bill (S. 443) granting a pension to George L. Granbery ; 

A bill (S. 444) granting a pension to Tillie Johnson; 

A bill (S. 445) granting a pension to Francis M. Jones; 

A bill (S. 446) granting a pension to Mary S. Bartlett; 

A bill (S. 447) granting a pension to Ellen Murphy ; 

A bill (S. 448) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Mallory; 

A bill (S. 449) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Rowsell (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 450) granting a pension to William M. Farley (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A bill (S. 451) to authorize certain late physicians and 
surgeons of the United States Volunteer Army in the War with 
Spain to practice their respective professions in any Territory, 
District, dependency, or possession of the United States under 
the constitutional jurisdiction of Congress upon the presenta- 
tion and proof of certain facts; to the Committee on Public 
Health and National Quarantine. 

A bill (S. 452) to erect a monument to Ferdinand de Lesseps; 
to the Committee on the Library.. 

A bill (S. 453) to place Lieut. “Col. Junius L. Powell on oe 
retired list of the Army with the rank of brigadier general ; 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 454) to reimburse T. C. Barrier, postmaster, Phila- 
delphia, Miss., for registered money stolen in transit; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 455) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
accept the bonds of certain cities as security for crop-moving 
deposits; and 

A bill (S. 456) to found and maintain a mutual insurance 
fund for depositors in national banks, to be kept available in 
the United States Treasury and to be administered by a bu- 
reau in the Treasury Department organized and regulated for 
that purpose; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S, 457) to provide for the appointment of a district 
judge in the northern and southern judicial districts in the 
State of Mississippi, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 458) to revive the right of action under the cap- 
tured and abandoned property acts, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 459) to establish a drainage fund and to provide 
for the reclamation of swamp and overflowed lands in certain 
States; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 460) to provide for a commission to investigate 
commissions and to make recommendations concerning the 
same; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 461) to reopen the rolls of the Choctaw-Chickasaw 
Tribe and to provide for the awarding of the rights secured 
to certain persons by the fourteenth article of the treaty of 
Dancing Rabbit Creek, of date September 27, 1830; and 

A bill (S. 462) to reopen the rolls of the Choctaw-Chickasaw 
Tribe and to provide for the awarding of the rights secured 
to certain persons by the fourteenth article of the treaty of 
Dancing Rabbit Creek, of date September 27, 1830; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 463) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and adjudicate claims for the destruction 
of private property and damage thereto as the result of the 
construction of levees along, and other improvements of, the 
Mississippi River ; 

A bill (S. 464) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, und adjudicate claims for the destruction 
of private property and damage thereto as the result of the 
construction of levees along, and other improvements of, the 
Mississippi River ; 

A bill (S. 465) for the relief of the estate of Francis Mayer- 
hoff ; 

A ‘pill (S. 466) for the relief of heirs or estate of Benjamin 
Garrett, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 467) for the relief of the estate of J. 
berry, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 468) for the relief of Mrs. P. A. Eskridge; 

A bill (S. 469) for the relief of Clarissa Duncan and Charles 
E. Duncan; 

A bill (S. 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 472) for the relief of heirs or estate of E. C. Cor- 
nelius, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 478) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. Clark; 

-A bill (S. 474) for the relief of the heirs of Louis Cato, de- 


M. Forten- 


470) for the relief of the estate of Mary Dean, de- 


471) for the relief of the estate of Enos Davis, de- 


sed; 

A bill (S. 475) for the relief of heirs of Winston Morris, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 476) for the relief of Maria Elizabeth Burnett; 

A bill (S. 477) for the relief of the estate of R. C. Bumpass, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 478) for the relief of the heirs of J. L. W. Bullock, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 479) for the relief of the heirs of U. H. Buck, de- 
ceased 5 

A bill (S. 480) for the relief of the estate of Capt. John 


Belino, deceased ; 
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A bill (S. 481) for the relief of Louis T. Barnes; 
A bill (S. 482) for the relief of heirs of James Porter, de- 


ceased ; 
4 A bill 225 483) for the relief of the estate of William Richards, 
ecensec 

A aE (8. 484) for the relief of the estate of Joseph S. Rogers, 
deceased ; 

A bill (s. 485) for the relief of James K. Hambien; 

A bill (S. 486) for the relief of Mrs. E. A. Lanier and estate of 
N. B. Lanier, deceased ; 

A bill (8. 487) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob Kuykendall; 

A bill (S. 488) for the relief of the estate of Phereby R. 
Sheppard ; 

A bill (S. 489) for the relief of heirs or estate of Eunice 
Hurdle, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 490) for the relief of Harry P. Lee, John M. Lee, and 
the heirs of Nathaniel W. Lee, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 491) for the relief of the heirs, devisees, and legatees 
of Willis Lowe, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 492) for the relief of heirs or estate of Jesse Mabry, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 493) for the relief of Thomas H. Jett; 

A bill (S. 494) for the relief of M. T. Sigrest; 

A bill (S. 495) for the relief of heirs or estate of John Mills, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 496) for the relief of Alice Petrie Watkins, Charles 
Petrie, and the heirs of Eva Petrie Hamilton, or their personal 
representatives ; 

A bill (S. 497) for the relief of the trustees of Evergreen 
Lodge, No, 77, Free and Accepted Masons, of Decatur, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 498) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South, of Decatur, Miss. ; 

A bill. (S. 499) for the relief of the trustees of the Sageville 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Sageville, Lauderdale 
County, Miss. ; 

A bill (8. 500) for the relief of the estate of Gladney, Gardner 


& Co.; 
A bill (S. 501) for the relief of the estate of Julia A. Reece, 
deceased ; 


A bill (8. 502) for the relief of the estate of William Roberts, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 503) for the relief of the heirs of Franklin Perin, 
deceased ; 

A bill (8. 504) for the relief of the estate of Minerva New- 
man; 

A bill (S. 505) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
James M. Brabston and Roche H. Brabston ; 

A bill (S. 506) for the relief of Maria Elizabeth Burnett; 

A bill (S. 507) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Gustavus Colhoun, late of Adams County, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 508) for the relief of the estate of Franklin S. 
Whitney, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 509) for the relief of the heirs of Joshua Nicholls; 

A bill (S. 510) for the relief of William H. C. Whiting and 

N 

A bill (S. 511) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, at Sageville, Lauderdale County, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 512) for the relief of the estate of Nevin Phares; 


A bill (S. 513) for the relief of W. W. Warren, administrator | 


of the estate of Jackson Warren, deceased ; 


A bill (S. 514) for the relief of heirs or estate of Louis Sum- | 


mers, deceased ; 
A bill (8. 515) for the relief of the heirs of W. H. Sneed, 
deceased ; 


A bill (S. 516) for the relief of the estate of William Penn, 


deceased ; 

A bill (S. 517) for the relief of heirs or estate of W. R. Smith, 
deceased; and 

A bill (S. 518) for the relief of Sargeant Prentiss Knut, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of Haller Nutt, deceased (with accom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 519) to prevent the employment of females in 
mills, factories, or manufacturing establishments for a longer 
period than eight hours; and 

A bill (S. 520) to prevent the employment of children in fac- 
tories and mines; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 521) amending section 282 of the Judicial Code, 
chapter 231, act of the Sixty-first Congress, third session ; and 

A bill (S. 522) amending section 81 of the Judicial Code, 
chapter 231, act of thé Sixty-first Congress, third session; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

— bill (S. 523) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
elly ; 


A bill (8. 524) granting an increase of pension to William 
Jasper Young; 
A bill (S. 525) granting an increase of pension to William I, 


A bill (S. 526) granting a pension to Lide Smith; 
A bill (8. 527) granting an increase of pension to Alvin 
Howard ; 
ge bill (S. 528) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
aynor ; 
wea (S. 529) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
utton; 


= 8055 bill (S. 530) granting an increase of pension to Peter M. 
er 


Kann, (S. 531) granting an increase of pension to James 
r 

35 bill (8. 332) granting an increase of pension to T. A. Car- 
penter; 
ae bill (S. 533) granting an increase of pension to George A. 

arker ; 
fs 4 bill (S. 534) granting an increase of pension to Melcenia C. 

aker ; 

A bill (S. 535) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Junkins ; and 

A bill (S. 536) granting an increase of p:nsion to George O. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 587) relative to legislative counsel and agents; to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

A bill (S. 538) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory 
thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission,” approved March 4, 1915; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 589) for the relief of Thomas F. Veno; 

A bill (S. 540) for the relief of Fred B. Balano; 

A bill (S. 541) for the relief of Thomas R. Blakeney and 
others, lately laborers and mechanics employed in and about the 
United States arsenal at Watertown, Mass.; and 

A bill (S. 542) for the relief of Sardine G. Williams and 
others; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 543) for the relle? of Charles Henry Harlow; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 544) for the correction of the military record of 
Maj. Horace P. Williams; and 

A bill (S. 545) to correct the military record of Charles Bowen; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 546) to authorize James F. Barbour and his succes- 
sors in title to permanently maintain and use siding from the 
tracks of the Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington Railroad, 
in the city of Washington; to the Committee on the District of 

Columbia. 

A bill (S. 547) to authorize the purchase of certain lands in the 
district of Alaska; to the Committee on Territories. 

A bill (S. 548) granting a pension to James J. Barrett (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 549) granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Bond; 

A bill (S. 550) granting a pension to C. C. Arnold; 

A bill (S. 551) granting a pension to Carl A. Shafer ; 

A bill (S. 552) granting a pension to Lucinda Alexander (with 
accompanying papers) ; : 

A bill (S. 553) granting a pension to John H. Amrock (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 554) granting a pension to Joshua H. Brackett 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 555) granting a pension to Georgiana Chamberlin; 

A bill (S. 556) granting a pension to Peter J. Fiynn (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 557) granting a pension to Margaret Fraher ; 

A bill (S. 558) granting a pension to Henry Hatch ; 

A bill (S. 559) granting a pension to Edward Harrington; 

A bill (S. 560) granting a pension to Ethel K. Guerin ; 

A bill (S. 561) granting a pension to Patrick F. McNamara 3 

A bill (S. 562) 8 Barry Lync 

A bill (S. 563) granting a pension to Alice R. 3 

A bill (S. 564) granting a pension to Homer G. Munson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 505) granting an increase of pension to Marie Raum 
Moses ; 

A bill (S. 566) granting a pension to Christiana H. Nicholls; 

A bill (S. 567) granting a pension te John S. Norman (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 568) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Adams Nye; 

A bill (S. 569) granting a pension to Ann T. O'Hara; 
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A bill (S. 570) granting a pension to Leila R. Qualtrough; 

A bill (S. 571) granting an increase of pension to John Ryan; 

A bill (S. 572) granting a pension to Odelon Valcour ; 

A bill (S. 573) granting an increase of pension to Virginia 
Watson; 

A bill (S. 574) granting a pension to Mary L. Perkins (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 575) granting a pension to William A. Paul (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 576) to provide for tle creation of a national farm- 
loans association and State and local associations, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 577) to limit campaign contributions and expendi- 
tures and to provide for publicity thereof; to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections 

A bill (S. 578) to prohibit the interstate shipment of impure 
seeds: to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 579) for the prevention of cruelty to animals trans- 
ported in interstate commerce; and 

A bill (S. 580) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, as hereto- 
fore amended; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 581) to prohibit selling of intoxicating beverages in 
the Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and l'orto Rico. 

A bill (S. 582) to amend section 10 of the act entitled “An act 
to establish a bureau of immigration and naturalization, and to 
provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens 
throughout the United States,” approved June 29, 1906; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ' 

A bill (S. 583) relating to the disposal of coal and mineral 
deposits in Indian lands; 

A bill (S. 584) to provide a headstone for the graye of Scarlet 
Crow; and 

A bill (S. 585) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of the Sisse- 
ton and Wahpeton Bands of Sioux Indians against the United 
States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 586) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 587) for the relief of Rodger Caplette; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 588) for the relief of Wiley W. Houston; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 589) to amend section 9 of the act of June 25, 1910, 
entitled “An act to establish postal savings depositories for de- 
positing savings at interest, with the security of the Govern- 
ment for repayment thereof, and for other purposes ” ; and 

A bill (S. 590) to provide for the making of farm loans from 
the postal savings funds; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 591). to provide for the sale of timber and timber 
lands; 

A bill (S. 592) to authorize an exchange of lands with the 
State of North Dakota for promotion of experiments in dry- 
land agriculture, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 593) to provide for the disposal of coal and coal 
lands ; 

A bill (S. 594) to provide for the classification of the public 
lands of the United States; 

A bill (S. 595) to amend section 1 of an act entitled “An act 
to provide for agricultural entries on coal lands,” approved 
June 22, 1910; 

A bill (S. 596) relating to additional entries on lands subject 
to entry under the enlarged homestead act; 

A bill (S. 597) to authorize the disposal of phosphate, oil, 
asphaltum, or natural gas; 

A bill (S. 598) to amend an act entitled “An aet to provide 
for an enlarged homestead ”; r 

A bill (S. 599) to amend the act entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of certain settlers-on the public lands, and to provide for 
the payment of certain fees, purchase money, and commissions 
paid on void entries of public lands,” approved June 16, 1880; 
and 

A bill (S. 600) relating to the use and occupation of lands of 
the United States for the development of water power, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 601) granting a pension to John E. Halaas; 

A bill (S. 602) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Harrison; and 

A bill (S. 603) granting a pension to Emil Moellendorf; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 604) to provide compensation for employees of the 
United States suffering injuries or occupational diseases in the 
course of their employment, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 605) for the restoration of Alonzo Burke, chief car- 
penter, United States Navy (retired), to the active list of the 
Navy (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 606) for the relief of James C. Hilton; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 607) providing for the improvement of the roadway 
from the railroad depot at Fredericksburg, Va., to the national 
cemetery near Fredericksburg; and 

A bill (S. 608) to establish the Fredericksburg and Adjacent 
National Battlefields Memorial Park, in the State of Virginia; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 609) to aid in the erection of a monument to Poca- 
hontas at Jamestown, Va.; 

A bill (S. 610) for the erection of a statue to John Marshall ; 

A bill (S. 611) for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virginia ; 

A bill (S. 612) providing for the construction of an iron picket 
fence around the monument at Jamestown, Va.; and 

A bill (S. 613) for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Gen. William Campbell; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 614) for the relief of E. Scott Arrington ; 

A bill (S. 615) for the relief of W. T. Brogdon; 

A bill (S. 616) for the relief of Ida Banks; 

A bill (S. 617) for the relief of L. L. Scherer; 

A bill (S. 618) to provide for the payment of certain moneys 
advanced by the States of Virginia and Maryland to the United 
States Government to be applied toward erecting public buildings 
for the Federal Government in the District of Columbia ; 

a bill (S. 619) for the relief of William Allman and others; 
anc 

A bill (S. 620) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Edward I. Gallagher, administrator of 
Charles Gallagher, deceased (with accompanying papers); to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 621) granting a pension to R. H. Catlett; 

A bill (S. 622) granting a pension to Elmer E. Dickey ; 

A bill (S. 623) granting a pension to Joseph H. Mayo; 

A bill (S. 624) granting an increase of pension to Sophie M. 
Walker; 

A bill (S. 
Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 627) 

A bill (S. 628) 

A bill (S. 629) 


625) granting an increase of pension to Oliver J. 
626) granting a pension to Roland B. Horsley; 
granting a pension to George E. Harrison; 
granting a pension to James Mickian; 
granting a pension to James Conway ; 

A bill (S. 630) granting a pension to James W. Ruffin; and 

A bill (S. 631) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Re- 
becca (Taylor) Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WORKS: 4 

A bill (S. 682) to provide for the retirement of employees in 
the classified civil service. and for other benefits and purposes 
in connection therewith; to the Committee on Civil Service and 
tetrenchinent. 

A bill (S. 633) providing for a commission to recommend ap- 
pointments to office, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 634) to amend chapters 1 and 2 of title 5 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 685) to fix and limit the sessions of Congress and 
to provide for the time of electing Senators and Representatives, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

A bill (S. 686) to provide for a Tariff Commission; to the 
Committee on Finance, e s 

A bill (S. 637) to forbid the furnishing of war materials to 
belligerent nations; to the Committee on-Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 688) to prohibit the giving or receiving of tips or 
other gratuities: to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 639) for the relief of Benjamin Holladay, de- 
ceased ; 

A bill (S. 640) for the relief of Ellen B. Monahan; and 

A bill (S. 641) for the relief of Drenzy A. Jones and John G. 
Hopper, joint contractors for surveying Yosemite Park bound- 
ary; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 642) for the relief of Charles L. Roe; 

A bill (S. 648) to provide homes for Confederate veterans of 
the Civil War; and 

A bill (S. 644) providing for the purchase of lands for an 
aviation school; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


84 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD SEN ATE. 


DECEMBER 7, 


A bill (S. 645) to provide for the closing of barber shops in 
the District of Columbia on Sunday; 

A bill (S. 646) to provide for the construction and location 
of dwelling houses, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 647) making it unlawful to publish details of 
crimes and accidents in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 648) to encourage American shipbuilding and navi- 
gation, to establish American ocean mail lines, to increase the 
Naval Reserve, and to promote the commerce of the United 
States; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 649) making appropriation for expenses incurred 
under the treaty of Washington; to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

A bill (S. 650) to correct the military record of Wallace Met- 
calf; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 651) for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the Court of Claims (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 652) granting a pension to Mary Bresnahan; 

A bill (S. 653) granting a pension to Henry Dussault; ` 

A bill (S. 654) granting a pension to Katherine B. Robeson; 

A bill (S. 655) granting a pension to Mary F. Collins; 

A bill (S. 656) granting an increase of pension to Harris A. P. 
Lewis; 

A bill (S. 657) granting an increase of pension to Josiah A. 
Dadmun (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 658) granting an increase of pension to John 8. 
Corson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 659) granting an increase of pension to Clarinda A. 
Spear (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 660) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Frazier (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 661) granting an increase of pension to Irving W. 
Coombs (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 662) granting an increase of pension to Alvin H. 
Urann (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 663) granting an increase of pension to Daniel L. 
Thompson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 664) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hodgkins (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 665) to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to publicity of contributions and expenditures made for the 
purpose of influencing the nomination and election of candidates 
for the offices of Representative and Senator in the Congress 
of the United States, limiting the amount of campaign expenses, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, 

A bill (S. 666) revising and amending the statutes relative 
to trade-marks ; to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 667) to prohibit the use of the name of any church, 
religious denomination, society, or association for purposes of 
trade and commerce; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CLAPP : 

A bill (S. 668) making it unlawful for any Member of Con- 
gress to serve on or solicit funds for any political committee, 
club, or organization; and : 

A bill (S. 669) to limit the use of campaign funds in presi- 
dential and national elections; to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

A bill (S. 670) to provide for the establishment of a National 
Employment Bureau in the Department of Labor; and 

A bill (S. 671) to create a bureau for the deaf and dumb in 
the Department of Labor, and prescribing the duties thereof; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 672) relating to bills of lading; 

A bill (S. 673) to prohibit unfair discrimination between dif- 
ferent sections, communities, or localities, unfair competition, 
and providing penalties therefor; and 

A bill (S. 674) to prevent undue delay in settlement of freight 
claims; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 675) for erecting a suitable memorial to John Erics- 
son; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 676) to amend the public-printing law; to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

A bill (S. 677) to amend section 235 of the Criminal Code, act 
of March 4, 1909; and 

A bill (S. 678) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 679) to authorize the Postmaster General of the 
United States to establish employment exchanges at all presi- 


Aa post offices; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
oads. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 680) to constitute and establish a tarif? commission ; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

"A bill (S. 681) providing for the election of a Delegate to the 
House of Representatives from the District of Columbia, and 
155 paler purposes; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 

A bill (S. 682) providing for mineral entries on lands in 
diminished Indian reservations; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 683) prohibiting the use of the name of any Mem- 
ber of either House of Congress or of any officer of the Govern- 
ment by any person, firm, or corporation practicing before the 
Patent Office in advertising his business; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

A bill (S. 684) providing for second homestead and desert- 
land entries; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 685) providing free passage through the Panama 
8 for American ships; to the Committee on Interoceanic 

unals. 

A bill (S. 686) granting a pension to Mary Pritchard; 

A bill (S. 687) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Lankford ; 

A bill (S. 688) granting an increase of pension to Theophile 
A. Dauphin; 

A bill (S. 689) granting a pension to Horace Berlew ; 

A bill (S. 690) granting an increase of pension to Victoria G. 
McFadden ; 

A bill (S. 691) granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Wooley, alias John Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 692) for the relief of Harry Ketty; to the Commit- 
tee on Immigration. 

8 DRN (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
teel ; 

A bill (S. 694) granting a pension to James Merodd; and 

A bill (S. 695) granting a pension to Henry Brown; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 696) authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
River at Oil City, Venange County, Pa.; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 697) authorizing a credit in certain accounts in the 
office of the Auditor for the War Department; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 698) to correct the military record of John Ta; 
O'Mara and grant him an honorable discharge; and 

A bill (S. 699) to correct the military record of Harrison H. 
Hollowell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 700) granting a pension to Anna Minette Snively ; 

A bill (S. 701) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Ickley ; and 

A bill (S. 702) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
Paden (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia: 

A bill (S. 704) to amend the act to regulate commerce, as 
amended, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 705) to amend section 20 of an act to regulate 
commerce, approved February 4, 1887, as amended, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 706) to amend section 260 of an act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judi- 
ciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 707) for the relief of Beverly E. Whitehead ; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 708) to make immediately available for the use of 
the State of Georgia in paying expenses incurred by said State 
in connection with the joint encampment held at Augusta, Ga., 
July 22 to 31, 1914, certain sums appropriated for arming and 
equipping the militia of said State; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 709) to amend the acts of July 1, 1862, and July 2, 
1864, relating to the construction of a railroad from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocenn, to declare a forfeiture of cer- 
tain public lands granted as a railroad right of way, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 710) to authorize national banking associations to 
avail themselves of State laws providing for the guaranteeing 
of deposits; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
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A bill (S. 711) providing for increasing the water supply of 
the city of Washington, for the building of a dam on the 
Potomac River to supply light and power for the use of the 
United States and the District of Columbia, und for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Colun- za. 

A bill (S. 712) granting a pension to Amy Mapes; 

A bill (S. 713) granting an increase of pension to Caroline E. 


Beck ; 

A bill (S. 714) granting an increase cf pension to Nicholas 
A. Bovee; and 

A bill (S. 715) granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
J. Hampton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 716) to provide for a site and a United States en- 
tomological laboratory and field station of the Department of 
Agriculture at Wellington, Kans.; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 717) providing for service of subpoenas for witnesses 
in the district courts of the United States in addition to the 
methods now provided by law; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

A bill (S. 718) relating to the naturalization of married 
women; to the Committee on Immigration. 

A bill (S. 719) to extend the benefits of the act of June 27, 
1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900, granting pensions 
to soldiers and sailors who served in the military or naval forces 
of the United States, their widows, their minor children, and 
dependent parents, and the act of February 6, 1907, and the act 
of May 11, 1912, as amended by the act of March 4, 1918, to the 
officers and enlisted men who served in the Nineteenth Regiment 
of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A bill (8. 720) to authorize and provide for the manufacture, 
maintenance, distribution, and supply of electric light and 
power within the Lihue district and the Koloa district, county 
of Kauai, Territory of Hawail; 

A bill (S. 721) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii relating 
to the granting of a franchise for the purpose of manufacturing 
and supplying gas in the district of South Hilo, county of 
Hawaii, Territory of Hawaii; and 

A bill (S. 722) to establish a national park in the Territory 
e Hawaii; to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto 

ico. 

A bill (S. 723) to provide protection from flood for the 
bridge constructed by the Reclamation Service across Snake 
River, in Jackson Hole, Wyo.; and 

A bill (S. 724) relating to the reclamation of arid, semiarid, 
swamp, and overflow lands through district organizations, and 
authorizing Government aid therefor; to the Committee on 
Trrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 725) to establish a mining experiment station in 
the State of Wyoming, to aid in the proper development of the 
mineral resources of the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

A bill (S. 726) for the improvement of the roads on the 
Wind River Reservation, in Wyoming; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 727) providing for the destruction of predatory 
wild animals upon the national forests and the lands adjacent 
thereto; and 

A bill (S. 728) providing for the extermination of predatory 
wild animals on Government reservations; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 729) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Green River, in the State of Wyoming; and 

A bill (S. 730) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Newcastle, in the State of Wyoming; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 781) granting to the State of Wyoming 1,000,000 
acres of public land to aid in the maintenance of a system of 
public roads; 

A bill (S. 782) granting to various States public lands for 
the construction, repair, and maintenance of public roads; 

A bill (S. 783) providing for patents to homesteads on the 
ceded portion of the Wind River Reservation in Wyoming; 

A bill (S. 784) to amend the enlarged homestead act; and 

A bill (S. 735) for a grazing homestead and supplemental 
grazing entries; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 736) to correct the military record of John P. 
Webber, alias John J. Webber (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 787) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 


tary record of Alonzo W. Livingston (with accompanying. 


papers) ; 


A bill (S. 788) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of James Pierson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 739) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James F. Cole; 

A bill (S. 740) to remove the charge of desertior. from the 
record of David Houk; 

A bill (S. 741) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of John H. Armstrong; 

A bill (S. 742) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of George W. Blakeslee ; 

A bill (S. 743) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Moses Chauncey ; 

A bill (S. 744) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Nelson H. Daniels; 

A bill (S. 745) to remove the charge of -desertion from the 
record of Andrew B. McIntire; 

A bill (S. 746) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Capt. Daniel H. Powers; 

A bill (S. 747) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Wilbur F. Lawton; and 

A bill (S. 748) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
2 of Charles M. Olark; to the Committee on Military 

rs. 

A bill (S. 749) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
naval record of Dee R. Pierce (with accompanying papers) ; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Ethel Proctor; and 

A bill (S. 751) for the relief of Henry La Croix; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 752) granting a pension to James Seward; 

55 pir (S. 753) granting an increase of pension to Harvey B. 
errin; 

ae (S. 754) granting an increase of pension to Sarah M. 
hite; 

A bill (S. 755) granting a pension to Hattie L. White; 

A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to David Carr; 

A bill (S. 757) granting an increase of pension to David O. 
Crawford; 

A bill (S. 758) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Girdler; 

5 A bill (S. 759) granting an increase of pension to Irwin B. 
cott; 

A bill (8. 760) granting a pension to Louisa Moorman; 

A bill (S. 761) granting a pension to Hattie L. Fox; 

a A bill (S. 762) granting an increase of pension to Alverton H. 

‘own; 

A bill (S. 763) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Chandler ; 

A bill (S. 764) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus F. 
Martin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 765) granting a pension to George Seward (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 766) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary M. Clark 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 767) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Green (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 768) granting an increase of pension to Henry O. 
Smith (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 769) granting a pension to Ruby L. Knapp (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 770) granting an increase of pension to George E. 
Newall (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 771) granting a pension to Alice Quigley (with an 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 772) granting an increase of pension to Robert H, 
Barton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 773) granting an increase of pension to Rev. Henry 
S. White (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 774) granting an increase of pension to Terance 
McGrath (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: 

A bill (S. 775) to provide for and encourage the prospecting, 
mining, and treatment of radium-bearing ores in lands belong- 
ing to the United States, for the purpose of securing an ade- 
quate supply of radium for Government and other hospitals in 
the United States, and for other purposes (with accompanying 

apers) ; 
5 21 bill (S. 776) amending sections 2347, 2348, and 2350 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States; 

A bill (S. 777) to encourage and promote the mining of coal, 
phosphate, oil, gas, potassium, and sodium on the public domain; 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

A bill (S. 778) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish the Glacier National Park in the Rocky Mountains south 
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of the international boundary line, in the State of Montana, and 
for other purposes,” approved May 11, 1910 (with accompany- 
ing papers) ; 

A bill (S. 779) to provide for agricultural entries on oil, gas, 
and phosphate lands; 

A bill (S. 780) validating certain homestead entries ; 

A bill (S. 781) authorizing the issuance of a patent to James 
Deegan for lots 15 and 16, in block 10, in the town site of 
Frazer, Mont. (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 782) granting additional rights to settlers on 
reclamation projects; 

A bill (S. 783) to authorize the issuance of a patent to E. T. 
Broadwater for the south half of the southeast quarter of 
section 13 and the east half of the northeast quarter of section 
24, township 32 north, range 21 east, Montana meridian ; 

A bill (S. 784) to authorize the sale of certain lands at or 
near Belton, Mont., for hotel purposes; and 

A bill (S. 785) to provide for the leasing of oil and gas lands 
withdrawn from entry (with accompanying papers) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 786) to increase the limit of cost for the Federal 
building and site therefor at Billings, Mont., and to authorize 
the provision of quarters for United States courts in said 
building ; and 

A bill (S. 787) to enlarge, extend, remodel, etc., public build- 
ing at Helena, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 788) permitting the Wolf Point Bridge & Develop- 
ment Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Missouri River in the State of Montana; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 789) providing for an additional judge for the dis- 
trict of Montana; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 790) to repeal an act entitled “An act to amend 
section 3 of the act of Congress of May 1, 1888, and extend the 
provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to certain lands in the State of Montana embraced within 
the provisions of said act, and for other purposes ” (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 791) for the relief of Levi B. Rouse; and 

A bill (S. 792) for the relief of Thomas W. Williams; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 793) modifying and amending the act providing for 
the disposal of the surplus unallotted lands within the Black- 
feet Indian Reservation, Mont. (with accompanying papers) ; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 794) for the relief of H. Frank Adkins; 

A bill (S. 795) for the relief of Edward Erickson; 

A bill (S. 796) for the relief of Benjamin Musselman ; 

A bill (S. 797) for the relief of John E. Woods (with accom- 
panying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 798) for the relief of Kate Canniff ; 

A bill (S. 799) for the relief of J. D. Savage; and 

A bill (S. 800) to reimburse Hill County, State of Montana, 
for money expended for the support of the Rocky Boy Band of 
Chippewa Indians; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 801) granting a pension to James Farrell ; 

A bill (S. 802) granting pensions to Bull Snake and Old 
Coyote, Crow Indians; 

A bill (S. 803) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 
Crowell; 

A bill (S. 804) granting an increase of pension to Martin L. 
Fisher ; 

A bill (S. 805) granting a pension to Justus W. King; and 

A bill (S. 806) granting a pension to Bridget Prickett (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 807) for the relief of Ethel M. Young; 

A bill (S. 808) to amend an act entitled “An act for the relief 
of the Colorado Cooperative Colony, to permit second homesteads 
in certain cases, and for other purposes,“ approved June 5, 
1900 ; 

A bill (S. 809) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
accept the application for land entry of Richard Daeley ; 

A bill (S. 810) authorizing the reconveyance of certain lands 
to the United States and authorizing the parties making such 
conveyance to file entry on other public lands; 

A bill (S. 811) to pay Olaf Johnson for improvements made 
on canceled homestead entry (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 812) defining procedure in case of protested or 
objected final proof on public lands; 

A bill (S. 813) granting to the several States certain public 
lands for certain purposes ; 


A bill (S. 814) granting to the State of North Dakota 50000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a normal school at 
Minot, N. Dak.; and 

A bill (S. 815) granting to the State of North Dakota 300,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a system of public 
roads in the State of North Dakota; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 816) for relief of Eugene Schuler; 

A bill (S. 817) for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 818) for the relief of the Snare & Triest Co.; 

A bill (S. 819) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
3 1 examine and settle the claim of the Wales Island Pack- 
ng Co.; 

A bill (S. 820) for the relief of the heirs of Waldo M. Potter, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 821) for the relief of John H. Howlett; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 822) for the protection of passengers on ocean ves- 
sels; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 823) to amend an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post Oftice Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1913, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved August 24, 1912; and 

A bill (S. 824) establishing rate of pay for rural free carriers; 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads; 

A bill (S. 825) to provide for the incorporation, control, and 
government of associations organized to carry on business 
entering into or becoming a part of interstate commerce; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 826) to authorize the sale of lands contained in 
the abandoned military reservation of Fort Hancock, near 
Bismarck, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 827) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
revenue for the Government and to encourage the industries of 
the United States“; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 828) to permit citizens of the United States to be 
admitted to Government tuberculosis hospitals; to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 829) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Pembina, N. Dak.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 830) to provide for the inspection and grading of 
grain entering into interstate commerce, and to secure uniform- 
ity in standards and classification of grain, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 831) to facilitate farm credits and decrease interest 
charges on farm securities; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. : 

A bill (S. 832) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of North Dakota; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 833) to provide that petty officers, noncommissioned 
officers, and enlisted men of the United States Navy and Marine 
Corps on the retired list who had creditable Civil War service 
shall receive the rank or rating and the pay of the next higher 
enlisted grade; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 834) providing for a commission to settle certain 
claims between the United States Government and the Sisseton 
and Wahpeton Indians and the Sioux of the Medawakanton and 
Wahpakoota Bands; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 835) for the relief of Isaac J. Reese; and 

A bill (S. 836) to correct the military record of A. M. Weller; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 837) to provide for the sanitary wrapping of bread 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

.A bill (S. 838) to amend section 177 of the Judicial Code; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 839) granting a pension to James Kenyon; 

A bill (S. 840) to provide for placing ex-Presidents of the 
United States on the retired list as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy of the United States, and to provide for an an- 
nuity for the widows of Presidents and ex-Presidents ; 

A bill (S. 841) granting pensions to volunteer Army nurses of 
the Civil War; 

A bill (S. 842) to provide for placing ex-Presidents of the 
United States on the retired list as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy of the United States, and to provide for an an- 
nuity for the widows of Presidents and ex-Presidents ; 

A bill (S. 843) amending section 2 of an act entitled “An act 
to increase the pension of widows, minor children, etc., of de- 
ceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with 
Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension 


1915. 


to certain widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the | 


late Civil War,” approved April 19, 1908; 

A bill (S. 844) granting a pension to Mayme Chilson; 
_A bill (S. 845) granting a pension to Anna Irwin; 

A bill (S. 846) granting a pension to Margaret D. Hardman; 

A bill (S. 847) granting an increase of pension to John Leary; 
8 A bill (S. 848) granting an increase of pension to Marie L. Van 

olen 

A "ym (S. 849) granting an increase of pension to David 
Keith; 

A bill (S. 850) granting an increase of pension to Martina 
Morrow; 

8 A bill (S. 851) granting an increase of pension to William 
haw; 

A bill (S. 852) granting a pension to John R. Beebe; 

A bill (S. 853) granting a pension to Horace H. Lockwood; 

A bill (S. 854) granting a pension to Vesta M. Daniels; 

A bill (S. 855) granting an increase of pension to Betsy Ash; 

A bill (S. 856) granting a pension to S. W. Callahan; 

A bill (S. 857) granting an inerease of pension to George W. 
Sargent; 

A bill (S. 858) granting u pension to Mary B. Yerington (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 859) granting an increase of pension to Aad Peter- 
son (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 860) granting an increase of pension to Matilda 
Davis (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 861) granting an increase of pension to Nancy Howe 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 862) granting a pension to James C. Latimer (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 863) granting a pension to Miehael Urell, alias 
Charies Welsh (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 864) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Wagoner (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 

A bill (S. 865) granting to the State of Arizona public lands 
for the construction, repair, and maintenance of public roads 
(with aceompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 866) granting lands to the State of Arizona for eon- 
struction and maintenance of roads, highways, and bridges; 

A bill (S. 867) to amend an act entitled “An act providing for 
second homestead and desert-land entries,” approved February 
8, 1911 (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 868) authorizing the issuance of a patent to the 
city of Tempe to certain land in the county of Maricopa, State 
of Arizona (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 869) authorizing the issuance of a patent to the city 
of Tempe to certain land in the county of Maricopa, State of 
Arizona ; 

A bill (S. 870) granting title to the town of Florenee, Ariz., to 
certain lands for cemetery purposes (with accompanying 

pers) ; 

A bill (S. 871) granting title to the town of Florence, Ariz., to 
certain lands for cemetery purposes; 

A bill (S. 872) authorizing the issuance of a patent to the city 
ef Phoenix to certain land in the county of Maricopa, State of 
Arizona (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 873) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patent to the city of Phoenix, Ariz., for certain lands, and 
for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 874) to ereate an additional land — in the 
State of Arizona (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 875) excluding mineral lands from — order 
reservations (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 876) to grant an honorable discharge to Charles 
T. Nutter ; 

A bill (S. 877) fo regulate detached service in the line of 
the Army (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 878) authorizing the Secretary of War, in his dis- 
cretion, to deliver to the city of Tucson, State of Arizona, two 
condemned bronze or brass cannon, with their carriages and 
outfit of cannon balls (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 879) opening the surplus and unallotted lands in 
the Colorado River Indian Reservation to settlement and entry 
under the provisions of the Carey Land Acts, and for other 
purposes (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bit (S. 880) authorizing the construction of the San Carlos 
irrigation project on the Gila River in Arizona, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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A bill (S. 881) for the relief of the administrator and heirs 
of Fritz Contzen, to permit the prosecution of an Indian depre- 
dation claim; to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 8829 granting relief to certain American citizens 
in EI Paso, Tex, and Douglas, Ariz.; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 883) to authorize the furnishing of a municipal 
water supply to cities and towns upon, or in the vicinity of 
Federal or Indian irrigation projects (with accompanying 
papers) ; 

A bill (S. 884) for the relief of the water users under what 
is known as the Yuma irrigation project, in Yuma County, 
Ariz. (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 885) to provide for an investigation to ascertain 
the feasibility of the construction of a dam and irrigating 
ditches in the San Pedro Valley, State of Arizona; 

A bill (S. 886) to amend section 5 of the act of Congress of 
June 25, 1910, entitled “ An act to authorize advances to the 
reclamation fund, and for other purposes”; and. 

A bill (S. 887) to authorize payment of damages caused by 
operations of the Reclamation Service (with accompanying 
papers); to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 888) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
confer upon Marcus A. Jordan the life-saving medal of the first 
class ; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 889) for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Tucson, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 890) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
John T. Brickwood, deceased, Edward Gaynor, Theodore Gebler, 
Lee W. Mix, Arthur L. Peck, Thomas D. Casanega, Joseph de 
Lusignan, and Joseph H. Berger (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 891) granting a pension to Thomas F. Lancaster; 

A bill (S. 892) granting a pension to George L. Hollis; 

A bill (S. 893) granting a pension to Bert O. Brown; 

A bill (S. 894) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Pulsipher; and 

A bill (S. 895) granting a pension to James Hester; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 896) to establish a commission form of govern- 
ment in the administration of national affairs in Alaska, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on the Territories. 

A bill (S. 897) granting to the State of Nevada 2,000,000 acres 
of land in said State for the use and benefit of the public 
schools of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 898) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
designate certain tracts of land in the State of Nevada upon 
which continuous residence shall net be required under the 
homestead laws; and 

A bill (S. 899) to encourage the reclamation of certain arid 
lands in the State of Nevada, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 900) amending sections 476, 477, and 440 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

A bill (S. 901) to limit the effeet of the regulation of inter- 
state commerce between the States in goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise wholly or in part manufactured, mined, or produced 
by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory; to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 902) giving the consent of the United States fer the 
bringing of certain suits in the Supreme Court of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 908) authorizing and directing the Director of the 
Geological Survey to eause to be made a complete topographic 
and hydrographic survey of the State of Texas; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 904) to prevent the desecration of the flag of the 
United States, and to provide punishment therefor; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 905) providing for an investigation of the feasi- 
bility of irrigation by the reservoir system or plan in Texas, 
Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Colorado; and 

A bill (S. 906) for a complete soil survey of the State of 
Texas; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
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By Mr. SHEPPARD (for Mr. Cutserson) : A bill (S. 944) granting an increase of pension to Giles Otis 
A bill (S. 907) granting permission to Ella S. Gilliland and | Pearce; 
Clara E. Gilliland, joined by her husband, W. H. Gilliland, to A bill (S. 945) granting a pension to James M. Woods; 
institute suit against the United States of America in the] A bill (S. 946) granting a pension to William E. White; 
District Court of the United States for the Eastern District of A bill (S. 947) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Texas for the partition and adjustment of the rights and titles | Way; 
claimed by them in certain lands situated in said eastern district A bill (S. 948) granting a pension to Sarah R. Vancourt; 
of Texas; to the Committee on the Judiciary. A bill (S. 949) granting a pension to Ella Taylor; 
A bill (S. 908) for the relief of Oscar C. Guessaz; to the A bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Martin W. Sewall; 
Committee on Claims. A bill (S. 951) granting a pension to Corrilla J. Robbins; 
A bill (S. 909) to provide for the acquisition of a site and the A bill (S. 952) granting a pension to George W. Perry; 
erection of a public building thereon at Fort Worth, Tex., and A bill (S. 953) granting a pension to Elizabeth Parker ; 
for the remodeling, altering, etc., of the present post-office build- A bill (S. 954) granting a pension to George W. Moore; 
ing; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. A bill (S. 955) granting a pension to Robert Riley Lorton; 
A bill (S. 910) to authorize the Supreme Court to prescribe A bill (S. 956) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
forms und rules and generally to regulate pleading, procedure, | McFadden (with accompanying papers) ; 
and practice on the common-law side of the Federal courts; to A bill (S. 957) granting an increase of pension to Harris B. 


the Committee on the Judiciary. Hubbell (with accompanying papers) ; 
By Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BURLEIGH) : A bill (S. 958) granting an increase of pension to Orin W. 
A bill (S. 911) granting an increase of pension to Rufus S. Goodale (with accompanying papers); 
Maxwell; A bill (S. 959) granting a pension to Lizzie Breen (with nc- 
A bill (S. 912) granting an increase of pension to Herbert M. | companying papers); 
Starbird ; A bill (S. 960) granting an increase of pension to Adeline 
A bill (S, 913) granting a pension to John St. John Lane; Reynolds (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 914) granting an increase of pension to Abby F.] A bill (S. 961) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Dyer; 5 i r Sagehorn (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 915) granting a pension to Winnifred Whitney; A bill (S. 962) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
and 2 Shefter (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 916) granting a pension to Adesta L. Kendall; to] A bill (S. 963) granting a pension to Marie A. Smith (with 
the Committee on Pensions. accompanying papers) ; 
By Mr. BORAH: A bill (S. 964) granting an increase of pension to John F. 


A bill (S. 917) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend | Treadwell (with accompanying papers) ; and 
sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the United A bill (S. 965) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
States, relating to homesteads ” ; Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 

A bill (S. 918) authorizing and legalizing the exchange of | sions, 
certain lands between the United States and the State of Idaho; By Mr. SHERMAN: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 919) to authorize the Secretary of A bill (S. 966) concerning the elective franchises in elections 
the Interior to cancel and set aside segregations of public lands | for United States Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in 
under the Carey Act, and to regulate the same; and the Congress of the United States of America; and 

A bill (S. 920) to amend an act to provide for an enlarged A bill (S. 967) concerning crimes against the elective fran- 
pont approved June 17, 1910; to the Committee on Public | chise in the election of United States Senators, Representatives, 

nds, in the Congress of the United States of America; 

A bill (S. 921) for the relief of John Green and others, of the | 10 tie Cointalttee on Privileses and Elections 
State of Idaho; : K A bill (S. 968) granting an extension of time to construct a 

A bill (S. 922) for the relief of Mary E. Nicolson; and bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State 

A bill (S. 923) for the relief of Albert E. Magoffin; to the of Illinois; to the Committee on Commerce. 

Committee on Claims. A bill (S. 969) for the relief of James Baird; 

A bill (S. 924) prohibiting Senators, Representatives, or Dele-| A pill (S. 970) for the relief of Clark W. Cottrell; 
gates from receiving compensation or acting as counsel in cer- A bill (S. 971) for the relief of James Orange; 
tain matters where the United States is interested, or for par- A bill (S. 972) for the relief of Thomas Riley ; 
ties or corporations engaged in interstate commerce; to the] A pill (S. 978) for the relief of Norman B. Roberts; 
Committee on the Judiciary. A bill (S. 974) for the relief of William Thomas; 

A bill (S. 925) to authorize further advances to the reclama- A bill (S. 975) for the relief of Robert Zink; and 
tion fund and for the issue and disposal of certificates of in-“ A pill (S. 976) for the relief of Arthur Wood; to the Commit- 
debtedness in reimbursement therefor, and for other purposes; | tee on Military Affairs. 
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. N. + * = 

(By request.) A bill (S. 926) to provide for the establish- | accompanying papers) i S Telef of Edward N. McCarty (with 
ment, operation, management, and control of an agricultural | A pin (S. 978) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
capital or central clearing house for the scientific distribution adjust the accounts of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
and marketing of agricultural products, and for other purposes; | Railway Co. in accordance with the decision of the Court of 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. Claims in case No. 30159; and 


0 4 ears weer K, 2 3 of Clarence Haxelbaker iito: the A bill (S. 979) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
4 . = y ` adjust the accounts of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul 
A bill (S. 928) for the relief of Jacob Mull; Railway Co. for transporting the United States mails in ac- 


A bill (S. 929) for the relief of Reuben Sewell; and è i isi f the Court of Claims: to tl 
A bill (S. 980) for the relief of Alvin Harder; to the Committee | cordance with certain decisions of the Court of Claims; to the 


on Military Affairs. 
5 4 osep ý A bill (S. 980) granting a pension to Anton Teichman; 
A DNL (8. S61): ranting a pension to 3 A bill (S. 981) granting a pension to Eliza M. Watkius; 


re i 8 oss} renting 8 3 e 5 A bill (S. 982) granting an increase of pension to Felix M. 


A bill (S. 934) granting a pension to Robert Hamilton; Wheat; 
A bill (S. 935) granting a pension to Helen M. Curl; A bill (S. 983) granting a pension to Clarinda Stoner; 
A bill (S. 986) granting an increase of pension to Darwin | A bill (S. 984) granting a pension to Nancy Matsel ; 


Coykendall ; A bill (S. 985) granting a pension to Daniel G. Peterson, 
A bill (S. 937) granting a pension to Mary Coleman; alias Robert Brown; 3 
A bill (S. 938) granting an increase of pension to John E. ick biS, 986) granting an increase of pension to William 
Clark; ‘Callaghan ; 
A bill (S. 939) granting a pension to Josephine M. Buck; A bill (S. 987) granting a pension to George W. Irvin; — 
A bill (S. 940) granting a pension to Richard W. Berry; A bill (S. 988) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (S. 941) granting an increase of pension to Michael | Hix; 


Barrett; A bill (S. 989) granting au increase of pension to William 
A bill (S. 942) granting a pension to Reinhard Anscheutz; Howard; 
A bill (S. 943) granting a pension to William Abernathy ; A bill (S. 990) granting a pension to Charles M. Williams; 
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A bill (S. 991) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Wardle; - 

A bill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Taylor; 

A bill (S. 993) granting a pension to Henry Swain; 

A bill (S. 994) granting an increase of pension to John R. 
Snook; 

A bill (S. 995) granting a pension to Sarah E. Murray; 

A bill (S. 996) granting a pension to Frank M. Gilmore; 

A bol (S. 997) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Knuiftin ; 

A bill (S. 998) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Bodenhamer ; 

A bill (S. 999) granting an increase of pension to Margaret J. 
Fletcher; 

A bill (S. 1000) granting a pension to John A, Foster; 

A bill (S. 1001) granting an increase of pension to Zeba D. 
French; 

A bill (S. 1002) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. F. Evans; 

A bill (S. 1003) granting a pension to Eliza A. Gordon; 

A bill (S. 1004) granting a pension to Jane McGaughey ; 


A bill (S. 1005) granting an increase of pension to John S. 


Goodyear ; 

A bill (S. 1006) granting a pension to John August Bohman; 

A bill (S. 1007) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Denny; 

A bill (S. 1008) granting an increase of pension to David 
Youts; 

A bill (S. 1009) granting a pension to Hector C. Fairfowl; 

A bill (S. 1010) granting an increase of pension to Emma S. 
Gere; 

A bill (S. 1011) granting a pension to Cora Conzet; 

A bill (S. 1012) granting a pension to Gustav J. Tichy: 

A bill (S. 1013) granting an increase of pension to Artemisia 
McCowen ; 

A bill (S. 1014) granting an increase of pension to George 
Bateson ; 

A bill (S. 1015) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. Chaplain; 

A bill (S. 1016) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Clark; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Monroe Cole; 

A bill (S. 1018) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W. 


n; . 
A bill (S. 1019) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Creed ; 

A bill (S. 1020) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Chapman; : 

A bill (S. 1021) granting a pension to Ellen Hammond Clark ; 

A bill (S. 1022) granting an increase of pension to David R. 
Miller: 

A bill (S. 1023) granting an increase of pension to Artemisia 
MecCowen; 

A bill (S. 1024) granting an increase of pension to Joel T. 


Z; 
A bill (S. 1025) granting an increase of pension to Wiliam 
L. V. Kite; 
A bill (S. 1026) granting a pension to Jacob Hefler; 
A bill (S. 1027) granting a pension to Jane Goodman; 
A bill (S. 1028) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Banks; 
A bill (S. 1029) granting a pension to Matilda Bennett: 
A bill (S. 1080) granting a pension to Sarah Morton; 
A bill (S. 1031) granting a pension to C. B. Thompson ; 
A bill (S. 1032) granting an increase of pension to Charity 
E. Smith; 
A bill (S. 1083) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Hooker ; 
A bill (S. 1084) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 
Miller; 
A bill (S. 1035) granting an increase of pension to Americus 
V. Larrance; 
A bill (S. 1086) granting a pension to Harriet A. Turnbull; 
A bill (S. 1087) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Hooker ; 
A bill (S. 1088) granting a pension to James Meals; 
ee bill (S. 1039) granting an increase of pension to Leroy F. 
orse; 
A bill (S. 1040) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 
Edwards; 
A bill (S. 1041) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Kirkpatrick; 
A bill (S. 1042) granting a pension to John W. Ferris; 
A bill (S. 1043) granting an increase of pension to Mary King; 
and 


A bill (S. 1044) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
George; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 1045) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Prescott, in the State of Arizona ; and 

A bill (S. 1046) to provide for the purchase of a site for a 
public building in the city of Bisbee, Ariz. ; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1047) for the relief of the administrator and heirs 
of John G. Campbell, to permit the prosecution of Indian depre- 
dation claims ; and ; 

A bill (S. 1048) for the relief of Warren E. Day; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1049) granting an honorable discharge to Ustacio 
B. Davison (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1050) granting a pension to Cora B. Cambridge 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1051) granting a pension to William R. Hughes 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1052) granting a pension to Myrtle M. Bush; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1053) to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1054) to secure cooperation between the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and the State railway boards and com- 
missions of the several States in correlating, changing, and estab- 
lishing intrastate rates, charges, and fares which indirectly 
affect interstate commerce in the transportation of passengers 
and property by public carriers, and providing for procedure 
relative thereto; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1055) to amend section 413 of the Postal Laws and 
Regulations of 1913, being a part of the act approved August 
24, 1912, entitled “An act making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1913, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1056) for the relief of Alfred Sjostrom; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1057) granting an increase of pension to Emma D. 
Phelps; and 

A bill (S. 1058) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
H. Gillett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 1039) to provide for the payment for certain lands 
within the former Flathead Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Montana ; 

A bill (S. 1060) to provide for the development of water 
power and the use of public lands in relation thereto, and for 
other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1061) to allow additional entries under the enlarged 
homestead act; 

A bill (S. 1062) relating to the duties of registers of United 
States land offices and the publication in newspapers of official 
land-office notices ; 

A bill (S. 1063) to amend an act approved June 22, 1910, en- 
titled “An act to provide for agricultural entries on coal lands“; 

A bill (S. 1064) to provide for the nonmineral entry of lands 
withdrawn, classified, or reported as containing coal, phosphate, 
nitrate, potash, oil, gas, or asphaltic minerals in Alaska; 

A bill (S. 1065) to provide for summer residence homesteads, 
and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1066) authorizing leave of absence to homestead 
settlers upon unsurveyed lands; 

A bill (S. 1067) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
convey to the city of Bozeman, Mont., certain land for alley 
purposes ; and 

A bill (S. 1068) relating to desert-land entries; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1069) to close the allotment roll of the Turtle Moun- 
tain Band of Chippewa Indians; and 

A bill (S. 1070) to amend an act entitled “An act for the 
survey and allotment of lands now embraced within the limits 
of the Flathead Indian Reservation, in the State of Montana, 
and the sale and disposal of all surplus lands after allotment,” 
approved April 23, 1904 (33 Stat. L., p. 302), as amended by the 
act of March 3, 1909 (35 Stat. L., p. 796) ; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1071) to amend the acts to regulate commerce so as 
to provide that publishers of newspapers and periodicals may 
enter into advertising contracts with common carriers and re- 
ceive payment for such advertisements in transportation; and 

A bill (S. 1072) providing for the labeling and tagging of all 
fabrics and articles made therefrom, intended for sale, which 
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enter into interstate commerce, and providing penalties for mis- 
branding; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1073) to amend section 4 of an act to establish a 
Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization, and to provide for a 
uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens throughout the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1074) for the relief of the Jefferson Lime Co.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1075) granting a pension to James Duffy; 

A bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to Daniel Morrissey ; 

A bill (S. 1077) granting a pension to Charles B. Wemple; 

A bill (S. 1078) granting a pension to Fred Burnstead; 

A bill (S. 1079) granting a pension to George A. Atkinson ; 

A bill (S. 1080) granting a pension to Sarah A. Ives; and 

A bill (S. 1081) granting a pension to Emma B. Williams; to 
the Committee on Pensions. ` 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 1082) to prevent the manufacture and sale of alco- 
holic liquors in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. OWEN. I introduce a bill and ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

The Secretary. A bill to prevent the use of the mails and of 
the telegraph and telephone in furtherance of fraudulent and 
harmful transactions on stock exchanges. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire to make an objection to the 
introduction of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rule the bill will 
lie over. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1083) to prevent interstate commerce in the products 
of child labor, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1084) to provide a direct, truthful, and inexpensive 
means of communication between the voters and candidates for 
nomination and election to certain Federal offices, and to provide 
publicity for amendments to the Federal Constitution submitted 
by Congress, and the reasons for and against their adoption; and 

A bill (S. 1085) to terminate minority rule in the nomination 
and election of Senators and Representatives in Congress; to 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

A bill (S. 1086) authorizing Ponca City, Okla., and the board 
of education of said city to convey certain lands; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1087) providing for inspection by officers of the 
Public Health Service of vessels, vehicles, trains, carriages, or 
other conveyances, depots, etc., engaged in or used in connection 
with interstate commerce, and authorizing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to enforce reasonable rules and regulations. to 
maintain the same in a sanitary condition; to the Committee 
on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

A bill (S. 1088) to provide for an additional associate justice 
for the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1089) to amend an act entitled “An act to protect 
trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopo- 
lies,” approved July 2, 1890; 

A bill (S. 1090) to authorize the issuance of search warrants 
where probable cause appears for believing that intoxicating 
liquors are contained in certain places in violation of law and 
prohibiting: the introduction of liquors into States having 
prohibtory laws, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1091) for the protection of officers of the United 
‘States in the eastern district of the State of Oklahoma, 
authorizing the search for and seizure of liquors introduced into 
the eastern district of the State of Oklahoma, and making the 
possession of such liquors prima facie evidence of an unlawful 
introduction, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1092) for the establishment of a probation system 
in the United States courts, except in the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1093) to permit the Denison Coal Co. to relinquish 
eertain lands embraced in its Choctaw and Chickasaw coal 
lease and to include within said lease other lands within the 
segregated coal area; 

A bill (S. 1094) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims 
of the Ponca Tribe of Indians against the United States; 

A bill (S. 1095) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of 
Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in claims of 
the Osage Nation of Indians against the United States; 

A bill (S. 1096) to provide for carrying into effect of the 
agreement between the United States and the Muskogee 
(Creek) Nation of Indians ratified by act of Congress approved 
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March 1, 1901, and supplemental agreement of June 30, 1902, 
and other laws and treaties with said tribe of Indians; 

A bill (S. 1097) for the relief of the Ottawa Indian Tribe, of 
Blanchard Fork and Rouch de Boeuf; 

A bill (S. 1098) to adjust and settle the elaims of the loyal 
Shawnee and loyal Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians; 

A bill (3. 1099) to authorize the Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe Railway Oo. to change its line of railroad through the Chi- 
locco Indian Reservation, State of Oklahoma; and 

A bill (S. 1100) to pay the balance due the loyal Creek In- 
dians on the award made by the Senate on the i6th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1903; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1101) granting a pension to Claud V. Chambers 
(with. accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1102) granting a pension to Samuel W. Horn (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1108) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; and 

A bill (S. 1104) granting a pension to Harlan P. Reeves; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 1105) to donate to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., 


for park purposes, the tract of land known as the Powder House 


Lot; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1106) to provide for the establishment, operation, 
and supervision of a national farm-land bank system in the 
United States of America, for the creation of depositaries for 
postal savings and other public funds, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (S. 1107) to atone revise, and codify the laws relat- 
ing to the public printing and binding and the distribution of 
Government publications; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 1108) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Greene (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1109) granting an inerease of pension to George W. 
Halsey (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1110) granting an increase of pension to Peter S. 
Hare (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1111) granting an increase of pension to John 
Ensley Hixon (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1112) granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
W. Hoover (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1113) granting an increase of pension to George 
G. Hopkins (with acccompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1114) granting an increase of pension to Lavina 
Hunter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1115) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Jones (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1116) granting an increase of pension to William 
Kenyon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1117) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer ©. 
Lafollett (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1118) granting an increase of pension to Henry M. 
Lemons (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1119) granting an increase of pension to Jefferson 
Lyons (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1120) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
Mayer (with aceompanying papers) ; 

1 bill (S. 1121) granting a pension to Mary Megrady (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to George 
Milholland (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1123) granting an increase of pension to George 
Ringle (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Cyreneus 
Rodgers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1125) granting an increase of pension to Andy 
Perrin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1126) granting an inerease of pension to Alfred P, 
Williams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1127) granting an 
Gillaspie (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bin (S. 1128) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Gathman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1129) granting an increase of pension to Luther 
W. Garrett (with accom papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1130) granting an increase of pension to John Fry 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1181) granting an inerease of pension to George 
E. Fleming (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1132) granting an increase of pension to William 
M. Dern (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1133) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Davidson (with papers) ; 


of pension to Burton 


1915. 


A bill (S. 1154) granting an increase of pension to James 
Cronan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1135) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Creery (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1136) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Cramer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1137) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
W. Craig (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1138) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Corbin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1189) granting an increase of pension to William 
Comstock (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1140) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Clemans (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1141) granting an increase of pension to Dewitt C. 
Burns (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1142) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Blockson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1143) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Bernhard (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1144) granting an increase of pension to Turner 
Barns (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1145) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Barber (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1146) granting a pension to Rachel A. Woodmansee ; 

A bill (S. 1147) granting a pension to Sarah M. Cook (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1148) granting a pension to William C. Estep (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1149) granting a pension to Wilber Feaster (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1150) granting a pension to Joseph T. Kling (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1151) granting a pension to Susan M. Lysinger 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1152) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Aldrich (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1153) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Arthur (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1154) granting an increase of pension te James E. 
Bacon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1155) granting an increase of pension to August 
Baker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1156) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Dunham (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1157) granting an increase of pension to William 
©. Fickas (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 2) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 3) for coordinating lines of 
communication and transportation with the national defense; 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 4) for limiting cost of Army and 
Navy equipment; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 5) for defraying expense of 
Army and Navy equipment; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

By Mr. WARREN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 6) appropriating money for the 
payment of certain claims on account of labor, supplies, mate- 
rials, and cash furnished in the construction of the Corbett 
Tunnel; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 7) for the relief of Edward L. 
Keyes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ty Mr. OWEN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 8) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to pay the expenses of thé Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw Indian students attending the Murray District State Agri- 
cultural School at Tishomingo, Okla., for the year 1915-16 
(with accompanying paper); te the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 9) proposing a method of 
amending the Constitution of the United States by establish- 
ing constitutional majority rule; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 10) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 11) looking toward an inter- 
national peace conference at The Hague immediately after the 
close of the present war in Europe; to the Committee on For- 
eign Kelatious. 
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A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 12) relating to the transmission 
through the mails of publicity pamphlets; to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 13) authorizing the State of 
Oklahoma to control the beds of navigable streams within that 
State, including the Arkansas River, for the purposes of drilling 
for oil, gas, and other minerals; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 14) to permit offerings at public 
sale of certain lands in Montana ceded by the Crow Indians; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 15) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, fixing the time for the con- 
vening of Congress and commencement of the terms of the Presi- 
dent, Vice President, Senators, and Representatives; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Arizona: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 16) excepting the Reclamation 
Service from the operations of section 5 of the act of Congress 
approved July 16, 1914 (with accompanying paper); to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 17) directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to amend certain patents issued to homestead entry- 
men upon lands formerly covered by the Coeur d'Alene Indian 
Reservation and other lands in what is known as the St. Maries 
and St. Joe country, in the State of Idaho; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 18) authorizing the printing of 
200,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the 
Horse ; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 19) authorizing the printing of 
200,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20) granting to the Bismarck 
Water Supply Co. an easement in and to certain lands belonging 
to the United States ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 21) for the relief of applicants 
to purchase lands under the terms of a grant to the Oregon & 
California Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 22) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 23) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. K 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 24) authorizing the Librarian of 
Congress to return to Williamsburg Lodge, No. 6, Ancient Free 
and Accepted Masons, of Virginia, the original manuscript of 
the record of the proceedings of said lodge; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 25) authorizing the printing of 
200,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the 
Horse; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 26) authorizing the printing 
of 200,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 27) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 28) creating a commission to 
prepare a budget system for the Government of the United 
States with reference to its appropriations, estimates, and 
revenues; to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 29) to increase and popularize 
the use of cotton materials in the United States by directing 
the executive departments to purchase same wherever prac- 
ticable and to the manifest interest of the Government, and by 
requesting companies, firms, and individuals to make purchases 
with the same object in view; to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 30) for submission of a con- 
stitutional amendment for prohibition to the consideration of 
the States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 31) authorizing a survey and 
examination of the Rio Grande border of the United States to 
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determine the advisability of constructing a highway either 
along the entire border or certain sections thereof; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


UNITED STATES COURT AT SHANGHAI, CHINA. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I introduce a bill relative to the United 
States court at Shanghai, China. I ask the attention of the 
chairmen of the Committee on the Judiciary and of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, as I am in doubt to which com- 
mittee it should be referred. I myself think it should go to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to 
think it should be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I think, if the Chair please, that the bill 
should be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can have his 
choice about it. It can go to whatever committee he desires. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask that it be feferred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order, in 
the absence of objection. 

The bill (S. 24) to supplement existing legislation relative 
to the United States court for China and to increase the serv- 
iceability thereof was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


WATEB-POWER SITES. 


Mr. SMOOT. I introduce a bill providing for the acquisition 
by a State, under certain conditions, of any lands therein which 
are or may become chiefly valuable for the development of 
water power. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That general question is be- 
fore the Committee on Commerce. In what way does this bill 
differ from other bills on the general subject? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that this bill has reference to the 
establishment of water-power sites upon public lands within the 
different States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the bill heretofore been 
before Congress? 

Mr. SMOOT. It does not involve the question of commerce 
at all. That is embraced in an entirely different bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. l 

The bill (S. 44) providing for the acquisition by a State, 
under certain conditions, of any lands therein which are or may 
become chiefly valuable for the development of water power 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I introduce a bill to provide for the 
promotion of vocational education which was presented in the 
last Congress, and I should like to have it read, referred, and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, 
such will be the order. The Chair hears none. 

The bill (S. 703) to provide for the promotion of vocational 
education; to provide for cooperation with the States in the 
promotion of such education in agriculture and the trades and 
industries; to provide for cooperation with the States in 
the preparation of teachers of vocational subjects; and to ap- 
propriate money and regulate its expenditure was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as follows: 


A bill (S. 703) to provide for the 9 of vocational education; 
t dı cooperation with States in 


for cooperation with the 8 prepara 
vocational subjects; and to appropriate money and regulate 
penditure. 
Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby 5 — 2 greta out 
the not erwise a the sums 
to the r ve 
States for the V cis goo of coopera’ the 
ers, supervisors, and 


the purpose of | studies, in tions, and — . to aid in the 
organization and conduct of vocatio: education, w. 
ded as hereinafter provided. 
ec. 2. That for the purpose of coopera’ 
the salaries of tea or 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1 
; for the fiscal 


$1,800,000; for ‘the fiscal year ending June 30,1921, 
„000 year June 30, 1923, 
F for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and annually there- 


after, the sum of $3,000,000. Said sums shall be allotted to the States 
in the 8 nen rural rural 
popula’ = in th Ünite Stai —.— 

0 
allotment of funds to any 


5,000 for any fiscal year prior t d inel fi 
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or the gone onein une 30, 1921, 

fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, the sum of 7 

ther 
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EC. 3. That for the purpose of cooperating with the States in — 
ing the salaries of — — of trade and industrial subjects there is 

hereby appropriated to the States, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

1916, the sum of $500,000; fı fiscal year ending June 80, 1917, 

the sum of $750,000; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, the 

sum of $1 „000; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1919, the sum 

1 250,000 5 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1920, the sum of 

00, $ the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, the sum of 

1,750,000; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, the sum of 

9 ; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1923. the sum of $2, 
; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, th 

and ee thereafter the sum of $3,000, 000. 

allotted to the States in the pro which their urban population 

bears to the total urban pop in the United States, not includ- 

ing outlying ns, according to the last preceding United States 
census: Provided, That the allotment of funds to any State shal! be 
not less than a minimum of $5,000 for any fiscal year prior to and 
including the fiscal year ending June 30, 1922, nor less $10,000 
for any fiscal year thereafter, and there is hereby appropriated the 
following sums, or so much thereof as may be needed for tas parpoee 
of providing the minimum allotment to the States provided for in 

section; for the fiscal year ending tee og 6, the sum of 

, the sum 


$9,000 ; for the fiscal year 


| nas ont for the fiscal year ending June 30, of $46,000; 
or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, the sum of $34,000; for the 
fiscal year June 30, 1919, the sum of $28, ; tor the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1920, the sum of $25,000; for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1 e sum of $22 ; for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 80, 1922, the sum of 16,005 for the fiscal year . June 
80, 1923, the sum of $56,000; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, 
and annually th , the sum of $50. 


Sec. 4. That for the purpose of cooperating with the States in pre- 
paring teachers, super rs, and directors ee agricultural su — 
and teachers of 


June 80, 1916, the sum of — 15 ; for June 
30, 1907, the sum of 2 ; for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1918, the sum of $900, ; for the fiscal ane June 30, 1919, 

000. d sums shall be 


and annuall 


thereafter, the sum of $1, 
allotted to 


e States in the pro; 


an a 
the fiscal 


000 
June 30, 1917, the sum of $32,000; for the fiscal year end- 
e sum of $24,000; for the fiscal year wading June 
30, 1919, and annually thereafter, the sum of $90,000. 
Szc. 5. That in order to secure the benefits of the a 
. AONDE the proviciens of the 
e ve autho: ereof, accep e provisions o act, and 
designate or create 4 Btate board, consistin 
having all necessary 


Topriations 
„ through 
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pro 2 
cation or other board having charge of the administration of public 
education in the State, or any State board having charge of the 
administration of any kind of vocational education in the State, may, 
— oe 1 55 so elect, be designated as the State board for the purposes 
0 8 a 
Any State may accept the benefits of any one or more of the re- 
spective funds herein appropriated, and it may defer the acceptance 
of the benefits of any one or more of such funds, and shall be required 
to meet only the conditions relative to the fund or funds the benefits 
of which it hes accepted : Provided, That after June 30, 1917, no State 
shall receive any appropriation for salaries of teachers, supervisors, 
or directors of agricultural subjects unless it shall have taken advan- 
tage of at least the minimum amount appropriated for the training 
of teachers, su sors, or directors of agricultural subjects, as pro- 
vided for in this act, and that after said date no State shall receive 
any appropriation for the salaries of teachers of trade and industrial 
subjects unless it shall have taken advantage of at least the minimum 
amount appropriated for the training of teachers of trade and indus- 
trial sub as provided for in this act. 
a Board for Vocational Education is hereby 
ostmaster General, the Secretary of the 
Interior, the Secretary of culture, the Secretary of Commerce, and 
the Secretary of Labor. e board shall organize and elect one of 
its members as chairman. The board shall have a bend to cooperate 
with State boards in out the provisions of this act. It shall 
be the duty of the Federal for Vocational Education to make, 
or cause to have made, studies, investigations, and reports, with par- 
ticular reference to their use in ai . States in the establishment 


instruction in ngri- 

ture, trades and industries, commerce an pursuits. and 
home economics. Such studies, investigations, and reports shall in- 
clude agriculture and agricultural processes and requirements upon 
and apprenticeships. trade 
and in 1 workers, and cation 
of industrial processes 3 commerce and commercial pursuits 
and requirements upon commercial workers; home processes and prob- 
lems and requirements upon home workers; and problems of adminis- 


Src. Federal 
created, to consist of the P 
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tration of vocational schools and of courses of study and instruction in 
vocational subjects. 

Such studies, investigations, and reports concerning agriculture, for 
the purposes of agricultural education, shall, so far 3 be 


made in cooperation with or through the Department Agriculture ; 
such studies, investigations, and reports concerning trades and indus- 
tries, for the purposes of trade and industrial education, shall, so far as 
racticable, be made in cooperation with or through the Department of 
2 such studies, investigations, and reports concerning commerce 
and commercial pursuits, for the purposes of commercial education, 
shall, so far as practicable, be made in cooperation with or through the 
Department of Commerce; such studies, investigations, and reports 
concerning the administration of vocational schools, courses of study, 
and instruction in vocational subjects shall, so far as practicable, be 
made in cooperation with or through the Bureau of Education. 

The Commissioner of Education shall be the executive officer of the 
board. He may make such recommendations to the board relative to 
the administration of this act as he may from time to time deem ad- 
visable. It shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Education to carry 
out the rules, regulations, and decisions which the board may adopt. 
The Federal Board for Vocational Education shall have power to employ 
guch assistants as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this act. 

Sec. 7. That there is hereby appropriated to the Federal Board for 
Vocational Education the sum of $200,000 annually, to be available 
from and after the passage of this act, for the purpose of making or 
cooperating in making the studies, investigations, and reports provided 
for in section 6 of this act, and for the purpose of paying the salaries 
of assistants and office and such other expenses as the board may deem 
necessary to the execution and administration of this act. The Federal 
Board for Vocational Education may allot any part of said appropriation 
to any United States department or bureau for the purpose of makin, 
any study or investigation, or part thereof, under the provisions o 
this act. 

Sec. 8. That in gren yA a re i ew . oe a A 9 tor 
an urpose n act the State rd 8. prepare plans 
oho g the kinds of vocational education for which it is proposed that 
the appropriation shall be ; the kinds of schools and equipment; 
courses of study ; methods of instruction ; qualifications of teachers and, 
in the case of agricultural subjects, the qualifications of supervisors 
or directors; plans for the training of teachers; and, in the case of 
agricultural subjects, plans for the supervision of Sg educa- 
tion as provided for in section 10. Such plans shall be submitted b 
the State board to the Federal Board for Vocational Education, and if 
the Federal board finds the same to be in conformity with the provi- 
sions and purposes of this act, the same shall be approved. The State 
board shall make an annual report to the Federal rd for Vocational 
Education on or before September 1 of each year on the work done in 
the State and the receipts and expenditures of money under the provi- 
sions of this act. 

Sec. 9. That the appropriation for the salaries of teachers, super- 
visors, or directors of agricultural subjects and of teachers of trade 
and industrial subjects shall be devoted pe a, Pe the payment of 
salaries of such teachers, supervisors, or directors having the minimum 
qualifications set up for the State 

roval of the Federal for Vi 
r supplementary to the instruction in agricultural and in 
trade and industrial subjects provided for in this act necessary to 
build a well-rounded course of training shall be borne by the State and 
local communities, and no part of the cost thereof shall be borne out of 
the appropriations herein made. The moneys expended under the pro- 
visions of this act, in cooperation with the States, for the salaries of 
teachers, supervisors, or directors of agricultural subjects, or for the 
salaries of teachers of trade and industrial subjects, shall be conditioned 
that for each dollar of Federal money expended for such salaries the 
State or local community, or both, shall Ca eer an equal amount for 
such salaries; and that 2 for the training of teachers of 
vocational subjects as herein provided shall be conditioned that such 
monty be e ded for maintenance of such training, and that for each 
dollar of Federal money so expended for maintenance the State or local 
community, or both, shall expend an equal amount for the maintenance 
of such training. 

Sec. 10. That any State may use the 9 or any part 
thereof allotted to it under the provisions of this act for the salaries 
of teachers, supervisors, or directors of 2 subjects, either 
for the salaries of teachers of such subjects schools or e or for 
the salaries of supervisors or directors of such subjects under a plan of 
supervision for the State to be set up by the State board, with the ap- 
proyal of the Federal Board for Vocational Education. That in order to 
receive the benefits of such appropriation for the salaries of teachers, 
supervisors, or directors of agricultural subjects the State board of any 
State shall provide in its plan for agricultural education that sue 
education shall be that which is supported and controlled by the public; 
that the controlling purpose of such education shall be to fit for use 
pee, sage va that such education shall be of less than college de, 
and be designed to meet the needs of persons over 14 years of age, 
who have entered upon or who are preparing to enter upon the work 
of the farm or of the farm home; that State or local community, or 
both, shall provide the necessary plant and equipment determined upon 
by the State board, with the approyal of the Federal Board for Voca- 

onal Education as the minimum requirement for such education in 
schools and classes in the State; that the amount expended for the 
Maintenance of education in any school or class receiving the 
benefit of such appropriation shall be not less annually than the amount 
fixed by the State board, with the approval of the Federal board as the 
minimum for such schools or classes in the State; that such schools 
shall provide for directed or supervised practice in agriculture, either 
on a farm provided for by the school or other farm, for at least six 
months per year; that the teachers, supervisors, or directors of agri- 
cultural sub; s shall have at least the minimum qualification deter- 
mined for the State by the State board, with the approval of the Fed- 
eral Board for Vocational Education. 

Sec. 11. That in order to receive the benefits of the appropriation for 
the salaries of teachers of trade and industrial subjects, the State 

rovide in its plan for trade and industrial 
on shall be given in schools or classes sup- 
the lic; that the controlling purpose of 
o fit for useful emplo, t; that such educa- 
be designed to meet 
persons over 14 years of age who are preparing for a trade 


ported and controlled b: 
such education shall be 


the needs of 


or industrial pursuit or who have entered upon the work of a trade or 
industrial pursuit; that the State or local community, or both, shall 
provide the necessary plant and equipment determined upon by the 


State board with the approval of the Federal Board for Vocational 
Education, as the minimum requirement in such State for education for 
any given trade or industrial pursuit; that the total amount expended 
for the maintenance of such education in any school or class receiving 
the benefit of such 8 shall be not less annually than the 
amount fixed by the State board, with the approval of the Federal 
board, as the minimum for such schools or classes in the State; that 
such schools or classes giving instruction to persons who have not 
entered upon employment shall require that at least half of the time 
of such instruction be given to practical work on a useful or productive 
basis, such instruction to extend over not less than 9 months per year 
and not less than 30 hours per week; that at least one-t of the 
sum appropriated to any State for the salaries of teachers of trade and 
industrial subjects shall, it expended, be applied to part-time schools or 
classes for young workers over 14 years of age who have entered upon 
employment, — such subjects in a time school or class may mean 
any subject given to enlarge the civic or vocational intelligence of such 
workers over 14 and less than 18 years of age; that such part-time 
schools or classes shall provide for not less than 144 hours of class- 
room instruction per year; that evening industrial schools shall fix the 
age of 16 years as a minimum entrance requirement and shall confine 
instruction to that which is supplemental to the daily employment; 
that the teachers of any trade or industrial subject in any State shall 
have at least the minimum qualifications for teachers of such subject 
determined upon for such State by the State board with the approval 
of the Federal Board for Vocational Education: Provided, That for 
cities and towns of less than 25,000 population, according to the last 
preceding United States census, the State board, with the approval of 
the Federal Board for Vocational Education, may modify the conditions 
as to the length of course and hours of instruction per week for schools 


and classes giving instruction to those who have not entered upon 
5 n order to meet the particular needs of such cities and 
owns, 


Sec, 12. That in order to receive the benefits of the appropriation in 
this act for the training of teachers, supervisors, or directors of agri- 
cultural subjects, or of teachers of trade and industrial or home 
economics subjects, the State shall provide in its 
plan for such training that the same shall be carried out under the 
supervision of the State board; that such training shall be given in 
schools or su and controlled by the public; that such 
training shall be given only to persons who have had adequate voca- 
tional experience or contact in the line of work for which they are 
preparing themselves as teachers, supervisors, or directors, or who are 
acquiring such experience or contact as a part of their training, and 
that the State board, with the ge of the Federal board, shall 
establis! or such experience or contact for 


mics subjects. 


Sec. 13. That in order to secure the benefits of the appropriations 
for the salaries of teachers, supervisors, or directors of agricultural 
subjects, or for the salaries of teachers of trade and industrial sub- 
jects or for the training of teachers as herein provided any State shall, 
through the legislative authority thereof, appoint the State treasurer 
as custodian for yocational education, who shall ve and provide 
for the proper custody and disbursement of moneys paid to the State 
from said appropriations. 


nually ascertain whether the States are us or are pre to use 
the moneys received by them in accordance with the provisions of this 


fication the Secretary of th sury shall „ 
cation 0 e Trea 8 pay T. cus- 
todian for vocational education of each State the moneys 2 which it is 
entitled under the provisions of this act. The moneys so received by 
the custodian for vocational education for any State shall be paid out 
on the requisition of the State board, as reimbursement for expenditures 
already incurred, to such schools as are approved by said State board 
a are entitled to receive such moneys under the provisions of this 
act. 

Sec. 15. That whenever any portion of the fund annually allotted 
to any State has not been expended for the purpose provided for in this 
act, a sum equal to such portion shall be deducted by the Federal board 
pom the next succeeding annual allotment from such fund to such 

tate. 

Sec. 16. That the Federal board for vocational education may with- 
hold the allotment of moneys to any State whenever it shall appear 
that such moneys are not being expended for the p. ses and under the 
conditions of this act. If any allotment is withheld m any State, the 
State board of such State may appeal to the Congress of the United 
States, and if the Congress shall not direct such sum to be paid it shall 
be covered into the 3 

Sesc. 17. That if any portion of the pant received by the custodian 
for vocational education of any State under this act, for any given 

pia ara named in this act, shall, by any action or contingency, be 
te nished or lost, it shall be replaced by such State, and until so 
replaced no subsequent age pin on for such education shall be d 
to such State. No portion o any moneys be yr taser aap under this act 
for the benefit of the States shall be applied, directly or indirectly, to 
the purchase, erection, preservation, or repair of any building or bulld- 
ings or 7 ment, or tor the purchase or rental of lands. 

Ec. 18. t the Federal — for vocational education shall make 
an annual AS ppl to Congress, on or before December 1, on the adminis- 
tration of this act, and shall include in such report the reports made 
by the State boards on the administration of this act by each State and 
the expenditure of the money allotted to each State. 


AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIAT ON BILL. 


Mr. CLAPP submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
rte $20,000 for the relief of the Medawakanton and Wahpakoota 
Tands of Sioux Indians residing in the State of Minnesota, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Inctan appropriation 
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Lill, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 


COMMERCIAL RIGHTS OF CITIZENS. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desire to submit a resolution, 
which I ask to have read and go over until Friday. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such will be the order if 
there is no objection. The Secretary will read the resolution. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 12), as follows: 
Whereas the Executive department, through the Secreta of State, 
has protested the legality of the orders of Great Britain virtually 
blockading the neutral ports of northern Europe; and 
Whereas the responsibility for the preservation of the commercial 
rights of citizens of the United States rests upon the Congress, as 
well as upon the Executive department: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be requested to 
investigate the subject and to suggest to the Senate the action, if any, 
they may deem advisable, 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desire to give notice that on Fri- 
day next, if the resolution is reached, I shall address the Senate 
with reference to it, and if it is not reached that immediately 
on the conclusion of the morning business on Friday I shall ask 
len ve to address the Senate on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The notice given by the 
Senator from Georgia will be entered and on the request of the 
Senator from Georgia the resolution will lie on the table, sub- 
ject to call. 

IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I submit a resolution, but I shall not ask 
for its immediate consideration, though I think there will be no 
objection to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 10), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce be, and he is hereby, 
directed to furnish to the Senate information regarding the value of 
— . phe and import duties under the present and the two pre- 

ing ta acts, with a special statement for the period from the 
enactment of the existing tariff act to the outbreak of the European 
war, com with a corresponding period of the previous year; the 
value of imports compared with the value of domestic production and 
the expenditure for wages in each industry before the outbreak of the 
European war; and the imports and exports of leading manufacturing 
countries during recent years, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over. 
AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. OWEN. ` I present a motion for certain proposed changes 
in the rules of the Senate, and ask that it be printed and lie 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be the order. 

Mr. SHAFROTH submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
11), which was read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That paragraph 1, of Rule XIX, of the rules of the Senate 
be amended so it shall read as follows: 

RULE XIX. 
DEBATE, 


1. When a Senator desires to speak, he shall rise and address the 
Presiding Officer. and shall not proceed until he is recognized, and the 
Presiding Officer shall recognize the Senator who shali first address 
him. No Senator shall interrupt another Senator in debate without 
his consent, and to obtain such consent he first address the 
Presiding Officer. No Senator shall speak for more than two hours 
upon any one bill, resolution, or matter in debate, and all motions 
affecting the same, nor for more than one hour on all amendments 
thereto without the consent of the Senate, which shall be determined 
without debate. 


Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will state it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Under the rule I have a notice that I desire to 
give of a resolution to amend the rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to 
send the notice to the desk and it will be treated as such, and 
will be taken up one day after it is given. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understand, but the question I want to ask 
the Chair is whether it is proper under this order to submit it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be done by unanimous 
consent, which will be readily granted. The notice proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska will be accepted as a suflicient 
notice under the rule unless there is objection. The Chair hears 
none and it is so ordered. 

The notice submitted by Mr. Nonnkls is as follows: 

NOTICE. 


In accordance with Rule XL of the Senate Rules, I hereby give notice 
that on to-morrow I will propose an amendment to the rules of the 
Senate by adding thereto a new rule, to be known as Rule XLI, and to 
read as follows: 

“Rule XLI. It shall be in order during the morning hour to make a 
motion that any bill or resolution then on the calendar shall be con- 


The Senator from Nebraska 


sidered under the terms of this rule. Such motion, when made, shall 
lie over one day and shall then be decided without debate. No Senator 
shall be allowed to vote on a motion to consider a bill or resolution 
under this rule who is bound by any caucus or conference of Senators 
to vote In any particular way on said bill or resolution, or any amend- 
ment thereto; but when any Senator's right to vote upon such motion 
is challenged, such Senator shall be allowed to determine for himself 
whether he is disqualified from voting on said motion. When it has 
been decided to consider a bill or resolution under this rule, the same 
shall first be considered in general debate, during which time no 
Senator, except by unanimous consent, shall be allowed to speak more 
than three hours. At the close of general debate the bill or resolu- 
tion shall be read for amendments, and on any amendment that may 
be offered no Senator, except by unanimous consent, shall speak for 
more than 15 minutes: Provided, That any Senator who has not 
spoken for three hours in general debate shall, in addition to said 15 
minutes, be allowed additional time, but in no case shall such ad- 
ditional time or times, including the time used by such Senator in gen- 
eral debate, exceed in the aggregate three hours: Provided further, 
That if unanimous consent for additional time is asked in behalf of 
any Senator, either during general debate or when the bill or resolu- 
tion is being considered for amendment, and the same is refused, it 
shall be in order by motion to extend the time of such Senator for a 
time to be named in said motion, which motion shall be decided with- 
ont debate. When the bill or resolution is being read for amendment 
all debate shall be confined to the amendment which is then pending.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
8), which was read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolced, That Rule XXII of the standing rules of the Senate be 
amended as follows: Insert, after the words “to lay on the table,” 
in Rule XXII, the sally og E 

“Any Senator arising in his place and asserting that in his opinion 
an attempt is being made on the floor of the Senate to obstruct, hinder, 
or delay the right of the Senate to proceed to a vote, the Chair shall, 
without permitting any debate thereon, put the question to the Senate 
‘Is it the sense of the Senate that an attempt is made to 
obstruct. hinder, or delay a vote?’ And if that question shall be 
decided in the affirmative. then it shall be in order, to the exclusion 
of the consideration of all other questions, for any Senator to move 
to fix a time for voting on the pending bill or resolution and all 
amendments thereto; and the said motion shall be decided without 
debate: Provided, however, That the time fixed in said motion for 
taking the vote on the pending bill or resolution and all amendments 
thereto shall be at least two calendar days after the day on which said 
motion is made.” 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
7), which was read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Resolved, That the Rules of the Senate be amended as follows: 
In Rule XII. clause 1, after the words “by the Senate,” there shall 
be inserted the following: and any Senator may arise and declare 
that he is paired and how he would vote if not paired, and may add 
that being present he desired to be so recorded, in order to constitute 
a quorum, whereupon he shall be so recorded and his presence as a 
part of the quorum announced by the Chair.” 

COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. I submit a resolution which I shall 
ask to go over under the rule until to-morrow, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 9), as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate of the United States, That the Secretary of 
the Interior is requested to inform the Senate as to what progress 
has been made toward carrying out the terms and provisions of the act 
of Congress of March 22, 1906, providing for the opening to homestead 
entry of the surplus unallotted agricultural lands on the diminished 
or south half of the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Washington, and also as to what steps are being taken at the present 
time for that purpose, and the reasons for the delay therein. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In accordance with the re- 
quest of the Senator from Washington the resolution just read 
will lie on the table subject to call. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understand it will come up for action 
to-morrow under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will come up to-morrow 
under the rule or the Senator can call it up at a later day 
if he wishes to have it considered later. 


COMMISSION ON INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS, 


Mr. POINDEXTER submitted the following concurrent reso- 
lution (S. Con. Res. 1), which was read and referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there shall be printed 100,000 copies of the report in full, includ- 
ing the several members’ reports, of the Federal Industrial Relations 
Commission, including all testimony taken by the same commission or 
its said members in pursuance of the authority conferred upon them 
by law, 35,000 of the said copies to be for the use of the Senate and 
65,000 for the use of the House of Representatives for public distribu- 
tion. 


Mr. ASHURST submitted che following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 2); which was read and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed for the use of Congress 100,000 copies of the 
final report of the Commission on Industrial Relations, addressed to the 
Sixty-fourth Congress and dated August 23, 1915, of which 50,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the House of Representatives, 25,000 copies s 
be for the use of the Senate, and 25, copies shall be de ted with 
the Superintendent of Documents at the Government ting Office 
for distribution by him. 


1915. 


LETITIA D. MAXHAM. l 


Mr. PAGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 6), 
which was read and referred to the Committee to Andit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate to Letitia D. Maxham, widow of Azro J. 
Se ar cee cate Gh cee aerating tt tame ok as time ot ae 

a e ra was receiving by law a 
death, said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all 
other allowances. 
ADJOURNMENT TO FRIDAY. 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President, in the present situation it is 
quite apparent that the formation of committees can not be com- 
pleted before Friday. I therefore move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be until Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVES GOULDEN, BROWN, AND WITHERSPOON. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, it becomes my sad duty to 
announce that in the time intervening ‘between the adjournment 
of the last Congress and the convening of this Congress three 
distinguished citizens of the Republic, Members of the House of 
Representatives, have died—the Hon. JoserH A. GOULWEN, of 
New York, the Hon. WIITAAu M. Brown, of Pennsylvania, and 
the Hon. SAMUEL ANDREW WITHERSPOON, of the State of Missis- 
sippi. I move, as a fitting tribute to the memory of the deceased 
Members of the House of Representatives, that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

‘The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 2-o’clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Friday, December 
10, 1915, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tursbar, December 7, 1915. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

O Lord God, our heavenly Father, source of all knowledge, 
all wisdom, all purity, bear with our infirmities as a people and 
inspire every American citizen with an overwhelming desire for 
these precious gifts that the genius of our Republic may in- 
crease and vindicate the wisdom of our fathers in a Govern- 
ment “conceived in liberty and dedicated to the proposition 
that all men are created equal”; that the central truths of the 
Christian religion, fatherhood, brotherhood, may be exemplified 
in popular government and be a beacon light to all the world in 
its civil, political, and religious rights. Prepare the lawmakers 
of the Nation to hear with unbiased. minds the annual message 
of our President that they may act calmly, deliberately, wisely 
on his recommendations and thus serve the interests of the peo- 
ple whom they represent. In the spirit of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the preceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the following resolution 
without amendment: 

House concurrent resolution 1. 


Resolwed by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring) 
That the two Houses of Congress assemble in the Hall of the House ‘of 
„ on Tuesday, the 7th day of December, 1915, at 12 
o'clock and 30 minutes in the afternoon for the pupue oť receiving 
such communications as the President of the United States shall be 
Pleased to make to them. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. 
Cramton, is present and ready to take the oath of office. 

Mr. CRAMTON appeared at the bar of the House and took 
the oath of office prescribed by law. 

The SPEAKER. In making preparation for the joint session 
of the Senate and House, when the Members of the Senate come 
in they will eccupy the three front rows of seats, which should 
be vacated on both sides of the House. 

RECESS, 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House stand in recess until 12 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the House stand in recess until 12:25 
p. m. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

Accordingly the House stood in recess until 12 o'clock and 25 
minutes p. m. 
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JOINT MEETING OF THE SENATE AND HOUSE. 
At the expiration of the recess the House resumed its session 


and was called to order by the Speaker. At 12 o'clock and 35 
minutes p. m. the Doorkeeper, Mr. Sinnott, announced the Presi- 
dent pro tempore and ‘the members of the United States Senate. 

The Members of the House rose. 

The Senate, preceded by the President pro tempore and by 
their Secretary and Sergeant at Arms, entered the Chamber. 

The President pro tempore took the chair at the right of the 
Speaker and the Members of the Senate took the seats reserved 
for them. 

The SPEAKER. On behalf of the House the Chair appoints 
as a committee to wait on the President Mr. Kircuin, Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD, Mr. CARLIN, Mr. Mann, and Mr. Forpxey. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. On the part 
of the Senate the Chair appoints Mr. Overman, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Maine, Mr. Janes, Mr. Sars of Michigan, and Mr. Works. 

At 12 o'clock and 40 minutes the President of the United 
States, escorted by the committee of Senators and Representa- 
tives, entered the hall of the House and stood at the Clerk's 
desk, amid applause on the floor and in the galleries. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen of the Senate and the House, I 
present to you the President of the United States. [App lause.] 


ADDRESS OF THE PRESIDENT (H. DOC. NO. 1). 


The PRESIDENT. Gentlemen of the Congress, since I last had 
the privilege of addressing you on the state of the Union the war 
of nations on the other side of the sea, which had then only begun 
to disclose its portentous proportions, has extended its threatening 
and sinister scope until it has swept within its flame some portion 
of every quarter of the globe, not excepting our own hemisphere, 
has altered the whole face of international affairs, and now 
presents a ‘prospect of reorganization and reconstruction such 
eee and peoples have never been called upon to attempt 

efore. x 

We have stood apart, studiously neutral. It was our mani- 
fest duty to do so. Not only did we have no part or interest in 
the policies which seem to have breught the conflict on; it was 
necessary, if a universal catastrophe was to be avoided, that a 
limit should be set to the sweep of destructive war and that 
some part of the great family of nations should keep the proc- 
esses of peace alive, if only to prevent collective economic ruin 
and the breakdown throughout the world of the industries by 
which its populations are fed and sustained. It was manifestly 
the duty of the self-governed nations of this hemisphere to 
redress, if possible, the balance of economic loss and confusion 
in the other, if they could do nothing more. In the day of read- 
justment and recuperation we earnestly hope and believe that 
they can be of infinite service. 

In this neutrality, to which they were bidden not only by 
their separate life and their habitual detachment from the poli- 
tics of Europe but also by a clear perception of international 
duty, the states of America have become conscious of a new and 
more vital community of interest and moral partnership in 
affairs, more clearly conscious of the many common sympathies 
and interests and duties which bid ‘them stand together. 

There was a time in the early days of our own great nation 
and of the republics fighting their way to independence in 
Oentral and South America when the government of the United 
States looked upon itself as in some sort the guardian of the 
republics to the south of her as against any encroachments or 
efforts at political control from the other side of the water; 
felt it its duty to play the part even without invitation from 
them; and I think that we can claim that the task was under- 
taken with a true and disinterested enthusiasm for the freedom 
of the Americas and the unmolested self-government of her inde- 
pendent peoples. But it was always difficult to maintain such 
a rôle without offence to the pride of the peoples whose freedom 
of action we sought to protect, and without provoking serious 
misconceptions of our motives, and every thoughtful man of 
affairs must welcome the altered circumstances of the new day in 
whose light we now stand, when there is no claim of guardian- 
ship or thought ef wards but, instead, a full and honourable 
association as of partners between ourselves and our neigh- 
bours, in the interest of all America, north and south. Our con- 
cern for the independence and prosperity of the states of Central 
and South America is not altered. We retain unabated the 
spirit that has inspired us throughout the whole life of our 
government and which was so frankly put into words by Presi- 
dent Monroe. We still mean always to make a common cause 
of national independence and of political liberty in America. 
But that purpose is mow better understood so far as it concerns 
ourselves. It is known not to be a selfish purpose. It is known 
to have in ft no thought of taking advantage of any government 
in this hemisphere or playing its political fortunes for our own 
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benefit. All the governments of America stand, so far as we are 
concerned, upon a footing of genuine equality and unquestioned 


independence. [Applause.] 

We have been put to the test in the case of Mexico, and we 
have stood the test. Whether we have benefited Mexico by the 
course we have pursued remains to be seen. Her fortunes are 
in her own hands. But we have at least proved that we will 
not take advantage of her in her distress and undertake to im- 
pose upon her an order and government of our own choosing: 
Liberty is often a fierce and intractable thing, to which no 
bounds can be set, and to which no bounds of a few men’s 
choosing ought ever to be set. Every American who has drunk 
at the true fountains of principle and tradition must subscribe 
without reservation to the high doctrine of the Virginia Bill of 
Rights, which in the great days in which our government was 
set up was everywhere amongst us accepted as the creed of free 
men. That doctrine is, That government is, or ought to be, 
instituted for the common benefit, protection, and security of the 
people, nation, or community;” that “of all the various modes 
and forms of government, that is the best which is capable of 
producing the greatest degree of happiness and safety, and is 
most effectually secured against the danger of maladministra- 
tion; and that, when any government shall be found inadequate 
or contrary to these purposes a majority of the community 
hath an indubitable, inalienable, and indefeasible right to re- 
form, alter, or abolish it, in such manner as shall be judged 
most conducive to the public weal.” We have unhesitatingly 
applied that heroic principle to the case of Mexico, and now 
hopefully await the rebirth of the troubled Republic, which had 
so much of which to purge itself and so little sympathy from 
any outside quarter in the radical but necessary process. We 
will aid and befriend Mexico, but we will not coerce her [ap- 
plause] ; and our course with regard to her ought to be sufficient 
proof to all America that we seek no political suzerainty or 
selfish control. 

The moral is, that the states of America are not hostile rivals 
but coöperating friends, and that their growing sense of com- 
munity of interest, alike in matters’ political and in matters 
economic, is likely to give them a new significance as factors 
in international affairs and in the political history of the world. 
It presents them as in a very deep and true sense a unit in 
world affairs, spiritual partners, standing together because 
thinking together, quick with common sympathies and common 
ideals. Separated they are subject to all the cross currents of 
the confused politics of a world of hostile rivalries; united in 
spirit and purpose they cannot be disappointed of their peace- 
ful destiny. 

This is Pan-Americanism. It has none of the spirit of empire 
in it. It is the embodiment, the effectual embodiment, of the 
spirit of law and independence and liberty and mutual service, 

A very notable body of men recently met in the City of 
Washington, at the invitation and as the guests of this Govern- 
ment, whose deliberations are likely to be looked back to as 
marking a memorable turning point in the history of America. 
They were representative spokesmen of the several independent 
states of this hemisphere and were assembled to discuss the 
financial and commercial relations of the republics of the two 
continents which nature and political fortune have so intimately 
linked together. I earnestly recommend to your perusal the 
reports of their proceedings and of the actions of their com- 
mittees. You will get from them, I think, a fresh conception of 
the ease and intelligence and advantage with which Americans 
of both continents may draw together in practical coöperation 
and of what the material foundations of this hopeful partnership 
of interest must consist,—of how we should build them and of 
how necessary it is that we should hasten their building. 

There is, I venture to point out, an especial significance just 
now attaching to this whole matter of drawing the Americas 
together in bonds of honourable partnership and mutual advan- 
tage because of the economic readjustments which the world 
must inevitably witness within the next generation, when peace 
shall have at last resumed its healthful tasks. In the perform- 
ance of these tasks I believe the Americas to be destined to play 
their parts together. I am interested to fix your attention on 
this prospect now because unless you take it within your view 
and permit the full significance of it to command your thought 
I cannot find the right light in which to set forth the particular 
matter that lies at the very front of my whole thought as I 
address you to-day. I mean national defense. 

No one who really comprehends the spirit of the great people 
for whom we are appointed to speak can fail to perceive that 
their passion is for peace, their genius best displayed in the 
practice of the arts of peace. Great democracies are not bel- 
ligerent. They do not seek or desire war. Their thought is of 


individual liberty and of the free labour that supports life and 


the uncensored thought that quickens it. Conquest and domin- 
ion are not in our reckoning, or agreeable to our principles. 
But just because we demand unmolested development and the 
undisturbed government of our own lives upon our own prin- 
ciples of right and liberty, we resent, from whatever quarter 
it may come, the aggression we ourselves will not practice. We 
insist upon security in prosecuting our self-chosen lines of 
national development. We do more than that. We demand it 
also for others. We do not confine our enthusiasm for indi- 
vidual liberty and free national development to the incidents 
and movements of affairs which affect only ourselves. We feel 
it wherever there is a people that tries to walk in these diffi- 
cult paths of independence and right. From the first we have 
made common cause with all partisans of liberty on this side 
the sea, and have deemed it as important that our neighbours 
should be free from all outside domination as that we ourselves 
should be; have set America aside as a whole for the uses of 
independent nations and political freemen. [Applause.] 

Out of such thoughts grow all our policies. We regard war 
merely as a means of asserting the rights of a people against 
aggression. And we are as fiercely jealous of coercive or dicta- 
torial power within our own nation as of aggression from with- 
out. We will not maintain a standing army except for uses 
which are as necessary in times of peace as in times of war; and 
we shall always see to it that our military peace establishment 
is no larger than is actually and continuously needed for the 
uses of days in which no enemies move against us. But we do 
believe in a body of free citizens ready and sufficient to take 
care of themselves and of the governments which they have set 
up to serve them. In our constitutions themselves we have com- 
manded that “the right of the people to keep and bear arms 
shall not be infringed,” and our confidence has been that our 
safety in times of danger would lie in the rising of the nation to 
take care of itself, as the farmers rose at Lexington. 

But war has never been a mere matter of men and guns. It 
is a thing of disciplined might. If our citizens are ever to fight 
effectively upon a sudden summons, they must know how modern 
fighting is done, and what to do when the summons comes to 
render themselves immediately available and immediately effec- 
tive. And the government must be their servant in this matter, 
must supply them with the training they need to take care of 
themselyes and of it. The military arm of their government, 
which they will not allow to direct them, they may properly 
use to serve them and make their independence secure,—and 
not their own independence merely but the rights also of those 
with whom they have made common cause, should they also 
be put in jeopardy. They must be fitted to play the great rôle 
in the world, and particularly in this hemisphere, for which 
they are qualified by principle and by chastened ambition to 


play. 

It is with these ideals in mind that the plans of the Depart- 
ment of War for more adequate national defense were conceived 
which will be laid before you, and which I urge you to sanc- 
tion and put into effect as soon as they can be properly scru- 
tinized and discussed. They seem to me the essential first steps, 
and they seem to me for the present sufficient. 

They contemplate an increase of the standing force of the 
regular army from its present strength of five thousand and 
twenty-three officers and one hundred and two thousand nine 
hundred and eighty-five enlisted men of all services to a strength 
of seven thousand one hundred and thirty-six officers and one 
hundred and thirty-four thousand seven hundred and seven en- 
listed men, or 141,848, all told, all services, rank and file, by 
the addition of fifty-two companies of coast artillery, fifteen com- 
panies of engineers, ten regiments of infantry, four regiments 
of field artillery, and four aero squadrons, besides seven hun- 
dred and fifty officers required for a great variety of extra 
service, especially the all important duty of training the citizen 
force of which I shall presently speak, seven hundred and 
ninety-two noncommissioned officers for service in drill, recruiting 
and the like, and the necessary quota of enlisted men for the 
Quartermaster Corps, the Hospital Corps, the Ordnance De- 
partment, and other similar auxiliary services. These are the 
additions necessary to render the army adequate for its present 
duties, duties which it has to perform not only upon our own 
continental coasts and borders and at our interior army posts, 
but also in the Philippines, in the Hawaiian Islands, at the 
Isthmus, and in Porto Rico. 

By way of making the country ready to assert some part of 
its real power promptly and upon a larger scale, should occa- 
sion arise, the plan also contemplates supplementing the army 
by a force of four hundred thousand disciplined citizens, raised 
in increments of one hundred and thirty-three thousand a year 
throughout a period of three years. This it is proposed to do 
by a process of enlistment under which the serviceable men 
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of the country would be asked to bind themselves to serve with 
the colors for purposes of training for short periods throughout 
three years, and to come to the colors at call at any time through- 
out an additional “furlough” period of three years. This force 
of four hundred thousand men would be provided with personal 
accoutrements as fast as enlisted and their equipment for the 
field made ready to be supplied at any time, They would be 
assembled for training at stated intervals at convenient places 
in association with suitable units of the regular army. Their 
period of annual training would not necessarily exceed two 
months in the year. 

It would depend upon the patriotic feeling of the younger 
men of the country whether they responded to such a call to 
service or not. It would depend upon the patriotic spirit of 
the employers of the country whether they made it possible for 
the younger men in their employ to respond under favorable 
conditions or not. I, for one, do not doubt the patriotic devo- 
tion either of our young men or of those who give them employ- 
ment—those for whose benefit and protection they would in fact 
enlist. I would look forward to the success of such an experi- 
ment with entire confidence. 

As least so much by way of preparation for defense seems to 
me to be absolutely imperative now. We cannot do less. 

The programme which will be laid before you by the Secretary 
of the Navy is similarly conceived. It involves only a shorten- 
ing of the time within which plans long matured shall be car- 
ried out; but it does make definite and explicit a programme 
which has heretofore been only implicit. held in the minds of 
the Committees on Naval Affairs and disclosed in the debates 
c2 the two Houses but nowhere formulated or formally adopted. 
It seems to me very clear that it will be to the advantage of 
the country for the Congress to adopt a comprehensive plan for 
putting the navy upon a final footing of strength and efficiency 
and to press that plan to completion within the next five years. 
We have always looked to the navy of the country as our first 
and chief line of defense; we have always seen it to be our 
manifest course of prudence to be strong on the sens. Year by 
year we have been creating a navy which now ranks very high 
indeed among the navies of the maritime nations. We should 
now definitely determine how we shall complete what we have 
begun, and how soon. 

The programme to be laid before you contemplates the con- 
struction within five years of ten battleships, six battle cruisers, 
ten scout cruisers, fifty destroyers, fifteen fleet submarines, 
eighty-five coast submarines, four gunboats, one hospital ship, 
two ammunition ships, two fuel oll ships, and one repair ship. 
It is proposed that of this number we shall the first year provide 
for the construction of two battle ships, two battle cruisers, three 
scout cruisers, fifteen destroyers, five fleet submarines, twenty- 
five coast submarines, two gunboats, and one hospital ship; the 
second year, two battleships, one scout cruiser, ten destroyers, 
four fleet submarines, fifteen coast submarines, one gun boat, and 
one fuel oll ship; the third year, two battle ships, one battle 
cruiser, two scout cruisers, five destroyers, two fleet submarines, 
and fifteen coast submarines; the fourth year, two battle ships, 
two battle cruisers, two scout cruisers, ten destroyers, two fleet 
submarines, fifteen coast submarines, one ammunition ship, and 
one fuel oil ship; and the fifth year, two battle ships, one battle 
cruiser, two scout cruisers, ten destroyers, two fleet submarines, 
fifteen coast submarines, one gunboat, one ammunition ship, 
and one repair ship. 

The Secretary of the Navy is asking also for the immediate 
addition to the personnel of the navy of seven thousand five 
hundred sailors, twenty-five hundred apprentice seamen, and 
fifteen hundred marines. This increase would be sufficient to 
care for the ships which are to be completed within the fiscal 
year 1917 and also for the number of men which must be put 
in training to man the ships which will be completed early in 
1918. It is also necessary that the number of midshipmen at 
the Nayal academy at Annapolis should be increased by at least 
three hundred in order that the force of officers should be more 
rapidly added to; and authority is asked to appoint, for engi- 
neering duties only, approved graduates of engineering colleges, 
and for service in the aviation corps a certain number of men 
taken from civil life. 

If this full programme should be carried out we should have 
built or building in 1921, according to the estimates of survival 
and standards of classification followed by the General Board 
of the Department, an effective navy consisting of twenty-seven 
battleships, of the first line, six battle cruisers, twenty-five bat- 
tleships of the second line, ten armored cruisers, thirteen scout 
cruisers, five first class cruisers, three second class cruisers, ten 
‘third class cruisers, one hundred and eight destroyers, eighteen 
fleet submarines, one hundred and fifty-seven coast submarines, 
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six monitors, twenty gunboats, four supply ships, fifteen fuel 
ships, four transports, three tenders to torpedo vessels, eight 
vessels of special types, and two ammunition ships. This would 
be a navy fitted to our needs and worthy of our traditions. 

But armies and instruments of war are only part of what has 
to be considered if we are to provide for the supreme matter 
of national self-sufficiency and security in all its aspects. There 
are other great matters which will be thrust upon our attention 
whether we will or not. There is, for example, a very pressing 
question of trade and shipping involved in this great problem 
of national adequacy. It is necessary for many weighty reasons 
of national efficiency and development that we should have a 
great merchant marine. The great merchant fleet we once used 
to make us rich, that great body of sturdy sailors who used to 
carry our flag into every sea, and who were the pride and often 
the bulwark of the nation, we have almost driven out of exist- 
ence by inexcusable neglect and indifference and by a hopelessly 
blind and provincial policy of so-called economic protection. 
It is high time we repaired our mistake and resumed our com- 
mercial independence on the seas. [Applause.] $ 

For it is a question of independence. If other nations go te 
war or seek to hamper each other’s commerce, our merchants, 


it seems, are at their mercy, to do with as they please. We 


must use their ships, and use them as they determine. We 
have not ships enough of our own. We cannot handle our 
own commerce on the seas. Our independence is provincial, 
and is only on land and within our own borders, We are not 
likely to be permitted to use even the ships of other nations 
in rivalry of their own trade, and are without means to extend 
our commerce even where the doors are wide open and our goods 
desired. Such a situation is not to be endured. It is of capital 
importance not only that the United States should be its own 
carrier on the seas and enjoy the economic independence which 
only an adequate merchant marine would give it, but also that 
the American hemisphere as a whole should enjoy a like inde- 
pendence and self-sufficiency, if it is not to be drawn into the 
tangle of European affairs. Without such independence the 
whole question of our political unity and self-determination 18 
very seriously clouded and complicated indeed. 

Moreover, we can develop no true or effective American policy 
without ships of our own,—not ships of war, but ships of peace, 
carrying goods and carrying much more; creating friendships 
and rendering indispensable services to all interests on this side 
the water. They must move constantly back and forth between 
the Americas. They are ths only shuttles that can weave the 
delicate fabric of sympathy, comprehension, confidence, and 
mutual dependence in which we wish to clothe our policy of 
America for Americans. [Applause.] 

The task of building up an adequate merchant marine for 
America private capital must ultimately undertake and achieve, 
as it has undertaken and achieved every other like task 
amongst us in the past, with admirable enterprise, intelli- 
gence, and vigor [applause]; and it seems to me a manifest 
dictate of wisdom that we should promptly remove every legal 
obstacle that may stand in the way of this much to be desired 
revival of our old independence and should facilitate in every 
possible way the building, purchase, and American registration 
of ships. But capital cannot accomplish this great task of a 
sudden. It must embark upon it by degrees, as the oppor- 
tunities of trade develop. Something must be done at once; 
done to open routes and develop opportunities where they are 
as yet undeveloped; done to open the arteries of trade where 
the currents have not yet learned to run,—especially between 
the two American continents, where they are, singularly enough, 
yet to be created and quickened; and it is evident that only 
the government can undertake such beginnings and assume the 
initial financial risks. When the risk has passed and private 
capital begins to find its way in sufficient abundance into these 
new channels, the government may withdraw. But it cannot 
omit to begin. It should take the first steps, and should take 
them at once, Our goods must not lie piled up at our ports 
and stored upon side tracks in freight cars which are daily 
needed on the roads; must not be left without means of trans- 
port to any foreign quarter. We must not await the permission 
of foreign ship-owners and foreign governments to send them 
where we will. 

With a view to meeting these pressing necessities of our com- 
merce and availing ourselves at the earliest possible moment of 
the pressing unparalleled opportunity of linking the two Amer- 
icas together in bonds of mutual interest and service, an oppor- 
tunity which may never return again if we miss it now, proposals 
will be made to the present Congress for the purchase or con- 
struction of ships to be owned and directed by the government 
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similar to those made to the last Congress, but modified in some 
essential particulars. I recommend these proposals to you for 
your prompt acceptance with the more confidence because every 
month that has elapsed since the former proposals were made 
has made the necessity for such action more and more manifestly 
imperative. [Applause.] That need was then foreseen; it is now 
acutely felt and everywhere realized by those for whom trade is 
waiting but who can find no conveyance for their goods. I am 
not so much interested in the particulars of the programme as 
I am in taking immediate advantage of the great opportunity 
which awaits us if we will but act in this emergency. In this 
matter, as in all others, a spirit of common counsel should pre- 
vail, and out of it should come an early solution of this pressing 
problem. 


There is another matter which seems to me to be very in- 
timately associated with the question of national safety and 
preparation for defense. That is our policy towards the Philip- 
pines and the people of Porto Rico. Our treatment of them and 
their attitude towards us are manifestly of the first consequence 
in the development of our duties in the world and in getting a 
free hand to perform those duties. We must be free from every 
. unnecessary burden or embarrassment; and there is no better 
way to be clear of embarrassment than to fulfil our promises 
and promote the interests of those dependent on us to the utmost. 
[Applause.] Bills for the alteration and reform of the govern- 
ment of the Philippines and for rendering fuller political justice 
to the people of Porto Rico were submitted to the sixty-third 
Congress. They will be submitted also to you. I need not par- 
ticularize their details. You are most of you already familiar 
with them. But I do recommend them to your early adoption 
with the sincere conviction that there are few measures you 
could adopt which would more serviceably clear the way for the 
great policies by which we wish to make good, now and always, 
our right to lead in enterprises of peace and good will and eco- 
nomic and political freedom. 

The plans for the armed forces of the nation which I have out- 
lined, and for the general policy of adequate preparation for 
mobilization and defense, involve of course very large additional 
expenditures of money,—expenditures which will considerably 
exceed the estimated revenues of the government. It is made my 
duty by law, whenever the estimates of expenditure exceed the 
estimates of revenue, to call the attention of the Congress to the 
fact and suggest any means of meeting the deficiency that it 
muy be wise or possible for me to suggest. I am ready to be- 
lieve that it would be my duty to do so in any case; and I feel 
particularly bound to speak of the matter when it appears that 
the deficiency will arise directly out of the adoption by the Con- 
gress of measures which I myself urge it to adopt. Allow me, 
therefore, to speak briefly of the present state of the Treasury 
and of the fiscal problems which the next year will probably 
disclose. 

On the thirtieth of June last there was an available balance 
in the general fund of the Treasury of $104,170,105.78. The total 
estimated receipts for the year 1916, on the assumption that the 
emergency revenue measure passed by the last Congress will not 
be extended beyond its present limit, the thirty-first of Decem- 
ber, 1915, and that the present duty of one cent per pound on 
sugar will be discontinued after the first of May, 1916, will be 
$670,365,500. The balance of June last and these estimated rev- 
enues come, therefore, to a grand total of $774,535,605.78. The 
total estimated disbursements for the present fiscal year, includ- 
ing twenty-five millions for the Panama Canal, twelve millions 
for probable deficiency appropriations, and fifty thousand dollars 
for miscellaneous debt redemptions, will be 5753, 891,000; and the 
balance in the general fund of the Treasury will be reduced to 
$20,644,605.78. The emergency revenue act, if continued beyond 
its present time limitation, would produce, during the half year 
then remaining, about forty-one millions. The duty of one cent 
per pound on sugar, if continued, would produce during the two 
months of the fiscal year remaining after the first of May, about 
fifteen millions. These two sums, amounting together to fifty- 
six millions, if added to the revenues of the second half of the 
fiscal year, would yield the Treasury at the end of the year an 
available balance of $76,644,605.78. 


The additional revenues required to carry out the programme 
of military and naval preparation of which I have spoken, 
would, as at present estimated, be for the fiscal year 1917, 

„800,000. Those figures, taken with the figures for the pres- 
ent fiscal year which I have already given, disclose our financial 
problem for the year 1917. Assuming that the taxes imposed by 
the emergency revenue act and the present duty on sugar are 
to be discontinued, and that the balance at the close of the 
present fiscal year will be only $20,644,605.78, that the disburse- 


ments for the Panama Canal will again be about twenty-five 
millions, and that the additional expenditures for the army and 
navy are authorized by the Congress, the deficit in the general 
fund of the Treasury on the thirtieth of June, 1917, will be 
nearly two hundred and thirty-five millions. To this sum at 
least fifty millions should be added to represent a safe working 
balance for the Treasury, and twelve millions to include the 
usual deficiency estimates in 1917; and these additions would 
make a total deficit of some two hundred and ninety-seven mil- 
lions. If the present taxes should be continued throughout this 
year and the next, however, there would be a balance in the 
Treasury of some seventy-six and a half millions at the end of 
the present fiscal year, and a deficit at the end of the next year 
of only some fifty millions, or, reckoning in sixty-two millions 
for deficiency appropriations and a safe Treasury balance at the 
end of the year, a total deficit of some one hundred and twelve 
millions. The obvious moral of the figures is that it is a plain 
counsel of prudence to continue all of the present taxes or their 
equivalents, and confine ourselves to the problem of providing 
one hundred and twelve millions of new revenue rather than 
two hundred and ninety-seven millions. 

How shall we obtain the new revenue? We are frequently 
reminded that there are many millions of bonds which the 
Treasury is authorized under existing law to sell to reimburse 
the sums paid out of current revenues for the construction of the 
Panama Canal; and it is true that bonds to the amount of 
approximately $222,000,000 are now available for that purpose. 
Prior to 1918, $134,631,980 of these bonds had actually been 
sold to recoup the expenditures at the Isthmus; and now con- 
stitute a considerable item of the public debt. But I, for one, 
do not believe that the people of this country approve of post- 
poning the payment of their bills. [Applause.] Borrowing 
money is short-sighted finance. It can be justified only when 
permanent things are to be accomplished which many genera- 
tions will certainly benefit by and which it seems hardly fair 
that a single generation should pay for. The objects we are 
now proposing to spend money for cannot be so classified, ex- 
cept in the sense that everything wisely done may be said to 
be done in the interest of posterity as well as in our own. It 
seems to me a clear dictate of prudent statesmanship and frank 
finance that in what we are now, I hope, about to undertake 
we should pay as we go. The people of the country are entitled 
to know just what burdens of taxation they-are to carry, and 
to know from the outset, now. The new bills should be paid 
by internal taxation. 

To what sources, then, shall we turn? This is so peculiarly 
a question which the gentlemen of the House of Representatives 
are expected under the Constitution to propose an answer to 
that you will hardly expect me to do more than discuss it in 
very general terms. We should be following an almost universal 
example of modern governments if we were to draw the greater 
part or eyen the whole of the revenues we need from the in- 
come taxes. By somewhat lowering the present limits of exemp- 
tion and the figure at which the surtax shall begin to be im- 
posed, and by increasing, step by step throughout the present 
graduation, the surtax itself, the income taxes as at present 
apportioned would yield sums sufficient to balance the books of 
the Treasury at the end of the fiscal year 1917 without any- 
where making the burden unreasonably or oppressively heavy. 
The precise reckonings are fully and accurately set out in the 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury which will be imme- 
diately laid before you. 

And there are many additional sources of revenue which can 
justly be resorted to without hampering the industries of the 
country or putting any too great charge upon individual ex- 
penditure. A tax of one cent per gallon on gasoline and naphtha 
would yield, at the present estimated production, $10,000,000; a 
tax of fifty cents per horse power on automobiles and internal 
explosion engines, $15,000,000; a stamp tax on bank cheques, 
probably $18,000,000; a tax of twenty-five cents per ton on pig 
iron, $10,000,000 ; a tax of twenty-fiye cents per ton on fabricated 
iron and steel, probably $10,000,000. In a country of great in- 
dustries like this it ought to be easy to distribute the burdens 
of taxation without making them anywhere bear too heavily. 
or too exclusively upon any one set of persons or undertakings. 
What is clear is, that the industry of this generation should 
pay the bills of this generation. 

I have spoken to you to-day, Gentlemen, upon a single theme, 
the thorough preparation of the nation to care for its own 
security and to make sure of entire freedom to play the im- 
partial rôle in this hemisphere and in the world which we all 
believe to have been providentially assigned to it. I have had 
in my mind no thought of any immediate or particular danger 
arising out of our relations with other nations. We are at peace 
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with all the nations of the world, and there is reason to hope 
that no question in controversy between this and other Govern- 
ments will lead to any serious breach of amicable relations, 
grave as some differences of attitude and policy have been and 
may yet turn out to be. I am sorry to say that the gravest 
threats against our national pence and safety have been uttered 
within our own borders. There are citizens of the United States, 
I blush to admit, born under other flags but weleomed under 
our generous naturalization laws to the full freedom and oppor- 
tunity of America, who have poured the poison of disloyalty into 
the yery arteries of our national life; who have sought to bring 
the authority and good name of our Government into contempt, 
to destroy our industries wherever they thought it effective for 
their vindictive purposes to strike at them, and to debase our 
polities to the uses of foreign intrigue. Their number is not 
great as compared with the whole number of those sturdy hosts 
by which our nation has been enriched in recent generations 
out of virile foreign stocks; but it is great enough to have 
brought deep disgrace upon us and to have made it necessary 
that we should promptly make use of processes of law by which 
we may be purged of their corrupt distempers. [Loud applause.] 
America never witnessed anything like this before. It never 
dreamed it possible that men sworn into its own citizenship, men 
drawn out of great free stocks such as supplied some of the best 
and strongest elements of that little, but how heroic, nation that 
in a high day of old staked its very life to free itself from every 
entanglement that had darkened the fortunes of the older nations 
and set up a new standard here, —that men of such origins 
and such free choices of allegiance would ever turn in malign 
reaction against the Government and people who had welcomed 
and nurtured them and seek to make this proud country once 
more a hotbed of European passion. A little while ago such 
a thing would have seemed incredible. Because it was in- 
credible we made no preparation for it. We would have been 
almost ashamed to prepare for it, as if we were suspicious of 
ourselves, our own comrades and neighbors! But the ugly 
and incredible thing has actually come about and we are with- 
out adequate federal laws to deal with it. I urge you to enact such 
laws at the earliest possible moment and feel that in doing so I am 
urging you to do nothing less than save the honor and self- 
respect of the nation. Such creatures of passion, disloyalty, 
and anarchy must be crushed out. [Applause.] They are not 
many, but they are infinitely malignant, and the hands of our 
power should close over them at once. They have formed plots 
to destroy property, they have entered into conspiracies against 
the neutrality of the Government, they have sought to pry into 
every confidential transaction of the Government in order to 
serve interests alien to our own. It is possible to deal with 
these things very effectually. I need not suggest the terms in 
which they may be dealt with. 

I wish that it could be said that only a few men, misled by 
mistaken sentiments of allegiance to the governments under 
which they were born, had been guilty of disturbing the self- 
possession and misrepresenting the temper and principles of 
the country during these days of terrible war, when it would 
seem that every man who was truly an American would in- 
stinctively make it his duty and his pride to keep the scales of 
judgment even and prove himself a partisan of no nation but 
his own. But it cannot. There are some men among us, and 
many resident abroad who, though born and bred in the United 
States and calling themselves Americans, have so forgotten them- 
selves and their honor as citizens as to put their passionate 
sympathy with one or the other side in the great European 
conflict above their regard for the peace and dignity of the 
United States. They also preach and practice disloyalty. No 
laws, I suppose, can reach corruptions of the mind and heart; 
but I should not speak of others without also speaking of these 
and expressing the even deeper humiliation and scorn which 
every self-possessed and thoughtfully patriotic American must 
feel when he thinks of them and of the discredit they are daily 
bringing upon us. 

While we speak of the preparation of the nation to make sure 
of her security and her effective power we must not fall into the 
patent error of supposing that her real strength comes from 
armaments and mere safeguards of written law. It comes, of 
course, from her people, their energy, their success in their 
undertakings, their free oppertunity to use the natural resources 
of our great home land aud of the lands outside our continental 
borders which look to us for protection, for encouragement, and 
for assistance in their development; from the organization and 
freedom and vitality of our economic life. The domestic ques- 
tions which engaged the attention of the last Congress are more 
vital to, the nation in this its time of test than at any other time. 
We cannot adequately make ready for any trial of our strength 
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unless we wisely and promptly direct the force of our laws into 
these all-important fields of domestic action. A matter «which 
it seems to me we should haye very much at heart is the creation 
of the right instrumentalities by which to mobilize our economic 
resources in any time of national necessity. I take it for granted 
that I do not need your authority to call into systematic con- 
sultation with the directing officers of the army and navy men of 
recognized leadership and ability from among our citizens who 
are thoroughly familiar, for example, with the transportation 
facilities of the country and therefore competent to advise how 
they may be codrdinated when the need arises, those who can 
suggest the best way in which to bring about prompt codperation 
among the manufacturers of the country, should it be necessary, 
and those who could assist to bring the technical skill of the 
country to the aid of the Government in the solution of particu- 
lar problems of defense. I only hope that if I should find it 
feasible to constitute such an advisory body the Congress would 
be willing to yote the small sum of money that would be needed 
to defray the expenses that would probably be necessary to give 
it the clerical and administrative machinery with which to do 
serviceable work. 

What is more important is, that the industries and resources 
of the country should be available and ready for mobilization. 
It is the more imperatively necessary, therefore, that we should 
promptly devise means for doing what we have not yet done: 
that we should give intelligent federal aid and stimulation to 
industrial and vocational education, as we have long done in 
the large field of our agricultural industry; that, at the same 
time that we safeguard and conserve the natural resources of 
the country we should put them at the disposal of those who will 
use them promptly and intelligently, as was sought to be done 
in the admirable bills submitted to the last Congress from its 
committees on the public lands, bills which I earnestly recom- 
mend in principle to your consideration; that we should put 
into early operation some provision for rural credits which will 
add to the extensive borrowing facilities already afforded the 
farmer by the Reserve Bank Act adequate instrumentalities by 
which long credits may be obtained on land mortgages [ap- 
plause]; and that we should study more carefully than they 
have hitherto been studied the right adaptation of our economic 
arrangements to changing conditions. 

Many conditions about which we have repeatedly legislated 
are being altered from decade to decade, it is evident, under our 
very eyes, and are likely to change even more rapidly and more 
radically in the days immediately ahead of us, when peace has 
returned to the world and the nations of Europe once more take 
up their tasks of commerce and industry with the energy of 
those who must bestir themselves to build anew. Just what 
these changes will be no one can certainly foresee or confidently 
predict. There are no calculable, because no stable, elements 
in the problem. The most we can do is to make certain that 
we have the necessary instrumentalities of information con- 
stantly at our service so that we may be sure that we know 
exactly what we are dealing with when we come to act, if it 
should be necessary to act at all. We must first certainly know 
what it is that we are seeking to adapt ourselves to. I may ask 
the privilege of addressing you more at length on this important 
matter a little later in your session. 

In the meantime may I make this suggestion? The trans- 
portation problem is an exceedingly serious and pressing one 
in this country. There has from time to time of late been rea- 
son to fear that our railroads would not much longer be able to 
cope with it successfully, as at present equipped and coördi- 
nated. I suggest that it would be wise to provide for a commis- 
sion of inquiry to ascertain by a thorough canvass of the whole 
question whether our laws as at present framed and adminis- 
tered are as serviceable as they might be in the solution of the 
problem. It is obviously a problem that lies at the very founda- 
tion of our efficiency as a people. Such an inquiry ought to 
draw out every circumstance and opinion worth considering 
and we need to know all sides of the matter if we mean to do 
anything in the field of federal legislation. 

No one, I am sure, would wish to take any backward step. 
The regulation of the railways of the country by federal com- 
mission has had admirable results and has fully justified the 
hopes and expectations of those by whom the policy of regula- 
tion was originally proposed. The question is not what should 
we undo? It is, whether there is anything else we can do that 
would supply us with effective means, in the very process of 
regulation, for bettering the conditions under which the rail- 
roads are operated and for making them more useful servants 
of the country as a whole. It seems to me that it might be the 
part of wisdom, therefore before further legislation in this field 
is attempted, to look at the whole problem of coordination and 
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efficiency in the full light of a fresh assessment of circum- 
stance-and opinion, as a guide to dealing with the several parts 
of it. 

For what we are seeking now, what in my mind is the single 
thought of this message, is national efficiency and security. 
We serve a great nation. We should serve it in the spirit of its 
peculiar genius. It is the genius of common men for self- 
government, industry, justice, liberty and peace. We should 
see to it that it lacks no instrument, no facility or vigor of law, 
to make it sufficient to play its part with energy, safety, and 
assured success. In this we are no partisans but heralds and 
prophets of a new age. [Applause.] 


At 1 o'clock and 43 minutes p. m. the President retired from 
the Hall of the House. 

Thereupon the President pro tempore and Members of the 
Senate returned to their Chamber. 


REFERENCE OF THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the President's 
message to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
to refer the President’s message to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT UNTIL FRIDAY. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Friday 
next, 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Friday next. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


RESIDENT COMMISSIONERS OF THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Resident Commissioners from the Philippine Islands shall 
be entitled to seats on the floor of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the Resident Commissioners from the Philip- 
pine Islands be entitled to seats in the Hall of the House. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Tennessee if they have not that right under the rules 
of the House? 

Mr. GARRETT. They have not, under the rules of the 
House. The Resident Commissioner of Porto Rico has that 
right under the rules of the House, but it has been the custom, 
both when the Republican Party was in control and since the 
Democratic Party has been in control, to give this permission to 
these Commissioners by special vote. The rules make no provi- 
sion for it, and I ask that it shall be done as it has been done 
heretofore. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I have no objection, but I think 
they ought to have that right secured to them by the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT}? 

There was no objection. 


HYDROELECTRICITY ON THE FARM. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that an 
address delivered by the distinguished gentleman from Georgia, 
Mr. Apamson, at the Southern Conference, held at Chattanooga, 
Tenn., on April 28, 1915, on the subject of the uses and benefits 
of hydroelectricity on the farm be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that an address delivered by the gentleman from 
Georgia, Mr. ApAmson, at Chattanooga respecting the use of 
electricity on the farm be published in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

EXTRA COPIES OF THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
15,000 extra copies of the President's message be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that 15,000 extra copies of the President’s 
message be printed. Is there objection? 

Mr, BORLAND. To be distributed in what way? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I suggest that they be distributed through 
the folding room. 

The SPEAKER. To be distributed through the folding room. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
about how many copies would that give to each Member? 

Mr. KITCHIN. It would be about 35 or 40 copies. 


Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman from 
North Carolina that he make his request for 17,500 extra copies, 
2,500 to be distributed through the document room, so that in 
case any Member runs out of copies through the folding room 
he can send a letter to the document room and have his request 
for copies filled there. 

Mr. MANN. I would have no objection to that. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina modifies 
his request and asks unanimous consent that 17,500 extra copies 
of the President’s message be printed, 15,000 copies ta be dis- 
tributed through the folding room and 2,500 copies through the 
document room. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 
53 minutes p. m.), in accordance with the order heretofore mnde, 
the House adjourned until Friday, December 10, 1915, at 12 
o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a combined statement of receipts, disbursements, and balances 
of the Government during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 37); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
statement showing the model, character, contract price, and 
make of each typewriter machine purchased for exchange in the 
Department of Commerce for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 3); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report showing purchase and exchange of typewriters, adding 
machines, and other similar labor-saving devices by the Treas- 
ury Department during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1915 (H. 
Doc. No. 4); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

4. A letter from the deputy and acting recorder of deeds, 
District of Columbia, transmitting report of typewriters pur- 
chased and exchanged during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 5); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of exchanges made by this department and its several 
bureaus and offices of typewriters, adding machines, and other 
labor-saving devices for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 6); to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
statement relative to purchase of typewriting machines by the 
Interior Department and its several bureaus and offices during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 7); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting state- 
ments for the Navy Department, the naval service, and the 
Marine Corps regarding the purchase and exchange of type- 
writers during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
8); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

8. A letter from the Attorney General, transmitting statement 
of the expenditures of appropriations for the United States 
Court of Customs Appeals for the fiscal year ended June 80, 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 9); to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Justice and ordered to be printed. ; 

9. A letter from the president of the United States Civil Serv- 
ice Commission, transmitting statement showing typewriters 
purchased during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. 
No. 10) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

10. A letter from the president of the United States Civil 
Service Commission, transmitting statement showing type- 
writers, office machines, and other labor-saving devices ex- 
changed during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
ead to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 

ted. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, transmitting statement relative to typewriting machines 
purchased by the Government branches under the direction of 
the Smithsonian Institution during the fiscal year ended June 
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30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 12); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting state- 
ment relative to exchange of typewriters, adding machines, and 
other similar labor-saving devices in part payment for new ma- 
chines used for the same purpose as those exchanged by the 
Panama Canal for the period of March 4, 1915, to June 30, 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 13); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting data 
relative to typewriting machines purchased by the Panama 
Canal during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
14); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

14. A letter from the Superintendent of Buildings and Grounds 
of the Library of Congress, transmitting statement regarding 
purchase and exchange of typewriters by the Library of Congress 
during the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 15); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting statement showing model, character, 
contract price, and make of each typewriting machine pur- 
chased and exchanged during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 16) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting statement showing the make, model, 
and number of each typewriting and adding machine exchanged 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 17); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
statement showing the model, character, contract price, and 
make of all typewriting machines purchased and exchanged by 
the department during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. 
Doc. No. 18) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
report showing the exchanges of typewriters, adding machines, 
and labor-saving devices by the department during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 19); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the Superintendent of Library Building 
and Grounds, transmitting statement relative to travel from 
Washington, D. C., in connection with official business during 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 53); to the 
Committee on the Library and ordered to be printed. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from Chief of Engineers, United States Army, a copy of a 
report on preliminary examination of L’Anguille River, Ark. (H. 
Doc. No. 54); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, map on 
preliminary examination of Little River and tributaries, bayous 
Castor and Dugdemona, La. (H. Doc. No. 55); to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustra- 
tions. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, map on 
preliminary examination of Mystic River, Conn. (H. Doc. No. 
56) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, report 
on reexamination of Rockhall Harbor, Md. (H. Doc. No. 57); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, map on 
preliminary examination of St. Francis River, from Madison to 
St. Francis, Ark. (H. Doc. No. 58); to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

25. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, with map, on 
reexamination of Smiths Creek, N. C. (H. Doc. No. 50); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. . 

26. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, with map, on 
reexamination of St. Francis and L’Anguille Rivers and Black- 
fish Bayou, Ark. (H. Doc. No. 60); to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

27. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, with map, on 
preliminary examination of Patapsco River, Md. (H. Doc. No. 


61); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. 

28. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report of the contingent expenses of the Treasury Department 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 62) ; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department and 
ordered to be printed. 

29. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of appropriations for defraying the expenses of col- 
lecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1917 (H. Doc. No. 63) ; to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

30. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of 2 communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation in the sum of $35,000, in addi- 
tion to the $50,000 appropriated by the Diplomatic and Consular 
acts of June 30, 1914, and March 4, 1915, for participation by the 
Government of the United States and to meet the necessary ex- 
penses of the second Pan American Scientific Congress, Decem- 
ber 27, 1915, and January 8, 1916, inclusive (H. Doc. No. 64) ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

81. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
statement showing expenditures from lump-sum appropriations 
of Department of Agriculture for the purchase of motor vehicles 
and motor boats during the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 65); 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture and ordered to be printed. 

32. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Postinaster General submit- 
ting an urgent estimate of deficiency in the appropriation for 
mail bags, etc., for the Postal Service, payable from the postal 
revenues for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 
66); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

33. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation to reimburse the appropri- 
ation for “ General expenses, Forest Service,” for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 67); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

34. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a detailed report of the expenditures under the appropriation 
“Preventing the spread of epidemic diseases” for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 68); to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Treasury Department and ordered to be 
printed. 

35. A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting report of their official proceedings for the year 
ended December 31, 1914, with information relating to the regu- 
lation and operation of public utilities in the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

36. A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting the balance sheets for the year ended Decem- 
ber 31, 1914, received by the commissioners from the owner or 
officer of the various public utilities in the District of Columbia ; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

37. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Labor submit- 
ting an amendment to the estimate on page 1038 of the annual 
Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 1917 for “ Miscellaneous 
expenses, Bureau of Naturalization” (H. Doc. No. 69); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

38. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting an- 
nual report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, and also a 
report showing the amount of balances at the beginning of the 
year, amount paid for carrying the mail, etc. (H. Doc. No. 70); 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Depart- 
ment and ordered to be printed. 

39. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting state- 
ment regarding typewriting machines purchased and exchanged 
by the Post Office Department during the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 94); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

40. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of War College Division, General Staff, with a 


report of the documents distributed by the War Department 


during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 95); 3 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

41, A letter from the president of the Board of Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a statement of expendi- 
tures made from the appropriation for contingent expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 96) ; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 
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42. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting state- 
ment showing what officers or employees of the Post Office De- 
partment have traveled on official business from Washington, 
D. ©., to points outside of the District of Columbia during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, giving in each instance detailed 
information regarding each (H. Doc. No. 97); to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Post Office Department and ordered to 
be printed. 

43. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
the annual report of the Commissioner of Lighthouses for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 98); to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

44. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a state- 
ment showing what officers or employees of the War Department 
have traveled on official business from Washington to points 
outside of the District of Columbia and the total expense to the 
United States in each case (H. Doc. No. 99) ; to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the War Department and ordered to be 
printed. 

45. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a detailed report of all sums paid by the Bureau of Chemistry 
of the Department of Agriculture for compensation or expenses 
of officers or other persons employed by State, county, or mu- 
nicipal governments during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 100); to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Department of Agriculture and ordered to be printed. 

46. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
statement of moneys received as contributions toward coopera- 
tive work in forest investigations, or the protection and improve- 
ment of national forests, during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 101); to the Committee on Agriculture and 
ordered to be printed. 

47. A letter from the Chief Clerk of the United States Court 
of Claims, transmitting statement of all judgments rendered by 
the Court of Claims, the amount thereof, the parties in whose 
favor rendered, and the nature of the claims during the year 
ended December 4, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 102) ; to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

48. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Postmaster General submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for the purchase of land and 
erection thereon of a fireproof building in the city of Washing- 
ton, D. C., for the use of the Post Office Department equipment 
shops (H. Doc. No. 103); to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

49. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting state- 
ments submitted by the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, 
of expenditures and of arms, components of arms, and ap- 
pendages fabricated, altered, and repaired during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 104); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

50. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting state- 
ments submitted by the Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, 
of the cost of all type and experimental manufacture of guns 
and other articles, and the average cost of the several classes of 
guns and other articles manufactured by the Government at the 
several arsenals during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. 
Doc. No. 105) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 

51. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, submitting de- 
tailed statement of expenditures under the contingent appropri- 
ations for the Navy Department for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915 (H. Doe. No. 106) ; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Navy Department and ordered to be printed. 

52. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
statements for the Navy Department, the naval service, and the 
Marine Corps, giving the detailed information with respect to 
exchange of typewriters, adding machines, and other similar 
labor-saving devices during the period from March 4, 1915, to 
June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 107); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

53. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting statement showing the travel of all 
ofticials and employees (other than special) on official business 


from Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia. 


during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 108) ; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered 
to be printed. 

54. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
statement of documents received and distributed by the Navy 
Department during the fiscal year ended June 30; 1915 (H. Doc. 
No. 109); to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy 
Department and ordered to be printed. 


55. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement of the number of persons employed in meat inspec- 
tion, salary, and contingent expenses for the period beginning 
July 1, 1914, and ending June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 114) ; to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture 
and ordered to be printed. 

56. A letter from the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
bia, transmitting report of official doings of that government for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 89); to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 
printed. 

57. A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, transmitting statement showing the names of all 
persons employed under the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
the rate of compensation, etc., for the fiscal years 1913, 1914, 
and 1915 (H. Doc. No. 110) ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

58. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
detailed statements of disbursements by the Department of 
Commerce for the period from December 1, 1914, to November 
80, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 111); to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Department of Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

59. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
detailed statement of expenditures of the Department of Agri- 
culture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
112) ; to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of 
Agriculture and ordered to be printed. 

60. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
statement showing in detail the travel from Washington to 
points outside the District of Columbia performed by officers 
and employees of the Department of Agriculture during the 
fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 113); to the Committee on Ex- 
n In the Department of Agriculture and ordered to be 
printed. 

G1. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
fourteenth annual report of the Reclamation Service (H. Doc. 
No. 38); to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands and 
ordered to be printed. 

62. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, showing amounts 
expended at each Indian school and agency for construction, 
lease, purchase, repairs, and improvements to school and agency 
buildings (H. Doc. No. 116); to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

63. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
statement showing in detail what officers or employees of the 
Navy Department traveled on official business outside of the 
District of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 117); to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Navy Department and ordered to be printed. 

64. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
the report on acts of hostilities by any tribe with which the 
United States has treaty stipulations occurring since the next 
preceding report (H. Doc. No. 118) ; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

65. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
under provisions of the act approved March 1, 1907, a report on 
diversion of funds for the purchase of subsistence for the several 
tribes of Indians (H. Doc. No. 119) ; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

66. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report of all moneys collected and deposited during the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1915, under the appropriation “ Determining 
heirs of deceased Indian allottees, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 120); to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

67. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report relating to the appropriation “ Indian schools: Support, 
1915” (H. Doc. No. 121); to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

68. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed report of expenditures made for the purpose of en- 
couraging industry among Indians on the Tongue River Reserva- 
tion during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doe. No. 122) ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

69. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report showing the expenditures for the fiscal year ended June 
80, 1915, from the appropriation for the relief of destitute In- 
dians as required by that act and also by the act of March 1, 
1899 (H. Doc. No. 123) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

70. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting draft 
of a bill to take the place of the draft transmitted by letter of 
October 15 in relation to reimbursement of officers, soldiers, and 
civilian employees of the Army, etc., for losses sustaine] as the 
result of the hurricane in Texas August 16, 17, 18, and 19, 1915 
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(H. Doc. No. 124); to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. i 

71. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
copy of regulations by the Board of Supervising Inspectors, 
Steamboat Inspection Service, under provisions of the act of 
March 4, 1915, known as the seaman’s act (H. Doc. No. 125) ; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries and or- 
dered to be printed. 

72. A letter from the president of the Board of Managers 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting 
report showing typewriters exchanged by the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers under the provisions of section 5, 
general deficiency bill, approved March 4, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
126) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

73. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
report of public property in the Post Office Department on Octo- 
ber 16, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 127); to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads and ordered to be printed. 

74. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
under the provisions of the acts apportioning proceeds of the 
public lands to the more complete endowment and support of 
colleges of agriculture and mechanic arts in the several States 
and Territories, the total amount paid each year since the enact- 
ment to and including the year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. 
No. 128); to the Committee on Agriculture and ordered to be 
printed. 

75. A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting 
statement showing in detail what officers or employees of the 
Library of Congress have traveled on official business from 
Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia during 
the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 129) ; to the Committee on the 
Library and ordered to be printed. 

76. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report 
of the National Forest Reservation Commission for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 130); to the Committee 
ou Agriculture and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

77. A letter from the Secretary of the United States Civil 
Service Commission, transmitting a statement showing in detail 
what officers and employees of the commission have traveled on 
official business from Washington to points outside of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 131); to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Service and ordered to be printed. 

78. A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, transmitting statement showing in detail what officers or 
employees of the branches of the Government service under the 
direction of the Smithsonian Institution have traveled on official 
business from Washington to points outside of the District of 
Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. 
No, 132) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 

rinted. 
£ 79. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a de- 
tailed statement showing how the money therein appropriated 
'has been expended, and to whom, in the collection of military 
records of the Revolutionary War during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 133) ; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the War Department and ordered to be printed. 

80. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed report of expenditures made in making per capita 
payments to the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche Indians during 
the fiscal yenr ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 134); to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

81. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed report of expenditures made for the purchase of 
cattle for the benefit of Indians on the Standing Rock Reserva- 
tion in North Dakota and South Dakota during the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 135); to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

82. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report of the expenditures from the permanent fund of the 
Sioux Indians during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1915 (H. 
Doc. No. 136) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. 85 

83. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
n detailed statement of expenditures made from the tribal funds 
of the confederated bands of Ute Indians, appropriated therein 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 137) ; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

84. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a report of the expenditures of money carried on the books of 
that department under the caption “Indian moneys, 
of labor,” for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. No. 
138); to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 


85. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed report of the expenditures for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, from the appropriation for the relief of distress 
and the prevention of disease among Indians on account of the 
construction of hospitals (H. Doc. No. 139) ; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

86. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a statement showing the documents received and distributed 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 140) ; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of the In- 
terior and ordered to be printed. 

87. A letter from the Excise Board for the District of Co- 
lumbla, transmitting annual report of the Excise Board for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 141); to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

88. A letter from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, transmit- 
ting report of the actual expenditures during the fiscal year 1915 
from the appropriations “ Miscellaneous expenses, Division of 
Naturalization, 1914,” and “ Miscellaneous expenses, Bureau of 
Naturalization, 1915” (H. Doc. No. 142); to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Labor and ordered to be 
printed. 

89. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
statement of the cost of all survey and allotment work on Indian 
reservations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. 
Ng: = ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

90. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a report of amounts refunded to depositors on account of excess 
deposits in connection with the purchase of timber, use of lands 
or resources of national forests (H. Doc. No. 115); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

91. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement of the expenditures from the appropriation for In- 
dustrial wrok and care of timber” for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 150) ; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Interior Department and ordered to be printed. 

92. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
detailed report of the expenditures made for the purpose of en- 
couraging industry among Indians at various Indian reservations 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 151); 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

93. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
an itemized statement of expenditures made by Department of 
the Interior and charged to the appropriation “Repairs of 
buildings, Department of the Interior, 1915,” for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 152); to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department and ordered to be 
printed. 

94. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
detailed report of expenditures made for the purchase of cattle 
for the Northern Cheyenne Indians on the Tongue River Reser- 
vation, Mont., during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. 
No. 153) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 


95. A letter from tLe Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
statement of the fiscal affairs of all Indian tribes for whose 
henefit expenditures from publie or tribal funds were made 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 154); 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

96. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
statement showing in detail what officers or employees of the 
Department of the Interior have traveled on official business 
from Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 155) ; 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department 
and ordered to be printed. 

97. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an 
itemized statement of expenditures made by the Department of 
the Interior and charged to the appropriation “ Contingent ex- 
penses, Department of the Interior, 1915,” fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 174); to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department and ordered to be printed. 

98. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
report showing the diversion of appropriations for the pay of 
specified employees in the Indian Service for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 175); to the Commitree on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

99. A letter from the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institu- 


‘tion, transmitting a detailed statement of the expenditures for 


the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, under the appropriations 
for “ International exchanges,” “American ethnology,” and the 
“ Astrophysical Observatory,” the “ International Catalogue of 
Scientific Literature,” the National Museum,” and the “ Na- 
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tional Zoological Park,” etc. (H. Doc. No. 176); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

100. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
cost account of all moneys, from whatever source derived, ex- 
pended on each such irrigation project on Indian reservations, 
allotments, and lands (H. Doc. No. 177); to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

101. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
a detailed report of expenditures made for the purpose of en- 
couraging industry among Indians at the various Indian res- 
ervations during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. 
No. 178); to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

102. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law in the French 
spoliation claims relating to the vessel brig Joseph in case of 
Insurance Co. of North America et al. v. The United States 
(II. Doc. No. 179); to the Committee on Claims and ordered 
to be printed. 

103. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the findings of fact and conclusions of law in the French 
spoliation claims relating to the vessel brig Harriet in the case 
of Frederick H. Allen v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 180) ; 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

104. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Alfred 
Halstead v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 181) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

105. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Jacob 
C. Barkley v. The United States (H. Doc. No, 182); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

106. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Isaac F. 
Hayworth v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 183); to the Com- 
‘mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

107. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of William 
C. Corbett v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 184) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

108. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of heirs 
of Isaiah Attaway, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
185); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

109. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of W. J. 
MecDearmon, administrator of the estate of John H. Hopkins, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 186); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

110, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James 
™aylor v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 187); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

111. Aletter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John 
De Armand v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 188) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

112. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of William 
Cook v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 189); to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

113. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
A. Perkins, Sarah C. Mead, Annie Mead, Harry E. Greenhill, 
and Washington L. Greenwell, heirs of Thomas W. Perkins, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 190); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

114. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Abel 
J. Mosby v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 191); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

115. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Bland 
P. Boyd, administrator of John D. Ware, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 192); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

116. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ease of Wil- 
liam Gourley, heir of Samuel Gourley, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 193) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

117. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John 


M. Heard v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 194); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

118. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John 
Beasley v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 195); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

119. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Charles 
Max Wittig v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 196) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

120. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of R. A. 
Guthrie v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 197); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

121. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Murray 
R. Hubbard, administrator of the estate of Joseph Miller, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 198) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

122. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Emma 
Morris, widow of Charles L. Morris; Annie Vinson, Ida Arm- 
strong, Thomas H. Morris, jr., and William A. Morris, sole 
heirs of Thomas H. Morris, deceased, v. The United States (H. 
Doc. No. 199) ; to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

123. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of J. C. 
Creed v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 200) ; to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

124. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of R. W. 
Harris, administrator of the estate of James P. Harris, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 201); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

125. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
W. Peters v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 202); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

126. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Lucy 
R. Johnson and John A, Johnson, heirs of Armistead Johnston, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 203); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

127. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James 
A. Wright v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 204) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

128. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Alexan- 
der N. Wells v. The United States (H. Doc. No, 205) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

129. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John D. 
Yates v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 206) ; to the Committee 
on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

130. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Edward 
Cottingham v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 207); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

131. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting a 
tabular statement showing in detail the claims of postmasters 
for reimbursement for losses of postal, moaey-order, and other 
funds and stamps resulting from burglary, fire, and other un- 
avoidable casualty which have been acted upon by the Post- 
master General during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1915 (H. 
Doc. No. 208); to the Committee on Expenditures in the Post 
Office Department and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 3028) authorizing the 
construction of a new dry dock at the Norfolk Navy Yard, at 
Portsmouth, Va., and making an appropriation therefor; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3029) authorizing the further equipment of 
the Norfolk Navy Yard, at Portsmouth, Va., for the repair and 
construction of battleships and other vessels, and making an 
appropriation therefor; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3080) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to acquire, by condemnation or otherwise, such addi- 
tional land in the city of Norfolk, Va., as may be necessary for 
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the enlargement of the post-office building in said city, and to 
cause said building to be enlarged, and making an appropriation 
therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 3031) to provide that the United 
States shall, in certain cases, aid the States and the civil subdi- 
visions thereof in the construction and maintenance of rural 
post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 3032) authoriz- 
ing the county of St. Louis to construct a bridge across the St. 
Louis River between Minnesota and Wisconsin; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3033) providing for the payment of assess- 
ments on Indian allotments benefited by the construction of 
State rural highways in the State of Minnesota; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8084) to create a bureau for the deaf and 
dumb in the Department of Labor, and prescribing the duties 
thereof; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3035) providing for taxation of and fixing 
the rate of taxation on inheritances, devises, bequests, legacies, 
and gifts in the District of Columbia, and providing for the 
manner of payment as well as the manner of enforcing payment 
thereof; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 3036) to amend “An act to 
increase the pension of widows, minor children, etc., of deceased 
soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, 
the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain 
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil 
War,” approved April 19, 1908; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 3037) providing for the pay- 
ment of pensions monthly by means of the annual issue of 12 
coupons ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3038) for the control and regulation of the 
waters of the Niagara Iiver, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3039) to prevent flood conditions in the 
upper Maumee Valley and the Wabash Valley; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 3040) to establish in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the bureau of 
public highways and to provide for national aid in the improve- 
ment of the public roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 3041) to reclassify the sala- 
ries of employees above the clerical grades in post offices of the 
first class; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLBE: A bill (H. R. 3042) to ratify, 
approve, and confirm sections 1, 2, and 3 of an act duly enacted 
by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii relating to the 
board of harbor commissioners of the Territory, and amending 
the laws relating thereto; to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3043) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii,” approved 
April 30, 1900; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3044) recognizing the military 
service of and giving pensionable status under all pension laws 
of the United States to persons serving under United States 
officers as home guards, militia, or other provisional troops dur- 
ing the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3045) authorizing juries to fix punishment 
of defendants convicted in United States courts in certain cases; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3046) to determine powers of United States 
judges as to instructions to juries; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3047) to provide that the United States 
shall in certain cases aid the States and the civil subdivisions 
thereof in the construction and maintenance of rural post roads; 
to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 3048) granting restoration of 
pensions to certain remarried widows; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 3049) to ratify, ap- 
prove, and confirm an act duly enacted by the Legislature of 
the Territory of Hawaii extending the use of the power of emi- 
nent domain under certain conditions to public utility companies 
acting under a franchise granted by the Legislature of the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii and approved by the Congress of the United 
States ; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 3050) to secure cooperation 
between the Interstate Commerce Commission and the State 
railway boards and commissions of the several States in the cor- 
relating, changing, and establishing of intrastate rates, charges, 
and fares which indirectly affect interstate’ commerce in the 
transportation of passengers and property by public carriers, 


and providing for procedure relative thereto; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: A bill (H. R. 3051) to provide for the 
purchase of a site for and the erection of a public building at 
Albion, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3052) to provide for the purchase of a site 
for and the erection of a publie building at Dansville, N. Y.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8053) to amend section 28 
of the act entitled “An act to amend and consolidate the acts 
respecting copyright,” approved March 4, 1909; to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3054) to revise and amend the laws relat- 
ing to patents; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3055) to prohibit interference with com- 
merce among the States and Territories and with foreign na- 
tions, and to remove obstructions thereto, and to prohibit the 
transmission of certain messages by telegraph, telephone, cable, 
or other means of communication between States and Ter- 
ritories and foreign nations; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3056) to repeal section 1 of the act of 
March 3, 1875, entitled “An act granting to railroads the right 
of way through public lands of the United States”; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3057) authorizing a resurvey of township 
11 north, range 8 west, of the fifth principal meridian, in Arkan- 
sas; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3058) to refund the cotton tax; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 3059) for refunding the 


.| cotton tax; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3060) providing that the United States 
shall aid in the construction and maintenance of public roads; 
to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3061) to drain swamp and wet lands; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 3062) to authorize the 
payment of 50 per cent of the proceeds arising from the sale of 
timber from the national forest reserves in the State of Ar- 
kansas to the promotion of agriculture, domestic économy, ani- 
mal husbandry, and dairying within the State of Arkansas, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 3063) to 
provide that the United States shall, in certain cases, aid the 
States and the civil subdivisions thereof in the construction 
F of rural post roads; to the Committee on 

oads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 3064) to extend the 
benefits of the public-land laws to native-born minors on reach- 
ing the age of 18 years; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 3065) to authorize certain 
changes in the status of allotted lands of the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw Indians of Oklahoma, to provide for the settlement 
of land titles in the Five Civilized Tribes, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3066) to adjust and settle the claims of the 
loyal Shawnee and loyal Absentee Shawnee Tribe of Indians; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3067) to provide for a per capita payment 
to the Chickasaws and Choctaws; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3068) to provide for the erection 
of a public building at McMinnville, Tenn.; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3069) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Sparta, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3070) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Madisonville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3071) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Pikeville, Tenn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 3072) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a Federal building thereon 
in the city of Fort Wayne, county of Allen, State of Indiana, 
and appropriating the money therefor; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3073) to fix the boundaries of 
the Crest Road on Mission or Missionary Ridge, in Hamilton 
County, Tenn.; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3074) authorizing the removal of cannon 
and shells from Shiloh Park, Tenn., to Chickamauga and Chat- 
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tanooga National Military Park and other places; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 8075) for the support and edu- 
cation of the Indian pupils at the Greenville Indian School, | 
‘California, for repairs and improvements, to purchase and pro- 
vide ground, erect building and to furnish the same, and for 
other purposes ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8076) for the support and education of the 
Indian pupils at the Fort Bidwell Indian School, California, for | 
repairs and improvements, erecting new school building and | 
furnishing the same, and for other purposes; to the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8077) for the protection and improvement of | 
the Yosemite National Park, in California, and for other pur- | 
poses ; to the Committee on Agriculture. | 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 3078) making an appro- | 
priation for improvements at Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. OOSTELLO: A bill (H. R. 3079) making an appro- | 
priation for improvements at Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, 
Pa.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 8080) to provide for the 
appointment of a shipping board and to prescribe the duties 
thereof; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8081) to authorize the President of the 
United States to build or acquire steamships for use as naval 
auxiliaries and transports, and to arrange for the use of these 
ships when not needed for such service, and to make an ap- 
propriation therefor ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3082) to amend the laws relating to patents; 
to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. KALANIAXNAOLE: A bill (H. R. 3083) to ratify, ap- 
prove, and confirm an act duly enacted by the Legislature of the 
Territory of Hawaii, amending section 845 of the Revised Laws 
of Hawaii, 1915, relating to annual payments by the Hawaiian 
Electric Co., under its franchise, of a per cent of its gross 
annual receipts; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3084) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act 
duly enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
relating to the Honolulu Gas Co. (Ltd.), by amending the laws 
relating to the franchise thereof; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3085) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act 
duly enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
amending the franchise held by the Honolulu Gas Co. (Ltd.) by 
extending it to include all of the island of Oahu, Territory of 
Hawaii; to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3086) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act 
duly enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, 
amending the franchise held by the Hawaiian Electrice Co. (Ltd.) 
by extending it to include all of the island of Oahu, ‘Territory of 
Hawaii; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3087) grant- | 
ing to ‘the Portland, Vancouver & Northern Railway Co. a 
license to cross the Vancouver Barracks Military Reservation, 
at Vancouver, Wash.; to the Committee on Miltary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3088) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Hoquiam, Wash.; to the Committee on Public Build- | 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3089) to provide a site and erect a public 
building thereon at Centralia, Wash.; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3090) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Puyallup, Wash.; to the Committee en Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3091) to provide a site and erect a public 
building at Chehalis, Wash.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 3092) providing for the holding of terms 
of the district court for the southern division of the western 
district of the State of Washington at Aberdeen; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3093) providing for the transfer of forest 
reserves from the Department of Agriculture to the Depart- 
ment of the Interior; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3094) to provide for the purchase of 
ground and erection of a public building thereon for an immi- 
gration station in or adjacent to the city ef Tacoma, Wash.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3095) relating to the use of the mails in 
effecting insurance on persons and property, and for other pur- 
‘poses; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3096) authorizing the construction of a 
wagon bridge across the Moclips River, in Chehalis County, State 


of Washington, and appropriating $8,000 therefor; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8097) to amend section § of an act entitled 
An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation 
of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, 
drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, 
and for other purposes,” approved June 30, 1906; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3098) declaring the carrying openly 
or concealed about the person any pistol, bowie knife, dirk or 
dirk knife, blackjack, dagger, sword cane, slung shot, brass or 
other metal knuckle in the District of Columbia a felony; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8099) to regulate the issuance of injunctions 
in suits instituted in court to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend 
orders of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3100) declaring the selling, exchanging, or 
giving away any pistol, bowie knife, dirk or dirk knife, black- 
jack, dagger, sword cane, slung shot, brass or other metal 
knuckle in the District of Columbia a misdemeanor; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8101) to repeal an act to establish a uniform 
system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, approved 
July 1, 1898; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8102) to refund the cotton tax realized to 
the Government under the various acts of Congress; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3103) to provide for the appointment of 
postmasters of all classes by the Postmaster General, and for 


other purposes; to the Committee on the Post ‘Office and Post 


Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3104) to provide for a road to the Shiloh 
National Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3105) to erect a post-office building in the 
city of Lexington, State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3106) to erect a post-office building in the 
city of Huntingdon, State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 3107) to prevent the nulli- 
fication of State antigambling laws ‘by international or inter- 
state transmission of race gambling bets or racing odds; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 3108) providing for a site and 
public building for post office and other Federal purposes at 
Louisburg, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3109) for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Marshall, Mich.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 3110) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for an enlarged homestead”; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DRUKKER: A bill (H. R. 3111) to erect a post-office 
building in the city of Passaic, N. J.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 3112) to suspend the require- 
ments of law as to annual assessments and final proof under cer- 
tain conditions; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3113) to 
provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Keyser, in the State of West Virginia; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 3114) to suspend the require- 
ments of law as to annual assessments and final proof under 
certain conditions; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
Lands. f 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 3115) to provide 
that in the construction and application of the pension laws a 
soldier or sailor shall be considered of good health at the time 
of his enlistment; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3116) to provide for the erec- 


tion of a public building at South Pittsburg, Tenn. ; to the Com- 


mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 3561) to regulate the immi- 
gration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. MOON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 43) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 44) to re- 
store the status of the Fourth Regiment Arkansas Volunteer 


1915. 


Mounted Infantry (State militia), which served the United 
States Government 10 months in the Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
45) providing for the payment of the expenses of an expert in 
the fur-seal investigation in Alaska; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 46) 
authorizing the printing of 100,000 copies of the special report 
on the diseases of the horse: to the Committee on Printing. 
Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 47) authorizing the printing 
of 100,000 copies of the special report on the diseases of cattle; 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 48) pro- 
posing to amend the Constitution of the United States to au- 
thorize uniform laws on the subject of marriage and divorce and 
to provide penalties for enforcement; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 3117) to provide relief by 
the Panama Railroad Co. for Sallie F. Bonner; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 3118) to reimburse cer- 
tain fire insurance companies the amounts paid by them for 
property destroyed by fire in suppressing the bubonic plague in 
the Territory of Hawaii in the years 1899 and 1900; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 3119) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Rochwell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3120) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Raley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3121) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Shannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3122) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Weirick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3123) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 3124) granting a pension to 
Margaret L. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bil (H. R. 3125) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David McCrory; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 3126) for the relief of 
legal representatives of James H. Holladay, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3127) granting a pension to Rachel Crosth- 
waite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3128) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah F. Toon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3129) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph David; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3130) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3131) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Petty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3132) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert A. Evins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3133) granting a pension to L. D. Ingle; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting a pension to Verda F. Slater; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3135) granting a pension to Louis G. Hat- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3136) for the relief of William Long, jr.; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3137) granting an increase of pension to 
Ed N. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 3188) granting a pension to William H. 
Ratcliff; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3189) granting a pension to Joseph Gam- 
bell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3140) granting an 
increase of pension to Collins South; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 8141) granting an increase of 
pension to William M. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3142) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3143) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hanes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELLY: A bill (H. R. 3144) granting an increase 
of pension to Anna Phillips-Shepherd ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3145) for the relief of Dr. E. V. Hailman; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3146) to correct the military record of John 
Minster; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 3147) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Allen Conner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3148) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Stroud; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3149) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Demuth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 3150) granting a pension to 
Marian J. Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLING: A bill (H. R. 3151) granting a pension to 
Ernest Dichman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DRUKKER: A bill (H. R. 3152) for the relief of the 
Paterson & Hudson River Railroad Co.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. EAGAN: A bill (H. R. 3153) granting a pension to 
Friedericke Potter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3154) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Silberman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3155) granting a pension to James A. 
Crowley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 3156) granting a pension to 
Gustavus A. Kauffman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3157) for the relief of Henry S. Chubb; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3158) correcting the military record of 
Benjamin F. Richardson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3159) for the relief of John Holly Wilkie; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 3160) granting a pension to 
William Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3161) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin H. Gavin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3162) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Powell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3163) granting a pension to Martin J. 
Healey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3164) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 3165) granting a pension to 
Joseph J. Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3166) granting a pension to Charlotte 
Cole; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3167) granting a pension to Josephine 
Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3168) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3169) granting an increase of pension. to 
Thomas Connor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3170) granting an increase of pension to 
David H. Ogborn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3171) granting an increase of pension to 
Staley F. Stemble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3172) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew H. McCreight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3173) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Mapes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3174) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham R. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3175) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Surface; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3176) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3177) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Benton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3178) granting an increase of pension to 
John Harlan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3179) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Deveraux; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3180) granting an increase of. pension to 
Mary A. Galloway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3181) granting an increase of pension to 
Egbert Howland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3182) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther S. Vananda; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3188) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen J. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3184) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8185) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus. Patch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8186) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Supinger; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3187) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Severs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bifl (H. R. 3188) granting an increase of pension to 
William Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3189) granting a pension to 
Estella M. Howlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3190) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore W. Goodsell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 3191) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank S. Bradley; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GREENE of Vermont: A bill (H. R. 3192) for the 
relief of D. M. Carman, representing the estate of Luis R. 
Yangeo, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 3193) for the relief of Eleazer 
Briggs, alias Alonzo Welsh; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8194) for the relief of John S. Rhoads; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3195) granting a pension to Lydia B. 
Coover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3196) granting a pension to John Paster; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3197) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3198) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Mumah; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 3199) grant- 
ing a pension to George Peck; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3200) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Wallace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3201) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar J. Scott ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3202) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Covell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3203) granting an increase of pension to 
John Groat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 3204) granting a pension to 
James P. Merrifield; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3205) granting a pension to William Bell; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3206) granting a pension to Harriet L. 
Busick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3208) granting a pension to Albert W. 
Kelley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3209) granting a pension to Hugh B. Paige; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3210) granting a pension to Frank Meyer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3211) granting a pension to Mary F. Robin- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8212) granting a pension to Margaret L. 
Estep; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3213) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Jane Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3214) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia E. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3215) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Grady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3216) granting an increase of pension 
Ezra Cather; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3217) granting an increase of pension to 
Leroy W. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 3218) granting an increase of pension 
Harriet L. Ferris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3219) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard B. Linville; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3220) granting an increase of pension 
Martin B. McCrillis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3221) granting an increase of pension 
George Van Nortwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3222) for the relief of John R. Bailey; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3223) for the relief of John W. Baggott; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3224) for the relief of J. W. La Bare; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3225) for the relief of Henry N, Penfield; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3226) for the relief of Paris R. Winslow; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3227) to place the name of Capt. George W. 
Peters upon the unlimited retired list of the United States 
Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3228) to place the name of Gen. William 
Sooy Smith upon the unlimited retired list of the United States 
Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 3229) granting a pension to 
Lorenzo A. Talcott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3230) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel F. Berry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3231) granting an increase of pension to 
Selden E. Whitcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3232) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Lyon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3233) granting an increase of pension to 
Hamilton Whitney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3234) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis O. Nash; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3235) granting an increase of pension to 
Taylor B. Friend ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3236) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3237) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Storts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3238) for the relief of Sarah E. Elliott; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3239) granting a pension to Emily Warren 
Bickmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3240) for the relief of Pedro Chaboya; to 
the Committee on War Claims. t 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 3241) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth L. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3242) granting a pension to Mary E. Har- 
low; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3243) granting a pension to Florence Cobb; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3244) granting a pension to Elizabeth J, 
Leavitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3245) granting a pension to Sarah O. 
Foster ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3246) granting a pension to Annie H. Quill; 
to the Committee on Pensions. £ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3247) granting a pension to James Z. 
Webber; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3248) granting a pension to Annie C. Ander- 
von; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3249) for the relief of Frank Vumbaca ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3250) for the relief of William J. Blake; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 3251) granting a pension 
to Charles Bertram Ross; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3252) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Nichols; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3253) for the relief of Hudson Bros., of 
Norfolk, Va.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 3254) for the relief of the Buf- 
falo River Zine Mining Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3255) for 
the relief of James Houyde; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3256) for the relief of the Pacific Building 
& Loan Association; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 3257) granting a pension 
to Josephine G. Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3258) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron B. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3259) granting an increase of pension to 
Lycurgus Willoughby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3260) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Smuczynski; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3261) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Hickman; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3262) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3263) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Hatch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3264) granting an increase of pension to 


Jacob Gatchell; to the Conunittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3265) granting an increase of pension to 
William Goodin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3266) granting a pension to Henrietta A. 
Silver-Grim; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3267) granting an increase of pension to 
John Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8268) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Fields; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3269) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon E. Foust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3270) granting an increase of pension to 
Anthony Gilderoy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3271) to revoke the order dismissing Lieut. 
Lanson Zane, Tenth Independent Battery Ohio Light Artillery, 
from the service, and to grant him an honorable discharge ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R, 3272) granting a pension 
to Thomas Pryor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3273) granting a pension to Dalbert Gray; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) granting an increase of pension to 
Arabella Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3275) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles McP. Eggleston ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8276) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Mellor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3277) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Gall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3278) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna A. Thom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3279) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel McMillan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3280) granting an increase of pension to 
Dominick Dennedy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3281) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Tompkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a ill (H. R. 3282) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert C. Holder ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3283) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Elchlepp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 3284) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. Kane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3285) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Leach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MEEKER: A bill (H. R. 3286) granting a pension to 
Louis Becker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3287) granting a pension to Marie Teas- 
dale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3288) granting a pension to John B. Apper- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3289) granting a pension to Laura Hohl- 
stein Hromatka; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) granting a pension to Ida H. Byrd; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 4 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3291) granting a pension to James M. 
Pyne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3292) granting an increase of pension to 
S. M. Parsons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3293) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Card; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3294) for the relief of Lena Schmeider; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3295) for the relief of Mrs. M. J. Smith, 
Harvey W. Smith, and Mrs. J. H. Root; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3296) for the relief of Gertrude Becherer; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3297) for the relief of Philip Osburg; to 
the Committee on Claims. 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3298) for the relief of Catharine McCord 
and the heirs of Charles W. McCord, deceased; to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3299) granting a pension to Ellen Kennedy ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3300) to correct the military record of 
Anton Herzog; to the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3301) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet C. Gillespie; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3302) granting a pension to 
Hayes Brummitt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3303) granting a pension to Mary B. 
Pearce; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3304) granting a pension to George W. 
Pinion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3305) granting a pension to Frank V, 
Griffith ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 3306) granting a pension to 
John Hughes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 3307) granting a pen- 
sion to Leonard E. Griffith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 3308) granting a pension to 
Jane Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3309) granting a pension to 
Benjamin H. Norman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3310) granting a pension to James B. King; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3311) granting a pension to Andrew J. Wil- 
liams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3312) granting a pension to J. L. McDowell, 
alias Leander Dickey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3313) granting a pension to John B. Evans; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3314) granting a pension to Joseph Clyde 
Shadden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3315) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3316) granting a pension to Andrew J, 
Hollaway ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3317) granting a pension to Dautry O. 
Baine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3318) granting a pension to Sarah E. Mills; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3319) granting a pension to Mary Emma 
Axmacher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3320) granting a pension to Mary J. Pear- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3321) granting a pension to Ella Neff; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3322) granting a pension to Harriet E. 
Aiken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3323) granting a pension to John P. Moore; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3324) granting a pension to Sam Privit; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 3325) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Wirth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 3826) granting a pension to 
James M. Thurston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3327) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebecca A. Cole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3328) granting an increase of pension to 
Benedict Ellis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3329) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Tanner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 3330) granting an increase of 
pension to James S. Case; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H, R. 3331) granting an increase 
of pension to Elijah Walters; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 3332) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred J. Thomas; tọ the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3333) granting an increase of pension to 
James Shaw; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3334) granting an increase of pension to 
James Layne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3335) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Pack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3336) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton J. Beebe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3337) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert B. Weathers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3338) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Walsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3339) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Sutherland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3340) granting an increase of pension to 
Melvin P. Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3341) for the relief of Jasper N. T. Hamil- 
ton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3342) for the relief of William M. White; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8343) for the relief of Samuel McJunkin; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3344) for the relief of Samuel T, Baker; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


110 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER 7, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3345) for the relief of R. H. Sively ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3346) for the relief of James Nipper; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, « bill (H. R. 3347) for the relief of James Nipper; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, n bill (HI. R. 3348) for the relief of James Moore; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 3349) for the relief Isom M. Qualls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3850) for the relief of W. P. Qualls; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3351) to correct the military record of John 
M. Southard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3332) to correct the military record of R, B. 
Hendrickson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3353) to correct the military record of 
Harvey Hendrix; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3354) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Henry H. Walker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3355) to remove the charge of desertion 
against W. E. Cross; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3356) to remove the charge of desertion 
against S. J. Garren; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8357) granting an honorable discharge to 
Marion Hixson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3358) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the name of George W. Hacker; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3359) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Samuel J. Rayl; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3360) to remove the charge of desertion 
against the name of Thomas J. Schrimpsher; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3361) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the name of John W. Bates; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3362) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the name of Gabriel P. Keith; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3363) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Martin Van Buren, alias Martin Van Buren McReynolds ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
convey a certain strip of land to the Tennessee Coffin & Casket 
Co.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8365) to correct the military records of the 
United States so as to muster James Kirkland in and out of 
service in the United States Army ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3866) for the relief of Mrs. E. L. Eblen; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 3367) for the relief of Mrs. David Gillespie; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3368) for the relief of Edward D. Pickett; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3369) for the relief of James B. Hoge; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8370) for the relief of Jesse Walling; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3371) for the relief of John M. Heard; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3372) for the relief of D. J. Rogers; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3373) for the relief of Sarah J. Standefer ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8374) for the relief of G. R. West; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 3375) for the relief of William Roberts; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3376) for the relief of the widow of the 
late Capt. Daniel C. Trewhitt; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3377) for the relief of A. Shelton, adminis- 
trator of the estate of Elizabeth W. Carper; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3378) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of John F. Anderson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3379) for the relief of Coleman C. McReyn- 
olds, administrator of the estate of John McReynolds; to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3380) for the relief of John G. Brazelton, 
administrator of the estate of Green Brazelton, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3381) for the relief of the heirs of Mary P. 
Williams, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3382) for the relief of the heirs of Chris- 
topher Wood, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3383) for the relief of the heirs of Marga- 
ret Sivley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3384) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Robert Worthington; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3385) for the relief of the estate of Pleas- 
ant M. Craigmiles, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3386) for the relief of the estate of Louisa 
M. Kirklin, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 3387) for the relief of the estate of Samuel 
P. Poe; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3388) for the relief of the estate of Burrell 
L. Bennett, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) for the relief of the estate of P. W. 
Key; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R..3390) for the relief of the estate of Daniel 
C. Yarnell, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3391) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam Duncan, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3392) for the relief of the estate of George 
M. Carroll, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3893) for the relief of the estate of Austin 
Hackworth, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3394) for the relief of the estate of John A. 
Pickett, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3395) for the relief of the estate of George 
P. Carmichael, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3396) for the relief of the estate of W. G. 
Hoge, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3397) for the relief of the estate af J. K. 
Johnson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3398) for the relief of the estate of Aaron 
Murdock, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3399) to appropriate for and pay the claim 
of T. F. Vann, administrator of Leroy P. Campbell, deceased; 
to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3400) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of the estate of 
Josiah J. Bryan, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3401) for the relief of L. W. Hildebrand, 
administrator of the estate of John W. Hildebrand, deceased; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3402) for the relief of W. W. Rutledge, sole 
heir and legatee of J. M. Rutledge, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3403) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Davis; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 3404) granting an increase of 
pension to John R. Stumpf; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3405) granting an increase of pension to 
David J. Braughler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 3406) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3407) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma L. Packard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3408) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Recor ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3409) granting a pension to 
Luther Butler Austin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3410) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Sterling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3411) granting a pension to James W. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3412) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry E. Garber ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3413) grant- 
ing a pension to Abbie J. Brigham; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3414) to correct the military record of 
Simon W. Tucker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 3415) granting 
a pension to Maggie Barron; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3416) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund T. Connelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3417) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 3418) granting a pension to 
Wiliam Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3419) granting a pension 
to Leon E. Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3420) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Swope; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3421) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3422) granting an increase of pension to 
Weltha A. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3423) for the indemnification of Frank 
Wenzel; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3424) for the relief of Jefferson 
Franks; to the Committee en Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3425) for the relief of Mildred J. Bray; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 3426) granting an increase 
of pension to Evalyn Wakefield; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 3427) granting a pension to 
George W. Hutchins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Ilinois: A bill (H. R. 3428) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Clara; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3429) granting an increase of pension to 
Cinderella Leversee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 3430) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Darby and minor children; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3431) granting a pension to Minerva Ann 
Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) granting a pension to Anna Sorrells; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3433) granting a pension to George W. 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3434) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3435) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Baker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3436) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Tilman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3437) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Howell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3438) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward T. Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3439) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Willhoft; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3440) for the relief of John Davis; to the 
Committee.on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3441) to correct the military record of 
Wesley Maynor ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8442) to correct the military record of 
Thomas Lee; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3443) to correct the military record of 
James M. Wright; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3444) to correct the military record of Silas 
Shepherd; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3445) to correct the military record of 
James M. Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3446) for the relief of Benjamin F, Reams; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3447) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of the estate of Robert B. Pearce; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3448) for the relief of the legal représenta- 
775 of Thomas H. Rogers, deceased; to the Committee on 

aims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3449) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of George Tubb, sr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3450) for the relief of the heirs of Alexan- 
der M. Robertson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3451) for the relief of John M. Henley; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3452) granting a 
pension to Sarah Keys; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3453) granting a pension to Fannie Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3454) granting a pension to Wellington 
Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3455) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson S. Fugate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3456) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob W. Fahnestock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3457) grant- 
ing a pension to Adolphus Hamilton; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3458) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Paugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3459) granting a pension to James L. 
McClanahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3460) granting a pension to Anna B. 
McCoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3461) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Kines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3462) granting a pension to Dora E. Mil- 
ler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3463) granting a pension to Charlotte L. 
Arnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3464) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
Rogers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3465) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Payne, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3466) granting a pension to Isaac D. Cald- 
well; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8467) granting a pension to Joseph K. 
Jefferys; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8468) granting a pension to Christian Wil- 
helm; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3469) granting a pension to Mary C, 
Wyckoff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3470) granting a pension to Frances 
Haring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3471) granting a pension to Jethrow Davis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3472) granting a pension to Stocton Spou- 
seller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3473) granting a pension to Bruce Friend; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3474) granting a pension to George Sorrel; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3475) granting a pension to John A. Mc- 
Cauley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3476) granting a pension to Charles I, 
Trowbridge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3477) granting a pension to M. M. Sayers; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3478) granting a pension to Edgar Travis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3479) granting a pension to Hiram Metcalf; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3480) granting a pension to George Myers; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3481) granting a pension to Joseph K, 
Jefferys; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3482) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Phares; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3483) granting a pension to John Todd; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3484) granting a pension to John B. Page; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3485) granting u pension to George A. 
Loughery ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3486) granting a pension to Lydia A. Long; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3487) granting a pension to Bertha Young; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3488) granting a pension to Ellen Pierce; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3489) granting a pension to George Simp- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3490) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Keefer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3491) granting a pension to Lucy A. Lay- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8492) granting a pension to J. S. Collins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3493) granting a pension to A. H. Dolly; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3494) granting a pension to Virginia Hen- 
drick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3495) granting a pension to George W. 
Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3496) granting a pension to William C. 
Shaffer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3497) granting a pension to Hiram Hill; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3498) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Guseman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3499) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Landers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


112 


Also. a bill (H. R. 3500) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Britton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3501) granting an increase of pension to 
Ceorge W. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3502) granting an increase of pension to 
John McWilliams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 3503). granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha P. Maconaughey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3504) granting an increase of pension to 
Allen J. Freeland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

` Also, a bill (H. R. 3505) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel W. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3506) granting an increase of pension 
George A. Porterfield; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3507) granting an increase of pension 
John M. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3508) granting an increase of pension 
Robert Horner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3509) granting an increase of pension 
C. C. Stemple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3510) granting an increase of pension 
David H. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pcnsions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3511) granting an increase of pension 
Mary J. Penrod; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 3512) granting an increase of pension 
William T. McBee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3513) granting an increase of pension 
A. A. Rodgers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3514) granting an increase of pension 
Charles W. Wallace; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3515) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac M. Locke; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

. Also, a bill (H. R. 3516) granting an increase of pension 
Eleam Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3517) granting an increase of pension 
Daniel W. Thurston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 3518) granting an increase of pension 
James Stonebraker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3519) granting an increase of pension 
Edgar C. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3520) granting an increase of pension 
John O. Shears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8521) granting an increase of pension 
Marshall Canfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3522) granting an increase of pension 
George W. Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3523) granting an increase of pension 
Eli Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3524) granting an increase of pension 
Solomon S. Simpkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3525) for the relief of Dennis A. Litzinger; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3526) for the relief of the estate of Jacob 
Custer, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3527) for the relief of John H. Chapman; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3528) for the relief of the heirs of John M. 
Corley; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3529) for the relief of Charles Price; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Alco, a bill (H. R. 3530) for the relief of the heirs of Benja- 
min Greyson; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3531) for the relief of the heirs of Benja- 
min Ryan; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3532) for the relief of the heirs of Edmon 
Hill; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3533) for the relief of Hiram Smith; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3534) for the relief of Santford Bruce; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3535) for the relief of John Hood; to the 
€ommittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3536) for the relief of George T. Goshorn; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3537) for the relief of Hiram Smith and 
John R. W. Smith; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 3538) for the relief of Thomas J. Lloyd; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3539) for the relief of the heirs of John S. 
Chenoweth; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3540) for the relief of Margaret A. Timber- 
lake; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3541) for the relief of the heirs of Henry 
Sturm, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8542) for the relief of Licut. Benjamin S. 
McDonald; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3548) for the relief of John Lyons; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3544) for the relief of Louis F. Upwright; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3545) for the relief of Joseph R. Brown; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 8 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3546) for the relief of Jacob Kesner; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3547) for the relief of the heirs of Evaline 
Davis; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 8548) for the relief of John Edwards, alias 
John D. Edwards; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3549) for the relief of Edward Tearney ; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3550) for the relief of the heirs of Bryson 
Hamilton; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 3551) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
G. Flagg, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3552) for the relief of John Whittington; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3553) for the relief of the heirs of Alexander 
Stalnaker; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3554) for the relief of Andrew J. Weese; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3555) for the relief of the Board of Educa- 
tion of the Harpers Ferry School District, Jefferson County, 
W. Va.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3556) for the relief of the employees of and 
the contractors who furnished castings to the United States 
Armory at Harpers Ferry, Va., from January 1, 1861, to April 
19, 1861, inclusive; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3557) to correct the military record. of 
and grant to J. W. Mankins an honorable discharge; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3558) to correct the military record of 
and grant an honorable discharge to Benjamin Myers Nuzum; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3559) to correct the military record of 
Urias Bolyard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3560) granting an honorable discharge to 
Daniel W. Overlander ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 3562) to pension widow and 
minor children of any officer or enlisted man who served in the 
War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the National Federation of 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, in favor of estab- 
lishing a nonpartisan tariff commission; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. z - 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of the German-American Alli- 
ance of Richland County, Ohio, asking for the nonhindrance of 
American trade and for better means of communication with 
friends and relatives in Europe; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BEALES: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Retheiser; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Redgranite, Wis., protesting against passage of House bill 
amending the postal Jaws; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego County, in favor of establishing an Army post and 
naval base in the vicinity of San Diego, Cal.; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Ohio Valley Improvement Association, 
in favor of placing improvement work on the Ohio River under 
the continuing-contract system; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, petition for a change of conditions in the custodian 
service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the American Neutrality and Peace Conven- 
tion, to place an eħibargo on arms and ammunition; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

By Mr. DARROW: Petition of Pennsylvania State Camp, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring a retirement plan for 
-civil-service employees; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 
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3y Mr. DILLON: Memorial of the Political Economy Club of 
Mitchell, S. Dak.; the Franchise League of Sioux Falls, S. Dak.; 
the Franchise League of White Lake, S. Dak.; and the McCook 
County Franchise League, of McCook County, S. Dak., in favor 
of woman suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 75 members of the Universal Franchise 
Leigue of Vermilion, S. Dak.; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. DOOLING: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Richard H. Birmingham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. . 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Ernest Dichman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRUKKER: Petition of Svea Lodge, No. 92, and 
Lodge Sandyiken, No. 73, I. O. G. T., Passaic, N. J., protesting 
against shipment of munitions by United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Church of the Redeemer, Paterson, N. J., 
protesting against practice of polygamy in United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of the National Association of 
Vicksburg Veterans, favoring an appropriation for a peace 
jubilee at Vicksburg; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen- 
sme to Estella M. Howlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Theodore W. 
Goodsell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition in favor of international peice; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion 
of the United States of America, expressing their loyalty to the 
Vales States Government; to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San Diego 
County, Cal, in favor of establishing an Army post and naval 
base in that vicinity ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of G. E. Meissner & Bro., favoring embargo on 
munitions; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Kunz, Marsh & Pendleton, of New York, rela- 
tive to appropriation for fighting citrus canker; to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Manufacturing Perfumers’ Association, 
protesting against including toilet soaps, perfumes, etc., in 
emergency reyenue act; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Admiral Schley Naval Squadron, No. 16, De- 
partment of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, and 
National Veterans’ Relief Corps, favoring pensions for widows 
and orphans of veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Western States Water Power Conference, 
relative to use of vacant land of United States Government; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of B. N. Baker, Baltimore, Md., relative to the 
seamen’s bill; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of National Association of Vicksburg Veterans, 
favoring appropriation for the peace jubilee at Vicksburg, Miss. ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of citizens of California, favoring 
passage of the Stevens bill (H. R. 13305); to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of California, favoring pas- 
sage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of members of Henry W. Lawton Camp, 
No. 1, Department of California, United Spanish War Veterans, 
favoring pension for widows and orphans of Spanish War 
veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of California, protesting 
against shipment of munitions by the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of rural letter carriers of Fresno County, Cal., 
protesting against motor-vehicle routes; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of California, favoring na- 
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany bills for the relief of 
James B. King, Andrew J. Williams, and Benjamin H. Norman; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Harvey Hen- 
2 and George W. Hacker; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Mary P. Williams; to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John P. Moore 
and Sam Privit; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RAKER: Petition of the German-American League 
of California, favoring the restoration of parcel-post service 
between the United States and Germany and Austria-Hungary ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STOUT: Memorial of the Fort Peck Settlement Asso- 
ciation, requesting the reappraisement of the lands of the Fort 
Peck Military Reservation, in Montana, extension of period of 
payments, and providing for additional tracts; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Papers to accompany bill to correct 
military record of Thomas Simmons; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


SENATE. 
Fnwar, December 10, 1915. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, we seek Thee because we are seekers of truth. 
We have walked with Thee in comradeship in all the paths of 
the Nation. We have read Thy thought and purpose in all our 
human history, and, there is within us that which finds no cor- 
respondence or answer except in Thee. We would find our 
light in Thee, and we would look to our Nation’s history and 
achievement and destiny as the record of Thy wiil and of Thy 
purpose. We would institute not only justice but righteousness, 
and a desire that our land may be established not only in peace 
and prosperity but in piety and reverence to Thy name. Hear 
us, and let Thy grace fit us for every good word and work. 
For Christ’s sake. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL, 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, December 7, 1915, 
was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, the 
Journal will stand approved as read. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I wish to make a correction 
in the Journal. It is in relation to the reference of Senate bill 
No. 777, but I do not see the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH | 
here, and I think 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That matter may be adjusted 
pending the appearance of the Senator from Montana by asking 
unanimous consent that that particular question may come up 
hereafter without prejudice from anything that may have been 
done in the approval of the Journal. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is what I ask. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, 
such will be the order, and the Journal will stand approved. 

Mr. SMOOT. - Mr. President, there is one other correction I 
desire to call to the attention of the Chair. On page 76 of the 
Recorp Senate bill 68 was introduced by me for the purpose of 
amending section 3 of an act entitled “An act making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1902,” and so forth. It was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. I desire to have the refer- 
ence changed from the Committee on Appropriations to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and I will call 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There can not be a correc- 
tion of the Journal after the Journal has been approved, but a 
motion to change the reference will be entertained. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was on my feet before the Journal was ap- 
proved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the 
approval of the Journal will be the pending question. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SMOOT, I wish to say that I am not asking anything 
that is not agreeable to the practice of the Senate. It is true 
that the title of the bill says“ amending the sundry civil appro- 
priation act,” but the Carey Act, to which the bill refers, was 
placed upon the sundry civil appropriation act, and this bill 
proposes to amend that part of the Carey Act which was a part 
of the appropriation bill, and the subject has always been 
handled by the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will say in this 
connection that there were about 1,200 bills introduced at the 
last meeting, and necessarily the Chair sacrificed certainty 
to expedition in many cases. These can be brought to the 
attention of the Senate, and I am sure the Senate will correct 
any mistake that may have been made. The bill indicated by 
the Senator from Utah will be referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands if there is no objection. The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. SHAFROTH. The Senator from Montana [Mr. WatsH] 
is now here, and I should like to bring up the matter to which 
I referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In view of the circumstances, 
the Journal can be approved and then that matter can come 
up as a privileged question. Is there objection to the approval 
of the Journal? There is none. The Senator from Colorado. 


COAL, PHOSPHATE, OIL, GAS, ETC., ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, there was introduced in the 
Senate last Tuesday a bill by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WatsH]. It is numbered 777 and is entitled “A bill to encour- 
age and promote the mining of coal, phosphate, oil, gas, potas- 
sium, and sodium on the public domain.” The Recorp states 
that the bill was referred to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. ‘ 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. What is the page? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is on page 85 of the Record. I will 
state that I made a request to be heard upon the reference of 
the bill before it should be assigned to any committee. I made 
that request of the President of the Senate, and I also indicated 
my desire to one of the clerks at the Secretary's desk: The bill 
was presented, but it was not read in the Senate. I was listen- 
ing intently while bills were being introduced, but I did not hear 
that one read by title. I feel confident it was not read, but, as 
the President of the Senate has suggested, the bills were so 
humerous they were placed in the files for reference without 
following the order established in the Senate in regard to bills. 

Mr. President, I want to be heard on the question of the refer- 
ence of the bill. It seems to me it is a matter which should be 
corrected in the Journal and that the bill ought to stand as one 
introduced but not referred; that the reference of it should 
be determined by presentation to the Chair, and then Which- 
ever view the Chair takes, if one side or the other is dissatis- 
fied, appeal to the Senate can be taken or it can be moved 
that the bill be recommitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the unanimous con- 
sent just given the matter is now before the Senate unpreju- 
diced by anything heretofore done. If the Senator from Colo- 
rado desires to change the reference of the bill, a motion to that 
effect will be entertained after the Senator from Montana has 
been heard. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The President of the Senate is required 
by the rules to refer bills to committees, and it seems to me 
that the presentation of the question should be made to him, 
so that if either side is not satisfied with the reference by the 
Chair a motion to recommit or to discharge the committee 
would be in order. At this stage it appears te me there should 
be a presentation to the President of the Senate himself as 
to where the bill should be referred, and then when he refers 
it there can be offered a motion to discharge the committee by 
one who is dissatisfied with the Chair's assignment. 

Now, Mr. President, on the question as to what committee 
this bill should be assigned, I will state that a similar bill was 
introduced in the Senate two years ago in the Sixty-third Con- 
gress and it was probably through inadvertence referred to 
the Committee on Mines and Mining. There came up a discus- 
sion in the Senate as to where these leasing bills should be 
referred. ‘There was a motion made by the Senator from 
Arizona [Mr. Sarre] that the Public Lands Committee should 
be given the jurisdiction of the bill for the disposition of the 
coal lands in the Territory of Alaska, There was a discussion 
here for three or four days on the question, and by a vote of 
34 to 19 the Senate declared that the bill and practically all 
other bills relating to coal lands should be assigned to the Pub- 
lic Lands Committee. 

Following that vote the bill was transferred from the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining; at least I find it on the calendar 
of the Public Lands Committee, and hearings were had upon 
that identical bill by the Committee on Public Lands. 

It seems to me that that is the only committee to which to 
refer this bill in view of that action of the Senate, because the 
identical bill has been before the Committee on Public Lands and 
testimony has been taken upon the same by that committee. 

But there are other good reasons why the bill should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. There is a grave ques- 
tion before the Congress of the United States as to whether there 
should be a disposition of the public lands by leases or by entry. 
That is a question over which undoubtedly the Committee on 
Public Lands would have jurisdiction, and it would be absurd 
to refer such a question to another committee that would deal 
with the alteration or change of the laws relating to the dis- 
position of the public domain. 

I find, Mr. President, that there were a number of bills intro- 
duced on this same question during the last Congress and bear- 


ing upon this identical question, and they all went to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. One was Senate bill 478, introduced by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna]. It was a bill 
3 “A bill to provide for the disposal of coal and coal 
ands.” 

Senate bill 475, Sixty-third Congress, “A bill to authorize the 
disposal of phosphate, oil, asphaltum, or natural gas,” was in- 
troduced also by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna] 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Senate bill 608, “to provide for the acquiring of title to 
public lands classified as and carrying phosphate deposits,“ was 
introduced by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] and referred 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Senate bill 4594, “to provide for agricultural entries on oil, 
gas, and phosphate lands,” was introduced by the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. Wars HI himself. It was first referred to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining, and after a controversy over 
the bill concerning the mining of coal lands in the Territory of 
Alaska, it went to the Committee on Public Lands, and a hearing 
was had relative to the matter in that committee. 

Senate bill No. 6753, “to regulate the quantity of coal lands 
which may be entered or controlled by associations or corpora- 
tions,” introduced by myself in the Sixty-third Congress, was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. That is a bill 
which takes the opposite view of the leasing policy, and it was 
proper that each of these views should be presented to the same 
committee, the Committee on Public Lands. 

Then there was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
what is called the Ferris bill, which is almost the same bill as 
that which has been introduced by the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. WatsH], namely, House bill 16136, “A bill to authorize 
exploration for and disposition of coal, phosphate, oil, gas, 
potassium, or sodium.” 

Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the fact that as the 
Public Lands Committee has had all of these bills referred to 
them there should not now be one of them singled out and sent 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. The Public Lands 
Committee unquestionably has jurisdiction. These bills have 
been referred to that committee. Bills relating to coal lands 
and phosphate lands have been referred to it a number of times 
in a number of Congresses, and it is not denied by anyone that 
that committee has jurisdiction of bills of this character. 

Then the identical bill which the Senator from Montana has 
introduced and which has been referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining was taken from the Committee on Mines und 
Mining and given to the Committee on Public Lands by a vote 
in this body of 34 to 19. 

Mr. President, it is natural that we should in the determina- 
tion of matters of this kind have in one committee all the con- 
flicting bills, so that they can be reconciled, if possible, or if not 
reconciled that the committee may have the power and the right 
to determine which class of bills shall become the legislation 
with respect to coal, oil, and phosphate lands. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Will the Senator give us the date on which 
the vote was taken? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; I can give you the date. It 
will be found on page 3824 of the Recorp of the second session 
of the Sixty-third Congress. ‘The bill was for the disposition 
of coal lands in Alaska and the date of the vote zus February 
19, 1914. 3 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Colorado yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STONE. There seems to be a controversy as to the 
reference of the particular bill which relates to the disposition 
of coal lands in Alaska? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator is making an argument why that 
bill should be confided to the Public Lands Committee. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Not that bill, because the bill now intro- 
duced applies to deposits of coal, oil, phosphate, and potassium 
in the entire United States. The Senator will see that the bill 
which has been introduced is a general bill relating to that 
subject for the entire public domain of the United States. 

Mr. STONE. Has the bill been referred? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It was not referred. I requested. the 
President of the Senate to allow me to have a hearing before 
he referred it, and I notified the clerk at the desk also. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Colorado desires to have it 


referred to the Public Lands Committee? 
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Mr. SHAFROTH. I want a hearing upon the question of 
reference. That is my desire. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Montana wants to have it 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Les, sir. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from Colorado has referred to a 
number of bills that have been referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands by way of supporting his argument. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STONE. Now, what concerns me immediately to know, 
aside from the mere right of the technical reference, is this, 
if the Senator can inform me, and no doubt he can. Is there 
a distinct, definite difference of policy with respect to the subjects 
covered by these bills as between these two committees? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know whether there is or not. 
The Committee on Public Lands reported the bill called the 
Ferris bill. It did not suit me, but at the same time I think this 
matter being under the control of the Committee on Public 
Lands, it would be much better that it should consider all the 
bills relating to the subject. 

Mr. STONE. Then the only question before the Senate for 
the President of the Senate is as to the technical right under 
the rule of one committee over the other to have charge of 
the bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not know that you can call it a 
technical right, because these bills have always been referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. In the last Congress the 
question was discussed and thrashed out as to whether the bill 
should be referred to the Committee on Public Lands or the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. A vote of the Senate was 
taken, and that vote was 34 to 19, and the Alaska bill concern- 
ing coal lands was referred to the Public Lands Committee, 
reported by that committee to the Senate, and passed by the 
Senate, and also it was passed by the House of Representatives. 
It related to the leasing of coal lands in Alaska. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that under all of the precedents 
that have been established this matter should be referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. Then, if the Senator from Mon- 
tana wants to test the question in the Senate, he can move to 
discharge the Committee on Public Lands and to have the bill 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining; but I do not 
believe that the Senate, after having taken the vote to which I 
have referred, will reverse its own action. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I would like to ask the 
Senator from Colorado a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Colorado yield to the Senator from Mississippi for that purpose? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VARDAMAN, The bill, as I understand, is now before 
the Senate for reference? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. It is not necessary that it should be re- 
ferred to the committee and then that the committee be discharged. 
It would be in order, I take it, for the Senator from Colorado 
to move that the bill be referred to a certain committee. That 
is a matter within the right of the Senate to dispose of, it 
seems to me. . 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I suppose that, inasmuch as the rule pro- 
vides that the President of the Senate shall assign the bills 
in the first instance, that should be done. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. That is where the question is not raised. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That may be. If the Chair thinks that 
that is the proper procedure, then, of course, I should like to 
have the bill referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At this point the Chair will 
take the liberty of making a statement. As the Chair has 
heretofore stated, about 1,200 bills have been offered. It is 
utterly impossible within the time that the Senate is likely to 
remain in session to make an individual reference of every one 
of the bills. So the Chair directed the Secretary to make the 
reference in cases where there was not likely to be any dispute 
about the matter. The Chair overlooked the fact that an 
objection had been made as to the reference of this particular 
bill. If his attention had been called to the pendency of this 
bill, it would have been excepted from the rule directing the 
Secretary to make the reference, 

In the few cases where the references were made by the Chair, 
the Chair adopted the plan of referring all bills that came over 
from the former Congress or bills pending in the former Con- 
gress to the same committees before which they were heretofore 
pending. No exception was made to that rule; and it would 
have been observed in this case if the attention of the Chair 
had been called to it; but now that the matter has arisen, it 
seems to the Chair the proper way to dispose of it is for the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. SHarroru] to make a motion to refer 


this bill to any particular committee to which he desires to have 
it go. The matter can then be presented to the Senate in some 
form where it can act. The Chair prefers not to exercise any 
right about it, rather preferring to submit the whole matter to 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHAIROTH. I make that motion. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I want to make a 
suggestion to the Senator from Colorado. I have been attempt- 
ing to get hold of a printed copy of this bill, but I have just 
this moment been informed that it has not yet been printed. 
Not having a copy of the bill before me, it occurs to me it would 
be well for it to go over until we can get the printed bill and see 
what it really contains. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is exactly the same as the bill of last year. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. I do not know whether or not it is 
the same as the bill of last year. I should like to examine the 
bill before it is referred. } 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate having taken up 
the matter by unanimous consent, the Chair does not think that 
u single objection will send it over at this stage. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It seems to me we ought to settle it now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be disposed of unless 
the Senate shall otherwise direct. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand this is identically the same 
bill as that presented last year. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator from Montana, 
who introduced the bill, is able to say that it is exactly the 
same as the former bill, that is all I care for. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I took the same course in pre- 
senting this bill that I did in connection with every other bill 
I presented. I indorsed upon each of the bills the committee 
to which, in my estimation, the bill should be referred. Appar- 
ently this bill was referred accordingly to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. I understood that the bill was opposed by 
the esteemed Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH], and I 
imagined that when the title was read at the desk objection 
would be made to its being referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, and that the matter would be then thrashed out; 
but on account of the vast number of bills introduced the Chair 
deemed it advisable to refer them without any announcement. 
Accordingly, the bill went to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

Mr. President, I trust very sincerely, indeed, that the bill 
will not be taken away from the Committee on Mines and Min- 
ing. It belongs there by right. Of course, Mr. President, this 
is not a mere matter of personal choice at all. The Senator 
from Colorado is a member of the Mines and Mining Committee: 
he is not a member of the Committee on Public Lands. He does 
not want the bill to go to the Committee on Mines and Mining 
for some reason. That reason is because he is opposed to the 
bill; he does not want it passed, and he thinks apparently that 
that end will be more certainly accomplished by having the bill 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands than by having it 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. That is a 
legitimate method of conducting his opposition to this bill. 

But, Mr. President, there is no rule of the Senate under which 
the jurisdiction of any particular committee is defined. The ques- 
tion as to whether bills shall go to one committee or to another 
committee is ordinarily determined by the nearness of relation 
between the title of the bill and the name of the committee. 
This has gone to the Committee on Mines and Mining. It deals 
with the occupation of mineral lands so that they may be 
mined. It is entirely appropriate, accordingly, to send it to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. At the same time the bill 
deals with a certain class of public lands, and it may be said 
that for that reason it is appropriate to send the bill to the 
Committee on Public Lands. It is a mere matter of choice as 
to which of these committees the bill shall be sent. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Montana if there are other bills of this character 
before the Committee on Public Lands? Has that committee 
under consideration, or had it under consideration at the last 
session, bills similar to this? 

Mr. WALSH. There have been bills of the same general 
character before the Committee on Public Lands; and on Tues- 
day a bill was introduced by the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Suoor] providing for a commission to revise the entire body of 
the mineral laws, which was referred to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. My reason for making the inquiry was 
that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] suggested that 
certain testimony has been taken by that committee on this 
matter; and it seems to me that if the change were now made 
it would merely cause a double amount of work, a duplication 
of investigation, 
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Mr. WALSH. Not at all, Mr. President; not in the slightest 
degree. If any testimony was taken on that bill introduced 
during the last Congress it was, I presume, reduced to writing, 
printed, and is available to every member of the Mines and 
Mining Committee; and every member of the Mines and Mining 
Committee who takes any interest in this matter can ascertain 
what that testimony is; but, as a matter of fact, there was not 
any testimony taken on the subject; it was just simply con- 
sidered by the committee. There has been no testimony taken, 
so far as my present recollection serves me, on that particular 
bill, but it is a mere matter of choice between the two com- 
mittees. 

Mr. President, I undertake to say that the number of bills 
introduced on Tuesday and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands aggregates more than the number of bills assigned to 
any other committee of the Senate; I undertake to say, sir, 
that, if they. were counted, it would be found that more than 
twice as many bills have gone to that committee as to any other 
committee; in other words, Mr. President, that committee is 
now overwhelmed with work and it always is. Among the bills 
referred to that committee was a bill dealing with the disposi- 
tion of water-power sites on the public domain. That is one of 
the great bills that are going to come before this Congress for 
consideration. There is to my mind no subject which will en- 
gage its attention that is of greater or of more immediate public 
importance than is that bill. The committee will be engaged in 
the consideration of that bill, in all probability, for some time 
to come. 

Mr. President, the other bill providing for the disposition of 
coal, oll, and gas lands, lands containing deposits of phosphate, 
potash, and of sodium, is one which demands the immediate 
consideration of Congress. Everybody concedes that the exist- 
ing laws have no proper application at all to the subject of the 
appropriation of lands containing deposits of oil. There is the 
keenest rivalry to-day out in the State of Wyoming and in the 
State of Montana in relation to oil lands; a great strife has 
arisen; practically a stampede to that country has ensued; 
and there is no adequate law for the appropriation of lands 
containing deposits of oil. On Monday last the Secretary of 
the Interior withdrew from entry a large area of lands along 
the border line between those two States because the present 
law is entirely inapplicable, and leads to fraud and rapine. 
Some immediate relief is necessary in order not to arrest the 
development of that country. 

I want to get this bill before the Committee on Mines and 
Mining so that a report may be made speedily upon it while the 
Committee on Public Lands is engaged in the consideration of 
the water-power bill and other important legislation of that 
character. I do not want to see this bill buried in that com- 
mittee until everything else that is before it, its great mass of 
business, is disposed of. Why should not the two committees 
go right on to work on these two great measures? 

Mr. President, this bill deals with the subject of lands con- 
taining deposits of phosphate. There are great deposits of 
phosphates in the States of Idaho, Montana, Utah, and Wyo- 
ining. Five million dollars are ready to go into improvements 
for the purpose of mining and treating these deposits in my 
State and in the adjacent States if only some law can be passed 
under which the lands containing them can be appropriated. 

My friend, the esteemed Senator from Colorado, does not like 
our ideas concerning the character of legislation that ought to 
be had upon this subject, but, Mr. President, why then should 
he not come forward and offer a substitute for the proposed 
legislation and let it be thrashed out here upon the floor? If 
he can offer a wiser suggestion for the disposition of these 
lands than we, why should he not do so? 

I ask you in all fairness to the great western country, for 
which I assume to speak on this occasion, do not bury this bill 
where it will never be heard of again, but let us get it out of 
committee as soon as possible and have it considered here upon 
its merits, whatever they may be. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Mr. President, this matter has 
already been fought out before this body. I will not say, for it 
would be unjust to the high character of my distinguished friend 
from Montana [Mr. WAtsuH] to say that the very title of this bill 
is misleading, but the title of the bill does not show its pur- 
pose; it conceals its purpose. Let us see. It is entitled: 


A bill to encourage and promote the mining of coal, phosphate, o 
gas, potassium, pinch ye sodium on the public domain. ae > Obl 


It takes in every State that has within its borders any public 
lands bearing any of these metals. Then, in the very first sec- 
tion the bill provides: 


That deposits of ete phosphate; oll, 
land owned by the United States and no’ 


„ potassium, or sodium, In 
= reserved, shall be 


otherwise 


subject to disposition in the form and manner provided b 
citizens of the United States— 1 e 


And so forth. 

The purpose now is to take from the Committee on Public 
Lands jurisdiction over the public lands and to hand to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining the right to take from the public 
domain any part of the country it pleases, all under the asser- 
tion that the action proposed is to be a wonderful help to the 
people of the West and to the people of the United States. 

Questions relating to the segregation of mineral lands or any 
other lands have from the formation of our publie land policy 
been referred to the Committee on Public Lands. I had the 
honor for many years to serve in the other House on the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, and in this body, and in the other 
House also, I have served on the Committee on Public Lands, and 
I appeal to the history of the reference of bills touching the 
question of segregating, controlling, fixing prices, and manner of 
handling of any of the public lands, mineral or nonmineral, to 
support the statement that all such bills have been referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands in both bodies. 

For what purpose do we find this question raised here? The 
Senator from Montana insists that the jurisdiction over this 
question shall be changed and handed to his particular com- 
mittee. Except for his high character and integrity, one would 
be led to believe that probably underlying it was a great hope 
of personal notoriety, but his great character prevents such an 
imputation. His sincerity, however, must not throw the Senate 
off its feet and change the policy relating to the public lands 
which has been followed for all these years by referring a bill 
providing that certain portions of the public domain “shall be 
subject to disposition in the form and manner provided by this 
act” to a committee that never before had jurisdiction of even 
a cognate question. 

The Senate should refer this bill where every bill of similar 
character which has come before it has been referred, namely, to 
the Committee on Public Lands, so that, as the Senator from Colo- 
rado [Mr. SHArrorH] justly suggests, having before us the entire 
subject and the policy of the country as to the disposition and 
care of the public lands, the committee may take appropriate ac- 
tion in the premises. The jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Mines and Mining arises only when any land becomes mineral 
land under the action of the Public Lands Committee and of 
Congress. The question of segregating the public lands must 
lie in their hands. The Committee on Mines and Mining may 
take up and suggest amendments to the laws affecting the 
mining industry, but certainly it can not consider questions 
relating to the disposition and classification of the public lands 
of the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I was somewhat 
astonished to find that this particular bill had been sought to be 
referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. This is, I 
am told, identically the bill that was introduced at the last 
session of Congress. The bill was prepared, as I understand, 
under the careful study of the Secretary of the Interior, the 
chairman of the Public Lands Committee in the House, the 
chairman of the Public Lands Committee in the Senate, and the 
chairman of the Committee on Mines and Mining in the Sen- 
ate. The identical bill was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands in the House, and was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands in the Senate. 

The Committee on Public Lands in the Senate gave careful 
attention to this bill. It is of wide importance, particularly 
to the members of the committee, who are drawn mostly from 
the public-land States. Very careful attention was given to it, 
and the bill was reported out from that committee at the last 
session of Congress. 

Whether or not the report of that committee was satisfactory 
to the Senator from Montana, I do not know, but I can not see 
how the Senate can better itself by taking the bill from a com- 
mittee that has already considered and made a report upon 
it and referring it to a committee that heretofore has had noth- 
ing whatever to do with it. Certainly the character of the bill 
and the substance of the bill make it absolutely proper for the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Public Lands. 

The bill refers to something more than mines and minin 
It refers to the leasing of lands, the leasing of the public 
domain of the United States—leasing it in large bodies, leasing- 
it in small bodies, providing for the annual rental, providing 
for everything of that sort which should naturally come before 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

In view of the supreme importance of this measure, and in 
view of the fact that the Committee on Public Lands has already 
given it great consideration, I trust that the motion of the 
Senator from Colorado will prevail. 
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Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I was going to suggest to the Senator, 
with his permission, that in order to compose the differences 
between the belligerents on this matter, as suggested by the 
always vigilant Senator from Kentucky [Mr. James], the bill 
might go to the Committee on the Conservation of National 
Resources. That would be absolutely neutral ground, and I 
assure the Senator from Montana that it shall not be buried 
there without action. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I agree partially with the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi. I think that as between the two com- 
mittees—the Committee on Mines and Mining and the Commit- 
tee on Conservation of National Resources—the bill should go 
to the Committee on Conservation of National Resources, This 
bill, however, provides something more. It provides for the 
disposition of the public domain of the United States in all the 
public-land States. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I wart the Senator to understand that I 
am not going to insist on that course. I merely made the sug- 
gestion as a means of composing the differences between the 
Senators, one wanting it to go to one committee and one to 
another. I think the committee I have suggested would be 
absolutely neutral ground, where the matter could be fought 
out and an early report made. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I assume that any committee to 
which it.may go is an absolutely neutral committee and will 

rt. 


report. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator from Montana intimated that 
if the bill should go as requested by the Senator from Colorado 
it would be buried. ; 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the Senator from Montana 
did not intend to be so understood, because it was not buried 
at the last session but was reported to the Senate. The bill 
provides for lensing all sorts of these lands, in large and small 
quantities, at an annual rental per acre; and I can not see why 
it should go to any other committee than that to whieh it has 
gone. Certainly the personnel of the Public Lands Committee 
is not such but that this body can trust it to give fair con- 
sideration to whatever bills are referred to it. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do., 

Mr. FALL. The Senator from Wyoming has been a Member 
of this body for a number of years. I wish to ask him if there 
is not a fundamental difference between the two committees 
which seems to be entirely overlooked by the Senator from Mon- 
tana; that is, that the mining of coal, phosphates, and other 
minerals of that character belongs peculiarly to the matter of 
public lands. The mining of precious minerals—gold and silver 
and lead—does not belong to the Committee on Public Lands but 
belongs to the Committee on Mines and Mining. Is not that the 
distinction the Senate has always had in mind in the establish- 
ment of the two committees? 

In other words, if you make an application for the location of 
a mining claim known as a coal claim, your application is made 
to the Public Land Office. If you make an application for the 
location of a mineral elaim, you do not make it to the Public 
Land Office nor to any public-land authority. That right is 
given you by the laws of Congress. You simply make your loca- 
tion, place it upon the property itself, and, under the laws and 
local rules and regulations of the majority of the States, you 
file it with the probate clerk. It is not a matter for the con- 
sideration of the Land Department at all, until later it may come 
to the question of a patent. 

To my mind, that has always been the difference between the 
subject matters to be considered properly by the Committee on 
Mines and Mining and the Committee on Public Lands. Phos- 
phates, coal, and so forth, are matters peculiarly belonging to 
the public lands, and necessarily for the consideration of the 
Committee on Public Lands, As I say, you can only acquire title 
by going to the Public Land Office in the one instance, when you 
acquire an absolute title, and you may take $5,000,000 from the 
bowels of the earth in the other instance by simply making your 
location on the ground. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
will take notice that he has about yielded himself off the floor. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am perfectly willing to yield the 
floor for the present. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, at the last session of Congress 
a number of bills were introduced involving the question of the 


disposition of the public lands. Their ultimate purpose was to 
change entirely the system of dealing with the public lands of 
the Government. Heretofore they have been disposed of by 
entry and sale, whereby the title passed from the Government. 
The object of these bills, taken as a whole, was to reserve the 
title in the Government, and to lease the lands to private in- 
dividuals. 

That line of proposed legislation is looked upon with a good 
deal of apprehension in the Western States. It involves, I 
think, a very grave constitutional question, as to whether the 
Government, as a landed proprietor, can hold title to these 
lands indefinitely and lease them under long terms, It is a 
very grave question that is going to bring about a great deal 
of discussion at this session of Congress. 

Nearly all of those bills, I presume, have been reintroduced 
at the beginning of this session. One of them was the subject 
of long hearings before the Public Lands Committee at the last 
session of Congress. That committee conducted a very ex- 
haustive hearing on the whole subject, and long reports were 
made by the majority and by the minority members of the 
committee, dealing not only with the question of propriety but 
with the legal questions involved. That committee was not so 
overwhelmed with business at the last session of Congress that 
it could not give careful attention to this question, which I 
think is one of the most important that will come before this 
session of Congress. 

I can conceive of no reason why the jurisdiction over those 
bills should be transferred from the Public Lands Committee 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. They involve the dis- 
position of the publie lands. They propose a policy of a per- 
manent character, and one that is revolutionary, it seems to me, 
in dealing with the public lands. I believe they ought to be 
left in the hands of the Public Lands Committee, whose duty it is 
to deal directly with these questions. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, bills similar to this have been 
introduced in the Senate for the last seven years. As a member 
of the Public Lands Committee I want to say to the Senate that 
not only were there hearings at the last session, but the first 
hearing upon a similar bill was held some five years ago. 

This bill is for the disposition of public lands and ought to 
go to the Public Lands Committee. Involved in it is the leas- 
ing system, which to my mind is a revolutionary move that 
is going to affect vitally every Western State. Furthermore, 
the expense to which the Government has been put for re- 
porting and printing last session’s hearings is such that I do 
not believe the consideration of the bill ought to be undertaken 
by another committee and involve the Government in a great 
additional expense. 

I rather resented the implication of the Senator from Mon- 
tana wherein he stated that the Committee on Public Lands was 
so overwhelmed with the reference of bills that it was impos- 
sible for that committee to give proper consideration to them. 
There is no committee in this body that gives more time to its 
work than the Public Lands Committee. There is no com- 
mittee in this body that has its calendar nearer cleared than 
that committee. As for the statement that more bills are re- 
ferred to it than to any other committee, I want to say to the 
Senator that he is mistaken. There are more bills referred to 
the Committee on Claims than there are to the Committee on 
Public Lands. Would the Senator from Montana want one or 
two thousand claims bills referred to the Committee on Mines 
and Mining beeause of the greater number of bills that are 
referred to the Committee on Claims than to the Committee on 
Mines and Mining? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. WALSH. If the Senator from Utah will pardon me, I 
should like to except claims and pensions, but outside of those 
I think my statement was correct. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was going to refer to pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to notify 
the Senator from Utah that the next time he yields he will 
abandon the floor. 

Mr. SMOOT. If I yield again, Mr. President, I am perfectly 
willing to abandon the floor. I will also say that Y am going 
to take only a moment more of the Senate's time. 

The reference of this identical bill has been acted upon by the 
Senate of the United States, Mr. President. We discussed it for 
about two hours and a half, and a vote of the Senate was taken 
upon it, and it was referred to the Public Lands Committee. If 
it had been announced to the Senate when introduced, the ques- 
tion would have been raised immediately, and perhaps this 
discussion would haye been obviated, 
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I can not help but believe that the bill ought to go to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, it seems to me the question 
here is whether or not we are going to dispense with the services 
of the Committee on Mines and Mining. There has been ap- 
pointed as the chairman of that committee one of the ablest 
mining lawyers in the West. He is willing to give his services to 


that committee. He desires to work on matters connected with 
mines. I assume that that committee was created for the pur- 
pose of considering matters referred to it by the Senate in 
relation to mines, 

As far as the public lands are concerned, there is hardly a 
gold mine or a silver mine in the West that is not located on the 
public lands. There is not a patent to a gold mine or a silver 
mine in the West that does not carry with it title to Government 
land; and yet I do not believe the members of the Public Lands 
Committee are going to ask that subjects dealing with gold and 
silver mines shall be sent over to the Public Lands Committee. 
If matters affecting gold, silver, copper, and lead mines are not 
to be transferred from the Mining Committee to the Public 
Lands Committee, why should bills relating to thé acquisition 
of phosphates, coal, potassium, and oil be so transferred? They 
are treated by the courts as minerals. They come under the 
mining law. 

For instance, this bill deals with the disposition of minerals 
just as much as the disposition of gold or silver or copper or 
lead. Is it not the wish of the Senate that matters dealing with 
the disposition of minerals should go to the Mining Committee? 
Did you not select one of the ablest mining lawyers in this 
country as chairman of that committee so that this body might 
have the benefit of his legal knowledge? 

You are trying to cloud the question by saying that the bill 
deals with the public lands. In dealing with all mines we deal 
with lands, but mining matters are always recognized as consti- 
tuting a separate branch of the public-land law. The public- 
land law deals with homesteads, with desert-land entries, with 
Carey Act entries, with all kinds of surface entries—matters 
that are particularly Jand matters; but questions affecting min- 
erals are segregated from the land matters, and they always 
have been. 

It seems to me that in this case it is entirely unfair to the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WatsH] to take a committee that 
should be a live committee, a committee that should be work- 
ing all the time on these matters, and make it a dead committee. 
It seems to me unfair to the Senator from Montana that he 
should be induced to accept the chairmanship of a committee 
where his legal training and his legal knowledge are supposed 
to come into play for the benefit of the Senate and then to take 
everything away from such committee. I say to you that if 
you can take this bill away from him, you can take every bill 
away from him. 

I am a member of the Committee on Public Lands, and I want 
to say that at the time of the adjournment of the last Con- 
gress there were pending before that committee, undisposed of, 
875 bills. The chairman of that committee, the senior Senator 
from Montana [Mr. Myers], worked day and night in the dis- 
charge of his duties as chairman, and he was complaining to 
the Committee on Rules all the time that he could not stand 
it; that he had to have more help. Now, what do you want to 
do? Do you-want to pile additional work on him? 

There is not any question but that the work coming before 
the Public Lands Committee at the coming session is going to 
be greater than ever. There is not any question but that there 
are going to be hearings on the power bill that will run for 
weeks, if not for months. There is not any question but that 
if this bill goes back to the Public Lands Committee there will 
be hearings on it again, and there is not a member of that com- 
mittee but that believes there will be hearings on this bill no 
matter to which committee it goes. The fact that the committee 
reported it out favorably at the last session does not mean that 
it is not going to consider it at this session. 

I do not believe there is a member of the Public Lands Com- 
mittee but that knows that there will be further hearings on 
the bill, no matter to what committee it goes, and that there 
will be further consideration of it; and I think, in all fairness 
to the Senate itself, that it should not proceed to destroy a 
valuable committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
has addressed the Senate twice on this proposition. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Only once, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator yielded to the 
Senator from New Mexico. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I did; that is the first time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated to the 
Senator that he was about to exhaust his right to the floor for 
the day on this question. If he interpreted that to be an abso- 
lute announcement that he had done so, the Chair will state 
that he did not intend to take the Senator off the floor without 
giving him notice that that would happen; and in view of that 
fact the Chair will recognize the Senator now. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I probably allowed 
the Senator from New Mexico to overstep my time; and if the 
Chair thinks that I ought not to address the Senate further 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think 
anything on the subject. The Senator is at liberty to proceed 
to suit himself. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wanted to say, Mr. President, 
that I had not quite finished what I started to say upon the 
question of the public domain as given in the text of this bill. 
It was with no desire to nullify the activity of the usefulness 
of the Committee on Mines and Mining—nobody recognizes more 
than the present speaker the preeminent ability of the Senator 
from Montana, who is the chairman of that committee—but we 
have certain jurisdictions for certain committees, notwithstand- 
ing they are not clearly defined under the rules of the Senate 
or under the resolution creating the committees. The Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, without question, no matter whether 
it is overworked or underworked, is the committee to deal with 
the public domain of the United States. It is the committee to 
which bills should be referred with regard to the disposal of the 
publie domain of the United States. Else, what is the province 
of that committee? l 

The bill which is before us is a bill which does just that. In 
regard to mines and mining, I do not suppose the Committee 
on Mines and Mining is any better able to deal with the produc- 
tion of oil and gas than any other committee, because they are 
minerals only by legislative enactment; that is all. The laws 
of mines and mining are applied to these resources simply as a 
matter of technicality by legislative enactment. 

This bill. however, provides for the leasing of the public 
domain, as I said, in large and small quantities. It provides for 
people to go over the public domain, to prospect it, to drill the 
public domain, to sink shafts upon the public domain. If they 
find anything they are to be allowed to lease that particular 
land, and then the balance of all this land that is withdrawn is 
to be leased without reference to those discoveries at all. It is 
purely and simply a bill to dispose of large portions of the pub- 
lie domain of the United States. 

Mr. President, I have no personal feeling in regard to this 
matter. I have the utmost confidence in the Senator from Mon- 
tana. I have the utmost confidence in the Senator from Nevada, 
who is a member of both these committees; and I know that 
upon either of them he would exercise his very best judgment 
under all the conditions as they should be presented to him. 
But I do believe in maintaining the integrity of the jurisdiction 
of these committees; and if this bill is taken from the Public 
Lands Committee I can not conceive of any bill that would 
properly come under its jurisdiction. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word 
in reply to what has been said. The Committee on Public 
Lands, as has been so amply stated here, has jurisdiction over 
all matters that relate to the disposition of public lands. The 
Committee on Mines and Mining is a committee that has been 
created, in my judgment, for the purpose of dealing with ques- 
tions of mining, such as assessment work, the location of mines, 
the location of placer claims, and the amount of work annually 
to be performed upon them. They have an infinite amount of 
work if they desire to do it. The American Mining Congress 
every year, for the past few years at least, has insisted that 
there should be a codification of the mining laws. The Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining is the proper committee to do that 
work, but every time the question comes before the Mines and 
Mining Committee it is said “ we have not the time to do that, 
we must have a commission of some kind”; and we sometimes 
have reports in favor of a commission to codify these laws when 
as a matter of fact the committee itself ought to do that work. 

Mr. President, I do not want to go into the matter further. 
Here are bills introduced this session of Congress. Take the 
calendar. I will warrant that the bill which the Senator from 
North Dakota has introduced relating to coal lands has been 
assigned to the Committee on Public Lands. I will warrant 
that the bill providing for the classification of lands has been 
given to the Committee on Public Lands. The bill for agricul- 
tural entry on coal lands no doubt has been given to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and the bill to authorize the disposal of 
phosphate, oil, potassium, and natural gas has also been re- 
ferred to that committee, This morning when the Journal was 
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approved those bills were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. It seems to me, Mr. President, that there is no good 
reason why, this bill should be taken from the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. SmarroTH] that the bill be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. WALSH. I ask for a roll call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from New York [Mr. O’Goraran], 
which I transfer to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Brapy] and 
vote “yea,” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when Mr. Lxwis's name was called). I wish 
to state that my colleague [Mr. Lewis] is confined to his room 
by illness, and can not attend to-day’s session. 

Mr. ROBINSON (when Mr. Myers’s name was called). I 
have been requested to announce that the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Myers] is unavoidably absent from the Chamber on 
an oflicial engagement. 


Mr. OLIVER (when Mr. Penrosr’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. PENROSE] is unavoidably absent. If he were 
Tee: he would vote “ yea.” 

SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I transfer 


my 1 with the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] 
to the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Kern] and vote nay.” 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia (when Mr. SHIvety’s name was 
called). The Senator from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY] is detained 
from the Chamber by sickness. He is paired with the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH], who, I understand, is also absent, 
sick. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to my col- 
league [Mr. Sanru of South Carolina] and vote “ yea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVER- 
MAN]. I do not see him in his place, and therefore withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN- 
ROSE]. Being informed by the statement made by his colleague 
that if he were present his vote and mine would not conflict, I 
vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (after having voted in the afirma- 
tive). . I have a general pair with the senior Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Stone]. That Senator is absent, but on a communi- 
cation from him I shall allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. CHILTON. I wish to announce that the junior Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Kern] is unavoidably absent. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was requested to state that the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. BURLEIGH] is detained by illness and is paired 
with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Survery]; also, that the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] is paired with the Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. 

The result was announced—yeas 46, nays 23, as follows: 


YEAS—46. 

Bankheud Gronna Martin, Va. Sterling 
Borah Hardin Martine, N. J. Sutherland 
Brandegee Hardwick Nelson wanson 

app Husting Norris Tillman 
Clark, Wyo James Oliver Townsend 
Clarke, Ark. Jones Robinson Underwood 
Cummins Kenyon Shafroth Vardaman 
S Lt pitt pitin Witte 
Dillingham pp ns ý ms 

‘all mee Smith, Ariz. Works 
Gallinger M mber Smith, Mich. 
Gore McLean Smoot 

NAYS—23. 
Ashurst Fletcher Newiands She d 
Beckbam Hitchcock Owen Smith, Ga. 
Broussard Hughes Pittman Thomas 
Bryan Johnson, Me. Poindexter ‘Thompson 
Chamberlain „Tenn. Reed alsh 
Chilton Md. Saulsbury 
NOT VOTING—27. 

Brady Hollis Overman vely 
Burleigh Johnson, S. Dak. Page Smith, Md 
Cat ron Kern Penrose Smith, S. C. 

Colt La Follette Phelan Stone 
Culberson Lewis Pomerene Warlsworth 
du Peat Myers Ransdell Warren 
Goff O'Gorman Shields 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 
REPORTS OF SECRETARY OF THE SENATE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, pur- 


suant to law, a statement of receipts and expenditures of the 


Senate for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (S. Doc. No. 1), 


which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Senate, transmitting, pursuant to law, an ac- 
count of all property, including stationery, belonging to the 
United States in his possession on the Gth day of December, 
1915 (S. Doe. No. 8), which, with the accompanying paper, was 
ordered to He on the table and be printed. 


REPORTS OF SERGEANT AT ARMS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Sergeant at Arms, submitting a full and 
complete account of all the property in his possession and in 
the Senate Office Building belonging to the United States (S. 
Doc. No. 6), which, with the accompanying paper, was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Sergeant at Arms, submitting a detailed statement of waste 
paper and condemned property sold since December 7, 1914 (S. 
Doc. No. 7), which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY (H. DOC. NO. 359). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


CHESAPEAKE & DELAWARE CANAL (S. DOC. NO. 14). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of October 8, 1914, a report relative to 
the price at which the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal and all 
property, rights of property, franchises, and appurtenances 
thereto can be purchased, etc., which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (H. DOC. No. 33). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
annual report of the Attorney General of the United States for 
the year 1915, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

UNITED STATES COURT OF CUSTOMS APPEALS (H. DOC. NO. 9). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Attorney General, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a statement of expenditure of the appropriations for the 
United States Court of Customs Appeals for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

TESTS OF MATANUSKA COAL (S. DOC, No. 20). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a report of the tests of Matanuska coal in con- 
nection with the Navy Department investigation by experi- 
mental tests of coal in Alaska for use on board ships and vés- 
sels of the United States Navy, which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION (H. DOC. NO, 110). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a statement showing the employment 
under all appropriations for the valuation of carriers, the 
names of all persons employed under the commission, the State 
from which each was appointed, the rate of compensation paid 
to each, together with a statement as to how the moneys appro- 
priated for the fiscal years 1913, 1914, and 1915, have been ox- 
pended, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be 
printed. 

DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD (H. DOC. NO. 141). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate ‘the 
annual report of the excise board of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 
oe 

STEAMBOAT-INSPECTION SERVICE (H. DOC, NO, 125). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting, pur- 
suant to law, a copy of the general rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by the Board of Supervising Inspectors, which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 
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ANNUAL REPORT OF THE PUBLIC PRINTER (S. DOC. NO. 2). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
annual report of the Public Printer relative to the operations 
of the Government Printing Office for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, which was referred to the Committee on Printing 
and ordered to be printed. 


STEAMER “ EASTLAND.” 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting cer- 
tain information relative to an inquiry made by the officers of 
the Department of Commerce into the facts surrounding the 
disaster to the steamer Fastland, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MARITIME CANAL CO. OF NICARAGUA (H. DOC. NO. 433). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of the operations of the Maritime 
Canal Co. of Nicaragua, which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Interoceanic Canals and 
ordered to be printed. 

GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE (H. DOC. NO. 379). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the financial report of the superintendent of the 
Government Hospital for the Insane for the fiseal year ended 
June 30, 1915, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed. 
EXPENDITURES, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE (H. DOC. NO. 112). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a detailed statement of expenditures of the 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS (H. DOC. NO. 34). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting his 
annual report and the annual report of the superintendent of 
the Library Building and Grounds for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library and ordered to be printed. 

REPAIRS OF BUILDINGS (H. DOC. No. 182). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an itemized statement of expenditures made 
hy the Interior Department and charged to the appropriation 
“Repairs of buildings, Department of the Interior, 1915,” 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

INDUSTRIAL WORK AND CARE OF TIMBER (H. DOC. NO. 150). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a statement of the expenditures from the ap- 
propriation for “Industrial work and care of timber” for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUPPORT OF AGRICULTURAL COLLEGES (H. DOC. NO. 128). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of the disbursements for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1915, made in States and Territories for 
the endowment and support of colleges for the benefit of agri- 
culture and the mechanic arts, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed, 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR (H. DOC. 

NO. 174). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, an itemized statement of expenditures made by 
the Interior Department during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915, and charged to the appropriation “ Contingent expenses, 
Department of the Interior, 1915,” which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF RECLAMATION SERVICE (H. DOC. NO. 38). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law; the fourteenth annual report of the Reclama- 


tion Service, which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation: 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS (H. DOC. NO. 140). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a statement showing the documents received 
and distributed during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915. which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing and ordered to be 
printed. 

FREEDMEN’S HOSPITAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a detailed statement from the surgeon in chief 
of the Freedmen's Hospital of expenditures from the appropria- 
tion for salaries for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
tae 7 of Columbia and ordered to be printed. (H. Doe. 

0. 372. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the See- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a statement 
of receipts and expenditures on account of pay patients received 
into the Freedmen's Hospital during the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 
printed. (H. Doc. No. 871.) 


INDUSTRIES AMONG THE INDIANS (H. DOC. NO. 151). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of the expenditures made for encourag- 
ing industry among Indians at various Indian reservations for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN SCHOOLS AND SUPPORT (H. DOC. NO. 121). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report for the fiscal year 1915 relating to the 
appropriation “ Indian schools and support, 1915,” which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN SCHOOLS (H. DOC. NO. 117). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, 
showing the amount expended at each Indian school and agency 
from the appropriation for construction, lease, purchase, repairs, 
and improvements of school and agency buildings, together with 
certain data as to the number, kind, and cost of schoolhouses 
erected during the fiscal year 1915, which, with the accompany- 
ing paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

SURVEYS OF INDIAN LANDS (H. DOC. NO. 143). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a statement of the cost of survey and allotment 
work on Indian reservations for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915, which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


PAYMENTS TO INDIANS (H. DOC. NO, 134). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of expenditures made in making per 
capita payments to the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche Indians 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which, with the ac- 
companying paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

STANDING ROCK INDIAN RESERVATION (H. DOC. NO. 135). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of the expenditures made for the pur- 
chase of cattle for the benefit of Indians on the Standing Rock 
Indian Reservation in North and South Dakota during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

TONGUE RIVER RESERVATION (H. DOC, NO. 122). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of expenditures for the purpose of 
encouraging industry among Indians on the Tongue River 


1915. 
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Reservation during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF DESTITUTE INDIANS (H. DOC. NO. 123). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of the expenditures from the appro- 
priation for the relief of destitute Indians for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915, which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIAN HOSTILITIES (H. DOC, NO. 118). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of acts of hostilities by tribes with 
which the United States has treaty stipulations during the fiscal 
year 1915, which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

SUBSISTENCE FOR INDIAN TRIBES (H. DOC. NO. 119). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, informing the 
Senate, pursuant to law, that no diversions or expenditures were 
made during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, under the pro- 
vision of the act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior under 
the direction of the President to use any surplus that may remain 
in any appropriation for the purchase of subsistence for Indian 
tribes, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

SIOUX INDIANS (H. DOC. NO. 136). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of expenditures from the permanent 
fund of the Sioux Indians during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF DECEASED INDIANS (H. DOC. NO. 120). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of all moneys collected and deposited 
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, under the provision 
“determining heirs of deceased Indian allottees, 1915,” which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

THE INDIAN SERVICE (H. DOC. NO. 175). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report showing the diversion of appropria- 
tions for pay of specified employees in the Indian Service for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

CONFEDERATED BANDS OF UTE INDIANS (H. DOC. NO. 137). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of expenditures from tribal funds of 
the Confederated Bands of Ute Indians appropriated therein 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
und ordered to be printed. 

DISEASE AMONG INDIANS (H. DOC. NO. 139). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of expenditures for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915, from the appropriation for the relief of 
distress and prevention of disease among Indians on account 
of the destruction of hospitals, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

NORTHERN CHEYENNE INDIANS (H. DOC. NO. 153). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of expenditures for the purchase of 
cattle for the Northern Cheyenne Indians on the Tongue River 
Reservation, Mont., for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN MONEYS (H. DOC. NO. 188). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 

munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 


pursuant to law, a report of expenditures of money carried on 
the books of the Interior Department under the caption “ In- 
dian moneys, proceeds of labor,’ for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

INDIAN IRRIGATION PROJECTS (H. DOC. NO. 177). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a cost account of all moneys from whatever 
source derived expended on each irrigation project on Indian 
reservations, allotments, and lands for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

PURCHASE OF MOTOR VEHICLES (H. DOC. NO. 65). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a statement showing expenditures from lump- 
sum appropriations for the department for the purchase of motor 
vehicles and motor boats during the fiscal year 1915, which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and 
ordered to be printed. 


BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY (H. DOC. NO. 100). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a report of all sums paid by the Bureau of 
Chemistry for compensation of or payment of expenses to 
officers or other persons employed by State, county, or munici- 
pal governments during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 


FOREST INVESTIGATIONS (H. DOC. NO. 101). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a statement of moneys received and contri- 
butions toward cooperative work in forest investigations or 
the protection and improvement of national forests during the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed, 


PURCHASE OF TIMBER (H. DOC. NO. 115). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of Agriculture, informing the 
Senate, pursuant to law, that during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, there was refunded to depositors on account of 
excess deposits in connection with the purchase of timber and 
use of lands or resources of the national forests, ete., the sum 
of $54,554.89, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA (H. DOC. 
NO. 89). 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the an- 
nual report of the Public Utilities Commission of the District of 
Columbia for the year ended December 31, 1914, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chairman of the Public Utilities Commission of the District of 
Columbia informing the President of the Senate that the balance 
sheets of the commission for the year ended December 31, 1914, 
were transmitted to the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
on February 3, 1915, and that balance sheets taken on various 
dates subsequent to February 3, 1915, were transmitted to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives on December 8, 1915, 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and ordered to be printed. 


PRODUCTION OF CRUDE PETROLEUM (S. DOC. NO. 13). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of September 28, 1914, a re- 
port of an investigation by the commission in regard to condi- 
tions affecting the production, transportation, and marketing 
of crude petroleum, which, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered 
to be printed. : 


NATIONAL FOREST RESERVATION COMMISSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of Agriculture, 
transmitting; pursuant to law, the report of the National Forest 
Reservation Commission for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915. 
Accompanying the report are certain maps, and, if there be 
no objection, the communication and accompanying maps will be 
referred to the Committee on Printing for further action. 


COLLECTION OF GARBAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report as to the 
plans and specifications relative to the collection. and disposal of 
garbage and other city waste in the District of Columbia. The 
communication is accompanied with illustrations, and, if there 
be no objection, it will be referred to the Committee on Printing 
for further action. 

DISTRICT TIDAL BASIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Secretary of War, transmit- 
ting, in response to a resolution of February 19, calendar day 
March 2, 1915, certain information relative to the bathing in 
the Tidal Basin in Potomac Park, Washington, D. ©. The 
communication will be printed and referred to the Committee 
on the Distriet of Columbia and, without objection, it will also 
be printed in the Recorp. 

The communication is as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 7, 1915. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Sin: In compliance with Senate resolution 557 of February 19 (cal- 
endar March 2), 1915, instructing the. Secretary of War to inform 
the Senate on certain questions relative to bathing in the Tidal Basin 
in Potomac Park, Washington, D. C., I have the honor to submit the 
following information. The questions are taken up in the order in 
which they appear in the resolution, 2 

First. 2 What authority of law or regulatlon are prlvate poe 
permitted to maintain a boat and bathhouse on said Tidal Basin 

Congress, by act of September 26, 1890, authorized a bathing beach 
and dressing houses to be constructed on the east shore of the tidal res- 
eryoir against the Washington Monument Grounds and 3 
83,000 for this purpose. e Secretary of War was reques in the 
act to t a permit for the new beach. The. houses were built and 
in use for a number of years. To make way for park improvement 
Congress authorized the removal of this beach in 1902 to what was 
then known as the inner basin, northwest of the present site of the 
Paul Jones Monument, and $4,000 was appropriated to cover the re- 
moval and new construction, 

On November 22, 1902, the Secretary of War allowed boathouses to 
be built on the 1 jn the inner basin by private persons 
(XI. N. Hekimian end J. H. Hollis), at their own expense; the houses to 
revert to the commissioners of the District after five years; the build- 
ers to have exclusive use of them for renting to the public the privilege 
of fishing, boating, s g. and skating. 

On March 8, 1908, Congress scabies slg t= 85.000 for floating baths 
to be moored in the tidal reservoir or the water front of Washington. 

Under the authority for removal of the beach boathouses. were: con- 
structed on the beach on the inner basin on what is now filled-in land. 
Under. the authority for floating baths two floats were built in 1903 
and moored. in the Tidal Basin. A permit was granted by the Secretary 
of War in 1902 allowing a space 400 feet long by 200 feet wide in the 
Tidal Basin for these floats which were built with the appropriation of 
March 3,. 1903, above referred to. 

It thus appears that floats for swimming at the 
boathouses on the Tidal Basin were all duly autho: 

In 1907 the Commissioners of the District relin: hed f) sdiction 
over this area: and the Chief of Engineers resumed ge of the beach, 
including the boathouses. The tenant at that time, Mr. Hekimian, was 
permitted by the Chief of eers to retain his occupancy under a 
new lease dated July 11, 1908. Mr. Hekimian was followed by Mr. 
Plunkett and he in turn by or aarin lessee, Mr. Wells, who occupies 
it under lease dated February 27, 1914. 

Second. What rental or fee, if any, is paid by the proprietors of said 
boat and bathhouse for the privilege ef maintaining the same on the 
shores of said Tidal Basin? 

The present tenant pays rental at the rate of 8500 year. He 
secured his lease in ray Ty under sealed proposal after public ad- 
vertising. The terms of lease do not grant him any t to char; 
for bathing in the tidal reservoir. Bathing in the waters is free to all; 
but if bathers use the boathouse, or the tenant's floats, boats, bath- 
ing suits, ete., he has the 3 under the terms of the lease: to charge 
them for the use of these facilities. 

Third. What is the cause of the contamination and the pollution of 
the waters of said. Tidal Basin? 

The causes of the contamination and the pollution of the waters of 
tto basin are several. The Potomac River water feeding th 
itself polluted, although 


resent location and 
ed by Congress. 


continually charged with more or less th 
above the basin being Georgetown, Rock Creek, the Chesa & Ohio 
Canal, and a large sewer near the Lincoln Memorial.. This condition has 
been mg ie mitigated by the recently built intercepting sewer 
along the river: 

Furthermore, the condition of the water in the basiw itself is: pol- 
luted by the direct discharge of from 10 toilets Im the immedi- 
ate vicinity into the basin itself and refuse thrown into the water 


y 
by the public picnicking and fishing along Its borders. These toilets are 
nee used by many people, but are undeniably the source of some pol- 
lution. 
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p: alone. 
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n y, makes the 
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g 
at the spes beaches in fhe North River it has been found necessary to 
screen the river water as it flows down from adjacent sewers by the 
bathing establishments. Notwithstanding this, in one year alone these 
baths were used by over 1,800,000 bathers. It is understood that these 
ublic baths have been condemned, and, if they have not been discon- 
nued by this time, they will be later, despite their apparent popularity. 

In view of the comparatively slight contamination there may be in 
the waters of the basin, as shown by recent tests, and the apparent 
benefit to a large number of people, it is believed that its temporary 
use for bathing should not be objected to. good swimmers can, 
on account of the depth, avail themselves of the bathing there, and 
such swimmers do not swallow the water that inexperienced swimmers 
or bathers do in shallow pools. The ideal standard for water for 
bathing purposes would be have it approximate in purity that used 
for drinking purposes, ‘To maintain such a standard is, of course, not 
possible in any large open basin, and can. oniy be attained at consider- 
8 7 expense in a modern and well-kept bathing pool supplied by puri- 

water. 

During the past year report was rendered to Congress from this 
department on the practicability of establishing bathing ches in the 
Tidal Basin, The studies for the location of the beaches and buildings 
in the area referred to in that report showed that location there is 
impracticable and undesirable when considered in connection with other 
large park development planned for Potomac Park. ormore, 
extended inquiries into the objections to the use of the basin on account 
of its pollution have about convinced the officer in 8 of public 
buildings and grounds that, while it would impose a decided hardship 
at this time to do away with the temporary use of the basin for swim- 
ming purposes, nothing should be planned for permanent bathing estab- 
lishments there. 

Studies are now in. course of preparation in the Office of Public 
Buildings and Grounds, with the assistance and supervision of the 
National Fine Arts Commission, for the improvement of the large area 
of east Potomac Park as a large public recreation ground. These 
studies include extensive. provisions for outdoor swimming Is and 
natatoriums of the most up-to-date kind. It is hbelleved at these 

lans, if adopted by Congress, will remedy the deplorable lack of bath- 

foe facilities in the District of Columbia Washington in the summer 
time has one of the most trying climates in the United States, and the 
conditions for swimming and bathing are inadequate. Every effort is 
being made, with. full recognition of these facts, to present to. Congress 
at an early date a satisfactory solution of the problem which will re- 
lieve 1 Present „ 

ery respe Š 

855 i ay LINDLEY M. GARRISON, 

Secretary of War. 


LIST OF JUDGMENTS. (H. DOC. NO. 102). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munieationefrom the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting, pursuant to law, a statement of all judgments rendered 
by the Court of Claims for the year ended December 7, 1915, the 
amount thereof, the parties in whose favor rendered, together 
with a brief synopsis of the nature of the claims, which, with 
the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. À 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the order filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the 
French spoliation claims by the court relating to the vessel 
brig Leonard, William Hackett, master (H. Doc. No. 297), 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee om Claims and ordered to: be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a eommunication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of 
French spollatſon cases filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
which were dismissed by the court on motion of claimants (II. 
Doc. No. 323), which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of French 
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spoliation cases filed under the act of January 20, 1885, which 
were dismissed by the court on motion of the claimants (H. Doc. 
No. 262), which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the chief 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of French spolia- 
tion cases filed under the act of January 20, 1885, and dis- 
missed by the court for want of sufficient evidence (H. Doc. No. 
323), which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com- 
munications from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting findings of fact and conclusions of law and opinions filed 
under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation 
claims set out in the annexed findings by the court relating to 
the following causes: 

The brig Sally, John Beatty, master; and > 

The brig Bee, Denton James, master. 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate communications from the chief 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting certified copies of 
the opinions filed by the court in the following causes: 

Shawnee and Delaware Indians v. United States (S. Doc. 

No. 27); 

Frank H. Church, administrator of the estate of Cornelius 
Clay Cox, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 28); and 

Benjamin S. Chase, administrator of the estate of Benjamin 
Chase, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 29). 

The foregoing opinions were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate communications from the chief 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting certified copies of 
findings of fact and opinions filed by the court in the following 
causes: 

The State of West Virginia v. United States (S. Doc. No. 30) ; 

Isidore Daigle and Rosa Daigle Woodruff, only heirs of Isi- 
dore Daigle, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 31); 

Mrs. Louise J. Alleman and Mrs. Augustine R. Bibes, heirs of 
Joseph Brighers, deceased, v. United States (S. Doc. No. 32); 
and 

Marcellus O. Markham and Mrs. Robert J. Lowry, 
of William Markham, deceased, v. United States (S. 
No. 33). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the chief 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases dis- 
missed by the court on the preliminary question of loyalty (S. 
Doc. No. 34), which was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases 
dismissed on orders filed by the Court of Claims (S. Doc. No. 35), 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases 
dismissed by the court on motion of defendants (S. Doc. No. 36), 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting information 
relative to the dismissal by the Court of Claims on the claim- 
ants’ motion in the case of the African Baptist Church, of 
Paris, Ky., v. United States (S. Doc. No. 37), which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy 
of the findings of fact, conclusion, and opinion filed by the 
court in the cause of Upton J. Hammond v. United States 
(S. Doc. No. 38), which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of con- 
gressional cases dismissed by the court May 13, 1914, for want 
. of prosecution (S. Doe, No. 89), which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a list of cases 
dismissed by the court on October 12, 1914, for want of prosecu- 
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tion (S. Doc. No. 40), with, with the accompanying paper, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate communications from the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting certified 
findings of fact and conclusions of law filed by the court in the 
following causes: 

Sarah Goin, widow of Caleb Goin, deceased, v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 41); 

Harriet R. Bruce, widow of George Bruce, deceased, v. The 
United States (S. Doc. No. 42); 

Theresa Gunckel, widow of Ferdinand Gunckel, deceaséd, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 43); 

Roxane Meaker, widow (remarried) of La Marquis Tubbs, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 44) ; 

Emily Catherine Jones v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 45); 

Thomas R. Webb v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 46) ; 

Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Chattanooga, Tenn., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 47); 

The Nashville Trust Company, administrator of the estate of 
John M. Lea, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 48); 

Mary E. McGregor v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 49) ; 

George W. Hull, son and heir of John Hull, v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 50); 

The Corporation of Roman Catholic Clergymen of Maryland v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 51); 

George H. Wheaton v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 52); 

Oak Park Trust and Savings Bank, executor of Elijah S. 
Watts, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 53) ; 

Frank H. Bristow v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 54); 

seorge L. Wright v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 55); 

Hosmer P. Holland v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 56); 

Henry C. Martin v, The United States (S. Doc. No. 57); 

Abel Longworth w. The United States (S. Doc. No. 58); 

Charles A. Loud v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 59) ; 

Annette W. Brackett, administratrix of Joseph F. Twitchell, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 60) ; 

Ralsa C. Rice v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 61); 

Eugene S. Aldrich, son of Simeon C. Aldrich, deceased, v. The 
United States (S. Doe. No. 62); 

1 A. Maddox, widow of Wilson M. Maddox, deceased, 

. The United States (S. Doc. No. 63); 

tater M. Hayes v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 64); 

The Corn Exchange National Bank v. The United States (S, 
Doc. No. 65) 

Ann E. Hooper, administratrix of James Hooper, deceased, v, 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 66); 

Church of the Messiah, Protestant Episcopal Church of St, 
Marys, Ga., formerly Christ Episcopal Church, v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 67); 

Anna E. White Shipp and Wallace J. Hill, administrators of 
the estate of Patrick White, deceased, v. The United States (S. 
Doc. No. 68); 

Trustees, Methodišė Episcopal Church South, Fredericksburg, 
Va.. v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 69) ; 

C haves H. Sloan v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 70); 

Lulie F. Jones, administratrix of the estate of Sarah C. Jones, 
deceased, and Lucy F. Tyler, in her own right, v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 71); 

Peter Ludwig v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 72); 

Ambrose Portwood v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 73); 

William Hough, administrator of Jehu C. Hannum, deceased, 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 74); 

Emma C. Howard, daughter and sole heir of Elijah A. Cop- 
page, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 75); 

James A. Kemp v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 76) 

G. D. Hearn, Ada Pennington, W. H. Hearn, and C. A. Hearn, 
heirs of Mathew Hearn, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doe. 
No. 77); 

Thomas M. Brower and John M. Brower, heirs of Jacob W. 
Brower, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 78); 

C. H. de Zevallos, sole heir of Hugh F. McGafock, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 79): 

Henry Clay Smith . The United States (S. Doc. No. 80); 

Thomas N. Hill, administrator of the estate of George R. 
Jooley, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 81); 

J. L. Hughes, administrator of the estate of John H. Stovañ, 
William Hughes, and Timothy L. Hughes, deceased, v. The 
United States (S. Doc. No. 82); 

Joseph D. Watkins, administrator of N. B. Watkins, deceased, 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 83); 


Anna M. Orne, administratrix of Henry A. Orne, v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 84); 

Jessie H. Watson, administratrix of the estate of Samuel 
Watson, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 85); 
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W. T. Lafferty, administrator of estate of George W. Taylor, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 86) ; 

Jules C. Denis, receiver of the Levee Steam Cotton Press Co., 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 87); 

The Commercial Pacific Cable Co. v. The United States (S. 
Doc. No. 88); 

F. N. Lee, administrator of the estate of George F. Lee, de- 
ceased, +. The United States (S. Doc. No. 89) ; 

Fred Stitzel, surviving partner of the firm of Stitzel Bros., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 90) ; 

Henry R. Bryan and Mary N. Bryan v. The United States (S. 
Doc. No. 91); 

The County Court of Platte County, Mo., v. The United States 
(S. Doc. No. 92); 

Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Catletts, Va., 
successor of Walnut Branch Methodist Episcopal Church South 
and Weaversville Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Fau- 
quier County, Va., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 93) ; 

J. B. H. Knight, administrator of the estate of Peter H. Knight, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 94) ; 

T. S. Aderholdf, L. J. Williams, and R. B. Logan, trustees of 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Friars Point, Miss., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 95) ; 

Julia D. Harris, administratrix of the estate of Stephen Dag- 
gett, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 96) ; 

Thomas Miller, William Miller, Stephen A. Miller, James 
Miller, and Mary J. Mulvihill, sole heirs of Thomas Miller, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 98) ; 

Louis Philip Labarthe, administrator for the succession of 
Dr. Joseph Richard Martin, deceased, v. The United States (S. 
Doc. No. 99); 

Cathrine P. McElfresh, executrix of the estate of F. H. Finley, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 100) ; 

The Seaboard & Roanoke Railway Co, v. The United States 
(S. Doc. No. 101) ; 

C. C. Bundy, administrator of the estate of Jesse Chilton, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 102) ; 

Ida Tilley Fowlkes, only heir and sole heir of Calvin Tilley, 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 103); and 

Christian J. Fleck et al., heirs of Frank Fleck, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 104). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate com- 
munications from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified findings of fact filed by the court in the follow- 
ing causes; 

Martina Beall and Marie A. Vallum, sole heirs of James H. 
Beall, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 105) ; 

Lytle Crawford et al., legal representatives of the estate of 
‘Alexander ©. Crawford, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. 
No. 106) ; 5 

J. F. Doom, administrator of the estate of Columbus Doom, 
deceased, late surviving partner of the firm of Columbus Doom 
and Ben Doom, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 107) ; 

L. D. Settle, administrator of Marcus Settle, deceased, v. The 
United States (S. Doc. No. 108) ; 

Sarah Friedman, administratrix of the estate of Louis Fried- 
man, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 109) ; 

W. W. Roden v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 110) ; 

C. C. McKinney, D. M. Goodner, N. Benedict, W. S. MeWil- 
liams, trustees of Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Fayette- 
ville, Tenn., r. The United States (S. Doc. No. 111) ; 

Trustees ‘of the Smith Creek Baptist Church, of New Market, 
Va., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 112); 

3 of the Union Church of Frederick County, Va., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 113); 

R. B. Campbell, executor of William B. Campbell, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 114); 

S. D. Russell, administrator of the estate of Alexander Rus- 
sell, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 115) ; 

W. R. Woosley, administrator of the estate of James Woosley, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 116) ; 

Mary E. Forrester and A. B. Duncan v. The United States (S. 
Doc. No. 117) ; 

Madeleine Lement, administratrix of the estate of Pierre 
Lement, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 118) ; 

Felix A. Charpentier, administrator of the estate of Joseph 
M. Charpentier, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 
119); 

Emie Sullivan, administratrix of the estate of James B. Sulli- 
van, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 120) ; 

Heirs of Elijah Shatto v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 121) ; 


Isabella R. Napier v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 122); 

Pohick Church, in Fairfax County, Va., v. The United States 
(S. Doc. No. 123); 

Charles Armelin, jr., administrator of the estate of Charles 
Armelin, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 124) ; 

John T. Williams, executor of the estate of Thomas J. Wil- 
liams, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 125); 

Robert L. Langston, administrator of the estate of Robert 
Langston, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 126) ; 

Frances L. Snell, daughter and sole heir at law of Hamlin v. 
Snell, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 127); 

Amos Jones, administrator of the estate of John Jones, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 128) ; 

Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Point Pleas- 
ant, W. Va., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 129); 

M. M. Carruth, administrator of the estate of John Carrath, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 130) ; 

Albert Wood v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 131) ; 

Edward Duplantier, administrator of the estate of Armand 
Duplantier, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 132); 

Mattie G. Kyle, administratrix of the estate of Benjamin 
Adams, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 133); 

Mrs. Catherine Crisler Spencer, executrix of Wesley Crisler, 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 134); 

William S. Gray v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 135) ; 

County of Laurel, State of Kentucky, v. The United States 
(S. Doe. No. 136) ; 

The Regular Baptist Church of Richmond, Ky., v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 137); 

St. Francis Xavier Roman Catholic Church, of Gettysburg, 
Pa., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 138); 

Gerard Brandon, administrator of the estate of Isaac Jones, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 139) ; Í 

John R. Neill v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 140): 

Mary D. Wiggins, administratrix of Oscar L. Dewees, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 141); 

B. T. Edwards v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 142) ; 

Toussaint Egby, administrator of the estate of Augustin Las- 
trappes, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 143); 

Olivia Berard Bonin, sole heir of Camille Berard, v. The 
United States (S. Doc. No. 144); 

C. A. French, administrator of Caleb Perkins, deceased, v. The 
United States (S. Doe. No. 145) ; 

David W. Hollis v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 146); s 

Robert Batey, for himself and as administrator of the estate 
of John Hill, deceased, and Ellen ©. Bard, Nannie S. Hub- 
bard, and Wiliam M. Bard, as heirs of William D. Bard, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 147) ; 

Theolin Landry, administrator of estate of Jean Pierre Lan- 
dry, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 148) ; 

William Richard v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 149) ; 

Trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Hender- 
son, Ky., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 150) ; 

Jane F. Paulk v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 151); 

President Walraven v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 152); 

Leland F. Rigues, administrator of John A. Rigues, deceased, 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 153) ; 

Leopold De Blanc, administrator of estate of Louis C. De 
Blane, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 154); 

Walter H. Filor, administrator of estate of James Filor, de- 
ceased; J. Vining Harris, administrator of estate of William 
Curry, deceased; and Leonora E. Pinkney, administratrix of 
estate of William Pinkney, deceased, v. The United States 
(S. Doe. No. 155) ; 

County of Laclede, State of Missouri, Lebanon, Mo., v. The 
United States (S. Doc. No. 156) ; 

Mount Pleasant Masonic Lodge, No. 99, of Austin, Ark., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 157); 

The Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Van Buren, Ark., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 158) ; 

Trustees of the Presbyterian Church of Gallipolis, Ohio, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 159) ; 

The Frederick Academy of the Visitation, of Frederick, Md., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 160) ; 

Trustees of the Reformed Church. of Burkittsville, Md., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 161) ; 

The Deacons of the African Baptist Church of Richmond, Ky., 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 162); 

Liberty Baptist Church and Liberty Methodist Episcopal 
Church South, of Balston, Va., v. The United States (S. Doc. 
No. 163) ; 

Henry E. Saunders, administrator of estate of Edwin E. Saun- 
ders, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 164) ; 

Jane P. Moore v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 165) ; 


1915. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


125 


Albert L. Scott, surviving partner of the late firm composed of 
Edmund L. Pemberton, James R. Lee, and Albert L. Scott, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 166); 

F. E. Delahoussaye, administrator of estate of Oneziphore 
Delahoussaye, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 167) ; 

Mary N. Murfree, executrix of Fanny Priscilla Murfree, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 168); 

Rufus Avery v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 169); 

Benjamin F. Woodall v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 170); 

James H. Young, Benjamin F. oung, and Fielding Allen 
Yonng v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 171); 

William M. Hilliard v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 172); 

The Georgia Railroad & Banking Co. v. The United States 
(S. Doe. No. 173): 

Thomas B. Scott, administrator of Mary Scott, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 174); 

Peter M. Crawford, administrator of estate of Milton Craw- 
ford, decensed, h. The United States (S. Doc. No. 175); 

Martha A. Smith, administratrix of the estate of Nancy Bar- 
‘row. deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 176) ; 

Trustees of the Baptist Church of Harrisonville, Mo., v. The 
United States (S. Doe. No. 177); 

Presbyterian Church and the Green River Masonic Lodge, 
No, 88, of Munfordville, Ky., v. The United States (8. Doe. 
No. 178) ; 

P. O. Thweatt, administrator of estate of William K. Se- 
bastian, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 179) ; 

Amelia K. Rosenberger, executrix of George W. Rosenberger, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 180); 

Robert G. Throne, D. P. Adams, A. G. Adams, and B. S. 
Adams, executors of the estate of A. G. Adams, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doe. No. 181) ; 

J. M. Norman, surviving administrator of Jesse L. Norman, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 182) ; 

Andrew P. Shaw v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 183) ; 

Goff A. Hall v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 184) ; 

Caroline Erdman, Catherine Wallace (née Erdman), Mary B. 
Wilson (née Brdman), and John Ernest Erdman, heirs of John 
A, Erdman, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 185) ; 

Andrew J. Baker v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 186) ; 

Trustees of the Western Branch Baptist Church, of Nanse- 
mond County, Va., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 187) ; 

Trustees of Christ Protestant Episcopal Church, of Bunkerhill, 
W. Va., r. The United States (S. Doc. No. 188); 

Trustees of Ralls Lodge, No. 38, A. F. and A. M., of Madison- 
ville, Mo., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 189) ; 

Trustees of the White Oak Church, Dinwiddie County, Va., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 190); 

Abner Souder v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 191) ; 

T. J. Humphreys v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 192); 

T. M. Savage, administrator of the estate of John R. Savage, 
deceased, v, The United States (S. Doc. No. 193) ; 

Susie M. Taylor, widow (remarried), and R. Margaret Ely, 
Mary E. Allen, and Annie Ely, sole heirs of the estate of Robert 
M. Ely, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 194); 

Trustees of the African Methodist Episcopal Church of 
Hagerstown, Md., v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 195); 

David Y. Burke, James L. Burke, Mary L. Murphy, Emma A. 
Burke, Louis D. Burke, Roland T. Burke, Elizabeth B. Chiswell, 
and Elizabeth E. Sawyer, heirs of William G. Burke, v. The 
United States (S. Doc. No. 196) ; 

Trustees of the Central University of Kentucky (formerly 
Center College), Danville, Ky., v. The United States (S. Doe. 
No. 197); 

J. M. Rachels, administrator of the estate of Mrs. D. J. Booth, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 198); 

Chamberlain Philosophical and Literary Society, of Danville, 
Ky., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 199) ; 

Emma V. Elliott et al., heirs of John R. Elliott, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 200) ; 

Hilaire Decuir, administrator of estate of Ovid Decuir, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 201); 

E. ©. Kaylor, administratrix of Daniel Kaylor, deceased, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 202) ; 

Vestry of Trinity Protestant Episcopal Church, of Danville, 
Ky., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 203) ; 

Fanny H. Page, administratrix of Jesse Page, v. The United 
States (S. Doc. No. 204) ; 

Celestine Cantrelle Chretien, administratrix of Hypolite 
Chretien, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 205) ; 

William A. Forrest, administrator of the estate of John W. 
Forrest, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 206) ; . 

Calvin Nelson v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 207); 


R. T. Burns, administrator of the estate of Thomas Wallace, 
v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 208); 

Mildred P. Poullain, administratrix of the estate of Thomas 
N. Poullain, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 209); 

Michael S. Elkin v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 210); 

W. W. Busby, administrator of the estate of Evelina V. 
Busby, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 211); 

The Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Granville, Tenn., v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 212); 

Frank F. Archer, administrator de bonis non of John Green, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No: 213); 

Samuel Hanna, administrator of the estate of Jose Joaquin 
Gomez, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 214); 

Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Moscow, Tenn, v. 
The United States (S. Doc. No. 215): 
sees W. Ven Schmidt v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 

Mary H. Atiewing, administratrix of the estate of William 
Hugley, deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 217); 

Thomas H. Canon, administrator of estate of Alfred O. Canon, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 218) ; 

Cumberland Presbyterian Church of Pleasant Springs, Ala., 
v. The United States (S. Doe. No. 219); 

Louis Pitoye, Superior of the Catholic Church of Browns- 
ville, Tex., v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 220); 

H. F. Von Phul, administrator of estate of Mary C. Daigre, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 221); 

F. M. Fitzgerald, administrator of estate of John Chandler, 
deceased, v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 222); 

Trustees of the Missionary Baptist Church of Webster, W. Va., 
v. The United States (S. Doc. No. 223); 

Estate of Joseph V. Seabrook, deceased, v. The United States 
(S. Doc. No. 224); 

William Henry, administrator of the estate of Henry E. Sizer, 
deceased, t. The United States (S. Doc. No. 225); and 

Joseph Bergfeld, executor of Leon Frank, deceased, v. The 
United States (S. Doc. No. 226). 

The foregoing findings were, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. TILLMAN presented a petition of the Kaminski Hard- 
ware Co., of Georgetown, 5. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide a standard price on patented and trade- 
marked articles, ete., which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of South 
Carolina, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to 
regulate child labor, which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented the memorial of ©. G. Patterson, of Salt 
Lake City, Utah, remonstrating against the right of Senator 
Reep Satoor to a seat in the Senate, which was referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented petitions of the Sons of the 
Revolution of the State of New York and of Frank W. Russell, 
of Plymouth, N. H., praying for an increase in armaments, which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the American Automobile 
Association, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against a tax 
on automobiles and gasoline, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also . the memorial of Daniel H. Sawyer, of 
Plymouth, N. H., remonstrating against an increase in arma- 
ments, which. was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of Mount Washington Lodge, No. 
461, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, of 
Woodsville, N. H., praying that ihe report of the Commission on 
Industrial Relations be printed as a public locument, which 
was .eferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. OWEN. I present a petition of Choctaw citizens, and 
as it is very short I ask that it may be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recoxrp, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of romance of the United States of 
America in Oongress assemble 

Whereas the Choctaw Nation or Tribe of Indians have vast tribal 
interests that are yet unsettled, consisting of coal and asphalt de- 
posits of an estimated value 55 a priania $20,000,000, the re- 
maining unallotted lands and coal ds surface of a value of — 
hundr thousand wars. the unsold timberlands of an estimated 
value of over $2,000,000, together with the 5 funds to the 

of over $5,000,000 (now over $7,000,000) ; and 
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Whereas not only are the Choctaw people entitled to an early settle- 
ment of the tribal estate and an immediate distribution of the funds 
on deposit in the United States Treasury to their credit, but they 
are, many of them, in actual want and distress and very much in 
need of their respective shares of the tribal money ; and 

Whereas constant and repeated efforts are being made to reopen the 
Choctaw rolls, which, if successful, would expose the tribal estate to 
depletion by thousands of citizenship applications whose inspired 
claims are without merit, besides complicating and delaying indefi- 
nitely the settlement of tribal affairs: Therefore 
We, the undersigned members of the Choctaw Tribe of Indians, feel 

that in the administration of our estate, to the amount of many million 

dollars in value, by the Government it would be to the interest of our 

3 and alike to the Government of the United States that the tribe 

ave a delegate on the floor of the Congress, who would be charged with 
the particular duty of looking after the affairs of the tribe; that such 
delegate would, by reason of his acquaintance with Indian affairs and 
conditions, be of great assistance to Congress in working out matters 
of Indian legislation, as well as to the administrative officers of the 

Government in the Indian Service. 

We therefore indorse the hereto attached bill and ask for its passage 
by Congress. 

Mr. PITTMAN presented a petition of the Commercial Club 
of Pioche, Nev., praying for a revision of the mining laws, 
which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wil- 
liams County, N. Dak., praying for national prohibition, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr, JAMES. I present resolutions introduced by Mrs. Emma 
Bunch Tanner and adopted unanimously by the General Samuel 
Hopkins Chapter, National Society Daughters of the Americun 
Revolution, at its regular meeting December 4, 1915, held at 
Henderson, Ky., favoring an increase in the armaments of the 
country and also a restriction of immigration. I ask that the 
resolutions be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

Resolutions introduced by Mrs. Emma Bunch Tanner, and adopted 
unanimously by the General Samuel Hopkins Chapter, National 
Society Daughters of the American Revolution, at its regular meeting 
December 4, 1915. 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the General Samuel Hopkins chap- 
ter, National Society Daughters of the American Revolution, located in 
Henderson, Ky., that our country is totally unprepared for national 
defense in case of need, and that we urge upon our Senators from 
Kentucky and upon our Representative in Congress from this the 
second congressional district of Kentucky that they vote in the 
affirmative for all bills which may be brought before Congress to en- 
able our beloved country to be put into such preparedness that no 
nation nor combination of nations dare attack her, and that she may 
thus be able to continue to be, in the future as In the past, “ first in 
peace, first in war,” and now and always “ first in the hearts of her 
countrymen.” 

Resolved, That we urge upon the aforesaid Senators and Representa- 
tive that they vote in the affirmative for a restriction of immigration, 
to take effect at once, so as to prevent any further danger to the aims 
and ideals of our country as founded by our ancestors, which danger 
has come upon us already on account of our unfortunate laws concern- 
ing this most important matter. 

Jennie T. Repy (GIVEN), 

tok EMMA BUNCH TANNER, 

i D. B. Hart, 

ct Committee. 
Mr. POINDEXTER presented the memorial of Robert Lewis 

and sundry other citizens of Medical Lake, Wash., remonstrat- 

ing against an increase in the armament of the Army and Navy, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Robert Lewis and sundry other 
citizens of Medical Lake, Wash., praying for the printing of 
additional copies of the report of the Commission on Industrial 
Relations, which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. THOMPSON presented a memorial of Farmers’ Local 
Tnion No, 688, of Lincoln, and of sundry citizens of Glen Elder, 
all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against an increase 
in armaments, which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. BRYAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oxford, 
Fla., praying for hational prohibition, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented resolutions of the Daughters of the Ameri- 
can Revolution, of Orlando, Fla., favoring an increase in the 
armament of the Army and Navy, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Colony 
and Cloud County, in the State of Kansas, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide a prohibitive tax on intoxicating 
liquors, etc., which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Colonel King Camp, No. 2, 
Department of Kansas, United Spanish War Veterans, of 
Leavenworth, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
provide pensions for widows and orphans of veterans who served 
in the Spanish War, which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
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He also presented a petition of the Western Retail Implement, 
Vehicle, and Hardware Association, of Abilene, Kans.. praying 
for the creation of a nonpartisan tariff commission, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Society of Friends, of 
Haviland, Coldwater, Fowler, and Columbus; of the members of 
the Socialist Party of Clay County; of Manhattan Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Manhattan; of the congregations of 
the Swedish-American Church of Topeka, the Swedish Lutheran 
Church of Brantford, the Friends’ Church of North Branch, the 
Friends’ Church of Haviland, the Friends’ Church of Rose 
Hill, the Friends Church of Tonganoxie, the Church of the 
Brethren of Southwest Counties of Kansas; of the members of 
the Cooperative Union of Moodyyille; and of sundry citizens 
of Stevens County, Haskell County, Seward County, and Hallo- 
well, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against an in- 
crease in the armament of the Army and Navy, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Swedish Evangelical Lutheran Gethsemane Church, of Arnot, 
Pa., praying for the placing of an embargo on munitions of war, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Pennsylvania State Camp, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying 
for the enactment of legislation granting pensions to civil- 
service employees, which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to place a prohibitive 
tax on intoxicating liquors, ete., which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of sundry Societies of Friends in 
the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against an increase in 
armaments, which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Legislature of North Dakota, which I ask may be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE or NORTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota, aná 
keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached js a 
true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by the 
Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, and the 
whole of such resolution. 

In 2 whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Bismarck, this 15th 
day of March, A, D. 1915. 

[SEAL] . THOMAS HALL, 

Secretary of State. 


A Concurrent Resolution. (Lathrop Committee.) 


Whereas by Chapter 6 of the Laws of the State of Worth Dakota of 
1891, entitled “An act designating and ph a ae, section 36 in 
township 140 north, range 49 west, in the county of Cass, for the 
use of the State we doa hey college as a site for that institution, 
there was appropriated, with the consent of the Congress of the 
United States, out of the lands granted to the State of North Dakota 
by the United States for the use of the common schools. section 36 
in township 140 north, range 49 west, in Cass County, N. Dak.. for 
the use of the said agricultural college as a site for that institution ; 

Whereas the common-school fund has been thereby decreased ; 

Whereas it is for the best interest of such common schools in the State 
that such section of land so appropriated be replaced and a new 
section granted in lieu thereof; and 

Weer Federal legislation is necessary for that purpose: Therefore 


of the State of North Da- 
kota (the Senate concurring) : at the Congress of the United States 
be, and it hereby is, respectfully petitioned and requested to grant and 
set apart from the unappropriated Government lands within the State 
of North Dakota a section of land to be selected by the said State 
of North Dakota, in lieu of the foregoing section 36 in township 140, 
range 49, for the use of the common-school fund of said State; be it 
‘urther 

Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send a copy 
of these resolutions to the Senators and Representatives of the State of 
North Dakota in Congress, 


Resolved by the House of 3 


A. P. Hanson, 
Speaker of the House. 
ALBERT N. Wop, 
ORUL Clerk of the House. 
< E INE, 
President of the Senate, 
. J. GEORGE, 
Sceretary of the Senate. 
Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the German Alliance 
of the State of North Dakota, of Gladstone, N. Dak., praying 
that special neutral vessels be provided for carrying parcel-post 
mail between the nations of Germany, Austria-Hungary, and 
the United States, which was referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 
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He also presented a memorial of the Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion of North Dakota, of Fargo, N. Dak., remonstrating against 
the taxation of the drug trade imposed in the so-called emergency 
war-tax law, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of North 
Dakota, praying for the enactment of legislation to impose a 
prohibitive tax on intoxicating liquors, which was referred to 
the Committee en Finance. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have received numerous letters from 
citizens of my State relative to the change that has been made 
in the Rural Free Delivery Service. I have here numerously 
signed petitions protesting against these proposed changes, which 
I ask may receive proper reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petitions will be received 
and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Michigan, praying for national prohibition, which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


TARIFF ON SUGAR. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I present a communication addressed to me 
from John T. Leonard, of Charleston, S. O., relative to the resto- 
ration of the tariff on sugar. I ask that the communication be 
printed in the Recorp aud referred to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the communication was referred to 
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
Recoxp, as follows: 

CHARLESTON, S. C., December 3, 1915. 


Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, 
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. O. 


My Dean SxxATon TILLMAN : In a formal statement, 11 2242800 
pe of the geri last week, it is estimated tha: 
394 will be ee for 1917, including $93,800,000 for ev * 
for national defense. This is upon the assumption that the 3 duty 
on Bee Seger and the present emergency-revenue taxes shall be continued. 
existing law, 7 7 which the present duty of 1 cent per pound 
on raw S vd ceases May 1, 1916, is amended, and the Sopes duty 
continued, it means that the tie Party has failed to keep its 
preelection pledge to the American people for the elimination of 
pibsidies to special interests. 

A little less than half of the sugar consumed in the United States 
does not produce any revenue for the Government; but, on the other 
hand, shares with the Government the benefit of the tariff, but at the 
expense of the consumers. In other words, 1 cent per pound tax is 
added to the cost of a littie more than half the sugar consumed, which 
is <i roe consumers paying this additional 1 cent per pound, waea 
goes into the Treasury e Government. One cent per D powa a 
also added to the cont of the other little less than half of 
cousumed, which is produced within our borders, the consumers pa 
this ional 1 cent also which goes not into the Treasury o t the 
Government but into the treasury of the domestic producers. j 

Here are the BS pote — : The Government will collect 
duties on im sugars—$46,000,000; of this, $8,000,000 will de 

refunded as rawback on imported sugars which are exported after 

g leaving a net revenue 38,000,000. 
cost of 1 cent per — to consumers of the little less than half of 
domestic sugars consumed, Peo which will be paid Aoi domestic producers, 
will amount to about $38,000,000. This is in 8 an indirect sub- 
sidy to domestic producers, and is in opposition to the principles of 
the Democratic Party. 

The statement says that the “ amount can easily be raised by internal 
taxation without appreciable burdens upon the Amaran people.” 
Sugar is not mentioned as one of the products upon which such tax 
could be imposed; but why not let the present law go into effect May 1, 
1916, removing the tax on sugar imported? Enact a new law taxing 
all sugar consumed, domestic and imported, 1 cent per pound? This 
would not increase the cost to consumers over the present plan, but 
would give the Government the $38,000,000 which it cow receives and 
the „000,000 which the domestic ucers now receive, ora total of 
$76, 00,000 in revenue, Ifthe Government is satisfied with und on 000,000 


The sugar interests have been very prosperous aa tg $ 4 “do not 
need any Sale protection now, if they ever needed it; and in considera- 


Government in collecting — needed revenue on r consumed. There 
is probably no revenue the Government could collect at so little ex- 
pense, as it could be collected in lump sums from 38.600 com tivel. 
small number of producers and refiners. The OOA 
among the 100,000, people = the United Bestes. at 
made only. one-half cent per per pound, would be so little to ie th thet, 110 lett 
to a popular vote, it would probably be decided to let the Government 
have the full amount 3 be 5 — 5 re} 83 900 this 2 
would take care of a aod en 893.800 re- 

edness. The protection“ feature would 2 — 8 ed. 

e internal tax on sugar could be imposed as an emergency measure, 
sub; — to repa whenever expedient. 

above is respectfully submitted for your consideration. 
With best wishes for Raed good health, I am, 
Yours, very Jno. T. LEONARD. 


FRAUDULENT: USE OF THE MAILS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions is now in order. Objection having been 
made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcucocKk] on Tues- 
day last to the introduction of a bill by the Senator from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Owen], that bill comes up automatically to-day for 
a first reading. The bill will be read the first time by its title. 


The SECRETARY. A bill to prevent the use of the mails and of 
the telegraph and telephone in furtherance of fraudulent and 
harmful transactions on stock exchanges. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to inquire whether it is in 
order at this time to move a proper reference of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: Not at this time. If the 
Senator objects to a second reading, the bill will lie on the 
table until to-morrow. Otherwise, under the rule, it will be 
read a second time by title, and then the Senator can make his 
motion for a reference. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. After it has been read the second time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. After it has been read the 
second time. Does the Senator desire to object to the second 
reading of the bill at this time? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire to move its reference. Did I 
understand the Chair to say that that is not now in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not until the bill has been 
read the second time. If the Senator objects, the bill will not 
now be read a second time. Unless there is objection, it will be 
read a second time. Then the question of reference will be 
open to the Senate. Does the Senator object to the second 
reading of the bill? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the bill goes over. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr, CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1158) to increase the efficiency of the Organized 
Militia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1159) authorizing the Secretary of War to grant the 
use of the Coos Head Military Reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, to the cities of Marshfield and North Bend, Oreg., both 
being municipal corporations, for park purposes; 

A bill (S. 1160) to establish a council of national defense ; 

A bill (S. 1161) authorizing the promotion of an officer on the 
retired list of the Army who served in the Civil War; and 

A bill (S. 1162) to place certain officers of the Army on the 
retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1163) granting to the city of Portland, Oreg., for a 
public park, a tract of land within a Government reserve (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 1164) to authorize the President to appoint a com- 
mission to revise the shipping and navigation laws of the United 
States, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1165) to provide for the purchase of a site and for 
the erection of a public building thereon at Oregon City, Oreg.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1166) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations,” approved March 8, 1891 (with accompanying 
papers) ; to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 1167) to adjust the claims of certain settlers in 
Sherman County, Oreg. ; 

A bill (S. 1168) for the relief of George R. Campbell, Milton 
B. Germond, and Walter D. Long; 

A bill (S. 1169) for the relief of William Fulton Hedges; 

A bill (S. 1170) for the relief of William J. Ewing; 

A bill (S. 1171) for the relief of Clarence Chambers; 

A bill (S. 1172) for the relief of the estate of J. E. Bruce, 
deceased ; and 2 

A bill (S. 1173) for the relief of W. R. Wells; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1174) granting to the State of Iowa all the right, 
title, and interest of the United States in and to the land within 
the meander lines, as originally surveyed, of the lakes within 
said State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill just read by title 
has heretofore been before the Judiciary Committee. That refer- 
ence will now be made. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The bill was formerly referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, and I should be glad to have it again 
referred to that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such will be the reference, in 
the absence of objection. The Chair hears none. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 1175) to correct the military record of T. J. Shrop- 
shire; 

A bill (S. 1176) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

record of William M. Carroll; and 
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A bill (S. 1177) donating a bronze or brass condemned cannon 
to Crocker Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Des Moines, 
Iowa, for cemetery purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1178) to reimburse J. Mandelbaum & Sons, of Des 
Moines, Iowa, for certain duties paid in excess; to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1179) to amend the act entitled “An act to regu- 
late commerce,“ approved February 4, 1887, as heretofore 
amended, and to further regulate commerce among the States 
and with foreign countries; and 

A bill (S. 1180) concerning baggage and excess baggage car- 
ried by common carriers in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories, and common carriers while engaged in commerce 
between the States and between the States and foreign nations, 
and prescribing the duties of such common carriers in refer- 
ence thereto while so engaged, defining certain offenses and fix- 
ing the punishment therefor, and repealing all conflicting Jaws; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1181) granting an increase of pension to Oscar W. 
Lowery (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1182) granting pensions to soldiers, sailors, and 
marines confined in Confederate prisons ; 

A bill (S. 1183) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served 
45 the Civil War and the War with Mexico,“ approved May 11, 
1912; 

A bill (S. 1184) to extend the provisions of the act of June 27, 
1902, entitled “An act to extend the provisions, limitations, and 
benefits of an act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the sur- 
vivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, known as 
the Black Hawk War, Cherokee disturbance, and the Seminole 
War,’ approved July 27, 1892” ; 

A bill (S. 1185) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Graft; 7 
A bill (S. 1186) granting an increase of pension to Robert F. 

arter; 

A bill (S. 1187) granting a pension to Jennie Moul; 

A bill (S. 1188) granting a pension to Bernard Donegan ; 

A bill (S. 1189) granting an increase of pension to G. H. 
French; 

A bill (S, 1190) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Olmsted; 

A bill (S. 1191) granting a pension to Francis Hendricks ; 

A bill (S. 1192) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Watrous; 

A bill (S. 1193) granting a pension to Mary M. Beehrle; 

A bill (S. 1194) granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Flemming; 

A bill (S. 1195) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 
Wigger; 

A bill (S. 1196) granting a pension to Tilford A. Steele; 

A bill (S. 1197) granting a pension to William H. Spencer; 

A bill (S. 1198) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Williams ; 

A bill (S. 1199) granting a pension to D. M. Rowland; 

A bill (S. 1200) granting a pension to Halle W. Dale; 

A bill (S. 1201) granting a pension to Elizabeth Wright; 

A bill (S. 1202) granting a pension to Justine M. Thrift; 

A bill (S. 1203) granting a pension to Mrs. John H. Keatley; 

A bill (S. 1204) granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 
Boxer; 

A bill (S. 1205) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Firman; 

A bill (S. 1206) granting a pension to Clarence W. Failor; 

A bill (S. 1207) granting a pension to Bert E. Lockwood; 

A bill (S. 1208) granting a pension to Minnie A. Curtis; 

A bill (S. 1299) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Balfour ; 

A bill (S. 1210) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Palmer; 

A bill (S. 1211) granting an increase of pension to Miller ©. 
Hunter; 

A bill (S. 1212) granting an increase of pension to William 
Rider; 

A bill (S. 1213) granting an increase of pension to David 
De Vore (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1214) granting an increase of pension to Storm T. 
Roberts (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 1215) granting to the State of Colorado 1,000,000 
acres of land to aid in the construction and maintenance of 
public roads in the State of Colorado; to the Committee on 
Public Lands, = 


A bill (S. 1216) to provide for the cooperation of individuals, 
counties, States, and the United States in the building and im- 
provement of public roads in rural districts; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1217) to provide a civil government for Porto Rico, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: ; 

A bill (S. 1218) to provide that the United States shall aid in 
the construction of rural post roads; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. x 

A bill (S. 1219) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of William Keith, deceased ; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 1220) making appropriation for the arrest and 
eradication of the destructive disease of citrus trees, known as 
citrus canker, in the United States; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1221) to provide for a board of naval architects in 
the Department of Commerce, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1222) to amend section 4464 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1223) to provide for the appointment of certain 
assistant inspectors, Steamboat-Inspection Service, at ports 
where they are actually performing duty, but to which they are 
at present detailed ; 

A bill (S. 1224) to amend section 4464, Revised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to number of passengers to be stated 
in certificates of inspection of passenger vessels, and section 
4465, Revised Statutes of the United States, prescribing penalty 
ec carrying excessive number of passengers on passenger ves- 
sels; 

A bill (S. 1225) to amend section 4433 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to working steam pressure allow- 
able on boilers in steam vessels, and section 4418 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to hydrostatic test of 
steam boilers ; 

A bill (S. 1226) to provide for a change in the designation of 
the Steamboat-Inspection Service, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1227) to provide for the appointment of 11 super- 
TOE inspectors, Steamboat-Inspection Service, in lieu of 10; 
an 

A bill (S. 1228) to provide for appeals from decisions of 
boards of local inspectors of steam vessels, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1229) to appropriate $300,000 for additions to and 
enlarging the Federal building, and $15,000 for the erection and 
equipment of an observatory for the use of the weather bureau 
at Springfield, III., and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 1230) to authorize the construction of bridges 
across the Fox River at Aurora, III.; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1281) for the relief of Peter Hill; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1232) for the relief of William Abbot and others; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1233) granting a pension to Frank H. Wright; and 

A bill (S. 1234) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
E. Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1235) relating to street improvements in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BURLEIGH) : 

A bill (S. 1236) granting an increase of pension to Hacker 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Joseph Gorman; 

A bill (S. 1238) granting an increase of pension to Alden 
Powers; ` 

A bill (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to Duane F. 
Perkins; 

A bill (S. 1240) granting an increase of pension to Gen. 
John Harper; 

A bill (S. 1241) granting a pension to Perlie A. Haskell; 

A bill (S. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Francisco 
Wadsworth; 

A bill (S. 1248) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 


N. Washburn; 


A bill (S. 1244) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Wedge; 
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A bill (S. 1245) granting an increase of pension to Sewell W. 
Hewett; 

A bill (S. 1246) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Maxey; 

A bill (S. 1247) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Pulcifer; 

A bill (S. 1248) granting a pension to Mary F. Fernald; 

A bill (S. 1249) granting an increase of pension to Sylvester 
Stewart; 

A bill (S. 1250) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Thurston ; 

A bill (8. 1251 granting an increase of pension to Gardiner 
Roberts, jr. 

A bill is. 1252) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Holmes; 

A bill (S. 1253) granting an increase of pension to Frank S. 
Mildram ; 

A bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Ella Farnum; and 

A bill (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to Hiram R. 
Brackett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 1256) extending the time for accepting the provi- 
sions of an act entitled “An act extending the period of pay- 
ment under reclamation projects, and for other purposes,’ 
approved August 13, 1914; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 1257) to prevent the manufacture and sale of 
alcoholic liquors in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1258) to appoint James W. Keen as master’s mate 
in the Reyenue-Cutter Service and to place him as such upon the 
retired list; and 

A bill (S. 1259) to restore to the active list First Lieut. of 
Engineers Henry O. Slayton, retired, United States Revenue- 
Cutter Service; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (8. 1260) for the relief of George L. Neff; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1261) retiring Thomas Harrison, a clerk in the 
Naval Observatory, and for other purposes; and 
A bill (S. 1262) awarding a medal of honor to George Murphy, 
late private, United States Marine Corps; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Henry States; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1264) granting permission to Capt. Dorr F. Tozier 
to accept a gift from the King of Great Britain; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 1265) for the relief of J. G. Seupelt; and 

A bill (S. 1266) permitting Charles M. Hickerson to include 
a portion of allotment numbered 36 to Se-cum-ka-nullax of 
Chief Moses’s Band in his homestead entry, and providing for 
allotment to Se-cum-ka-nullax in lieu thereof on the Colville 
Indian Reservation ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1267) for the relief of Fanny A. Crocker; and 

A bill (S. 1268) for the relief of the heirs of Ari Cantrell; 
to the Committee on Indian Depredations. 

A bill (S. 1269) placing C. T. Dulin on the retired list of the 
United States Army ; 

A bill (S. 1270) to place the name of Herman C. Funk upon 
the officers’ retired list; 

A bill (S. 1271) to place the name of David E. Lunsford upon 
the officers’ retired list ; 

A bill (S. 1272) for the relief of Thomas Huggins; 

A bill (S. 1273) to reinstate Wilmot A. Danielson as a first 
lieutenant in the Coast Artillery Corps, United States Army ; 

A bill (S. 1274) for the relief of Edward Stewart; 

A bill (S. 1275) for the relief of Adam Culp; and 
A bill (S. 1276) for the relief of John Dalton; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1277) for the relief of the estate of Frederick 
Heisinger ; 

A bill (S. 1278) to reimburse the Port Angeles City Dock Co. 
for damage done to the dock of that company by the United 
States revenue cutter Snohomish ; 

A bill (S. 1279) for the relief of the Pacific Creosoting Co.; 

A bill (S. 1280) for the relief of Matilda Elizabeth West; 

A bill (S. 1281) for the relief of C. G. Wilford; 

A bill (S. 1282) for the relief of the heirs of L. A. Davis; 

A bill (S. 1283) for the relief of Ira M. Krutz; 

A bill (S. 1284) for the relief of the M. A. Phelps Lumber 


Co.; 
A bill (S. 1285) for the relief of Caroline M. Killough; 
A bill (S. 1286) for the relief of Nellie Harrington; 


LIII—9 


A biil (S. 1287) for the relief of William H. Hare; and 

A bill (S. 1288) for the relief of Simon M. Preston; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 1289) for preventing the manufacture, sale, or 
transportation of adulterated, mislabeled, or misbranded linseed 
oil, turpentine, or paint; 

A bill (S. 1290) to amend the act of July 2, 1890, entitled 
“An act to proteet trade and commerce against unlawful re- 
straints and monopolies ” ; 

A bill (S. 1291) providing a remedy for the relief of wronged 
and defrauded shareholders in corporations engaged in inter- 
state commerce, and for other purposes incident thereto; and 

A bill (S. 1292) to amend section 15 of the act to regulate 
commerce, as amended June 29, 1906, and June 18, 1910; to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1293) to reimburse the Farmers’ Savings Bank of 
Brandon, Iowa, for currency destroyed by fire; to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

A bill (S. 1294) amending section 81 of the Jucicial Code; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1295) to define and punish lobbying; to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, 

A bill (S. 1296) for the relief of John P. Wagner; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1297) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Granville G. Davisson, one of the heirs of 
Josiah M. Davisson, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1298) for the relief of William T. Roche; and 

A bill (S. 1299) for the relief of Mrs. Noble Warwick; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1800) to regulate the franking privilege; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1301) to require hours of rest for employees on 
railroads; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 1302) to provide for the monthly payment of pen- 
sions, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Gilmore; 

A ES (S. 1304) granting an increase of pension to John B. 


= A bh (S. 1305) granting an increase of pension to Joseph F, 
rawe; 

A bill (S. 1306) granting an increase of pension to Jonas H. 
Munson; and 

A bill (S. 1807) granting increase of pensions to ex-prisoners 
of war; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1308) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to establish circuit courts of appeals and to define and regu- 
late in certain cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United 
States, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1911; 

A bill (S. 1309) to amend section 29 of an act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the ju- 
diciary,” approved March 8, 1911; and 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1311) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the ju- 
diciary,” approved March 8, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1312) authorizing the county of St. Louis to con- 
struct a bridge across the St. Louis River between Minnesota 
and Wisconsin ; 

A bill (S. 1313) to amend an act entitled “An act relating to 
navigation of vessels, bills of lading, and to certain obligations, 
duties, and rights in connection with the carriage of property,” 
approved February 13, 1893; 

A bill (S. 1314) relating to the anchorage of vessels in navi- 
gable waters of the United States; 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1815) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to amend laws for preventing collisions of vessels and to 
regulate equipment of certain motor boats on the navigable 
waters of the United States,” approved June 9, 1910; and 

A bill (S. 1316) to amend an act entitled “An act permitting 
the building of a dam across the Mississippi River in the county 
of Morrison and State of Minnesota,” approved June 4, 1906; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1317) to establish g fish-cultural station in the State 
of Minnesota ; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1318) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John Inglis; 

A bill (S. 1319) to authorize the appointment of L. A. Grant, 
late a brigadier and brevet major general of Volunteers, to be 
a brigadier general in the Army on the retired list; and 
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A bill (S. 1820) to correct the military record of John Berris- 
ford; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1321) relating to the adjudication of homestead en- 
tries in certain cases; and 

A bill (S. 1822) granting certain land tb the board of educa- 
tion of the village of Mahnomen, Minn.; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1323) to provide for the establishment of a forest 
reserve within the Red Lake Indian Reservation, Minn. ; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1324) for the survey and construction of a public 
highway through the Superior National Forest, Minn.; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1325) to amend section 8928 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1826) for the relief of Vilhelm Torkildsen ; 

A bill (S. 1327) for the relief of A. M. and R. A. Darling; and 

A bill (S. 1328) for the relief of Alfred W. Bjornstad, United 
States Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1829) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
Cowan (with accompanying papers) ; 
oe bill (S. 1330) granting an ae of pension to Nancy D. 


orey ; 

= 0 (S. 1831) granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 
a ; 

A bill (S. 1332) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Fort (with accompanying papers) ; 

R eter 1333) granting an increase of pension to Harriett 
A bill (S. 1334) granting a pension to Almira D. Pettingill; 
A bill (S. 1335) granting an increase of pension to F. A. 

Heebner ; 

A bill (S. 1336) granting a pension to Mary Johnson: 

A bill (8. 1337) granting an increase of pension to Albert E. 
Longman; 

A bill (8. 1338) granting an increase of pension to Amelia 

Hubbard ; 

A bill (8. 1339) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1310) for the incorporation and regulation of cor- 
porations engaged in interstate commerce. 

Mr. NELSON. The bill should go to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make that 
motion? 

Mr. NELSON. I make the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the motion will be considered as agreed to, and the bill will be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A pill (S. 1340) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to Bluff City, Sullivan County, Tenn., two brass cannon, with 
carriage; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1841) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the construction of dams across navigable waters,” approved 
June 21, 1906, as amended by the act approved June 23, 1910; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1342) to establish a new judicial circuit of the 
United States, with a circuit court of appeals, hereafter to be 
called the tenth circuit; and 

A bill (S. 1843) to amend section 162 of the act entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1344) to appropriate $500,000 to aid the Andrew 
Jackson Memorial Association in the erection of a monument at 
Nashville, Tenn., to commemorate the life, character, and 
services of Andrew Jackson; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 1345) for the relief of Nathaniel F. Cheairs; to the 

Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1346) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Freeman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1347) granting a pension to William Manley; 

A bill (S. 1348) granting an increase of pension to James 
Wilson (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1349) granting an increase of pension to William R. 
Morrell (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS (for Mr. PHELAN) : 

A bill (8. 1350) to provide for the fitting up of quarters in 
the post-office building at the city of Sacramento for the 
accommodation of the district court of the northern district of 


California and its officers, and making appropriation therefor; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
By Mr. WORKS: g 
A bill (S. 1351) providing for the discovery, development, and 


protection of streams, springs, and water holes in the desert 
and arid public lands of the United States in the State of 
California, for rendering the same more readily accessible, and 
for the establishment of and maintenance of signboards and 
monuments locating the same; to the Committee on Public 


By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 1352) to prohibit the manufacture, sale, or giving 
away of intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia, and 
to prohibit the treating or giving of intoxicating liquors to 
minors in the District; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1353) granting an increase of pension to Richard H. 
McWhorter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1354) granting a pension to Sarah M. Thompson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1355) granting a pension to Martha E. Wheeler 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1356) granting a pension to Thomas E. Sims; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 1357) for the improvement of navigation of the 
Connecticut River and authorizing the Connecticut River Co. 
to relocate and construct a dam in said river above the village 
of Windsor Locks, in the State of Connecticut; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1858) regulating the use of names by fraternal or- 
ders; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1359) authorizing the Secretary of War to erect a 
monument at Valparaiso, Chile; to the Committee on the Li- 


brary. 

A bill (S. 1860) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
one cannon or fieldpiece to the town of Roxbury, Conn.; 

2 A bill (S. 1361) to correct the military record of Thomas 
mart; 

A bill (S. 1362) for the relief of Lester A. Rockwell; 

A bill (S. 1863) to grant medals to survivors and ‘heirs of 
volunteers of the Port Hudson Forlorn Hope storming party ; 

A bill (S. 1864) for the relief of Joseph Wygant; and 

A bill (S. 1365) to correct the military record of Charles K. 
Bond, alias Kimball W. Rollins; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1366) for the relief of Charles J. Fuller; 

A bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the estate of Philip Halsey 
Remington ; ; 

A bill (S. 1368) for the relief of Joshua A. Fessenden and 
others; 

A bill (S. 1369) for the relief of Alice H. Morse ; 

A bill (S. 1370) for the relief of Mrs. Jarvis M. Williams; 

A bill (S. 1871) authorizing the payment to the widow of 
Dorence Atwater of compensation for services rendered the 
United States of America; and 

A bill (S. 1872) for the relief of the heir or heirs of John 
Howard Payne; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A “pin (S. 1373) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing in the city of Port Angeles, in the State of Washington; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1374) abolishing the offices of postmaster and as- 
sistant postmaster in first and second class offices and creating 
in lieu thereof the office of superintendent of post offices, and 
placing the same under the classified civil service; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1375) for the relief of C. P. Zent; and 

A bill (S. 1376) for the relief of Peter McKay; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 1377) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
donation of condemned cannon and cannon balls to the Odessa 
(Wash.) public schools; 

A bill (S. 1378) to amend the military record of John P, 
Fitzgerald; and 

A bill (S. 1879) for the relief of James Gloster; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

a bill { S. 1380) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
an 

A bill (S. 1381) granting a pension to Jack Sommer; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1882) forbidding judges to charge juries with re- 
gard to matters of fact, but requiring judges to declare the law, 
and in jury trials to reduce their charge or instructions ta 
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writing on the request of either party; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize and provide for the investigation 
and survey of swamp, wet, and overflowed lands in the Missis- 
sippi Valley susceptible of drainage, and to devise plans and 
systems therefor; to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. 

A bill (S. 1884) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Forrest City, in the 
State of Arkansas; and 

A bill (S. 1385) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Monticello, in the 
State of Arkansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1386) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause to be made certain improvements on the Goy- 
ernment reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. ; 

A bill (S. 1387) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
construct a new bathhouse on the Hot Springs Reservation, Ark., 
for the accommodation of indigents; and 

A bill (S. 1388) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
furnish hot water from the hot springs on the Hot Springs Res- 
ervation for drinking and bathing purposes free of cost to the 
Leo N. Levi Memorial Hospital Association; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Aes: bill (S. 1389) for the relief of the heirs of the late Hugh 
wen ; 

A bill (S. 1390) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Wesley 
W. Wallace, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1391) for the relief of the heirs or estate of Samuel 
N. Pryor, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1392) ‘for the relief of the heirs of the late Jennie 
Hunter ; 

A bill (S. 1893) for the relief of heirs of James Thompson, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1894) for the relief of heirs or estate of Thomas 
Daly, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1395) for the relief of the heirs of Tohn W. Graves; 
and 

A bill (S. 1396) for the relief of Lizzie E. MeCord, administra- 
trix of Moses S. McCord, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1397) granting a pension to James E. Dickerson ; 

A bill (S. 1398) granting a pension to John A. Pryor; 

A bill (S. 1399) granting a pension to Samuel M. McKinney ; 

A bill (S. 1400) granting an increase of pension to B. E. 
Benton; 

A bill (S. 1401) granting a pension to Stephen Konicka; 

A bill (S. 1402) granting a pension to Ada Jernigen; 

A bill (S. 1408) granting a pension to William H. Tucker: 

A bill (S. 1404) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Spence; 

A bill (S. 1405) granting a pension to A. G. Hamilton, alias 
Garland Hammond ; 

A bill (S. 1406) granting a pension to Minnie Bryant; and 

A bill (S. 1407) granting a pension to Thomas S. Garen; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 1408) to indemnify depositors in“ member banks,” 
as defined by the Federal reserve act, against loss in the event 
of the failure or suspension of business of such bank; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill-(S. 1409) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla.; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1410) authorizing the Choctaw Tribe 
of Indians to hold an election for the purpose of electing a prin- 
cipal chief and creating the office of Choctaw delegate, prescrib- 
ing his duties, fixing his salary, and providing for his election; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1411) granting an increase of pension to George 
Bond; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bim (S. 1412) further to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the Judiciary ; and 

A bill (S. 1413) to prohibit improper and corrupt lobbying 
and to regulate the employment of legislative counsel and 
agents; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1414) providing for the adjudication of certain 
claims by the Court of Claims (with accompanying papers) ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 1415) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
8 (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 

ensions, 


By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 1416) to amend section 4215 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. FALL: 

A bill (S. 1418) granting a pension to Jennie Graham George 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1419) granting an increase of pension to William 
Cake, alias William Baker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1420) granting an increase of pension to Elmer M. 
Yocum (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1421) granting a pension to George A. Wilson (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIPPITT: 

A bill (S. 1422) granting an increase of pension to Irene A. 
Potter; and 


A bill (S. 1423) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Percival ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 1424) incorporating the American Academy of Arts 
and Letters; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1425) for the relief of D. M. Carman, representing 
the estate of Louis R. Yangco, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 1426) for the relief of Frances L. Snell; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to William 
a Hills (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 

ensions. 


By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 1428) to reimburse certain fire insurance companies 
the amounts paid by them for property destroyed by fire in sup- 
pressing the bubonic plague in the Territory of Hawaii in the 
years 1899 and 1900; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 1429) for the relief of Artemus W. Pentz; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 1430) for the relief of John H. Fesenmeyer, alias 
John Wills; and y 

A bill (S. 1431) for the relief of Peter MacGarry; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRYAN: 

A bill (S. 1432) granting a pension to Irene B. Johnson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1483) granting an increase of pension to William 
Varnes (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1434) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
White (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 1435) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Adams (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 1486) granting a pension to Catharine A. Allen 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1437) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 
Alling (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte A. 
Avery (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Jane A, 
Babcock (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1440) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Banning (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1441) granting an increase of pension to Abbie C. 
Boardman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1442) granting an increase of pension to Maria E. 
Bowers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1448) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Connor (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1444) granting an increase of pension to Anastasia 
Corcoran (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1445) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Crumb (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1446) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Daniels (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1447) granting an increase of pension to Charles P. 
De Forest (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1448) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Geer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1449) granting an increase of pension to Frances 
A, Hall (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1450) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Hayes (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Sarah F, 
Hovey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1452) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Jack- 
son (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1453) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Moriarty (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1454) granting an increase of pension to Nellie R. 
Palmer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1455) granting an increase of pension to Elsie A. 
Platt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1456) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
Playfoot (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1457) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Semple (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1458) granting an increase of pension to Adelaide 
M. Tarbox (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1459) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Whipple (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill 6S. 1460) to reinstate Frederick J. Birkett as third 
lieutenant in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1461) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
A. Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1462) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Lane (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1463) granting an increase of pension to Allen 
Brown (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1464) granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 
Cook (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Klock (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1466) granting an increase of pension to Samuel N 
Bridgman (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1467) granting a pension to Austin L. Myers (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1468) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Snyder (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
S. Meeker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1470) granting a pension to Mary A. Johnson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1471) granting an increase of pension to Elzie W, 
Grindle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 1472) granting a pension to Celia Elizabeth Gibson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to Catherine Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1474) granting an increase of pension to May B. 
Anderson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1475) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gates (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. T476) granting an increase of pension to Jeannettie 
Hancock (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1477) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
A. Hill (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to Anna Wells (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1479) granting a pension to Mary Jane Thomas 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1480) granting a pension to John R. Martin (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1481) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
G. MeQuiddy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1482) granting an inerease of pension to Elizabeth 
Reynolds (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1483) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
B. Fisher (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1484) granting an increase of pension to John 
Gibson (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1485) granting an increase of pension to Amenda 
Brewster (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1486) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Norman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1487) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Clark (with aecompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1488) granting an increase of pension to Kittie 
Dandridge (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1489) granting an increase ‘of pension to John O. 
Brown (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1490) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Ames (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 1491) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Adkins (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1492) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Brady (with accompanying papers) ; 
a: = (S. 1493) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Nauerth ; 
A bill (S. 1494) granting a pension to Mary Ann Leahey 
(with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1495) granting an increase of pension to Ethan S. 
Anderson (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1496) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Jennings. (with accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill (S. 1497) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose 
Fortner (with accompanying papers): o the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 
By Mr. SHIVELY: 
A bill (S. 1498) granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1499) granting a pension to Emma McCue (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1500) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Parsons (with accompanying papers) ; 
` A bill (S. 1501) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Simpson (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1502) granting an increase of pension to Michael 


Reuss (with accompanying papers); 


A bill (S. 1503) granting an increase of pension to Clinton 


| Neligh (with accompanying papers); 


A bill (S. 1504) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Stephenson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1505) granting an increase of pension to William 
Roudebush (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1506) granting a pension to John A. Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1507) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Whitkemper (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1508) granting an increase of pension to John 
Smiley (with accompanying 8 = 

A bill (S. 1509) granting an increase ef pension to John P. 
Walker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1510) granting a pension to Caleb St. Clair (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1511) granting a pension to Nancy Wilson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1512) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Miller 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1513) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Simpson (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1514) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Waltz (with aecompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1515) granting an increase of pension to Mauris 
Summers (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1516) granting an increase of pension to William 
Whitten (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 1517) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Mullins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1518) granting an increase of pension to Georgia 
Nelson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1519) granting an increase of pension to M. B. 
Sasser (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Pleasant 
Thomas (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1521) granting an increase of pension to Sarah T. 
Wright (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1522) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J, 
Wells (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1523) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Spurlock (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1524) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Pittman (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1525) granting a pension to Green Brock (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1526) granting a pension to Jesse Abbott (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1527) granting a pension to Mary E. Brown (with 


papers) ; 
A bill (S. 1528) granting a pension to Harriet M. Tira (with 


accompanying g papera) ; ; 
A bill — — 1529) granting a pension to George Troutman (with 
accom 


papers) ; 
A bill 18. 1530) granting a pension to Clementine Williams 
(with accompanying papers); 
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A bill (S. 1531) granting a pension to Martha J. Reynolds 
(with accompanying papers) ; y 

A bill (S. 1532) granting a pension to Katherine Walker (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1533) granting a pension to Mary McJenkins (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1534) granting a pension te Herman. Martin (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1535) granting an increase of pension to Katherine 
Bird (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1536) granting an increase of pension to Moses 
Hull (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1587) granting a pension to Arch Vickers (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1538) granting a pension to Ulysses S. Baird (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: 


A bill (S. 1589) to protect the rights of women citizens of 
‘the United States to register and vote for Senators of the 
United States and for Members of the House of Representa- 
tives; to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1540) to encourage private enter- 
prise and capital in upbuilding the merchant marine of the 
United States and to promote commerce between the United 
States and foreign nations; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1541) to regulate control over all navigable waters 
and estuaries thereof; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1542) authorizing any nation, tribe, or band of 
Indians to submit claims against the United States to the 
Court of Claims with the right of either party to appeal to the 
Supreme Court of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1548) to reimburse the heirs of Chief Heavy 
Runner on aceount of his death and for property taken from him 
at the time of the Baker massacre; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1544) authorizing issuance of land patent to Lewis 
Montgomery: and 

A bill (S. 1545) granting to various States public lands for 
the construction, repair, and maintenance of public roads; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1546) making an appropriation for the payment 
of certain claims growing out of the Civil War; 

A bill (S. 1547) making an appropriation to construct a 
national home for aged and infirm colored people and colored 
working girls, and to establish industrial farms to aid in the 
maintenance of the same; 

A bill (S. 1548) for the relief of Emmett W. Entriken; and 

A bill (S. 1549) for the relief of Joe Davis; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1550) to authorize the establishment of fish- 
cultural stations on the Columbia River or its tributaries in the 
State of Oregon; to the Committee on Fisheries, 

A bill (S. 1551) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Hood River, Oreg. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1552) for the relief of the widow of Thomas Har- 
rison Beatty ; and 

A bill (S. 1553) for the relief of Peter Kenney (with accom- 
panying papers); to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1554) to amend section 3237 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to collection of special internal revenue taxes; 
to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1555) granting a pension to Henry Lee; 

A bill (S. 1556) granting a pension to Hans ©. Nielsen (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 1557) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet M. Lane; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 32) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to residents of the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 33) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 34) creating a joint commission 
of Congress to be known as the joint commission of Congress 
to investigate affairs and conditions relating to the adequacy 
of transportation means and facilities and defining the powers 
= duties of said commission; to the Committee on Interstate 

mmerce. 


By Mr. JONES: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 36) to convey the thanks of 
Congress. to. Capt. Thomas Moore, master of the Alaska Steam- 
ship Co.’s steamer Cordova, and to the officers and crew, for the 
prompt and heroic service rendered by them in rescuing 58 sur- 
vivors of the U. S. revenue cutter Tahoma; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 37) to amend S. J. Res. 8, ap- 
proved May 4, 1898, entitled “ Joint resolution providing for the 
adjustment of eertain claims of the United States against the 
State of Tennessee and certain claims against the United 
States; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIELDS (for Mr. PHELAN): 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 38) to transfer the Government 
exhibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to 
the Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Industrial Expositions. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 39) granting to the Panama- 
Pacifie International Exposition Co., and its successors in in- 
terest, a revocable license for the use of lands in the Presidio of 
San Francisco Military Reservation, to be designated by the 
Secretary of War, with the privilege of maintaining thereon a 
building known as the Palace of Fine Arts and its appurte- 
nances, and ceding to the State of California jurisdiction over 
said lands during the continuance of said license; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 40) proposing an amendment to 
the second paragraph of section 7 of Article I of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 41) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

(By request.) A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 42) for adopting 
the Decalogue and Jesus’s rule as standard measure for laws 
and regulations of the Government of the United States; to 
the Committee on Rules. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 43) authorizing and directing 
the Department of Labor to make an inquiry into the cost of 
living in the District of Columbia and to report thereon to Con- 
gress as early as practicable; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. : 

By Mr. CURTIS: ) 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 44) declaring the position of 
the United States on the question of neutrality; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. LANE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 45) to place the name of 
Theodore Barker upon the retired list of the Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 46) to amend section e of 
article 9 of the act of Congress approved June 7, 1897, with 
respect to lights required upon certain classes of fishing vessels; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


MANUFACTURE OF ARMOR. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I introduce a bill and ask that it lie on the 
table for the present. I also ask that it be printed in the 
RECORD, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the re- 
quest of the Senator from South Carolina will be granted. 

The bill (S. 1417) to erect a factory for the manufacture of 
armor, was read twice by its title, ordered to lie on the table, 
and to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author- 
ized and directed to erect a factory for the manufacture of armor for 


vessels of the Navy; said naar yy Be have an annual capacity of 20,000 
That cost of said factory, when comple! 


shall not exceed $11,000,000 ; which sum is hereby ap ted out o 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be immedi- 
ately ay: ble, for the purposes of this act and toward the purchase of 


by the Government; that case the full sum of $11,000,000 is hereb: 
appropriata for the erection of said factory to make armor plate an 
any other material for the Navy that may be profitably produced therein, 
8 necessary and clerical assistance, and to be avail- 
able until expended. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on Monday next, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
ib ta business, I shall address the Senate on the subject of 
the 
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SALE OF FUR SEALS. 


Mr. FLETCHER, I introduce a joint resolution authorizing 
the Secretary of Commerce to sell skins taken from fur seals 
killed on the Pribilof Islands for food purposes. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 47) authorizing the Secretary 
of ‘Commerce to sell skins taken from fur seals killed on the 
Pribilof Islands for food purposes was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, which has 
charge of that general subject. 

Mr. FLETCHER. It should be referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator prefers that 
it should go elsewhere than to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, the Chair will entertain a motion to that effect. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I intended that the joint resolution should 
go to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Commerce 
has never had anything to do with the fur-seal question, which 
has always been considered by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions; but if the Senator makes that motion 

Mr. STONE. The Chair is right about that. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I have no objection to the joint resolution 
going to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


CLERKS TO SENATORS. 


Mr. JONES. I introduce a joint resolution relative to a pro- 
posed amendment of the rules; and instead of taking the time 
to have it read I ask that it may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
there is objection. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 35) providing for employees 
to Senators and Senate committees, and fixing their compensa- 
tion, commencing with the beginning of the Sixty-fifth Congress 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on Rules, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution providing for employees to Senators and Senate com- 
mitt: and fixing their compensation, commencing with the beginning 
of the Sixty-fifth Congress. 


Resolved, etc., That, commencing with the beginning of the Sixty- 
fifth Congress, each chairman of a first-class committee shall have a 
secretary, who shall receive an annual salary of $3,000, and who shall 
also act as cl of his committee; an assistant secretary, who shall 
receive an annual salary of $2,500, and who shall also act as assistant 
clerk to his committee; and, during the sessions of the Senate, a ste- 
pographer, to be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum ; and a messenger, 
to paid at the rate of $1,200 per annum; each chairman of a second- 
class committee shall bave a secretary, who shall receive an annual 
sa of $2,750, and who shall act as clerk of his committee; an 

secre , who shall receive an annual salary of $2,000, and 
who shall also act as assistant clerk of his committee; and, suet the 
sessions of the Senate, a stenographer, to be paid at the rate of $1,440 
per annum; and a messenger, to be paid at the rate of $1,200 per annum ; 
and each Senator not the chairman of a committee shall have a secre- 
tary, who shall receive an annual salary of ee an assistant secre- 
tary, who shall receive an annual salary of $1,800; and, during the 
sessions of the Senate, a stenographer, who shall be paid 
of ag ap per annum; and any ad 
sar. 
Senate is in session shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
cr te aged after due provision has been made therefor by appropriate 
resolution. 


That will be done, unless 


at the rate 
tional assistance that may be neces- 
n connection with committee or official senatorial work while the 


GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. GRONNA submitted an amendment to the bill (S. 381) 
to declare the purpose of the people of the United States as to 
the future political status of the people of the Philippine 
Islands, and to provide a more autonomous government for 
those islands, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN MERCANTILE MARINE (S. DOC. NO. 10). 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I ask to have printed as a docu- 
ment an address by the senior Senator from Florida IMr. 
FLETCHER], delivered before the Academy of Political Sciences, 
New York, November 12, 1915, on “ What Congress has done to 
build up an American mercantile marine.” 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator from Okla- 
homa whether the remarks to which he refers were made in the 
Senate? 

Mr. OWEN, They were not made in the Senate; they were 
made in New York, before the Academy of Political Sciences. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, the 
request of the Senator from Oklahoma will be granted. The 
Chair hears none. 

RURAL CREDITS (S. DOC. NO. 9). 


Mr. THOMAS. On the 3d of August last the junior Senator 
from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] delivered an address on rural cred- 


its before the Texas Farmers’ Congress, at College Station, 
Tex. This address is one of the most illuminating discourses 
upon that very important subject which it has been my pleasure 
to read. The address was evidently prepared with the Sen- 
ator's usual exhaustive care, and to my mind it is so important 
that I feel justified in asking unanimous consent that it be 
printed as a Senate document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Colorado will be granted, unless there is objection. 


PREPAREDNESS FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
next Friday, immediately after the conclusion of the routine 
morning business, I shall address the Senate on the subject of 
preparedness for national defense. 


MUNITIONS OF WAR. 


Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I submit a resolution con- 
cerning which it is my purpose to address the Senate imme- 
diately after the holiday recess. It is very brief, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be read and that it lie on the 
table for the present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such will be the order, unless 
there is objection. The Chair hears none, and the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 20), as follows: 


Resolved, That, inasmuch as the profit incident to the manufacture 
and sale of arms, armament, and munitions of war has a tendency to 
cnap public opinion, disturb international peace, and prevent a 
peaceful settlement of disputes between nations, and, inasmuch as it 
ought to be made impossible for any person or corporation to make 
money out of war, and, inasmuch as the Government should, for its 
own safety and protection, manufacture all arms, armament, and 
munitions of war for the equipment, construction, and use of the 
Army and Navy, to the end that it may be independent of individual or 


corporate interests. 
herefore there shall be appointed by the President of the Senate a 

committee of five Senators to examine the following matters, to wit: 

First. The most feasible plan of acquiring or constructing manu- 
facturing plants of sufficient capacity to supply the Army and Navy 
bet all hig aay ne and munitions of war, including ships and 

eir equipment. 

Second. The probable cost of such manufacturing plants, taking into 
account both present and future military needs. 

Third. The proper locations for such manufacturing plants. 

Fourth. The necessary 1 
rations from engaging 
such legislation shoul 


egislation to prevent either persons or corpo- 
or continuing in such manufacture and when 
take effect. 

The committee shall take testimony and have the power to administer 
oaths and to send for persons and papers. The hearings shall be open 
to the public, and all oral evidence submitted shall be taken down in 
shorthand and the notes transcribed and made a part of the record of 
the committee. The expenses of such hearings shall be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the request of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa, the resolution will lie on the table, subject to 
the further order of the Senate. 


OCCUPATION OF VERA CRUZ. 


Mr. CUMMINS. I submit a resolution and ask that it be 


read. 
The resolution (S. Res. 15) was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President is requested to inform the Senate, if 
connec wen the public interest, with respect to the following mat- 
ers, to wit: 

First. As to the amount of money collected by the United States at 
the port of Vera Cruz, Mexico, during the occupation of that city by 
our military forces as import duties or other taxes or imposts laid 
under the laws of Mexico. 

Second. Whether the duties, imposts, or taxes so collected by the 
United States had been pledged in any form to secure or insure the 
payment of obligations issued by any Government or alleged Govern- 
ment, of the Republic of Mexico, or one of the States thereof. 

Third. As to the ownership of such obligations at the time the 
— 5 forces of the Unit States occupied Vera Cruz, and such 
ownership at the present time. 

Fourth. As to any claims which have been made upon the United 
States for the payment or transfer of the money so collected, and the 
names of the persons making such demands, 

Fifth. As to the deposit of the money so collected in the Treasury 
of the United States and the account to which it was deposited. 

Sixth. Whether it is the intention of the executive department of 
the Government to pay out or otherwise dispose of the money sọ col- 
Jected without action or authority on the part of Congress. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over 
and be printed. 
MARY A. REILY. 


Mr. CUMMINS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
19), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay from the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate to Mary A. Reily, widow of Peter Reily, 
late a messenger of the United States Senate, a sum equal to six 
months’ salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his 
death. Said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and 
all other allowances, 
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PROPOSED INLAND WATERWAY. 


Mr. GORE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 18), 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 
re That the Secretary of War be directed to inform the 


1 F. necessary 
to a com; r deyk e Hudson 1 — waterwa th CEN 2 New Yo — 5 — 
and comp e Hudson wan, 3 
IIlinols an d Mi iinis River 
and. the A Wives tre from ist. aul 9 ft of Mexico. 

Second. The extent and location of such work and amount of such 
tokre made — . upon the United States, and the provisions here- 
2 ge for the same. 

The extent of such work and amount of such expenditures 

8 on the States of New = and e and the provisions 
heretofore made for the same, so far as this information may be dis- 
— by the records or other authenticated data in the Department of 

ar. 


AMENDMENT OF THE EULES. 


Mr. GORE. I offer sundry proposed amendments to the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, and ask that they be referred 
to the Committee on Rules without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They will be printed in ‘the 
Record and He over for a day. The rules of the Senate provide 
that all resolutions must lie over for a aag, unless, by unani- 
mous consent, they are otherwise disposed of. 

Mr. GORE. ‘Then, I ask unanimous consent that they may ‘be 
referred to the Committee on Rules at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oklahoma 
asks unanimous consent that the resolutions introduced by him 
may be referred to the Committee on Rules at this time. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President; I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
proposed amendments to the rules will lie over and be . 
in the RECORD. 

The proposed amendments are as follows: 


Resolved, That the Standing Rules of the Senate be amended by 
amending paragraph 2 of Rule III to read as follows: 

2. A quorum shall consist of a majority of — 8 duly chosen 

and sworn, except when the Senate is sittin: in ‘Committee of the 
Whole, in which case 80 Senators ball eonsti te. a quorum,” 

Resolved, That Rul Rules of the Senate be 
amended ‘as follows: Insert “unless excused by the 
Senate 85 „the following: “and every Senator not voting ‘shall answer 


* presen 
Resolved, That Rule XII of the Standing Rules of the Senate be 
amended as follows: At the end of said rule add the following: 
“3. Whenever ‘upon any such roll call the number of Senators voting 
and answering ‘ present’ not — — a orum, the Presidin: 
— oe ET —— an 


sidered 
as ordered and the Se nt at Arms shall fort torthwi hwith proceed t to bring 
in absent Members; at each Member so arrest brought ba | 
the Seren at Arms . — the Senate, whereupon he ra = rs 
t, discharged an ven an 8 0 v. 

Sud tier his vote shall be recorded. Whenever those voting on the question 
ona brag who are present and decline to vote shall together make a 
majo 

is 


of the Senate the jing question sha shall declare that a quorum 
on shall be decided as the . — 
of those Php hN uppe: roceedin 
the call shall 
Resolved, That the dered as qi 


17 015 — — further p! gs under 
mg z, following at the close of 8 1, 


es of the ‘Senate be amended by add- 
Rule XV, as a part 

* 
en any such bill or resolution has been so considered and re- 
0 to the Sena — or without amendment, the same shall be 
voted on on the thi: disposed of, or 


be taken on ding general appropriation bill: That 
this paragraph 's not 5 — when such bill contains general legisla- 
tion or when such conference report involves eral legislation not 
— —— to on the original passage of the bill. en the question as to 
9 such bill or report contains gene 3 which has not 
reviously agreed to by the Senate shall eee | motion, point 
225 order, or o wtih you it shall ph —— a m Jari of the Senators 
el and sworn to decide such question in the negative.” 
Resolved, That R he ‘standin 


nE rules of the Senate be 
amended as follows: a — amendment which 
proposes neral legislation shall be received ony general appro: 
priation bill,” in the paragraph of said rule, ‘tio following: “ 

such 3 being germune to the subjeet matter of the bin 2 
propose to retrench expendi by the aig Sage of the number an 
salary of the officers of the United States, * 5 the reduction of “the 
compensation of any person 8 out of the ensury of ig United 
States, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill.” 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN submitted the following resolution (S. 
Res. 18), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Milltary Affairs, or any subcommit- 
tee th thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and to 


minister oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not to 
$1 per printed page, to report such hearings as may be had 


nection wih ay subject which may be pending before ‘sald committee; 


Bint expenses contracted ee stall We paid out of 
contrac’ ereunder sha 0 
the contingent fund ot the Senate. ** * 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 


Mr. NORRIS. Pursuant to the notice I gave at the last ses- 
sion of the Senate, I submit the resolution included in that 
PONCE AOA SEK FORE, AE SORT AO: SERTER £0 the Committee on 

es, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such will be the order, unless 
there is objection. The Chair hears none. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 17), as follows: 


eenei That the standing rules of fhe Senate be amended, as 


follows: 

ch Pownce e thereto a new rule, to be ‘known as Rule XLI, and to read 
as follows: 

“Rule XII. It shall be in order during the mornin; 
motion that ‘bill or ‘resolution then on the calen 

terms of this rule. 

TTT $ 
shall be allowed to vote on a motion to consider a bill or resolution 
under "Sie Tule who is ‘bound by a any caucus or conference of Senators 
to vote in any particular way on d bill or resolution, or any amend- 
ment thereto, but when 8 ee right to vote upon such motion 18 
enged, such Senator be allowed etermine for himself 


hour to make a 
shall be con- 


gen addition to sald 15 minutes, be 
allowed additional time, but in no case shall such additional time or 


times, including the time used by such Senator in general debate 
exceed in the te three hours: Provided further, That ft 
unanimous consent for additional time is asked behalf of any 


Senator, either during general debate or when the ‘bill or eee 
t shall 


eba! 
debate shall be confined to the amendment which is then pending” 
COMMITTEE ON REVISION OF THE LAWS. 


Mr. ROBINSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
16), which was read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Resolved, That there shall be a standing committee of the Senate 
siren pened on Revision of the Laws, to be composed of 
in ‘the same manner as the ea of other 


erred all ma House of Representatives, and to which shall 
statutes of the United States. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to give notice of a proposed 
amendment of the rules and ask that it lie over and be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Kansas will be complied with if there be mo objection. 

‘The proposed amendment is as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule XXII of the standin 
flag: as follows: After the last paragrap. 


rules of the Senate be 
of Rule XXH add the 


proceed 8 a vote, 188 8 
to rra; * Is it 


estion 

pt ds made to obstruct, hinder, or delay a vote?’ 
And if that question shali be decided in the affirmative, then it shall 
be in order, to the exclusion of all other questions, for any Senator 

to move to limit debate on 6 bill or resolution and all 
amendments thereto, sage the tion be decided without 
debate. And the motion being — — each Senator shall 
be entitled to — not to exeeed one hour in all on the bill, including 
all amendments offered thereto and all motions and other proceedings 
in any way affecting the 


FEDERAL ANTITRUST DECISIONS. 


Mr. McLEAN ‘submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(No. 3), which was read and referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

8 by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring) 
That there be printed and bound 3,000 copies of the Federal antitrust 
1 1911 tc to 1000 5 be complled y the direction of the 


partmen copies for the use of the Senate and 2.000 
copies for the use the House of Representatives. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. OWEN. In pursuance of the notice I gave on Tuesday 
last relative to certain proposed changes in the standing rules 
of the Senate, I desire to submit a resolution and ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 


the same.” 
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The resolution (S. Res. 14) was read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, as follows: 


Senate resolution 14. 


Resolved, That Rules 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 16, 18, 19, 20, 22, 28, 
29, 36, and 40 be amended to read as follows: 


“Roe I. 


* APPOINTMENT OF A SENATOR TO THE CHAIR. 


1. In the absence of the Vice President the Senate shall choose a 
President pro tempore. (Jefferson’s Manual, Sec. IX.) 

* 2. In the absence of the Vice President, and pending the election of 
a President pro tempore, the Secretary of the Senate, or in his absence 
the Chief Clerk, shall perform the duties of the Chair. (Jefferson's 
Manual, Sec. IX. 

“That it is competent for the Senate to elect a President pro tem- 
pore, who shall hold the office during the 22 of the Senate and 
until another is elected, and shall execute the duties thereof during all 
future absences of the Vice President until the Senate otherwise order. 

“3. The President pro tempore shall have the right to name in open 
Senate, or, if absent, in writing, a Senator to perform the duties of 
the Chair; but such substitution shall not extend beyond an adjourn- 
ment, except by unanimous consent. (Jefferson’s Manual, Sec. IX.) 

4. In event of a vacancy in the office of the Vice President, or 
whenever the powers and duties of the President shall devolve on the 
Vice President, the President ye tempore shall have the right to name, 
in writing, a tor to perform the duties of the Chair during his 
absence ; and the Senator so named shall 
session, or in writing, if absent, a Sena 


excep’ (Jefferson's Manual, 
“5. That whenever a Senator shall be d 
rform the duties of the 


pro tempore to 
empowered 


absence he shall 


“A Senator occupying the chair temporaril 


“Revs III. 
“ COMMENCEMENT OF DAILY SESSIONS. 


“1. The 8 Officer having taken the chair, and a quorum being 
present, the Journal of the 8 day shall be read and any mis- 
take made in the entries corrected. The reading of the Journal shall 
not be suspended unless by unanimous consent; and when any motion 
n be mane to amog or ae e; ame it anak be ee a privi- 
— question and proceed un sposed o ‘erson's n- 
ual, Secs. VI, XLIX) 


“ QUORUM, 


2. A quorum shall consist of a majority of the Senators duly chosen 
and sworn. (Jefferson's Manual, Sec. VI.) 


“Rote IV. 
“ JOURNAL. 


“1. The proceedings of the Senate shall be briefly and accurately 
stated on the Journal. rer ieri of the President in full; titles of bills 
and joint resolutions and such parts as shall be affected by proposed 
amendments; every vote and a brief statement of the contents of each 
petition, memorial, or paper presented to the Senate shall be entered. 
(Jefferson's Manual, Sec. 27 

“2. The legislative, the executive, the confldential legislative proceed- 
ings, and the proceedings when sitting as a Court of Impeachment, 
shall are be recorded in a separate book. (Jefferson's Manual, Sec. 

“Rue V. 


“ QUORUM—ABSENT SENATORS MAY BE SENT von. 


“1. No Senator shall absent himself from the service of the Senate 
without leave. (Jefferson's Manual, Sec. VIII.) 

“2. If at any time during the daily sessions of the Senate a question 
shall be raised by any Senator as to the presence of a quorum, the 
Presiding Officer shall forthwith direct the Secretary to call the roll 
and shall announce the result, and these proceedings shall be without 
debate; but a second call for a quorum shall not be had until business 
other than debate has been presented or has intervened. A Senator 
shall not be uired to yield the floor to another Senator for the pur- 
pose of suggesting the absence of a quorum without his consent. 

“3. Whenever upon such roll call it shall be ascertained that a quo- 
rum is not present, a majority of the Senators present may direct the 
Sergeant at Arms to request, and, when necessary, to compel the attend- 
ance of the absent Senators by issuing a warrant signed by the tem- 
int f occupant of the chair in the absence of the Vice President, the 

ident pro tempore, or the Senator designated to preside during the 
day by the foregoing officers, and who is also hereby authorized to 
sign sald warrant, which shall be attested by the Secretary, with the 
seal of the Senate attached, which order shall be determined without 
debate; and pending its execution, and until a quorum shall be pres- 
ent, no debate nor motion, except to adjourn, shall be in order. The 
same powers are given to the majority of Senators present to request, 
and when necessary to compel, the attendance of absent Senators when 
a quorum is present without debate. 

4. If necessary, when a Senator is present, even if paired, and does 
not answer to the roll call, he shall be counted as present to make a 


quorum. 
“Rore VI. 
“ PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS. 


“1. The presentation of the credentials of Senators elect or appointed, 
and other questions of privilege, shall oe be in order, except dur- 
ing the reading and correction af the Journal, while a question of order 
or a motion to adjourn is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and 
all questions and motions arising or made upon the presentation of 
such credentials shall be proceeded with until disposed of. 

2. The Secretary shall keep a record of the certificates of election 
or appointment of Senators by entering in a well-bound book kept 
for that purpose the date of the election, the name of the person elected, 
and the vote given at the election, the date of the certificate, the name 
of the governor and the secretary of state signing and countersigning 
the same, and the State from which such Senator is elected. 


“Rote VIL 
“ MORNING BUSINESS. 


1. After the Journal is read the Presiding Officer shall lay before 
the Senate messages from the President, reports and communications 
from the heads of departments and other communications addressed 
to the Senate, and such bills, joint resolutions, and other messages 
from the House of Representatives as may remain upon his table from 
any previous day’s session undisposed of. The Presiding Officer shall 
then call for, in the following order— 

“The presentation of petitions and memorials. 

Reports of standing and select committees. 

The introduction of bills and joint resolutions. 

“Concurrent and other resolutions. 

“ Resolutions coming over from a previous day. 

All of which shall be received and disposed of in such order, unless 

unanimous consent shall be otherwise given, except resolutions comin 

over from a previous day, which may be considered until disposed o 

on that day or until the expiration of the morning hour, and if not 
of shall go to the calendar. 

“2. Senators having petitions, memorials, or bills during or after 
the morning hour may deliver them to the Secretary of the Senate, in- 
dorsing upon them their names and the reference or disposition to be 
made thereof; and said petitions, memorials, and bills shall, with the 
approval of the Presiding Officer, be entered on the Journal with the 
names of the Senators presenting them as having been read twice and 
referred to the appropriate co ttees, and the Secretary of the Senate 
shall furnish a transcript of such entries to the official reporter of de- 
bates for e in the RECORD. 

It shall not be in order to interrupt a Senator having the floor for 
the purpose of introducing any memorial, petition, report of a com- 
mittee, resolution, or bill. It shall be the duty of the Chair to en- 
force this rule without any point of order hereunder being made by a 


Senator. 

“3. Until the morning business shall have been concluded, and so an- 
nounced from the Chair, which may be before the hour of 1 o'clock, but 
if not concluded until the hour of 1 o'clock has arrived, no motion to 
proceed to the consideration of any bill, resolution, report of a com- 
mittee, or other subject upon the calendar shall be entertained by the 
Presiding Officer, ess by unanimous consent; and if such consent be 
given, the motion shall not be subject to amendment, and shall be de- 
cided without debate upon the merits of the subject proposed to be 
taken up. (Jefferson's Manual, sec. 14.) 

“4. Every petition or memorial shall be referred. without putting the 
question, unless objection to such reference is made, in which case all 
motions for the reception or reference of such petition, memorial, or 
other paper shall be put in the order in which the same shall be made, 
and shall not be opèn to amendment, except to add instructions. (Jef- 
ferson’s Manual, XIX, 

“Every petition or memorial shall be signed by the petitioner or 
memorialist and have indorsed thereon a brief statement of its contents, 
and shall be presented and referred without debate. But no petition 
or memorial or other paper signed by citizens or subjects of a foreign 

wer shall be received, unless the same be transmitted to the Senate 


rinted in the 


CONGRESSIONAL Rxconůb the order shall be deemed to apply to the body 
of the petition only, and the names attached to said petition or memorial 
shall not be printed unless specially ordered by the Senate. 


for this 
debate. 
“Ree VIII. 
“ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


“At the conclusion of the mornizg business for each day, unless upon 
motion the Senate shall at any time otherwise order, the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the Calendar of Bills and Resolutions, 
and continue such consideration until 2 o'clock; and bills and resolu- 
tions that are not objected to shall be taken up in their order, and each 
Senator shall be entitled to speak once, and for five minutes only, upon 
any question; and the objection may be interposed at any stage of the 
proceedings, but upon motion the ate pag continue such consider- 
ation; and this order shail commence immediately after the call for 
“Concurrent and otber resolutions,” and shall take p ce of the 
unfinished business and other special orders. But if the Senate shall 
proceed with the consideration of any matter notwithstanding an objec- 
tion, the foregoing provisions touching debate shall not apply. (Jef- 
ferson’s Manual, Sec. XIV.) 

“Unless otherwise ordered, the morning hour shall terminate at the 
expiration of two hours after the meeting of the Senate. 

‘All motions made before 2 o'clock to proceed to the consideration of 
any matter shall be determined without debate. (Jefferson's Manual, 
Sec. XIV.) - 

“Reve IX. 
“ ORDER OF BUSINESS (CONTINUED). 


“Immediately after the consideration of cases not objected to upon 
the calendar is completed, and not later than 2 o'clock, if there shall 
be no special orders for that time, the Calendar of General Orders 
shall be taken up and proceeded with in its order, beginning with the 
first subject on the calendar which has been objected to in proceeding 
with the calendar; and in such case the following motions shall be in 
order at any time as privileged motions, save as against a motion to 
adjourn or to proceed to the consideration of executive business, or 
questions of privilege, to wit: 

„First. A motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation 
or revenue Dill. 

“Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill 
on the calendar, which motion shall not be open to amendment. 

“Third. A motion to pass over the pending subject, wbich, if carried, 
shall have the effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its 
place on the calendar. 

“ Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the calendar. 

„Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate and 
shall have precedence in the order above named, and may be submitted 
as in the nature and with all the rights of questions of order, (Jeffer- 
son's Manual, Secs. XIV. XXXIII.) 


1915. 


“Rois X. 
“ SPECIAL ORDERS. 


“1, Any subject may, by a vote of a majority of the Senators present, 
be made a special order; and when the time so fixed for its considera- 
tion arrives the Presiding Officer shall lay it before the Senate, unless 
there be unfinished business of the 5 „ and if it is not 
finally disposed of on that day it shall take its place on the Calendar 
of Special Orders in the order of time at which it was made special, 
and shall, at 1 o’ciock each day, be laid before the Senate until dis- 
posed of, unless it shall become by adjournment the unfinished business. 
(Jefferson's Manual, Secs. XVIII, III.) 

“2, When two or more special orders have been made for the same 
time they shall have pr ence according to the order in which they 
were severally assigned, and that order shall only be changed by direc- 
tion of the Senate. 

“And all motions to change such order or to proceed to the considera- 
tion of other business shall be decided without debate. (Jefferson's 
Manual, Secs. XVIII, XXXIII.) 

“Rote XII. 
“ VOTING, ETC. 

“1. When the yeas and nays are ordered, the names of Senators shall 
be called alphabetically; and each Senator shall, without debate, de- 
clare his assent or dissent to the question, unless excused by the Senate; 
and no Senator shall be permitted to rote after the decision shall have 
been announced by the Presiding Officer, but may for sufficient reasons, 
after the roll call and before announcement of the result with unani- 
mous consent, change or withdraw his vote. No motion to suspend this 
rule shall be in order, nor shall the Presiding Officer entertain any re- 

5 8 to suspend it by unanimous consent. (Jefferson's Manual, Sec. 


“2. When a Senator declines to vote on call of his name he shall be 
required to assign his reasons therefor, and having assigned them, the 
Presiding Officer shall submit the question to the Senate: “ Shall the 
Senator, for the reasons ed 7 him, be excused from voting?” 
which shall be decided without debate; and these proceedings shall be 
had after the roll call and before the result is announced; and any 
further ings in reference thereto shall be after such announce- 
ment. Peterson s Manual, Secs. XVII, XLL) 

“3. No request by a Senator for unanimous consent for the taking of 
a final vote on a specified date upon the passage of a bill or joint resolu- 
tion shall be submitted to the Senate for agreement thereto until, upon 
a roll call ordered for the 8 by the Presiding Officer, it shall be 
disclosed that a quorum of the Senate is present; and when a unani- 
mous consent is thus given the same shall operate as the order of the 
Senate, but any unanimous consent may be revoked by another unani- 
mous consent granted in the manner prescribed above upon one day's 


notice. 
“Route XVI. 
“ AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


1. All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, except the following bills, which shall be severally 
refe. as herein indicated, namely: The bill making appropriations 
for rivers and harbors, to the Committee on Commerce; the cultural 
bill, to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry; the Army and 
Military Academy bills, to the Committee on Military Affairs; the 
Indian bill, to the Committee on Indian Affairs; the naval bill, to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs; the pension bill, to the Committee on 
Pensions ; the Post Office bill, to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads; and no amendments shall be received to any appropria- 
tion bill the effect of which will be to increase an appropriation already 
contained in the bill, or to add a new item of approp ation, unless it 
be made to s out the provisions of some e law, or treaty 
stipulation, or act, or resolution 3 passed by the Senate during 
that session ; or unless the same moved by direction of a standing or 
select committee of the Senate, or proposed pursuance of an estimate 
— Ng of some one of the departments. (Jefferson's Manual, 

2. All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction 
of a standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an 
appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of ap- 
propriation, shall, at Jeast one day before they are considered, be 
referred to the committee having jurisdiction thereof, and when actually 
p to the bill no amendment pro g to increase the amount 
stated in such amendment shall be received; in like manner amend- 
ments proj new items of appropriation to river and harbor bills 
shall, before be considered, be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. (Jefferson's Manual, Sec. XXXV.) 

3. No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received 
to any general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane 
or relevant to the ject matter contained in the bill be received; nor 
shall any amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received 
which does not directly relate thereto; and all questions of relevancy of 
amendments under this rule, when raised, shall be submitted to the 
Senate and be decided without debate ; and any amendment to a general 
1 bill may be laid on the table without prejudice to the bill. 
(Jeffersons’ Manual, . XXXV.) 

“4. No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private 
claim, shall be received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be 
to carry out the provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, 
which shall pe cited on the face of the amendment. (Jefferson’s Manual, 


“Route XVIII. 
“ AMENDMENTS—DIVISION OF A QUESTION. 

“If the question in debate contains several propositions, any Senator 
may kave the same divided, except a motion to strike out and insert, 
which shall not be divided; but the rejection of a motion to strike 
out and insert one proposition shall not prevent a motion to strike 
out and insert a different proposition; nor shall it prevent a motion 
simply to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a motion to strike out 
prevent a motion to strike out and insert. But pending a motion to 
strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be 
inserted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment as 
an original question and not an amendment in the first degree; and 
motions to amend the part to be stricken out shall have precedence. 
(Jefferson's Manual, Secs. XXXV, XXXVI.) 

“RuLe XIX. 
“ DEBATE. 

“1. When a Senator desires to speak, he shall rise and address the 

Presiding Officer, and shall not proceed until he is recognized, and the 
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Presiding Officer shall recognize the Senator who shall first address 
him. No Senator shall interrupt another Senator in debate without his 
consent, except for a question, unless by unanimous consent, and to 
obtain such consent he shall first address the Presidin Officer; and 
no Senator shall k more than twice nor for more than one hour 
upon any one question in debate on the same day without leave of the 
Senate, which shall be determined without debate. (Jefferson's Manual, 
Secs. XVII, XXXIX 


“on 
2. 


-) 
No Senator in debate shall, directly or indirectly, by any form of 
words impute to another Senator or to other Senators any conduct or 
27475 unworthy or unbecoming a Senator. (Jefferson's nual, Sec. 


f 3. No Senator in debate shall refer offensively to any State of the 
nion. 

“4. If any Senator, in speaking or otherwise, transgress the rules of 
the Senate, the Presiding Officer shall, or any Senator may, call him 
to order; and when a Senator shall be called to order he shall sit down 
and not proceed without leave of the Senate, which, if granted, shall 
be upon motion that he be allowed to proceed in order, which motion 
shall be determined without debate. { eferson'’s Manual, Sec. XVII.) 

“5. If a Senator be called to order for words spoken in debate, upon 
the demand of the Senator, or of any other Senator, the exceptionable 
words shali be taken down in writing and read at the table for the in- 
formation of the Senate. (Jefferson’s Manual, Sec. XVII.) 

“6. Whenever confusion arises in the Chamber or the galleries, or 
demonstrations of approval or disapproval are indulged in by the occu- 
pants of the galleries, it shall be the duty of the Chair to enforce order 
on his own initiative and without any point of order being made by a 


Senator. 
“ RULE XX. 
“ QUESTIONS OF ORDER. 


“1. A question of order may be raised at any stage of the proceedings, 
except when the Senate is dividing, and, unless submitted to the Senate, 
shall be decided by the Presiding Officer without debate, subject to an 
appeal to the Senate. The Chair may permit debate for his own infor- 
mation and each Senator may be entitled to speak once and for not 
exceeding five minutes on the question of order until the Presiding 
Officer announces that he is ready to rule on the point of order, When 
an appeal is taken, any su nt question of order which may arise 
before the decision of such appeal shall be decided by the Presiding 
Officer without debate; and every appeal therefrom shall be decided at 
once, and without debate; and any appeal may be laid on the table 
without prejudice to 3 proposition, and thereupon shall be 
held as affirming the d ion of the Presiding Officer. (Jefferson's 
Manual. Sec. XXXIII.) 

2. The Presiding Officer may submit any question of order for the 
decision of the Senate. (Jefferson's Manual, Sec. XXXIII.) 

“Route XXII. 
“ PRECEDENCE OF MOTIONS. 


“ When a question is pending, no motion shall be received but— 

“To adjourn. 

“To adjourn to a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it 
shall be to a day certain. 

“To take a_ recess. 

“To poora to the consideration of executive business. 
ay on the table. 
postpone indefinitely. 
postpone to a day certain. 
commit. 
amend. 

“ Which several motions shall have precedence as they stand arranged ; 
and the motions relating to adjournment, to take a recess, to proceed 
to the consideration of executive business, to lay on the table, shall be 
decided without debate. (Jefferson's Manual, . XXXIIL) 

Provided, however, that any Senator may move that the debate 
should be brought to a close, the Chair shall, without permitting any 
debate thereon, put the question to the Senate— 

5 y aw the sense of the Senate that the debate should be brought to 
a close?’ 

“And if that question shall be decided in the affirmative, then it 
shall be in order to the exclusion of all other questions and business 
for any Senator to move to limit debate on the pending bill or resolu- 
tion and all amendments thereto, and the said motion shall be decided 
without debate. And thereafter the motion being carried, no Senator 
shall be entitled to speak more than one hour in all on the bill, the 
amendments thereto, and any motion affecting the same. 

Fo dilatory motion shall be in order, and it shall be the duty of the 
Presiding Officer to deciare such motion out of order when the question 
of order is raised by a 8 or to immediately submit the question 
without debate to the Senate. 

“Route XXVIII. 
“ MESSAGES AND EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


1. Messages from the President of the United States or from the 
House of Representatives may be received at any stage of proceedings, 
except while the Senate is dividing, or while the Journal is being read, 
or while a question of order or a motion to adjourn is pending. (Jef- 
ferson’s Manual, XLVII. 

2. Messages shall be sent to the House of Representatives by the Sec- 
retary, who shall previously certify the determination of the Senate 
upon all bills, joint resolutions, and other resolutions which may be 
communicated to the House, or in which its concurrence may be re- 

uested ; and the Secretary shall also certify and deliver to the Presi- 
ent of the United States all resolutions and other communications 
W my directed to him by the Senate. (Jefferson's Manual, 

“ No communications from heads of departments, commissioners, chiefs 
of bureaus, or other executive officers, except when authorized or re- 
quired by law, or when made in response to a resolution of the Senate, 
will be received by the Senate unless such communications shall be 
transmitted to the Senate by the President. 

“Rute XXIX. 
“ PRINTING OF PAPERS, ETC. 

“1. Every motion to print documents, reports, and other matter 
transmitted by either of the executive departments. or to print me- 
morials, petitions, 1 documents, or any other paper, except 
bills of the Senate or House of Representatives, resolutions submitted 
by a Senator, communications from the legislatures or conventions, 
lawfully called, of the respective States, and motions to print by order 
of the standing or select committees of the Senate, shall, unless the 
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referred. to the C on 
to 3 Ruan it shall 5 be 
numbers shall also be referred to the 


Senate otherwise order, 

When a motion Wigs eA 

order to add theceto a yarn 
2. Motions to print adi 


the re 
thereof ; 


shall be necessary for an order to print 

“Route XXXVI. 
“ EXECUTIVE SESSIONS. 

“1. When the President of the United States shall meet the Senate 
in the Senate Chamber for the arp er of 85 business, 
meer. When th 

2 States to 

other sins oe the Presiding Officer of the Senate and the Senators 

ates of e piaco appointed, with the 1 officers of the Senate. 
upon confidential or executive business, unless the 
same 2 l * te Chamber 


dered in open executive session, the Senate 
shall be cleared of all persons except the Secre 


same, 


„ the Chief Clerk, 
the principal legislative clerk, the executive clerk, ' the minute and 
Journal clerk, the gy — 2852 the Assistant Doorkeeper, and such 
other officers’ as the fficer shall think necessary; and all 
such officers shall be sworn ton rong 

“3. All confidential communications made by the President of the 
Unitel States to the Senate shall be by the Senators and the officers 
all treaties which may be laid before 
and proceedings thereon shall also 


The injunction of secrecy is extended to each step in the considera- 
tion .of N 4 12 Including the fact ot ratiflentions. (Senate Jour., 


p. 7 5 Appen 
Whenever the injunction of secrecy shall be removed from any 


part, ‘of the proceedings of the Senate in executive session, or secret 
slative session, the order of the — removing the same shall be 
entered by the Secreta: as well as in the 


ry in the eJ 
Brecative 8 and shall be pub a * the RECORD. (Jefferson's 
Manual, See. LIL 3 


“Rois XL. 
“ SUSPENSION AND AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


No motion to suspend, modify, or amend any rule, or any part thereof, 
shall be in order, except on one day's notice in writing, specifying g pre- 
cisely the rule or PAS to be suspended, modified, or amended, 
and the be to any rule may be suspended without notice 
7 the unanimous sesh of the Senate, aot AN: as otherwise provided 

in clause 1, Rule XII, or by a two-thirds vote, without debate.” 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I moye that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next at 12 
o'clock noon. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COMMERCIAL RIGHTS OF CITIZENS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Are there further resolu- 
tions? If not, under the notice heretofore given, the Chair lays 
before the Senate a resolution coming over from a previous day, 
and calls the attention of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. SmirH] 
to the resolution. The Secretary will read the resolution. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution No. 12, submitted by 
Mr. Sacre of Georgia on the 7th pleasing as follows: 


Whereas the Executive by arya oe h the Secretary of State, has 
protested the legality of the orders 1 —— nent Britain virtually b. 
ading the neutral 51 of northern 


; and 

Whereas the responsibility for the Ried aii — of the commercial 
rights of citizens of the United States rests upon the Congress as 
well as upon the Executive department: Therefore be it 


Resolved, That the Committee on — Relations be requested to 
investigate’ the subject amd to suggest to Senate the action, if any, 


they may deem advisable. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, before proceeding to 
the discussion of the resolution I desire to send to the desk a 
letter which I received yesterday from a firm of manufacturers. 
It is in line with a number of other similar letters which I have 
received during the past two or three days, calling attention to 
the distressed condition of their business due to the lack of dye- 
stuffs essential to their products. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair wil! state that 
the morning business is closed and that the Senator from 
Georgia is proceeding by unanimous consent. The Secretary 
will read the letter. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Norristowx, PA., December 8, 1915. 
Hon. HOKE S 


United Skates Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sm: 3 to the conversation which the writer had with 


you yesterday, rega our supply of d 
under which we have been runnin, 


block- 


W. 
We have used every effort to obtain dyestuffs, paying ome on band. 
high prices for them m those who 8 * nave, some on han 
We have been continually correspondin: 
this pra from whom we have recefy ur supplies i in 2 Sean 
ma inform us that they are absolutely oat of kinds of tufs. 
e are also creditably informed that England is receiving dyestuffs 


„ and surely this country should alle? — to get r 


from Germany, 
under existing conditions much more easily than 


This is a v serious question, as the want 0b 8 e is crippling 
the manu 


industries, people out of employmen placing 
facturer in a position where he 1s unable N — 


Yours, respectfully, 
RAMBO & REGAR, INCORPORATED, 
Per Jos. S. RAMBO. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to say just 
a word on that point? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I would appreciate it if the Senator 
will wait until I have finished what I have to say to-day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All right. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I hesitated about sending the letter 
to the desk for fear that it might provoke discussion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I had no purpose of discussing it. I 
simply wanted to fortify what the Senator has just had read 
by saying that at least four grèat mills in my own State, the 
Amoskeag Corporation among them, have appealed to me to 
try to do something to ameliorate the condition. That was all. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I wish also to have read by the 
Secretary a letter I received yesterday from the American 
Transatlantic Co., signed R. G. Wagner, president.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Haxpwicx in the chair). 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


AMERICAN TRANSATLANTIC Co., 
It Battery Place, New york, U. F. A., naese, 7, 1915. 
Hon. HOKE SMITH, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. O. 


Dear Sir: ne that you are interested in putting an end to the 
interference, b enti 8 


countries we take the 1 10 present 
recent seizures of ships belonging to the 8 Bransatiantic Cow Co., 


and a for aid to induce this Government secure the re- 
lease of the selzed fem ae and assurance that other shi of this com- 
pany will not be mol while trading between neu coun’ 


Briefly, the situation is as follows: 

The erican Transatlantic Co. was incorporated in wer 1915, 
under the laws of the State of Delaware for the purpose of pur 

888 and operating ocean freight n under the ‘American 


da inducements were 5 attractive ocean freight rates, the 
general desire for a larger merchant marine, and the belief 


that the Government pea provide legis legislation that insure future 
fair poaa for ships Se he the Ameri flag. 

officers and directors are — citizens. All ee the 

ens 


$2,500,000 outstandin; ry — stock was issued to 
and always was'and now held beneficially and in fact by them and 
there is no foreign interest, directly or indirectly, involved in the owner- 


ship of the company in any of its steamships. 
8 State ‘Departmen iaeiae the above statements has been submitted to 
2 


 angust 18, 1914, the 
foreign built steamships, from citizens of pantera 
steamships that were always a neutral flags 
citizens of the 1 Europe. 
on purchasing these anapa ti they were placed under the American 
and have ening | fer 5 been em — 4 — — strictly neutral trade, 
principal y between North and 
Orders in cons 2 abrogatin 3 S provision of the Declara- 
tion “of I London that the characte shall be determined by the 
flag it rightfully files, Great Britain veined ees of our ships, all while 
g coal cargoes niece hee ares North and South 


y purchased 11 
. and only 
never owned by 


America. 

. 5 FTW 
are held without any ding’ prize-co proceedings. 
We are now RAVINA. that within 1 ig “re ew days pitt have — 


uisitioned for use by the Britis! ent. 
— raene of the fear of seizure, — feel competio’ to hold the remain- 
ing ships of our fleet in port and, of course, are losing earnings. 
The income of our entire fleet under present conditions will approxi- 
mate $10,000 a day. This is a total loss, as most of the operating ex- 


continue to accumulate. 

We have protested to the State rtment that we should not be 
compelled to defend these ships in a British prize court for the following 
reasons: 

There can be no question as to the American ownership. 

There can be no question about the ships having always p oe neutral 
“hat the — — paa loyed in strictly neutral trade. 

e were only em; 
bat we have in no — — a acts contrary to the laws of 


the United nue or international 1 

The seizures are an arbitrary act * Great Britain based on “ Orders 
in Council” that Violate internationa 

All of this is a matter of record and can be easily verified. 
proceedings mean long drawn opt 3 — . — in the 

resent situa oe eventually oniy result to ent against a 

krupt mation: With our ships seized and with 1 no ~_ er property, we 

are without income and without credit or means to defend in prize-court 
proceed and unless we receive early relief through the assistance 
of this Me eager this Bm e pd will be forced into bankruptcy. 


Toute yey AE R. G. WAGNER, President. 
THE RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, more than 12 months 
ago the British privy council began passing orders to govern 
their naval and prize courts providing for the seizure and dis- 
posal of cargoes of merchandise belonging to citizens of neutral 
countries. They ceased to rely upon established customs per- 
mitting belligerents to interfere with neutral commerce and pre- 


Prize-court 
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sumed to direct at pleasure the seizure and disposition of goods 
belonging to citizens of the United States, and of other neutral 
nations. 

Step by step the rights of neutrals have been disregarded, 
until finally, on March 1 and March 11, came the two orders 
from Great Britain virtually suspending the business of neu- 
trals in the neutral ports of Holland, Denmark, Norway, 
and Sweden. These two orders prevented shipments to or from 
those ports without regard to the character of the goods to be 
shipped. They were based upon no contraband classification. 
They amounted simply to a blockade of neutral ports against 
the trade of citizens of neutral nations. 

The Executive Department, through the Secretary of State, 
has three times protested to Great Britain that these orders 
were illegal, but no response has come from Great Britain yield- 
ing to neutrals their rights. The responsibility now rests upon 
the Congress, at least equally with the Executive, to determine 
what are the rights of citizens of neutral nations and what 
should be done to maintain those rights. 

I propose, Mr. President, to submit authorities from Great 
Britain—the views of her ablest writers upon international 
law and decisions of the courts of Great Britain—showing that 
for a hundred years the British courts and the British text 
writers recognized rules of international law fixing the rights of 
neutrals that Great Britain to-day is recklessly disregarding. 
If the rights of citizens of the United States are being lawlessly 
disregarded by Great Britain, if their merchandise is being 
piled up illegally in British ports, if their trade with northern 
Europe is illegally suppressed, it is for the Congress to say 
what should be done to induce Great Britain to respect the 
rights of neutrals. 


MR. JEFFERSON ON RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS, 


As early as September 7, 1793, the right of the commerce of 
our citizens to freedom from interference by belligerents was 
discussed by Mr. Jefferson, Secretary of State, in a letter to 
Mr. Pinckney, United States minister to England. 

Great Britain had passed an order in council providing for 
the seizure of neutral vessels loaded with foodstuffs destined 
to the ports of France, and providing that these vessels, when 
seized, should only be discharged upon giving security that 
they would go alone to ports in amity with His Majesty. Sec- 
retary Jefferson condemned the order vigorously. He declared: 

This article is so manifestly contrary to the law of nations that 
nothing more would seem necessary than to observe that it is so. 

He pointed out that the only restriction on their natural 
rights submitted to by nations at peace were that they should— 


not furnish to either party implemente merely of war for the annoy- 
ance of the other, nor anything whatever to a place blockaded by 
its enemy. 

He denied that foodstuffs were considered contraband, and 
raid: . 

It suffices for the present action to say that corn, flour, and meal 
are not of the class of contraband, and consequently remain articles 
of free commerce. N 
strikes at the root of our agriculture, that branch of industry which 
gives food, clothing, and comfort to the great mass ot the inhabitants 
of the States. * If we permit corn to be sent to Great 
Britain and her friends, we are clearly bound to permit it to France. 
To restrain it would be a partiality which might lead to a war with 
France, and between pra] it ourselves, and permitting her 
enemies to restrain it unright „ is not different.. This 
is a dilemma which Great Britain has no right to force upon us. 
She may indeed feel the desire of starving an enemy nation, but 
she can have no right of doing it at our loss, or of making us the 
instrument of it. 


RIGHTS OF NEUTRALS. 


The sovereignty of a nation extends to its citizens and their 
property upon the ocean. 

Nations at war have no natural right to interfere with citizens 
or the commerce of citizens of nations at peace. The customs of 
nations have given to belligerents certain well-defined privileges 
of interference with the commerce of neutrals. When interfer- 
ence takes place not authorized by the well-defined customs of 
nations the act of the belligerent nation so interfering with the 
commerce of a citizen of a neutral nation is lawless and violates 
the sovereign rights of the neutral nation. 

BELLIGERENT RIGHT OF SEIZURE. 

The customs of nations have given to belligerent nations the 
privilege of interfering with neutral commerce only on account 
of the existence of a blockade or on account of the character of 
the goods, A blockade, meeting recognized requirements, having 
been established by a belligerent against one or more enemy 
ports, the belligerent may seize the ships or merchandise of 
neutrals when engaged in the act of endeavoring to run the 
blockade. This privilege of seizure extends to goods of all char- 
acter, but is limited to those endeavoring to enter a blockaded 
port. 


e see, then, a practice begun which p 


To determine the privilege of interference on account of the 
character of the goods, goods have been divided into three classes, 
termed, first, absolute contraband; second, conditional contra- 
band; and, third, absolutely free. 

The privilege of seizure on account of the character of goods 
is entirely independent of the question of blockade, and classifi- 
cation of goods under either one of these three heads has been 
going on for many years, so that the proper status of goods 
under any particular head has been substantially established. 
To absolute contraband have been assigned goods peculiarly 
suited to war; to conditional contraband, goods suited to war 
and to peace; and to the free list those especially useful for 
purposes of peace. 

The absolute contraband are subject to seizure if being sent 
directly or through neutral ports to an enemy country. The 
conditional contraband are subject to seizure if being sent to the 
army and the navy of the enemy. Neither is subject to seizure 
if going to a neutral country to enter there the general stock of 
trade. The weight of authority, and the usual custom, frees 
conditional contraband from seizure when sailing to a neutral 
country. Goods on the free list, of course, are not to be seized 
under any circumstances except where seeking entrance to a 
blockaded port. 

BRITISIL ORDERS OF MARCH. 


On March 1 Great Britain passed an order declaring— 

The British and French Governments will hold themselves free to 
detain and take into port ships carrying gcods of presumed enemy des- 
tination, ownership, or origin. 

On March 1 came the further order in council passed by 
Great Britain which declared a blockade of all German ports. 

The first and second provisions of the order of March 11 
declare a blockade of all the ports of Germany. Of course, 
Great Britain could not blockade the Baltic. She had no ves- 
sels in it. It was entirely free to the commerce of Norway, 
Sweden, and Denmark. Yet she assumed to seize the vessels 
and merchandise of citizens of neutral countries other than 
Norway, Denmark, and Sweden, and carry them into her har- 
bors before they reached the straits which separate Denmark, 
Norway, and Sweden. 

There is no principle of international law more completely 
recognized than that a blockade must apply equally to all 
countries. There is no English student of international law 
who for one moment would approve as legal the seizure of 
neutral vessels by Great Britain, before they reached the 
straits separating Denmark, Norway, and Sweden, when the 
Baltic Sea was free to the vessels of Denmark, Norway, and 
Sweden. 

The third and fourth provisions of the order provided: 

Third. Every merchant vessel which sails from a port of departure 
after the Ist of March, 1915, on her way to a port other than a Ger- 
man port, carrying goods with an enemy destination or which are 
enemy property may required to disc such in a British 
or allied port. Any goods so discharged in a British port shall be 
placed in the custody of the marshal of the prize court and unless they 
are contraband of war shall, if not requisitioned for the use of His 
Majesty, be restored by order of the court Opoa such terms as the 
5 in the circumstances deem to be just to the person entitled 

Fourth. Every merchant vessel which sails from a port other than a 
German port after the Ist of March, 1915, having on board goods 
which are of enemy origin or are an property, may be required to 
discharge such goods in a British or alli rt. Goods so 5 
in a British port shall be placed in the custody of the marshal of the 
pris court and if not requisitioned for the use of His Majesty shall 

detained or sold in the discretion of the prize court. The proceeds 
of goods so sold shall be paid into court and dealt with in such manner 
as the court may in the cumstances deem to be just. 

It will be observed that, under paragraph third, Great Britain 
directed the seizure of every merchant vessel sailing from a neu- 
tral port after March 1, on her way to a neutral port of north- 
ern Europe, if goods upon the vessel were to be sent to an enemy 
country, that is to say, into Germany or Austria. The goods 
when seized were to be discharged in British ports and placed 
in the custody of marshals of the prize court. If contraband 
they were to be condemned for that reason; but if not contra- 
band, if innocent goods which Great Britain has no right to touch 
except through the creation of a legal blockade, the goods were 
then only to be restored to their owners upon such terms as the 
prize court might under the circumstances deem to be just. 

Enforcing this order, Great Britain has sold in English ports 
eargo after cargo of merchandise belonging to citizens of the 
United States when the merchandise was in no sense claimed to 
be contraband, and settlements for the goods are still being 
held up, citizens of the United States having been deprived of 
their trade privileges, of their goods, and of the value of their 

s. 

In aggravation it can be shown that the same character of 
goods sailing from ports of the United States, destined to neutral 
ports of northern Europe, which were seized and carried into 
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British ports were permitted to be sent from British ports by 
British owners to the same neutral ports of northern Europe 
from which American owners were excluded. The trade by 
citizens of Great Britain was greatly increased to the ports from 
which neutrals were excluded. 

I will not discuss this aggravation of the wrong done to neu- 
trals. I protest the illegal interference with neutral trade, even 
though subjects of Great Britain be not beneficiaries. 

Mr. SMOOT., Will the Senator yield to me a moment for a 
question only? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Yes; but after this I would prefer 
to procecd without interruption. 

Mr. SMOOT. All I wish to ask the Senator is as to those 
goods which have been seized by the British and sold to the 
English people. Have the American shippers or owners received 
compensation for the goods so seized? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Some have and some have not. 

Mr. President, ordinarily I would be gratified to be inter- 
rupted by Senators, but I intend to endeavor to present a 
legal argument to the Senate, and I believe I will consume less 
time, and do it more satisfactorily, if I undertake to present the 
line of thought which is in my mind in the order in which I had 
contemplated presenting it. . 

The fourth provision of the order directs the seizure of all 
goods sailing from neutral ports if the goods were of origin in 
a country hostile to Great Britain; that is to say, in Germany 
or Austria. It provides that these goods are to be turned over 
to the prize courts of Great Britain, to be by the prize courts 
sold and the proceeds handled as the court may direct. 

Citizens of the United States had purchased prior to March 1 
large quantities of goods in Germany. Merchandise of great 
value had been shipped by them into Holland. It is estimated 
that merchandise of the value of over $100,000,000 belonging to 
citizens of the United States was arbitrarily stopped from sail- 
ing from the neutral ports of northern Europe. 

Among other merchandise, shipments of dyestuffs, so essen- 

tial to our factories, were stopped. Shipments of potash, neces- 
sary in many sections for the fertilization of the soil, were 
stopped. German products used for medicinal purposes were 
stopped. 
It is true that occasionally we beg through a vessel or beg 
some goods through. Senators, I resent such conduct; I re- 
sent any effort to beg through a little dyestuff, or a little 
medicine, or a little potash, when our citizens have the absolute 
right to bring here all they please, and the interference is a 
lawless disregard of their rights. 

I have termed the treatment by Great Britain of neutral com- 
merce through the ports of Holland, Denmark, Norway, and 
Sweden a blockade. We must keep in mind the fact that inter- 
ference with the commerce of neutrals by belligerents is per- 
mitted upon only two grounds—blockade or the unneutral char- 
acter of the goods. Seizure on account of the character of the 
goods is limited to contraband going to the military or naval 
forces of the enemy. It does not apply to goods coming from 
an enemy country. It applies only to a limited character of 
goods going into an enemy country. Yet Great Britain has or- 
dered the seizure of all goods of enemy origin or destination. 
In carrying this order into effect Great Britain has restrained 
all shipments to and from the ports of Holland, Denmark, Nor- 
way, and Sweden. The question of the character of the goods 
does not limit British seizures. The course of Great Britain is 
a blockade of these ports, and it is covered by no belligerent 
right unless it falls under the head of blockade. 

The blockade of neutral ports by Great Britain and the claim 
by Great Britain of the right to seize goods upon the sole ground 
that they were of enemy origin or destination violate the sov- 
ereign rights of all neutral countries. 


NEUTRAL RIGHTS OF TRADE SUPPORTED BY TEXT WRITERS AND DECISIONS. 


The citizens of the United States and of other neutral nations 
have the right to ship goods to and from Germany and Austria 
through the neutral ports of northern Europe. In support of 
these propositions I ask attention to text writers and decisions, 
English as well as American. 


NEUTRAL PORT CAN NOT BE BLOCKADED, 


Atherley Jones, in his work Commerce-in War, page 92, calls 
attention to the fact that the right of a belligerent to conduct a 
blockade is a development of the rules of international law grow- 
ing out of the right of siege of an enemy’s port or enemy's cities. 
It is treated by the English writers and decisions as an act of 
war directed at an enemy through the port of the enemy. 

In Oppenheim’s International Law, volume 2, page 401, it is 
stated: 

A bleckade can extend to a portion or all of the enemy’s country. 


In Hall’s International Law, page 713, it is stated: 


If one bank of a river is within a neutral state, or if the upper 

on of its navigable course is beyond the frontier of a hostile coun- 

fin" the ciaht o¢ the neutral to promrve sag ierk Wns Gon mae 
reserve free access to own 

territory, and with the right of Freely 


other neutrals to communicate 

It will thus be observed that these authorities recognize a 
blockade as an act of war to be directed solely to an enemy’s 
port. It can be extended toa portion or all of an enemy's coun- 

Where a river separates an enemy and neutral country, so 
strict is the rule that the blockade must not extend to a neutral 
country that the blockade of the enemy port on the river must 
be conducted in a way to avoid interference with the neutral 
rights on the other side of stream. 

In the early part of 1908 Great Britain invited nine other 
great commercial nations to send delegates to a conference to be 
held at London, to meet with delegates representing Great 
Britain, the object of the conference being that the delegates 
should codify the rules of international law applicable to naval 
warfare. Wach of the ten nations furnished each of the others 
a memoranda giving its view of the law on the questions to be 
considered. 

The English memoranda stated that it presented the views of 
the British Government, founded upon the decisions in the 
British courts, as to the rules of international law on the points 
enumerated in the program of the Conference of London. The 
British memoranda will be found in “ Correspondence and Docu- 
ments Respecting the International Naval Conference, Papers of 
Command, Miscellaneous No. 4, 1909.” 

Hereafter, this memoranda will be cited simply as “ British 
memoranda.” $ 

5 page 5, British memoranda, is found tbe following state- 
ment: : 

A blockade must be confined to the ports and coasts of the enemy. 

+) 9, r he . ma of at any distance 


be disposed 
from the ports or coasts blockaded that the naval authorities think 
fit, nile gas they are not so placed as to obstruct access to a neutral 


In the Peterhoff case (5 Wallace, p. 52) the question was 
whether where a river separated an enemy country from 
a neutral country a blockade could be extended across the river 
to a port of the neutral country. After reviewing the cases on 
the subject the Supreme Court of the United States declared: 


We are not aware of any instance in which a belligerent has at- 
tempted to blockade the mouth of a river or harbor occupied on one 
side by neutrals, or in which such a blockade has been recognized as 
valid by any court administering the laws of nations, * * + It 
is unnecessary to examine other cases referred to by counsel. It is 
sufficient to say that none of them rt the d that a bellig- 
erent can bl de the mouth of a river occupied on one bank by 
neutrals with complete rights of navigation. 


NEUTRAL TRADE WITH BELLIGERENTS FREE EXCEPT WHERE STOPPED AS 
CONTRABAND OR BY. A LEGAL BLOCKADE. 

It has been thought by some, without examination of the 
rules of international law or the customs of nations, that Great 
Britain was excusable for interfering with neutral commerce 
because the goods were eventually to go to the Country of her ene- 
mies, or because the goods came from the country of her enemies. 

There is no custom or rule of international law to sustain 
such an excuse. Neutrals have the right to trade with bel- 
ligerents. Belligerents can only interfere with neutral trade 
on account of the character of the goods, or on account of 
a legally conducted blockade. The fact that goods not subject 
to seizure on account of their contraband nature, shipped to 
neutral ports, will ultimately reach the enemy of a belligerent 
gives no right of interference by the belligerent with those goods. 

The following authorities and decisions sustain both the 
view that a neutral port can not be blockaded, and that through 
a neutral port neutrals have the right to ship to a belligerent 
country, and even to a blockaded port in a belligerent country. 

In Hall’s International Law, pages 693-695, it is stated: 

At sea the rights of neutrals being — to those of belligerents 
bd 9 the neutral has prima facie a right of access to the enemy 
coun -< 

In Godfrey Lushington, Oxford, Manual of Naval Prize Law, 
page 37, it is stated : 


If the destination (referring to the port of destination of a vessel) be 
neutral, then the destination of the goods on board should be considered 


tral, notwithstanding it from or otherwise that 
the Saon gt ela wee pat an ulter ag hoata 2 to be attained 
by transshipment over land conveyance. 

In Westlake International Law, second edition, Cambridge, 
volume 2, page 238, it is stated: 


Where the mouth of a river divides a belligerent from a neutral State, 
the enemy of the former does not lose his right of blockade of the shore 
belonging to it, but not interfere with the trade of the other 
shore. e A blockade can not affect the commerce which the 
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blockaded port carries on through a neutral port with which it has 
inland communication. 


The Ocean (3 C. Rob., 297): In this case goods were shipped 
from Amsterdam, an enemy blockaded port, to Rotterdam; Rot- 
terdam was not subject to blockade. The goods were for export 
from Rotterdam to the United States. Sir William Scott, deliv- 
ering the judgment, said: 

Tam inclined to consider this matter fp dae ag oe as — exportation from 
Rotterdam only the place in which the cargo beco rst connected 
ne the ship. In what course it had traveled before t that time, whether 

from terdam. at all, and if from Amsterdam whether by land 
carriers or one of their inland nav igations, Rotterdam being thi the port of 
actual shipment, I do not think it material to inquire. On 
the land side Amsterdam neither was nor could be p jas blockade 
of naval forces. It could be applied oy, externally. The internal 
communications of the country were out of its — a and in no way sub- 
ject to its operation. If the exportation of goods from Rotte: was 
at this time permitted it could in no degree be vitiated by a. previous 
inland transmission of them from the city of Amsterdam. 

The Stert (4 C. Rob., 65) : The British Courts of Admiralty in 
this case ruled that a blockade did not affect the trade carried 
on with neutrals by means of inland navigation. It was,“ Sir 
William Scott said, “a mere maritime blockade effected by 
force operating only at sea.” He admitted that such trade 
would defeat, partially at least, the object of the blockade, but 
observed : 

If that is the consequence, all that can be said is that it is an 
una voldable consequence. he court can not on that ground take 
upon itself to say that a legal blockade exists where no actual block- 

e can be applied. 

The John Pieter, 4 C. Rob. 79, was a shipment from England 
to Emden. The goods were shipped with a final destination 
to Holland which was under blockade. There was a question 
as to who really owned the goods; an American claimed them, 


and America was a neutral country. Sir William: Scott, de- 


livering the judgment, er 
858 property, am not inclined 
b; blockade on the 8 voya; 2 
is — the nature of things a see 
fa — a blockade by sea, and if the goods were going to en 
with an ulterior destination by land to Amsterdam, or — an interior 
canal to destination it is not according to my conception a breach of 
the blockade. 

The British memoranda before referred to, page 8, states: 


Where the ship: does not intend to proceed to the blockaded 
the fact, that goods on board are to be sent on by sea or 
transportatior is no Facute tor condemnation: 

Lord Russell, representing the British Government during 
the Civil War, referring to the trade to Matamoras, and from 
Matamoras into the Confederate States, said: 

To pretend that some goods carried to Matamoras may afterward 
be transported’ across the frontier to Texas does not vitiate the legiti 
mate character of that trade. 

The French Government in the French memoranda fur- 
nished in connection with’ the: conference at London, used the 
following language: 

ae bound for a blockaded port may be Soca only when 
aoe Rag there kaded the blockaded spot. Until then their being bound 
translation. 


port or for a n ring. port with goods for a 
bioekad ed does not constitute a breach of neu 7. (P. 30 

In Lushington's Naval Prize Law, pages 16 and 17, it is 
stated: 


t. 
and 


It is true that a breach of blockade is not committed by a ves-- 
s 


takes on board 


carries goods to an o 
w blockaded one; but 
crossed by the goods. 
broken, 

The Supreme Court of the United States in the Peterhoff 
case, reviewed the English decisions im connection with the 
question. of ulterior destination to the Confederate States by 
inland conveyances of goods shipped to Matamoras, a neutral 
port, and the court stated 

Upon this question the authorities seem, quite clear. 

Calling attention to the facts and decisions in a number of 
eases in which it was held that the goods of neutrals could 
not be seized; the Chief Justice delivering the opinion of the 
court, said: 

8 were cases of trade from a blockaded to a neutral country 

3 of inland navigation to the neutral port or a port not 
ockaded. The same principle was. applied to trade from a neutral 
5 a blockaded country by nd conveyance from the neutral port 


of 3 destination to the blockaded port of ulterior deutinntion: 
Goods belonging, . — 1 were held not liable to seiz- 


th 
In other words, the blockade has not been 


ure. * gnize the lawfulness of neutral 
trade to or Eo a Piockaded ce count y by inland na tion or trans- 
rtation, © +% the of int onal law lead 
istibly to the hw sconclusion. Wwe know of but two. exceptions. 

to the of free neutrals e first is 


wi e 
that there must be no viola: om of blockade or siege; and the second, 
that there, — 2 — be Pe: 5 of contraband to either —.— 

neu no 


The with, 
contraband is absolutely free unless interrupted by blockade, 


DECLARATION OF LONDON. 


The highest authority upon the law of naval warfare is found * ` 


in the Declaration of the International Naval Conference, held 
in London during the winter of 1908-9, commonly called the 
Declaration of London.” 

The Governments: of Great Britain, Austria-Hungary, France, 
Germany, Italy, Japan, Russia, Spain, the United States of 
America, and Holland were represented at this conference. The 
conference was held as the result of a letter sent by the British 
Government through Sir Edward Grey to the representatives 
of Great Britain in each one of these countries, tendering an 
invitation to them to hold the conference. The conference was 
invited to consider the rules of naval warfare, “including the 
circumstances. under which particular articles: can be considered 
as contraband; * * * blockade, including the questions as 
to. the locality where seizure can be effected; * * the 
doctrine of continuous yoyage in respect both of EPEN and 
of blockade.” The letter stated that the conference was to be 
held “with the object of arriving at an agreement as to what 
are the generally recognized principles of international law” 
upon the subjects. to be considered. 

TO EXPRESS. GENERALLY RECOGNIZED RULES OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


In an official letter of November 1, 1908, Sir Edward Grey 
describes the work of the proposed conference as follows: 

The proposed declaration should, in. the opinion, of, His 0 
Government, place on that those wers recogn 
that there exists in fact a common law of nations “of which it is the 
purport of the declaration in common interest to set out the principles, 
that in thus defining the generally recognised rules of international law 
the conference will put an end to many uncertainties and doubts which 
are a danger both to peaceful commerce and to good political relations. 

Other quotations: from the correspondence equally important 
could be made, but these are sufficient to establish the fact that 
Great Britain regarded the conference as authorized to make a 
declaration which would amount in fact to the common law of 
nations upon the subject of naval warfare, and that the agree- 
ment of the delegates upon the questions submitted for their 
consideration. was. to become an official declaration: of the inter- 
national law upon. the subjects: considered. 

Great Britain designated Lord Desart to be His Majesty's 
plenipotentiary: His commission. gave him full power “ to- 
sign. an international agreement which may result from the de- 
liberations of the conference.“ With Lord Desart were asso- 
ciated, representing Great Britain, Rear Admiral Sir Charles 
Otley, secretary of the imperial defense; Rear Admiral Slade, 
director of naval intelligence, and Messrs. Crow and Hearst, 
counsel of His Majesty’s Foreign Office. 

At the head of the French delegates was Monsieur Louis 
Renault, professor of law at. Paris, legal adviser to the Minister- 
of Foreign Affairs, principal of the University of France, and 
member of the Permanent: Court. of Arbitration. 

The nine other nations designated their ablest students of in- 
ternational law to represent them at this conference. The con- 
ference extended from early in December until late in Febru- 
ary. At the suggestion of the British Government, each of the 
countries furnished in advance to each of the other countries a 
memoranda of its views as to the rules of international law 
upon the points to be considered by the conference. 

The conference, comprised of about 40 members, reached a 
unanimous agreement and embodied it in 64 articles, which 
mey 3 with the following 2 

gnatory powers are A that the rules contained. in the 
following co ters correspon: substance with, the generally recog- 
nized principles, of 8 law. 

If the agreement of the conference, called the Declaration of 
London, had been ratified by the respective nations, it would, 
have become binding upon all of them as a treaty agreement. 
Unratified it furnishes the world authority upon the rules of 
international law, considered by the conference far higher 
than that to be found elsewhere. 

What matters it whether, by treaty agreement, some country 
said: “ We will agree to obey the law”? Here was the solemn 
decision of the chosen men of 10 great nations that these articles 
embodied the law. A treaty agreement with reference to it 
would have been simply an agreement between two or more 
nations that they would abide the law. Where will you find 
what are the correct rules of international law on these sub- 
jects if you do not find them in this declaration? 

Admiral Charles H. Stockton, the leading representative- of 
the United States in the conference, in his work on Outlines 
of International Law, page 58, referring to the Declaration of 
London, declares: 


6 ‘author! ratified or not by the si tory and other powers, 
— 5 — es weight ane to the. unanimous 3 of —— 
oceania the great maritime powers an eclaration 
that it represents a actual principles of 5 law upon the 
‘subjects dealt wii 
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In a letter of March 30 to the British Government the repre- 

» sentatives of Great Britain in this conference reported, with 

reference to the effect of the rules upon which they agreed, as 
follows: 

These rules do amount practically to a statement of what is the 
essence of the law of nations properly 8 to the questions at 
issue under present conditions of maritime commerce and w: . 
We believe we have clearly vindicated this principle by securing the 
insertion at the head of the declaration of the preliminary provision 
which dominates the whole series of articles. This provision declared 
that in the opinion of the signatory powers the rules contained in the 
declaration correspond in substance with the generally recognized prin- 
ciples of international law. 

I think it unfortunate that the Declaration of London was 
not presented to the belligerent nations, and forcefully held be- 
fore them, not as binding by treaty but as the law, backed by an 
authority far greater than a mere treaty would make it as 
being the law. I dwell upon the Declaration of London, and its 
weight, as authority, because at a later day I shall desire to dis- 
cuss some questions, using the Declaration of London, to which 
I do not expect to refer at this time. I wish to present it to the 
thought of Senators. I wish to answer the trivial, light mode 
in which certain newspapers have sought to sweep it away, be- 
cause it was not ratified through, a treaty agreement. 

The Declaration of London was approved by the British House 
of Commons during the summer of 1911. 

In a debate upon the floor of the House of Commons Mr. 
McKinnon Wood, a member of the Government and representing 
the Government in the debate, declared that the Declaration of 
London contained the English view of the law of blockade “ en 
bloc.” No one questioned the correctness of his statement. 

The opposition to approving the Declaration of London in the 
House of Commons was principally because foodstuffs had not 
been placed on the free list. Mr. McKinnon Wood, representing 
the Government, replied, in substance, “ We tried to put food- 
stuffs upon the free list, but we could not do it. But,” said he, 
“we have placed cotton on the free list.” 

Sir Arthur Balfour replied, in substance, “ To be sure, but you 
have accomplished nothing. Through all time this commodity, 
so essential for the peaceful purposes of the peoples of the world, 
has been on the free list.” “But,” he said, again, “you claim 
that Russia in 1904, during the Japanese War, put it on her con- 
traband list.” “ Yes; and we promptly protested the legality of 
Russia's conduct, and Russia yielded.” And the one exception 
abandoned, Mr. Balfour said, emphasized the true rule that the 
custom of nations has put cotton on the free list,“ and you have 
done nothing for commerce by putting it there in the Declara- 
tion of London.” 

Now let us turn to the Declaration of London and see what 
the representatives of the 10 great naval powers determined was 
the true rule of international law applicable to blockade, em- 
bodying, as it did, the English view of the law “en bloc.” The 
declaration reads: 

Article 1. A blockade must not extend beyond the ports and coasts 
belonging to or occupied by the enemy. 

* * * ` » * . 

Article 18. The blockading forces must not bar access to neutral 
ports or coasts. 

M. Renault prepared the explanation which accompanied the 
articles. In explaining article 18 he used the following lan- 
guage: 

This rule has been thought necessary the better to protect the com- 
mercial interests of neutral countries. It completes article 1, according 


to which a blockade must not extend beyond the ports and coasts of 
the enemy, which implies that as it is an operation of war, it must not 


be directed against a neutral port, in spite of the importance to a bel- 
ueerent of e part played by that neutral port in supplying its 
adversary. 


The Declaration of London further provides: 

Article 5. A blockade must be applied impartially to the ships of ali 
nations. 

The British memoranda of the law, paragraph 4, under the 
head of blockade, provides: 

A blockade must be impartially enforced against the ships of all 
nations. 

Great Britain simply seizes the vessels carrying cargoes 
owned by citizens of neutral countries, whether coming out of 
or going into the ports of the countries of northern Europe. 
That this blockade of neutral ports is illegal can not, and will 
not, be seriously questioned. 

It has been and is a deliberate disregard of the rights of 
neutrals by Great Britain. There can be no pretense that 
this interference with neutral trade is sustained by the customs 
of nations. Indeed, there is no such pretense. It is a bold, 
reckless disregard of that freedom of the sea which is the right 
of neutrals by the customs of nations and rules of international 
law. 
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Yet, for more than eight months this disregard of the 
sovereign rights of all neutral countries has been permitted to 
continue to the serious injury of the commerce of their citizens. 

A feeble effort has been made to excuse the course of Great 
Britain, not upon the ground that it is legal but upon the 
ground that the Government of the United States during tho 
Civil War illegally and improperly acted in the same way. 

Men even in the United States have sought to excuse Great 
Britain by stating that the United States, during the Civil War, 
blockaded neutral ports and furnished a precedent for what 
Great Britain is now doing. I do not know any law by which 
we can punish the men who circulate such injurious slanders 
against their Government. They at least ought to have our 
intense contempt. 

The United States never blockaded a neutral port during the 
Civil War. That statement is as false as the statement that 
the United States declared cotton contraband during the Civil 
War. The last statement is stupidly false. 

What is a contraband order? It is an order to prevent un- 
neutral goods from going into an enemy country, where they 
will be used for purposes of war. Who would accuse Mr. Lin- 
coln of being so foolish as to wish to keep cotton from going 
into the Southern States? That is where it was raised. There 
never was such an order; and to rest their case upon it is 
another piece of ignorance, or worse. 

CIVIL WAR PRECEDENTS CONDEMN GREAT BRITAIN, 


An examination of the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States destroys this excuse and condemns Great 
Britain. 

The cases used to sustain the contention are the Springbok 
and the Bermuda. In these cases the Supreme Court of the 
United States laid down the rule that where merchandise was 
shipped from neutral ports, in vessels with a nominal destina- 
tion of Nassau but really intended to run the blockade of ports 
of the Southern States, or where the merchandise sailed upon ves- 
sels destined for Nassau but the shippers had arranged from 
the first to send the merchandise in other vessels to southern 
ports, running the blockade, the purpose of running the block- 
ade attached to the goods through their entire journey, and 
rendered them subject to seizure. 

It will be observed that in these cases the right of seizure 
was based, not upon a blockade of a neutral port but upon 
the fact that the shippers had arranged a continuous voyage for 
the goods by sea into a blockaded port, and the seizures were 
solely justified upon the ground that the goods were being 
carried by a continuous voyage into a blockaded port. 

Nassau was not blockaded by the United States, but mer- 
chandise, the owners of which started it with the purpose of 
not stopping at Nassau but of continuing shipment by water into 
and through the blockaded ports of the Southern States, was 
seized upon the ground that the goods were really running the 
blockade into blockaded ports of the Southern States, 

In the Bermuda case the court said: 

We agree to this. Neutrals might convey in neutral ships from one 
neutral port to another any goods whether contraband of war or not if 
intended for actual delivery at the port of destination and to become 
part of the common stock of the country or of the port, 

The cargo of this vessel consisted almost exclusively of goods 
belonging to Frazier Trenholm & Co., at Liverpool, a branch of 
the house of John Frazier & Co., at Charleston, and the fiscal 
agents of the Confederacy in Great Britain, in which capacity 
they were largely engaged in fitting out cruisers and blockade 
runners. It consisted in part of— 
lawns with figures of a youth bearing onward the Confederate flag, mili- 
tary decorations. epaulettes, stars for the shoulder straps of officers of 
rank, many military articles with designs sree riate for use in the 
Confederate States, case of cutlery stamped with the name of merchants 
in Confederate cities, several cases of double-barreled s stam as 
manufactured for a dealer at Charleston, a large amo of munitions of 
war, five finished Blakely cannon in cases, with carriages, six cannou 
without cases, a thousand shells, several hundred barrels of gunpowder, 
72,000 cartridges, 2,500,000 percussion caps, 21 cases of swords, and in 
addition a large quantity of army blankets and other materials. 

There were residents of Charleston on board listed as common 
sailors under disguised names. Of the ship’s real company, the 
master, the first mate, the clerk, and three seamen were citizens 
of South Carolina. The second mate, carpenter, and cook be- 
longed to other Confederate States. 

The ostensible owner of the ship was a British subject, but the 
day after her registration he executed a power of attorney to 
two citizens of Charleston, S. C., to sell the ship for any sum 
they might deem sufficient. 

At the time of the capture and after the vessel was boarded the 
captain’s brother, by his order, threw overboard two small boxes 
and a package which he swore he understood contained postage 
stamps and a bag which he understood contained letters and 
which he was instructed to destroy in case of capture. 


1915. 
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It was held that the nominal ownership of the Bermuda was a 
pretense and that the vessel was rightly condemned as enemy 
property. It was further held among other things that the con- 
signment of the whole cargo “to order or assigns”. meant, in 
fact, to the order of John Frazier & Co., of Charleston. 

In the case of the Springbok it was found by the court that— 
upon the whole case we can not doubt that the cargo was originally 

pon i with . to violate the blockade; that the owners of the 

ed that it should be an athe at —— some 
. — more likel 2 succeed in reachin rt than 
the Springbok, t the voyage from 
was, as to cargo, both in law and in the intent of the he blockaded port 

Both these cases were severely criticized by English law 
writers at the time. These cases were each based, however, 
upon the theory that fhe voyage was illegal because it was con- 
ducted for the purpose of entering a port in disregard of a 
blockade. They in no sense excuse the effort of Great Britain 
to blockade the neutral ports of northern Europe. 

On the contrary the Supreme Court of the United States in the 
Peterhoff case considered the rights of ships and cargoes really 
destined to neutral ports. The Peterhoff sailed from England 
to Matamoras, Mexico. Chiefs Justice Chase delivered the 
opinion of the court. The Supreme Court held: 

First. That the mouth of the Rio Grande was not included in the 
blockade of the ports of the rebel States, and neutral commerce with 

except in contraband, is apne free. 


geutral trade to and from a blockaded country by inland 
navigation or m is free. 


After reviewing a number of English cases the court says: 


These cases fully eee the lawfulness of neutral trade to or 
Sie hr Sep toma by inland navigation or transportation. 
the doctrines of international law d irre 

sistibty to the same foncluston e © * The doctrine of the Bermuda 


supposed * counsel to have an Important application to that 
bate us, has, i „ no application at all. e Bermuda and 
cargo were — 9 — because in a vo; ostensib] 
for a neu in ty either y, or by stitution of 


for Nassau, could not reach 
its arenar destination the blockade of the rebel 
8 in the ease before us the cargo, ed primarily for Mata- 
could reach an ulterior destination in Texas without violating 
83 at all. 
e must say, therefore, that trade between London and rm 
even with intent to from Matamoras goods te Texas, violat 
no blockade and can not be declared unlawful. “Such trade,” said the 
Court, “with unrestricted inland commerce between sum cert, ana and 


the value of the blockade of an enemy's’ coast Put im cases suck 


the value of the 
as that now in the lic laws of nations, 
e particular advantage 


— 4 we administer 
and are not at li to inquire what is fer 
or disadvantage of our nation or another country.” 

So, Mr. President, we make an overwhelming case—an irre- 
sistible case—against Great Britain for passing and enforcing 
these orders of March 1 and March 11. Great Britain has sup- 
pressed the trade of neutrals through neutral ports, assuming 
the right to control the trade in free goods with her enemies. 
A great loss has been brought upon citizens of the United 
States in consequence of this action. Are we simply to submit? 
Are we to continue to accord te Great Britain her neutral priv- 
ileges while she tramples upon the neutral rights of citizens of 
the United States? 

I will not at this time discuss in detail the illegal efforts 
ef Great Britain to change the recognized status of goods based 
upon their character. While the blockade by Great Britain of 
the neutral ports of northern Europe continues, orders affecting 
the character of goods are immaterial, as all neutral goods 
are prevented from entering the neutral ports; discriminations 
as to the nature of the goods do not affect them. 

It is, however, true that the British Government, through Sir 
Edward Grey, advised the British delegates to the London con- 
ference, referring to additions by belligerents to the list of ab- 
solute contraband, as follows: 

It jon aroi to be generally agreed that no such additions ought in 

ees 5 to be admissible except In cases of articles which can not be 
utilized 5 other than warlike purposes. 

The declaration of London, following this view of the English 
Government, declares: 

Article 23. Articles exclusively used for war may be added to the list 
of absolute contraband. 

In the Peterhojf case the Supreme Court of the United States 
held: 

It is true that even these goods (referr 


to absolute contraband), 


if really intended for sale in the market of tamoras, would be free 
of lig for contraband may be transported Fh neutrals to a neu- 
tral port 7. ]è² of Lie ATASA sees k in trade. 


In the Peterhoff case the Supreme Court held that absolute 
and conditional contraband passing through a neutral port if 
shown to be for the army of an enemy could be held. Criticizing 
this opinion the Maritime Prize Commission of the Institute of 


International Law, composed of members of the various nation- 
alities, and including W. E. Hall, of Oxford, Sir Travers Twist, 
an English writer upon international law, and M. Renault, 
professor of international law at the University of Paris, de- 
clared the cases to be— 

stsversive of the established rule 3 the law of maritime warfare, ac- 
cording to which neutral aha yah a — —5 under Pi — — 
flag, Ist on its way to an a tesies t Hable t 

or confiscation by a belligerent. wpa —.— vou T, pp- 7315 ay 

Differences of opinion with reference to the treatment of con- 
traband were solved by the London conference, which deter- 
mined that the correct view of the rules of international law 
made absolute contraband passing through a neutral port sub- 
ject to seizure where shown to be destined from the first to an 
enemy country, but as to conditional contraband the declaration 
declared, article 35: 

Conditional contraband is li 
2... Ree 

y 9 =: E t not to be 

So that under the authorities, with the blockade raised in these 
neutral ports, the status of neutral trade would be about this: 

A belligerent can not add to a list of absolute contraband any 
goods which can be used for other than warlike purposes. 

Goods, properly upon a list of absolute pt kein can be 
seized though belonging to neutral citizens and sailing to neutral 
ports, if shown to be intended for an enemy country. 

Conditional contraband sailing to neutral ports, belonging to 
neutral citizens, can not be seized by a belligerent. 

Goods neither absolute nor conditional contraband can pass 
entirely free from interference. 

Goods sailing to a nentral country, there to enter the general 
steck in trade, and really for sale in the markets of the country, 
would be free of liability to seizure. 

I have presented so fully the rules of international law, appli- 
cable to the rights of neutrals, because it should be known that 
Members of Congress appreciate how recklessly the rights of 
citizens of this country are being disregarded. 

For a hundred years the relations between the United States 
and Great Britain have been growing closer and closer. A most 
cordial regard has united the people of both countries. But we 
are not a dependency of Great Britain. 

Germany has always been a friend of the United States, and 
many of our best citizens love their Fatherland only second to 
their love and loyalty for our own country. 

We deplore the terrible war; but the United States owes it to 
her citizens and to her foreign friends to maintain a real 
neutrality. 

Neutrals must maintain their neutral rights to maintain neu- 
trality. Great Britain may desire to crush an enemy nation 
through the suppression of trade, “ but she can have no right of 
doing it at our loss, or of making us the instrument of it.” 

The United States, with other neutral nations, should demand 
from Great Britain that disregard of their rights cease. It may 
be neeessary for the United States and other neutrals to let 
Great Britain understand that no “ word or act” will be omitted 
to enforce their rights. 

We may hope Great Britain will comply, not alone because she 
must retain friendly relations with neutral nations to supply 
her own population with the necessaries of life, but because the 
people of that great nation, and those there in authority, must 
desire to obey the rules of international law they have contrib- 
uted so much to establish and to which they are so thoroughly 
committed. 

At the close of the last protest against the British orders of 
March 1 and 11, the Executive department, speaking through the 
Secretary of State, used the following language: 


The task of championing the integrity of neutral rights, which have 
888 the — — of th 


devote. — E always chat ODA 

277 OF tee cor of hee A te eae Te the eolationt atte, 
the warring nations. 

So far the protests of the Executive department against the 
lawless conduct of Great Britain have been answered by in- 
creased lawlessness. Step by step the righis of the citizens of 
neutral nations to buy and sell merchandise in foreign markets 
have been suppressed. 

It is for Congress to determine what value it will be to the 
integrity of neutral rights for the United States to have become 
unhesitatingly their champion. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have no intention at this 
moment of discussing any of the many points raised by the 
Senator from Georgia in his very elaborate and able argument, 
but I desire to offer an amendment to his resolution extending 
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the scope of the inquiry and investigation if it Is to be ordered 
by the Senate and made by the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

I think, Mr. President, that neutral rights possessed by us 
should be insisted upon and investigated in every place where 
it can be proved that théy have been violated, but I think also 
that we are equally bound to fulfill our neutral duties rigidly 
and strictly, although I have observed in some quarters that 
our sense of our rights is a little more vivid than our sense of 
our duty. 

I wish to extend the scope of the resolution by my amendment, 
because if we are to take up this question of the violation of 
our rights, I want to put it not on the lowest ground alone, but 
on the highest ground as well. I think it is of great importance 
that we should vindicate our rights as a neutral in trade if 
those rights have been violated, but I think it is far more im- 
portant that we should extend protection and assure security to 
American citizens wherever they rightfully are, for I do not 
believe that any government can long retain the respect of its 
own people if it does not give them the protection to which 
they are entitled. 

I think Americans should be protected in their lives and in 
their liberty everywhere. I do not think they ought to be 
murdered in detail and obscurely in Mexico or openly and 
wholesale on the high seas. 

Although I am as anxious as anyone can be to care for our 
rights in trade if they are violated, to me American lives are 
more important than American dollars. The body of an in- 
nocent child floating dead on the water, the victim of the de- 
struction of an unarmed vessel, is to me a more poignant and 
a more tragic spectacle than an unsold bale of cotton. 

If this investigation is to go on, and especially if Congress is 
to take action, I want it to take in all the violations of our 
rights that may have occurred. The most important is the vio- 
lation which has affected American lives or the security of an 
American citizen—man, woman or child—and the next most 
important are those pointed out by the President of the United 
States in his message the other day, when he referred to the 
destruction of property, accompanied by destruction of life, in 
the United States, and stated that conspiracies in alien interests 
are going on within our own borders. 

I think if we are to investigate and inquire with a view to 
action such deeds as these should not be omitted. I am not 
willing to get into a passion over an infringement of our trade 
and then allow American citizens to lose their lives and pass it 
by in frigid silence. 

I do not wish to see this country when it looks into the book 
of time close the pages on which are written the outrages that 
have been committed against American citizens in Mexico and 
on the high seas and be blind to what is written there and fix 
its whole attention on the pages where is reckoned up the profit 
and loss account in dollars. I think the United States stands 
for something higher in the world than mere trade and mere 
dollars. I do not want to see our citizens wronged in their 
property, but I think we should also stand, and above all, for 
morality and humanity in the dealings of nations with each 
other. 

These are the reasons, Mr. President, why I desire to have 
the scope of this inquiry enlarged. I shall be very glad if the 
Senator will allow the resolution to go over so that my amend- 
ment may be printed and that the Senate before it votes may 
have an opportunity to read it. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state 
the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to have it read so that the Senate 
may see it in print. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add to the resolution: 

Resolved further, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be also 
requested to investigate and report upon the law and the facts involved 
in the attacks upon or the destruction by belligerents of the following 
vessels: The Gulflight, Falaba, Lusitania, Arabic, Ancona, Hesperian, 
and Petrolite. And also to investigate and report upon the law an 
the facts involved in the incidents referred to the President of the 
United States in his annual message, when h d, referring to certain 
persons: They have formed plots to destroy noperty ; they have en- 
tered into conspiracies against the neutrality of the vernment; they 
have sought to pry into every confidential transaction of the Govern- 
ment in order to serve interests allen to our own.” 

Mr. STONE rose. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President 

Mr. WORKS, Will the Senator from Georgia yield to me for 
just a moment? 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I yield. 

Mr. WORKS. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts whether he understands the amendment he has now 
offered to call for an investigation of our own part in the ship- 


ment of goods contraband of war on the vessels that are named 
and which were destroyed, resulting in the loss of life? 

Mr. LODGE, I think the facts which I have asked for will 
cover all those points. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, I was not surprised 
either at the amendment or the speech of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. For months past there has been a class of people 
in the United States, some of them good people, who whenever 
you suggested the disregard of the commercial rights of citizens 
of this country by Great Britain have been able to divert atten- 
tion from the consideration of that question by holding up the 
Lusitania and the horrors of certain losses of life. They have 
also frequently suggested that those who would enforce our com- 
mercial rights against Great Britain were simply considering 
sordid dollars. Yet, Mr. President, I have thought that some 
of those whole-hearted pleas came from a class of people who are 
interested in munition plants and who were furnishing muni- 
tions of war and who were perhaps just a little influenced by 
the dollars that they were themselves making, careless entirely 
of the deaths they were causing. I have found the most vigor- 
ous protest against any criticism of Great Britain and the ex- 
pression that it is mercenar;“ to question the misconduct of 
Great Britain came usually from those patriots who, to say the 
least, have not recently lost anything by the manufacture of 
munitions of war. 

Mr. President, no one can feel more than I do the loss of an 
American life, whether in Mexico or whether upon the sea. 
Still I have sometimes thought that the course pursued by the 
British Government in the Japanese-Russian War, when it 
warned its citizens to keep off of belligerent vessels, would have 
been wise. But without such a course on the part of our Govern- 
ment, unquestionably the Government should protect the lives of 
its citizens at all times where their rights are invaded. 

I have no objection to any investigations that the Senator de- 
sires to have made, but I do protest that this constant effort to 
prevent the consideration of the illegal course of Great Britain 
is hardly fair, and that it is hardly right to load it down with 
a sentimentalism which appeals to every man with a drop of 
blood in his veins. It has been that feature which has been 
used so frequently in the press—I do not mean by the Senator 
from Massachusetts—to divert attention from the lawlessness 
of Great Britain. 

If the Senator insists on his amendment, I do not object. I 
had intended to suggest that the resolution itself, without action 
by the Senate, go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly satisfactory. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have always felt, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts knows, that no affirmative action of any 
kind should be taken by the Senate on any question involving 
our foreign relations until the Foreign Relations Committee con- 
siders it, and I intended to suggest that the resolution I offered 
go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. A 

Mr. LODGE. That is perfectly satisfactory; and my amend- 
ment can be referred in the same way. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I have not the slightest objection. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rose a moment ago to ask if 
the Senator from Georgia would be satisfied to have his resolu- 
tion take the course which he has indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts will be printed, and the resolution and 
amendment will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions unless there is objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President 

Mr. STONE. I rose to move an executive session. 

Mr. WALSH. I would be very glad if the Senator would 
yield to me for a few moments. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to say that there are a large number 
of nominations here, mostly, I believe, Army and Navy nomi- 
nations, but a good many of a civil character, including that of 
the Secretary of State, and there is other important business 
which ought to be referred. I should like very much to have a 
short executive session that the references may be made. If 
the Senator from Montana desires to proceed, of course I shall 
not urge the motion now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
withdraws the motion for an executive session. The Senator 
from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH. I assure the. Senator from Missouri that I 
shall take but a few minutes upon the matter which is before 
the Senate, but I want to say a word, however, pertinent to 
the general subject of discussion. I may preface by saying that 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Saaru] is entitled to the thanks 
of the country for the lucid exposition which he has made of 
the nature of the British orders in council of March 1 and 
March 11. There are many lawyers in this body of unusual 
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attainments in their profession. I apprehend there is no Sena- 
tor here who until now ever heard or read of a blockade of 
neutral ports. Contraband entering a port of Holland may be 
seized upon the ground that it is going to an enemy country, 
but the seizure of goods coming ¿at of Holland and destined to 
our shores is a crime, the character of which it might be wise 
not to attempt to expatiate upon. 

You will recall that shortly after the war broke out ship- 
ments of copper from this country to the neutral nations of Eu- 
rope were indiscriminately seized and held for an indefinite 
period without any attempt to bring the matter to the determi- 
nation of a prize court in order to ascertain the truth of the 
charge that they had in fact an enemy destination. In many, 
if not in most, of those cases the captors did not even deign to 
make an explanation of the cause of the detention. The sei- 
zures of copper have entirely ceased, as you may have observed. 
Why? Because shippers of copper in this country have been 
harassed into signing an undertaking under which they ship to 
such places and to such persons and in such quantities as the 
British Admiralty, being fully advised beforehand, graciously 
sees fit to permit. There is not a pound of copper leaves our 
shores except under such a humiliating agreement. 

For the information of the Senate I send the form of the 
obligation to the desk and ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, 
the Secretary will read as requested. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


COPPER AGREEMENT BETWEEN UNITED STATES EXPORTERS AND BRITISH 
ADMIRALTY—-COPPER FROM UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO NEUTRAL 
COUNTRIES. 


Whilst His Majesty's Government are at ees, so far as they are 
able, preyenting any copper from reaching their enemies, they have no 
desire to interfere in any way with the sales of the United States copper 
producers to purchasers in neutral countries which are willing to guar- 
antee that the copper which they import is for the consumption of those 
neutral countries. 

If the United States 1 would be willing to cooperate, His 
Majesty's Government will not interfere with their copper shipments to 
those neutral countries which have placed 
list and whose prohibitions of export are found to be effective. 

Whilst His Majesty’s Government can not abandon in any way their 
right to search vessels, they will be quite willing to allow to proceed 
to its destination all copper which is to be sold only to named con- 
sumers, and not to merchants, dealers, or forward agents, in such 
neutral countries as have 4 cop) and articles manufactured 
mainly of copper on their list of prohibitive exports, provided that a 
copy of the contract of sale is sent to the director of the trade division of 
the admiralty, and it shall contain a clause to the effect that neither 
the copper itself nor any of its products shall be exported. Such 
copper, upon arriving at its destination, shall be put into a warehouse, 
so that it can not afterwards be declared in transit. The bill of lading 
must show clearly the name of the actual consumer, or of a recognized 
London merchant, or the name of a banker who shall be approved by 
His Majesty's Government. 

It is agreed that the undersigned will not export copper to Sweden, 
Norway, nmark, or arg . in compliance with and subject to 
the conditions of article 3 hereof, and that it (the undersigned com- 
pany) will not export copper to other neutral countries, except subject 
to permit of British Admiralty. 

shipments of copper to Great Britain or her allies may be made with- 
out restriction. 

All sale contracts for neutral countries to be forwarded to the British 
Admiralty, either through its London representatives or through His 
Britannic Majesty's consul at the port of New York. 

Shipments of copper against contracts entered into previous to the 
signing of this agreement and any existing f. o. b. contracts are exempt 
from its provisions. 

+ s ` * . . * 

We will be prepared to conform to the different provisions set forth 
in the above regulations of the admiralty as regards shipments of copper 
from the United States of America to neutral countries, and we assent 
to the terms of the letter of January 2, 1915, from Richard Webb, 
director of trade division, to Messrs. C. S. Henry & Co. (Ltd.), a copy 
of which letter, marked Exhibit A,” is attached hereto. (co.) 

0.) 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the price of copper at the 
present time is very high and the demand for the commodity is 
unusually great. There is no action that can be taken by any 
department of this Government which can improve the copper 
market, and there is no room for assuming that any action 
which will be taken can so operate. It would be altogether 
avaricious on the part of our people to ask that this subject be 
dealt with in the hope that their pecuniary profits might be 
enhanced. 

I am satisfied, however, Mr. President, that if this com- 
munieation is referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
it will feel it to be its duty to inquire into the conditions which 
coerced American shippers into a subjection of that character 
to a foreign power, and to inquire likewise how far the exacting 
of such an agreement is consistent with the relations that ought 
to obtain between this country and a power with which it 
happily remains at peace. 

I ask that the agreement be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 


copper on their prohibition 


LIII— 10 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, 
unless there is objection. The Chair hears none. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in 
executive business the doors were reopened and (at 4 o'clock 
and 3 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, De- 
cember 13, 1915, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 


Beccutive nominations received by the Senate December 
10, 1915. 


SECRETARY oF STATE. 


Robert Lansing, of New York, lately counselor for the De- 
partment of State, to be Secretary of State, vice William Jen- 
nings Bryan, resigned. (Recess appointment. ) 

COUNSELOR OF STATE. 


Frank Lyon Polk, of New York, N. Y., to be counselor for the 
Department of State, vice Robert Lansing, appointed Secretary 
of State. (Recess appointment.) 

MINISTER. 

Wiliam W. Russell, of the District of Columbia, formerly 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the Do- 
minican Republic, to be Minister, Dominican Republic, vice 
James M. Sullivan, resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

MINISTER AND CONSUL GENERAL. 

James L. Curtis, of New York, N. Y., to be minister and con- 
sul general, vice George W. Buckner, resigned. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES OR LEGATIONS. 
CLASS 1. 

John Van A. MacMurray, of the District of Columbia, lately 
secretary of embassy or legation of class 2. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

CLASS 2. 

James G. Bailey, of Kentucky, lately secretary of embassy or 
legation of class 3. (Recess appointment.) 

CLASS 3. x 

Elbridge Gerry Greene, of Massachusets, lately secretary of 
embassy or legation of class 4. (Recess appointment. ) 

Ralph W. Hills, of the District of Columbia, lately secretary 
of embassy or legation of class 4. (Recess appointment.) 

Stewart Johnson, of Illinois, lately secretary of embassy or 
legation of class 4. (Recess appointment. ) 

Alexander C, Kirk, of Illinois, lately secretary of embassy or 
legation of class 4. (Recess appointment, ) 

Glenn Stewart, of Pennsylvania, lately secretary of embassy 
or legation of class 4. (Recess appointment.) 

CLASS 4. 

Henry R. Carey, of Massachusetts, lately secretary of em- 
bassy or legation of class 5. (Recess appointment.) 

Frederic R. Dolbeare, of New York, lately secretary of em- 
bassy or legation of class 5. (Recess appointment.) 

John F. Martin, jr., of Jacksonville, Fla. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

John Latta Ryan, of Pennsylvania, lately secretary of em- 
bassy or legation of class 5. (Recess appointment.) 

Eugene C. Shoecraft, of Missouri, lately secretary of ein- 
bassy or legation of class 5. (Recess appointment.) 

CLASS 5. 


Oliver B. Harriman, of Romney, W. Va. 
ment.) 

Sumner Welles, of Islip, N. Y. (Recess appointment.) 

Francis White, of Baltimore, Md. (Recess appointment.) 

L. Lanier Winslow, of New York, N. Y. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 


CONSULS GENERAL. 
CLASS 5. 


E. Haldeman Dennison, of Ohio, lately a consul of class 5. 
(Recess appointment.) 

William H. Gale, of Virginia, lately a consul of class 5. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Francis B. Keene, of Wisconsin, lately a consul of class 6. 
(Recess appointment.) 
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CONSULS. 
CLASS 3. 
John Edward Jones, of the District of Columbia, lately a 


consul general of class 5. (Recess appointment.) 


CLASS 5. 
William F. Kelley, of Nebraska, lately assistant solicitor in 
the Department of State. (Recess appointment.) 
Chester W. Martin, of Michigan, lately a consul of class 7. 
(Recess appointment.) 
CLASS 6, 
Claude I. Dawson, of South Carolina, lately a consul of class 
7. (Recess appointment.) 
J. Paul Jameson, of Pennsylvania, lately a consul of class 8. 
(Recess appointment.) 
Samuel C. Reat, of Illinois, lately a consul of class 7. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 
Emil Sauer, of Texas, lately a consul of class 7. 
appointment.) 


(Recess 


CLASS 7. 

Wilbert L. Bonney, of Illinois, lately a consul of class 8. 
(Recess appointment.) 

John A. Gamon, of Illinois, lately a consul of class 8. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Willtam J. Grace, of New York, lately a consul of class 8. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Bertil M. Rasmusen, of Towa, lately a consul of class 8. 
(Recess appointment.) 

CLASS 8. 

Henry H. Balch, of Alabama, lately a consul of class 9. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Walter F. Boyle, of Georgia, lately a consul of class 9. 
(Recess appointment.) 

John K. Davis, of Ohio, lately interpreter and vice consul 
at Chefoo. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles Forman, of Louisiana, lately a consul of class 9. 
(Recess appointment.) 

William L. Jenkins, of Pennsylvania, lately a consul of class 
9. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert N. McNeely, of Monroe, N. C. 

CLASS 9. 

Harry Campbell, of Wichita, Kans., 
Singapore. (Recess appointment.) 

Edward A. Dow, of Omaha, Nebr. (Recess appointment.) 

David B. Macgowan, of Knoxville, Tenn. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

William A. Pierce, of Lexington, Miss. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry T. Wilcox, of Vineland, N. J., lately consular agent at 
Port Maria. (Recess appointment.) 

ASSISTANT TREASURERS OF THE UNITED STATEs. 


Johp Brooke Evans, of Pottstown, Pa., to be assistant treas- 
urer of the United States at Philadelphia, Pa., vice William H. 
Gibson, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert G. Hilton, of Rockville, Md., to be assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Baltimore, Md., vice Clarence C. Pusey, 
term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

Arthur Espy, of Cincinnati, Ohio, to be assistant treasurer 
of the United States at Cincinnati, Ohio, vice George Puchta, 
term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 

Walter W. Warwick, of Ohio, to be Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, vice George E. Downey, resigned. (Recess appointment.) 
ASSISTANT COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 

Charles M. Foree, of Kentucky, to be Assistant Comptroller 
of the Treasury, vice Walter W. Warwick, promoted. (Recess 
appointment.) 

ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 

James W. McCarter, of South Dakota, to be Assistant Regis- 
ter of the Treasury, vice John F. King, deceased. (Recess 
appointment. ) 


(Recess appointment.) 


lately vice consul at 


AUDITOR OF THE TREASURY. 

Samuel Patterson, of Nebraska, to be Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, vice William E. Andrews, resigned. (Recess appointment.) 
SreamMBoat-INspPection SERVICE. 

George W. Harney, of Virginia, to be supervising inspector, 
third district, vice John W. Oast, resigned, effective September 
21, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

COLLECTORS oF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


George L. Loomis, of Fremont, Nebr., to be collector of in- 
ternal revenue, to fill a vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 


Samuel Iredell, of Bridgeton, N. J., to be collector of internal 
revenue, first district, to fill a vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 


ASSAYER IN CHARGE AT BOISE CITY, IDAHO. 


Curtis F. Pike, of Boise City, to be assayer in charge at 
Boise City, Idaho, vice Joseph Pinkham, superseded. (Recess 
appointment.) 

CUSTOMS SERVICE. 


COLLECTORS. 


Robert E. Latimer, of Port Arthur, Tex., to be collector 
twenty-first district, vice Russell H. Dunn, resigned. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Roscoe M. Drumheller, of Walla Walla, Wash, to be collec- 
tor thirtieth district, vice Frederick C. Harper, whose term of 
office expired by limitation. (Recess appointment.) 

W. Burr Gongwer, of Cleveland, Ohio, to be collector forty- 
first district, vice Maurice Maschke, whose term of office ex- 
pired by limitation. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles W. McCune, of Omaha, Nebr., to be collector forty- 
sixth district, vice Cadet Taylor, whose term of office expired 
by limitation. (Recess appointment.) 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


William H. Clare, of Joliet, III., to be appraiser of merchan- 
dise, thirty-ninth district, vice Thomas O'Shaughnessy, resigned. 
(Recess appointment.) 


ASSISTANT APPRAISERS OF MERCHANDISE. 


Daniel E. Finn, of New York, N. Y., to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise, tenth district, vice Henry M. Clapp, resigned. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Nathaniel G. Schlamm, of New York, N. Y., to be assistant 
appraiser of merchandise, tenth district, vice Amos M. Knapp, 
resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

Punta HEALTH SERvice. 
ASSISTANT SURGEON GENERAL. 

Senior Surg. Henry Rose Carter, from March 4, 1915. (Re- 

cess appointment. ) 4 
SENIOR SURGEONS. 

Surg. James Clifford Perry, from March 4, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Surg. Claude Conor Pierce, from March 4, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Surg. Joseph H. White, from March 4, 1915, in place of 
Senior Surg. Henry R. Carter, promoted. (Recess appoint- 
3 

SURGEONS. 


Passed Asst. Surg. George L. Collins, from October 26, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Passed Asst. Surg. Harvey G. Ebert, from August 4, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Passed Asst. Surg. Herbert M. Manning, from August 1, 1915. 
(Recess appointment. ) 

Passed Asst. Surg. Norman Roberts, from August 4, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Passed Asst. Surg. Frederick C. Smith, from August 18, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 


PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 
Asst. Surg. George Parcher, from April 1, 1915. Connan ap- 
pointment. ) 


Asst. Surg. Louis Schwartz, from March 25, 1915, (Recess 
appointment. ) 
ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 
Dr. Thomas B. H. Anderson, from August 12, 1915. {Recess 
appointment.) 
Dr. William S. Bean, jr., from August 14, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


Dr. Richard Laurens De Saussure, from April 9, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 


Dr. Warren Franklin Fox, from April 9, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Dr. Gleason C. Lake, from August 16, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Dr. David Johnston Prather, from April 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Dr. Herbert A. Spencer, from August 27, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


Dr. Henry V. Wildman, jr., from August 17, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Dr. Louis Laval Williams, from April 8, 1915. 
pointment. ) 


(Recess ap- 
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Coast GUARD. 


CAPTAIN COMMANDANT, 


Ellsworth P. Bertholf, to rank from June 19, 1915. Reap- 
pointment. (Recess appointment.) 


SENIOR CAPTAIN. 


Capt. Horace B. West, from November 9, 1915, vice Capt. John 
F. Wild, retired, (Recess appointment.) 


CAPTAIN. 


First Lieut. Bernard Holt Camden, from August 1, 1915, vice 
Capt. William Edward Wyatt Hall, retired. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

First Lieut. Randolph Ridgely, jr., from June 16, 1915, vice 
Johnstone H. Quinan, retired. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Charles Satterlee, from September 1, 1915, vice 
Capt. Walker Waller Joynes, retired. (Recess appointment.) 


FIRST LIEUTENANTS, 


Second Lieut. Ralph Waldo Dempwolf, from December 17, 
1914, vice First Lieut. William Ambrose O'Malley, retired. (Re- 
sess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Le Roy Reinburg, from August 1, 1915, vice 
First Lieut. Bernard Holt Camden, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Second Lieut. Archibald Howard Scally, from September 1, 
1915, vice First Lieut. Charles Satterlee, promoted. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Roger Chew Weightman, from June 16, 1915, 
vice First Lieut. Randolph Ridgely, jr., promoted. (Recess 
appointment.) 

SECOND LIEUTENANT. 

Third Lieut. Stephen Safford Yeandle, from December 17, 
1914, vice Second Lieut. Ralph Waldo Dempwolf, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

CAPTAIN OF ENGINEERS. 

First Lieut. of Engineers Denis Francis Xavier Bowen, from 
October 11, 1915, vice Capt. Frederick E. Owen, retired. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

FIRST LIEUTENANTS OF ENGINEERS. 

Second Lieut. of Engineers George Warren David, from Au- 
gust 1, 1915, vice First Lieut. of Engineers William Lindsay 
Maxwell, retired. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. of Engineers Lucien Joseph Ker, from October 
11, 1915, vice First Lieut. of Engineers Denis Francis Xavier 
Bowen, promoted, 

SECOND LIEUTENANTS OF ENGINEERS. 

Third Lieut. of Engineers Milton Rockwood Daniels, from 
October 11, 1915, vice Second Lieut. of Engineers Lucien Joseph 
Ker, promoted. 

Third Lieut. of Engineers Benjamin Cribby Thorn, from 
August 1, 1915, vice Second Lieut. of Engineers George Warren 
David, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

THIRD LIEUTENANTS OF ENGINEERS. 


Cadet Engineer Charles Temple Henley, jr., from September 
2, 1915, to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Cadet Engineer Edward Frederick Palmer, from September 
1, 1915, and to rank next after Third Lieut. of Engineers Charles 
Temple Henley, jr., to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Cadet Engineer Roderick Stanley Patch, from September 1, 
1915, and to rank next after Third Lieut. of Engineers Edward 
Frederick Palmer, to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENTS. 


Peter Jensen, vice Patrick Henry Morgan, retired. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Chester Arthur Lippincott, vice Silas Hatch Harding, retired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

John William Richardson, vice Jerome Godfrey Kiah, retired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Simon Ray Sands, vice Arthur Dominy, retired. (Recess 
appointment.) 


DIRECTOR OF BUREAU OF MINES. 


Vannoy H. Manning, of Mississippi, to be director Bureau of 
Mines, from August 25, 1915, vice Joseph A. Holmes, deceased. 
(Recess appointment.) 


SUPERINTENDENT COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


Ernest Lester Jones, of Virginia, to be superintendent of 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, effective April 15, 1915, vice Otto H. 
Tittmann, resigned. (Recess appointment.) 


RECEIVERS or Pm Moneys. 


Kurt A. Beyreis, of Wausau, Wis., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Wausau, Wis., vice Henry G. McCrossen, term ex- 
pired. (Recess appointment.) 

Jacob W. Oyen, of Everett, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Seattle, Wash., vice Albert Saylor, term expired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

William A. White, of Spokane, Wash., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Walla Walla, Wash., vice Jesse G. Miller, term ex- 
pired. (Recess appointment.) 

James K. Clark, of Lemmon, S. Dak., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Lemmon, S. Dak., vice Samuel W. Huntington, term 
expired. (Recess appointment.) 

William H. Tompkins, of Rapid City, S. Dak., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Rapid City, S. Dak., vice Harry L. Gandy, 
resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

Woodbury W. Sparks, of Eagle Butte, S. Dak., to be receiver 
of public moneys at Timber Lake, S. Dak., vice Jacob L. Parrott, 
term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

Frank L. Brandt, of Bismarck, N. Dak., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Bismarck, N. Dak., from April 30, 1915. vice 
Charles T. Staley, term expired and resigned. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

John C. Morrow, of Scottsbluff, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Alliance, Nebr., from April 21, 1915, vice Harvey J. 
Ellis, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

James B. Orman, of Pueblo, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Pueblo, Colo., vice Granville G. Withers, term ex- 
pired. (Recess appointment.) 

Perry H. Ross, of Marquette, Mich., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Marquette, Mich., appointed July 20, 1915, vice 
Thomas H. Dawson, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

Julius B. Alvord, of Cedarville, Cal.,-to be receiver of public 
moneys at Susanville, Cal., vice Alfred H. Taylor, term expired 
and resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

William E. McMurry, of Hamilton, Mont., to be receiver of 
public moneys at Missoula, Mont., appointed June 1, 1915, vice 
Robert W. Kemp, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 


REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


William Reid, of Rawlins, Wyo., to be register of the land 
office at Cheyenne, Wyo., vice William E. Chaplin, term expired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

George A. C. Rochester, of Seattle, Wash., to be register of 
the land office at Seattle, Wash., vice John C. Denny, term ex- 
pired. (Recess appointment.) 

John C. Stoner, of Lemmon, S. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Lemmon, S. Dak., vice Edwin G. Coleman, term expired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

William Healey, of Aberdeen, S. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Timber Lake, S. Dak., vice Paul D. Kribs, term 
expired. (Recess appointment.) 

Patrick E. Byrne, Bismarck, N. Dak., to be register of the land 
office at Bismarck, N. Dak., from April 30, 1915, vice Robert N. 
Stevens, resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

William B. Dickson, Langdon, N. Dak., to be register of the 
land office at Dickinson, N. Dak., from April 30, 1915, vice James 
G. Quinlivan, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

Thomas J. O'Keefe, Alliance, Nebr., to be register of the land 
office at Alliance, Nebr., from April 21, 1915, vice William W. 
Wood, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

George W. Myers, of Miles City, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Miles City, Mont., appointed March 23, 1915, vice 
Albert Kircher, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

John L. Heffernan, of Marquette, Mich., to be register of 
the land office at Marquette, Mich., appointed July 20, 1915, vice 
Ozro A. Bowen, term expired. (Recess appointment.) 

Harry Carlton Green, of Topeka Kans., to be register of the 
land office at Topeka, Kans., appointed December 2, 1915, vice 
A. P. Tone Wilson, jr., resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

Ben R. Gray, of Hailey, Idaho, to be register of the land office 
at Hailey, Idaho, appointed October 21, 1915, vice John E. Wil- 
liams, deceased. (Recess appointment.) 

George M. Dameron, of La Junta, Colo., to be register of the 
land office at Pueblo, Colo., vice Joseph Hawley, term expired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

James A. Kelly, of Monte Vista, Colo., to be register of the 
land office at Del Norte, Colo., vice Lee Fairbanks, term expired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

James Wylie, of Cedarville, Cal., to be register of the land 
office at Susanville, Cal., vice Thomas A. Roseberry, term ex- 
pired. (Recess appointment.) 
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COMMISSIONERS OF IMMIGRATION, 


Edward White to be commissioner of immigration at San 
Francisco, Cal. 

Bertram N. Stump, of Maryland, to be commissioner of immi- 
gration at the port of Baltimore, Md. 


DEPUTY COMMISSIONER, BUREAU OF FISHERIES. 


H. Frank Moore, of Pennsylvania, assistant in charge of Food 
Fishes Division, to be Deputy Commissioner, Bureau of Fisheries, 
vice Ernest L. Jones. (Recess appointment.) 


COMMISSIONER OF THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 


George Rublee, of New Hampshire, to be Federal Trade Com- 
missioner. (Recess appointment, ) 


SUPERINTENDENT LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 


Frank L. Averill, of the District of Columbia, to be Super- 
intendent Library of Congress, vice Bernard R. Green, deceased. 
(Recess appointment.) 

COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION OF Porto RICO. 

Paul G. Miller, of Wisconsin. (Recess appointment.) 

MEMBER OF THE EXECUTIVE Counc or Porro RICO. 
Manuel Camunas. (Recess appointment.) 


MEMBERS OF THE BOARD OF CHARITIES OF THE DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA. 


John Joy Edson, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the Board of Charities for the term of three years from July 
1, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

George M. Kober, of thè District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the Board of Charities for the term of three years from July 
1, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 


MEMBER OF THE EXCISE BOARD or THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Robert G. Smith, of the District of Columbia, to be a member 
of the excise board for a term of three years from July 1, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
MAJOR GENERALS. 


Brig. Gen. Tasker H. Bliss, from November 20, 1915, vice 
Maj. Gen. William H. Carter, retired. (Recess appointment.) 
Brig. Gen. Hugh L. Scott, from April 30, 1915, vice Maj. Gen. 
Arthur Murray, retired. (Recess appointment.) 
MAJOR GENERALS, RETIRED WITH PAY OF BRIGADIERS. 


Brig. Gen. Thomas M. Anderson, United States Army, retired. 
Under retiring act of March 4, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Brig. Gen. Frank D. Baldwin, United States Army, retired, 
with rank from March 4, 1915. Under retiring act of March 4, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Brig. Gen. William M. Graham, United States Army, retired. 
Under retiring act of March 4, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Brig. Gen. Jacob F. Kent, United States Army, retired. Under 
retiring act of March 4, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Col. John F. Morrison, Fifteenth Infantry, from November 20, 
1915, vice Brig. Gen. Tasker H. Bliss, appointed major general. 
(Recess appointment. ) 

Brig. Gen, Peter J, Osterhaus, United States Army, retired. 
Under retiring act of March 4, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Col. Frederick S. Strong, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 4, 
1915, vice Brig. Gen. Hugh L. Scott, appointed major general. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Brig. Gen. James H. Wilson, United States Army, retired. 
Under retiring act of March 4, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT. 
JUDGE ADVOCATE. 


Maj. Henry M. Morrow, with rank of lieutenant colonel from 
June 22, 1915, vice Lieut. Col, John B. Porter, deceased. (Re- 
cess appointment. ) 

QUARTERMASTER CORPS, 


COLONELS. 


Lieut. Col. John E. Baxter, Quartermaster Corps, since retired 
from active service, from August 4, 1915, vice Col. John L. Clem, 
retired. 

Lieut. Col. Moses G. Zalinski, Quartermaster Corps, from No- 
vember 1, 1915, vice Col. John E. Baxter, retired. 

LIEUTENANT COLONELS. 

Maj. George G. Bailey, Quartermaster Corps, from August 14, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. John E. Baxter, promoted. 

Maj. George H. Penr Quartermaster Corps, from Novem- 
ber 1, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Moses G. Zalinski, promoted. 


MEDICAL CORPS. 
COLONEL, 


Lieut. Col. Henry I. Raymond, Medical Corps, from May 9, 
1915, vice Col. L. Mervin Maus, retired. (Recess appointment.) 


LIEUTENANT COLONEL, 


Maj. Edward L. Munson, Medical Corps, from May 9, 1915, 
vice Lieut. Col. Henry I, Raymond, promoted. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

MAJOR. 


Capt. Charles C. Billingslea, Medical Corps, from May 9, 1915, 
vice Maj. Edward L. Munson, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 
CAPTAINS AFTER THREE YEARS’ SERVICE. 

First Lieut. James Baylis, Medical Corps, from June 18, 1915. 
(Recess appointment. ) 

First Lieut. Harry H. Blodgett, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Thomas W. Burnett, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Philip B. Connolly, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Michael A. Dailey, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Chester R. Haig, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. William E. Hall, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Johnson F. Hammond, Medical Corps, from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Hobert M. Hardaway, Medical Corps, from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Thomas E. Harwood, jr., Medical Corps, from 
June 18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. John G. Ingold, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Frederick C. A. Kellam, jr., Medical Corps, from 
June 18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Kerwin W. Kinard, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Thomas J. Leary, Medical Corps, from May 14, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Shelley U. Marietta, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Douglas W. McEnery, Medical Corps, from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Harry R. McKellar, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Hew B. McMurdo, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. John W. Meehan, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. William B. Meister, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) i 

First Lieut. Alvin ©. Miller, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Leopold Mitchell, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Luther R. Poust, Medical Corps, from July 30, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Omar H. Quade, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Guy L. Qualls, Medical Corps, from June 18, 1915, 
(Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Thomas E. Scott, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. John W. Sherwood, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Robert Skelton, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Leeson O. Tarleton, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. John H. Trinder, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Samuel J. Turnbull, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Alfred P. Upshur, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Harry H. Van Kirk, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Charles M. Walson, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Adna G. Wilde, Medical Corps, from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 
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Tirst Lieut. Neal N 
(Recess appointment. -) 


FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


George D. Chunn (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 18, 1915, vice Capt. James L. Bevans, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment. ) 

Frank H. Dixon (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 24, 1915, vice Capt. William T. Davis, re- 
signed. (Recess appointment.) 

Rufus H. Hagood, jr. (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 22, 1915, vice Capt. Allie W. Williams, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert Du R. Harden (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 25, 1915, vice First Lieut. Raymond W. Mills, 
resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

David D. Hogan (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 27, 1915, vice First Lieut. Fred R. Burnside, 
honorably discharged. (Recess appointment.) 

Augustus B. Jones (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 20, 1915, vice Capt. Eben C. Hill, retired. 
(Recess appointment, ) 

Herman G. Maul (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 23, 1915, vice Capt. Armin Mueller, de- 
ceased. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles M. O'Connor, jr. (first lieutenant of the Medical Re- 
serve Corps), from May 19, 1915, vice First Lieut. William B. 
Carr, honorably discharged. (Recess appointment.) 

Harry D. Offutt (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 17, 1915, vice Capt. Clarence A. Treuholtz, 
deceased. (Recess appointment.) 

Raymond E. Scott (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve 
Corps), from May 21, 1915, vice Capt. William L. Little, retired. 
(Recess appointment, ) 

Lloyd E, 'Tefft (first lieutenant of the Medical Reserve Corps), 
from May 26, 1915, vice First Lieut. Josiah H. Holland, re- 
signed. (Recess appointment.) 


MEDICAL RESERVE Corps. 
FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


Edward Ađanis, of New York, with rank from August 24, 1915. 
(Recess appointment. ) 

Frederick Madison Allen, of New York, with rank from Sep- 
tember 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harold Lindsay Amoss, of New York, with rank from Novem- 
ber 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Warren La Verne Babcock, of Michigan, with rank from No- 
vember 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Edmund Adam Babler, of Missouri, with rank from April 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William Franklin Ball, of Arkansas, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Francis Merriman Barnes, jr., of Missouri, with rank from 
August 7, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Wilfred Mason Barton, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
from September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Clarence Pennell Baxter, of Massachusetts, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Stanhope Bayne-Jones, of Louisiana, with rank from August 
7, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Pierce Beeson, of Missouri, with rank from August 7, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Basil Raphael Beltran, of Pennsylvania, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

James Albertus Bethea, of Louisiana, with rank from No- 
vember 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Fairbairn Binnie, of Missouri, with rank from Septem- 
ber 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Howell Brewer, of Arkansas, with rank from November 15, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Ethan Flagg Butler, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
from July 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Timothy Joseph Butler, of Oklahoma, with rank from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Frank Clyde Carr, of New Jersey, with rank from October 23, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Percy James Carroll, of Missouri, with rank from October 
23, 1915. 

Henry Rohnert Carstens, of Michigan, with rank from Novem- 
ber 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Albert Edward Catherwood, of Michigan, with rank from 
October 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Edwin Crosby Chamberlin, of New York, with rank from 
June 18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 


|. Wood. Medical Corps, from June 18, 1915. 


. ber 15, 1915. 


Herbert Clifton Chase, of New York, with rank from Septem- 
ber 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Percy Octave Chaudron, of Alabama, with rank from August 
7, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Alan Mason Chesney, of Maryland, with rank from October 
28, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Woolman Churchman, of Connecticut, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Tracy Earl Clark, of New York, with rank from April 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harold Duncan Cochrane, of New York, with rank from Octo- 
ber 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Gerhard Hutchison Cocks, of New York, with rank from 
October 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Joseph Dayton Condit, of California, with rank from August 
24, 1915, (Recess appointment.) 

Fredrick Donald Cooke, of Texas, with rank from March 25, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert Page Cooke, of Virginia, with rank from April 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

James Francis Coupal, of Massachusetts, with rank from 
June 18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harold Ward Dana, of Massachusetts, with rank from Au- 
gust 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Ray H. Davies, of Illinois, with rank from April 24, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Fellowes Davis, jr., of New York, with rank from March 25, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry Levi Davis, of Massachusetts, with rank from April 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Willard Joseph Denno, of New York, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Richard Derby, of New York, with rank from April 28, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Harry Carlos De Vighne, of Alaska, with rank from March 
25, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Alphonse Raymond Dechez, of New York, with rank from 
November 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry Rutledge Donaldson, of Georgia, with rank from No- 
vember 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Adolph Ernst Dreyer, of Michigan, with rank from October 23, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Herbert Alton Durham, of New York, with rank from Novem- 

(Recess appointment.) 

J. G. Ellis, jr., of Texas, with rank from August 7, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Frank Alexander Evans, of Pennsylvania, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Roy Kepler Evans, of Ohio, with rank from September 20, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Joseph Leroy Farden, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
from August 27, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

George Edwards Fay, of Michigan, with rank from August T, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Luther Mitchell Ferguson, of Massachusetts, with rank from 
August 27, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles Stewart Flagler, of Pennsylvania, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Frank Thomas Fort, of Kentucky, with rank from September 
20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Benjamin Franklin Fridge, jr., of Mississippi, with rank from 
November 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William Stuart Frost, of Washington, with rank from Novem- 
ber 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

James Alonzo Gannon, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
from August 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Fletcher Gardner, of Indiana, late first lientenant in the Medi- 
cal Reserve Corps, with rank from June 16, 1910. (Reappoint- 
ment and recess appointment.) 

Donald Maurice Gildersleeve, of New York, with rank from 
August 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Friend Bennett Gilpin, of New Jersey, with rank from April 
24,1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Rossner E. Graham, of Louisiana, with rank from August 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Clayton Wellington Greene, of New York, with rank from Au- 
gust 7,1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Abram Comingo Griffith, of Missouri, with rank from April 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

James Henry Haberlin, of New York, with rank from March 
25, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Horace Curlin Hall, of Texas, with rank frem August 24, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 
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Lynn Thompson Hall, of Nebraska, with rank from October 23, 


1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harry H. Hammel, of Michigan, with rank from November 15, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles Delucena Hart, of Pennsylvania, with rank from Oc- 
tober 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

H. Philip Hill, of New York, with rank from August 24, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

George Frank Holland, of Indiana, late first lieutenant in the 
Medical Reserve Corps, with rank from October 31, 1913. (Re- 
appointment and recess appointment.) 

Ransom Spafard Hooker, of New York, with rank from Sep- 
tember 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Ira Karr Humphrey, of Utah, with rank from August 24, 1915, 
(Recess appointment.) 

Arthur Leroy Hunt, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
-from October 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles Wilbur Hyde, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
from October 23, 1915. 

Alpheus Felch Jennings, of Michigan, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Stuart Clark Johnson, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
from September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William Young Kennedy, of Michigan, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Clarence Searle Ketcham, of Maryland, with rank from Au- 
gust 27, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Joseph Eggleston Johnston King, of New York, with rank 
from June 18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Paul George Lacroix, of Louisiana, with rank from September 
20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Florus Fremont Lawrence, of Ohio, with rank from March 25, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

George Louis Le Fevre, of Michigan, with rank from March 25, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry Lyman, of Massachusetts, with rank from August 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles Francis Lynch, of Massachusetts, with rank from 
October 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harry Migerdich Malejan, of Michigan, with rank from Sep- 
tember 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William John Manning, of the District of Columbia, with rank 
from August 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Gilpin Montieth McCain, of Pennsylvania, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Roy Donaldson McClure, of Maryland, with rank from Octo- 
ber 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Stuart McGuire, of Virginia, with rank from November 15, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Franklin Chambers McLean, of New York, with rank from 
October 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John William Means, of Ohio, with rank from April 24, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Henry William Meyerding, of Minnesota, with rank from 
August 7, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Richard Henry Miller, of Massachusetts, with rank from Oc- 
tober 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Davidson Milligan, of Pennsylvania, with rank from No- 
vember 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Louis Archie Milne, of Oklahoma, with rank from September 
20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles Stuart Moody, of Idaho, with rank from November 
15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Jamieson Morton, jr., of Massachusetts, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Gardner Murray, jr., of Maryland, with rank from Octo- 
ber 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

George Parcell Myers, of Michigan, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Dean Wentworth Myers, of Michigan, with rank from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

. John Howard Nesbitt, of Texas, with rank from 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Rufus Ingalls Newell, of Washington, with rank from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Edward Allen Noyes, of Oregon, with rank from August 27, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Walter Anthony Ostendorf, of Maryland, with rank from Oc- 
tober 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Walter Walker Palmer, of Massachusetts, with rank from 
September 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Ora Frank Parish, of Iowa, with rank from September 20, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William Jonathan Pennock, of Washington, with rank from 
November 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 


August 24, 


Frederick H. Petters, of New York, with rank from Angust 
27,1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Roswell Talmadge Pettit, of Illinois, with rank from Sep- 
tember 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William Henry Price, of Michigan, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Arthur Henry Reinstein, of California, with rank from Au- 
gust 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert Barnwell Rhett, of South Carolina, with rank from 
November 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Goodrich Barbour Rhodes, of Ohio, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Reuben Lindsay Roberston, of Virginia, with rank from Au- 
gust 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William Henry Robey, jr., of Massachusetts, with rank from 
October 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) ¢ 

Carl Merrill Robinson, of Maine, with rank from October 23, ` 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Thomas Avery Rogers, of New York, with rank from October 
23,1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Frank Rose, of Washington, with rank from November 15, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Nelson Gorham Russell, of New York, with rank from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry Suydam Satterlee, of New York, with rank from Octo- 
ber 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Paul Kurt Sauer, of Texas, with rank from September 20, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Morris I. Schamberg, of New York, with rank from August 7, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harry Burke Schmidt, of Michigan, with rank from Septem- 
ber 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Paul Adolph Schule, of New York, with rank from June 18, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Leonard Case Scott, of Illinois, with rank from August 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Ward Francis Seeley, of Michigan, with rank from September 
20,1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert Nathaniel Severance, of New York, with rank from 
August 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William Lowrey Sharp, of Missouri, with rank from August 
24,1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry Newton Shaw, of Pennsylvania, with rank from June 
18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harold Koch Shawan, of Michiganu, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles George Sinclair, of Michigan, with rank from August 
27, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Harold A. Spilman, of Iowa, with rank from August 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Frederic Good Sprowl, of Washington, with rank from Novem- 
ber 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Camille Joseph Stamm, of Pennsylvania, with rank from 
October 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

De Witt Stetten, of New York, with rank from June 18, 1915, 
(Recess appointment.) 

George Adolph Stewart, of Maryland, with rank from Octo- 
ber 23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Edgar Stillman, of New York, with rank from October 23, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

James Savage Stone, of Massachusetts, with rank from Sep- 
tember 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles Martin Strotz, of Pennsylvania, with rank from 
March 25, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Bernhardt Kurt Stumberg, of Missouri, with rank from Sep- 
tember 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Frank Joseph Tainter, of Missouri, with rank from Septem- 
ber 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Richard Moreland Taylor, of New York, with rank from 
June 18, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Carl Ten Broeck, of New York, with rank from September 
20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Chauncey Eugene Tennant, of Colorado, with rank froin 
November 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

George Edwards Tooley, of Kansas, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Hillel Unterberg, of Missouri, with rank from August 7, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) E 

George Van Ingen Brown, of Wisconsin, with rank from 
August 7, 1915. (Recess appointment.) ` 

Abram Lee Van Meter, of Kansas, with rank from November 
15, 1915. (Recess appointment. ) 

Emmett Ireland Vaughn, of Kentucky, with rank from Sep- 
tember 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 
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Karl Max Vogel, of New York, with rank from September 20, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Albert Rowland Warner, of North Dakota, with rank from 
August 24, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Ross Whisenant, of Texas, with rank from August 7, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Hugh Wilkinson, of Kansas, with rank from June 18, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Linsly Rudd Williams, of New York, with rank from Septem- 
ber 20, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert Parvin Williams, of Pennsylvania, with rank from 
August 27, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Frank Wiley Wilson, of North Carolina, with rank from 
August 27, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

George Wheeler Wilson, of Indiana, with rank from November 
15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Richard Shelby Wilson, of Wisconsin, with rank from October 
28, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Alan Churchill Woods, of Maryland, with rank from October 
23, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

George Woolsey, of New York, with rank from August 7, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Hans Zinsser, of New York, with rank from September 20, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 


DENTAL Corps. 
DENTAL SURGEONS WITH RANK OF FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


Acting Dental Surg. Charles De W. Deyton, from July 5, 1915, 
to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. Arnett P. Matthews, from May 14, 1915, 
to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. Lester C. Ogg, from November 12, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. Herman S. Rush, from November 11, 
1915, to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. Mortimer Sanderson, from May 9, 1915, 
to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. John W. Scovel, from May 14, 1915, to 
fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. John N. Snapp, from May 10, 1915, to 
fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. William A. Squires, from May 13, 1915, 
to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. Benjamin ©. Warfield, from November 11, 
1915, to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Acting Dental Surg. Albert R. White, from May 8, 1915, to 
fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Corrs OF ENGINEERS. 
COLONELS. 

Lieut. Col. William E. Craighill, Corps of Engineers, from 
March 12, 1915, vice Col. Harry F. Hodges, appointed brigadier 
general, United States Army. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Col. Joseph E. Kuhn, Corps of Engineers, from March 
12, 1915, vice Col. George W. Goethals, appointed major gen- 
eral, United States Army. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Col. Henry C. Newcomer, Corps of Engineers, from 
May 2, 1915, vice Col. Solomon W. Roessler, retired. (Recess 
appointment.) 

LIEUTENANT COLONELS. 


Maj. James B. Cavanaugh, Corps of Engineers, from March 
12, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Joseph E. Kuhn, promoted. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Maj. George P. Howell, Corps of Engineers, from May 2, 1915, 
vice Lieut. Col. Henry ©. Newcomer, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Maj. James P. Jervey, Corps of Engineers, from March 12, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. William E. Craighill, promoted. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Maj. Jay J. Morrow, Corps of Engineers, from March 11, 1915, 
vice Lieut. Col. William L. Sibert, appointed brigadier general, 
United States Army. (Recess appointment.) 


MAJORS. 


Capt. James F. Bell, Corps of Eugineers, from June 9, 1915, 
vice Maj. Alfred B. Putnam, deceased. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Mark Brooke, Corps of Engineers, from March 12, 1915, 
vice Maj. James P. Jervey, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Laurence V. Frazier, Corps of Engineers, from May 2, 
peed vice Maj. George P. Howell, promoted. (Recess appoint- 
m 


Capt. William L. Guthrie, Corps of Engineers, from February 
28, 1915, vice Maj. Spencer Cosby, promoted. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Capt. Warren T. Hannum, Corps of Engineers, from March 
11, 1915, vice Maj. Jay J. Morrow, promoted. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Capt. William A. Mitchell, Corps of Engineers, from February 
28, 1915, vice Maj. James F. Melndoe, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Capt. Robert R. Ralston, Corps of Engineers, from March 12, 
1915, vice Maj. James B. Cavanaugh, promoted. {Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Capt. Arthur Williams, Corps of Engineers, from February 
28, 1915, to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Wildurr Willing, Corps of Engineers, from February 28, 
1915, to fill an original vacancy. (Recess appointment.) 


CAPTAINS. 


First Lieut. Earl J. Atkisson, Corps of Engineers, from Feb- 
ruary 28, 1915, vice Capt. Arthur Williams, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Richard T. Coiner, Corps of Engineers, from 
February 28, 1915, vice Capt. Wildurr Willing, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment. ) 

First Lieut. Robert S. A. Dougherty, 
from February 28, 1915, vice Capt. William L. Guthrie, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Cleveland ©. Gee, Corps of Engineers, from 
March 12, 1915, vice Capt. Robert R. Ralston, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Stuart C. Godfrey, Corps of Engineers, from Feb- 
ruary 28, 1915, vice Capt. William A. Mitchell, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Francis C. Harrington, Corps of Engineers, from 
March 11, 1915, vice Capt. Warren T. Hannum, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

First Lieut. John R. D. Matheson, Corps of Engineers, from 
May 2, 1915, vice Capt. Laurence V. Frazier, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment. ) 

First Lieut. William H. Sage, jr., Corps of Engineers, from 
June 9, 1915, vice Capt. James F. Bell, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

First Lieut. Charles J. Taylor, Corps of Engineers, from 15 
tember 8, 1915, vice Capt. William F. Endress, deceased. 
cess appointment.) 

First Lieut. John M. Wright, Corps of Engineers, from March 
12, 1915, vice Capt. Mark Brooke, promoted. (Recess appoint- 
ment. ) 

FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 

Second Lieut. Harrison Brand, jr., Corps of Engineers, from 
May 2, 1915, vice First Lieut. John R. D. Matheson, promoted, 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. John H. Carruth, Corps of Engineers, from Sep- 
tember 8, 1915, vice First Lieut. Charles J. Taylor, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Allen P. Cowgill, Corps of Engineers, from 
March 12, 1915, vice First Lieut. Cleveland C. Gee, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Robert W. Crawford, Corps of Engineers, from 
February 28, 1915, vice First Lieut. Robert S. A. Dougherty, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Dabney O. Elliott, Corps of Engineers, from 
March 11, 1915, vice First Lieut. Francis C. Harrington, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Frederick W. Herman, Corps of Engineers, 
from June 9, 1915, vice First Lieut. William H. Sage, jr., pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. George F. Lewis, Corps of Engineers, from 
March 12, 1915, vice First Lieut. John M. Wright, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Xenophon H. Price, Corps of Engineers, from 
February 28, 1915, vice First Lieut. Richard T. Coiner, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Frederick S. Skinner, Corps of Engineers, from 
February 28, 1915, vice First Lieut. Stuart C. Godfrey, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Brehon B. Somervell, Corps of Engineers, from 
February 28, 1915, vice First Lieut. Earl J. Atkisson, promoted, 
(Recess appointment.) 

SECOND LIEUTENANT. 

Oscar Otto Kuentz, of Wisconsin, with rank from April 1, 
1915, vice Second Lieut. Beverly C. Dunn, promoted February 
27, 1918. (Recess appointment.) j 


Corps of Engineers, 
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ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
COLONEL, 

Lieut. Col. William S. Peirce, Ordnance Department, from 
April 6, 1915, vice Col. Rogers Birnie, retired. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

LIEUTENANT COLONELS. 


Maj. Samuel Hof, Ordnance Department, from July 15, 1915, 
vice Lieut. Col. Odus C. Horney, resigned. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Maj. William H. Tschappat, Ordnance Department, from Au- 
gust 17, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Tracy C. Dickson, retired. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Maj. Clarence C. Williams, Ordnance Department, from April 
6, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. William S. Peirce, promoted. (Recess 
appointment.) 

CHAPLAINS. 

Chaplain Walter K. Lloyd, Coast Artillery Corps, with the 
rank of captain from June 9, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Chaplain Stanley C. Ramsden, Twenty-eighth Infantry, with 
the rank of captain from September 22, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Chaplain Samuel J. Smith, Coast Artillery Corps, with the 
rank of major from September 17, 1915, vice Chaplain Henry 
A. Brown, Corps of Engineers, retired. (Recess appointment.) 

Chaplain Stephen R. Wood, Twenty-ninth Infantry, with the 
rank of captain from June 29, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

CAVALRY ARM. 
COLONEL. 

Lieut. Col. Guy Carleton, Third Cavalry, from October 4, 1915, 
vice Col. Charles M. O'Connor, unassigned, retired. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

LIEUTENANT COLONEL. 


Maj. George L. Byram, Tenth Cavalry, from October 4, 1915, 
vice Lieut. Col. Guy Carleton, Third Cavalry, promoted. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

MAJORS. 

Capt. Samuel D. Rockenbach, Eleventh Cavalry, from April 
17, 1915, vice Maj. William F. Clark, Second Cavalry, detailed 
in Quartermaster Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Frank Tompkins, Tenth Cavalry, from April 5, 1915, 
vice Maj. John W. Furlong, Thirteenth Cavalry, deceased. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Capt. Robert C. Williams, Fourteenth Cavalry, from October 
4, 1915, vice Maj. George L. Byram, Tenth Cavalry, promoted. 
{Recess appointment.) 


FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


Second Lieut. John K. Brown, Second Cavalry, from December 
27, 1914, vice First Lieut. Charles W. Stewart, Fifth Cavalry, 
resigned. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Stewart O. Elting, Eleventh Cavalry, from De- 
cember 14, 1914, vice First Lieut. Walter J. Scott, Sixth Cavalry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. William H. Garrison, jr., Twelfth Cavalry, 
from March 17, 1915, vice First Lieut. Charles D. Rogers, 
Seventh Cavalry, deceased. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Elbert L. Grisell, Tenth Cavalry, from March 4, 
1915, vice First Lieut. James P. Barney, Second Cavalry, trans- 
ferred. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Homer M.. Groninger, Fifth Cavalry, from 
December 10, 1914, vice First Lieut. Robert M. Barton, Fifth 
Cavalry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Horace M. Hickam, Eighth Cavalry, from De- 
cember 8, 1914, vice First Lieut. John H. Howard, Ninth Cavalry, 
detached from his proper command. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. John T. Kennedy, Sixth Cavalry, from Decem- 
ber 8, 1914, vice First Lieut. Brice P. Disque, Third Cavalry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Richard D. Newman, Eleventh Cavalry, from 
January 15, 1915, vice First Lieut. Charles B, Amory, jr., Ninth 
3 detached from his proper command. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

First Lieut. Seth W. Scofield, First Infantry, by transfer, 
with rank from May 1, 1914. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Sumner M. Williams, First Cavalry, from March 
28, 1915, vice First Lieut. Marr O'Connor, Fourteenth Cavalry, 
dismissed, (Recess appointment.) 

FIELD ARTILLERY ARM. 
CAPTAINS, 


First Lieut. Charles 8. Blakely, Sixth Field Artillery, from 
November 4, 1915, vice Capt. Jesse G. Langdon, Fourth Field 
Artillery, resigned. (Recess appointment.) 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


DECEMBER 10, 


First Lieut. Francis W. Honeycutt, Third Field Artillery, 
from June 27, 1915, vice Capt. Charles M. Allen, Second Field 
Artillery, retired. (Recess appointment.) 


FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


First Lieut. Joseph R. Davis, Coast Artillery Corps, by trans- 
fer, with rank from July 10, 1907. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Herman Erlenkotter, Fourth Field Artillery, 
from May 12, 1915, vice First Lieut. John N. Greely, Fourth 
Field Artillery, detailed in Signal Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Charles L. burn, Coast Artillery Corps, by 
transfer, with rank from July 14, 1913. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Harold E. Miner, unassigned, from November 4, 
1915, vice First Lieut. Charles S. Blakely, Sixth Field Artillery, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Claude B. Thummel, unassigned, from May 15, 
1915, vice First Lieut. Arthur H. Carter, Third Field Artillery, 
resigned, (Recess appointment.) 


Coast ARTILLERY CORPS. 
COLONELS. 


Lieut. Col. George W. Gatchell, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
May 25, 1915, vice Col. Frederick S. Strong, appointed brigadier 
general, United States Army. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Col. Alfred M. Hunter, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 25, 1915, vice Col. John V. White, deceased. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Lieut. Col. Oscar I. Straub, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 9, 1915, vice Col. John D. Barrette, detailed in The 
Adjutant General’s Department. (Recess appointment.) 


LIEUTENANT COLONELS. 


Maj. George Blakely, Coast Artillery Corps, from August 25, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. Alfred M. Hunter, promoted. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Maj. Frank W. Coe, Coast Artillery Corps, from September 
11, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Sidney S. Jordan, retired. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Maj. Frank E. Harris, Coast Artillery Corps, from August 9, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. Oscar I. Straub, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Maj. Andrew Hero, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, from May 25, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. George W. Gatchell, promoted. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Maj. Thomas B. Lamoreux, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 
16, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Herman C. Schumm, retired. (Recess 
appointment.) 

MAJORS. 


Capt. Joseph B. Douglas, Coast Artillery Corps, from August 
25, 1915, vice Maj. George Blakely, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Capt. Edward L. Glasgow, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 
16, 1915, vice Maj. B. Lamoreux, promoted. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Capt. Harrison Hall, Coast Artillery Corps, to be major from 
November 9, 1915, vice Maj. Harry L. Steele, detailed in Quarter- 
master Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Charles H. Hilton, Coast Artillery Corps, from April 8, 
1915, vice Maj. William P. Pence, deceased. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Capt. Hudson T. Patten, Coast Artillery Corps, from Septem- 
ber 11, 1915, vice Maj. Frank W. Coe, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Capt. William F. Stewart, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, from Au- 
gust 10, 1915, vice Maj. Robert E. Callan, detached from his 
proper command. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Perey Willis, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 25, 1015, 
vice Maj. Andrew Hero, jr., promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

CAPTAINS. 


First Lieut. Le Roy Bartlett, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 
26, 1915, vice Capt. Leo F. Foster, retired. -(Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

First Lieut. Halsey Dunwoody, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
May 25, 1915, vice Capt. Percy Willis, promoted. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

First Lieut. Robert C. Eddy, Coast Artillery Corps, from June 
20, 1915, vice Capt. John E. Munroe, detailed in Ordnance De- 
partment. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Adelno Gibson, Coast Artillery Corps, from No- 
vember 9, 1915, vice Capt. Harrison Hall, promoted. (Recess 
appointment.) s 

First Lieut. Albert Gilmor, Fifth Field Artillery, by transfer, 
with rank frei July 10, 1907. (Recess appointment.) 


1915. 
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First Lieut. Ellery W. Miles, Coast Artillery Corps, to be cap- 
tain from September 11, 1915, vice Capt. Hudson T. Patten, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Julius C. Peterson, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
June 20, 1915, vice Capt. Harry L. Morse, detailed in Ordnance 
Department. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Thomas M. Spaulding, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
April 8, 1915, vice Capt. Charles H. Hilton, promoted. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

First Lieut. James F. Walker, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
August 10, 1915, vice Capt. William F. Stewart, jr., promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Benjamin H. L. Williams, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from May 16, 1915, vice Capt. Edward L. Glasgow, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 


FIRST LIEUTENANTS, 


Second Lieut. Charles A. Chapman, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
June 20, 1915, vice First Lieut. Julius C. Peterson, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Frank Drake, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 
16, 1915, vice First Lieut. Benjamin H. L. Williams, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut, Walter K. Dunn, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
November 9, 1915, vice First Lieut. William A, Pendleton, jr., 
detailed in the Ordnance Department. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Allen R. Edwards, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
November 16, 1915, vice First Lient. Charles A. Eaton, resigned. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Joe Eikel, Fourth Field Artillery, by transfer, 
with rank from July 14, 1913. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Charles Hines, Coast Artillery Corps, from June 
20, 1915, vice First Lieut. James L. Walsh, detailed in the 
Ordnance Department. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Frederick A. Holmer, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from May 26, 1915, vice First Lieut. Le Roy Bartlett, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. William A. Pendleton, jr., Coast Artillery Corps, 
from November 9, 1915, vice First Lieut, Adelno Gibson, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Willard K. Richards, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from April 8, 1915, vice First Lieut. Thomas M. Spaulding, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Fred Seydel, Coast Artillery Corps, from June 
20, 1915, vice First Lieut. Robert C. Eddy, promoted. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Second Lieut. Meade Wildrick, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
May 25, 1915, vice First Lieut. Halsey Dunwoody, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

INFANTRY ARM. 
COLONELS. 

Lieut. Col. Samson L. Faison, Fifth Infantry, from October 2, 
1915, vice Col. Omar Bundy, Sixteenth Infantry, detailed as 
adjutant general. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Col. Harry C. Hale, Seventeenth Infantry, from March 
26, 1915, vice Col. Willis T. May, unassigned, retired. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Lieut. Col. Alfred Hasbrouck, Eighteenth Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 24, 1915, vice Col. Frank B. McCoy, unassigned, retired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Col. Elmore F. Taggart, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from 
September 21, 1915, vice Col. John S. Parke, unassigned, retired. 
(Recess appointment.) 


LIEUTENANT COLONELS. 


à Maj. George B. Duncan, unassigned, from September 21, 1915, 
vice Lieut. Col. Elmore F. Taggart, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Maj. Lucius L. Durfee, Twenty-sixth Infantry, from October 2, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. Samson L. Faison, Fifth Infantry, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Maj. Edward M. Lewis, Nineteenth Infantry, from October 24, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. Alfred Hasbrouck, Eighteenth Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Maj. Julius A. Penn, First Infantry, from October 7, 1915, 
vice Lieut. Col. Maury Nichols, Fourteenth Infantry, retired. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Maj. Erneste V. Smith, Second Infantry, from March 26, 
1915, vice Lieut. Col. Harry C. Hale, Seventeenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 


MAJORS. 
Capt. Elmer W. Clark, infantry, unassigned, from November 
22, 1915, vite Maj. Ferdinand W. Kobbé, Eighteenth Infantry, 
(Recess appointment.) 


detailed in the Quartermaster Corps. 


Capt. Will D. Davis, Fifth Infantry, from March 26, 1915, 


vice Maj. Erneste V. Smith, Second Infantry, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Capt. Isaac Erwin, Thirtieth Infantry, from April 29, 1915, 
vice Maj. George W. Martin, Nineteenth Infantry, retired. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Capt. Samuel V. Ham, Infantry, unassigned, from May 20, 
1915, vice Maj. Robert W. Rose, Twelfth Infantry, retired. (Re- . 
cess appointment.) 

Capt. Henry L. Kinnison, Twelfth Infantry, from September 
21, 1915, vice Maj. George B. Duncan, unassigned, promoted. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Howard L. Laubach, Thirtieth Infantry, from October 
24, 1915, vice Maj. Edward M. Lewis, Nineteenth Infantry, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. William J. Lutz, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 5, 1915, vice Maj. Edwin V. Bookmiller, Ninth Infantry, re- 
tired. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. George H. McMaster, Third Infantry, from July 21, 
1915, vice Maj. George D. Guyer, Sixteenth Infantry, detailed 
in the Quartermaster Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Robert W. Mearns, Twentieth Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 4, 1915, vice Maj. Peter E. Marquart, Twelfth Infantry, de- 
tailed in the Quartermaster Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Guy C. Palmer, Infantry, unassigned, from October 2, 
1915, vice Maj. Lucius L. Durfee, Twenty-sixth Infantry, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. George McD. Weeks, Sixteenth Infantry, from April 3, 
1915, vice Maj. William A. Phillips, Fifth Infantry, detailed in 
the Ordnance Department. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Orrin R. Wolfe, Sixteenth Infantry, from October 7, 
1915, vice Maj. Julius A. Penn, First Infantry, promoted. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

CAPTAINS. 


First Lieut. Charles Abel; Fifteenth Infantry, from February 
11, 1915, vice Capt. Henry A. Hanigan, Twenty-second Infantry, 
detached from his proper command. Correction of date of rank, 
(Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Alfred J. Booth, Infantry, unassigned, from Oc- 
tober 2, 1915, vice Capt. Oliver F. Snyder, Seventeenth Infantry, 
detached from his proper command. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Elliot Caziare, Sixteenth Infantry, from Septem- 
ber 10, 1915, vice Capt. Hanson B. Black, Twenty-fourth In- 
fantry, detailed in the Signal Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. William E. Gillmore, Thirteenth Infantry, from 
July 21, 1915, vice Capt. George H. McMaster, Third Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Walter E. Gunster, Eighteenth Infantry, from 
February 12, 1915, vice Capt. John E. Woodward, Infantry, un- 
assigned, promoted. Correction of date of rank. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

First Lieut. Alex M. Hall, Twenty-eighth Infantry, from Sep- 
tember 5, 1915, vice Capt. Harry S. Howland, Sixteenth In- 
fantry, retired. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. James A. Higgins, Twenty-fifth Infantry, from 
October 24, 1915, vice Capt. Howard L. Laubach, Thirtieth 
Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Sydney H. Hopson, Fifth Infantry, from May 22, 
1915, vice Capt. Harry A. Hegeman, Twenty-first Infantry, de- 
tailed in the Quartermaster Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Carl C. Jones, Seventh Infantry, from September 
21, 1915, vice Capt. Henry L. Kinnison, Twelfth Infantry, pro- 
moted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. William R. Kendrick, Seventeenth Infantry, from 
February 13, 1915, vice Capt. James T. Moore, Twenty-seventh 
Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Joseph A. Marmon, Twenty-fifth Infantry, from 
October 7, 1915, vice Capt. Orrin R. Wolfe, Sixteenth Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Edward K. Massee, Eleventh Infantry, from 
October 3, 1915, vice Capt. Courtland Nixon, Thirtieth Infantry, 
retired. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Gouverneur V. Packer, First Infantry, from 
March 26, 1915, vice Capt. William D. Davis, Fifth Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. William E. Persons, Eleventh Infantry, from 
August 19, 1915, vice Capt. Joseph F. Gohn, Fifteenth Infantry, 
detailed in the Quartermaster Corps. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Gerrit Van S. Quackenbush, Infantry, unassigned, 
from April 29, 1915, vice Capt. Isaac Erwin, Thirtieth Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Oliver P. Robinson, Twenty-first Infantry, from 
April 22, 1915, vice Capt. Martin Novak, unassigned, retired. 
(Recess appointment.) 
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First Lieut. H. Clay M. Supplee, Twenty-ninth Infantry, from 
September 5, 1915, vice Capt. William J. Lutz, Twenty-eighth 


Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Horace F. Sykes, Infantry, unassigned, from 
April 3, 1915, vice Capt. George McD. Weeks, Sixteenth Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. James G. Taylor, Seventeenth Infantry, from 
September 4, 1915, vice Capt. Robert W. Mearns, Twentieth In- 
fantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. George K. Wilson, Third Infantry, from April 
26, 1915, vice Capt. George E. Thorne, Seventh Infantry, detailed 
in the Quartermaster Corps. (Recess appointment.) 


FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


Second Lieut. Lester D. Baker, Infantry, unassigned, from 
October 24, 1915, vice First Lieut. James A. Higgins, Twenty- 
fifth Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Authur E. Bouton, Ninth Infantry, from April 
26, 1915, vice First Lieut. George K. Wilson, Third Infantry, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lient. Robert C. Cotton, Twentieth Infantry, from 
February 12, 1915, vice First Lieut. Walter E. Gunster; Bight- 
eenth Infantry, promoted. Correction of date of rank. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Second Lieut. Harry B. Crea, Twenty-fourta Infantry, from 
February 11, 1915, vice First Lieut. Charles Abel, Fifteenth In- 
fantry, promoted. Correction of date of rank. (Recess appoint- 
ment. ) 8 

Second Lieut. Leonard H. Drennan, Fourth Infantry, from 
August 19, 1915, vice First Lieut. William E. Persons, Eleventh 
Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Luther Felker, Cavalry, unassigned, by transfer, 
with rank from November 25, 1918. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Enoch B. Garey, Eighteenth Infantry, from 
April 29, 1915, vice First Lieut. James W. Everington, Third 
„ detached from his proper command. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Second Lieut. G. Barrett Glover, jr., Twentieth Infantry, 
from February 13, 1915, vice First Lieut. William R. Kendrick, 
Seventeenth Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Charles D. Hartman, Third Infantry, from 
September 21, 1915, vice First Lieut. Carl C. Jones, Seventh In- 
fantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Roy A. Hill, Seventh Infantry, from April 22, 
1915, vice First Lieut. Oliver P. Robinson, Twenty-first In- 
fantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Thomas C. Lonergan, Eighteenth Infantry, 
from October 3, 1915, vice First Lieut. Edward K. Massee, 
Eleventh Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Edgar S. Miller, Infantry, unassigned, from 
October 2, 1915, vice First Lieut. Alfred J. Booth, unassigned, 
promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. John H. Muncaster, Fourth Infantry, from 
September 5, 1915, vice First Lieut. H. Clay M. Supplee, Twenty- 
ninth Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Charles K. Nulsen, Sixteenth Infantry, from 
September 4, 1915, vice First Lieut. James G. Taylor, Seven- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Albert L. Sneed, Seventh Infantry, from Octo- 
ber 7, 1915, vice First Lieut. Joseph A. Marmon, Twenty-fifth 
Infantry, promoted. . (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Theodore K. Spencer, Seventh Infantry, from 
September 5, 1915, vice First Lieut. Alex. M. Hall, Twenty- 
eighth Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Edwin M. Watson, Twenty-eighth Infantry, 
from September 10, 1915, vice First Lieut. Elliot Caziarc, Six- 
teenth Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Henry J. Weeks, Twenty-third Infantry, from 
March 26, 1915, vice First Lieut. Gouverneur V. Packer, First 
Infantry, promoted. (Recess appointment.) 


Army DESIGNATIONS OF MILITARY ACADEMY CADETS. 
(All with rank from June 12, 1915. AN recess appointments.) 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS—SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 


Cadet Joseph Dogan Arthur, jr. 

Cadet Lavson Enslow Atkins. 

Cadet Edwin Alexander Bethel, 

Cadet John Stewart Bragdon. 

Cadet John French Conklin. 

Cadet William Edward Raab Covell. 
Cadet Alexander Pennington Cronkhite. 
Cadet Donald Angus Davison, 

Cadet Alfred Laing Ganahl. 

Cadet Earl Ewart Gesler. 
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Cadet Douglas Hamilton Gillette, 
Cadet John Easter Harris. 

Cadet Paul Alfred Hodgson. 
Cadet Edwin Coit Kelton. 

Cadet Edwin Richardson Kimble. 
Cadet Thomas Bernard Larkin. 
Cadet Ernest Frederick Miller. 
Cadet Lehman Wellington Miller, 
Cadet George Jacob Richards. 
Cadet John Scott Smylie. 

Cadet William Frazer Tompkins. 
Cadet Douglas Lafayette Weart. 
Cadet Mason James Young. 


CAVALRY ARM—SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 
Cadet Harry Benson Anderson. 
Cadet Hugh P. Avent. 

Cadet Carl Conrad Bank. 

Cadet Norman Jay Boots. 

Cadet Frederic William Boye. 
Cadet Ralph Pittman Cousins. 
Cadet John Fuller Davis. 

Cadet Edward James Dwan. 
Cadet Edmund de Treville Ellis. 
Cadet Paul Russell Frank. 

Cadet Karl Hartman Gorman. 
Cadet William Sumner Teall Haleomb, 
Cadet Blackburn Hall. 

Cadet Harry Aloysius Harvey. 
Cadet Reese Maughan Howell. 
Oadet Eustis Lloyd Hubbard. 
Cadet Stafford Le Roy Irwin. 
Cadet Clifford Barrington King. 
Cadet Edwin Bowman Lyon. 
Cadet Frank D. McGee. 

Cadet Edward Campbell McGuire. 
Cadet Pearson Menoher. 

Cadet Henry Jervis Friese Miller, 
Cadet Earl Larue Naiden. 

Cadet George Hume Peabody. 
Cadet Henry McElderry Pendleton, 
Cadet William Berkeley Peebles, 
Cadet John Franklin Stevens. 
Cadet Horace Stringfellow, jr. 
Cadet Robert William Strong. 
Cadet Victor Vaughan Taylor. 
Cadet John McDonald Thompson. 
Cadet Leo Andrew Walton. 


FIELD ARTILLERY ARM-—-SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 


Cadet Herman Beukema. 
Cadet Charles Manly Busbee. 
Cadet Francis Joseph Dunigan. 
Cadet Clinton Wilbur Howard. 
Cadet James Allen Lester. 
Cadet Raymond Marsh. 

Cadet Herbert Spencer Struble. 
Cadet Joseph May Swing. 
Cadet Aibert Whitney Waldron. 
Cadet John Hobert Wallace. 
Cadet Edwin Albert Zundel. 


COAST. ARTILLERY CORPS—SECOND LIEUTENANTS, 


Cadet Henry Spiese Aurand. 
Cadet Thomas Joseph Brady. 
Cadet Charles Hosmer Chapin. 
Cadet William Putnam Cherrington. 
Cadet John Henry Cochran. 
Cadet Herbert Robison Corbin. 
Cadet Joseph Daly Coughlan. 
Cadet Frank Edwin Emery, jr. 
Cadet Charles Robert Finley. 
Cadet Richmond Turnbull Gibson. 
Cadet Hubert Reilly Harmon. 
Cadet Joseph Cumming Haw. 
Cadet Walter Wood Hess, jr. 
Cadet Carl Ernest Hocker. 

Cadet Edward Bolton Hyde, jr. 
Cadet Clifford Randall Jones. 
Cadet John Frederick Kahle. 
Cadet Clarence Brewster Lindner, 
Cadet John Storrie MacTaggart. 
Cadet Reinold Melberg. 

Cadet John Kimberly Meneely. 
Cadet Martin John O’Brien. 
Cadet Henry Benton Sayler. 
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Cadet 
“Cadet 
Cadet 
Cadet 
Cadet 
Jadet 
Cadet 
Cadet 


Logan Wellington Serles. 
Harold Eugene Small. 
Iverson Brooks Summers, Ir. 
Clesen Henry Tenney. 
Joseph Jesse Teter. 

Edward Caswell Wallington. 
Albert Henry Warren. 

John Beugnot Wogan. 


INFANTRY ARM—SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 


Cadet Alfred Schrieber Balsam. 
Cadet Charles Calvert Benedict. 
Cadet Omar Nelson Bradley. 
Cadet Gilbert Smith Brownell. 
Cadet Henry Harold Dabney. 
Jadet Lewis Clarke Davidson. 
Cadet Michael Frank Davis. 
Cadet Howard Donnelly. 
Cadet Jobn Benjamin Duckstad. 
Cadet Whitten Jasper East. 
Cadet Melchior McEwan Eberts. 
Cadet Dwight David Eisenhower. 
Cadet Clyde Raymond Eisenschmidt. 
Cadet Luis Raul Esteves, 
Cadet Vernon Erans. 
Cadet Benjamin Greeley Ferris. 
Cadet Tom Fox. 
Cadet Jacob John Gerhardt. 
Cadet Adlai Howard Gilkeson. 
Cadet Sidney Carroll Graves. 
Cadet Thomas James Hanley, jr. 
Cadet Thomas Guerdon Hearn, 
Cadet Donald Henley. 
Cadet Charles Curtiss Herrick. 
Cadet Leland Stanford Hobbs. 
Cadet Otto Al Busch Hooper. 
Cadet Jesse Beeson Hunt. 
Cadet Harold William James. 
Cadet John Keliher. < 
Cadet John William Leonard. 
Cadet Robert Bishop Lorch. 
Cadet Stuart Clarence MacDonald. 
Cadet John Aloysius McDermott. 
Cadet Stanley McNabb. 
Cadet Philip Kitchings McNair. 
Cadet Joseph Taggart MeNarney. 
Cadet John Ross Mendenhall. 
Cadet Louis Alfred Merillat, jr. 
Cadet Benjamin Willis Mills. 
Cadet Paul John Mueller. 
Cadet Joseph Monroe Murphy. 
Cadet James Basevi Ord. 
Cadet Parley Doney Parkinson, 
Cadet Ear) Marvin Price. 
Cadet Vernon Edwin Prichard, 
Cadet George Pulsifer, jr. 
Cadet Marshall Henry Quesenberry. 
Cadet Norman Randolph. 
Cadet Jo Hunt Reaney. 
Cadet Metcalfe Reed. 
Cadet Charles Samuel Ritchel. 
Cadet Jolin Nicholas Robinson. 
Cadet John Ellis Rossell. 
Cadet Charles Wolcott Ryder. 
Cadet Edward Gill Sherburne. 
Cadet Richard Carlton Stickney. 
Cadet George Edward Stratemeyer, 
Cadet Oscar Andruss Straub. 
Cadet Thomas Fenton Taylor. 
Cadet Leroy Hugh Watson. 
Cadet Arthur Arnim White. 
Cadet John Hamilton Chew Williams. 
Cadet Robert Livingston Williams. 
Cadet Roscoe Barnett Woodruff. 
Cadet James Alward Van Fleet. 


APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS. 

Rear Admiral William S. Benson, with the rank of rear ad- 

miral, for a term of four years. (Recess appointment.) 
REAR ADMIRALS, 

Capt. William S. Benson, from November 26, 1915. 
appointment.) 

Capt. Herbert O. Dunn, from August 6, 1915. 
pointment. ) 


(Recess 


(Recess ap- 


Capt. Augustus F. Fechteler, from July 11, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Capt. Albert Gleaves, from July 29, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Capt. Albert W. Grant, from September 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Capt. Albert G. Winterhalter, from May 5, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
CAPTAINS. 


Commander Frederic B. Bassett, jr., from May 5, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 

Commander Benjamin F. Hutchison, from August 6, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Commander Richard H. Jackson, from July 11, 1915. 
appointment.) 

Commander Sumner E. W. Kittelle, from September 7, 1915. 
(Recess appointment. ) 

Commander Thomas P. Magruder (an additional number in 
grade), from August 6, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Commander William V. Pratt, from September 29, 1915. 
(Recess appointment. ) 


(Re- 


(Recess 


Commander Nathan C. Twining, from July 29, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 
Commander Henry A. Wiley, from April 23, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
COMMANDERS. 


Lieut. Commander Wat T. Cluverius, from April 23, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Commander Ralph Earle, from July 1, 1914, to correct the 
date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Lieut. Commander Frederic N. Freeman, from July 1, 1914. 
(Recess appointment. ) 

Lieut. Commander Thomas A. Kearney, from August 6, 1915, 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Commander Dudley W. Knox, from September 29, 1915, 
(Recess appointment.) 

Commander Gatewood S. Lincoln, from July 10, 1914, to cor- 
rect the date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Commander Arthur MacArthur, from August 17, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Commander Albert W. Marshall, from July 29, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Commander Leigh C. Palmer, from July 11, 1915. 
(Recess appointment. ) 

Lieut. Commander Frank E. Ridgely, from September 7, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Commander George L. P. Stone, from April 28, 1914, to cor- 
rect the date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Commander Charles M. Tozer, from December 15, 1914. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Commander Ivan C. Wettengel, from December 12, 1914, to 
correct the date from which he takes rank a, previously con- 
firmed. (Recess appointment. ) 

Lieut. Commander Duncan M. Wood, from May 5, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 

Commander Daniel W. Wurtsbaugh (an additional number 
in grade), from July 1, 1914, to correct the date from which he 
takes rank as previously confirmed. (Recess appointment. ) 


LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS. 


Lieut. Donald C. Bingham, from December 11, 1914. 
appointment. ) 

Lient. Ralph P. Craft, from July 29, 1915. 
ment.) 

Lieut. Otto C. Dowling, from September 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Lieut. John Downes, from July 1, 1914. 
ment.) 

Lieut. Ralph M. Griswold, from December 15, 1914. 
cess appointment.) 

Lieut. Myles Joyce, from May 5, 1915. 
ment.) 

Lieut. James P. Lannon, from April 23, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Lieut. Commander Edward J. Marquart, from November 13, 
1914, to correct the date from which he takes rank as previously 


(Re- 


(Recess 
(Recess appoint- 
(Recess ap- 
(Recess appoint- 
(Re- 
(Recess appoint- 


(Recess ap- 


confirmed. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Frank C. Martin, from July 11, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Lieut. George J. Meyers, from July 10, 1914. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 
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Lieut. Commander James P. Murdock, from November 5, 1914, 
to correct the date from which he takes rank as previously 
confirmed. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Neil E. Nichols, from August 17, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Lieut. Lewis B. Porterfield, from March 4, 1915. (Recess 
appointment, ) 

Lieut. Commander William L. Pryor, from July 1, 1914, to 
correct the date from which he takes rank as previously con- 


firmed. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Gilbert J. Rowcliff, from March 22, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Lieut. Adolphus Staton, from August 1, 1915. (Recess ap- 
polntment.) 

Lieut. Richard Wainwright, jr., from April 28, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Lieut. Robert Wallace, from December 12, 1914 (Recess 
appointment.) 

Lieut. David A. Weaver, from August 6, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 
LIEUTENANTS. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Alfred W. Atkins, from November 13, 
1914. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harold M. Bemis, from April 23, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry Campbell, from December 15, 
1914. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles A. Dunn, from May 5, 1914. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William S. Farber, from August 17, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Allan S. Farquhar, from February 24, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Raymond F. Frellsen, from November 5, 1914, to cor- 
rect the date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Philip H. Hammond, from Decem- 
ber 11, 1914. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. John H. Hoover, from July 10, 1914, to correct the 
date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Claud A. Jones, from December 12, 
1914. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George W. Kenyon, from January 1, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lucien F. Kimball, from March 4, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank R. King, from July 29, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Louis H. Maxfield, from October 29, 1914, to correct 
the date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Irving H. Mayfield, from July 1, 1914, to change the 
date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harvey W. McCormack, from March 
22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ernest D. McWhorter, from April 28, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Carl T. Osburn, from August 6, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John M. Schelling, from May 5, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Roy LeC. Stover, from April 25, 1914. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut, (Junior Grade) Bert B. Taylor, from July 11, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William O. Wallace, from July 20, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bruce R. Ware, jr., from August 1, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 


LIEUTENANTS (JUNIOR GRADE). 


Ensign Walden L. Ainsworth, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Charles S. Alden, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign James T. Alexander, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Anton B. Anderson, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Lorain Anderson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Milton H. Anderson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 


Ensign George B. Ashe, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) S 

Ensign Robert K. Awtrey, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Oscar C. Badger, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Oliver W. Bagby, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Carlos A. Bailey, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Eusign Philip R. Baker, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Daniel E. Barbey, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign William C. Barnes, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Eric L. Barr, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 


Ensign Harold T. Bartlett, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Paul M. Bates, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Chariton E. Battle, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign William E. Baughman, from March 7, 1915. 
appointment.) 

Ensign Thomas Baxter, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Donald B. Beary, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Robert E. Bell, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 


(Recess 


Ensign Andrew C. Bennett, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Mervyn S. Bennion, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Howard B. Berry, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Valentine N. Bieg, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Bernhard H. Bieri, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Joseph M. Blackwell, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Howard D. Bode, from. March 7, 1915. 


(Recess ap- 
pointment.) > 


Ensign Harry R. Bogusch, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Richard H. Booth, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 


Ensign Herbert R. A. Borchardt, from June 5, 1914. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Creed H. Boucher, from June 5, 1914. 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Herbert H. Bouson, from March 7, 1915. 
appointment. ) 

Ensign John P. Bowden, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign Thales S. Boyd, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign Clarkson J. Bright, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 


(Recess ap- 
(Recess 
(Recess appoint- 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Ernest W. Broadbent, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Clarence K. Bronson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign John J. Brown, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Laurence R. Brown, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Melville S. Brown, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment, ) 

Ensign Walter E. Brown, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Pat Buchanan, from March 7, 1915, (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Elliott Buckmaster, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign William H. Burtis, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

N John A. Byers, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Ensign James ©. Byrnes, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
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Ensign Daniel J. Callaghan, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign William F. Callaway, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Stanley R. Canine, from December 5, 1914. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Everett D. Capehart, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Wadleigh Capehart, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 

Ensign Lee C. Carey, from March 7, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign Rivers J. Carstarphen, from March 7, 1015. 
appointment. ) 

Ensign William D. Chandler, jr., from March 7, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 

Ensign Nathan B. Chase, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Marion C. Cheek, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Godfrey de C. Chevalier, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) > 

Ensign James C. Clark, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) $ 

Ensign Calvin H. Cobb, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 


(Recess appoint- 
(Recess 
(Re- 


(Recess ap- 


ment.) 

Ensign Emory W. Coil, from June 8,.1915. (Recess: appoint- 
ment. 

natin Francis M. Collier, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Walter V. Combs, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Lewis W. Comstock, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Urey W. Conway, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
Ensign George M. Cook, from March 7, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Charles M, Cooke, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign William A. Corley, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign William M. Corry, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Francis S. Craven, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

ensign Edmund A. Crenshaw, jr., from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign James McD. Cresap, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Joseph F. Crowell, jr, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign James A. Crutchfield, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 


Ensign John H. Culin, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 


ment.) 

Ensign Harry P. Curley, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign John P. Dalton, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign George W. D. Dashiell, from June 8, 1915, (Recess 
appointment.) 

Insign Lyal A. Davidson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Walter S. Davidson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Walter S. De Lany, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 

Ensign Louis E. Denfeld, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign Ralph E. Dennett, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Davis De Treville, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Morton L. Deyo, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

ensign George L. Dickson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


(Recess appoint- 
(Recess ap- 


Ensign Harold Dodd, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign John F. Donelson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


Ensign Delevan B. Downer, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 


Ensign Campbell D. Edgar, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 
Ensign Walter A. Edwards, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 

Ensign Charles M. Elder, from June 5, 1914. 
ment.) 

Ensign Fred K. Elder, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign Emory P. Eldredge, from June 8, 1915. 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Robert H. English, from Mareh 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Hans Ertz, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

5 John H. Falge, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appointa 
ment. 

Ensign Richard S. Field, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Herman E. Fischer, from June 8, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign John A. Fletcher, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Sargent Force, from March 7, 1915. 
ment.) ; 

Ensign Louis R. Ford, from June 8, 1915. 

Ensign George H. Fort, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign Paul F. Foster, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. ) 

Ensign Murphy J. Foster, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap< 
pointment. ) 

2 John L. Fox, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Ensign Hugh C. Frazer, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 
(Recess appoint- 
(Recess ap- 
(Recess ap- 


(Recess ap- 
(Recess ap- 
(Recess ap- 


(Recess appoint- 


(Recess appoint- 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Deupree J. Friedell, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Hollaway H. Frost, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign George C. Fuller, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Jenifer Garnett, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Thomas L. Gatch, from June 8, 1915. (Recess. ap- 


pointment.) 
Ensign John W. Gates, from March 7, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Robert Gatewood, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Edwards B. Gibson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 5 

Ensign George S. Gillespie, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 

Ensign Carl G. Gilliland, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Morris D. Gilmore, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Cyrus D. Gilroy, from June 5, 1914. 


(Recess ap- 
(Recess appoint- 


ment.) 

Ensign Harrison R. Glennon, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Donald C. Godwin, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Howard H. Good, from June 8, 1015. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Wells E. Goodhue, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Augustine H. Gray, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Lucien B. Green, 2d, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign William G. Greenman, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Robert M. Griffin, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Virgil C. Griffin, jr., from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign James G. B. Gromer, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) : 

Ensign Harold B. Grow, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Clarence Gulbranson, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Allen H. Guthrie, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 
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Ensign Walter S. Haas, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Ole ©. Hagen, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Robert S. Haggart, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Preston B. Haines, from June 5, 1914. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Harvey S. Haislip, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment. ) 


Ensign Robert A. Hall, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 


ment.) 

Ensign Carroll M. Hall, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) r 

Ensign Donald W. Hamilton, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 


Ensign Roman B. Hammes, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 


Ensign Lewis Hancock, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Raymond V. Hannon, from June 8. 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Edward W. Hanson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Hamilton Harlow, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 


Ensign Frederick S. Hatch, from March 7, 1915. 


appointment.) 
Ensign Webb ©. Hayes, from March 7, 1915. 


(Recess 


(Recess ap- 


pointment.) 

Ensign Herbert R. Hein, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Harry W. Hill, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Robert M. Hinckley, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Robert P. Hinrichs, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Snsign Guy C. Hitchcock, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Merritt Hodson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
polntment.) 


Ensign Granville B. Hoey, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 


Ensign Josiah O. Hoffman, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign William S. Hogg, Jr., from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign John H. Holt, jr, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 

Ensign Ralpi W. Holt, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign Heister Hoogewerff, from June 8, 1915. 
appointment.) 

Ensign Harry W. Hosford, from March 7, 1915, 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Bushrod B. Howard, from March 7, 1915. 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Glenn F. Howell, from. March 7, 1915. 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Garnet Hulings, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 
(Recess 
(Recess 
( Recess 
(Recess 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Lunsford L. Hunter, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign George F. Jacobs, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Howard S. Jeans, from March 7, 1915, (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Chester C. Jersey, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Frank E. Johnson, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

zusign Cecil Y. Johnston, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Leslie La F. Jordan, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


Ensign Howard S. Keep, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Harold R. Keller, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Frank H. Kelly, jr., from March 7, 1915. 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Jay L. Kerley, from March 7, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess ap- 
(Recess ap- 
(Recess ap- 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Raymond E. Kerr, from June 8, 1915. 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Henry M. Kieffer, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign William D. Kilduff, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign James L. King, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess ap- 
(Recess appoint- 
(Recess ap- 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Samuel W. King, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) yi 

Ensign Thomas S. King, 2d., from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Howard F. Kingman, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Norman IL. Kirk, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 


Ensign Van Leer Kirkman, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Hugo W. Koehler, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

ensign Hurbert V. La Bombard, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) = 

Ensign Forrest U. Lake, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign George W. La Mountain, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Edward K. Lang, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Edward C. Lange, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Alfred Y. Lanphier, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Edward B. Lapham, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Mare W. Larimer, from June 8, 1915, (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Francis A. La Roche, from March 7, 1915, (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Robert A. Lavender, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) : 

Ensign Ralph C. Lawder, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Robert C. Lee, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 


Ensign Howard K. Lewis, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Roy W. Lewis, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 


(Recess ap- 


Ensigu Spencer S. Lewis, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 
Ensign Leonard N. Linsley, from July 30, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 
Ensign Charles A. Lockwood, jr., from June 8, 1915, 
appointment.) 


(Recess 


Ensign Ames Loder, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Frank Loftin, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign James A. Logan, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Frank J. Lowry, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign George M. Lowry, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Frank H. Luckel, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Alexander Macomb, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Scott B. Macfarlane, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 
Ensign Albert R. Mack, from March T, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensigu John H. Magruder, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 
Ensign Stewart A. Manahan, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 
Ensign Joseph R. Mann, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) ‘ 


Ensign Francis G. Marsh, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Charles P. Mason, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Hugh V. McCabe, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 
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Ensign Scott D. MeCaughey, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign John W. McClaran, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Thomas S. McCloy, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Edgar R. McClung, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Millington B. McComb, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Frank C. McCord, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Edward O. McDonnell, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Harry D. McHenry, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Earl A. McIntyre, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Edward H. McKitterick, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign George J. McMillin, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Charles H. Me Morris, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 

Ensign Daniel S. McQuarrie, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Bolivar V. Meade, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 

Ensign Romuald P. P. Meclewski, from March 7, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 


(Recess ap- 
(Re- 


Ensign John F. Meigs, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Aaron S. Merrill, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Robert T. Merrill, 2d, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Harry L. Merring, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Earle ©. Metz, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Elmer K. Miles, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Robert N. Miller, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) ; : 

Ensign Schuyler Mills, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Mare A. Mitscher, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Robert P. Mohle, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Robert P. Molten, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign James C. Montfort, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Alfred E. Montgomery, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Charles J. Moore, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

oa Robert D. Moore, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Ensign Warren L. Moore, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Aylmer L. Morgan, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign George D. Murray, from March 7. 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Richard P. Myers, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Edward P. Nickinson, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign William S. Nicholas, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Joseph L. Nielson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Elliott B. Nixon, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Joseph P. Norfleet, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 

Ensign Eugene T. Oates, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign William H. O'Brien, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Wentworth H. Osgood, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 


Ensign Ormand C. Pailthorp, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

e Roger W. Paine, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Ensign Lyell St. L. Pamperin, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

eg Ralph S. Parr, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Ensign George F. Parrott, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Harry G. Patrick, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Donald F. Patterson, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Horatio J. Peirce, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Whitley Perkins, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Benjamin Perlman, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign John R. Peterson, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Wallace B. Phillips, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Sherwood Picking, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
Ensign Baylis F. Poe, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign Charles A. Pownall, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign William M. Quigley, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign De Witt C. Ramsey, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Oliver M. Read, Jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign John W. Reeves, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Miles P. Refo, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 


Ensign Lawrence F. Reifsnider, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 


Ensign Frederick G. Reinicke, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Frank F. Reynolds, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign John K. Richards, jr., from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign William A. Richardson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment. ) 
Ensign William N. Richardson, jr., from June 5, 1914. (Re- 


cess appointment.) 
Ensign Conrad Ridgely, from March 7,1915. (Recess appoint- 


ment.) 

Ensign Walter A. Riedel, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Frederick L. Riefkohl, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Ralph G. Risley, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Albert C. Roberts, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Stephen B. Robinson, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Percy K. Robottom, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
polntment.) 

Ensign James L. Rodgers, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Herbert O. Roesch, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 
Ensign George A. Rood, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 


ment.) 

Ensign Albert B. Sanborn, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Roscoe E. Schuirman, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Harold W. Scofield, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

> ag Norman Scott, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Ensign Walter D. Seed, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


8 Warren A. Shaw, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 
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Ensign Frederick C. Sherman, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Henry J. Shields, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Robert B. Simons, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Alston R. Simpson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Robert H. Skelton, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

2 8 Ernest G. Small, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

Ensign Glenn A. Smith, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign John H. Smith, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 


Ensign Joseph McE. B. Smith, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Lybrand P. Smith, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Harold E. Snow, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 


Ensign Ingram C. Sowell, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 


ment.) 

Ensign Earl W. Spencer, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Franklin S. Steinwachs, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Ellis S. Stone, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign Glenn B. Strickland, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign James H. Taylor, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign William D. Taylor, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) . 

Ensign Abraham C. Ten Eyck, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 


appointment. ) 


Insign Paul S. Theiss, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign John C. Thom, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) , 

Ensign Dorsey O. Thomas, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Beriah M. Thompson, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Robert R. Thompson, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) : 

Ensign Mahlon S. Tisdale, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Webb Trammell, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Francis P. Traynor, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Frank E. P. Uberroth, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 


Ensign Herbert W. Underwood, from March 7, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 
Ensign Guysbert B. Vroom, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
Ensign James G. 
pointment.) t 
Ensign Robertson J. Weeks, from June 8, 1915. 
pointment.) 
Ensign Philip Van H. Weems, from June 8, 1915. 
appointment.) 
Ensign Fred Welden, from March 7, 1915. 
ment.) 


Ware, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
(Recess ap- 
(Recess 


(Recess appoint- 


Ensign John H. Wellbrock, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 
Ensign Ralph S. Wentworth, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment. ) 

Ensign Louis P. Wenzell, from June 8, 1915. 
pointment. ) 

Ensign George L. Weyler, from March 7, 1915. 
pointment.) 


(Recess ap- 


(Recess ap- 


Ensign Grady B. Whitehead, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 
Ensign Francis E. M. Whiting, from June 8, 1915. (Recess 


appointment. ) 

Ensign Homer C. Wick, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 

Ensign John Wilbur, from June 8, 1915. 
ment.) 


(Recess appoint- 
(Recess appoint- 


Ensign James B. Will, from March 7, 1915. 


(Recess appoint- 
ment.) : 


Ensign Bernard O. Wills, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Edgar M. Williams, from March 7, 1915, (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Alfred S. Wolfe, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Oliver L. Wolford, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Stanley G. Womble, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Ralph F. Wood, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign George L. Woodruff, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Carleton H. Wright, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 


Ensign Carroll Q. Wright, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Percy T. Wright, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Richard W. Wuest, from June 5, 1914. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Robert T. Young, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Ellis M. Zacharias, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) A 

Ensign John A. L. Zenor, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign Alfred G. Zimermann, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

ENSIGNS. 

Joseph E. Austin, of Wisconsin, from July 30, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Gunner Richard S. Bulger, from July 30, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Chief Machinist Horace E. Burks, from July 30, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Machinist Eugene G. Herzinger, from July 30, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Chief Machinist Adolph J. Merkt, from July 30, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
Gunner Albert Osenger, from July 30, 1915. 
ment.) 8 
Chief Machinist William D. Sullivan, from July 30, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 
MIDSHIPMEN TO BE ENSIGNS. 


(All with rank from June 5, 1915. All recess appointments.) 


Richard R. Adams. 
Daniel W. Armstrong. 
Lloyd V. H. Armstrong. 
Marshall B. Arnold. 
Robert N. 8. Baker, 
Alan Barnett. 

John F. Bates, jr. 
Richard W. Bates. 
Roswell H. Blair. 
Howes Bodfish. 
William H. Bowman. 
Edward Breed. 

James P. Brown. 
Thomas G. Brown. 
Raymond Burhen. 
Henry P. Burnett. 
Norwood G. Calvert. 
John H. Campman. 
Joseph H. Chadwick. 
Irving R. Chambers. 
Theodore E. Chandler. 
Harry H. Chenoweth. 
Earle W. F. Childs. 
Burton W. Chippendale. 
Ralph W. Christie. 
Charles G. Clark. 
Henry S. Clark, jr. 
Stuart B. Clark. 
Robert W. Clark. 
Horace D. Clarke. 
David McL. Collins. 
Walter J. Confer. 
Frederic P. Culbert. 
Donald McL, Dalton. 
Robert T. Darrow. 


(Recess appoint- 


1915. 
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Arthur C. Davis. 
Samuel R. Deets. 
Julius C. Delpino. 
Dallas D. Dupre. 
Glenn H. Easton. 
Hugh G. Eldredge. 
John S. Farnsworth. 
Robert M. Farrar. 
John M. Field, jr. 
Hilbert A. Fisher. 
Cornelius W. Flynn. 
Millard G. Gamble, jr, 
Archie E. Glnan. 
Philip T. Glennon. 
Robert O. Glover. 
Vineent H. Godfrey. 
Homer W. Graf. 
Ivan M. Graham. 
William Granat. 
George W. Grove. 
William S. Hactor. 
Homer H. H. Harrison, 
Alexander G. Hatch. 
Edward E. Hazlett, jr. 
Elmer R. Henning. 
Walter. A. Hicks. 
George C. Hill. 
Lyman B. Hoops. 
Elmer B. Hough. 
Roy de S. Horn. 
Harold O. Hunter. 
Frank C. Huntoon, 
Myron W. Hutchinson, jr. 
Edouard V. M. Isaacs. 
Samuel P. Jenkins. 
Romeo J. Jondreau. 
Claude O. Kell. 
Ralph Kiely. 
Archer E. King, jr. 
Merrill T. Kinne, 
John B. Kneip. 
George C. Kriner. - 
James R. Kyle, jr. 
George P. Lamont. 
Arthur Landis. 
Conrad L. Lein. 
Nelson J. Leonard. 
Chester E. Lewis. 
James M. Lewis. 
Leverett S. Lewis. 
Forrest H. Libenow. 
William J. Lorenz. 
Francis S. Low. 
John C. Lusk. 
James E. Maher. 
Stuart A. Maher. 
John J. Mahoney. 
Francis M. Mail, jr. 
Preston Marshall. 
Stephen H. Matteson, 
Edwin S. MeCoach. 
Lynde D. McCormick, 
John L, McCrea. 
Harold M. Meyers. 
Marcus C. Miller. 
Louis R. Moore. 
Philip C. Morgan. 
William Nelson. 
Otto Nimitz. 
William J. Nunnally, jr. 
Charles F. Osborn. 
Harvey E. Overesch. 
Hubert E. Paddock. 
Robert M. Parkinson. 
Melville C. Partello. 
Frederick W: Pennoyer, jr. 
Benjamin F. Perry. 
Thomas G. Peyton. 
Nathaniel M. Pigman. 
Winfred H. A. Pike, jr. 
Warner P. Portz. 
Melville W. Powers. 
Kendall Preston. 
Allen G. Quyun. 


LIHI — 114 


John S. Ray. 

Powell McC. Rhea. 
Frederick G. Richards. 
Clifford G. Richardson. 
Oliver H. Ritchie. 
John H. Rockwell. 
Forrest B. Royal. 
Isaac Schlossbach. 
Leon B. Scott. 

Tully Shelley. 

James M. Shoemaker, 
Wesley J. Shofner. 
Samuel R. Shumaker, 
John D. Small. 

Allen E. Smith. 
Finney B. Smith. 
William M. Snelling. 
Mark L. Sperry, jr. 
Jonathan H. Sprague. 
Morris H. Spriggs. 
Lewis L. Stedman. 
Albert R. Stephan. 
Arthur D. Struble. 
Armit C. Thomas. 
William D. Thomas. 
Ryland D. Tisdale. 
Henry O. Tovey. 
Scott Umsted. 
Howard L. Vickery. 
Claude C. Vickrey. 
Frank D. Wagner. 
Myron J. Walker. 
Dewitt C. Watson. 
Charles F. Wedderburn. 
Herbert V. Wiley. 
Winthrop Winslow. 
Noble Withers. 
Gerard H. Wood. 
Leighton Wood. 
Alexander S. Wotherspoon. 
Allan R. Wurtele. 
Walter M. A. Wynne. 


Mepicat Cores. 
MEDICAL DIRECTOR. 


Medical Inspector Charles H. T. Lowndes, from April 18, 


1915. (Recess appointment.) 


SURGEONS. 


Passed Asst. Surg. Frederick G. Abeken, from June 18, 1914. 


(Recess appointment.) 


Passed Asst. Surg. James E. Gill, from July 20, 1914. (Recess 


appointment.) 


Surg. Allen D. McLean, from January 21, 1914, to change the 


date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 


cess appointment.) 


(Re- 


Passed Asst. Surg. Winfield S. Pugh, jr., from June 25, 1914. 


(Recess appointment.) 


Passed Asst. Surg. Isaac S. K. Reeves, from April 18, 1915. 


(Recess appointment.) 


Surg. Charles E. Ryder, from December 15, 1913, to change 
the date from which he takes rank as previously confirmed. 


(Recess appointment.) 


PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEONS, 


Asst. Surg. Charles L. Beeching, from September 14, 1914. 


(Recess appointment.) 


Asst. Surg. Robert G. Davis, from January 26, 1915, 


appointment.) 


Asst. Surg. Stanley D. Hart, from September 28, 1915. 


cess appointment.) 


Asst. Surg. Robert F. Jones, from August 2, 1914. 


appointment.) 


Asst. Surg. Richard H. Laning, from June 21, 1914. 


appointment.) 


Asst. Surg. Penlie B. Ledbetter, from May 4, 1914. 


appointment.) 


Asst. Surg. Chester C. Wood, from May 4, 1915. 


pointment.) 


ASSISTANT SURGEONS, 


(Recess 


(Re- 


(Recess 
(Recess 
(Recess 


(Recess ap- 


Joel T. Boone, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 


Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 


Foster H. Bowman, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 


Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 
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William A. Brams, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 


Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Frederic L. Conklin, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Walter W. Cress, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Charles W. Depping, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Ruskin H. Lhamon, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry McDonald, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William H. Michael, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Cecil S. O’Brion, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Joy A. Omer, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps, 
from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Clarence W. Ross, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Henry M. Stenhouse, assistant surgeon in the Medical Re- 
serve Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William A. Stoops, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from Aprii 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Summerfield M. Taylor, assistant surgeon in the Medical Re- 
serve Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Robert A. Torrance, assistant surgeon in the Medical Re- 
serye Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Chalmer H. Weaver, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William W. Wickersham, assistant surgeon in the Medical 
Reserve Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Talmadge Wilson, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Carleton I. Wood, assistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve 
Corps, from April 22, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

MEDICAL RESERVE Corps. 


ASSISTANT SURGEONS. 


Overton Brooks, of Ilinois, from Mareh 10, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 
Virgil H. Carson, of Virginia, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 


appointment. ) N 

Lawrence F. Drumm, of New York, from September 25, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Francis De A. Gibbs, of Tennessee, from August 6, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Elphege A. M. Gondreau, of Rhode Island, from August 6, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

John Harper, of Pennsylvania, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Forrest M. Harrison, of Virginia, from August 6, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Alcpfar Marsteller, of Virginia, from November 30,1915. (Re- 
cess :ppointment. ) 

Richard H. Miller, of Rhode Island, from August 6, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) ) 

Franklin F. Murdoch, of New York, from December 1, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

John P. Owen, of Missouri, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) ; 

Paul Richmond, jr., of Virginia, from September 25, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

William J. Rogers, of Ohio, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

George P. Shields, of Pennsylvania, from August 6, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 


Montgomery H. Sicard, of New York, from April 12, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 


Arthur C. Sinton, of Virginia, from December 1, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

George W. Taylor, of Alabama, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Russell J. Trout, of New York, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

George B. Tyler, of Virginia, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 


appointment. ) 
Walter A. Vogelsang, of New Jersey, from August 6, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 


Henry C. Weber, of Indiana, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 
Leslie B. Wiggs, of Virginia, from November 30, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
Louis H. Williams, of North Carolina, from Deeember 1, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 


Grover C. Wilson, of Louisiana, from August 6, 1915. (Recess 

appointment.) 
DENTAL Corps. 
ASSISTANT DENTAL SURGEONS. 

Acting Asst. Dental Surg. Harry W. Blaisdell, from Novem- 
ber 27, 1915. 
1 Asst. Dental Surg. James L. Brown, from November 

1915. 

. Asst. Dental Surg. Joseph D. Halleck, from November 
27. 1915. 
eae Asst. Dental Surg. Harry H. Harvey, from November 

, 1915. 

3 Asst. Dental Surg. Harry D. Johnson, from November 
1915. N 
7 SS Asst. Dental Surg. Ernest W. Lacy, from November 

, 1915. 

Acting Asst. Dental Surg. Joseph A. Mahoney, from Novem- 
ber 27, 1915. 

Acting Asst. Dental Surg. Anson F. McCreary, from Novem- 
ber 27, 1915. 

Acting Asst. Dental Surg. Leon Martin, from November 27, 
1915. 

Acting Asst. Dental Surg. Eugene H. Tennent, from Novem- 
ber 27, 1915. 

Acting Asst. Dental Surg. Lucian C. Williams, from Novem- 
ber 27, 1915. 

DENTAL RESERVE Corps. 

George C. Fowler, of the District of Columbia, from June 9, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

William M. Thebaut, of Georgia, from June 9, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

CHIEF PHARMACIST. 

Pharmacist Ralph T. Abernathy, from March 22, 1915. 

cess appointment.) 


(Re- 


Pay DIVISION. 
DIRECTORS. 


Pay Inspector Samuel McGowan, from September 23, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 


Pay Inspector Ziba W. Reynolds, from July 30, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 
Pay Inspector Eugene D. Ryan, from August 11, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 
INSPECTORS. 
Paymaster Samuel Bryan, from August 11, 1915. (Recess ap- 


pointment.) 

Paymaster Arthur F. Huntington, from September 23, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Paymaster David Potter, from July 30, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

PASSED ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS, 

Asst. Paymaster John L. Chatterton, from August 23, 1912. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Tucker C. Gibbs, a citizen of Florida, from September 2, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Asst. Paymaster William Gower, from November 8, 1914. 
(Recess appointment.) 4 

Asst. Paymaster Arthur H. Mayo, from November 3, 1914. 
(Recess appointment.) 

ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS. 

Stephen J. Brune, of Missouri (and an enlisted man in the 
Navy), from September 17, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Chester W. Edge, of California (and an enlisted man in the 
Navy), from September 17, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 
ASSISTANT PAYMASTERS WITH RANK OF LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR 


GRADE. ) 

Ensign Ernest H. Barber, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Herman G. Bowerfind, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign John A. Byrne, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment. 

3 David T. Chalmers, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign John A. Colhoun, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Charles C. Copp, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Arthur H. Eddins, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 


Ensign Eaton C. Edwards, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
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Ensign John B. Ewald, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 

Ensign John J. Gaffney, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Ensign John A. Harman, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Delos P. Heath, from March 7, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) , 

Ensign Herbert J. Houser, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign Oscar W. Leidel, from March 7, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Ensign Stanley M. Mathes, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Charles V. McCarty, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Macdonough C. Merriam, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Ensign William E. Moorman, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Lawrence A. Odlin, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Richard S. Robertson, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Harry T. Sandlin, from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Ensign Samuel R. White, jr., from March 7, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

CHIEF PAY CLERKS. 
(Paymasters’ clerks appointed under the act of Mar. 4, 1915 
All recess appointments. ) 

Clarence C. Alger, from July 1, 1915. 

Emil E. Artois, from July 1, 1915. 

Rudolph A. Ashton, from July 1, 1915. 


Frank H. Baasen, from July 1, 1915. 
Arthur W. Babcock, from July 1, 1915. 
Charles L. Bahrendt, from July 1, 1915. 
Archy W. Barnes, from July 1, 1915. 
Ambrose J. Barnum, from July 1, 1915. 
Carl E. Beaty, from July 1, 1915. 
Carroll F. Bennett, from July 1, 1915. 
John E. Bibb, from July 1, 1915. 
Walter D. Bollard, from July 1, 1915. 
Richard R. Bolles, from July 1, 1915. 
Charles H. Breyer, from July 1, 1915. 
Philip A. Caro, from July 1, 1915. 
Edgar L. Cary, from July 1, 1915. 
Otis F. Cato, from July 1, 1915. 
Charles W. Charlton, from July 1, 1915, 
William Craig, from July 1, 1915. 
William H. Crap, from July 1, 1915. 
Fred E. Crossman, from July 1, 1915. 
Thomas A. Culhane, from July 1, 1915. 
Eugene Dann, from July 1, 1915. 
Edward F. Delaney, from July 1, 1915. 
Roscoe J. Dodd, from July 1, 1915. 
Dayton Fisher, from July 1, 1915. 
Frank D. Foley, from July 1, 1915. 
James Gately, from July 1, 1915. 

John J. Gering, from July 1, 1915. 
Miles Gilman, from July 1, 1915. 

Orlo S. Goff, from July 1, 1915. 

Robert L. Gressitt, from July 1, 1915. 
Gerald A. Griffin, from July 1, 1915. 
Henry Guilmette, from July 1, 1915. 
Thomas A. Henry, from July 1, 1915. 
Arthur Hesford, from July 1, 1915. 
John M. Holmes, from July 1, 1915. 
Harry A. Hooton, from July 1, 1915. 
Theodore F. Howe, from July 1, 1915. 
Frank Hunt, from July 1, 1915. 
Alpheus M. Jones, from July 1, 1915. 
Samuel H. Knowles, from July 1. 1915. 
Helmer H. Koppang, from July 1. 1915. 
Benjamin L. Lankford, from July 1, 1915. 
Harry Mack, from July 1, 1915. 
George W. Masterton, from July 1, 1915. 
Timothy J. Mulcahy, from July 1, 1915. 
Nils B. Olsen, from July 1, 1915. 
Oscar J. Phillips, from July 1, 1915. 
Edward W. Poore, from July 1, 1915. 
Harry Price, from July 1, 1915. 

John H. Rauch, from July 1, 1915, 
Joseph Reay, from July 1, 1915. 


Joseph A. Rebentisch, from July 1, 1915. 
James E. Reed, from July 1, 1915. 
Charles E. Sandgren, from July 1, 1915. 
Thomas M. Schnotala, from July 1, 1915. 
George P. Seifert, from July 1, 1915. 
Walker A. Settle, from July 1, 1915. 
Burnice W. Shumaker, from July 1, 1915. 
Charles R. Sies, from July 1, 1915. 
Malcolm D. Stuart, from July 1, 1915. 
Lewis S. Sutliff, from July 1, 1915. 
Sidney P. Vaughn, from July 1, 1915. 
Edward R. von Preissig, from July 1, 1915. 
George A. Wilcox, from July 1, 1915. 

. William C. Wood, from July 1, 1915. 


CHAPLAINS. 


Commander William G. Cassard, with rank of captain, from 
November 19, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. Sydney K. Evans, with rank of lieutenant commander, 
from November 19, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Lieut. George E. T. Stevenson, with the rank of lieutenant 
commander, from June 25, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 


CONSTRUCTION DIVISION. 
NAVAL CONSTRUCTOR. 
Asst. Naval Constructor Herbert S. Howard, from May 23, 
1915. (Recess appointment.) 
ASSISTANT NAVAL CONSTRUCTORS. 
Ensign Garland Fulton, from June 8, 1915. (Recess appoint- 
ment.) 
Ensign Ernest M. Pace, jr., from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 
Ensign Harold E. Saunders, from June 8, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 
Ensign Samuel J. Zeigler, jr., from June 8, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 
Corps OF ENGINEERS. 
ASSISTANT CIVIL ENGINEER. 
Ensign Roscoe L. Martin, from September 21, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 
MISCELLANEOUS. 
CHIEF BOATSWAINS. 
Boatswain John Atley, from January 9, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 
Boatswain Bertram Dayid, from January 9, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 
Boatswain George Knott, from January 9, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 
Boatswain Thomas Macklin, from January 9, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 


Boatswain George G. Robertson, from January 9, 1915. (Re- 

cess appointment,) 
CHIEF GUNNERS. 

Gunner Charles L. Bridges, from January 16, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Gunner William Cronan, from January 16, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Gunner William O. King, from January 16, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment. ) 

Gunner Albert Klingler, from January 16, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Gunner Arthure Langfield, from January 16, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Gunner Michael Macdonald, from January 16, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Gunner Torger Nylund, from February 3, 1914. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Gunner James E. Orton, from January 16, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Gunner John Ronan, from January 16, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Gunner George D. Samonski, from January 16, 1915. (Recess. 
appointment.) 

Gunner Charles S. Schepke, from January 16, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Gunner William Seach, from January 16, 1915.. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Gunner George D. Stillson, from January 16, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Gunner Richard O. Williams, from January 16, 1915. (Recess 


appointment.) 
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CHIEF MACHINISTS. 


Machinist Edwin W. Abel, from December 31, 1914. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Machinist Joseph R. Bradshaw, from December 31, 1914. 

Machinist Albert C. Byrne, from December 31, 1914. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Machinist Paul B. Cozine, from December 31, 1914. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Machinist George W. Fairfield, from. December 31, 1914. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Machinist William R. Gardner, from December 31, 1914. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Machinist Orrin R. Hewitt, from December 31, 1914. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Machinist Earl F. Holmes, from December 31, 1914. 
appointment.) 

Machinist Robert M. Huggard, from December 31, 1914. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Machinist Frederick T. Lense, from December 23, 1913. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Machinist Louis F. Miller, from December 31, 1914. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Machinist William M. Miller, from December 31, 1914. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 

Machinist Otto T. Purcell, from December 31, 1914. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Machinist George L. Russell, from December 31, 1914. (Recess: 
appointment.) 

Machinist Joseph C. Stein, from December 31, 1914. 
appointment, } 


(Recess 


(Recess 


CHIEF CARPENTERS. 


Carpenter Clarence P. Baker, from November 15, 1915. 

Carpenter Charles R. Barr, from November 15, 1915. 

Carpenter Alfred Bledsoe, from November 15, 1915. 

Carpenter Samuel O. Burgess, from January 30, 1915. 
cess appointment. ) 

Carpenter Reuben R. Clarke, from January 30, 1915. 
appointment.) 

Carpenter Tony L. Hannah, from January 30, 1915. 
appointment.) s 

Carpenter Harold F. McCarty, from January 30, 1915. 
cess appointment. ) 

Carpenter Frederick Mackle, from January 30, 1915. 
appointment. ) 

Carpenter Morgan M. Saylor, from November 15, 1915. 


(Re- 
(Recess 
(Recess 
(Re- 


(Recess 


Carpenter Frank M. Smith, from January 30, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Carpenter Harry R. Taylor, from January 80, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Carpenter William L. Wall, from January 30, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Carpenter Frank Weber, from January 30, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


Carpenter Robert E. Wilkinson, from February 20, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 


(Re- 


MARINE Corps. 
COLONEL. 
Lieut. Col. Constantine M. Perkins, retired, from July 16, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 
LIEUTENANT COLONELS. 


Maj. Albertus W. Catlin, from October 15, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


Maj. John T. Myers (to additional number in grade), from 

October 15, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 
MAJORS. 

Capt. Hiram I. Bearss (subject to examination required by 
law), from May 16, 1915. (Recess appointment.) 

Capt. Frederic L. Bradman, from October 15, 1915. 
appointment.) 

Capt. Louis M. Gulick, from November 10, 1914. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


(Recess 


CAPTAINS. 


First Lieut. Edward H. Conger, from May 16, 1915. 
appointment.) 

First Lieut. Franklin B. Garrett, from October 15, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Henry N. Manney, jr., from May 26, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 

First Lieut. Clifford P. Meyer, from September 15, 1915. 
cess appointment.) 3 

First Lieut. Clayton B. Vogel, from February 25, 1915. 
cess appointment. ) 


(Recess 
(Re- 
(Re- 
(Re- 
(Re- 


FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 


Second Lieut. Fred S. N. Erskine, from February 25, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Roy S. Geiger, from May 16, 1915. 
appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Robert E. Messersmith, from October 15, 1915. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. Tebbs, jr., from September 15, 1915. 
(Recess appointment.) 

Second Lieut. Ernest O. Williams, from May 26, 1915. 


(Recess 


(Re- 
cess appointment.) 
SECOND LIEUTENANTS. 

Midshipman Rupert M. Burstan, from June 5, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Midshipman Robert O. B. Burwell, from June 5, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Midshipman Pedro A. del Valle, from June 5, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Midshipman Louis R. de Roode, from June 5, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) ; 

Midshipman Archie F. Howard, from June 5, 1915. (Recess 
appointment. ) 

Midshipman John A. Minnis, from June 5, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 

Midshipman Ralph J. Mitchell, from June 5, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Midshipman Owen E. O'Neill, from June 5, 1915. (Recess 
appointment.) 

Midshipman DeWitt Peck, from June 5, 1915. (Recess ap- 
pointment.) 


Midshipman Raymond R. Wright, from June 5, 1915. (Re- 
cess appointment.) 


POsTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA. 


R. E. Blackburn, jr., to be postmaster at Uniontown, Ala., in 
place of O. L. Woodfin, deceased. 

J. Richard Coleman to be postmaster at Sheffield, Ala., in 
place of H. I. Johnson, removed. 

John L. Dickinson to be postmaster at Brundidge, Ala., in 
place of Sallie W. Collier. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 23, 1915. 

Margie Gardner to be postmaster at Aliceville, Ala. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1914. 

Moses A. George, jr., to be postmaster at Florala, Ala., in 
place of S. E. Clark, removed. 

Harry C. Howze to be postmaster at Marion Ala., in place of 
Jethro D. Dennis, removed. 

William V. Jacoway to be postmaster at Fort Payne, Ala., in 
place of George L. Malone. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 3, 1915. 

Robert M. Crump to be postmaster at Collinsville, Ala., in 
place of Henry R. Jordan. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 3, 1915. 

J. William Roberts to be postmaster at Headland, Ala., in place 
of Frank W. Slocomb. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 12, 1915. 

R. B. Smyer to be postmaster at Birmingham, Ala., in place of 
T. H. Aldrich. Incumbent’s commission expires December 11, 
1915. 

Clyde Oldshue to be postmaster at Sulligent, Ala., in place of 
Green E. Bankhead, deceased. 

R. F. Wheeler to be postmaster at Winfield, Ala. Incumbent’s 
commission expired January 1, 1915. 

Agnew S. Wilson to be postmaster at Fulton, Ala. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1915. 


ALASKA. 


Martin Conway to be postmaster at Skagway, Alaska, in 
place of A. E. Kindell, resigned. 


ARIZONA. 


Thomas A. Feeney to be postmaster at Miami, Ariz., in place 
of J. V. Prochaska. Incumbent's commission expired April 17, 
1915. 

Henry C. Loudermilk to be postmaster at Wilcox, Ariz., in 
place of Alberta M. Fulghum, resigned. 

Selim J. Michelson to be postmaster at Phoenix, Ariz., in 
place of Chalmers B. Wood, deceased. 

James A. Pitts to be postmaster at Seligman, Ariz. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Solomon H. Snider to be postmaster at Winkelman, Ariz., in 
place of Esther A. Snider. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 17, 1915. i 
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ARKANSAS. 


Philip N. Buchanan to be postmaster at Cotter, Ark., in place 
of Charles B. Eaton, resigned. 

Horace Palmer Cravens to be postmaster at Magazine, Ark., 
in place of Stephen R. George, removed. 

Fount G. Hollabaugh to be postmaster at Marshall, Ark. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. $ 

Z. M. McCarroll te be postmaster at Walnut Ridge, Ark., in 
place of Mrs. C. C. Cate. Incumbents commission expired 
June 8, 1915. 

Claude Mann to be postmaster at Malvern, Ark., in place of 
Andrew I. Roland, resigned. 

James K. Sartain to be postmaster at Blytheville, Ark., in 
place of James H. Elkins, resigned. 

Abbie Shearer to be postmaster at Bearden, Ark., in place of 
Abbie Gatling (change of name by marriage). 

Red Thomas to be postmaster at Fordyce, Ark., in place of 
R. M. Jordan, resigned. 

George M. Walter to be postmaster at Judsonia, Ark., in place 
of F. G. Briggs, resigned. 


CALIFORNIA. 


Charles J. Adair to be postmaster at San Pedro, Cal., in place 
of Samuel M. Storer. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
8, 1915. 

George A. Barnett to be postmaster at San Luis Obispo, Cal., 
in place of William P. Thorne, removed. 

J. C. Barthel to be postmaster at Venice, Cal., in place of 
Calla J. Westfall, resigned. 

George M. Belles to be postmaster at Azusa, Cal., in place of 
George E. Glover, resigned. 

Herman Burmaster to be postmaster at Torrance, Cal. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 0 

Maria Carr to be postmaster at Templeton, Cal. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

A. R. Coffman to be postmaster at Fairfield, Cal., in place of 
W. C. Sheldon. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 1915. 

William J. Debenedetti to be postmaster at Half Moon Bay, 
Cal., in place of John H. Quinlan, removed. 

Davis C. Earhart to be postmaster at Hornbrook, Cal. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Nettie Fausel to be postmaster at Independence, Cal. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. ` 

Steve A. Glassell to be postmaster at Beverly Hills, Cal. 
cumbent’s commission expired January 1, 1915. 

A. G. Griffith to be postmaster at Wheatland, Cal., in place of 
John M. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired January 11, 
1915. 


In- 


O. W. Grove to be postmaster at Cupertino, Cal. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 
Frank T. Hawes to be postmaster at Centerville, Cal. Office 


became presidential July 1, 1915. 

E. P. Higgins to be postmaster at San Gabriel, Cal., in place 
of James W. Roe. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
6, 1915. 

W. B. Higgins to be postmaster at Baypoint, Cal., in place of 
William R. South. Incumbent's commission expired May 
4. 1915. 

A. A. Heeser to be postmaster at Mendocino, Cal., in place of 
William Mullen. Incumbent's commission expired December 
21. 1913. 

Maxwell Longfellow to be postmaster at Maricopa, Cal., in 
place of E. E. Brown, resigned. 

Anna McMichael to be postmaster at San Juan Bautista, Cal. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Lucille F. Merrill to be postmaster at Sisson, Cal., in place 
of Samuel W. Metcalf, resigned. 

George C. Murphy to be postmaster at Porterville (late Por- 
tersville), Cal., in place of Edgar W. Loyd. Incumbent's com- 
mission expires December 14, 1915. 

Raymond P. O'Connor to be postmaster at Atascadero, Cal. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Joseph L. Osborn to be postmaster at Gridley, Cal., in place 
of J. N. Hollis. Incumbent's commission expired February 23, 
1915. 

William D. Parker to be postmaster at Biggs, Cal, in place of 
W. E. Walker. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 1915. 

Jane M. Powell to be postmaster at Angel Island, Cal. 
Office became presidential. January 1, 1915. 

Charles B. Randall to be postmaster at Kerman, Cal., in place 
of Charles B. Randall. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 1, 1915. 

Leon V. Roberson to be postmaster at Sanitarium, Cal. 
fice became presidential January 1, 1915. 


Of- 


F. D. Robertson to be postmaster at Quincy, Cal., in place of 


L. F. Cate. Incumbent’s commission expired August 22, 1915. 

Mamie L. Royce to be postmaster at Pittsburg, Cal., in place 
of Margaret D. Royce, deceased. 

Joseph J. Rosborough to be postmaster at Oakland, Cal., in 
place of Paul Schafer. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 14, 1915. 

Mathilda V. Smith, to be postmaster at Wilmington, Cal. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Nora J. Street to be postmaster at Cedarville, Cal., in place 
of Joseph R. Wilson, resigned. 

William E. Taylor to be postmaster at Westwood, Cal., in 
place of Hugh Countryman, resigned. 

M. S. Trigueiro to be postmaster at San Miguel, Cal. 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

George W. Wentner to be postmaster at Weed, Cal., in place 
of George W. Wentner. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 14, 1915. 


Office 


COLORADO. 

Harry R. Aikin to be postmaster at Gunnison, Colo., in place 
of B. Frank Martin, resigned. 

John T, Adkins to be postmaster at Holly, Colo., in place of 
John E. Murphy, removed. 

Wiliam H. Bloom to be postmaster at Limon, Colo., in place 
28 bile H. Bloom. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
20, 5. 

Ralph A. Cable to be postmaster at Windsor, Colo., in place 
of Robert E. Hanna. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
19, 1915. 

John A. Cross to be postmaster at Loveland, Colo., in place 
iro James. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 

Asa P. Dickson to be postmaster at Westcliffe, Colo. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1915. 

James E. Hanley to be postmaster at Cripple Creek, Colo., in 
place of Huse Taylor, resigned. 

Hester E. House to be postmaster at Haxtum, Colo., in place 
5 25 L. Coleman. Incumbent's commission expired August 1, 
191 

Walter S. Kemmer to be postmaster at Steamboat: Springs, 
Colo., in place of Henry C. Monson, jr., resigned. 

W. J. McDonald to be postmaster at Fowler, Colo., in place 
Hs Ma L. Williams. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 

15 

Serena B. Pollock to be postmaster at Rifle, Colo., in place of 
Charles L. Todd, deceased. 

Fred H. Sanderson to be postmaster at Hotchkiss, Colo., in 
place of Jessie E. Field. Incumbent's commission expired 
June S. 1915. 

M. J. Scanlon to be postmaster at Lyons, Colo., in place of 
William M. Thorne. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 
1915. 7 

William B. Tallant to be postmaster at Estes Park, Colo. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

CONNECTICUT. 


James Bride, jr., to be postmaster at East Haddam, Conn., in 
place of Marshall Emmons, Incumbent's commission expired 
July 17, 1915. 

Daniel J. Carrington to be postmaster at Beacon Falls, Conn., 
in place of John W. Cook. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 14, 1912. 

William F. Delaney to be postmaster at New Britain, Conn., 
in place of Ira E. Hicks, Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 6. 1915. 

Clifford E. Chapman to be postmaster at Niantic, Conn., 
in place of Asa E. S. Bush. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 16, 1915. j 

Charles Harrington to be postmaster at Essex, Conn., in place 
of Grace W. Goddard. Incumbents commission expired July 
17. 1915. 

Henry Kelley to be postmaster at New Canaan, Conn., in place 
of Lewis B. Sutton. Incumbent's commission expired April 17, 
1915. 

B. F. Mahan to be postmaster at New London, Conn., in place 
of John McGinley. Incumbents commission expired January 
11, 1915. 

Egbert A. Morehouse to be postmaster at Kent, Conn. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

John O'Rourke to be postmaster at Willimantic, Conn., in 
place of Charles H. Dimmick. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 16, 1915. 

Frederick A. Reiner to be postmaster at Sandy Hook, Conn., 
in place of Edgar C. Page. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 12, 1915. 
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Patrick Riley to be postmaster at Killingly, Conn., in place 
T Dan F. Bidwell. Incumbent's commission expired June 
10, 1914. 

William J. Wood to be postmaster at Westport, Conn., in 
place of Charles Harris, resigned. 


DELAWARE. 


Levi K. Bowen to be postmaster at Newark, Del., 
John W. Brown, deceased. 

Harry V. Tubbs to be postmaster at Selbyville, Del. 
came presidential July 1, 1915. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Merritt O. Chance to be postmaster at e „., in 
place of Otto Praeger, resigned. 


FLORIDA. 

J. D. Argyle to be postmaster at West Palm Beach, Fla., in 
place of Guy I. Metcalf, removed. 

Susie M. Bryan to be postmaster at Fort Lauderdale, Fla., in 
place of Susie M. Bryan. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
20, 1915. 

Levy E. Carter to be postmaster at Green Cove Springs, Fla., 
in place of Horace M. Bradley. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 1, 1915. 

Turner A. Duren to be postmaster at Largo, Fla., 
M. J. McMullen, resigned. 

William B. Gray to be postmaster at Millville, Fla. 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

John J. Johnston to be postmaster at St. Cloud, Fla., in place 
of William H. Garner. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 
1915. 

Arthur A. Jones to be postmaster at Lake Worth, Fla. 
became presidential October 1, 1914. 

John A. McDonald to be postmaster at De Funiak Springs, 
Fia., in place of B. P. Morris, resigned. 

L. R. Nixon to be postmaster at Homestead, Fla. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

Lundy L. Sutton to be postmaster at Bushnell, Fla. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1915. 

John R. Walker to be postmaster at Titusville, Fla., in place 
of A. B. Tull. Incumbent's commission expired May 9, 1915. 

Walter Williams to be postmaster at Graceville, Fla., in place 
of Jesse E. Miller, resigned. 

GEORGIA. 


William A, Adams to be postmaster at Fitzgerald, Ga., in place 
of George E. Ricker. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
19, 1915. 

A. C. Aldridge to be postmaster at Glennville, Ga., in place of 
Carrie B. Padgett, name changed by marriage. 

J. T. Bird to be postmaster at Oxford, Ga., in place of Edgar R. 
Gunn, removed. 

Charles L. Collins to be postmaster at Cartersville, Ga., in 
place of Walter Akerman. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 14, 1914. 

Frances E. Chapman to be postmaster at Buena Vista, Ga., in 
place of Frances E. Chapman. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 16, 1915. 

Thomas E. Dixon to be postmaster at Pavo, Ga., in place of 
Thomas E. Dixon. Incumbent's commission expired February 
23, 1915. 

Wesley S. Kickliter to be postmaster at Alma, Ga. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1915. 

Henry M. McWhorter to be postmaster at Summerville, Ga., in 
place of Charles P. Neal, resigned. 

Clyde F. Selman to be postmaster at Douglasville, Ga., in 
place of Edward M. Hagin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 6, 1915. 

J. W. Turner to be postmaster at Helena, Ga., 
Jobn W. English; resigned. 

HAWAII. 


John G. Lewis to be postmaster at Waipahu, Hawaii, in place 
of Henry A. Juen, resigned. 

Arthur V. Lloyd to be postmaster at Lahaina, Hawaii, in place 
of Edward B. Friel, declined. 


IDAHO. 


Arno Albrecht to be postmaster at Bovill, Idaho, in place of 
D. J. Featherston. Iucumbent's commission expired May 18, 
1915. 

E. T. Bowman to be postmaster at Payette, Idaho, in place of 
Burt Venable. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1915. 

Mac O. Burr to be postmaster at Genesee, Idaho, in place of 
Daniel C. Burr. Incumbent's commission expired February 6, 
1915. 


in place of 


Office be- 


in place of 


Ottice 


Office 


in place of 


Frederick J. Hill to be postmaster at Cambridge, Idaho, in 
place of John T. Welker, resigned. 

J. C. De La Mare to be postmaster at Oakley, Idaho, in place 
. O. Funk. Iucumbent's commission expired March 2 

5. 

Earl J. Kidd to be postmaster at Ashton, Idaho, in place of 
Felix Burgess. Incumbent's commission expired January 13, 
1915. 

C. A. Miller to be postmaster at Wendell, Idaho, in place of 
C. H. Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 1915. 

John L. Rettig to be postmaster at Elk River, Idaho, in place 
of E. H. Hilton, resigned. 

W. P. Shinn to be postmaster at Filer, Idaho, in place of Lee 
J. Snelson. Incumbent’s commission expired February 23, 1915. 

M. A. Stronk to be postmaster at Twin Falls, Idaho, in place 
2 1 Greenhow. Incumbent's commission expired January 

Georgia Toner to be postmaster at Aberdeen, Idaho. 
bent’s commission expired January 1, 1915. 

Homer W. Woodall to be postmaster at Soda Springs, Idaho, 
15 piace of E. M. Morrell. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
17, 1915. 


Incum- 


ILLINOIS. 


J. B. F. Agnew to be postmaster at Augusta, III., 
of Charles H. Mead. 
12, 1915. 

James Ash to be postmaster at Lemont, III., in place of Peter 
A. Nelson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1915. 

Frederick K. Bastian to be postmaster at Fulton, Ill., in place 
of Peter Thomsen. Incumbent's commission expired February 
1, 1915. 

W. Carroll Bush, jr., to be postmaster at Pittsfield, III., in 
piace. oe Lee Capps. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
21, 1915. 

John G. Bohlander to be postmaster at Hinsdale, III., in place 
of 77 85 McClintock. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
9, 1915. 

William T. Byrnes to be postmaster at Grafton, Ill., in place 
of W. P. Edsall, resigned. 

William Campbell to be postmaster at Athens, Ill., in place of 
W. M. Swingle. Incumbent's commission expired August 21, 
1915. 

A. M. Clavin to be postmaster at Sterling, III., in place of 
J. P. Overholser. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 
1914. 

James R. Cleary to be postmaster at Marengo, III., in place 
of Charles Scofield. Incumbent's commission expired February 
16, 1915. 

Joseph W. Davis to be postmaster at Harrisburg, III., in place 
of John Odum, resigned. 

John Dooley to be postmaster at Belvidere, III., in place of 
Frank T. Moran. Incumbent’s commission expired January 26, 
1914. 

Nellie C. Ebinger to be postmaster at McLean, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

A. P. Ferguson to be postmaster at Griggsville, III., in place of 
William E. Ludlow, removed. 

G. W. Frame to be postmaster at Woodstock, IIL, in place of 
W. S. McConnell. Incumbent's commission expired February 
1, 1915. 

M. J. Gibbs to be postmaster at Highwood, III., in place of 
W. W. Bartlett. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 
1915. 

John Gilchrist to be postmaster at Utica, III., in place of 
Charles D. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired January 16, 
1915. 

Francis S. Greenleaf to be postmaster at Savanna, III., in 
place of Arthur P, Woodruff. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 20, 1915. 

John E. Hayes to be postmaster at North Chicago, III., in 
place of John C. Hale, removed. 

N. J. Highsmith to be postmaster at Robinson, III., in place 
of Edward S. Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 
1915. 

William J. Hinze, to be postmaster at Beecher, III. 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

T. J. Kelly to be postmaster at Seneca, III., in place of Frank 
J. Kelleher, resigned. 

Marion L. McCandless to be postmaster at Pinckneyville, III., 
in place of W. L. McCandless, deceased. 

Sarah McGinnis to be postmaster at Shabbona, III., in place 
of J. Agnes Olson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 19, 
1915. 


in place 
Incumbent's commission expired July 


Office 
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John E. Mackin to be postmaster at Lockport, III., in place of 
John A. Walter. Incumbent's commission expired April 28, 1914. 
R. D. Miner to be postmaster at Findlay, Ill., in place of Otis 
E. Stumpf. Incumbent's commission expired January 31, 1915. 
Nora E. Moulton to be postmaster at Metamora, IN. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

J. O. Morris to be postmaster at Forrest, III., in place of 
Thomas C. Grotevant. Incumbent's commission expired April 
17, 1915. 

Charles E. Nicodemus to be postmaster at Forreston, III., in 
place of Riley M. Garman, Incumbent's commission expired 
February 1, 1915. p 

H. M. Levering to be postmaster at Petersburg, III., in place 
of C. T. Beekman, removed. 

Elmer E. Linn tọ be postmaster at Argo, Ill. Office became 
presidential April 1, 1914. 

T. B. Lyons to be postmaster at Winchester, III., in place of 
Karl Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired: August 21, 1915. 

J. J. O' Rourke to be postmaster at Harvey, III., in place of 
William H. Pease. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 
1915. 

John F. Quinn to be postmaster at Joliet, NI., in place of John 
T. Clyne. Inecumbent’s commission expired December 21, 1914. 

Alexander Z. Rice to be postmaster at Worden, III. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Rolla L. Russell to be postmaster at Princeton, Ill., in place 
of James K. Hopkins, deceased. 

Charles J, Schmitt to be postmaster at Meredosia, III., in 
place of Charles H. James. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 21, 1915. 

J. M. Sheets to be postmaster at Oblong, III., in place of 
Samuel R. Thomas, resigned. 

Daniel S. Small to be postmaster at Mazon, Ill. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

F. S. Smith to be postmaster at Mount Carroll, TIL, in place 
of Frank E. Hurless. Incumbent's commission expired July 
24, 1915. 

Frank Sterckman to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, III., 
in place of T. G. Risley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 21, 1915. 

John J. Sweeney to be postmaster at Springvalley, II., in 
place of William A. Hardy, removed. 

Thomas J. Walsh to be postmaster at McHenry, III., in place 
of Joseph C. Holly. Incumbents commission expired June 
20, 1915. 5 

John F. Wendt to be postmaster at Huntley, III. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1915. 

John E. Wyatt to be postmaster at White Hall, III., in place 
of M. B. Ross. Incumbent's commission expired August 21, 
1915. 


J. A. Misner to be postmaster at La Fontaine, Ind., in place of 
John Lynn. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 1915. 

James W. Payne to be postmaster at Shelburn, Ind., in place 
of Frank L. Ferguson, removed. 

William J. Richardson to be postmaster at Winslow, Ind., in 
place of Elmer W. Rust. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
22, 1915. a 

Seymour A. Thompson to be postmaster at Kirklin, Ind. Office 
beeame presidential October 1, 1915. 

George H. Weninger to be postmaster at Hamlet, Ind. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 


IOWA. 


Theodore A. Berry to be postmaster at Cumberland, Iowa, in 
place of E. L. Richardson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 19, 1915. 

George J. Boitnott to be postmaster at Maxwell, Iowa, in place 
of George Hardenbrook. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 1, 1915. 

Stephen W. Burroughs: to be postmaster at Allison, Iowa, in 
place of Andrew J. Mullarky, removed. 

Patrick Doran to be postmaster at Coon Rapids, Iowa, in place 
of Almon ©. Steele, deceased. 

W. F. Garrison to be postmaster at Swea City, Iowa, in place 
of John O. Hatch. Incumbents commission expired June 8, 
1915. 

C. H. Hamilton to be postmaster at Wapello, Iowa, in place 
of James D. Hicklin. Incumbent's commission expired April 
20, 1915. 

W. J. Hoebel to be postmaster at Blairstown, Iowa, in place 
of Benjamin F. Paul. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
25, 1915. 

George W. Hughes to be postmaster at Cedar Falls, Iowa, in 
place of Edwin H. Wilson, resigned. 

Alva Humeston to be postmaster at Humeston, Iowa, in place 
of A. D: McCulloch, Incumbent’s commission expired August 
12, 1915. 

A. J. Johnson to be postmaster at Brighton, Iowa, in place of 
Stephen. M. Brinton, resigned. 

James E. Kelley to be postmaster at Le Mars, Iowa, in place 
of W. S. Freeman. Incumbents commission expired January 
13, 1915. 

A. J. Killmer to be postmaster at Mason City, Iowa, in place 
of William F. Muse. Incumbent's commission expired June 22, 
1915. 

John R. Lane to be postmaster at Cascade, Iowa, in place of 
Emma T. Loes; deceased. 

Earle D. Lovell to be postmaster at Luverne, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

James E. Lowrie to be postmaster at Lehigh, Iowa, in place 
of William H. Keough, resigned. i 

J. S. McLuen to be postmaster at Guthrie Center, Iowa, in 
place of George W. Cook. Incumbents commission expired 
February 1, 1915. ` 

Fred H. Moss to be postmaster at Osage, Iowa, in place of 
T. M. Atherton. Incumbent’s commission expired July 25, 1915. 

D: W. Mugan to be postmaster at Jefferson, Iowa, in place of 
John Stevenson. Incumbent’s commission expired April 17, 
1915. 

A. D. Ocheltree to be postmaster at Bayard, Iowa, in place 
of W. A. Cooper, resigned. 

George T. Porter to be postmaster at Afton, Iowa, in place of 
John E. Deitrick. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1915. 

Ambrose B. Robinson to be postmaster at Clarinda, Iowa, in 
place of James L. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 8, 1915. 

Joseph M. Rosse to be postmaster at Lohrville, Iowa, in place 
of D. P. Ellsworth. Incumbent’s commission. expired May 1, 
1915. 

E. H. Schilling to be postmaster at State Center, Iowa, in 
place of Maude Bower. Name changed by marriage. 

J. M. Schollian to be postmaster at Sheffield, Iowa, in place 
of Harry Williams. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 
1915. 

John J. Sloan to be postmaster at Williams, Iowa, in place of 
John S. Sloan, resigned. 

Osmond O. Stole to be postmaster at Roland, Iowa.. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1912. 

Martin D. Swenning to be postmaster at Doon, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1. 1915. 

Jacob Wenger to be postmaster at Wayland, Iowa. Incum- 
bent’s commission, expired. Oetober 1, 1915. 


INDIANA. 


Robert J. Barkley to be postmaster at Moores Hill, Ind., in 
place of Claude B. Thomas. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 15, 1915. 

Charlie E. Clark to be postmaster at Knightstown, Ind., in 
place of William R. Zion. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1915. 
` Harry S. Fickle to be postmaster at Galveston, Ind., in place 
of F. R. Morrison. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 
1915. 

L. G. Harley to be postmaster at Plymouth, Ind., in place of 
Francis E. Garn. Incumbent’s commission expired August 19, 
1915. 

Cleo E. Keckler to be postmaster at Parker, Ind., in place of 
John E. Clevenger. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 
1915. 

James B. James to be postmaster at Charlestown, Ind., in 
place of Joseph W. Morrow, resigned. 

Henry W. Key to be postmaster at Marengo, Ind. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Leonard B. McCarty to be postmaster at Carthage; Ind., in 
place of Enos Coffin. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 
1915. 

Joseph H. McFarland to be postmaster at Farmland, Ind., in 
place of Edgar T. Botkin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 1, 1915. 

Clarence E. Magers to be postmaster at Newport, Ind., in 
place of Melville B. Carter, removed. 

Edward C. Miller to be postmaster at Fort Wayne, Ind., in 
place of Robert B. Hanna. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 1, 1915. 

Emery A. Metz, to be postmaster at Wolcottville, Ind., in place 
of J. C. Schleffler. Incumbent's commission expired May 1, 1915. 
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KANSAS. 

Harry S. Bearg to be postmaster at Robinson, Kans., in place 
of Inez E. Smith, resigned. 

David F. Bruner to be postmaster at Norton, Kans., in place 
of Fred S. Hazelton. Incumbent's commission expired May 15, 
1915. 

H. D. Burke to be postmaser at Severy, Kans., in place of T. J. 
Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 30, 1915. 

W. A. Caldwell to be postmaster at Arcadia, Kans., in place 
of Frank A. Jewell, removed. 

Albert B. Carney to be postmaster at Concordia, Kans., in 
place of Thomas A. Sawhill. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 3, 1915. 

Francis J. Castle to be postmaster at Norcatur, Kans. 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Josiah Crosby to be postmaster at St. Francis, Kans., in place 
of G. A. Benkelman. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 
1915. 

L. B. Davis to be postmaster at Elk City, Kans., 
Richard L.. Musson. 
ber 12, 1915. 

William J. Dehler to be postmaster at Sylvan Grove, Kans., in 
place of James A. Schill. Incumbent's commission expired April 
20, 1915. 

Robert Durst to be postmaster at Moundridge, Kans., in place 
of August Ringwalt. Incumbent's commission expired August 
18, 1915. 

James W. Frazier to be postmaster at Lenora, Kans. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Cecil L. Hinds to be postmaster at Mound Valley, Kans., in 
place of J. F. Bettorff, deceased. 

L. W. Knight to be postmaster at Burlington, Kans., in place 
of Joseph G. Denslow, removed. 

Reuben M. Long to be postmaster at Barnard, Kans. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Fred G. Meyer to be postmaster at Hoisington, Kans., in 
place of Philip C. Kopplin. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 17, 1915. 

Lee Oldham to be postmaster at Leoti, Kans., in place of 
C. K. Gerard. Incumbent’s commission expired August 19, 1915. 

Abraham Peters to be postmaster at Mullinville, Kans. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

William C. Polley to be postmaster at Republic, Kans. 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Charles G. Williams to be postmaster at Preston, Kans. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

James H. Rice to be postmaster at Kensington, Kans., 
place of Nelson M. Cowan. 
May 25, 1915. 

L. J. Smith to be postmaster at Argonia, Kans., 
J. W. Achelpohl, resigned. 

Adna D. White to be postmaster at Louisburg, Kans., in place 
of Lenora M. McElheny, removed. 

John W. Willham to be postmaster at Clearwater, Kans. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 


KENTUCKY. 


W. F. Amis to be postmaster at Barbourville, Ky., in place of 
Rebecca Green. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 1915. 


Office 


in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 


Office 


in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


in place of 


J. L. Chadwick to be postmaster at Vanceburg, Ky., in place 
of Frank A. Mitchell, resigned. 
Ottis Conyers to be postmaster at Dry Ridge, Ky. Office be- 


came presidential April 1, 1915. 

William W. Garrett to be postmaster at Pembroke, Ky., in 
place of Thomas A. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 2, 1915. 

Jesse Olive to be postmaster at Marion, Ky., in place of Carl 
Henderson, resigned. 

Lorenzo E. Morris to be postmaster at Patesville, Ky. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Martin L. Price, jr., to be postmaster at Van Lear, Ky. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915 . 

E. E. Pritchard to be postmaster at Williamsburg, Ky., in 
place of G. W. Patrick. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
22, 1915. 

Zula D. Spradlin to be postmaster at Prestonburg, Ky., in 
place of Belle Flanery, removed. 

R. E. Wallace to be postmaster at Greenville, Ky., in place 
of D. U. Poole, removed. 

William A. Ward to be postmaster at Paintsville, Ky., in place 
of Robert N. Mayo, resigned. 

Nehemiah M. Webb to be postmaster at URAL ERNE Ky. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1915. 

Henry Whelan to be postmaster at Bardstown, Ky., in place of 
Mary Alice Sweets, resigned. 


James B. Yates to be postmaster at Cave City, Ky., 
of C. Y. White, resigned. 


in place 


LOUISIANA, 


P. B. Allbritton to be postmaster at Clarks, La., 
B. H. Miller, resigned. 

M. M. Bonham to be postmaster at Mooringsport, La., in place 
of Andrew J. Brewer, removed. 


in place of 


Janie Bridges to be postmaster at Longville, La., in place of 
Jane McWilliams (name changed by marriage). 
Daniel Crowe to be postmaster at Vivian, La., in place of 


Daniel Crowe. Incumbent’s commission expired July 28, 1915. 

Dos Fuqua to be postmaster dt Naberton, La. .Office became 
presidential July 1, 1915. 

Herbert M. Gordon to be postmaster at Melville, La., in 
place of C. C. Johnson, resigned. 

J. E. Ray to be postmaster at Boyce, La., 
Blanchard, resigned. 

Thomas F. Sheahan to be postmaster at Fullerton, La., in 
place of Thomas F. Sheahan. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

Green H. Wilcox to be postmaster at Bogalusa, La., in place 
of Mary G. Pearsall, resigned. 


MAINE. 


Harry S. Bates to be postmaster at Phillipe, Me., 
Sidney G. Haley, resigned. 

Forrest G. Coffin te be postmaster at Harrington, Me. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Harry A. Greenwood to be postmaster at Ashland, Me., in 
place of Whitfield B. Hallett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 20, 1915. 

Elmer E. Harris to be postmaster at Springvale, Me., in place 
of Luther W. Stanley. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
17, 1915. 

Natt R. Hubbard to be postmaster at Kittery, Me., in place of 
Thomas E. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired August 19, 
1915. 

Edwards A. Matthews to be postmaster at Union, Me. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Thomas Quinn to be postmaster at Millinocket, Me., in place 
of Harry E. Reed. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, 
1915. 

Hiram W. Ricker to be postmaster at South Poland, Me., in 
place of Hiram W. Ricker. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 18, 1915. 

William D. Stuart to be postmaster at National Soldiers 
Home, Me., in place of Roland A. Scribner, resigned. 

E. A. Webber to be postmaster at Hartland, Me., in place of 
Phoebe Varney, resigned. 

Frederic R. Young to be postmaster at Wilton, Me., in place 
of Abail H. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 1915. 

MARYLAND. 


Oliver B. Clark to be postmaster at Silver Spring, Md., in 
place of Oliver H. P. Clark, removed. 

J. Vernon Padgett, jr., to be postmaster at La Plata, Md., in 
place of Harry C. Bowie. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 12, 1915. 

Alexander H. Radcliffe to be postmaster at St. Michaels, Md., 
in place of J. E. Watkins, resigned. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


J. William Byron to be postmaster at Concord, Mass., in place 
of Fred A. Tower. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
19, 1915. 

Arthur J. Coughlan to be postmaster at Maynard, Mass., in 
place of Arthur E. Walker. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 20, 1915. 

Isabelle Crocker to be postmaster at Cotuit, Mass. Incum- 
bent's commission expired July 1, 1913. 

Sydney Harrocks to be postmaster at Westminster, Mass. 
Incumbent's commission expired October 1, 1913. 

Martin H. Hickey to be postmaster at Shrewsbury, Mass. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Chestina B. Robbins to be postmaster at East Templeton, 
Mass., in place of Chestina B. Robbins. Incumbent’s commission 

expired May 1, 1915. 

Dennis T. Shea to be postmaster at North Scituate, Mass., in 
place of H. F. Seaverns. Incumbent's commission expired May 
1, 1915. 

Fred C. Small to be postmaster at Buzzards Bay, Mass., in 
place of Fred C. Small. Incumbent's commission expired July 
24, 1915. 

James E. Sullivan to be postmaster at Gilbertville, Mass., in 
place of John Williamson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 21, 1915. 


in place of Cary E. 


in place of 


4 


1915. 
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S. Agnes Thayer to be postmaster at Lancaster, Mass., in 
place of Otis C. Thayer, resigned. 

Thomas F. Meehan to be postmaster at Orange, Mass., in 
place of William L. Lathrop, deceased. 

John P. O'Connor to be postmaster at Palmer, Mass., in place 
of Walter L. Shaw. Incumbent's commission expired January 
11. 1915. 

Thomas A. O'Connor to be postmaster at North Easton, Mass., 
in place of L. B. Crockett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1915. 

William F. White to be postmaster at Mansfield, Mass., in 
place of James C. Moran. Incumbents commission expired 
August 21, 1915. 

Samuel L. Wildes to be postmaster at Montague, Mass. 
Office become presidential October 1, 1914. 


MICHIGAN. 


David H. Allen to be postmaster at Galien, Mich., in place of 
A. J. Glover. Incumbent’s commission expired June 17, 1915. 

Mac J. Campbell to be postmaster at Gwinn, Mich., in place 
of N. D. Campbell, resigned. 

Helen A. Collier to be postmaster at Gaylord, Mich., in place 
of Levi A. Harris, resigned. 

Harry W. Denham to be postmaster at Litchfield, Mich., in 
place of Lloyd C. Feighner, deceased. 

Joseph R. Gump to be postmaster at Milan, Mich., in place of 
©. Gauntlett. Incumbent's commission expired May 1, 1915. 

Guy F. Hackman to be postmaster at Burr Oak, Mich., in 
place of Robert B. Ferris. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 12, 1915. 

Mark B. Hawes to be postmaster at Parma, Mich. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1915. 

Thomas Heffernan to be postmaster at Baldwin, Mich. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

James O. La Berge to be postmaster at East Tawas, Mich., in 
place of Benjamin F, Oakes. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 20, 1915. 

Frank K. Keebbe to be postmaster at Manchester, Mich., in 
place of Nathaniel Schmid, removed. 

Daniel A. Lacrosse to be postmaster at Painesdale, Mich., in 
place of W. H. Whittle. Incumbent's commission expired July 
17, 1915. 

Arthur W. Muir to be postmaster at Clinton, Mich., in place 
of ree W. Freese, Incumbent’s commission expired March 
2, 1915. 

Charles Myers to be postmaster at Clarkston, Mich., in place 
5 T. P. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired June 7, 
1 k 

Orley L. Prouty to be postmaster at New Lothrop, Mich., in 
place of James H. Clark, removed. 

Michael ©. Scully to be postmaster at Marquette, Mich., in 
place of F. S. Byrne, resigned. 

Harold J. Smith to be postmaster at Deerfield, Mich. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Emanuel Wilhelm to be postmaster at Traverse City, Mich., in 
place of Frank Friedrich. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 15, 1915. 

John C. Yeakey to be postmaster at Wayland, Mich., in place 
of Leander D. Chapple, resigned. 


MINNESOTA. 


Frederick F. Achatz to be postmaster at Harmony, Minn., in 
2 15 L. O. Haugen. Incumbent's commission expired April 
17, 1915. 

J. O. Backman to be postmaster at Mabel, Minn., in place of 
Dillwyn W. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
13, 1914. 

John P. Bakken to be postmaster at Pequot, Minn. 
bent’s commission expired January 1, 1915. 

Cornelius Berghuis to be postmaster at Clara City, Minn., in 
place of Cornelius Berghuis. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 1, 1915. 

Frank H. Borchert to be postmaster at Osakis, Minn., in place 
of C. H. Bronson. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
20, 1915. 

George A. Boyd to be postmaster at Le Roy, Minn., in place of 
Ralph Prescott. Incumbent's commission expired July 6, 1915. 

Martin D. Brown to be postmaster at Fairfax, Minn., in place 
35 Ae H. Grasmoen. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 
1915. 

Steve Blanchett to be postmaster at Marshall, Minn., in place 
1 Krook. Incumbent's commission expired April 17, 


Incum- 


Office 


G. F. Burau to be postmaster at Underwood, Minn. 
became presidential October 1, 1914. k 
Mary Ellen Demel to be postmaster at Buhl, Minn., in place 


of Nels L. Johnson, Incumbent’s commission expired June 8, 
1915. 

John C. Dwan to be postmaster at Two Harbors, Minn., in 
place of N. C. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired April 
17, 1915. 

Oliver Erickson to be postmaster at Atwater, Minn., in place 
of William Peterson. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 
1915. 

Alice L. Eriksen to be postmaster at Lakefield, Minn., in place 
of Emil Eriksen, deceased. 

George F. Faber to be postmaster at Chaska, Minn., in place 
of Emma C. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired April 17, 
1915. 

Edward C. Feely to be postmaster at Farmington, Minn., in 
place of M. H. McDonald, resigned. 

A. O. Forsberg to be postmaster at Willmar, Minn., in place 
of Alton Crosby. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
23, 1915. : - 

John M. Franta to be postmaster at Montgomery, Minn., in 
place of Albert J. Factor. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1915, 

John N. Gayner to be postmaster at Litchfield, Minn., in place 
of W. D. Joubert. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1915. 

Ora M. Goodfellow to be postmaster at Kenyon, Minn., in 
place of W. J. Goodfellow, removed. 

Edward H. Hebert to be postmaster at Bricelyn, Minn., in 
place of Rasmus L. Mork. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 8, 1915. 

A. B. Kobe to be postmaster at Kelliher, Minn. 
commission expired April 1, 1915. 

Joseph D. Kowalkowski to be postmaster at St. Cloud, Minn., 
in place of Clinton D. Grinols. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 1, 1915. 

Ignatius Kremer to be postmaster at Cold Spring, Minn., in 
place of Peter P. Maurin, resigned. 

Margaret I. McCall to be postmaster at Brewster, Minn. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Denis J. McMahon to be postmaster at Raymond, Minn., in 
place of Fred W. Olson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 
1915. 

James D. Markham to be postmaster at Rush City, Minn., in 
place of S. C. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 25, 
1915. 

J.J. Meighen to be postmaster at Twin Valley, Minn., in place 
of Alfred Anderson. Incumbent's commission expired February 
1, 1915. 

Mary A. Mogren to be postmaster at Ortonville, Minn., in place 
of Mary Mogren. Incumbent's commission expired February 
11. 1913. 

Fred T. Moody to be postmaster at Warroad, Minn., in place 
of J. F. Holmes, resigned. 

D. E. Murphy to be postmaster at Dassel, Minn., in place of 
Oscar E. Linquist. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 
1915. 

J. D. Murphy to be postmaster at Tower, Minn., in place of 
Harriet E. Mercom. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 
1914. 

W. J. Murphy to be postmaster at Blue Earth, Minn., in place 
of George M. Kaupp. Incumbent’s commission expired April 17, 
1915. : 

George A. Phelps to be postmaster at Walker, Minn., in place 
of George E. Crow, resigned. c 

Absie P. Ritchie to be postmaster at Bemidji, Minn., in place 
of Anton R. Erickson, removed. 

E. A. Schilling to be postmaster at Cottonwood, Minn., in 
pace of Sarah Dahl. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 
1915. 

Louis C. Stromberg to be postmaster at Red Wing, Minn., in 
place of C. A. Rasmussen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 1, 1915. 

Jerry Sullivan to be postmaster at Heron Lake, Minn., in 
place of Carl S. Eastwood. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 1, 1915. 

George E. Le Tourneau to be postmaster at Windom, Minn., 
in place of Henry E. Hanson, resigned. 

Lambert Irsfeld to be postmaster at Browerville, Minn., in 
place of Martin L. Murphy. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 17, 1915. 

Sidney D. Wilcox to be postmaster at Park Rapids, Minn., in 
sae J. D. Haradon. Incumbent’s commission expired April 


Incumbent's 
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Charles E. Wise to be postmaster at Mankato, Minn., in place 
of Adolph J. Veigel. Incumbent's commission expired March 
2, 1915. 

John A. Zimbrick to be postmaster at Deer River, Minn., in 
place of Leonard Scott. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 6, 1915. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Emile J. Adam to be postmaster at Pass Christian, Miss., in 
place of Annette Simpson. Incumbents commission expired 
June 6, 1915. 

Lillie B. Carr to be postmaster at Sumner, Miss. Office be 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

John B. Collier to be postmaster at Leland, Miss., in place of 
John B. Collier. Incumbent's commission expired February 
23. 1915. 

Daisy M. Fisher to be postmaster at Friar Point, Miss., in 
place of Thomas F. Logan, resigned. 

R. N. Harris to be postmaster at Clarksdale, Miss., in place 
of R. N. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expired March 7, 
1914. 

William J. James to be postmaster at Lyman, Miss., in place 
of William J. James. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
12, 1915. 

M. A. McMichael to be postmaster at Poplarville, Miss., in 
place of Jesse D. Smith, removed. 

Susan R. T. Perry to be postmaster at Tehula, Miss. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Emma Morris Ray to be postmaster at Ittabena, Miss., in 
place of Emma Morris. Name changed by marriage. 

Myrtle A. Tanner to be postmaster at Pelahatchee, Miss., in 
place of Myrtle A. McKay. Name changed by marriage. 

Margaret S. Walker to be postmaster at Houlka, Miss. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Rachel Corley Wood to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, Miss., in 
place of Sallie Millsaps. Incumbent's commission expired May 
18, 1915, 

< MISSOURI. 


Olive De Lisle to be postmaster at Portageville, Mo., in place 
of T. C. Pinkley. Incumbent’s commission expired June 15, 1915. 

Hugh C. Harsha to be postmaster at Oregon, Mo., in place of 
George H. Allen, resigned. 

Joseph J. Hoeken to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Mo. 
became presidential April 1, 1915. 

William J. Jackson to be postmaster at Bourbon, Mo., in place 
of M. J. Watkins, removed. 

John E. Layne to be postmaster at Elvins, Mo., in place of 
George Kes. Incumbent's commission expired July 17, 1915. 

Solon McDaniel to be postmaster at Urich, Mo. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1915. 

Harry P. Mason to be postmaster at Fayette, Mo., in place of 
W. C. Plains, removed. 

Charles E. Mayhall to be postmaster at Laddonia, Mo,, in 
place of Percy P. Hummel, resigned. 

W. F. Mayhall to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Mo., in 
place of Frank L. Wilson, resigned. 

Chartey W. Mulinex to be postmaster at La Belle, Mo., in place 
of William H. Yancey. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
16, 1915. 

Louis O0. Nelson to be postmaster at Bunceton, Mo., in 
place of C. W. Culley. Incumbent's commission expired July 
14. 1915. 

Elmer Ogden to be postmaster at Oronogo, Mo., in place of 
Thomas J. Board, resigned. 

Jeremiah F. Poston to be postmaster at Leadwood, Mo., 
in place of Bert Sumpter. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 24, 1915. 

John F. Patton to be postmaster at Albany, Mo., in place 
of George W. Reed. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
18, 1915. 

E. L. Potter to be postmaster at Advance, Mo., in place of 
Laurin C. Goodman. Incumbent's commission expired March 
3, 1915. 

Andrew Poe to be postmaster at Belle, Mo. 
presidential April 1, 1915. 

George D. Reavis to be postmaster at Lamente, Mo. 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

George B. Sproule to be postmaster at Drexel, Mo., in place 
of Homer Beaty. Incumbent's commission expired June 8, 1915. 

James Robinson to be postmaster at Chamois, Mo. Office 
became presidential January I, 1915. 

John C. Sanders to be postmaster at Carterville, Mo., in 
place of Charles L. Gray, resigned. 

Webb Watkins to be postmaster at Dexter, Mo., in place of 


Office 


Office became 
Office 


MONTANA, 

Burton S. Adams to be postmaster at Sidney, Mont., in place 
of R. B. Northey, resigned. 

Frederick A. Barney to be postmaster at Roy, Mont. Office 
beeame presidential July 1, 1915. 

John B. Farrell to be postmaster at Joliet, Mont., in place 
of Henry R. Smith, resigned. 

Helen A. Hedrix to be postmaster at Gilman, Mont. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

A. B. Horstmann to be postmaster at Whitefish, Mont., in 
place of J. A. Tillett, resigned. 

Wade J. Hubbell to be postmaster at Poplar, Mont., in place 
of Howard M. Cosier. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
17, 1915. 

Peter J. Meloy to be postmaster at Townsend, Mont., in place 
* John J. McDonald. Incumbent's commission expired May 1, 
1915. 

Henry A. Paddock to be postmaster at Three Forks, Mont., 
in place of Wallace N. Porter. Ineumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

A. N. Smith to be postmaster at Columbia Falls, Mont., in 
place of Lorn D. Bates, resigned. 

Thomas J. Waddell to be postmaster at Stanford, Mont., in 
place of Thomas J. Waddell. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 15, 1915. 

I. T. Whistler to be postmaster at Browning, Mont. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1914. 


NEBRASKA. 


John J. Adams, jr, to be postmaster at Crawford, Nebr., in 
place of Lee Van Voorhis. Incumbent’s commission expired Jan- 
uary 20, 1915. 

Gustav Blasse to be postmaster at South Sioux City, Nebr: 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Homer T. Davey to be postmaster at Ponca, Nebr., in place of 
Taute H. Logan. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 
1915. 

Henry J. Dunkin to be postmaster at Gibbon, Nebr., in place of 
O. K. Campbell. resigned. 

William P. Dunning to be postmaster at Spalding, Nebr., in 
place of T. C. Cronin. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 
1915. 

Herman F. Friedrichs to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Nebr., 
in place of Will A. Needham, resigned. 

Jobn Grabeustein to be postmaster at Eustis, Nebr., in place 
of F. C. Schroeder. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
13, 1918. 

C. E. Hendrix to be postmaster at Bertrand, Nebr., in place 
of William R. Pedley, resigned. 

George Adam Herzog to be postmaster at Harvard, Nebr., 
in place of G. J. Thomas. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 5, 1914. 

Delbert J. Howard to be postmaster at Chester, Nebr.. in 
place of Nellie. Strain. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 6, 1915. 

Hans Jensen to be postmaster at Cozad, Nebr., in place of 
A. O. Letter. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 
1914. 

F. J. Kovar to be postmaster at Schuyler, Nebr., in place of 
Otto Zuelow. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 1915. 

Will H. Lamm to be postmaster at Gering, Nebr., in place of 
Asa B. Wood, resigned. 

Alexander Lowry to be postmaster at Harrison, Nebr., in 
place of J. H. Wilihermadorfer. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired December 13, 1914. 

John E. McClure to be postmaster at Axtell, Nebr., in place 
of Noble Sanford. Incumbent's commission expired February 
23, 1915. 

Elizabeth McGuire to be postmaster at Hampton, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 

A. E. Mann to be postmaster at Laurel, Nebr., in place of 
William A. Price. Incumbent's commission expired May 15, 
1915. 

F. H. Marnell to be postmaster at Nebraska City, Nebr., in 
place of John W. Steinhart. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 14, 1915. 

Albert E. Pratt to be postmaster at Tobias, Nebr. Incumbent's 
commission expired January 1, 1915. 

NEVADA. 
H. Mayer to be postmaster at Elko, Nev., in place of 
James C. Doughty, resigned. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


George H. Duncan to be postmaster at East Jaffrey, N. II., 


Nebr. 


C. H. Grissom. Incumbent's commission expired June 30, 1915. | in place of Lewis W. Davis, resigned. 


1915. 


Edward J. Maley to be postmaster at Newport, N. H., in place 
s Cyrus E. Varney. Incumbent’s commission expired June 14, 
1915. g 
George F. Plummer to be postmaster at Ashland, N. I., in 
place of Frank S. Huckins, resigned. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Francis A. Banville to be postmaster at Cliffside, N. J., in 
place of Joseph F. Farley, resigned. 

William K. Blodgett to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, N. J., 
in place of Thomas Graham. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 16, 1912. 

James J. Conor to be postmaster at Ridgefield, N. J., in place 
of J. L. Ackerman, removed. 

Alexander R. Corbet to be postmaster at Linden, N. J., in 
place of Michael F. Quinn, resigned. 

Emil Groth to be postmaster at Weehawken, N. J., in place of 
John Merritt. Incumbent’s commission expired July 24, 1915. 

William E. Kastendike to be postmaster at Haworth, N. J., in 
place of George A. Hurd, removed. 

Adolph Lankering to be postmaster at Hoboken, N. J., in place 
of Joseph J. Kennedy. Incumbent's commission expired August 
19, 1915. 

Helen G. Miller to be postmaster at Andover, N. J. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1915. 

George W. Roe to be postmaster at Branchville, N. J., in place 
of William P. Ellett. Incumbent's commission expired July 
24, 1915. 

Albert A. Sickley to be postmaster at Springfield, N. J., in 
place of Frank Meisel. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
8, 1915. 

James V. Ludlow to be postmaster at Tuckerton, N. J., in place 
of Francis French, deceased. 

George C. Valentine to be postmaster at Stanhope, N. J., in 
place of Thomas J. Knight, deceased. 


NEW MEXICO. 


William A. Cloman to be postmaster at Tularosa, N. Mex. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

S. Gray Hanna to be postmaster at San Marcial, N. Mex., in 
place of Malcolm Cameron, resigned. 

H. A. Hodges to be postmaster at Magdalena, N. Mex., in place 
of M. McCreary, resigned. 

William C. Johnson to be postmaster at Roy, N. Mex. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Wilna L. Matson to be postmaster at Elephant Butte, N. Mex. 
Oftice became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Van A. Pollock to be postmaster at Tyrone, N. Mex. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

NEW YORK. 


Willis P. Beal to be postmaster at Macedon, N, Y., in place of 
Frank N. Lovejoy, removed. 

James O. Bennett to be postmaster at Silver Creek, N. Y., in 
place of Charles C. Horton. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 24, 1915. 

Joseph D. Betting, to be postmaster at Lowville, N. Y., in place 
3 5 8 1 C. Wisner. Incumbent's commission expired August 

Archie Campbell to be postmaster at Downsville, N. V., in place 
1 ee J. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired July 14, 

Keeler M. Cole to be postmaster at Windham, N. Y. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. > 

A. G. Colby to be postmaster at Spencerport, N. Y., in place 
8 E. Stevens. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 

Charles H. Corwin to be postmaster at South Fallsburg, N. X. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Robert B. Cox to be postmaster at Scottsville, N. Y., in place 
ge sonn H. Scofield. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 

. 


Thomas Clougher to be postmaster at Piermont, N. Y., in place 


of Seth S. Ackley. 
1915. 

John Cronin to be postmaster at Portviile, N. Y., in place of 
3 C. Holcomb. Incumbent's commission expires December 
ZL 5. 

Ira B. Cushman to be postmaster at Bainbridge, N. Y., in place 
of Charles G. Norton, resigned. 

Will J. Davy to be postmaster at Bergen, N. Y., in place of 
targa D. Wood. Incumbent's commission expired January 16, 

5. 

George Diefendorf to be postmaster at Chaumont, N. Y. Office 

became presidential July 1, 1915, 


Incumbent's commission expired June 22, 
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John J. Drumm to be postmaster at Cedarhurst, N. Y., in place 
5 1 Vandewater. Incumbent's commission expired January 

N 5. 

Samuel T. Dusenberry to be postmaster at Tuxedo Park, N. Y., 
in place of Samuel T. Dusenberry. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired February 23, 1915. 

James English to be postmaster at Chateaugay, N. Y., in place 
or-o enes M. Nolan. Incumbent's commission expired June 9, 

George P. Forbes to be postmaster at Larchmont, N. Y., in 
place of John Maddock, jr. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 14, 1915. 

Alfred H. Ford to be postmaster at Berkshire, N. X., in place 
of F. H. Payne, deceased. 

©. V. Ford to be postmaster at Clyde, N. Y., in place of George 
S. Allen, removed. 

Carl Fuller to be postmaster at Williamson, N. Y., in place of 
Arthur R. Decker. Incumbent's commission expired December 
13, 1914. è 

Robert H. Goss to be postmaster at Locust Valley, N. Y., in 
place of C. W. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
24, 1915. 

John A. Hendrickson to be postmaster at Farmingdale, N. V., 
in place of Charles A. Post, resigned. 

Bert E. Holden to be postmaster at Peru, N. Y. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1915. - 

Frederick B. Huxley to be postmaster at Ontario, N. Y., in 
place of Charles Fewster, removed. 

Patrick D. Kane to be postmaster at Lincoln Park, N. Y. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1915. 

Simon D. Kaun to be postmaster at Dunkirk, N, Y., in place 
of O. B. Mulholland. Incumbent’s commission expired April 
24. 1915. 

Henry S. Ludington to be postmaster at Patterson, N. X., in 
place of Charles W. Penny. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 22, 1915. 

James K. McWilliams to be postmaster at Prattsville, N. X. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

John MacKenzie to be postmaster at Whitney Point, N. Y., in 
place of Fred E. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 16, 1915. 

Clara S. Mallery to be postmaster at Hillsdale, N. Y., in place 
of Seneca D. Zek. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 
1915. 

Edward S. Mason to be postmaster at East Bloomfield, N. Y., in 
place of Edward E. Rigney, resigned. 

William Nacey to be postmaster at Oswego, N. Y., in place of 
3 B. Alexander. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
6, 1915. 

T. W. O'Driscoll to be postmaster at Norwood, N. Y., in place 
of F. R. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired December 13, 
1914. 

Charles W. Owens to be postmaster at Antwerp, N. Y., in place 
of Charles C. Johnson, deceased. 

Clinton A. Parsons to be postmaster at Long Beach, N. Y., in 
place of G. H. E. Aring. Incumbent's commission expired April 
24, 1915. 

Patrick T. Quigley to be postmaster at Auburn, N. Y., in place 
of Paul R. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired January 10, 
1915. 

Louis F. Robert to be postmaster at Au Sable Forks, N. X., in 
place of James H. Hopkins, removed. 

Wilmer D. Sharpe to be postmaster at Loomis, N. X., in place 
of Wilmer D. Sharpe. Incumbent’s commission expired June 14, 
1915. 3 

Frank W. Shumaker to be postmaster at Castile, N. Y., in 
place of Mortimer N. Cole. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 7, 1916. 

H. D. Sibley to be postmaster at Olean, N. Y., in place of 
Edward Troy. Incumbent's commission expired May 6, 1914. 

George W. Slaight to be postmaster at Tottenville, N. Y., in 
place of Minnie N. Slaight. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 20, 1915. 

Charles S. Stanton to be postmaster at Clymer, N. Y. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Pearl H. Steely to be postmaster at Fort Terry, N. Y., in place 
of Henry Dicks, resigned. 

Howard R. Stevens to be postmaster at Hopewell Junction, 
N. Y. in place of J. W. Van Tassell, deceased. 

William H. Sobey to be postmaster at Roslyn Heights, N. Y. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Frank Timm to be postmaster at Attica, N. Y., in place of 
Henry B. Flach, removed. 
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George Uhl to be postmaster at Great Neck ‘Station, N. X., in 
place of George A. Duck. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
14, 1915. 

Frank J. Walsh to be postmaster at Cornwall on the Hudson, 
N. Y., in place of L. G. Goodnough. Incumbent's commission 
expired February 23, 1915. 

Henry Webster to be postmaster at Wyoming, N. Y. Office 
‘became presidential July 1, 1915. 

James T, Welch to be postmaster at Malone, N. Y., in place of 
Fred O'Neil. Incumbent's commission expired February 8, 1915. 

Frank T. White to be postmaster at Southampton, N. Y., in 
place of Jetur R. Rogers. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 24, 1915. 

: NORTH CAROLINA. 

J. H. Aiken to be postmaster at Hickory, N. C., in place of 
A. C. Link, deceased. 

N. A. Brown to'be postmaster at Red Springs, N. C., in place 
vd John G. Brown. Incumbent's commission expired April 

, 1915. 

Samuel W. Finch to be postmaster at Lexington, N. C., in 
place of David F. Conrad. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 10, 1915. 

H. E. Garrison to be postmaster at North Charlotte, N. C., 
in place of Warren V. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 25, 1915. 

William C. Graham to be postmaster at Tabor, N. C. ‘Offiee 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

John L. Miller to be postmaster at Concord, N. C., in place of 
M. L. Buchanan. Incumbent's commission expired April 28, 
1915. 

Lula E. Parker to be postmaster at West Raleigh, N. C., in 
place of Nettie G. Rowland, resigned. 

Norman O. Smoak to be postmaster at Wilkesboro, N. C. 
‘Office became presidential April 1, 1915. 

D. P. Stowe to be postmaster at Belmont, N. C., in place of 
John W. Armstrong. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 
1915. 

Sallie F. Troy to be postmaster at Bolton, N. C. Office became 
‘presidential April 1, 1915. 

J. B. Underwood to be postmaster at Fayetteville, N. C., in 
place of L. B. Hale, deceased. 

George R. Upchurch to be postmaster at Norwood, N. C., in 
place of James W. Smith, deceased. 

Olive B. Webster to be postmaster at Siler City, N. C., in 
place of Duncan L. Webster, deceased. 


NORTH, DAKOTA. 


Leo E. Behan to be postmaster at Mohall, N. Dak., in place of 
Dennis J. Clifford, resigned. 

W. E. Brophy to be postmaster at Rhame, N. Dak., in place 
of Sever P. ‘Killy, resigned. 

Mabel Burchard to be postmaster at University, N. Dak., in 
place of F. F. Burchard, resigned. 

C. C. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Enderlin, N. Dak., in 
place of Charles E. Best. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 23, 1915. 

J. B. Christensen to be postmaster at Litchville, N. Dak., in 
place of J. E. Nelsen. Incumbent’s commission expired July 22, 
1915. 

John W. Campbell to be postmaster at Ryder, N. Dak., in 
place of Edith M. Holm, resigned. 

D, F. Dick ‘to be postmaster at Wimbledon, N. Dak., in place 
of A. J. Swartout. Incumbent's commission expired May 16, 
1915. t 

Lydia Doering to be postmaster at Kulm, N. Dak., in place of 
Annie Bergman, resigned. 

Marion Edwards to be postmaster at Rolette, N. Dak., in 
place of Jacob R. Houx, removed. 

Albert C. Grant to be postmaster at St. Thomas, N. Dak., in 
place of D. C. McIntosh. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
22, 1915. 

Jesse C. Ireland to be postmaster at New England, N. Dak., 
in place of John P. Grady, resigned. 

Freda E. Johnson to be postmaster at Washburn, N. Dak., in 
place of August H. Wahl, resigned. 

E. O. Larson to be postmaster at Crosby, N. Dak., in place of 
C. E. Styer. Incumbent's commission expired June 27, 1915. 

O. F. Leedy to be postmaster at Goodrich, N. Dak., in place 
of uyma Gullickson, removed. 

McGogy to be postmaster at Ashley, N. Dak., in place 
‘of Meder C. Miles. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 23, 1915. 


‘Margaret Reese to be postmaster at Max, N. Dak., in place 
of Margaret Reese. 
ber 12, 


Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
1915. 


place of Homer S. Kent. 


Edward P. Starr to be postmaster at Tower City, N. Dak., 
in place of John Schmitz, resigned 


L. F. Tavis to be postmaster at Glen Ullin, N. Dak., in place 


of Roy P. Hubbard. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 


1915. 

George D. Tripp to be postmaster at Hettinger, N. Dak., in 
place of Sarah A. Barry. Incumbents commission expired 
April 23, 1918. 

Fred A. Young to be postmaster at ‘Courtenay, N. Dak., in 
place of Curtis Shepard, removed. 

OHIO. 


Albert C. Arbaugh to be postmaster at Jewett, Ohio, in place 
of John C. McManus. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
18, 1915. 

Roscoe Carle to be postmaster at Fostoria, Ohio, in place of 
Joel P. De Wolfe. Incumbent’s commission expired April 17, 
1915. 

J. A. Dressel to be postmaster at Convoy, Ohio, in place of 
Robert Cleland. Incumbent's commission expired July 6, 1915. 

Frank Garver to be postmaster at aff, Ohio, in place of 
Jacob C. Irwin. Incumbent's ‘commission expired January 23, 
1915, 

James E. Gates to be postmaster at Ashland, Ohio, in place of 
W. H. Gates, resigned. 

William H. Gerding to be postmaster at Pemberville, Ohio, in 
place of Charles H. Gerding, resigned. 

Jerome J. Gies to be postmaster at West Park, Ohio. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

William V. Goshorn to be postmaster at Galion, Ohio, in place 
of George W. Nickels. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
8, 1915. 

Earl R. Keselring to be postmaster at Lewisburg, Ohio, in 


place of Henry Chambers. Incumbent's commission expired 


June 8, 1915. 

Daniel L. Kilbride to be postmaster at Berlin Heights, Ohio, 
in place of Mary S. Hill, resigned. 

A. J. Leahy to'be postmaster at Liberty Center, Ohio, in place 
of A. L. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired May 22, 1915. 

Joseph P. Luroceo to be postmaster at East Youngstown, Ohio, 
in place of Thomas J. McVey. ‘Incumbent’s:commission expired 
January 23, 1915. 

John M. McMullen to be postmaster at Hillsboro, ‘Ohio, in 
place of A. E. Hough, deceased. 

Frank T. Mercer to be postmaster at Newark, Ohio, in plaee 
of J. H. Newton, resigned. 

Aymer Nye, to be postmaster at Orwell, Ohio. Office became 
presidential July 1, 1915. 

Orville T. Place to be postmaster at Leipsic, Ohio, in place 
of William T. Cole, deceased. 

Walker Prall to be postmaster at Bellefontaine, Ohio, in 
place of M. G. Bell, deceased. 

William B. Price to be postmaster at Forest, ‘Ohio, in place 
of Charles R. Crum. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 23, 1915. 

Edward T, Purvis to be postmaster at Bremen, Ohio, in place 
of David M. Welty, deceased. 

K. H. Robinson to be postmaster at Bellville, Ohio, in place 
of W. J. Leckheart. Incumbent's commission expired June 27, 
1915. 

George B. Saltsman to be postmaster at Irondale, Ohio. 
Offiee became presidential April 1, 1915. 

William J. Schafer to be postmaster ‘at ‘Caldwell, Ohio, in 
place of E. C. ‘Chamberlin. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 24. 1915. 

Homer Southard to be postmaster at Marysville, Ohio, in 
place of Edward A. Mullen. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 23, 1915. 

J. C. Steel, jr., to be postmaster at Chagrin Falls, Ohio, in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 17, 1915. 

Louis H. Stein to be postmaster at Woodville, Ohio, in place 
of Mary Silvalls. Incumbent's commission expired July 24, 
1915. 

Elmer A. Taylor to be postmaster at McConnellsville, Ohio, 
in place of Charles R. Brent. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 8, 1915. 

Simeon O. Weaver to be postmaster at Batavia, Ohio, in place 
of Frank M. Kain. Incumbent's commission expired June 27, 
1915. 

Roy H. Webster to be postmaster at ‘Willoughby, Ohio, in 
place of John S. Ellen, resigned. 

©. R. Wing to be postmuster at Ashley, Ohio, in place of 
George H. Riley. Incumbent's commission expired July 31, 
1915. 


1915. 
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William H. Young to be postmaster at Cumberland, Ohio, in 
place of W. Me. Crozier, resigned. 


OKLAHOMA. 


Ada L. Andrews to be postmaster at Poteau, Okla., in place 
of Martin Baswell. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, 
1915. . 

Lula A. Ball to be postmaster at Wapanucka, Okla., in place 
of Jesse A. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired April 5, 
1914. 

Loddie W. Brodie to be postmaster at Skiatook, Okla., in 
piaca of Clay Cross. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, 
191 

Cora S. Brown to be postmaster at Waukomis, Okla., in place 
of Bert Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
21, 1915. 

John A. Burch to be postmaster at Paden, Okla. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1915. 

Dora V. Burton to be postmaster at Stroud, Okla., in place of 
G. Y. Walbright. Incumbent's commission expired June 6, 1915. 

Dorothy A. Callen to be postmaster at Avant, Okla., in place 
of Dorothy L. Avant. Name changed by marriage. 

R. H. Carraway to be postmaster at Caddo, Okla., in place of 
U. S. Markham. Incumbents commission expired February 
23, 1915. 

Laurence L. Dunlap to be postmaster at New Wilson, Okla. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Josheph H. English to be postmaster at Walter, Okla., in place 
of Bert B. McCall. Incumbent's commission expired April 
20, 1915. 

W. M. Erwin to be postmaster at Pauls Valley, Okla., in place 
of Marion Henderson, removed. 

Alfa Gibbins to be postmaster at Fort Sill, Okla., in place of 
M. D. Gibbins, resigned. 

S. D. Grandstaff to be postmaster at Butler, Okla., in place of 
E. A. Olmstead, removed. 

William A. Jenkins to be postmaster at Beggs, Okla., in place 
of Daniel ©. Dodds, resigned. 

Herbert E. Malone, to be postmaster at Dewar, Okla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

R. R. Morris to be postmaster at Coweta, Okla., in place of 
George P. Lawson, resigned. 

Hugh D. O'Neill to be postmaster at Marshall, Okla., in place 
of Allas M. Cingrich, resigned. 

Frank Olsmith to be postmaster at Guthrie, Okla., in place 
of Wilburn M. McCoy. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
8, 1915. 

John C. Puryear to be postmaster at Wetumka, Okla., in place 
of James A. Long, resigned. 

Mary Alleen Quarles to be postmaster at Fairfax, Okla., in 
place of Carl Huffaker. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 1, 1915. 

John E, Reasonover to be postmaster at Bixby, Okla. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

James N. Ross to be postmaster at Talihina, Okla. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1915. 

Luther B. Smith to be postmaster at Marietta, Okla., in place 
eae G. Norvell. Incumbent's commission expired March 3, 
D. í 

H. F. Turner to be postmaster at Vian, Okla., in place of Lee 
K. Spencer. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5, 1915. 

T. E. Futrell to be postmaster at Porum, Okla., in place of 
J. C. Groves, removed. 

David W. Wells to be postmaster at Mountain View, Okla., 
in place of W. H. Cleveland. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 15, 1915. 

Carl E. Williams to be postmaster at Tonkawa, Okla., in place 
of T. S. Chambers, resigned. 

W. B. Williamson to be postmaster at Okmulgee, Okla., in place 
Sean S. Bell. Incumbent's commission expired January 10, 


OREGON. 


John H. Brooks to be postmaster at Silverton, Oreg., in place 
2 ee OC. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired February 

„ 1915. 

John J. Cooke to be postmaster at Oregon City, Oreg., in place 
ie P. Randall. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 

Andrew J. Flynn to be postmaster at Sheridan, Oreg., in place 
of Archie F. Eaton, removed. 

Kenneth B. Grimm to be postmaster at Hubbard, Oreg., in 
pao o L. M. Scholl. Incumbent’s commission expired April 


William D. Hardesty to be postmaster at Freewater, Oreg., in 
place of Charles W. Ray, resigned. 

Orrin A. Kirby to be postmaster at Myrtle Creek, Oreg. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

John M. Parry to be postmaster at Moro, Oreg., in place of 
1 M. Parry. Incumbent's commission expired February 14, 

5. 

Ross A. Pickering to be postmaster at Pilot Rock, Oreg. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

T. A. Reavis to be postmaster at Hood River, Oreg., in place 
of Jay P. Lucas. Incumbent’s commission expired June 29, 
1915. 

David S. Young to be postmaster at Dufur, Oreg., in place of 
John A. Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired June 7, 1915. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


William J. Burke to be postmaster at Mount Carmel, Pa., in 
place of Thomas N. Burke, deceased. 

J. Bentley Candy, jr., to be postmaster at Langhorne, Pa., in 
place of Edwin I. Parry. Incumbent's commission expired May 
24, 1915. : 

William M. Carter to be postmaster at Punxsutawney, Pa., 
in place of H. G. Teagarden. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

Charles H. Casey to be postmaster at Marcus Hook, Pa., in 
place of Florencio Bartow. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 23, 1915. 

Horace L. Cobb to be postmaster at Ulysses, Pa., in place of 
E. U. Eaton, deceased. 

Simon E. Devlin to be postmaster at St. Clair, Pa., in place of 
C. L. Ferrebee. Incumbent's commission expired April 13, 1915. 

Edward J. Doggett to be postmaster at Freeland, Pa., in place 
of William R. Flad. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
23, 1915. 

W. E. Donahey to be postmaster at Vandergrift Heights, Pa., 
in place of M. L. Griffin, removed. 

Harry A. Englehart to be postmaster at Ebensburg, Pa., in 
place of Walter R. Thompson, resigned. 

Patrick B. Egan to be postamster at Emporium, Pa., in place 
of Charles Seger. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28, 
19 


15. 

M. J. Flynn to be postmaster at Emlenton, Pa., in place of 
W. Z. Clay. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 1915. 

John J, Gorman to be postmaster at Houtzdale, Pa., in place 
of Harry H. Sweeney. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 19, 1915. 

J. Richard Hancock to be postmaster at Williamstown, Pa., in 
place of R. B. Thompson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 10, 1915. 

John B. Henning to be postmaster at Tunkhannock, Pa., in 
place of Edward B. Farr, removed. 

Robert M. Hoover to be postmaster at Penbrook, Pa., in place 
of Edwin Hoofnagle, resigned. 

Peter Z. Kramer to be postmaster at Coplay, Pa., in place of 
F. A. Balliet. Incumbent’s commission expires December 12, 
1915. 

Samuel A. Lacock to be postmaster at Canonsburg, Pa., in 
place of T. M. Reese. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
16, 1915. 

Charles H. Lapsley to be pastmaster at Glassport, Pa., in place 
of W. F. Sparks, resigned. 

T. W. Lauver to be postmaster at Milroy, Pa., in place of M. M. 
Naginey, deceased. 

Elwood M. Ludwick to be postmaster at Honey Brook, Pa., in 
place of W. M. Doihm. Incumbent’s commission expired May 9, 
1915. 

J. Robert McClure to be postmaster at Dillsburg, Pa., in place 
on M. Altland. Incumbent’s commission expired April 28, 

William D. McGill to be postmaster at West Brownsville, Pa., 
in place of William E. Gregg, resigned. 

William A. McMahan to be postmaster at West Pittsburg, 
Pa., in place of William A. McMahan. Incumbent’s commission 
expired April 24, 1915. 

George W. McNeil to be postmaster at Pittsburgh, Pa., in place 
2 en H. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

„ 1915. 

M. J. McNulty to be postmaster at Troy, Pa., in place of H. O. 
Carpenter. Incumbent’s commission expired February 6, 1915. 

John F. Mann to be postmaster at Wilcox, Pa., in place of 
1625 H. Wells. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 
1915. 

T. L. Medland to be postmaster at Waymart, Pa. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1915. 
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John W. Mills, jr., to be postmaster at Koppel, Pa. Incum- 
bent's commission expired July 1, 1914. 
John A. Miller to be postmaster at Arnold, Pa., in place of 


P. L. 
1915. : 

Levi A. Moore to be postmaster at East Downingtown, Pa., 
in place of H. S. Carpenter. Incumbents commission expired 
April 28, 1915. 

Joseph E. Niemond to be postmaster at Mifflin, Pa., in place 
of W. F. Burchfield, resigned. 

J. P. Owens to be postmaster at Scottdale, Pa., in place of 
Barnett C. Fretts. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 
1915. 

Preston L. Peters to be postmaster at Saegerstown, Pa., in 
place of John C. Minich. Incumbents commission expired 

May 6, 1914. 

- Hiram L. Purdy to be postmaster at Sunbury, Pa., in place 
3 Benjamin Apple. Incumbent's commission expired April 13, 
915. 

George F. Reichneder to be postmaster at Wyomissing, Pa. 
Incumbent's commission expired October 1, 1912. 

Joseph M. Rutherford to be postmaster at Willow Grove, Pa., 
in place of P. W. Triebels. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 17, 1915. 

P. H. Salmon to be postmaster at Moosic, Pa., in place of C. S. 
Brodhead, removed. 

John F. Schrick to be postmaster at Ephrata, Pa., in place of 
I. N. Lightner. Incumbent's commission expired April 13, 1915. 

A. Ray Sherwood to be postmaster at Meshoppen, Pa., in 
place of George A. Carter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 12, 1915. 

John S. Sheirich to be postmaster at Millersville, Pa., in place 
of John H. Bishop. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
11, 1915. 

Allen F. Smith to be postmaster at Orwigsburg, Pa., in place 
of Burd R. Linder. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 
1915. 

R. R. Souser to be postmaster at Rockwood, Pa., in place of 
Zoan C. F. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired February 
8, 1915. 

C. C. Sterling to be postmaster at Masontown, Pa., in place 
of David O. Lardin. Incumbent's commission expired August 
19. 1915. 

Emilie D. Stoneback to be postmaster at Black Lick, Pa. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Joseph R. Thurston to be postmaster at Factoryville, Pa.. in 
place of John S. Read. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 6, 1915. 

Edward Weidenhamer to be postmaster at Milton, Pa., in place 
of William G. Murdock. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
16, 1915. 

William D. Werkheiser to be postmaster at Windgap, Pa. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 


PORTO RICO. 


Mario S. Belaval to be postmaster at Ponce, P. R., in place of 
Mario S. Belayal. Incumbent's commission expired May 18, 
1915. 

Eugenio C. Manautou to be postmaster at Caguas, P. R., in 
place of Eugenio C. Manautou. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 18, 1915. 

José Mayol Alcover to be postmaster at Utuado, P. R. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1914. 

Juan Padovani to be postmaster at Guayama, P. R., in place 
of Juan Padovania. Incumbent’s commission expired April 11, 
1914. 


Freund. Incumbent's commission expired January 10, 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Levi S. Bowers to be postmaster at Prosperity, S. C., in place 
of Levi S. Bowers. Incumbent's commission expired January 
13, 1915. 

W. S. Hite to be postmaster at Batesburg, S. C., in place of 
J. F. Kneece. Incumbent’s commission expired July 31, 1915. 

George I. Hutchinson to be postmaster at Summerville, S. C., 
in place of James O. Ladd. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 24, 1915. 

James C. Jennings to be postmaster at Pickens, S. C., in place 
of J. H. C. McDaniel, deceased. 

Joseph P. Ouzts to be postmaster at Edgefield, S. C., in place 
2 Joseph P. Ouzts. Incumbent's commission expires December 

2, 1915. 

Malcolm J. Stanley to be postmaster at Hampton, S. C., in 
place of Emma J. Peeples, resigned. 

Andrew A. Stuart to be postmaster at McCormick, S. C. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 


Elmer M. Anderson to be postmaster at Veblen, S. Dak. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1915. 

J. P. Croal to be postmaster at Sisseton, S. Dak., in place of 
May A. Knappen, resigned. 

James R. Dunlap to be postmaster at Vermilion, S. Dak., in 
place of Willard C. Huyck. Incumbent's commission expired 
June 8, 1915. 

S. B. Dwight to be postmaster at De Smet, S. Dak., in place 
of Joseph P. Purintun. Iucumbent's commission expired Au- 
gust 19, 1915. 

Fred C. Falkinburg to be postmaster at Scotland, S. Dak., in 
1 of J. T. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired March 
25 5. 

Henry H. Hatch to be postmaster at Alpena, 8. Dak. 
cumbent’s commission expired January 1, 1915. 

Robert B. Lipes to be postmaster at Morristown, S. Dak., in 
place of A. G. Richards, resigned. 

Ailt J. Miller to be postmaster at Lennox, S. Dak., in place of 
Elmer E. Gilmore. Incumbent’s commission expired January 27, 
1915. 

W. R. Russell to be postmaster at Lake Andes, S. Dak., in 
place of L. E. Corey, resigned. 

Thomas H. Ryan to be postmaster at Elk Point, S. Dak., in 
place of Charles S. Harter. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 17, 1915. 

George Schlunsen to be postmaster at Marion, S. Dak., in 
place of Abraham H. Dirks. Iucumbent's commission expired 
May 25, 1915. 

Albert Vauk to be postmaster at Avon, 8. Dak., in place of 
Peter J. Schroder, resigned. 

Elmer E. Wilson to be postmaster at Platte, S. Dak., in place 
of G. L. Kirk, resigned. 


In- 


TEN NESSEE. 


Oliver Benton to be postmaster at Jackson, Tenn., in place of 
William F. Arnold, removed. 

Davy Crockett to be postmaster at Troy, Tenn. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1915. 

Hammond Fowler to be postmaster at Rockwood, Tenn., in 
place of Robert P. Sulte. Incumbent’s commission expired July 
12, 1915. 

M. W. Jackson to be postmaster at Mountain City, Tenn., in 
place of James H. Murphy, resigned. 

William C. Smith to be postmaster at Oneida, Tenn. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 


TEXAS. 


Frank P. Bell to be postmaster at Richmond, Tex., in place of 
Tolbert Hannon. Incumbent's commission expired July 17, 
1915. 

P. D. Chapman to be postmaster at Henderson, Tex., in place 
of G. W. L. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 
1915. : 

J. D. Cooper to be postmaster at Brookshire, Tex., in place of 
Josepli B. Patty, removed. 

J. J. Crockett to be postmaster at Chapel Hill, Tex., in place 
of Thomas W. Ewing, removed. 

Harvey C. Dorton to be postmaster at Freeport, Tex. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Lizzie Earle Holloway to be postmaster at Ferris, Tex., in 
place of Leander Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 24, 1915. 

Lula Ezell to be postmaster at Timpson, Tex., in place of M. 
Ezell, resigned. 

J. F. Faulkner to be postmaster at McLean, Tex., in place of 
R. E. Dorsey. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 1915. 

W. N. Fields to be postmaster at Ganado, Tex., in place of 
A. N. Hollingshead. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 
1915. 

Newton W. Graham to be postmaster at Ozona, Tex. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1915. 

Ella D. Harris to be postmaster at Angleton, Tex., in place 
of A. G. Hershner. Incumbent’s commission expired July 17, 
1915. 

Mary Harrell to be postmaster at Waelder, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1913. 

Charles F. Hoff to be postmaster at Yorktown, Tex., in 
place of J. W. Hoff, resigned. 

J. W. A. Jackson to be postmaster at Canadian, Tex., in place 
of W. D. Rathjen. Incumbent's commission expired February 
23, 1915. 

Florence F. Kellogg to be postmaster at Carrizo Springs, Tex., 
in place of Florence F. Kellogg. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired April 24, 1915. 


- 


1915. 
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D. S. Lankford to be postmaster at Mineola, Tex., in place of 
J. A. Thomas, deceased. 

W. H. Lankford to be postmaster at Sherman, Tex., in place 
of Jules E. Muchert. Incumbent's commission expired August 5, 
1915. k 

A. L. McDonald to be postmaster at Rising Star, Tex., in place 
of May Harrison. Incumbents commission expired July 17, 
1915. 

Stephen D. Ratcliff to be postmaster at Ratcliff, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Gustave Reininger to be postmaster at New Braunfels, Tex., 
in place of Otto Heilig. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1915. 

Hugo E. Schuchard to be postmaster at Menard, Tex., in place 
of Hugo E. Schuchard. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 6, 1915. 

Walter A. Thompson to be postmaster at Edinburg, Tex. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1915. 

A. A. Weeks to be postmaster at Bellevue, Tex., in place of 
W. L. Mount, resigned. 

Claude Wiley to be postmaster at Oakwood, Tex., in place 
of Bertha Hearte, resigned. 

UTAH. ' 


L. M. Olson to be postmaster at Ephraim, Utah, in place of 
Berdie P. Olson, resigned. 


VERMONT. 


Herbert O. Bixby to be postmaster at Chelsea, Vt., in place of 
Edward B. Hatch. Incumbent’s commission expired June 20, 
1915. 

John J. Lynch to be postmaster at Middletown Springs, Vt. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. r 

Arthur B. Pollard to be postmaster at Chester, Vt., in place 
of James E. Pollard. Incumbent's commission expired January 
11, 1915. 

Frank H. Tyler to be postmaster at South Londonderry, Vt. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 


VIRGINIA. 


J. S. Agnew to be postmaster at Burkeville, Va., in place of 
cee H. Boswell. Incumbent's commission expired August 21, 
1915. 

Waverly S. Barrett to be postmaster at. Dendron, Va., in place 
5 Waran, S. Barrett. Incumbent’s commission expired April 

Lillie L. Davis to be postmaster at National Soldiers’ Home, 
Va. Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

John T. Dickenson to be postmaster at Castlewood, Va. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Zachariah ©. Gold to be postmaster at Basic (formerly Basic 
City), Va., in place of A. P. Calfee. Incumbent’s commission 
expired June 7, 1915. 

John B. Hanes to be postmaster at Dillwyn, Va. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1915. 

Joseph W. Hayden to be postmaster at Irvington, Va. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Pierce M. Kilmartin to be postmaster at Waverly, Va., in place 
4 cine E. Martin. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 

John E. Lewis to be postmaster at Bluemont, Va. Office be- 
came presidential July 1, 1915. 

J. R. Perfater to be postmaster at Saltville, Va., in place of 
ae Henry Scott. Incumbent's commission expired June 7, 

J. B. Richardson to be postmaster at Marion, Va., in place of 
J. D. Buchanan, resigned. 

John Peter Saul to be postmaster at Salem, Va., in place of 
2 V. Yonce. Incumbent's commission expired August 22, 

15. 

William W. Wood to be postmaster at Clarksville, Va., in place 
eS B. Alfred. Incumbent’s commission expired March 8, 


WASHINGTON. 


R. P. Hoskyn to be postmaster at Oroville, Wash., in place of 
Bert Mills. Incumbent’s commission expired May 18, 1915. 

H. T. Jones to be postmaster at Riverside, Wash., in place of 
H. T. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1915. 

William T. Squier to be postmaster at Charleston, Wash. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Elmer Thackston to be postmaster at Ione, Wash., in place of 
a S. Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 

a. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


John W. Bailey to be postmaster at Berwind, W. Va., in place 
of S. M. Lambert, resigned. 

Julius A. de Gruyter to be postmaster at Charleston, W. Va., 
in place of Robert E. Wood, removed. 

John C. Dice to be postmaster at Lewisburg, W. Va., in place 
of H. L. Van Sickler, removed. 

Otey T. Erskine to be postmaster at Smithfield, W. Va., in 
place of Jacob L. Price, resigned. 

George W. Jackson to be postmaster at Webster Springs, 
W. Va., in place of W. H. McCutcheon, resigned. 

Walter L. Morris to be postmaster at Elkhorn, W. Va., in 
place of W. E. Wood, resigned. 

Griffith T. Smith to be postmaster at Point Pleasant, W. Va., 
in place of John F. Lewis, resigned. 

Buren Stephenson to be postmaster at Clay, W. Va. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

Mrs. Maurice R. Walker to be postmaster at Bramwell, 
W. Va., in place of J. D. Hewett, removed. 

J. W. Wellman to be postmaster at Moundsville, W. Va., in 
place of Albert S. Winter. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 28, 1915. 

Willard Williams to be postmaster at Moorefield, W. Va., in 
8 of E. O. Harwood. Incumbent's commission expired April 

, 1915. 

J. A. Wooddell to be postmaster at Pennsboro, W. Va., in 
place of E. E. Wells. Incumbent's commission expired May 24, 
1915. 

Henry Zilliken to be postmaster at Wellsburg, W. Va., in 
place of T. H. Buchanan, deceased. 


WISCONSIN. 


P. A. Badour to be at Oconto, Wis., in place of 
George R. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired August 21, 
1915. 

Sara M. Baum to be postmaster at Pittsville, Wis. 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

James H. Beirne to be postmaster at Oakfield, Wis., in piace 
of Clayton G. Morgan. Incumbent’s commission expired Au- 
gust 21, 1915. 

Lewis G. Brown to be postmaster at Lake Geneva, Wis., in 
place of Henry H. White. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 21, 1915. 

E. I. Bunker to be postmaster at Grantsburg, Wis., in place 
of Ole Erickson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 8, 1915. 

M. J. Carey to be postmaster at Shell Lake, Wis., in place of 
Edith E. Baker. Incumbent's commission expired December 
15, 1914. 

W. N. Coffland to be postmaster at Viroqua, Wis., in place of 
Charles J. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired May 23, 
1914. 

James A. Corcoran. to be postmaster at Webster, Wis. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

John Een to be postmaster at Amherst, Wis., in place of 
5 Smith. Incumbent's commission expired August 

1, 1915. 

Clarence H. Ellsworth to be postmaster at Ripon, Wis., in 
place of Frank A. Everhard. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 25, 1915. 

Leo J. Evans to be postmaster at Marinette, Wis., in place of 
8. 19 5 Burke. Incumbent's commission expired February 

1915. 

James Gorman to be postmaster at Kenosha, Wis., in place of 
R. V. Baker. Incumbent's commission expired April 27, 1915. 

M. Joseph Heffron to be postmaster at Cudahy, Wis., in place 
8 3 Kimnach. Incumbent's commission expired February 

„ 1915. 

Paul A. Herberg to be at Mayville, Wis., in place 
5 oe D. Naber. Incumbent’s commission expired August 

, 1915. 

Willard S. Hollister to be postmaster at Kendall, Wis. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. . 

Frank A. Johnson to be postmaster at Spring Valley, Wis., 
in place of Frank A. Johnson. Incumbents commission expired 
January 24, 1914. 

Arthur A. Kleimenhagen to be at Kilbourn, Wis, 
in place of Frank H. Marshall. Ineumbent’s commission e 
pired July 19, 1915. 

Henry Knapstein to be postmaster at New London, Wis., in 
place of John C. Freeman. Incumbents commission expired 
May 25, 1914. 

Harry J. Koltes: to be. postmaster at Waunakee, Wis. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 


Office 
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Nels Pederson to be postmaster at Galesyille, Wis., in place 
of Oscar T. Sagen. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 15, 1914. 

Edward Porter to be postmaster at Cornell, Wis. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1915. 

Julius Prenzlow to be postmaster at Clintonville, Wis., in 
place of Joseph D. Cotton. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 11, 1915. 

E. J. Pynn to be postmaster at Hartland, Wis.. in place of 
Mark W. Rowell. Incumbent’s commission expired January 20, 
1915. 

Henry W. Radcliff to be postmaster at Balsam Lake, Wis. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

John Ring to be postmaster at Osseo, Wis., in place of William 
S. Gilpin, Incumbent's commission expired January 12, 1914. 

M. M. Sanderson to be postmaster at Ellsworth, Wis., in place 
of John F. Shaw. Incumbent's commission expired April 27, 
1915. 

Herman C. Schuette to be postmaster at Manitowoc, Wis., in 
place of Henry G. Kress. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 21, 1915. 

Walter H. Smith to be postmaster at Mondovi, Wis., in place 
of Walter H. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
15, 1914. 

Henry E. Stainbring to be postmaster at Fall Creek, Wis. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1915. 

A. H. Tarnutzer to be postmaster at Prairie du Sac, Wis., in 
place of A. H. Tarnutzer. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 6, 1915. 

Erskine E. McCoy to be postmaster at Lancaster, Wis., in 
place of James T. Webb. Incumbents commission expired 
February 1, 1914. 

Milton McDonald to be postmaster at Bloomer, Wis., in place 
of C. L. Christianson. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 23, 1915. 

Thomas McNulty to be postmaster at Spring Green, Wis., in 
place of Thomas Hill. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 11, 1915. 

John Maegerlein to be postmaster at Sauk City, Wis., in place 
of Max H. Ninman. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
11. 1915. 

Edwin T. Mattison to be postmaster at Blair, Wis., in place 
of Ida G. Grinde. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
24, 1914. ` 

Johan G. A. Mollenhoft to be postmaster at Iron River, Wis., 
in place of Harry C. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 20, 1915. 

Galen Moore to be postmaster at Lone Rock, Wis. Office be- 
came presidential October 1, 1915. j 

Emery A. Odell to be postmaster at Monroe, Wis., in place of 
Mert A. Odell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 

1915. 

James E. O'Neill to be postmaster at Dodgeville, Wis., in place 
of Emery T. Bray. Incumbent's commission expired April 
26, 1914. 

Hubert A. Wagener to be postmaster at Sturgeon Bay, Wis., 
in place of Edward S. Minor. Incumbent’s commission expired 
August 21, 1915. 

Charles F. West to be postmaster at Eau Claire, Wis., in place 
of Earle S. Welch. Incumbent's commission expired April 
27, 1915. 

E. H. Wilford to be postmaster at Baldwin, Wis., in place 
Rg K. Hawley. Incumbent’s commission expired August 21, 

De 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, December 10, 1915. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: f 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the life, work, and 
sterling character of the several Members who served with dis- 
tinction on the floor of this House and were chosen by their 
constituents to represent their interests in the present Congress, 
but who in the interim have been gathered to their fathers. 
We mourn their going, and would keep green their memory, 
and strive to emulate their virtues. Encourage us, their col- 
leagues, many friends, and those to whom they were near and 
dear by the bonds of love and kinship to look forward: with 
bright anticipations to a reunion where the skies are ever fair, 
where death nor sorrow never come, but where love, joy, and 
happiness reign supreme, and we shall praise and magnify Thy 


holy name through Him who taught us the resurrection and 
the life immortal. Amen, 


CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday was read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the Journal on Monday shows that 
my colleague [Mr. GALLAGHER] was present on the call of the 
roll for the States. The Journal and Record show later he was 
excused on account of illness, I would like to have the correc- 
tion made, so that when he is sworn in it will 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman want to correct the 
Journal? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I do not know, but I suppose I would. 
On last Monday I appeared here 

The SPEAKER. Wait until the Journal is approved. 

The Journal as amended was agreed to. 


SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, on last Monday I ap- 
peared here in answer to my name on the call of the House to 
see whether a quorum was present. I was suddenly called from 
the Chamber before the Representatives of my State were 
called forward to be sworn in, and I desire now to take the oath 
of office. 

The SPEAKER. All gentlemen who are present and who 
have not been sworn in will come forward and take the oath of 
office. : 

Mr. Kanx, Mr. Howarp, Mr. SHACKLEFORD, Mr. HAMLIN, and 
Mr. Browne of Wisconsin appeared before the bar of the House 
and took the oath of office. 

The SPEAKER. What further does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri desire? ; 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. That is all I want. 

The SPEAKER. No; the gentleman started to make some 
explanation. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I said that on last Monday I came 
here to be sworn in, but was unexpectedly called away on pub- 
lie business and had to go. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent the Committee on Insular Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of House resolution 
No. 9, concerning the administration of the Philippine Islands, 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. That is where it belongs; but in the general 
mix up of 2,000 bills a wrong reference was given to it. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by incorporating 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy to the Atlantic Deeper 
Waterways Association, together with a resolution of that asso- 
ciation, all pertaining to inland waterways and the subject of 
preparedness, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp by printing a letter from the Secretary of the Navy. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for immediate consideration of a resolution which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be, and is hereby, 
authorized to have such printing and binding done as may be necessary 
during the Sixty-fourth Congress for the transaction of its business, 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that there has been no 
committee appointed yet. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Ohio will yield, I wish to 
state that there will be a lot of those resolutions to come in as 
soon as the committees are named. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. ‘The printing will not be done until the 
committees are named. 

Mr. MANN. Would it not be better to have them all come in at 
once? 

Mr. SHERWOOD. All right. 
withdraw the resolution, 


I haye no objection, and T 
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WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Davis of Minnesota, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the cage of Charles J. Kayser, H. R. 6174, 
Vifty-ninth Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

Mr. Rvusey, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Mary E. Kirk, H. R. 20084, Sixty-third 
Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Kent, on request of Mr. Lenroor, by unanimous consent, 
was granted leave of absence for two weeks, on account of 
illness. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Nebraska rise? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. To ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD, by printing a speech of ex- 
Secretary of State Bryan on the European war. 7 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. STE- 
PHENS] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record by printing a speech by ex-Secretary of State Bryan on 
the European war. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. To ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by having printed an 
address delivered a few days ago before the Rivers and Har- 
re Congress by Col. Townsend, of the Engineer Corps of the 

rmy. $ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing 
a speech delivered by Col. Townsend before the Rivers and 
Harbors Congress in this city. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, does the gentle- 
man have any idea of how many of the speeches delivered 
before the Rivers and Harbors Congress are likely to be printed 
by Congress at public expense? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I have no idea at all. 
Nobody has indicated to me any intention to make any request. 
This was a very interesting address delivered by Col. Townsend, 
who is one of the ranking officers of the Engineer Corps, on 
the general subject of river transportation. 

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Mississippi yield 
to the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes, ir. 

Mr. BARNHART. How many addresses were delivered at 
that Rivers and Harbors Congress? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, unfortu- 
nately I was not able to attend the sessions of the congress, 
therefore I am not in a position to answer the question. I do 
not know. 

Mr. BARNHART. Does this speech purport to cover the 
general topic of the presentation of the rivers and harbors 
question? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It relates to the question 
of navigation of the rivers of the country in a general way. It 
is a very interesting address, and gives Col. Townsend’s ideas 
as to why the commerce on the rivers has declined and what 
steps it would be advisable to take in order to encourage a 
revival of that commerce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HUMPHREYS] to print Col. 
Townsend's speech in the Recorp? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing an address by 
Wilbur F. Sadler, jr., adjutant general of the State of New 
Jersey, on the general uses of the National Guard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
Bnowxixd] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in 
the Record by printing a speech by the adjutant general of the 
State of New Jersey on the subject of the National Guard. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent for a change of reference of the bill H. R. 3077, introduced 
by the gentleman from California [Mr. Raker], and which was 


LIII— 12 


referred to the Committee on Agriculture, but which should go 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. What is it about? 

Mr. SHERLEY. It is a bill relating to the improvement of 
the Yosemite National Park. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change of reference 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to renew my request for 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the 
subject of national defense. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the 
subject of national defense. Is there objection? [After a 
hause.] The Chair hears none. 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL TUESDAY NEXT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on Tuesday, 
December 14, at 12 o'clock noon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on next Tuesday. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I moye that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned 


until Tuesday, December 14, 1915, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Attorney General, transmitting annual 
report (H. Doc. No. 33) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Pattern, 
in the case of E. K. Hubbard, administrator of Jacob Sebor, et 
al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 145); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation: claim relating to the schooner Three 
Friends, in the case of Sallie M. Buchanan and Josias Penning- 
ton, administratrix and administrator of Andrew Buchanan, et 
al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 146); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Dove, in the 
case of Joseph Ogden, sole surviving executor, etc., of Jane 
Ann Ferrers, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 147); to 
the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. . 

7. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Maria, 
in the case of Enoch I. Kingsland and Truman Weed, adminis- 
trators of William Hervey, sr., v. The United States (H. Doc. 
No. 148); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

6. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Sally and 
Jane, in the case of the President and Directors of the Insur- 
ance Co. of North America v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
149) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
James B. Brown v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 156) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
J. L. David, administrator de bonis non of Raphael L. David, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 157) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
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Andrew J. L. Stevens v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 158) ; 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
George A. Stovall, administrator, v. The United States (H. Doe. 
No. 159); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

11. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John 
Duncan, surviving partner, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
160) ; to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

12. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of James 
B. Bazell v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 161) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of A. F. 
Wiseman, administrator of Richard Wiseman, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 162); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
A. Rowzee, administrator of the estate of John Rowzee, deceased, 
v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 163); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph 
Smith, administrator of the estate of James Smith, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 164) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Stoddard 
County, Mo., v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 165) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sanford 
L. Day, administrator of Elias Pharee, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 166) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of A. O. 
Minter, heir of Nancy Maria Minter, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 167) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Walter 
Martin and Henry Martin, administrators of the estate of John 
N. Martin, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 168) ; 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

20. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of William 
H. Benson et al., heirs of Thomas J. Benson, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 169); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of C. H. 
Couchman, administrator of Joseph Darlington, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 170) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

22. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sallie 
J. Broady v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 171) ; to the Com- 


` mittee on War Claims and ordered to be 


28. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of J. M. 
Johnston v. The United States (H. Doc. 172); to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph 
T. Chance, and William A. Burton, administrator of the estate 
of John R. Burton, deceased (H. Doc. No. 173); to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Joseph 
S. Brunson, trustee of the Beech Branch Baptist Church, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 209) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

26. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Frank J. Moore, administrator of the estate of Bernard Moore, 


deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 210) ; to the Com- 


mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 


27. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Andrew. 
J. Smith, administrator of estate of William Smith, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc, No, 211) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

28. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Robert 
B. Love, jr., Mrs. S. N. McIlwaine, and Mrs. Patty Moody, sole 
heirs of Robert B. Love, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. 
ashes at ; to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

29. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of J. B. 
Chandler and D. B. Cox v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
2 5 to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

30. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Elizabeth Grove and Samuel Mumma, administrators of Jacob 
C. Grove, deceased, and Laura L, Mumma, v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 214); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

31. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the Court in the case of Joseph 
West, heir of Thomas West, deceased, v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 215); to the Committee on War Olaims and 
ordered to be printed. 

82. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the Court in the case of Sarah 
H. Milvaney v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 216); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

83. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Drusilla L. Taylor, executrix of William I. Way, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No, 217); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

34. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Fannie A. Youell, administratrix of the estate of John D. 
Youell, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 218) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

35. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
John Stephenson, administrator of the estate of Peyton Atkins, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 219) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

86. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
T. G. Johnson, administrator of the estate of Wiley B. Brigance, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 220); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed, 

87. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings, of the court in the case of 
Mary J. Marsh, administratrix of John H. Record, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 221) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

88. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
James W. M. Witt, administrator of the estate of Joseph M. 
Witt, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 222); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

89. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Leon Conley, administrator of the estate of Andrew B. Conley, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 223) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

40. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Eliza- 
beth A. Caskey, administratrix of William M. Caskey, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 224); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

41. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Paul P. 
Clark, administrator of the estate of James J. Clark, deceased, 
v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 225); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

42. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Charles 
D. Robbins v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 226); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

43. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sidney 
Maxwell v. The United States (H. Doc. No; 227) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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44. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of H. U. 
Feldman et al., heirs of John F. Feldman, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 228); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

45. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of David 
W. Swisher, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 229) ; 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

46. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Nancy 
A. Echols v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 230) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

47. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Luther 
H. Potterfield v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 231); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

48. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of John S. 
Hammer v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 232); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

49. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Betty 
L. Panky, J. W. Longacre, and T. D. Longacre, heirs of William 
I. Longacre, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 233); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

50. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Lieut. 
William W. Green v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 234); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

51. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Jacob 
P. Stroope v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 235); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

52. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Lula H. 
Doyle and Anna V. Berry, sole heirs of Patrick H. and Margaret 

E. Watkins, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 236) ; 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

53. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Julia 
A. T. Foster, administratrix of William C. Foster, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 237); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. ö 

54. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Robert 
H. Brown, administrator of the estate of Almazine D. Brown, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 238) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

55. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Z. J. 
Cross, administrator of the estate of Joel Cross, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 239); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

56. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Alex- 
ander Chavis, administrator, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
240); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

57. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Henry M. Cannon, administrator of the estate of James Cannon, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 241); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

58. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Thomas H. Crampton, administrator of John D. Crampton, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 242); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

59. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
John Lester v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 243); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

60. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Mary E. Monahan v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 244); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

61. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Alexander Glass, administrator de bonis non of the estate of 
James Glass, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 245) ; 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

62. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
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Mary Ann Hendricks v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 246) ; 
to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

63. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
William B. Miller, administrator of John T. Lawrence, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 247); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

64. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
W. H. West, administrator of the estate of John C. West. de- 
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 248); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

65. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Ernest T. Elgin, administrator of the estate of John A. Fairfax, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 249) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

66. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Mrs. L. H. Rowland, administratrix of the estate of Joseph N. 
Moran, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 250); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

67. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
T. G. Mason, administrator of the estate of Mark M. Harwell, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 251) ; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

68. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Aaron B. Stripling r. The United States (H. Doc. No. 252); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

69. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
S. C. Stewart, administrator of J. M. Curry, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 253); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

70. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Helen J. Jackson, administratrix de bonus non cum testamento 
annexo of the estate of James C. McFarland, deceased, v. The 
United States (H. Doe. No. 254); to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

71. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims. 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Sarah A. Suit, executrix of the estate of Kelita Suit, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 255) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

72. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
F. G. Smith, administratrix of Thomas Owen, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 256) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

73. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Frank W. Clark v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 257) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

74. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Mary A. Hendricks (Mrs. B. L. Hendricks) v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 258) ; to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

75. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
C. W. Smith v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 259); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

76. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims. 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Elijah H. Hoult v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 260) ; to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

77. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Charles L. Barnes v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 261); to 
the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

78. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
French spoliation cases, filed under the act of January 20, 1885, 
which cases were dismissed by the court on motion of claimant 
(H. Doc. No. 262) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

79. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
G. W. Hodge, administrator of the estate of George Hodge, de- 
ceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 263); to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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80. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
D. S. L. Crutcher, W. F. Crutcher, and Lillian E. Crutcher, 
widow of James Crutcher, deceased, sole heirs of R. A. Crutcher, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 264); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

81. A letter from the chief -clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of cases which were :dismissed by the court on 
motion of the defendants (H. Doc. No. 265); te the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

82. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of cases which were dismissed by the court on the 
preliminary question of loyalty (H. Doc. No. 266); to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

83. A letter from the chief clerk.of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting .a list of cases which were dismissed by the court on 
motion of the claimants’ ‘attorneys (H. Doc. No. 267); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

84. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of cases referred to, which cases were dismissed 
by the court.on the preliminary question of loyalty (H. Doc. No. 
268); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

85. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy qf the findings of the court in the case of Hensley 
G. Harris v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 269) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

86. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Frank 
H. Walker and Frank E. Smith v. The United States (H. Doc. 
No. 270); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 


87. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of the heirs 
of Mordecai Sears, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
271); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 


88. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings.of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Zouis, in the 
case of Esther S. Buchanan, administratrix of William S. Bu- 
chanan, surviving partner of the firm of S. Smith & Buchanan, et 
al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 272); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

89. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Reimsdyke, in 
the case of Brooks Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, et 
al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 278) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

90. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Renwick, in 
the case of John Stewart, receiver of the Maryland Insurance 
Co., r. The United States (H. Doc. No. 274); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

91. A letter from the-chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Quick Time, 
in the case of Newport Insurance Co, v. The United States (H. 
Doc. No. 275) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

92. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Peter, in the 
case of Edwin R. Stickney and Lewis Balch, administrators of 
Peter Le Breton, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 276); to 
the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

93. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Active, in the 
case of Edmund D. Codman, administrator of William Gray, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 277); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

94. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Trial, 
in the case of George M. Whipple, administrator, etc., of John 
Norris, v. The United States (H. Doc. No, 278) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

95, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court ef Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Thetis, 


in the case of David Stewart and John E. Semmes, receivers of 
the Maryland Insurance Co., w. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
279) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

96. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Three Sisters, 
in the case of Frederick W. Sewall, administrator of Abiel Wood, 
et al, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 280); to the Committee 
on Olaims and ordered to be printed. 

97. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Utility, 
in the case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 281) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

98. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Pacific, in the 
case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, et al. v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 282); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

99. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of 
law ün the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Hannah, 
in the case of Wait R. Griswold, administrator of Wait Rob- 
bins, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No, 283); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

100. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Olaims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Minerva, 
in the case of John N. A. Griswold, trustee of the United States 
Insurance Co., of the City of New York, et al. v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 284); to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

101. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Wash- 
ington, in the case of Brooks Adams, administrator of Peter ©. 
Brooks, et al. w. The United States (H. Doc. No, 285); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

102. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Diana, in the 
case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, et al. 
v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 286); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

108. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions ef law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Ocean, in the 
eases of the President and Directors of the Insurance Ca, of 
North America et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No., 287); 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

104. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Plumniner, 
in the case of George S. Boutwell, administrator of the estates 
of ‘Thomas Cutts and Thomas Cutts, jr., et al. v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 288); to the Committee on Claims und 
ordered to be printed. 

105. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Antelope, 
in the case of David Stewart and John K. Semmes; receivers of 
the Baltimore Insurance Co., et al. v. The United States (H. 
Doc. No. 289); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

106. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating te the schooner Richard, 
in the case of Gustavus W. Ridgely, administrator of George W. 
Keeports, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 290); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

107. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Mentor, in 
the case of Edmund D. Godman, administrator of William Gray, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 291); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

108. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation daim relating to the brig Sally, in the 
case of Joseph Ogdensole, surviving executor, etc., of Jane Anne 
Ferrers, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 292) ; to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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109, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Merrimack, 
in the case of Brooks Adams, administrator of Peter C. Brooks, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No, 293) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

110, A letter from the chier clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Maria, in 
the case of Richard Delafield, administrator of John 
surviving partner of Church & Delafield, et al. v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 294); to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

111, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship London 
Packet, in the case of George H. Sill, administrator of Gabriel 
Wood, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 295); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

112. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Lucinda, 
in the case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 296) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

113. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting order in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig 
Leonard (H. Doc. No. 297); to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

114. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Afary, in the 
case of Emery Stone, administrator of Ebenezer Stocker, et al. v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No, 298); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

115. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Mary, 
in the case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 299) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

116. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Mary, in the 
case of Elijah K. Hubbard, administrator of the estate of Elijah 
Hubbard and John R. Watkinson, deceased, et al. v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 300); to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

117. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law in the 
French spoliation claim relating to the vessel Fortitude, in the 
cases of The Insurance Co. of the State of Pennsylvania v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 301); to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

118. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claim in the case of the President 
and Directors of the Insurance Co. of North America v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 302); to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

119. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings, of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Delia, in the 
eases of Richard C. MeMurtrie, administrator of John Bohlen, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 303) ; to the Committee 
on Ciaims and ordered to be printed. 

120. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Tabula, 
in the case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 304); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

121. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Edmund, in 
the case of William B. Atkinson, administrator of William Bart- 
lett, v: The United States (H. Doc. No. 305); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

122. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Orland, in 
the ease of William H. Genn, administrator of James Genn, et 
al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 306); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 


123. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig Betsey, in the 
ease of Tristram Gilma, administrator of Samuel Bartlett, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 307); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. ' 

124. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Betsey, 
in the case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 308) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

125, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Camden 
Packett, in the case of the President of the Newport Insurance 
Co. v. The United States (H. Doe. No. 309); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

126. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of layz 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Mary, 
in the case of J. Bayard Henry, administrator of Charles Ross, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 310); to the Commit- 
tee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

127. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Hannah, 
in the case of Edward M. Thurston, administrator of Abraham 
Gardner, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 311); to the ` 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

128. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Polly, 
in the case of Harry R. Virgin, administrator of Benjamin 
Hooper, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No, 812); to 
the Committee on Claims and ordered. to be printed. 

129, A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Czarina, 
in the case of Julian T. Burke, administrator of George Taylor, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 313); to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

130. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Happy 
Couple, in the case of A. Lewis Easkin, administrator of Chand- 
ler Price, et al. v. The United States (H. Doe. No. 314); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

131. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner John, 
in the case of the Insurance Company of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 315) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

182. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the vessel Sea Flower, 
in the case of Chandler Robbins, administrator of Joseph Rus- 
sell, for and on behalf of the firm of Jeffrey & Russell, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 316); to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

133. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation elnim relating to the brig Essex, in the 
ease of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, et al. v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 317); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

134. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Betsy, 
in the case of Charles G. Davis, administrator of William 
Sturtevant and Benjamin Barnes, jr., v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 318); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

135. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Federalist, 
in the case of B. H. Rutledge, administrator of the estate of 
Adam Tunno, surviving partner of the firm of Tunno & Cox, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 319); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

186. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Nancy, 
in the case of William Ropes Trask, administrator of Thomas 
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Amory, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 320); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

137. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the sloop Union, 
in the case of John U. Hollister, administrator of Gilead Kim- 
herly, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 321); to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

138. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the sloop Sally 
Ann, in the case of Joseph Ogden, sole surviving executor, etc., 
of Jane Ann Ferrers, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No, 
322) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

139. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of the French spoliation cases dismissed by the 
court for want of sufficient evidence (H. Doc. No. 323); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

140. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
jaw in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Hannah, 
in the case of Joseph Ogden, executor, ete., of Jane Ann Ferrers, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 324) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

141. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the schooner 
Friendship, in the case of Edward Gerock, administrator of 
Joseph Shute, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 325) ; to 
the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

142. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the ship Hebe, 
in the case of Charles Spalding, administrator of Edward Swar- 
beck, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 326) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

148. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Free- 
mason, in the case of Elijah K. Hubbard, administrator of Jacob 
Sebor, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 327) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

144. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the ship Nancy, 
in the case of the President and Directors of the Insurance Co. 
of North America et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 328); 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

145. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the schooner 
Governor Clinton, in the case of the President and Directors of 
the Insurance Co. of North America v. The United States (H. 
Doc. No. 329); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

146. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mittiug a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the sloop Citi- 
zen, in the case of Charles F. Adams, administrator of Peter C. 
Brooks, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 330); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

147. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions 
of law in the French spoliation claims relating to the ship Diana, 
in the case of Charles Spalding, administrator of Edward Swar- 
beck, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 331) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

148. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
initting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the ship Char- 
lotte, in the case of Benjamin H. Rutledge, administrator of 
Jacob H. Lange, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 332); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

149. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the schooner 
Hope, in the ease of J. Morton Clinch, administrator of Perez 
Morton, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 333); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

150. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Mercury, 
in the case of Henry Pettit, administrator, et al. v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 334); to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. À 


151. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Boston, 
in the case of the President and Directors of the Insurance Co. 
of North America et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
335) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed, 

152. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the schooner 
Little Betsey, in the cases of the Insurance Co. of the State 
of Pennsylvania et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 336); 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

153. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the snow Har- 
mony, in the eases of Louisa A. Starkweather, administratrix 
of Richard S. Hallett, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
337) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

154. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Sally, 
in the case of Martha A. Duvall, administratrix of Archibald 
Stewart, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 338); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

155. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions of 
law in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Bee, 
in the case of the President and Directors of the Insurance 
Co, of North America v. The United States (H. Doc, No. 339); 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

156. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Susannah, 
in the case of John W. Gillett, administrator of John Logan, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 340); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

157. Aletter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Somerset, 
in the case of Joseph Ogden, surviving executor of Jane Anne 
Ferrers, and as trustee, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
341) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

158. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Thankful, 
in the case of Harriet E. Sebor, administratrix of Jacob Sebor, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 342); to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

159. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Minerra, 
in the case of New Haven Insurance Co, v. The United States 
(H. Doc. No. 343) ; to the Committee on Claims and ordered to 
be printed. 

160. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Cornelia, 
in the case of the President and Directors of the Insurance 
Co. of North America et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
344); to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

161. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Susannah, 
in the case of the Insurance Co. of the State of Pennsylvania v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 345); to the Committee on 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

162. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a statement showing in detail what officers and employees of 
the various offices and bureaus of that department performed 
travel on official business from Washington to points outside 
of the District of Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 346) ; to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Treasury Department and ordered to be printed. 

163. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the ship Brandon, in 
the case of Gilbert R. Fox, jr., administrator of Thomas Will- 
ock, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 347) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

164. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Sally, in 
the cases of James G. Freeman, receiver of the Boston Marine 
Insurance Co., et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 348); 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 
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165. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the sloop Williams, in 
the case of the President and Directors of the Insurance Co. of 
North America v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 349); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

166. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Cynthia, 
in the cases of Edmund D. Godman, administrator of William 
Gray, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 350); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

167. Aletter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Lucy, 
in the case of Montgomery Fletcher, administrator of John 
Walter Fletcher, for and on behalf of the firm of Fletcher & 
Otway et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 351); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

168. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the brig James, in 
the case of Joseph Ogden, administrator, etc., of Jane Anne 
Ferrers, et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 352); to the 
Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

169. Aletter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Lively, 
in the case of Brooks Adams, administrator of Peter S. Brooks, 
et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 353) ; to the Committee 
on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

170. Aletter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claims relating to the brig Tris, in the 
case of the President and Directors of the Insurance Co. of 
North America et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 354); 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

171. Aletter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the French spoliation claim relating to the schooner Afaria, 
in the case of the President and Directors of the Insurance Co. 
of North America et al. v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 355) ; 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

172. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of findings of fact and conclusions of law 
in the case of John H. Dayis v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 
356); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. 

173. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
a detailed report showing documents received and distributed 
under the supervision of the Division of Publications of the 

t of Agriculture during the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 357); to the Committee on Agriculture and 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 707) for the establish- 
ment of a Government armor-plate and gun-forging plant and 
for the manufacture of such other war paraphernalia as may 
be deemed advisable; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 3563) providing for the 
purchase of a site on Narragansett Bay, R. I., and the erection 
and equipment thereon of a plant for the manufacture of pro- 
jectiles ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, ‘a bill (H. R. 3564) to repair, remodel, and modernize the 
public building at Providence, R. I., known as the old post-office 
building; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
‘ By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3565) to provide 

for the reduction of mileage to actual transportation expenses of 
Representatives and Senators; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 3566) to regulate the rural mail 
service and fixing compensation of rural mail carriers; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8567) providing for the acquisition of a site 
and the construction of a building thereon for post-office pur- 
poses at Pelham, in the State of Georgia; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3568) for the acquisition of the site and the 
construction of a building for post-office purposes at Cairo, in the 
a Georgia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3569) for the acquisition of the site and the 


construction of a building for post-office p at Blakely, in 
State of Georgia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8570) for the acquisition of the site and the 
construction of a building for post-office purposes at Camilla, in 
the State of Georgia; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3571) for the acquisition of the site and 
the construction of a building for post office purposes at Syl- 
vester, in the State of Georgia; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3572) to refund the amount paid illegally 
for cotton tax, to be used in pensioning Confederate soldiers 
ER widows of Confederate soldiers; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3573) to make it unlawful to appoint as 
commissioned or noncommissioned officers in the Army or 
Navy of the United States any person of the negro race; to 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3574) to increase the salaries of the United 
States district attorney and United States marshal and deputy 
marshals for the southern district of Georgia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 3575) to amend section 5234 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to permit the 
Comptroller of the Currency to deposit upon interest the assets 
of insolvent national banks in other national banks of the same 
or of an adjacent city or town; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 3576) for the removal of the 
college woman's dormitory and the construction, equipment, 
and furnishing of a new dormitory at the Columbia Institute for 
the Deaf, in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 3577) to amend the acts to 
regulate commerce so as to provide that publishers of news- 
papers and periodicals may enter into advertising contracts 
with common carriers and receive payment for such advertising 
in transportation; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 8578) restoring to the public 
domain certain lands heretofore reserved for a bird reserve in 
Siskiyou County, Cal., and in Klamath County, Oreg.; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 3579) to provide for the 
establishment of Federal railroad companies as a part of plans 
for efficient preparations for war; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 3580) to establish and 
maintain a fish hatching and fish culture station in Cherokee 
County, State of Oklahoma ; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 3581) to provide for the main- 
tenance of the United States Section of the International High 
Commission; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 3582) making an appropria- 
tion for the equipping of the Mare Island Navy Yard with a 
floating crane and other machinery and equipment; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 3583) to provide for the 
board of attendants of Choctaw and Chickasaw pupils at the 
Murray State School of Agriculture, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 3584) authorizing the estad- 
lishment of a brigade post at Fort McPherson, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 3585) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to William B. Green Post No. 100, Grand 
Army of the Republic, one cannon or fieldpiece; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 3586) for the prevention 
and eradication of the citrus canker; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3587) to 
amend section 5 of an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the opening, maintenance, protection, and operation of the 
Panama Canal and the sanitation of the Canal Zone,” ap- 
proved August 24, 1912; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 3588) to increase the per- 
sonnel of the Army and to organize a reserve force of citizen 
soldiery ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 8589) for pur- 
chasing a site and erecting a public building at Superior, Nebr. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3590) for purchasing a site for the erection 
of a public building at Red Cloud, Nebr.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3591) for purchasing a site for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Minden, Nebr.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 3592) to provide a site 
and erect a public building at Painesville, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 3593) to authorize the Ohio- 
West Virginia Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Ohio 
River at the city of Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 3594) to establish a 
fish-cultural station in the State of Alabama; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also a bill (H. R. 3595) to repeal an act to establish a 
uniform system of bankruptcy and all amendments thereto; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 3596) to regu- 
late the issue of securities by transportation, telegraph, and 
telephone companies engaged in interstate commerce, for the 
purpose of better protecting the people against unreasonable 
rates and charges; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3597) to give effect to the provisions of 
a treaty between the United States and Great Britain con- 
cerning the fisheries in waters contiguous to the United States 
and the Dominion of Canada, signed at Washington on April 
1, 1908, and ratified by the United States Senate April 13, 
1908; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3598) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and erection thereon of a public building at Two Harbors, 
Minn.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 3599) to extend the pro- 
visions of the pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers and 
enlisted men of all State militia and other State organizations 
that rendered service to the Union cause during the Civil War 
for a period of 90 days or more, and providing pensions for 
their widows, minor children, and dependent parents, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 3600) to provide that the United 
States shall construct rural post roads between the county 
seats of the several States; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 8601) to reimburse 
certain eastern Cherokees who removed themselves to the 
Cherokee Nation under the terms of the eighth article of the 
treaty of December 29, 1835; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 3602) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate com- 
merce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory 
thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission,” approved June 29, 1906; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 3608) providing for an 
appropriation of $2,000 to collect, translate, and publish certain 
colonial records; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3604) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture to purchase a site and put in operation an 
agricultural and live-stock experimental station at or near 
Statesboro, Ga.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3605) providing for purchase of site and 
and for public building at Millen, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8606) to prevent interstate shipment of 
heifer calves for slaughter; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3607) to establish a fish-hatching and fish- 
cultural station for the hatching and propagation of shad in 
Georgia; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3608) to repeal an act to establish a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy throughout the United States, ap- 
proved July 1, 1898, and all amendments thereto; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3609) providing for the appointment of a 
board of survey for the purpose of selecting a suitable site for a 
powder and naval armor plant at or near Savannah, Ga., and 
submitting an estimate of the cost thereof; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 3610) to provide for the 


erection of a public building at Long Beach, Cal.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3611) for removing 
obstructions, etc., from Obed River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LIEB: A bill (H. R. 3612) for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building at Mount Vernon, Ind.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 3613) to amend the act of Con- 
gress of May 9, 1902, to permit the coloration of oleomargarine 
to look like butter, and that no tax be imposed thereon; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3614) to amend the naturalization laws by 
providing for the naturalization of aliens who haye served in 
the War of the Rebellion, War with Spain, Philippine insurrec- 
tion, or one regular enlistment in the Army, Navy, or the Ma- 
me Corps; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3615) to provide a temporary home in the 
District of Columbia for ex-Union volunteer soldiers, sailors, 
and marines; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3616) to give preference in the civil service 
to those persons who have been honorably discharged from the 
military or naval service of the United States; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3617) to provide for the appointment of 
an additional judge of the District Court of the United States 
for the Eastern District of Missouri; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3618) to provide campaign badges for offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army who served honorably in the 
Spanish, Philippine, or China campaigns; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3619) to provide for the examination, de- 
termination, and certification by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission as to the competency of roadmasters, foremen, and other 
employees of common carriers by railroad subject to the act to 
regulate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3620) for erecting a suitable memorial to 
Zen. William Tecumseh Sherman, United States Army; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3621) providing for the appointment of a 
commission to be known as the commission on salaries and allow. 
ances of postal employees; to the Committee on, the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3622) to create a Territory of the District 
of Columbia by the name of the Territory of Columbia and to 
grant Territorial government to the same; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3623) providing for the creation of a com- 
mission to be known as the Mississippi spillway belt commis- 
sion, defining its powers and duties, and making an appropria- 
tion for its expenses ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3624) to provide for the erection of an 
armory in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on Public 


‘Buildings and Grounds. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3625) to amend the act providing for 
mediation, conciliation, and arbitration in controversies between 
certain employers and their employees; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3626) to provide for the monthly payment 
of pensions, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3627) grant- 
ing the consent of Congress to the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 
to construct a bridge across the Allegheny River at or near Oil 
City, county of Venango, State of Pennsylvania; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 3628) to provide for certification 
by the attorneys for all parties interested of true copies of 
transcripts of record, judgments, decrees, or other papers in 
cases on appeal from or writ of error to review a judgment or 
decree of any judge or court of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8629) amending section 2 of the pension act 
of June 27, 1890; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 3630) to amend sections 5, 
9, 11, 12, and 25 of an act entitled “An act to amend and con- 
solidate the acts respecting copyrights,” approved March 4, 1909, 
and as amended August 24, 1912; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 3631) for reduction of postage 
on first-class matter; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3632) to amend section 8 of an act en- 
titled “An act to supplement existing laws against unlawful 
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restraints and monopolies, and for other purposes,” approved 
October 15, 1914; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 3633) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War, in his discretion, to deliver to the city of Marine 
City, in the State of Michigan, four condemned bronze or brass 
cannon, with their carriages and outfit of cannon balls, etc.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3634) authorizing the Secretary of War, in 
his discretion, to deliver to the city of St. Clair, in the State of 
Michigan, four condemned bronze or brass cannon, with their 
carriages and outfit of cannon balls, ete.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3635) authorizing the Secretary of War, in 
his discretion, to deliver to the village of Vassar, in the State 
of Michigan, four condemned bronze or brass cannon, with 
their carriages and outfit of cannon balls, etc.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3686) to amend section 3646 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as reenacted and amended by act 
of February 23, 1909; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3637) to 
establish a fish-cultural station in the State of Washington; to 
the Commitee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 3638) to authorize the con- 
struction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across the 
St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark.; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3639) to provide for appointment to places 
under the government of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8640) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Blytheville, Ark.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3641) providing for the erection and com- 
pletion of a public building at the city of Forrest City, in the 
State of Arkansas; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 3642) for the construction 
of 2 road from the town of Stroud, Lincoln County, Okla., to 
mie nac and Fox Indian Agency; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 3643) to amend the prac- 
tice and procedure in Federal courts; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 3644) for the erection of a 
public building at Sapulpa, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 3645) to make eligible for 
appointment ex-soldiers of the Union and Confederate Armies, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3646) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for cooperative agricultural extension work between 
the agricultural colleges in the several States receiving the 
benefits of an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of 
acts supplementary thereto, and the United States Department 
of Agriculture“; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3647) to amend an act to authorize the 
erection of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, 
Tenn.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 3648) to amend chapter 90, 
Twenty-fourth Statutes at Large, page 373, approved February 
3. 1887, and fixing term of office of electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States; to the Committee on Elec- 
tion of President, Vice President, and Representatives in Con- 
gress. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3649) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
the southern section in the State of Missouri; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8650) to amend section 291 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the State Department. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3651) to provide an elective remedy and 
compensation for accidental injuries, resulting in disability or 
death, to employees of common carriers by railroads engaged in 
interstate or foreign commerce or in the District of Columbia 
or the Territories of the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 3652) to construct a bridge 
across the South Canadian River, in Oklahoma ; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PAGE of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 3653) to im- 
pose a special license tax upon automobiles and motor vehicles 


in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3654) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to audit and adjust certain claims of the State of 
North Carolina; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3655) for increase of cost of site for 
post-oflice building in the city of Wadesboro, N. C.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3656) to purchase a site for the erection 
of post-office building in the city of Sanford, N. C.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 8657) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the city of Glasgow, 
Mo,; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 3658) to in- 
crease the limit of cost of public building and site therefor at 
Southbridge, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3659) to increase the limit of cost of 
public building and site therefor at Leominster, Mass.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3660) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Gardner, In the 
State of Massachusetts; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3661) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Clinton, in the 
State of Massachusetts; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 3662) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Sedalia, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PAGE of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 3663) for in- 
crease of cost of a site for a post-office building in the city of 
Rockingham, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 3664) to amend the act 
establishing the eastern district of Kentucky; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 3665) granting an extension 
of time to construct a bridge across Rock River at or near 
Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 3666) providing for a site 
and public building for a post office at Hood River, Oreg.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 3667) to 
acquire, construct, and maintain a national-defense highway ; to 
provide employment for citizens of the United States, and to 
physically and mentally educate them for defense; to the Com- 
mittee on Roads. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 3668) to provide for a de- 
ferred-residence homestead; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 3669) to require the Director 
of the Census to gather and publish statistics of cotton used in 
the manufacture of felts, bats, rope, buggy cushions and backs, 
automobile cushions and backs, pillows, mattresses, surgical 
lints, medicated cotton, gunpowder, and high-explosive shells; 
to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 3670) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Larned, in the county of 
Pawnee and State of Kansas, two bronze or brass cannon or 
fieldpieces, with their carriages; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 8671) granting pensions to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3672) to prevent discrimination in prices 
and to provide for publicity of prices to dealers and to the 
public; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRITT: A bill (H. R. 3673) to establish a term of the 
United States circuit court of appeals at Asheville, N. C.; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3674) to purchase a post-office site and to 
build a post-office building in the city of Franklin, N. C.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3675) to provide for the construction of a 
bridge across the Ocona Lufty River at Cherokee, N. C.; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 3676) to provide homes 
for Confederate veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 3677) appro- 
priating the sum of $100,000 for the purpose of drilling and 
testing wells in Esmeralda, Clark, Lincoln, Eureka, Lander, and 
Nye Counties, Nev.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 8678) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Union Springs, Ala.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 3679) granting pension to 
certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served in the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 3680) for the relief of 
the heirs of the Eastern Cherokee Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8681) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla.; to 

the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3682) to appropriate $500,000 to deepen 
the channel and remove the obstructions in the Arkansas River, 
in the State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3683) to compensate the Delaware Indians 
for services rendered by them to the United States in various 
wars; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3684) authorizing all tribes or bands of 
Indians of Oklahoma to submit claims to the Court of Claims 
which have not heretofore been determined by the Supreme 
Court of the United States; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3685) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Vinita, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8686) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Bartlesville, Okla.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 8687) providing for a site 
and public building for a post office and Federal court at 
Klamath Falls, Oreg.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 3688) to amend an act 
entitled “An act making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, 
approved June 9, 1896"; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 3689) to create a tariff com- 
mission and defining its duties; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 3690) re- 
pealing certain sections contained in the urgent deficiency act 
approved December 22, 1911; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 3691) to amend sections 2 
and 3 of the act of June 27, 1890, in relation to pensions, etc. ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 3692) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Portage, 
Wis. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 8693) to reimburse the 
State of Massachusetts for expenses incurred in the main- 
tenance and support of a marine school, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 3694) to amend an act to 
authorize the employment of volunteers to aid in enforcing the 
laws and protecting public property, approved March 3, 1863; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3695) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate condemned cannon and balls; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 8696) to establish a fish- 
cultural station at some point in the State of Massachusetts; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8697) to detach Pecos 
County, In the State of Texas, from the Del Rio division of the 
western judicial district of Texas and attach same to the San 
Angelo division of the northern judicial district of said State; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8698) to provide for a public building at 
Pecos, Tex. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3699) to authorize the construction of an 
addition to the Federal building at Abilene, Tex., and making 
appropriation therefor; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3700) to refund the cotton 
tax; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3701) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Clarendon, Ark. ; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3702) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Brinkley, Ark. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also a bill (H. R. 3703) to amend the river and harbor act of 
March 3, 1899, making appropriations for improvement of upper 
White River; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLINE (by request): A bill (H. R. 3704) granting 
pensions to volunteer Army nurses of the Civil War; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KALANTANAOLBE: A bill (H. R. 3705) providing for 
a military highway around the island of Oahu, beginning at 
Honolulu, thence by way of Kaimuki, Koko Head, Makapuu 
Point, Waimanalo, Kahuku, Waialua, Waianae, Leilehua to 
Honolulu; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8706) to set aside a portion of the revenue 
receipts in the Territory of Hawaii for the improvement of 
shipping facilities; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8707) authorizing the President of the 
United States to commission the commanding general and the 
adjutant general of the militia of the Territory of Hawali; to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BAILEY : A bill (H. R. 3708) to amend section 24 of 
an act approved December 23, 1913, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide for the establishment of Federal reserve banks, to furnish 
an elastic currency, to afford means of rediscounting commer- 
cial paper, to establish a more effective supervision of banking 
in the United States, and for other purposes”; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 3709) for the improvement of 
the Connecticut River and authorizing the Connecticut River 
Co. to relocate and construct a dam in said river above the 
village of Windsor Locks, in the State of Connecticut; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 3710) to fix the rate of 
postage on mail of the first class; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 8711) to amend the act en- 
titled “An act concerning carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce and their employees,” approved June 1, 1898; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 8712) for the improve- 
ment of the Connecticut River between Hartford, Conn., and 
Holyoke, Mass.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 3713) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to donate to the village of New Woodstock, Madison 
County, N. Y., two bronze or brass cannon or fieldpieces; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 3714) to provide for 
an authorization of money to be used in the construction of a 
publie building at Sterling, Colo.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8715) 
authorizing the setting aside of certain lands for highway pur- 
poses through the public domain, forests, and other reserves of 
the United States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 8716) to amend the act of 
June 27, 1890, as amended by the act of May 9, 1900; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 8717) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Coeburn, Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8718) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Bristol, Va.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8719) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Marion, Va.; to the Committee on Public Bulldings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3720) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Tazewell, Va.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4648) to 
regulate the manner of submitting to the several States proposed 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States, etc.; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 4644) to amend paragraph 
220 of the act approved October 3, 1913, entitled “An act to 
reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the Government, 
and for other purposes“; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 49) author- 
izing and directing the Joint Committee on Printing to publish 
a daily bulletin of public hearings held by committees, sub- 
committees, and commissions of Congress; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 50) with- 
holding from allotment the unallotted lands or public domain 
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of the Creek Nation or Tribe of Indians, and providing for 
the sale thereof, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
51) to enable the Department of Agriculture, through the Bu- 
reau of Soils and any other bureau, to locate and report the soil 
areas in Southern States that are adapted to the successful 
production of cattle and hogs; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 52) au- 
thorizing the publication of a revised edition of the Special Re- 
port on Diseases of the Horse; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 53) authorizing the publi- 
cation of a revised edition of the Special Report on Diseases of 
Cattle; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 54) to 
restore the status of the Enrolled Missouri Militia which served 
the United States Government 12 months in the Civil War; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 55) to deter- 
mine the construction of an act to increase internal revenue, 
and for other purposes, approved October 22, 1914; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. KAHN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 56) granting 
to the Panama-Pacific International Exposition Co., and its 
successors in interest, a revocable license for the use of lands 
in the Presidio of San Francisco Military Reservation to be 
designated by the Secretary of War, with the privilege of main- 
taining thereon a building known as the Palace of Fine Arts 
and its appurtenances, and ceding to the State of California 
jurisdiction over said lands during the continuance of said 
license; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) propos- 
ing the establishment of a military and naval academy on the 
Pacific coast; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 58) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to make full 
satisfaction on the part of the United States to settle the Cali- 
fornia & Oregon Railway Co. land grant, forfeit said grant, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A resolution (H. Res. 38) providing for 
session clerks for certain committees; to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 39) providing for two janitors for 
committees in the Capitol and attendant for ladies’ reception 
room; to the Committee on Accounts. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 40) for the assignment of clerks 
under legislative bill; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A resolution (H. Res. 41) authorizing the 
Committee on Expenditures in the State Department to have 
printing and binding done; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 42) authorizing the Doorkeeper 
of the House to appoint a messenger, who shall also be janitor 
for certain committee rooms; to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MOTT: A resolution (H. Res. 43) creating a commit- 
tee of the House of Representatives on rights and welfare of 
women and children; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A resolution (H. Res. 44) amending the 
rules of the House of Representatives to create a committee 
on woman suffrage; to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (H. Res. 45) making changes in the rules 
of the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 3721) for the relief of George 
W. Parker; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting an increase of pension to 
Leroy P. Mathews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilbur C. Gahret; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3724) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Clevenger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3725) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Sibbach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3726) granting an increase of pension to 
Lyman O. Leach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3727) granting an increase of pension to 
John Kennedy; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3728) granting an increase of pension 
Lindley Thornbfirg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3729) granting an increase of pension 
Nathan N. Spence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3730) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8731) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel McMillian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3732) granting an increase of pension to 
Ephriam A, Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) granting an increase of pension to 
A. O. Canfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3734) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Skiff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3735) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Forney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3736) granting an increase of pension to 
Grace Harper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3787) granting an increase of pension to 
Winnifred J. Russell; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8788) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 3789) granting a pension to 
John G. O'Neil; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) granting a pension to Albert L. 
Daniels; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8741) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Keller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3742) granting an increase of pension to 
Philomina Heintz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3743) granting an increase of pension to 
John Coulthard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3744) Granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Katharine Frentzel; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension 
to Frank Behan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3746) granting a pension to Harvey 
Swanston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3747) granting a pension to Winnie Tur- 
ner; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3748) granting a pension to Elmira L. 
Stiles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8749) granting a pension to Annie Kennedy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3750) granting a pension to Richard P. Wat- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to Evaline Welch; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8752) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret M. McLellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet E. Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3754) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse J. Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 3755) granting a pension 
to Sadie E. Baughman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3756) granting a pension to Herbert 0. 
Kolir; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3757) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Spurgeon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3758) granting an increase of pension to 
William Rech; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3759) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Skiles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3760) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 3761) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Siler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 3762) granting an increase of 
pension to John ©. Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 3763) granting an increase of 
pension to George C. Hull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3764) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Carr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8765) granting an increase of pension to 
Mortimer F. Sperry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8766) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Ellen Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 3767) for the relief of 
Alonzo C. Jones; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3768) granting a pension to Nora E. Single- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8769) granting a pension to Ambrose A, 
Clarke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3770) granting a pension to Charles De- 
valut; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3771) granting a pension to William L. 
Dines ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3772) granting a pension to Commodore 
H. Steele; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.3773) granting a pension to Ella C. Squires; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3774) granting a pension to Julia A. Sheck; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3775) granting a pension to Lida W. Ash- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward A. Headley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 3777) granting an increase of pension 
Frank B. Pauley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension 
George Crandal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3779) granting an increase of pension to 
Susannah Fraker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8780) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah C. Stokely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) granting an increase of pension 
Eunice Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3782) granting an increase of pension 
William S. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy M. Settle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8784) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah H. Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3785) granting an increase of pension 
Mary Hawks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3786) granting an increase of pension to 
Ann M. Ellenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8787) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 8788) for the relief of 
George A, Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R, 3789) granting a pension 
to Clara Wilt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3790) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura N. Thomson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 3791) for the 
relief of Fred Schroeder; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE; A bill (H. R. 3792) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Guy C. Pierce; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3793) for the relief of Guy C. Pierce; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3794) for the relief of Thomas S. Johnson; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3795) granting a pension to Carl Roepke; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3796) granting a pension to George Moore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3797) granting a pension to Florence 
Gifford ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Schantz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3799) granting a pension to Joseph Balde- 
wein; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3800) granting a pension to Eva E. 
Wallis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3801) granting a pension to Angeline Sro- 
malski; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3802) granting a pension to Jennie B. 
Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3803) granting a pension to Melissa Felt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3804) granting a pension to Anna Schultz; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3805) granting a pension to Marian 
Lemon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3806) granting a pension to Helen M. 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3807) granting a pension to Maggie Nel- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3808) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8809) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3810) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Fanshaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3811) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet A, Voelz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3812) granting an increase of pensien to 
Lodemia E. Kingsley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3813) granting an increase of pension to 
Aurilla Robbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3814) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3815) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa M. Vincent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3816) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanne Rost; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3817) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Berigan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3818) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Hurd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3819) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Le Count; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3820) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas M. Abers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3821) granting an increase of pension to 
Barbara Marx; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3822) granting an increase of pension to 
Guy C. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3828) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Rotier ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3824) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Kohn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3825) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Mey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3826) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3827) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Butler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 3828) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel L. Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 3829) granting a 
pension to H. E. Rives; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3830) granting a pension to Nathan Hirsh- 
berg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3831) granting a pension to Henry S. 
Robert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3832) granting a pension to James Moore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3833) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy E. Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3834) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Tilton Seay ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3835) for the relief of the heirs of William 
H. Brown; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 3836) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis M. Davison; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. * 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 3837) to remuster and 
change military record of Isaae N. Johnston; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 3838) for the relief of the 
estate of E. A. Mays, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Samuel Leh- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3840) granting a pension to Thomas Stubbs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3841) granting a pension to Sallie A. Price; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3842) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sorrels; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3843) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3844) granting an increase of pension to 
C. W. Kerlee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3845) granting an increase of pension to 
Harvey H. M. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3846) granting an increase of pension to 
William Maberry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3847) granting an increase of pension to 
Justin S. Randolph; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3848) granting a 
pension to Jackson St. John; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3849) for the relief of George P. Thomas; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8850) for the relief of the heirs of William 
R. Sims; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3851) for the relief of William F. Smith; 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CLINE: A bill (II. R. 3852) to correct the military 
record of Everet G. Pierce ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3853) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Brann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3854) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Paulus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3855) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Brenneman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 3856) granting a pension to 
Catherine Carroll ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 3857) granting a pension to 
William F. Leach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3858) granting a pension to Norman B. 
Hyde; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3859) granting a pension to James T. 
Gallagher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3860) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Conklin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3861) granting a pension to Hannah Wait; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3862) granting a pension to Olivia C. 
Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3863) granting a pension to Betsy A. 
Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3864) granting a pension to Adelia Hamil- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8865) granting a pension to Sophia Ander- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 3866) granting a pension to Mary B, 
Cooley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8867) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry S. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3868) granting an increase of pension to 
George White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8869) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeptha Tucker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8870) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph H. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3871) granting an increase of pension to 
William Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3872) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace Mudge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8873) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3874) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3875) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3876) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Burnell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8877) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Joseph Barney; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3878) for the relief of Spencer D. Gleason ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3879) for the relief of William Heine; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 8880) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3881) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Rollins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3882) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard T. Hardin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3883) granting an increase of pension to 
Emiline R. Caldwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3884) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Robinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3885) granting an increase of pension to 
R. A. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3886) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac H. Orndorff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: A bill (H. R. 3887) granting an 
increase of pension to Pawil Wiczias; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 3888) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) granting a pension to Mary Lahey 
Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3890) for the relief of Herbert H. Russell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 3891) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mahala A. Braddish; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3892) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah F. Nicholas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 3893) granting an increase 
of pension to Horace L. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3894) for the relief of George H. Grace; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3895) for the relief of F. W. Schultz; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3896) for the relief of John H. Janssen; 


to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 3897) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Huntington; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3898) granting a pension to Frank L. Ken- 
nedy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3899) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Willman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3900) granting an increase of pension 
to John Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3901) granting an increase of pension 
to John W. Dashiell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3902) granting an increase of pension 
5 William H. Buchanan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3903) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob L, Hinkle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3904) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Amos; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3905) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron D. Egelston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3906) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall Caldwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 3907) granting a pension to 
Tony Jud; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3908) granting a pension to Thomas O. 
Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3909) granting a pension to Joseph E. 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3910) granting a pension to Joseph Glass; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3911) granting a pension to Anna Buhr- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3912) granting a pension to William L. 
Woestendiek; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mary McKel- 
vey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3914) granting a pension to Wilber K. 
Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3915) granting a pension to Richard L. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Oscar Grear; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8917) granting a pension to Fritz Wilbert; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3918) granting a pension to Freda Burow; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3919) granting a pension to Celsus G. 
Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3920) granting a pension to Louise Krause; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3921) granting a pension to Walter S. 
Reece; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3922) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter R. Matthew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3923) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Bibbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3924) granting an increase of pension to 
Gideon W. Carmichael ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3925) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant F. Clutts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3926) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Carten; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3927) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3928) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3929) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen H. Frost; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3930) for the relief of Charles W. Howard; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3931) for the relief of C. M. Perkins; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3932) for the relief of John H. Rhein- 
lander ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3933) for the relief of Aaron B. Van Pelt, 
alias Benjamin Van Pelt; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8934) for the relief of John H. Drossel- 
meyer ;-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3935) for the relief of Bartholomew 
Buckley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of 
a heirs of James Oglesby, deceased ; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3937) for the relief of estate of T. W. 
Quarterman, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 3938) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elsie Jones Quinby; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3939) granting an ineresse of pension to 
Caroline M. Plaus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8940) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet E. Baird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 3941) granting a pension to 
Harriet Depew; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3942) granting a pension to Jane E. 
Ulmer; to the Committee on In alid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to 
William Leishing; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 3944) for the relief of Abraham 
Kauffman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3945) for the relief of Bruno Nohle; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3946) to correct the military record of 
William Loar; to the Committee on Military .\ffairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3947) granting a pension to Gilbert Wilson ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3948) granting a pension to Oliver E. Pene- 
wit; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3949) granting a pension to Daniel John- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3950) granting a pension to Jean M. 
Chance; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3951) granting a pension to Ella Spence; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3952) granting a pension to Nellie M. 
Hupp; to the Committee on Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3953) granting a pension to George A. 
Huston; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3954) granting a pension to William Mat- 
thews; to the Committee on Pensions. P ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3955) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Walton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 3956) for the relief of 
Charles Snyder; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3957) granting a pension to Lee Monroe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3958) granting a pension to Mary A. Dyer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3959) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of John Stroble and grant him an honorable 
discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 3960) granting an increase 
of pension to Nelson P. Atwood; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3961) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Wilcox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 3962) granting an increase 
of pension to John J. Stanley; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 3963) granting a 
pension to James F. Adams; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3964) granting a pension to Albert S. Bran- 
denburg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3965) granting a pension to Grace R. 
Caldwell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3966) granting a pension to Edgar C. Har- 


_ris; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3967) granting a pension to John F, 
Joyce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3968) granting a pension to Edward 
Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3969) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Filer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3970) granting an increase of pension to 


. Isaac C. Spears; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3971) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel M. Little; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3972) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria A. Endsley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3973) granting an increase of pension to 
James Farr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 3974) granting an increase of pension to 
William L, Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3975) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza A. Garthwait; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3976) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary C. Kitchen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3977) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Kinley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3978) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Waggoner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3979) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret E. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3980) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Parish: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3981) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sepin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3982) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah V. Howren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 3983) granting a 
pension to Catharine E. Babington; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3984) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3985) granting a pension to Sarah Peck; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3986) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Coppock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3987) granting a pension to Elmanda 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3988) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Powers; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3989) granting a pension to Mahala Lewis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3990) granting a pension to Cora M. Hit- 
tle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 3991) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3992) granting an increase of pension to 
Rufus W. Harvey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to 
Robert Richards; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to John R. 
Stickelman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3995) granting a pension to James M. 
Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3996) granting a pension to James F, 
Kelley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3997) granting a pension to John Flan- 
agan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3998) granting a pension to George W. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3999) granting a pension to Edward 
Warner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4000) granting a pension to Susan L. 
Fisher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4001) granting a pension to Trovilla May; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4002) granting a pension to Rachel B, 
Woodmansee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4003) granting a pension to William H. 
Brower ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4004) granting a pension to Joseph Bryant; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4005) granting a pension to Emma H. 
Wambaugh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4006) granting a pension to Sarah Moore- 
head; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4007) granting a pension to Wilson S. 
Mears ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4008) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Webster ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4009) granting a pension to Alexander 
Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4010) granting a pension to Lucy Wells; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4011) granting a pension to James MeMil- 
lan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4012) granting a pension to Fred Hoppe; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4013) granting a pension to Sarah E. Ben- 
der; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4014) granting a pension to Ella H. Candy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1915. 


Also, a bilt (H. R. 4015) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Mouse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4016) granting a pension to Harriet A. 
Porter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4017) granting a pension to Annie O Nell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4018) granting a pension to Eliza Jane 
Watson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4019) granting a pension to Wesley Cox 
Adkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4020) granting a pension to George B. 
Bolender ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to Edward T. 
Carter ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4022) granting a pension to Abraham H. 
Barnes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4023) granting a pension to William Bogen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4024) granting a pension to John R. Calla- 
han; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4025) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Cox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4026) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Coyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4027) granting a pension to Myrtle M. 
Dunham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4028) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Dunkley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4029) granting a pension to James Hey- 
burn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) granting a pension to Horace W. 
Hunt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) granting a pension to George Hay- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4032) granting a pension to Ida M. Ham- 
mon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4033) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Jennings; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4084) granting a pension to Theodore J. 
Kountz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4035) granting a pension to George W. 
Krug, alias King; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4086) granting a pension to John Lambert- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4037) granting a pension to Robert T. 
Lucy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) granting a pension to William J. 
Light; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4039) granting a pension to James E. 
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4040) granting a pension to Edward Me- 
Cabe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4041) granting a pension to Burwell Chap- 
man Mitchell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4042) granting a pension to Francis P. 
McCue; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4043) granting a pension to James R. 
Phillips; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4044) granting an increase of pension 
to Carrie B. Phillips; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Alice Ricketts; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4046) granting a pension to James Skelton; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 4047) granting a pension to Pearl B. 
Scully; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4048) granting a pension to Robert B. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4049) granting a pension to Joseph 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4050) granting a pension to George Tuf- 
fendsam ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4051) granting a pension to Charles N. 
Benson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4052) granting a pension to Charles W. 
Van Seoyk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4053) granting a pension to William Weir; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4054) granting a pension to Clayton S. 
Deetor ; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4055) granting a pension to Frank Rob- 
ertson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4056) granting a pension to Harry Scott; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4057) granting a pension to George W. 
Sidener ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 4058) granting a pension to Bennie Hol- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4059) granting an increase of pension to 
Leonhart Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ¢ H. R. 4060) granting an increase of pension to 
Alpheus D. Coulson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4061) gramting a pension to Stellatus 
Lowry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4062) granting a pension to Katherine 
Glaser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4063) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Keating; to the Committee on Pensions.’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4064) granting an increase of pension to 
William Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4065) granting an increase of pension to 
S. N. Burdsall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4066) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Bigelow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4067) granting a pension to James M. 
Dinwiddie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4068) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dougherty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Hanley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4070) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick C. Heopert, alias Frederick ©. Hupee; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4071) granting an inerease of pension to 
George Leveline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4072) granting an inerease of pension to 
Daniel M. MeQuitlan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4073) granting an increase of pension to 
Milton Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4074) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4075) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin T. Randall; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4076) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sipple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4077) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry P. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4078) granting an increase of pension to 
Vesta Shoemaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4079) granting an inerease of pension to 
Abraham Smith: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4080) granting an increase of pension to 
Julius Stemple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4081) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Snoderly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4082) granting an increase of pension to 
William ‘Trew ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4083) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Whitman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (I. R. 4084) granting an inerease of pension to 
William W. Wolfe; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4085) granting a pension to Peter B. 
Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4086) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4087) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Weathers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4088) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4089). granting an increase of pension te 
Lionelle Gottschall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to 
William Myers; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4091) granting a pensien to George Rice; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4092) granting an inerease of pension to 
Simon P. Plensant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4093) granting an increase of pension to 
J. Henry Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4094) fer the relief of Charles Fridley; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4095) for the relief of William H. H. Clark; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4096) for the relief of Samuel B. Faulk- 
ner; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4097) for the relief of William L. Spivey-:; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4098) for the relief of Joseph S. Stoop; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4099) for the relief of Anton Smith, alias 
Charles Roehmer ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4100) for the relief of George Sloughman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4101) for the relief of Peter A. Potticher ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4102) for the relief of Allen Moore; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4108) for the relief of Louis Cupp; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4104) for the relief of James Featherstone ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4105) for the relief of James Bartram; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4106) for the relief of John Andrews; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4107) for the relief of George W. Buvinger ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4108) for the relief of Garrett M. Martin; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4109) for the relief ef Michael Ryan; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4110) for the relief of Dock Leach; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 4111) granting a pension to 
Louise Bredehoft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4112) granting a pension to Wilhelmina 
Haesemeyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) granting a pension to Maria Loh- 
mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4114) granting a pension to Minnie D, 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4115) granting a pension to Lida Beal; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4116) granting a pension to Christiana 
Oetting; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4117) granting a pension to Peter Z. T. 
Lane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4118) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Dixon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4119) granting a pension to William W. 
Burke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4120) granting a pension to James G. 
Munday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4121) granting a pension to James 
Holmes; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4122) granting a pension to John Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4123). granting a pension to Tim Clifford; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4124) granting a pension to Henry B. 
Meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4125) granting a pension to Martha Coslett ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4126) granting a pension to August Brock- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4127) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Mayberry; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, & bill (H. R. 4128) granting a pension to Joseph Caton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4129) granting a pension to Dora Snyder; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4180) granting a pension to Solomon Coan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4131) granting a pension to Claus Henning; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4132) granting a pension to Napoleon B. 
Goodknight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4133) granting a pension to Carrie E. 
Howell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4134) granting a pension to Emma J. Fitz- 
water; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4185) granting a pension to Paris G. Strick- 
land ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4136) granting a pension to Matilda J. 
Sweaney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4137) granting a pension to Robert $S. 
Hoge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4138) granting a pension to John R. Cropp; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4139) granting a pension to J. B. Ashbrooke ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4140) granting a pension to Mordecai Glad- 
ish; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4141) granting a pension to Harriet L. 
Gist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4142) granting a pension to R. C. Goswell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4143) granting a pension to Samuel M. 
Coleman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4144) granting a pension to Tazwell T. 
Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4145) granting a pension to John I. Chap- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4146) granting a pension to William Eng- 
land; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
_ Also, a bill (H. R. 4147) granting a pension to Joseph L. 
Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4148) granting a pension to James M. 
Wilkerson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4149) granting a pension to Jane D. Goss; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4150) granting a pension to Austin Wat- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4151) granting a pension to James T, 
Calvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4152) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4153) granting a pension to Lucy F. Mel- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4154) granting a pension to James W. 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4155) granting a pension to James J. 
Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4156) granting a pension to Mary M. 
Varble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4157) granting a pension to Mary A, 
Gurley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4158) granting a pension to Rhoda A, 
Jones ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4159) granting a pension to Ella Mansell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4160) granting a pension to Alonzo ©. 
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4161) granting a pension to W. K. Whit- 
taker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4162) granting a pension to Thomas B. 
Maberry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4163) granting a pension to Carrie Hellen- 
beck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4164) granting a pension to Ozias Hawkins; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4165) granting a pension to A. A. McAlis- 
ter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4166) granting a pension to B. F. Warner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4167) granting a pension to John M. Jack- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4168) granting a pension to John B. Clem- 
ents; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4169) granting a pension to Glenn A, 
Means; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4170) granting a pension to George T. Beal; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4171) granting a pension to Samuel Moser; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4172) granting a pension to Benton C. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4173) granting a pension to Mary Wehr- 
mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4174) granting a pension to John Gerdts; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4175) granting a pension to Thomas Payne; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4176) granting a pension to Hannah P, 
Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4177) granting a pension to Henry Otting; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4178) granting a pension to Ira Gill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4179) granting a pension to Mary U. Isen- 
berg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4180) granting a pension to Louis Legune; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, f 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4181) granting a pension to Sarah F. Pres- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 4182) granting a pension to Melissa R. 
Vaughn; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4183) granting a pension to James McCabe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4184) granting a pension to James G. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4185) granting a pension to Samuel Adams; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4186) granting a pension to Keziah 
Phlegly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4187) granting a pension to Louisa K. 
Holbert; to the Comittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4188) granting a pension to Easter Hen- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4189) granting a pension to J. J. Gilliland ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4190) granting a pension to Leonidas H. 
Hightshoe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension to James M. Allen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4192) granting a pension to Mrs. M. C. 
Bixby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4198) granting a pension to J. G. Dollison; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4194) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4195) granting a pension to James W. Scott; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4196) granting a pension to James Gladish ; 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4197) granting a pension to Mary Brady; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4198) granting a pension to Fay Milligan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4199) granting a pension to Joseph T. 
Kerby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4200) granting a pension to R. H. Farrow; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4201) granting a pension to Lemuel Austin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4202) granting a pension to Mary Esser; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4203) granting a pension to Jefferson 
Knaus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4204) granting a pension to Oliver P. Jack- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4205) granting a pension to Sophrona 
Pursley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4206) granting a pension to William F. 
Neet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4207) granting a pension to Helena 
Koester; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 4208) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben S. Weldon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4209) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Solomon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4210) granting an increase of pension to 
Savilla Milligan; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4211) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob R. Deardorff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4212) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Sheridan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4213) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4214) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard L. Drumwright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4215) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar M. Peck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4216) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Camp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4217) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bedwell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4218) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Wriston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4219) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis L. Stafford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4220) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Wilmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4221) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy ©. McCurdy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4222) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Van Buren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4223) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard J. Watkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4224) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles B. Hoag; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4225) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua J. Steckel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4226) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4227) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan C. Crane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4228) granting an increase of pension to 
Elbert Nugent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4229) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Buli; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4230) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Davison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4231) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4232) granting an increase of pension to 
George Russell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4233) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Vincent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4234) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Wilkerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4235) granting an increase of pension to 
George T. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 4236) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Mahnken; to the Committe2 on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4237) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Saylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4238) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. Gist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4239) granting an increase of pension to 
J. D. Ginger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4240) granting an increase of pension to 
Mahlon N. Boardman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4241) granting an increase of pension to 
R. R. Dill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4242) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Waddle; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4243) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Lawrence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4244) granting an increase of pension 
Solon B. Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4245) granting an increase of pension to 
R. H. Askew ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4246) granting an increase of pension to 
W. R. Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4247) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper A. Gaddy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4248) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Ellison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4249) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. E. E. Garner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4250) granting an increase of pension 
David B. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to 
James Johnson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4253) granting an increase of pension to 
John Echoff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4254) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis F. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4255) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4256) granting an increase of pension 
James C. Haden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4257) granting an increase of pension to 
James Dodson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4258) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry G. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4259) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Coplinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4260) granting an increase of pension to 
James D. Ramey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4261) granting an increase of pension to 
Logan Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4262) for the relief of John Thomas; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4263) to correct the military record of 
Charles J. Lanning; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4264) for the relief of Josiah Baugher; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4265) for the relief of Zalman H. Golden; 
to the Committee on Military 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4266) for the relief of Joseph W. Hawkins; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4267) to correct the military record of 
Oliver T. Worman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4268) to correct the military record of 
Bennett Lopp; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4269) to correct the military record of 
Rudolph Kraut; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4270) for the relief of Louis Dunham; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4271) for the relief of John Beverly ; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4272) for the relief of R. D. Shackleford ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) for the relief of James M. Lineback ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4274) to correct the military record of 
Charles J. Lanning; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4275) to correct the military record of 
Andrew Ballon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4276) granting a pension to Martha E. A. 
Ackerman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4277) granting a pension to Julia E. John- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4278) granting a pension to Stella Griffitts ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4279) granting a pension to Vina Linden- 
bower ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4280) granting a pension to Jesse G. Smith; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4281) granting a pension to John Travis; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4282) granting a pension to W. L. Sharp; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4288) granting a pension to Amanda Sex- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4284) granting a pension to Conrad F. 
Korthanke ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4285) granting a pension to Frank C. Bar- 
ron; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4286) granting a pension to Narcissa E. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4287) for the relief of the estate of William 
Morrison; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4288) for the relief of A. P. Holcomb and 
the heirs of Samuel Thompson, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4289) for the relief of J. H. Alexander; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4290) for the relief of Dennis Sullivan; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4291) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Thomas A. Wakefield; to the 
Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4292) for the relief of Mary S. Ming; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4298) for the relief of Harriett A. Randle, 
John W. Randle, and James C. Randle, heirs at law of Spencer 
O. Randle, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4294) for the relief of Omar A. Du Esler; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 4295) for the relief of 
the estate of Martin Vigil, deceased, and the administrator of 
said estate, Eslavio Vigil, of Albuquerque, N. Mex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4296) for the relief of Alexander Read; to 
the Committee on the Publie Lands. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4297) for the relief of Frances L. Llew- 
ellyn ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4298) granting a pension 
to Henry Witt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 4299) for the relief of Henry E. 
Williams; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4300) granting an increase of pension to 
Josephine M. Downes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4801) granting an increase 
of pension to Hiram J. Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4302) granting a pension to Jane Jackson; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4303) granting a pension to James C. Al- 
len; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4304) granting a pension to William A. 
Bowen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4305) granting a pension to Charles J. Mob- 
ley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4306) granting a pension to Thomas A. 
Long; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4307) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Hunt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4308) granting a pension to Abe Erlich; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4309) granting a pension to Anderson M. 
Beck ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 4310) granting a pen- 
sion to William C. Ball; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4311) for the re- 
5 heirs of Robert Wix, deceased; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4812) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. McDuffy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4313) granting a pension to Margie E. 
Cardwell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4814) granting an increase of pension to 
James N. Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4315) granting a pension to J. M. Luck; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 4317) for the relief of Henry 
Hirschberg; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4318) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Christy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4319) for the relief of Eugene A. Freund 
and Alfred F. Roemmich; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4320) granting a pension to Patrick Burke; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 4321) for the relief of Rudolph 
Poneyace; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 4322) granting an increase of 
pension to Levi T. Ð. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4323) granting an increase .of pension to 
Warren S. Read; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4324) granting an increase of pension to 
Asa W. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4325) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hudson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4326) granting a pension to T. C. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4327) granting an increase of pension to 
Virgil A. Philipps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4328) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob F. Lowry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4329) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin Covert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 4330) for the relief of Frances L. 
Snell; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 4331) granting a pension to 
Frank Markle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4332) for the relief of Frank Murray; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LIEB: A bill (H. R. 4333) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Nichols; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 4334) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mattie J. Krantz; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4335) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4336) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Blackburn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4337) granting an increase of pension to 
John K. Deitz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4338) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Jopling; to the Committee on Invalid-Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4339) granting an increase of pension to 
Elliott Barnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4340) granting a pension to Martha Jane 
Hovey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 4341) granting a pension 
to Sarah Alice Anthony; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) granting a pension to William W. 
Wagner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4343) granting a pension to Katherine L. S. 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4344) granting a pension to Rose Ann Pea- 
cock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4345) granting an increase of pension ta 
Elizabeth H. Brayton; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4346) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna S. Fitch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4847) granting an increase of pension 
to John R. Perrine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4348) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Stroup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4349) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Jane Devlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4350) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Shuber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Graff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4352) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Emory; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna B. Laign; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4354) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura P. Parmeley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Heckman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4356) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Farrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert J. Pense; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4358) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4859) to amend the military record 
William O. Sarber; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4360) to amend the military record 
George W. Laland; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 4861) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Michael Nolan; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4362) for the relief of Thomas 
H. Thorp; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4363) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Dart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4864) granting an increase of pension to 
Anne J. Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MATTHEWS; A bill (H. R. 4365) -granting a pen- 
sion to Edward H. Hooven; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4366) granting a pension to John D. Vine; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4867) granting a pension to Susanna 
Hodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4368) granting a pension to A. E. Sim- 
mons ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4369) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Paulus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to Sylvis Garver; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4371) granting a pension to Sarah B. 
Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4872) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathias Boberg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4373) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver P. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret I. Reider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4376) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Wolff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4377) granting an increase of pension to 
Barney Simmers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4378) to correct the military record of 
George Andrews; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEEKER: A bill (H. R. 4879) granting a pension to 
Walter R. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4880) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Curtiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4881) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarepta R. Durrell; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4382) granting a pension to Emma J. 
Goodrich ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4383) grant- 
ing a pension to Nancy E. Harrison; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4384) granting a pension to Mary Cook; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 4885) granting 
a pension to Mary M. Duffy; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4386) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Bennington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Wiley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4888) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4389) granting an inerease of pension to 
William Postlewait ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4890) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Morrow; to the. Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 4391) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Maxson Stillman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4392) for the relief of Eliza March; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4393) granting a pension to Joanna J. 
Franklin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4394) granting a pension to Ida M. Prane; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4395) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Bullard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 4396) for the relief of Hausen & Dieck- 
mann; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4397) for the relief of United States Com- 
merce Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4398) for the relief of P. E. Anderson & 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4899) for the relief of Lamont-Corliss & 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4400) for the relief of Wilkins & Owens 
or their heirs; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 4401) granting a pension to 
Vergus May; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4402) granting a pension to Rebecca J. 
Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 4403) granting a pension to 
Euphema Gates; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4404) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Champ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4405) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4406) granting a pension to Belle 
Shroyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4407) granting pensions to Zelia Barker, 
Eva G. Barker, Stellia Barker, Gertrude Barker, Dora Barker, 
Edna Barker, and Annie W. Barker; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4408) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Crawford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4409) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Crouser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4410) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Boseley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4411) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Sycks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4412) granting an increase of pension to 
Woodman S. Sample; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4418) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver C. Stringer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4414) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4415) granting an increase of pension to 
Judith Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4416) to reimburse L. W. Dragoo, formerly 
postmaster at Smithfield, Wetzel County, W. Va., for money, 
money orders, and postage stamps stolen; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 4417) for the relief of George L. 
Thomas; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief of Artemus W. Pentz; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4419) granting a pension to Joseph L. 
Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4420) granting a pension to Katharine . 
Brewer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4421) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry B. Rumbaugh; to the committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4422) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Rodkey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 4423) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4424) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Brockett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4425) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie S. Bacon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4426) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Brussill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4427) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 4428) granting a pension to 
Harry A. Rhea; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4429) granting a pension to Ione I. Bell; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4430) granting a pension to Charles O. 
Abernathy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4481) granting a pension to Charlotte P. 
Grizzle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) granting a pension to Nellie V. Cor- 
nelius ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4433) granting a pension to John A. Dit- 
more; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4434) granting a pension to Robert R. 
Gilmore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4435) granting a pension to Lowry Hol- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4436) granting a pension to Bertha 
Oglesby ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4437) granting pensions to Matilda K. 
Trett and Ira Ambrose Trett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) granting a pension to Joe Williams; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4489) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca E. Spicer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4440) granting an increase of pension 
to Ephraim Romine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4441) granting an increase of pension 
to James A. Adcock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4442) granting an increase of pension 
to Tennessee A. Blackburn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4443) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy Brokaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4444) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli N. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4445) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia Bronaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4446) granting an increase of pension 
to Philip L. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4447) granting an increase of pension 
Mary E. Franklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4448) granting an increase of pension 
John P. Goshen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4449) granting an increase of pension 
Nancy Halcum; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4450) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph L. Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4451) granting an increase of pension 
Nancy E. Hutcheson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4452) granting an increase of pension 
Josiah Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4453) granting an increase of pension 
John A. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4454) granting an increase of pension 
Margaret McHenley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4455) granting an increase of pension 
Mary F. Pinkley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4456) granting an increase of pension 
James B. Pate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4457) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Robertson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4458) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Tillery ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4459) for the relief of the heirs of James 
Kerr, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4460) for the relief of the heirs of Wil- 
liam McCreight; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4461) for the relief of J. W. Goodloe; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4462) for the relief of Esther Emmart; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4463) for the relief of the heirs of James H. 
Branch, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 4464) for the relief of the heirs of David 
P. Coffey, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4465) for the relief of the heirs of B. Y. 
Trotter; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4466) for the relief of the heirs of 
Deaderick Pike, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4467) for the relief of the heirs of Joha E. 
Stewart, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4468) for the relief of the estate of John 
Richards, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4469) for the relief of the heirs of Mar- 
garet Stevens, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4470) to correct the military record of 
John R. Chapman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4471) to correct the military record of 
Joseph R. (Riley) McVey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4472) to correct the military record of 
John N. Thompson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 4473) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah Dempster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4474) granting a pension to Charles S. 
Devlin; s i 8 on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a R. 4475) granting a sion to David A. Gage; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. cite 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4476) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Hennessey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4477) granting a pension to Patrick Hanni- 
fan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4478) granting a pension to Charley 
Jackson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4479) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Kenyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4480) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4481) granting a pension to Marie F. 
Manns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4482) granting a pension to William T. 
Morrison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4483) granting a pension to Jennie L. 
Tate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4484) granting a pension to Bridget A. 
Owens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4485) granting a pension to Sarah W. 
Wilcox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4486) granting a pension to Harry G. 
Brandenburg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 4487) granting a pension 
5 Barbara Heider-Bauman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4488) granting a pension to Harvey 
Shimer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4489) grant- 
ing a pension to Arthur Murphy; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4490) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Farnsworth ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4491) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the service record of Edward Stanton and grant him an 
honorable discharge; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4492) for the relief of George W. Clifford; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4493) for the relief of Albion Dyer; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 4494) granting a pension to 
Charles Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4495) granting a pension to Charles L. 
Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 4496) granting an increase of 
pension to Horatio R. Hutchinson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4497) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Davison ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 4498) granting an increase of 
pension to Le Grand Comstock; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 4499) for the relief of Sargeant 
Prentiss Knut, administrator of the estate of Haller Nutt, de- 
ceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 4500) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Otey; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension 
to Amanda M. Wymore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4502) granting a pension to Lena Blamey; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4503) g a pension to Lucretia AL 
Postlewaite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4504) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Cochran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4505) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyrus Pinkerton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4506) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, & bill (H. R. 4507) granting an increase of pension to 
Barbara L. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4508) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon L. Watkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4509) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Sexton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4510) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas S. Applegate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4511) granting an increase of pension to 
W. W. Blachly; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4512) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Eyestone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4513) granting an increase of pension to 
Marz Chadwick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 4514) granting a pension to 
Israel Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4515) granting an increase of pension to 
William Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 4516) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Faust; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4517) for the relief of Fred E. Jack- 
son; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIVERA: A bill (H. R. 4518) granting a pension to 
Aurora Griffith and five minor children; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 4519) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Hills; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4520) granting an increase of pension to 
William Waterworth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4521) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4522) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis J. O'Hearn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4523) granting a pension to George F. 
Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4524) granting a pension to Patrick Mc- 
Carthy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4525) granting a pension to Thomas F. 
Muldoon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to William Pur- 
cell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4527) granting a pension to William E. 
Galvin; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Mary L. 
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4529) for the relief of Warren Gilson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4530) for the relief of Michael F. O’Hare; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Michael Boyle; to 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 4532) granting an increase of 
pension to Walter McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4533) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Burroughs, sr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4584) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Edmondson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 4585) granting an increase of 
poneer to Harriet Quail; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 4536) to correct the military record of 
Oliver A. Campbell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of the P. J. Carlin 
Construction Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 4538) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy Hanes; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4539) granting an increase of pension to 
James Gallagher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4540) granting an increase of pension to 
Marshall ©. Conroe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4541) granting an increase of pension to 
Louise K. Bard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4542) granting an increase of pension to 
5 H. Buckwalter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4543) granting a pension to Peter L. 
Brion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4544) for the relief of Leonore M. Sorsby ; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4545) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Clement H. Cole; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUBBY: A bill (H. R. 4546) granting an increase of 
3 on to Clarinda Shields; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4547) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Kirk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Mahala Clifton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 4549) granting an increase 
= pension to Mary A. Jolly; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4550) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander McCoy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4551) granting a pension to Edward L. 
Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4552) granting 
an increase of pension to Pleasant Rose; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4553) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Gibson; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4554) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew K. Amyx; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4555) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4556) granting a pension to Albert P. Hop- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4557) granting a pension to Delia M. 
Yocum ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4558) granting a pension to Parthenia 
Mattingly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4559) for the re- 
lief of C. Horatio Scott; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase 
of pension to Francis T. Powell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4561) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen T. Byard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4562) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4563) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph N. Elmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4564) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4565) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie J. B. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4566) granting an increase of pension to 
Erick Lawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4567) granting an increase of pension to 
Amelia Lefferson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4568) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Gorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4569) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate S. Church; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4570) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet R. Bray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4571) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hartsgrove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4572) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca A. Clayton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4573) granting an increase of pension to 
F. L. Bray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (II. R. 4574) granting a pension to 
Thomas G. Pardue; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4575) granting a pension to Emma E. 
Lithco; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4576) granting a pension to Lida Williams; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4577) granting a pension to Maggie M. 
Melnturff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension to A. J. Owens; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4579) granting a pension to Edgar C. Gar- 
land; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4580) granting an increase of pension to 
G. A. Stanberry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4581) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin M. Winchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 4582) to correct 
the military record of Joseph Gorman; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4583) to correct the military record of 
H. S. Waterman; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4584) to correct the military record of 
Stephen L. Noland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4585) for the payment 
of money to John H. Getter; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 4586) for the relief of P. C. 
Trump; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill CH. R. 4587) for the relief of C. C. 
Graham ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4588) granting a pension to Edwin R. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4589) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Snipes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4590) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Kellogg; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 4591) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas E. Hudgeons; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 4592) granting a pension to 
James B. Russell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4593) granting a pension to John B. Gil- 
liam ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4594) granting a pension to James D. Cox; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4595) granting a pension to Bettie E. Cul- 
bertson ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4596) granting a pension to Emet F. Cox; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4597) granting a pension to Thomas Swal- 
low; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4598) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Sloan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4599) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4600) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. James; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4601) granting an increase of pension to 
Amanda Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4602) for the relief of George T. Larkin; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4603) for the relief of 
Martha Hazelwood ; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4604) authorizing the payment of damages 
to persons for injuries inflicted by Mexican federal or insurgent 
troops within the United States during the insurrection in 
Mexico in 1911, making appropriation therefor, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 4605) grant- 
ing a pension to Ella Afflerbach; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4606) granting a pension to Cicero Dutot; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4607) granting a pension to William L. 
Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4608) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia A. Sourwine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4609) for the relief of Caleb Aber; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 4610) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William E, Summers; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4611) granting an increase of pension to 
Stella H. Waggoner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4612) granting a pension to Sadie B. White; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 4613) granting a pension to 
Martha O. Balch; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4614) granting a pension to Alice T. 
McLaughry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4615) granting a pension to Pauline A. 
Randt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4616) granting a pension to Catharine E. 
Bentley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4617) granting a pension to Matilda Buff- 
ham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4618) granting a pension to Arthur C. Ham- 
ilton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4619) granting a pension to Emma Temple- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4620) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Crain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 4621) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Prisk ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4622) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 4623) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary A. Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4624) granting a pension to George H. 
Naylor ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4625) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 4626) to reimburse the Farm- 
ers’ Sayings Bank of Brandon, Iowa, for currency destroyed by 
fire; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4627) granting an increase of pension to 
John D. Caswell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4628) granting an increase of pension to 
Douglas Smith; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 4629) granting a pension 
to Henry A. Winebeck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4630) granting an increase of pension to 
Newton Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4631) granting a pension to Martha S. 
Nooner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 4632) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of Alexander B. 
Stevenson and to grant him an honorable discharge; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 4633) for the relief of John 
C. Shay; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 4634) for the relief of 
John Duggan ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 4635) granting a pension to 
Peter Black; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 4636) removing the charge 
of desertion against William H. H. Edwards; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4637) granting a pension to Hannah Ellis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 4638) grant- 
ing a pension to Jane Goodman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bih (H. R. 4689) granting a pension to Robert T. 
Bland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4640) granting a pension to Jemima 
Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4641) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4642) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of District of Colum- 
bia Commandery Society of American Wars, relative to publi- 
cation of manual on citizenship for benefit of would-be citizens ; 
to the Committee on Labor. „ 

Also (by request), petition of American Neutrality and Peace 
Convention, favoring embargo on munitions; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of Sons of the Revolution, State 
of New York, and National Society of the Sons of the American 
Revolution, favoring printing of manual of citizenship; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also (by request), memorial of Local Gooding Socialist Party 
of Idaho, protesting against militarism; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of National Tool Builders’ Asso- 
ciation, in reference to railway mail pay; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of National Wholesale Druggists’ Association, 
asking repeal of Schedule B, emergency war-revenue act; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Papers to accompany House bill 929, 
for the relief of James W. Whyde; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of citizens of Sheboygan, Wis., ask- 
ing for an embargo against the exportation of wheat, rye, and 
flour; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the National Retail Grocers’ Association 
in convention at San Francisco, Cal., asking for a change in the 
national bankruptcy laws so as to make the same apply only in 
eases where the indebtedness exceeds $1,000; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of the National Peace Federation, urging the 
appointment of an international commission, drawn from the 
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neutral nations of Europe and the United States, to present 
propositions for peace to the belligerent nations of Europe; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution, State of New York, 
favoring national preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

By Mr. CASEY: Petition of American Neutrality and Peace 
Convention, favoring embargo on munitions; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURRY: Resolution of MePherson Heights Citrus 
Association, of Orange, Cal., comprising sevenal hundred citrus 
fruit growers of Orange County, Cal., favoring an adequate ap- 
propriation to fight the citrus eanker in Florida and other 
States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of Compagnie Morana, 
of New York City, in favor of repealing schedule B of the emer- 
gency revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion of 
the United States, pledging loyalty to the United States Govern- 
ment; to the Committee on Military 

Also, memorial of Atlantie Deeper Waterways. Association, 
relative to project for modern waterway across State of New 
Jersey, etc. ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution, State of New York, 
favoring suitable measures of preparedness; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DARROW: Memorial of the Men's Association of St. 
Matthew's Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., fa- 
voring a retirement plan for eivil-service employees; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of Presbyterian Ministers’ Association, of 
Philadelphia and vicinity, relative to Federal censorship of 
moving pictures; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. DILLON: Memorial of the Swedish Evangelical Lu- 
theran Church, praying for an embargo on arms and ammuni- 
tion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Swedish Evangelical Lutheran Beaver 
Valley Church, of Valley Springs, S. Dak., in favor of an embargo 
on arms and ammunition; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER.: Petition of the Western Retail Implement, 
Vehicle, and Hardware Association, relative to nonpartisan tar- 
iff commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Society for the Promotion of International 
Peace, relative to efforts to abolish war, etc.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. C. Atchison, relative to passage of House 
bill 5808, taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Equal Suffrage League of St. Louis; suf- 
fragists of the tenth, eleventh, and twelfth congressional dis- 
tricts.of Missouri; Business Women’s Equal Suffrage League of 
St. Louis, Mo.; favoring votes for women; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of National Association of Vicksburg Veterans, 
relative to appropriation for peace jubilee at Vicksburg; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion of 
the United States of America, pledging loyalty to the United 
States Government; to the Committee on Miliary Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San Diego County, 
Càl., for location of naval base at San Diego, Cal.; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of National Association of Master Bakers; 
protesting against repeal of the pure-flour law; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of California Produce Co., protesting against 
stamps in war-tax measure; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of G. E. Meissner & Bro., relative to British in- 
terference with shipments of noncontraband merchandise; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of Max Craig and 15 other residents 
of Cataract, Wis., urging passage of the Burnett immigration 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Army and Naval Medal of Honor Legion 
of the United States of America, pledging loyalty to the United 
States Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of United Spanish War Veterans of Wiscon- 
sin, in favor of preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of English Methodist Episcopal Church and 
German Baptist Church of North Freedom, Wis., against in- 
crensing the Army and Navy forces; to the Committee on Miti- 
tary Affairs. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


199 


Also, memorial of Northwestern Conference of German-Amer- 
ican Baptist Churches against increase in the forces of Army 
and Navy; to the Committee on Mititary Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution of the State of New. 
York, in favor of preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Wisconsin, in 
favor of restoring the parcel- post mail service with Germany 
and Austria-Hungary ; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. FESS: Memorial of Newbury monthly meeting of 
Friends, Miami meeting of Friends, monthly meeting of Friends 
at Ogden, and monthly meeting of Friends of Caesar Creek, 
Greene County, Ohio, protesting against military preparedness ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany a Dill granting am in- 
crease of pension to George J. Wilcox; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 1489, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Newton D. Ward; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Nelson P. Atwood ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAY: Petition for modification of internal-revenue 
war tax on fire insurance companies; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of William Widman, jr., of Green- 
wich, Conn., protesting against the repeal of the mixed-flour 
law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of H. E. Williams; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of J. Howard Edgerton 
and 41 others, of the Religious Society of Friends, Salem 
Monthly Meeting Society of Friends, New Garden Society of 
Friends, and Hiram N. Van Voorhis, of East Palestine, Ohio, 
favoring peace and against military preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HADLEY: Memorial of Lodge Luca, No. 234, Order of 
Vase, of Bellingham, Wash., in favor of an embargo on arms 
and ammunition ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Memorial of H. R. Fisher and 
76 other citizens of the eighteenth Ohio congressional district, in 
support of bill to authorize State or municipal taxation on. 
sares of goods by mail orders; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petition of Judge H. A. Bell, H. H. MeFadden, and 23 
other voters of Steubenville, Ohio, in favor of adequate national 
defense; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of the United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters end Joiners of America, Indianapolis, 
Ind., favoring printing of report of Commission on Industrial 
Relations; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition ef New England Bakery, of Pawtucket, R. I., 
against repeal of mixed-flour law; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of Lodge No. 199, International Association of 
Machinists, Woonsocket, R. I., against military preparedness; 
to tle Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of William M. Pence and others, for 
permanent, universal, and everlasting peace; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. : 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San Diego, Cal, 
asking that military posts and base be established in that vicin- 
ity ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEB: Memorial of the civics classes of the Evans- 
ville High School on. the subject. of appropriating a large sum 
of money for adequate national defense; by Earl E. Bright, 
chairman, and Loye E. Miller and Herbert U. Schneider, com- 
mittee; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN> Petition: of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, at San Francisco, Cal., praying for an em- 
bargo on arms and ammunition; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEB: Memorial of the Evansville High School Boys’ 
Debating Society, opposing an embargo upon tlie exportation of 
arms and ammunition to belligerent countries, by William Me- 
Brian, president, and Frank R. Greer, secretary; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLINTOCK : Petition of Hammond Camp, No. 177, 
of Oklahoma City, Okla., and Ardmore Confederate Home, pray- 
ing that the money collected by the United States Government 
by a tax on cotton be paid in pensions to ex-Confederate soldiers 
or widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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By Mr. MEEKER: Petition of Equal Suffrage League of St. 
Louis, Mo., in favor of woman suffrage; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of St. Louis District Preachers’ Meeting of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church South, protesting against the prac- 
tice of polygamy in the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the St. Anthony’s Benevolent Society, of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for an embargo on arms and ammunition; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Sons of the Revolution, for legis- 
lation favoring more adequate defense; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of National Association of Agency 
Companies, Chicago, III., urging a reduction in the present tax 
on perfumes and cosmetics; to the Committee on Ways and 

euns. 

Also, memorial of Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion, 
pledging loyalty to the President; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of W. M. Rutledge; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Nancy J. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Judith 
Gordon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of George W. 
Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Euphema 
Gotts ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Lafayette 
Crouser ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Belle Schroyer ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for increase of pension for 
Robert L. Boseley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTH: Petition of members of St. Nicholas Catholic 
Church, of Crates, Pa., relative to slanderous literature in the 
mails; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, relative to 
reports by the Commission on Industrial Relations; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. OAKEY: Memorial of Equal Suffrage Association of 
Hartford and Equal Franchise League of Windsor, Conn., favor- 
ing votes for women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of Sons of Veterans of New 
York City, indorsing preparedness policy; to the Committee on 
Military ‘Affairs. 


By Mr. OVERMYER: Petition of American Crayon Co., of | 


Sandusky, Ohio, asking that England be restricted from inter- 
fering with shipments of Grosselmaroder pot clay from Germany 
to United States; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Vicksburg Vet- 
erans, favoring appropriation for reunion and peace jubilee; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Conference of Independent Retail Mer- 
chants of the Metropolitan District, favoring the enactment of 
the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Association of Master Bakers, 
against repeal of so-called pure-flour law; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Sons of the Revolution of New York, 
favoring suitable measures of preparedness; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ohio, favoring appropriation for 
fighting citrus canker; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Huron County Mutual Insurance Co., of 
Ohio, asking for the exemption of mutual insurance companies 
in the reenactment of the income-tax act; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Freeman Perfume Co., of Cincinnati, Ohio, 
protesting against certain provisions of the war-stamp act; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance, of Bellevue and 
Tiffin, Ohio, asking for the nonhindrance of American trade, for 
a better means of communication with European countries; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of citizens of the State of Cali- 
fornia and United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of 
America, favoring printing of report of Commission on Indus- 
trial Relations; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ROWE: Memorial of Ohio Valley Improvement Asso- 
ciation, in favor of placing the uncompleted portion of the Ohio 


River improvement upon the continuing-contract system; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion 
of the United States of America, pledging loyalty to the United 
States Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of 23 citizens of New York in favor of the 
Stevens standard price bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San Diego 
County, in favor of establishing a military post and nayal base 
in that locality; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, favoring placing an embargo on “American 
arms and ammunition; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San Diego County, 
Cal., relative to establishment of an Army post on the southern 
California coast; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion 
of United States, pledging loyalty to United States Govern- 
ment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of members of the city of Paterson national de- 
fense committee; J. Wright Brown, of Shrewsbury; and Rich- 
ard B. Duane, of Locust, all in the State of New Jersey, favor- 
ing military preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the National Association of Vicksburg 
Veterans, favoring appropriation for peace jubilee at Vicks- 
burg; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. STINESS: Memorial of Providence (R. I.) Troop of 
Cavalry, in favor of placing the National Guard under the War 
Department and making it a national force; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also paper to accompany House bill 2656, granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza J. Dawley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


SENATE. 


Moxpay, December 13, 1915. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we come before Thee with the assurance that 
we are kept in Thy constant care. We are upon Thy thought. 
Thou hast not left us without the guide to our conduct and the 
charter of our liberties. Thou hast spoken to us through Thy 
law. Thou hast appealed to us through the precious promises 
of Thy Gospel. Thou dost command us as the great King. 
Thou dost persuade us with the loving voice of a father. 

We bless Thee for Thy constant care. We pray that this day 
we may come into such unity of purpose with Thyself that we 
may make Thy will our will and delight to do the will of our 
Father in Heaven. For Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and 
approved. 


THE UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION (S. DOC. NO. 11). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of February 2, 1914, a report 
of the investigation by the commission in the matter of alleged 
rebates to the United States Steel Corporation, which was 


| referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered 


to be printed. 
LITTLE KANAWHA RAILROAD CO. (S. DOC. NO. 12). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Interstate Commerce Commission, trans- 
mitting, in response to a resolution of October 7, 1914, a report 
of the investigation by the commission of the ownership, man- 
agement, and control of the Little Kanawha Railroad Co., which, 
with the accompanying papers and illustrations, was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be, 
printed. 

THE MERCHANT MARINE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Assistant Secretary of State, transmitting 
a copy of a resolution passed October 7, 1915, by the American 
Association of Japan, Kobe Branch, favoring the amendment or 
repeal of the so-called seamen’s act and the enactment of ade- 
quate legislation whereby American ships may traverse the 
Pacific Ocean on equal terms with those of other nations, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION (H. DOC. NO. 21). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
twenty-ninth annual report of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas the free-sugar clause in the existing tarif law, should it 
become effective, will have an injurious effect on the domestic sugar 
itr ie and particularly that of the Territory of Hawall: Therefore 

t 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Hawaii, regular session of 1915 (the Senate concurring) 
That the Legislature of Hawail, now in session, favors the revision o 
the present tariff law and petitions the Congress to so revise such laws 
as to protect adequately those home industries the products of which 
are a necessity at all times; and be it further 

Resolved, t a copy of this resolution be sent to the President of 
the United States, the President of the Senate of the United States 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, an 
to the Delegate to Congress from Hawall. 


Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES 
or THE TERRITORY or HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 28, 1915. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was finally a 
in ow 3 of Representatives of the Territory of Hawall on April 28, 
H. L. Hol. srRIx, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
WARD WOODWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


THe SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 28, 1915. 


We hereby certify that the Torony resolution was wet adopted 
in the Senate of the Territory of Hawail on April 28, A. D, 1915, 


Cuas, T. CHILLINGWORTH 
President of the Senate. 
Claus S. ROBERTS, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution, 


Whereas the Territory of Hawaii, for the material development of its 
industries and the ready marketing of the products of its small pro- 
ducers, is dependent, to a very considerable extent, upon accurate and 
5; mail communication between its several districts; and 

Whereas in many of the outlying districts the only method of trans- 
eo nea 8 products to the markets, by mall, is over the public 
roads; an 

Whereas the reyenues and income available for the construction and 
maintenance of public highways is insufficient to keep such high- 
ways in such condition as to opea and passable at all times to 
the residents of the outlying districts; and 

Whereas customs duties, internal-revenue receipts, income-tax receipts, 
and other methods yield to the Federal Government a large amount 
yearly from the Territory of Hawaii: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii. 

regular session of 1915 (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of 

the United States is hereby requested and tfully petitioned to 
include the Territory of Hawaii within the terms of any existing act, 
or any act which ay in the future be passed, by which the Federal 

Government aids in the construction and maintenance of roads within 

the States, to the end that the Territory of Hawaii may secure aid for 

the construction and maintenance of post roads on the same basis as 
aid given to the maintenance of such roads in the States, and to the 
further end that such ald may assist in the material development of 
the Territory ; and be it further 

Resolved, t copies of this resolution be forwarded to the President 
of the United States, the President of the Senate of the United States, 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, 
and the Delegate to Congress from Hawaii. 


THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THB TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 23, 1915. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
Bonae of Representatives of the Territory of Hawail on ‘Apt 23, A. D. 
5. 


19 
H. L. HOLSTEIN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
EDWARD WOODWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Tas SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAI, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 26, 1915. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was ado: 
Senate of the Territory of await on pril 26, A. D. 1018.56 * 
CHas. T. CHILLINGWORTH, 
President of the Senate. 
Cats L. RORERTS, 8 
Clerk of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution to memorialize Congress to provide for the em- 
ployment of citizen labor on all Federal contracts for public improve- 
ments in the Territory of Hawaii. 


Whereas the Government of the United States has up to this date 
awarded many contracts for the construction of important public 
improvements. to persons not citizens nor eligible to become citizens 
of the United States; and 

Whereas there have been and are a large number of persons employed 
upon said contracts who are not citizens nor eligible to become such 
to the detriment of those who are citizens of the United States or 
eligible to become such; and 

Whereas the awarding of contracts by the Government of the United 
States in the future to allens and those not eligible to become 
citizens, and the employment of such on said contracts, will be to the 
8 of those who are citizens of the United States: Therefore 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii, 
regular scasion of 1915 (the Senate concurring), That the attention of the 
Congress of the United States be respectfully called to this condition 
of affairs and that Congress be respectfully requested to take such steps 
in the premises as may be necessary to the end that only citizens of the 
United States, or those eligible to become such, shall hereafter be 
allowed to contract for, or be employed on, all public improvements or 
works constructed by the United States in the Territory of Hawali; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the President 
of the United States, the Secretary of the Interior, the President of the 
Senate of the United States, the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
of the United States, and the Delegate to Congress from Hawaii. 


THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THE TERRITORY oF HAWAIIL _ 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 21, 1915. 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 21, 
A. D. 1915, 
H, L. HOLSTEIN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
Epwarp WOODWARD, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Tun SENATE or THE TERRITORY or HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 24, 1915. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 24, A. D. 1915. 
Cuas. T. CHILLINGWORTH, 
President of the Senate. 
Claus L. ROBERTS, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: Š 


Resolution. 


Whereas on the 25th day of March, A D. 1915, the crew of the United 
States submarine F—j, while in the performance of their duties in 
and about Honolulu Harbor, Territory of Hawaii, disappeared in 
said submarine; and 

Whereas said submarine has been located in such a position as to show 
beyond any question that all of said crew have met the end of their 
lives while in the performance of their duties; and 

Whereas the duties of members of the crew of a submarine are of an 
extrahazardous nature and members of any such crew are con- 
8 an the performance of their duties, in danger of losing their 

ves; an 

Whereas the members of the crew of said submarine have left surviv- 
ing them many persons who are dependent on them and their earnings, 
and that their earnings as such members of said crew were not suffi- 
cient to enable them to accumulate property in an amount sufficient to 
make provision for their survivors ; and 

Whereas it is uncertain whether, under the existing laws of the United 
States, survivors of said crew are entitled to receive from the United 
States any amount whatsoever, and that if said survivors be en- 
titled to recelve any amount it would be wholly inadequate to meet 
their wants and needs: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the House of Representatives of the Territory of 

Hawaii, regular session of 1915, do hereby recommend and petition the 

Congress of the United States to enact legislation under and by the 

terms of which the survivors of the said crew shall either be pensionet 

= pan be otherwise provided for by liberal appropriations; and be it 

‘urther 
Resolved, That * of this resolution be forwarded to the Presi- 

dent of the United States, the President of the Senate of the United 

States, the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United 

States, the chairman of the Committee on the Territories of the House 

of Representatives, and to the chairman of the Committee on Pacific 

Islands and Porto Rico of the Senate. 


Tun HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAN, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 28, 1915, 
We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
1 7 85 of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 28, A. D. 


II. L. HOLSTRIX, 
Bpeaker House of Representatircs. 
Evwarp Woopwsno, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 


Whereas it has been held by the Court of A 


Cireuit of the United 
States for the Ninth Cireuit that act 96 of the wail f 
rizes the 


P and similar a: certificates 
the Hawaiian Islands from territor officials and have, in the bellef 
that such certificates were sufficient to establish their birth in the 
Hawallan Islands, failed to preserve proofs of such birth other than 
those furnished for securing su on certificates and 
Whereas it —.— work much and * ſustice n 
so securing such certificates to re nue to hold tha 
issued would not be a as prima facie evidence in courts of the 
2 nited Sta tes, 8 8 e immigration officials of the United States: 
ow, ore, 


Resolved by the reer of Representatives of the Territory of H 

22000 
e Un 

5 dy the terms of which all certifica 

issued in accordance with Sie ie E Se INA shall be re- 

cel and admitted in evidence in an bay tsoever, and held 

and determined in paler eh, Peewee g to 2 Orin facie evidence of 

the facts therein 


Resolwed, That — cong of this Snar pi mirs be 1 forwarded et 
ps the United States, tho e ee of the Senate of the unte Sta 
e Speaker of the tatives of the United States, an 


ins Delegate to Congress — Gaal 


Tue House or REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THE TERRITORY or HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 19, 1915. 


We hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was adopted in the 
. of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on A 19, A. D. 


H. L. HOLSTEIN, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 
EDWARD WOODWARD, 
Olerk House of Representatives. 
TEB SENATE om. THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 
We hereby that the foregoing 3 . in the 
e 
Senate of the Territory of Ha wall on April 24, A. D. 1915. 
Cras. T. CHILLING WORTH, 
esident of the Senate. 


Craus L. 5 
Clerk of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Record, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 


hereas the citizens of Hawaii to the annexation of these 
“islands b by the a Contes established and maintained —— 


than 50 independent national government 

thereby — — mated their 7 SN . under, and 

Whereas immediately fo owing the annexation of ee — 

United mgress passed e law giving e 

status of a Territory, that has n ne 
to statehood; and 

Whereas under this form the citizens of Hawaii have eee aden 

yernment in a conservative, patriotic, and able N rere’ mang 


. the devel ment of the highest 
ZER T citizenship among all classes of the cosmopolitan 


them, ri ~ l same for a respect 
illiteracy amo are such as co 

and — — * that accorded the citizens of — State in 
the Union: Therefore be it 


elect delegates to 
framing a constitution 
for the government of the State of a See full force 


and effect when approved by 
to the 


the 
States, the Speaker of the House of tives — ine United 
States, and the Delegate to Congresa: fro 


THE House or REPRESENTATIVES 
OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 


Honolulu, Hawaii, ae 26, 1915. 
ta te hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was 
5 — oo 8 of Representatives the Territory of of Hawai? on 


H. HOLSTEIN, 
Speaker Howse of Representatives. 
EDWARD WOODWARD. 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Tae SENATA or kun TERRITORY or Hawau, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 2h, 1915. 
e tħat 
gs ph yet = the ops — fi om Apeit 2d, A. — A Saona 
. CHILLING WORTH, 
President of the Senate. 
CLauS L. ROBERTS, 
gler. of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Alaska congratulating the President 
and Congress of the United States upon Alaska’s period of 
greater prosperity and extending thanks for their efforts in be- 
half of the Territory, which was referred to the Committee on 
me Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as fol- 
WS: 


Concurrent resolution 16. 


Whereas Alaska is entering upon . prosperity, due to 
its natural resources beta) erall b 
throughout the United States, and and kr the ie known “bythe 1 Hey gie 
velopment of the yey ent of the United — 


the 
Woodrow Wilso 8 the sheet of the Interior, 
aaa and the other members of the President’s Cabinet; Therefore 


aces by the House of R 9 of the T of Alaska 
(the Senate concurring), That a —— of Bape ol of Alaska 
y the President and ‘his advisers, the 
ngress of the United States, and tender them our sincere thanks 
for their great efforts in behalf of our Territory. 
EARNEST COLLINS, 
Speaker of the 5 


giy nn a 
* WN, 
ief Clerk of the Mouse. 
DAN A. SUTHERLAND, 
: President of the Senate, 
Attest: 


E. Marts’ 
Secretary ee of the Senate. 


Unrrep STATES OF America, Territory of Alaska, s8: 


I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
tue above is 2 —— and eorrect copy of concurrent resolution No. 
Alaska torial Legislature, 


m of N „ passed at the second session 
ereof. 
Witness my hand and the seal of the be tne * of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 5th day of May, A. D. 1915. 
[szar] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 
Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of Nevada, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining and ordered to 
be printed in the Rxconn, as follows: 


State or Nev. 


ExECUTIVE — ENT. 
Assembly joint and concurrent resolution 16, memoriallzing Congress 
relative to amending United States mining laws. 


lode mining 8, their heirs or assigns, have “ the exclusive right 

possession and yment of all the surface incl within the 
lines of their locations, and of all veins, lodes, and throughout 
their entire depth, Ce en ae ee — of such sur- 


ee, 8 á yems, es, 
or ledges may se far erde in their course 
FFF 
ocation -; and 


tions, 
— Eye slipping, and other disp! 
are so irregular that it is frequen’ impossible to positi 
SFF perigee se gern and beet 
— resultant 3 as to the true of a vein has very fre- 
8 


enforced Hamama y many d ħave been 
working and helping to support the — communities in which 
they live; and 

Whereas in South Afri 8 and other countries where the apex 
doctrine does not obtain and the locator of a lode claim, his —.— 
or assigns, has the exclusive ht to only the minerals and metals 

rised within the vertical planes formed by the vertical down- 

ant projection of all his — there is an utter absence of 
such apex or extralateral litigation ; and 

Whereas metal mining men of all classes, almost without exception, are 
of the opinion that the adoption of 8 laws based on the so- 


called as em the laws of the countries 
above referred to, would eventually correct the troublesome and 
wasteful ion herein mentioned and inure to the permanent 
benefit of all interested in any capacity in the metal mining 


industry : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by imad assembly (the senate 8 That the State ot 

Nevada does hereby memorialize the mgress of the United hong Ba 
8 Federal, law that all locations of lode mining claims h 

after A feet square (or 1 sco Dar aes ‘the 

rights. heirs or assi shall confined e ver- 

— boundaries; and t in all 

or apex ts; ‘and be 

„ That co of this resolution be forthwith transmitted to 

the President of the United States Senate, to the Speaker of the House 


1915. 


of Representatives, to each of our Senators and 3 in Con- 
gress, and to the respective governors of Californ Washington, Ore- 
gon, Idaho; Utah, Colorado, Montana, Arizona, and New Mexico. 
Maveice J. SULLIVAN, 
President of the Senate. 
A. L. HAIGHT, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
A. G. McBrips, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


H. ACK 
Chief Olerk of the Assembly. 


Approved March 25, 1915. 
EMT D. Boris, Gorernor. 


STATE OF NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 

I, 9 5 i Brodigan, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secretary 
of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing is 
a true, full, and correct copy of the original assembly joint and concur- 
rent resolution No. 16, approved March 25, 1915, now on file and of 
record in this office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
n at my office in Carson City, Nev., this 27th day of March, 

Gro. Bropican 
Secretary of State. 
By J. W. ATE, 
Deputy. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of the State of Nevada, which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE or NEVADA, 
EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 

Senate joint and concurrent resolution No. 10, relative to requesting the 
Congress of the United States to investigate the causes of unem- 
ployment and to adopt remedial measures therefor. 

Whereas unemployment is an ever-growing problem of national magh - 
tude, and the several States can not 9 alone adequatel 
solve the questions incident to the unequal distribution of labor; an 

Whereas the temperate climatic conditions of the State of Nevada are 
such as to induce many poopie from all parts of America to come here 
during the winter months; and 

Whereas many of those who come are in search of employment and 
erroneously believe it is easy to secure work, thereby making the 
Nevada employment problem, like that of our sister State of Cali- 
fornia, particularly acute; Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, That the Senate and Assembly of the State of Nevada 

hereby jointly request the Congress of the United States to investigate 

the causes of unemployment and adopt such remedial measures as may 
be necessary and proper; and be it further 

Kesolved, That copies of this resolution be forthwith transmitted 
by the secretary of the senate to the President of the Senate and to 

e Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States and 
to each of our Senators and Representative in Congress. 

A. L. HAIGHT, 
Becretary of the Senate. 
Mavrice J. SULLIVAN, 
President of the Senate. 
H. R. Mack, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
A. G. McBarp 


B, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


Approved March 24, 1915. 
Emmet D. BOYLE, Governor. 


STATE oF NEVADA, Department of State, ss: 
I, Geo Brodigan, the duly elected, qualified, and acting secreta. 
of state of the State of Nevada, do hereby certify that the foregoing 
a true, full, and correct copy of the original senate joint and concur- 
rent resolution No. 10 approved March 24, 1915, and which is now on 
file and of record in this office. 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
at sea} of State at my office in Carson City, Nev., this 25th day of 
rch, A. D. 1915. 
[seat] ` Gro. Bropican, 
Secretary of State. 
By J. W. LEGATE, Deputy. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution signed 
by each member of.the Senate of the State of Arizona, express- 
ing confidence in the “wisdom, integrity, and statesmanship ” 
of the President of the United States to cope with international 
complications and maintain the honor and dignity of the Nation 
and pledging to him the support of the people of Arizona, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate resolution 4. 


Whereas there is at this time war and rumors of war affecting the ciyl- 
lized world; an 

Whereas the United States of America is at peace with the world and 
all mankind; and 

Whereas the course of our Chief Executive, President Woodrow Wilson, 
in handling the present international crisis meets our hearty ap- 
proval: Therefore be it 


Resotved, That the Senate of the Second Legislature of the State of 
Arizona, in special session assembled, hereby expresses its full faith and 
confidence in the wisdom,- integrity, and statesmanship of President 
Woodrow Wilson to successfully 2 65 with international complications 
and maintain the honor and dignity of the Nation, and we hereby 
3 the loyal support of the people of the State of Arizona: 

e urther 
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Resolved, That an enrolled and engrossed copy of this resolution, 
g the signature of each member, be forwarded to the President, 
Vice President, and Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
W. P. Sims, President of the Senate; John E. Bacon; Hugh 
E. Campbell; Geo. H. Chase; Fred T. Colter; Francis 
W. Munds; Mose Drachman; Alfred Kinney; William 
M. Riggs; D. H. Claridge; Morris Goldwater; D. D. 
Crabb; Andrew P. Martin; Chas. M. McMillin; O. 8. 
Stapley ; Sam F. Webb. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


STATE oF IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


I, George R. Barker, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete 2 
of copy of house joint memorial No. 2 (by Kribs), to the honorable 
the mate and House of Representatives of the United States in 
Congress assembled, which was filed in this office on the 4th day of 
March, A. D. 1915, and admitted to record. 

Passed the house February 24, 1915. 

Passed the senate March 2, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
a seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the ae of Idaho, this 

th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1915, and of the inde- 
ese of the United States of America the one hundred and thirty- 
n 4 


GEORGE R. BARKER, 
Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial 2. (By Kribs.) 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorlalists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect- 

fully represent that 

Whereas a considerable portion of the lands within the Yreka mining 
district, Shoshone County, Idaho, has heretofore, under act or ruling 
of the Land Office under date of June 7, 1909, been set apart by the 
Government and designated “agricultural” lands; that within the 
bounds of said mining district so as aforesaid designated “ agri- 
cultural” prospectors and miners haye for a long 
heretofore and now are locating and recording mining 
properties, and have been for many years past, and are now en- 
gaged in prospecting and developing mines and mining properties, 
and have thereby in certain sections of said mining district so as 
aforesaid designated “agricultural” expended large sums of money 
for the purpose of the development of mines out of these properties, 
and have built roads and bridges and constructed Bighweys con- 
necting said properties with the county Sep wares that in certain 
parts of this Me a6 S district designated as “ agricultural,” and par- 
ticularly T. 48 N., R. 2 E., B. M., and adjoining townships thereto, 
mines have actually and already been developed and opened up; 
that properties in this vicinity have already been bonded and capi- 
tal for development and mining pu 

Whereas certain of these mining properties as aforesaid in this mining 
district designated “agricultural” conflicts with the bounds of cer- 


[SBAL.] 


looking to the pee r fication and segregation of the lands in 
this mining district designated “ agricultural,” in manner and form 
consistent with the needs of the ve parties hereto and in- 
terested therein, in said mining district, that great and irreparable 
injury will be done parties interested in that part of said district : 
Your memorlalists would further request the amendment of said 
act or ruling of the Land Office under date of June 7, 1909, in such 
form and manner that the agricultural Jands in said mining district 
be segregated in such a manner that rights of all parties interested be 
conserved and protected. 
house joint memorial poma the house of representatives on 


This 
the 24th day of February, 191 
H. CONNER, 


A. 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 2d day of 
March, 1915. 
Herman H. TAYLOR, 
President of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of California, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint resolution 15. 


Adopted in senate May 1, 1915. 
Epwin F. SMITI, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Adopted in assembly May 8, 1915. 


L. B. MALLORY, 
Chief Olerk of the Assembly. 
This resolution was received by the governor this 9th day of May, 

A. D. 1915, at 6 o'clock p. m. 

ALEXANDER MCCABE, 
Private Secretary of the Gorernor. 
CHAPTER —. 

Senate —.— resolution No. 15, relative to making a national forest of 
the Pinnacles Forest Reserve and certain vacant land lying contiguous 
thereto. 

Whereas the original Pinnacles Forest Reserve and certain vacant land 
lying contiguous thereto is a natural deer and quail country where deer 
and quail and other game birds and animais haye multiplied rapidly : 
Now, therefore, be It 3 
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Resolved by the Senate and 1 te of the aie 0 


California, 
Jointly, That we hereby petition the age ed of the Uni States to 
act 3 * tn zs request that the Pinnacles Forest Reserye and 
tain vacant contiguous thereto be made into a national 
ne be it further 
ed, That our Senators be instructed and our Representatives in 
gress 75 requested to use all honorable means and appro- 
priate act secure the enactment of the necessary legislation therefor ; and 


Boeket That the oe of the State z California be, and be * 


requested to tr — o 
President of the Senate of the United States and to the Speaker of — 


House of Representatives of the United States, and to each of our Sena- 
tors and Representatives in Congress. 7 M. 
OHN 


ESHLEMAN, 
c hence. of the Senate. 
z 5 of the Assembly. 
FRANK C. JORDAN, 
Becretary of State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 

the Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Commit- 

tee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game and 
ordered to be printed in the Recor, as follows: 


STATE OF ARIZONA, 
OCH OF THE SECRETARY, 
UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Arizona, ss 


I, Sidney P. Osi do — 
within is a. — 


Attest: 


certify that tho 
t memorial No, 1 


of the Second Le the State of Arizona, entitled “ Memorial 
to the Congress of the Unitea States of 9 1 the United 
tates Government to, — carnivorous 
wild a a ve to live stock nt the public-land States of the 
West,” as is shown 75 the original on file in my to ent, 
In witness whereof I have —.— set my 8 and affixed my 
reg er Done at Phoenix, the capital, this 12th day of March, 
ISxaL.] Sipney P. OSO 


Secretary of State. 
Senate joint memorial 1. 
of the United States of America, petitioning 
vorous wild anima 


N to a riate $300,000 for su; 
ve to live 3 — in the public. — 
States of the West. 


To wis Ronen elie, eee resentatives of the Congress 
of the United Stat eine, z 
—— r and Legislature of the State of Ari- 


Whereas in the 8 States known as the publicland States the 
losses of live stock and poultry due to the attacks of 2 513 868.508 
wild a 35 and bears amount to not less than $18,000, 


Memorial to the Con 
the United States 


ann 
Whereas in these western publicland States the State, county, and 
stockmen do now and have for years d large bounties and’ used 


animals and o bring about the eradication of these carnivorous wild 
an 
Whereas in these western publicland States there is now withdrawn 
from settlement in some form or other Phe ight 225,000,000 
acres of Federal land, which land const! rincipal breeding 
und and e of these carnivorous wild animals and enables 
em to increase their numbers, in spite of the efforts made by State, 
county, and stockmen to exterminate them: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That the Legislature of the State of Arizona does hereby 
most ly and Poy oe that Congress immediately appro- 
ents * sum Ot „000 to be used by the United States Depart- 
ment of 8 for the ok Bad of coyotes, wolves, wild cats, 
cougars, and bears in these western lic-land States in order that 
the meets soppy set of the Nation may be increased and the proper develop- 
ment o couraged. 

Resolved — That the secre of state is hereby instructed to 
forward a copy of is ene ri this resolution to the President 


8 and to the resentatives oca Congress, and t 

resentatives in are hereby, requested 
to gs all in their power to accompli “he ehachnent of the legislation 
herein asked for. 


Passed the senate January 14, 1915. 
Passed the house January 23, 1915. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

STATE OF ARIZONA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Arizona, ss: 


certify that the 
oint memorial No. 
to the 
Baca Float Grant and addressed to the Senate an ouse of 
Representatives of the Gaited States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, as is shown by the original on file in 3 * de} 
In witness whereof I have hereunto set par ee and 8 
seal. Done at Phoenix, the capital, this SAT or of 
[SEAL.] * 
e of ae 
Senate joint memorial 5. 
To the Senate and House of, . of the United States of 
America in Congress assenib 
Your memorialists, the e Legislature of the State of Arizona, 
respectfully represent 
18 or therenbou 2 — ess of the United 
Wants 22 Aelen ald erant Ge tre helt: ot ono Pas Sarin ‘Baca de. 
SSA, certain laces (ences of lan to be located upon that 
domain anywhere within the area of the Territory of M 
which Territory the present State of Arizona was then a part; 


Whereas one ne of the poe tracts, embracing 100,000 acres of land, 
located within the area that is embraced now within the county or 
125 rica Crus State of "Arison, and is known as Baca Float Grant No. 


Whereas no effort was made upon the part of the claimants of said 
Baca Float Grant No. 3, to complete and perfect their title to said land 
pent son t and the Interior Department always maintained that it was 

owing to the 2 —.— of the claimants to aw. with the 
whee of the ee ore of see aioe granting the same; an 


ereas when, after years, said claimants "applied for Sons 
firmation of said 1 N the surveyor general of Arizona, to whom 
the ma d been referred, recommended rejection of said Baca 


Float Grant No. 3, on the ground of noncompliance the provi- 
sions of the act of Congress aforesaid ; and, upon appeal, the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office and the 8 of the Inte- 
rior did so reject said Baca Float Grant No. 3 for the reasons set 
forth hereinbefore; and 
eas the Interior Department of the United States, through its 
2 and local land offices, did accept filings of homestead entries 
m lands embraced within the area of said Baca Float Grant No, 
352 and the entrymen who made said entries located upon said lands in 
ood faith, ye there many years, cultivating and improving them 
8 with law; an 
Whereas by a recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States said Baca Float Grant No. 3 has been declared valid and the 
homestead entrymen described hereinbefore are subject to ejectment 
and on of lands they have held and cultivated from 25 to 
30 years, to their great loss and damage: Therefore be it 


ized to enact ae —.—— of relief to to said homestead energie occup’ 
Baca Float Grant No. 3 whereby they may be 

the State of Arizona other lands m the lic domain in 

eu of those 7 —. aye occupied heretofore, that ey may be per- 
mitted to make ñ eee eet 1 the necessary residence and 
improvement of the lan ag A ve occupied heretofore. within th? area 
of Baca Float Grant No. e it further 

Resolved, That the Senators and Representative from Arizona tn 
the Congress of the United States of America are hereby uested to 
use their best efforts toward the enactment of the necessary legislation 
for the relief of the homestead entrymen who are affected by the eir- 
cumstances ‘ore get yo 


Resolved further, That the secretary of state is herel instructed 
to forward certified copies of ‘this memorial to each of the na dele- 
gation in Con; 

ssed the house March 9, 1915. 


the senate, amended, March 10, 1915. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Wyoming, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Tre Strate or WYOMING, 
OFFICE or THE SECRETARY or STATE. 
UNITED STATES 55 AMERICA, State of Wyoming, ss: 

I, Frank L. secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that e following copy of enrolled joint memorial No. 3, 
House of Representatives, Thirteenth Legislature of the State of W — 

8 been carefully 5 with the original, filed in this o 
on the 25th day of February, A. D. 1915, and íis a full, true, and correct 
ogy ae the same and of the whole thereof. 
n mec Pay were I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


great seal of State of Wyomin 7 
Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 6th day of March, A. D. 1915. 
[SRAL] FRANK L. HOUX 
Secretary of T Ktate. 
By F. H. WESCOTT, 
Deputy. 


Enrolled joint memorial 3, House of Representatives, State of Wyoming, 


Be it enacted by the House of Representatives of the State Lepista- 
ture of the State of Wyoming (the Senate concurring), That— 
Whereas when er prege thirteen States of the Union established their 
independence of the British Government, and established the Govern- 
ment of the United States, each State became the owner of the vacant 
and unappropriated lands within its borders; and 
Whereas when new States were formed out of the * of such 
original "States and admitted into the Union, such n States became 
aae to the vacant and unappropriated lands within their borđers ; 


Whereas 225 tly whi governmen 
e Government of the United States, the vacant and un- 


territo 
appro ted lands within such ceded territor. to the Govern- 
mant of the the United States; and z passed 


under the blighting infu- 
ence and effect of that selfish, e -sighted, and ruinous pablictand 


licy. 
Po The Federal Government, so far as internal affairs are concerned 
romotion of the welfare and “the establishment of 
hout Rre Nai ns the economic reasons and lic poli- 


promo 


Union, within whose P Rees aadA rger part of the vacant and 

i 
are £0 ent an wer an mote at ae 

Government, He, are so pate this 9 rial: Therefore, z 

We, the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of Wyo- 

ming, hereby memorialize the Congress of the United States to enact 

such legislation as will cause the cession of the Government of the 
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United States to the States: 82 said Government of all vacant 
and 5 lands title to which is held by the Federal Govern- 
ment to the States respectively within whose borders they lie. 

The paramount reasons for this memorial must be r e to 8 
and to the Congress of the United States if acceptance is given to th 
primary purpose of the creations; and 

We believe that the prayer of ‘this joint memorial will be voiced by 
all the States affected by the 3 public-land policy of the United 
States Government: Be it further 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be 
sent to the President of the United States, to the President of the 
United States Senate, to the Speaker of the United States House of Rep- 
resentatives, to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of 
United States, viz, Hon. CLannxen D. Crang and Hon. FRANCIS E. 


Wares, and our Representative in said Congress, Hon. FRANK W. 
MonpbELL, asking their aid in bringing the object of this memorial |; 


before Congress and be it further 

Resoi That engrossed copies of this memorial be sent to the gov- 
ernors of each. State within whose. borders there are still vacant and 
ee ted lands, title to which is held by the Federal Government, 

saanet m to place before the legislature of said States this memorial, 
urge its Aduption, and request their cooperation in securing favorable 
action thereon by the Con s of the United States. 

Approved February 24, 1915. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Legislature of Oregon, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

UNITED: STATES OF AMERICA, 
STATE OF OREGON, 
Orrics OF run SECRETARY or STATE. 

I. Ben W. Olcott, secretary of state of the State of Oregon and cus- 
todian of the seal ot said State, do 5 certify 

That T —.— 5 compared th 8 copy of senate joint 
memorial No. 9 è original th thereof Sted tx the office’ af’ the. secre: 
bed of state of the e State of Oregon on the 20th day of February, 1915, 

that the same is a full, true, and complete transcript therefrom an 
of the whole thereof. 


In testimony whereof I vo hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto | 


the seal of the State of Orego 
Done at the capitol at Salem, Oreg., this 1st day of February, A. D. 


15. 
{suat.] Bax W. OLCOTT, 
Secretary o of State. 
By S. A. Kozer, Deputy. 


Senate joint memorial 9. 


To the Senate and net of Representatives of the United States in | 


Congress assemble 
We, your memorialists, the Legislative 
n, hereby indorse the provisions of Senate bill 4854 now pending 
ongress, 3 the 8 of $100,000 for the estab t 
a two. or more stations om the Columbia River, or its 


fish-culture | 
tributaries in the States of bag ee or — 2 or both, for the 


propagation of salmon and other 


ecessary 
surveys, purchase roman construct 2 buildings, and employ 
such assistan 


ce as may be required, and for t the o aration of the same. | 


We most respectfully urge the passage of said b 
Adopted by the house February 20, 1915. 
BEN SELLING, 
Speaker of the House, 
Adopted by the senate February 15, 1915. 
W. Lam THOMPSON, 
President of the Sonate. 
(Indorsed :) Senate joint memorial No. 9, by Senator Bin, J. W. 
‘ochran, chief clerk. ed February 20, 1915, at 11 o'clock p. m. Ben 
W. Olcott, secretary of state, by S. A. Kozer, deputy. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a eoncurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Oklahoma, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


House concurrent resolution memoriatizin nt the Con 
sper to a „ $10,000,000 to b 


eee the construction and o tion of a as line from Oklahoma 
to the pu of Mexico is feasib e and borne ont 50 the Siow 4158 


t oma is the greatest high 
existence and is without available a e and 3 Sait 


ties. 
That the monopolistic tendency of the Standard Oil Co. to control 
5 ® Dine line and production has paralyzed the independent pro- 


hnt the said Standard Oil Co., through their pipe lines and 
monopoly, have from the first discoyery of oil in oma wielded 

such infiuence that it has obstructed; ented, and dis- 
8 every: attempt or semblance of competition. 

That the — — oil producers and royalty owners must depend 
upon the interstate pipe line. of the Standard Oil Co. to carry their oil 

roducts to the market of the world, which places them entirely at 

e mercy of the ezar method of fixing the price of their products. 

That it would relieve the Indian wards of the Government, who 
are robbed under the present system for lack of adequate market 
for their royalties. 

That under the present system the pipe-line companies are crushing 
the life out of the ind: ent producers in the fact of a world-wide 
increased demand for beth crude and refined. oil. 

ee the Government is a consumer, both of crude and refined 

and with — Asu line — —— present eon ed conditions would 
— ‘able to lay ly for any emergency t might arise, thereby 
exten re ie = Sen O of espa eit producers, of Oklahoma who 


ER 5 
yt ge. —— the year by the Secretar ry 
of the Interior and the Secretary of the were bear voluminous ey. 
dence of titanic oil fields in Oklahoma: Be it 
Resolved by the House Ae Representatives of oe State OXla- 
home (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the Uni States 
be, ind the same is hereby, earnestly memorialized and requested to 


of the United 
da pipe line from Oklahoma 


' Concurrent resolution (introduced by Mr. 


k character 
Assembly of the State of | sale or barter of intoxicating: quot liquors: Be Be it further 


make an 1 of $10,000,000 for the building of an n pipe 
line to the Mexico: Provided, That the money appropriated: 
this purpose ripe be repaid i in 10 fe ease yments from a tax levied om 
each barrel of oil transported pipe line: Be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of these —— be forwarded at once to 
the Speaker of the House ef Representatives, the President of the 
Senate, our Representatives in Congress, .— Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Secretary of the United States N avy asking their indorsemi nt. 

Adopted by the house of representatives February 8 — 

cCrory, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Adopted by the senate March 3, 1915. 
M. E. TRAPP, 
President of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of North Dakota, which was referred to 


the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to 
be printed in the Rrcoxrp, as follows: 


State or NORTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

i Thoman Hall, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota and 
keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached is a 
true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by 
the Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota and 
the whole of such resolution. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of o ete Fe ee canes in the city of Bismarck, this Lith 
day of March, A. D. 1915 

SEAL.) THOMAS: HALL, 
Secretary of State. 
imstad) memoralizing the 

Congress of the United States to enact a 5 the ayo 

2 the mails into any paua ae: the sale or barter of Mati 

cating uors is ee law any adv matter of an 

kind or Manote Ie peon — — the sale or barter of intoxi- 
cating liquors. 
Whereas it is repugnant to the citizens of this State to aere such ad- 
vertising matter forced upon them through the mails and thereby 
access to the homes; and 
ereas there are now 14 that — 5 rohibited the sale or barter 
of intoxicating liquors and os thereby tted to such repugnance 
hardship; Therefore be 1 

Resolved the House of tatives o 1 State of North 

omer T the United States: 


Resolved, That a copy e e ly certified, be 
forwarded at once to the 5 of the House 
to the President of the Senate of the Gaited States America. 
A. P. HANSON, 
Speaker of the House. 
ALBERT N. WOLD, 
er Clerk of the House. 


President of the Senate. 
GEORGE, 
8 of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Louisiana, which was referred to the 


: Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 


as follows: 
Senate concurrent resolution 3. (By Dymond.) 


Whereas the frequent floods of the Mississippi River, caused by the 
waters from 31 States, embracing more than 41 
area of the United States, have at times resul 
human lives in portions of the States of Ilinois, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, and large money losses, 
55 only — such afflicted territory, but in other portiems of the 

ation; an 

Whereas it has been declared by e Senators, br ey 8 of 
the Uni ted States Army who has ealt with euch f 
sissippi River Commission, and by other commissions appolnted by by 
Congress that such floods can 51 5 Prevented at a reasonable cost; and 

Wherees the work of such flood prevention has been going op for many 
— in the least economical way and over two-thirds costs has 
een horne by 8 who, can no longer. with this 
giant problem without effective aid from the, National vernment ; 


and 
Whereas all political parties have declared in their camp 
oes ace control the Mississippi River is a national uty : 
‘ore 
Resolved by the Senate o 1 1 5 of Louisiana (the House of 
resentatives concurring) of the United States be, 
and is hereby, re T vested to fulfill this nationa al duty at its nex next session. 
and to enac on as 8 provide a separate compre- 
hensive pian for the prevention of sueh floods without —.— Be it 


further 

8 ane copies 85 this resolution be sent to the President of 
the Sena a Speaker of the House of Representatives of the Con- 
gress of the Unit States, and to each Member of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of this State in Congress. 

THOMAS C. BARRE 
Lieutenant Governor and President of the Sate: 
AS, 


Tom 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
L. H. Barn, 
Governor of the l of Louisiana. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the 
General Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which 


Approved June 3, 1915. 


platforms — 
There- 
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were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
THE COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1915. 
Resolutions relative to the establishment by Congress of a national 
security commission. 
Whereas the horrors of war are apparent to all, and it is our belief that 
the best way to avert war and to continue in peace is to be thoroughly 

„prepared to defend our national honor; and 
Whereas there is now before Congress a bill to provide for a national 

security commission : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts, elected for the 
year 1915, hereby approves the bill now before Congress providing for 
the establishment of n national n i commission. 

Resolved, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the 
secretary of the Commonwealth to the President and Vice President of 
the United States, te the President of the Senate of the United States, 
to the Speaker of the National House of Representatives, and to each of 
the Senators and Representatives from Massachusetts in Congress. 

In house of representatives, adopted March 9, 1915. 

In senate, adopted in concurrence, March 23, 1915. 

A true copy. Attest: 

ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions of the 
General Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor and 
ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 


Tue COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 1915. 


Resolutions relative to Federal control of the hours of labor and the 
conditions of employment of women and children and national 
charters of corporations engaged in interstate business. 

Resolved, That the General Court of Massachusetts hereby records its 
belief that the public interest will be better served and humane condi- 
tions greatly extended by national control of the hours of labor, 
national regulation of the conditions under which women and children 
are employed, and national charters for corporations engaged in inter- 
state business. 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is 8 
requested to propose to the several States for their adoption amend- 
ments to the eral Constitution placing the control of the hours of 
labor and the 1 of the conditions of employment for women 
and children with the National Government and for the ting by 
Congress of charters to corporations engaged in interstate business. 

Resolved, That ies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary 
of the Commonwealth to the Senators and Representatives in Congress 
from Massachusetts and also to the presiding officers of both branches 
of Congress. 

In house of representatives, adopted March 11. 1915. 

In senate adopted, in concurrence, March 15, 1915. 


A true copy. Attest: 
3 ALBERT P. LANGTRY, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, George R. Barker, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete 8 
of a copy of house joint memorial No. 3, by Magee, which was filed in 
this office on the 5th day of March, A. D. 1915, and admitted to record. 

Passed the house of representatives February 19, 1915. 

Passed the senate February 26, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
9th day of March, in the year of our Lord 1915 and of the independence 
of the United States of America the one hundred and thirty-ninth. 

[SEAL] GEORGE R. Barker, 

Secretary of State. 


House joint memorial 3. (By Magee.) 


To the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the United States 
in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 

Whereas a bill is now pending in the Senate of the United States, known 
as 8. , relating to the reclamation of arid, rid, swamp, and 
overflow lands through district organizations, and authorizing Gov- 
ernment aid therefor ; 

Whereas we believe that the enactment of such a law would be of great 
value and benefit to the State of Idaho in aiding in the reclamation 
of its arid and semiarid land: Now, therefore, 

Your memorialists urgently recommend that said bill be enacted into 
a law at the earliest possible time. 

The secretary of state is hereby instructed to forward copies of this 
memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States and copies of the same to our Senators and Representatives in 
Congress. 

This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 
19th day of February, 1915. 

A. H. Coxxxn. 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 26th day of 


February, 1915. 
HERMAN H. TAYLOR, 
. President of the Senate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Legislature of Montana, which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Rxconp, 
as follows: 
House joint memorial 8. (By Burnett.) 


To the honorable Senate and House of Represcntatires of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
State of Montana, in legislative session assembled, do most respectfully 
represent and petition— 


Whereas in order to secure the exploration and development of coal, 
oil, and gas resources it is necessary that leases be executed by the 
State of Montana granting authority to its lessees to explore such 
coal, oil. and gas resources and to extract the same from its lands 
and to use £o much of the surface as may be necessary therefor, upon 
the payment of a proper rental or royalty ; and 

Whereas by the terms of the act of Congress, approved February 22, 
1889, providing for the formation of constitutions and State govern- 
ments for the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington, and the admission thereof into the Union, and making 
donations of public lands to such States, it was provided that the 
lands so donated and granted may be leased for periods of not more 
than five years, in quantities not exceeding one section to any one per- 
son or company: Now, therefcre, be it 5 
Resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the State 

of Montana do request the Congress of the United States to so amend 

the aforesaid act of February 22, 1889, as to permit the said several 

States, including the State of Montana, by its proper officers, to execute 

leases for the exploration and extraction of the aforesaid minerals which 

may be contained upon or beneath the surface of any of said granted 
lands, together with the right to use so. much of the surface of said 
lands as may be necessary therefor, and for such riods of time as 
may be determined by or under the legislative authority of said States. 
esolved, That a copy of this memorial be forthwith transmitted to 
the presiding officer of the United States Senate, the Spieker of the 

House of Representatives, the chairmen of the Senate and House Com- 

mittees on Public Lands, the Secretary of the Interior, and to each 

Member of the Montana delegation in Congress. 


W. W. MCDOWELL, 
President of the Senate. 
Approved March 8, 1915. 
S. V. STEWART, Governor. 


Filed March 8, 1915, at 2.05 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON, 
Secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 


I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house 
joint memorial No. 8, memorializing Congress to amend the act of Feb- 
ruary 22, 1889, regarding the leasing of public lands for ods of not 
more than five years, enacted by the fourteenth session of Legislative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by S. V. Stewart, gov- 
ernor of said State, on the 8th day of March, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this Ist day of 
April, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL] A. M. ALDERSON, 

Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Iowa which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution. 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the General Assembly of the State 
of Iowa (the House concurring)— 


Whereas the glory and prosperity of Iowa has rested not alone in her 
wonderful farms but also in her prosperous and beautiful cities and 
towns as well, and the prosperity of her entire citizenship requires 
a symmetrical development of both farm and city, for the injury of 
either is sure to bring a loss and depreciation to the other and a 
decline in the heer ip of the State; and 

Whereas the rates of the parcel post are so low for excessive dis- 
tances and the charge for shipment is in such unjust and unfair 
proportion to the haul that neither the Government nor the rail- 

are receiving sufficient compensation to cover cost of service 
rendered, and a large amount of trade that 8 belongs to 
the inhabitants of the State of Iowa is being diverted to the peat 
cities of tħe land in distant States, and this policy is depriving thou- 
sands of our best and brightest young men and women of their 
birthright by forcing them to emigrate m the State in order that 
they may have a chance in the world; and 

Whereas these great concerns in distant cities do not contribute in 
any way to the reyenues of the State of Iowa, nor do they in any 
way assist in the education of the youth of our State; they build 
no roads or bridges and bear none of our many burdens incident to 
the development of Iowa; and 

Whereas they are waxing fat upon the trade they take from our 
State and are fast developing into great monopolies that bid fair to 
equal if not excel in size the greatest manufacturing concerns in 
the land; and 

Whereas it is the policy of Iowa to provide work and opportunity for 
all its children, and we believe the Federal Government, of which 
we are a part, should not tax the people to reimburse losses in the 
parcel-post service when these losses are incurred in establishing 
great monopolies that are fast sapping the life of our cities and towns 
and depriving our children of a place and opportunity in their own 
community ; and 

Whereas thousands of Iowa's citizens have petitioned the General As- 
sembly of the State of Iowa to memorialize the Postmaster General 
and the Congress of the United States to limit the weight of the 


cel-post package te a maximum of 40 pounds and make such re- 
8 0 the postal rates as will eventually make each class self - 
supporting: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved ‘the Senate ‘the ‘General Assembly of the State of 
Towa (the preg Sartan yp mae m That the Postmaster 
Con of the United 8 ‘be, and ‘they are hereby, 
petitioned to reduce the weight of the parcel-post to a 
maximum of 40 pounds and make such readjustment in our postal 
rates and as will eventually make each class self 3 
the end that justice may be done as between all of the ci of the 


United States and 
against the State of Iowa may be removed. 
W. L. HARDING 
President of the Senate. 
W. I. ATKINSON 
Speaker of the House. 
980 8 certify that this concurrent resolution originated in the 
nate, 
THOMAS WATTERS, JR., 
8 of the Senate, 
Introduced and adopted in the Senate April 10, 1915. 
Adopted in the House April 15, 1915. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of Iowa, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Concurrent resolution ‘recommending an amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States concerning polygamy. 

rs from investigation recently made by the Senate of 

the United tes and otherwise Set ron still exists in certain 

places in the States notwithstanding prohibitory statutes 

Whereas the. 955 t A is j demned the people 

ereas the practice o polygamy gen con 

of the United States, and there is a demand for the smd Bere 

hibition thereof the subject under Federal on 

and control, at the same reserving to each State the right to 

make and enferce its own laws relating to marriage and divorce : Now, 

‘therefore, be it 


Whereas it ap; 


Article V 
stitution of the United’ 
habitation shall 


hereby polygamy and polygamous co- 
— poly: 
enforce such : n 


d * J given power to 
ropria on. 

t other States of the United 
States, now in session or when next convened, be, and they hereby are. 
respectfully requested to join in this application by the adoption of this 
or an equivalent resolution. 

of state be, and he hereby is, 


Resolved further, That ‘the secre’ 
directed to smit copies of this cation to the Senate and House 
and to the several Members of 


United Sta 
said bodies ig een pl Ua State therein, also to transmit copies hereof 
to the legislatures of other States of the United States. 
W. I, ATKINSON, 
Speaker of the House, 
. C. RAMSAY, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
W. L. HARDING, 
President of the Senate. 
THOMAS WATTERS, Jr., 
Secretary of the Senate. 


STATE or Iowa, 
OFFICE or SECRETARY or STATE. 
8 S. Allen, secretury of state of the State of Iowa and custodian 
of acts and resolutions of the 


Rep 
State of Iowa in legislature assembled with the origina 
in the office of the secretary of state of the State of Iowa on the 16th 
day of April, 1915, and that it is a full, true, and complete transcript 
therefrom and of the whole thereof, 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


official seal of secretary of state of the State of Iowa. 
1 Des Moines, the capital of the State, this 30th day of April, 
[SEAL] © W. S. ALLEN, 
Secretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Idaho, which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


STATE or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT or STATE. 


I, Geo R. Barker, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby cer that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of a copy of se joint memorial No. 4, by York, Carratt, and Conner 
which was filed in office on the Sth day of March, A. D. 1915, and 


apes the house of representatives February 26. 1915. 

Passed the senate March 7, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I haye hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
t seal of the State. Done at Boise City, the capital of Idaho, this 
th day of March, A. D. 1915, and of the independence of the United 

States of America the one hundred and thirty-ninth. 

LISxaL. GEORGE R. BARKER 

Secretary of State. 

House joint memorial 4. (By York, Carratt, and Conner.) 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 

Whereas the Federal law now ‘requires that all moneys derived from the 
sale of timber in any forest reserve located within two States shall 
be apportioned to each State according as the acreage of said reserve 
con ed therein bears to the whole acreage ‘thereof, thereby giving 
an unfair advantage to one State over another in the distribution 
of the receipts of such sales, 


your eng agea Buk ng 


Tecommen: 
idee oe from the 


Con s Immediately upon * of the same. 
This house joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 
of ry, 1915. 
A. H. CONNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
This house joint memorial passed the senate on the 7th day of 
March, 1915. 
HERMAN H. TAYLOR, 
President of the Scnate. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Legislature of Idaho, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered to 
be printed in the Reconp, as follows: 
Stars or IDAHO, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
I, George R. Barker, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a ful 1 of a 
of senate joint memorial No. by mines and mining committee), 
ch was filed in this office on the 5th day of March, A. D. 1915, and 
admitted to record. 
Passed the senate February 26, 1915. 
Passed the house of representatives February 27, 1915. 
In testimony whereof I have ‘hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
1 seal of the State. Done at Boise ONE mel tal of Idaho, this 


day of March, A. D. 1915, and of the of the United 
States of America the one hundred and thirty-ninth. 
[SEAL] GEORGB R. BARKER 
Secretary of State. 


Senate joint memorial 7. (By mines and mining committee.) 

To the honorable the Senators and Representatives of the United States 
in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respectfully 
represent that— 

Whereas the United States Reclamation Service, under the De ent 
of the Interior, is investigating the construction of a rec tion 
system commonly called the * for the reclamation and 
irrigation of certain lands in Fran aunty. State of Washington 
and the: neers thereof huve reported on the general feasibility of 


said pro ; 
— e construction of a reservoir. to be known as the Potlatch 
Reservoir, is a of sald project; 

Whereas said tch Reservotr is situate wholly in Latah County, 


and tts construction would destroy —. homes and be of immense 

le of sald community ; 

Whereas the feasibility of the entire project is open to grave question, 
as evidenced by the fact that the engineers who made the reconnois- 
sance and field surveys reported adversely thereon; and 

Whereas by locating a reservoir as contemplated and planned, which 
said reservoir would be very irregular in shape, with long arms run- 
ning a long way up a number of creeks and valleys, it would necessi- 
tate moving and relocating the railroad and wagon roads, which are 
now very direct and on water grades, making them mf circuitous 
and hilly, adding greatly to the distance and difficulty of travel and 

ceatly enhancing future cost of maintenance for all time; and 

Whereas the location of such reservoir and the consequent added dis- 
tance and difficulty and inconvenience of travel by wagon road or rail- 
road would make inaccessible thousands of acres of land which would 
not be actually flooded or even very near to the inundated area ; and 

Whereas all land adjacent or contiguous to said proposed reservoir site 
would be greatly depreciated in value in a measure for which there 
would not and perhaps could not be any adequate recompense or 
damage awarded ; and 

Whereas Latah County and north Idaho would be greatly retarded in 
its development for years to come by the location of a reservoir as 
contemplated ; and 

Whereas thousands of acres of some of the most fertile and productive 
land in north Idaho or in the West would be fooded, while a much 
larger area than that actually covered by water would be rendered 
absolutely useless by reason of the water cutting it off into islands, 
small capes, peninsulas, and narrow strips back of sloughs and arms 
of the reservoir ; and 

erer. ‘beautiful, prosperous, and growing towns would be in- 


o Property, besides threatening a number of towns in 
a 


. ‘ag 

Whereas the fact that the water in this reservoir would be entirely 
drawn off during the summer season, leaving mud banks and stagnant 
sloughs, would convert what is now one of the beauty spots of the 
West into a source of disease and a breeding ground for insects: and 

Whereas those familiar with the facts are unanimous in the opinion 
that all estimates es and the cost of settlement thereof as 


ed d 
Whereas several hundred thousand dollars“ worth of propecty would be 
entirely removed from the tax rollis, and property of much greater 
isolation and inac- 


tion each year if this reservoir were located as contemplated : There- 
fore be it 
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Resolved, That we earnestly pray and urge that the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States refuse to make any appropria- 
tion for the construction of the Palouse project, so far as it requires 
the construction of a reseryoir on the Palouse River, in Latah County, 
Idaho; and we further urge that the Department of the Interior refuse 
further aid or rg / aos to said project, in so far as it affects said lands 
in the State of Idaho. 

The secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby instructed to 
forward this memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States, and copies thereof to the Secretary of the Interior 
and our Senators and Representatives in Congress immediately upon the 
passage of the same. 

E This senate joint memorial passed the senate on the 26th day of 
February, 1915. 
HERMAN H. TAYLOR, 
: President of the Senate. 
_This senate joint memorial passed the house of representatives on the 
27th day of February, 1915. 
A. H. Conner, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

I hereby certify that the within senate joint memorial No. T origi- 
nated in the senate during the thirteenth session of the Legislature of 
the State of Idaho, 

IskalL.] 8. D. TAYLOR, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Recor», as follows: 


House joint memorial 13. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 


Alaska, respectfully represent— 

That the act of Congress pater em the Legislature of the Territory 
of Alaska provides that the authority therein granted to the legisla- 
ture to alter, modify, amend, and repeal laws in force in Alaska shall 
not extend to the laws relating to the game and fur-bearing animals; 

hat the said laws relating to the e and fur-bearing animals pro- 
hibits the killing of brown r south of latitude 62° from July 1 to 
September 30; and that there should be no restrictions on killing brown 
bear in Alaska at any season of the year, as the said brown bear are 
a menace to life and property, and instead of being protected should 
have a bounty placed upon each brown bear killed ; 

That the laws relating to the protection of fur-bearing animals should 
be subject to amendment by the Territorial legislature, and also that 
the protection of game in Alaska should be directly under the control 
of the Territorial legislature as recommended by the governor of the 
ene in his report to the Secretary of the Interior for the year 


4: 

Wherefore the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Alaska does 
hereby respectfully and earnestly pe tion the Congress of the United 
States that the laws in Alaska relating to Pome. and fur-bearing ani- 
mals laced directly under the control of the Territorial legislature. 

aed by the house April 22, 1915. 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, 


Speaker of the House. 


ARRY KEOWN, 

Chief Clerk of the House. 

Passed the senate April 27, 1915. 
Dan A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, Charles B. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true. and correct copy of house joint memorial No. 
13, of 5 5 Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second on 
thereof, 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed 
at Juneau, the capital, this 4th day of May, A. D. 1915. 

CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 
Secretary of Alaska. 


[SEAL] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of Wisconsin, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 


as follows: 

Joint resolution. (Introđuced by joint committee on finance.) 

A resolution by the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin to the Con- 
gress of the United States Congress “to enact legislation as 
shall provide a separate and comprehensive plan” for the prevention 
of floods in the Mississippi Valley. 

Whereas the frequent floods of the Mississippi River, caused by waters 
from 31 States, embracing more than 41 per cent of the total area of 
the United States, result in great loss of human lives in portions of 
the States of Tilinols, Tennessee, Kentucky, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Arkansas, and Louisiana, and large money losses, not only in such 
afflicted territory but in other portions of the Nation; and 

Whereas it has been declared by every member of the Engineer Corpa 
of the United States Army who has dealt with such floods, by the 
Mississippi River Commission, and by other commissions appointed 
by Congress that such floods can be prevented at a reasonable cost; 


and 
Whereas the work of such flood prevention has been going on for many 
years in the least economical way, and over two-thirds of its cost has 
been borne by the damaged sections, who can no longer cope with this 
from the National vernment ; 


rties have declared in their campaign platforms 
the Mississippi River is a national duty: There- 


giant problem without effective ai 


and 

Whereas all political 
that flood control o 
fore be it 


Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, That the Con- 
gress of the United States be, and is hereby, r nested to fulfill this 
national duty at its next session and to enact such legislation as shall 
pe ge a separate and comprehensive plan for the prevention of such 

oods without delay: Be it further ` 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the Speaker of the 
House of E eT and to the President of the ate of the 
Congress of the United States. 

Epwarp F. DITTMAR, 
President of the Senate. 
O. G. Munson, 
Chief Olerk of the Senate. 
Lawrence C. WHITTET, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


C. E. SHAFFER, 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of Wisconsin, which was referred to the Commit- 


tee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Joint resolution relating to a new hotel to be erected in the Shiloh Na- 
tional Military Park, at Pittsburg Landing, Tenn. 


Park, at Pittsburg 
h December 


curtailed attendance ; and 
Whereas the State of Wisconsin, having erected a monument to the mem- 
ory of the Fourteenth, Sixteenth, and Eighteenth Regiments of Wis- 
consin Volunteers in said Shiloh National Military Park, is therefore 
hme a as large a number of visitors as possible should see said 
park; an 
Whereas the lack of hotel accommodations will materially prevent many 
visitors from visiting this historic battle field ; and 
Whereas the Shiloh National Military Park Commissioners have in their 
annual report for 1914 asked for the erection of such a modest but 
adequate hotel, and have a special bill for the appropriates of money 
for that purpose pending before the Congress of the United States, 
and known as “ Bill for rebuilding the Shiloh National Park Hotel,” 
and in charge of Senator LEA of Tennessee: It is therefore 
Resolved by the Senate (the Assembly concurring), That the Legis- 
lature of the State of Wisconsin respectfully ask the Congress of the 
United States to enact such a measure as will enable the Shiloh Na- 
tional Military Park Commission to erect, within the park limits, a 
modest but adequate hotel: And further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted by the secre- 
tary of state to the Senate of the United States and to the House of 
Representatives of the United States, and to each of the Senators and 
Representatives from this State, 


EDWARD F, DITTMAR, 
President of the Senate. 
G. MUNSON, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
Lawrence C. WHITTET, 
| Speaker of the Assembly. 


C. E. SHAFFER, 
Ohief Clerk of the Assembly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented n joint resolution of 
the Legislature of California, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
Senate joint resolution No. 5. 


Adopted in senate April 7, 1915. 
Epwin F. SMITH, 
Sceretary of the Senate. 


Adopted in assembly April 19, 1918. 


MALLORY, 


L. B. 
Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 


This resolution was received by the governor this 28th day of April, 
A. D. 1915, at 11 o'clock a. m. 


Private Scerctary of the Governor. 
CHAPTER —. 


Senate joint resolution No. 5, relative to memorializing the Congress 
of the United States to initiate proceedings therein for the submission 
to the several States of an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States giving Congress power to enact a uniform divorce law. 


Whereas the diversity in the laws of the various States of this Union 
relating to divorce has been the cause of abuses which haye done 
much to weaken the confidence of the people in the administration of 
justice; and 

Whereas the American Bar Association and the leading members of the 
legal profession in various States and prominent jurists and publi- 
cists have, after extensive investigation of conditions, repeatedly 
urged the pressing necessity for uniformity in divorce legislation ; 
and - 

Whereas there appears to be no efective way in which such uniformity 
can be secu: other than by action by the Congress of the United 
States; and 

Whereas under the Constitution of the United States as it now exists 
Congress has no power to establish uniform laws on the subject of 
divorce: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Senate and Assembiv of the State of California 

jointly, That the slature of the State òf California memorialize the 

Congress of the United States to initiate proceedings therein for the 

submission to the several States of an amendment to the Constitution 


1915. 
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of the United States glvin 
25 the subject of divorce 

er 

Resolved, That the governor of the State of California be, and he is 
ape requested to smit d authenticated copies of this me- 
morial to the President of the United States, to the President of the 
United States Senate, to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
and to each Member in the Senate and House of Representatives from 
the State of California. 


wer to establish uniform laws 


Congress 
e United States; and be it fur- 


ughout 


JoHN M. ESHLEMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
C. C. Youne, 
Speaker of the Assembly. 


Attest: 
Frank C. JORDAN, 
Becretary of State. 
Filed with secretary of state May 3, 1915. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Commit- 
pa on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

‘ollows : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of Congress of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled: 


Your memoralists, the Second slature of the State of Arizona, 
in regular session convened, respectfully represent— 
` That during the years of 1908 and 1909 the then Indian a 
the Colorado River Indian Reservation, under authority of 
partment of the Interior, granted numerous ts to persons to 
settle upon certain lots in the Parker town site, Yuma County, Ariz, ; 
That an appraisement was made of the lots of said town site under 
the direction of the Department of the Interior sors. pe ae ated 
y the depart- 
ment were given a preference right to purchase said lots; 
th fter a second appraisement of all lots in 


nt of 


ordered by the Departm 
raised from 800 to 600 A cent above the figures set forth in the first 
3 That t raise in e values was made because 
of the fact that the town site of Parker is within a short distance of 
the allotted Indian land on the Colorado River Indian Reservation, 
the surplus area of which was planned by the Department of the In- 
terior to be opened to purchase and settlement at an early date; 

That the said pales gers occupying lots upon the Parker town site 


have paid to the United States under the valuation of town lots under 


the second A eerste the sum of $24,562 ; 

That on May 10, 1910, the authorities of the United States held an 
auction sale of lots within the Parker town site and $56,698 worth of 
sald lots were sold to residents of Parker and other investors. That 
$37,623 have been paid to the United States for lots purchased at said 
auction sale and there is still owing to the United States upon said 
sales the sum of $19,075; 

That immediately prior to the auction sale of town-site lots In 
Parker Congress passed an act as follows: 

For the construction of a pumping plant to be used for irrigation 
purposes on the Colorado River Reservation, together with the neces- 
sary canals and laterals for the utilization of water in connection 
therewith, for the purpose of securing an appropriation of water for the 
irrigation of approximately 150,000 acres of land, $50,000, to be reim- 
bursed from the sale of the surplus lands of the reservation.” 

That the above act was in effect a representation by the United 
States that the surplus land of the Colorado River Indian Reservation 
was soon to be opened to settlement and entry by bona fide settlers. 
‘That the lots put for sale at said surplus lands would be opened to set- 
tlement at an early date. That the enormous increase in the valuation 
of lots in the Parker town site by the second appraisement above re- 
ferred to was only justified by the carrying out of the implied promise 
contained in the ve act that the surplus lands of the Colorado 
River Indian Reservation would be open to settlement ; 

That the town site of Parker is on a barren desert, on land havin 
an intrinsic value of less than $1 an acre; that whatever added value i 
may have arises from the fact that it is adjacent to the bottom lands 
of the Colorado River Indian Reservation, in which the surplus lands 
above referred to lie, and unless said lands are opened to settlement 
and entry the town site of Parker is worth little or no more than any 
other desert land; 

That the residents of Parker and numerous other residents of the 
State of Arizona Interested therein, who were induced to purchase lots 
in the Parker town site by reason of the implied promise of the United 
States above set forth to open the reservation lands to entry, have re- 
peatedly petitioned Congress and the Department of the Interior for 
the opening of said surplus lands; 

That said purchasers of lots in Parker have further evidenced their 
reliance upon said implied promise of the United States to open sald 
lands by investing large sums of money in buildings and improvements 
in said town of Parker, all of which will be worthless unless the said 
lands are opened to settlement; [ 

hat the allotments of land to the Indians belonging on said reser- 
vation have been approved by the Department of the Interior, and the 
surplus land, amounting to ä 125,000 acres, which might 
be open to entry, is segregated ; 

That to the best knowledge and belief of your memorialists, there 

a sufficient flow of underground water for the irrigation and 
reclamation of the surplus lands; 

That the 2 Indian lands above described are highly desirable 
as prospective farms and hundreds of energetic and enterprising citi- 
zens of this State alone are awaiting the opportunity to secure 4 . — 
of land for the Beige: 0 of making their homes thereon ; that to the best 
knowledge and bellef of your memoralists a large amount of the delay 
in o the surplus lands of said reservation to settlement in ac- 
cordance with the said implied promise of the United States has been 
caused by the unnecessary entanglements of official red tape in the 
vanoas es at Washington having charge of reclamation work and 

ndian affairs ; 

That another reason which has been assigned for the delay in open- 
ing said lands for settlement is the fact that people having large 
cattle interests have leased certain of the lands involved and have been 


LUI—14 


exerting their influence to delay the opening of said lands for settle- 
ment: Therefore be it 
Resolved b; 


nds, to the end 
the implied promise of the United States made to the settlers and pur- 
chasers of lots within the Parker town site, to the effect that Indian 
lands within the Indian reservation would be opened -for settlement, 
be carried out. 

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial and these resolu- 
tions be forwarded to the President of the United States, the President 
of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of resentatives, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and to the Representatives of Arizona in Con- 
gress, and that our Representatives in Congress be. and they are hereby, 
Le aiatich to do all in their power to accomplish the enactment of such 
e on. 

Passed the senate March 6, 1915, by n vote of—ayes 17, noes 2. 

W. P. SIMS, 
President. 
Oscar COLE, 
Secretary. 
By C. P. CRONIN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


28, noes 7. 
Brooxs 
Speaker of the House. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Passed the house March 4, 1915, by a vote ou 
Wm. E. 


Senate joint memorial. 


To the Senate and House er re of the United Statcs of 
America in Congress assem Š 
Your memorialists, the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona, 

in session conyened, respectfully represent— 

Whereas the Grand Canyon of the Colorado is one of the most wonder- 
ful sights in the world and is annually attracting and receiving the 
attention of an increasing number of the citizens of the United tes 
and tourists; and 

Whereas there is a good road extending from Grand Canyon Station 
to the Hermit Trail, which road is known as the Hermit Rim Road 
and is adapted to the use of automobiles and motor-driven vehicles ; 


and 
Whereas by an order of the honorable Secretary of culture, which 
order your memorlalists are informed was issued at the instigation 


of a railway company, the said road, 71 miles long, is closed to auto- 

mobiles or motor-driven vehicles and can be used only by horse- 

drawn vehicles ; and 

Whereas the said railway company maintains a livery equipment for 
the purpose of hauling tourists over this road at $3 each, and such 
order is a distinct are ig to the traveling and local automobil- 
ists: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be requested to 
investigate the facts herein set forth, and if same are found to be cor- 
rect to have the said order rescinded ; 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the President of 
the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the honorable 
Secretary of Agriculture, and to the Members of Congress from this 
State, and the latter are requested to use every honorable means to 
secure favorable action thereon, 


W. P. Sius. 
President of the Senate. 
Wu. E. Brooks. 

Speaker of the House. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Legislature of Montana, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed in 
the Rrcorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 6. (Introduced by Hills.) 


A memorial to the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States in Congress assembled, requesting the passage of 
House bill No. 15219, being a bill for an act to further the economic 
use of forests and forest lands and the training of forestry students 
in collegiate institutions that are or may be aided by States in which 
are Federal forest reserves. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Unitcd 
States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas there has been introduced and is pending in the House of 
Representatives of the United States House bill No. 15219 (intro- 
duced by Representatiye French, being a bill for an act to further 
the economic use of forests and forest lands and the training of 
forestry students in collegiate institutions that are or may be aided 
by States in which there are Federal forest reserves by providing 
for an annual appropriation of 5 per cent (not to exceed $15,000 to 
one State) of the receipts of the forest areas in the respective States 
for the endowment of the forest school to be desi, ted by the State 
8 or previous to such designation by the governor of the 

tate; an 

Whereas in the State of Montana, with her large Federal forest areas, 
the immediate benefit of forestry schools supported by that State 
accrues largely to the Government of the United States in technical 
and practical training of forest officials and employees and in the 
development and protection of national forest areas; and 

Whereas it is only 2 5 that a proportion of the cost of maintaining 
such school should be borne by the beneficiaries thereof: 

Now, therefore, the honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States Congress assembled is hereby respectively 
memorialized and erte by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the Legislative ly of the State of Montana, duly as- 
sembled, to enact into law the above-designated bill; and be it further 
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the secretary of the State of Montana be, and he 18 


1 re of 1 gh 
sentatives and President of the Senate of the Uni 
the Senators and tatives from the State of ih my in Con- 
gress, severally, copies of this memorial. 


Resolved, 
hereby, 24 tt — to the Speaker of — 


Gronce L. RAMSEY. 
Speaker vaf the 2 


E. EDWARDS, 
President eS the Senate pro tempore. 


Approved February 26, 1915. 
8. V. STEWART, Governor, 
Filed February 26, 1915, at 10.25 o'clock a. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON 
Secretary of Stato. 


UNITED States OF AMERICA, State of Montana: 

I, A. M. 8 secre of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify tha t the above is a true and correct copy, of house joint 
memorial No. 6, — to the passage 5 House bill sigs an act to 


pi gh sors the aarete use of forests and f lands and the training 
0 o 


session of the e Assembly of Sta: 
la AF 8. V. — governor of said State, on * Seth 0 day 


In St epeen whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 


Done at the city of Helena, th 1 t said State, this Ist day of 
March, A. D. 1915. eee 8 
(spat. ] A, M. ALDERSON, 


Secretary of State. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a resolution of the 
Senate of the State of Michigan, which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


inform you 


LANSING, Micn., March 4, 1915. 

Hon. oaa 5 MARSHALL 

ice President, dont, Washington, D. 0. 

Sim: By airection of the Senate, I have the honor to 

that the Legislature of Michigan has adopted the following: 

“ Whereas the frequent floods of the Mississippl River caused by waters 
from 31 Sta more 1 per cent of total 
area of the United Sta result in great loss of human lives in 
pros of the Staten of 100 2s, Dot 9 b 

BRA O NA ng dog the Na and 
ereas it has been declared by every member o is, by 
of the bY nt 17 — Army who has dealt ud tho a — ong 
the River Commission, and by other commissio; 

Congress that such floods can be prevented at — 

“Whereas the work of such flood prevention has been 
many years in the least economical way and over pero of 
its cost has been borne by the damaged sections 
longer cope with this t lem without efective aid from 

we e re eared, ate 
ereas es have cam 
forms that 1 A mith of the Mississipp! River is 8 
duty: Therefore be 

“ Resolved by the * the house of representativ 
That the Con — of the United States be, and is hereby, 8 
fulfill this na duty at its next session and to enact such egislation 
rovide a out delay and comprehensive plan for the prevention 
— Without d and be it further 
, That copies coat this resolution be sent to the Speaker of 
the House oe Re A tives, to the President of the of the 
Congress of the United tres 7 to each Member of the Senate and 
House of resentatives of this State in Congress.” 
Very respectfully, 
Dennis E. ALwanp, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawail, which was 


referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
* 


Concurrent resolution requestin e Congress of the United States to 
provide for the oe United States life-sa: stations 
at Honolulu and Hilo and other places in the Territory of wali. 

Whereas there is a large — 1 of shi at both Honolulu and Hilo, 
es eee eee nee 5 ereof and the fish and other 
industries carried on by water tion a large Page ment of the 
inhabitants of the nailen Islands are — = to the hazards o 


the sea; and 
that on account ag a lack of roper: facilities for the protec- 


a great number of lives 
have in the past been sac — in waters surrounding the harbors 
of Honolulu and Hil i rb pared maak 

Di 


Whereas there is ‘urgen the establishment of United States 
life-saving stations at at said two harbors: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Senate regontatives concurrings, ‘hat Hawaii, session of 
= House of ranges Congress of the 
FCC to pass such 
slation as may be to ne United States 
earings at Honolulu, on slant Oahu, and at Hilo, 
on the i ss gpm toons nag mae ear agente | within the 
Territory of Hawaii as may be designated the ties; 


further 
8 That a oni ay copy of this resolution be sent Nee the Secre- 
the the President of the Senate 


tary of of the United 
States, the Speaker o ‘the House of tives of the Unk United States, 
and to Hon. J. K. KALANIANAOLH, to Congress front the Terri- 

tory of Hawall. 


Tun SENATE OP THE TERRITORY or Hawai, 
Honolulu, Hawati, March 26, 1915. 


We hereb 2 certify that the fo ping resolution was this day adopted 


fm the Senate of the Territory of 
r CHAS. T. CHILLIXNGWORTH 
2 sof the Senate. 
ALBERT E. LLO 


Clerk of the Senate. 


| Tue HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
K OF THE TERRITORY OP HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 1, 1915. 


We hereby certify that the F. resolution was this day adopted 
in the House of Representatives of the Territory es Liat re 


H. 
Speaker House — ‘Represcntat ives. 
Epwarp W. 
Olerk House of Rapresenta hvis. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, which was 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed in the Recor, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution, 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, by the act entitled “An act 


to vide for cooperative cultural extension work between 
ae proved July 2 1862 ant of acts supplement 
u of ac 
thereto, and United S Department of Agriculture,” app 
9 known as the -Le law, has 


ture and home 
Wess 18. the’ Territory of Hawall has an 1 coll receiving 
the en to the act of the 
proved July 2, 1862, and the cost and culty of travel between 
se s of the Territory of Hawaii 
the extension o ces of said college to — — 
commun! and individuals within the Territory; and 


o language of the said Smith-Lever Act limits the benefits 
Suas to the several 1 and by implication excludes the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii: Therefore be it 
Hawaii (the House of 
Representatives nited States 
be requested -to so 
sage — of Hawail, through the College of Hawalli, to benefit therefrom 


= 1 manner and to the same extent as the several States; and 
olved, That co of this resolution be sent to the President and 
Vice President of the United States, the Speaker of the House of 


—— and to the Delegate to the Congress from Hawaii. 


Tue SENATB OF THR TERRITORY OF HAWAL, 
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 27, 1915. 


8 hereb; eal Rear ei that the 2 resolutlon was this day adopted 


of the Territory of 
CHAS. T. CHILLINGWORTE, 
President of “the Be Senate. 
Craus L. 


ROBERTS, 
Clerk of the Senate. 


Tue House or 8 
or THE TERRITORY of HAWAII, 
Honolulu, Hawatt, April 27, 1915. 
hereby certify that the foregoing resolution was this day adopted 
in the House of Representatives of the rere of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
orp, as follows: 

House joint memorial T-A. 
To the Senate and House uar. of ne Lar eaaa of the United States of 

America in dere 

Your memorialists, the ra of the Territory of Alaska, do 
most respectfully represent that— 
tee — yo the period 1800 71816. 
he United $ States — and this 

hich prevail to an alarming 


eo sal pict giles pis pas TAG A te 
medical relief from the Government, while the natives of Alaska have 
not been provided for in this res ; and 


Whareee the eee a te E stent ack cole 
0 
desired 


extent among 


native races, but the 


essential, at this when heavy immigra- 
.. ted, due to the activities in connec- 
with the constru of proposed Government 


ts in other es: 


the the Territ 
Resowed by 5 ory 3 


petition 
tives of the Minited S States of Ame: in © —— sooty 0 Appro- 
peinte the sum Brey — at least $125, N “the. 5 of wen 


in each Terri „ and th apne a 
service for the natives of Alaska somewha "similar ‘to 
to Indians of other sections 


of the United States; and de 1 it 


Resolved, That a copy hereof sent to the honorable Secretary of 
the Interior, President of the United States Senate, to the Speaker of 


1915. 
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the United States House of Representatives, and the Hon. JAMES 
WICKERSHAM, Delegate to Congress from Alaska. 
Passed the house March 24, 1915. 


Earnest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House, 
Attest: 
Banur Keown, 
Clerk of the House. 
Passed the senate April 17, 1915. 
Dan A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint memo: No. 
— ve the Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session 

ereof, 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 6th day of May, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL,] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 

Scerctary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 21. 


To the President and the honorable Senate and House of Representa- 
tives in Congress assembled: 


We, gout memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 

do most respectfully and earnestly represent that— 

Whereas Seward Peninsula, which has increased the world's production 
of gold over $70,000,000, is without adequate means of transporta- 
tion from its seaports to the interior through the suspension of the 
operation of the Seward Peninsula Railroad, the only road to the 
interior of the peninsula; and 
hereas it is impossible to mine the enormous low-grade placer gold 
deposits of the Kougarok and interior of said peninsula without 
cheaper transportation facilities : 


Now, therefore, we, your memorialists, respectfully ask that the 
Senate and House of Kepresentatives in Congress assembled will appro- 
priate sufficient funds or direct the expenditure of any unused portion 
of the $55,000,000 now appropriat for railroad construction in 
Alaska for the purpose of providing railroad transportation facilities 
from tidewater of ring Sea to the town of Seios; Ko ‘ok min- 
eee which is the center of the intcrlor mining section of said 
peninsw 

Be it resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, to the 
honorable Secretary of the Interior, Franklin K. Lane, and to the Hon. 
JAMES WICKERSHAM, Delegate from Alaska to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 

And your memortalists will ever pray. 

Passed the house April 22, 1915. 

Earnest B, COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry Krowx, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
Passed the senate April 27, 1915. 
Dax A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate, 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Fecretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint memorial No. 
a of ne Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session 

ereo 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 5th day of May, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 


Record, as follows: 
House joint memorial 5. 


To the Congress of the United States of America: 
aan Legislature of the Territory of Alaska respectfully represents 


Whereas it is desirable that surveys be made by the Government of 
the native villa in Alaska in order that the claim of each house- 
holder or of the head of each family in said villages be clearly defined, 
marked, and recorded ; and 

Whereas such determination of individual ownership would be an im- 
8 step toward the civilization of the Alaskan natives: There- 
ore 
The Legislature of the Territory of Alaska in legislative session 

assembled respectfully urges upon the United States Congress the need 

for the enactment of such legislation as will render possible segregation 
surveys of native e in Alaska whenever such action is advisable. 
For this your memorialists do ever pray. 
Tassed the house April 7, 1915. 
Earnest B. COLLINS 
Speaker of the House. 


Barry Krowx, 
Chicf Clerk of the House. 


Passed the senate April 14, 1915. 
Dax A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


I, Charles E. Dayidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint memorial 
ne. 5 or the Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session 

ereof, 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed 
at Juneau, the capital, this 3d day of May, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Rxconb, as follows: 

House joint memorial 4. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress asacmbled: 


Your memoriatists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Alaska, respectfully represent 

That the act of Con approved May 14, 1898, entitled “An act 
extending the homestead laws, etc., to Alaska,” and the act of Congress 
amendatory thereof approved March 3, 1903 (30 U. 8. Stat., 409, and 
32 U. S. Stat., 1028, vely), provide, inter alia, that between 
homestead, soldiers’ additional homestead, and trade and manufacturing 
site surveys abutting on navigable waters a shore space of 80 rods, 
direct measurement, must be reserved from entry. 

That in practical operation the intent of said provision of law 
(which was to prevent monopolization of shore fronts on navigable 
waters) is largely nullified, to the advantage of corporations, companies, 
associations, and individuals. 

That although theoretically it prevents the monopolization of shore 
frontage, in reality it does not. Vhile it is true that it does prevent a 
monopolization by title, it does not as to occupancy and use by adjoin- 
ing claimants when it is to their interest to exercise control of the 


same. 

That by such provision of law a sipgle claimant may obtain practical 
control of as extensive a shore frontage as may be desired at a trifling 
expense by procuring title to small tracts at lawful intervals by scrip- 
ping them with soldiers’ additional homestead 5 8 no occupancy of 
or improvements pane required in connection with such claim. By 
such means it is feasible not only to obtain practical control of exten- 
sive water frontage, but to debar others from establishing 3 
canneries, or other enterprises within the limits that a single claiman 
wishes to control: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Alaska, That 
we respectfully and earnestly petition your honorable body to repeal the 
aforesaid act in so far as it relates to reserve spaces along the shores 
of nayigable waters and substitute instead easements for all classes of 
valid claims and rights of way, of whatsoever sort, along said navigable 
waters and as far inland as conditions may require, the easements to 
include wagon roads, railroads (both steam and electric), 3 
telephone, and clectric power lines, pipe lines, flames, tunnels, ditches. 
etc. The easements should also provide for the cro over or under 
other previous rights of way for any purpose, but in such manner as 
not to obstruct or interfere with the proper operation of such inter- 
cepted right of way: Be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the President of 
the United States. the President of the United States Senate, the 
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands of the United States Senate, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the honorable JAMES WICKERSHAM, Delegate to Congress 
from Alaska, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Passed the House March 10, 1915. 

Earnest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry Krowx, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
Passed the senate April 17, 1915. 
Dax A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
UXITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

1, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint memorial No. 
4 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session 


thereof. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
ay, A. 1915. 


great seal of Alaska, at Juneau, this 3d day of 
CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 


[SEAI] 
Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to 
the Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Rxconb, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 14. 

To His Eacellency the President and the honorable the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the ture of the Territory of Alaska in sec- 

oaa; 2 session assembled, do most respectfully and earnestly repre- 

sen at— 

Whereas communication by water between the Pacific coast ports of 
Seattle, Tacoma, and Fran and seaports on the southeastern 
and southwestern coast of Alaska is not interrupted during the entire 


Fier; and many large steamers ply the waters between these ports; 
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Whereas communication between Juneau and the towns of Tenakee, 
e cy ee eon Fg 72 * by r. Ten and gasoline launches is 
continuous during entire year; 

Whereas communication between the owak of Ketchikan and Wran 
and the towns of Shakan, Cra keen, Sulzer, and many other 
portant towns on the west coast of 5 of Wales Island is also con- 
tinuous 5 the entire year; and 

Whereas the building of by the Government will cause ns of 
thousands of 35 — to establish their residence in the 2 
and Valdez, rdova, and other towns in southwestern Alaska 
a 


Whereas the parcel-pos Dank of ore does not at the present time 
apply to the 8 0 nd the residents thereof suffer 
3 by reason of having to to ay a flat rate on all 

from the Territory to the ee on all parcels shi to 


Wi 


zones shal diate to other po 

which is 3 miles distant ‘man Juneau ; Treadwell, 33 
Thane, 4 miles, would be within the first zone 
Haines, which is 86 miles distant from Juneau; 
Petersburg, 120 miles; and Wrangell, 136 miles, woul includ 
in the second zone; and the town of Yakutat, which is 2 280 miles 
tant from Juneau, ‘would be in the third zone; the towns of Katalla 
and Cordova would be within the fourth zone; the towns of Valdez 

Kodiak. Seldo and 


and Seward within the fifth zone; the towns of via, 
Knik would be in the sixth zone, with a rate per d on parcels 
thereto and therefrom as pr for zones wi 


mailed 
Whe hg Forged 7 8 th te tage cels iled fro 
oreas a e present time the rate oi on ator mn m 
Juneau to any of the above poin W cents per pound, regard) 
distance : Therefore 
We, your pied to the be would respectfully suggest tha 
gones as a S system Within the Gaited 12 Tne be 
establis in 8 of where communication 
at Jun is — ad hroughout the 5 year, with a distributing 
a eau; 
d we, memorialists, = ever pra 
Passed the se Me 


nate April 20, 1 
Dan A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 


Passed the beuse April 26, 1915. 

EanxxST B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 

Attest: 


Y Krown, 
Chief Clerk of the House, 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that the 
correct copy of senate joint memorial No. 14, 
by the ‘Alaska. Territorial ture at the second session 
Witness my hand Fry the seal pe the i gt of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 29th day of 3 1 1915. 
{SEAL.] 9 E. DAVIDSON 
Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Washington, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

THe Stare or WASHINGTON, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATS. 
Te 7 Fo Wom enone pronebte Salt DOE 


I. M. Howell, secretary of state of the State of Washington and 
custodian” of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care- 
oint memorial No, 5, 
paa goers by the fourteenth legislative 

memorial as 8 now on file 
in this office, and find the same to be a full, true, and correct copy of 
said original and of the whole thereof, together with all official in- 
dorsements thereon. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto 
the seal of the State of W ym Done at the capitol, at Olympia, 
I * of March, A. D. 1915. 

SEAL. 


mpared the annexed copy of House 
tive to o Calville Indian 3 Reserva 
session with the original copy of 


I. M. HOWELL, 

By 1 8 of State. 

- Grant HINEE, 
Assistant Secretary of State. 
House joint memorial 5. 

To the honorable the President of the United States of America, t 
honorable Senate and House o 5 of 4. United —— 
and the honorable Secretary of the Interior: 

We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the State of Washington, im legislative session assembled (14th 1 

session), ly represent and pray as follows: 


Whereas ion ig States Le f and threugh its Commissioner of 8 
Affairs an partme: d 


f Dece 
and other tribes of Indians for payment to them for lands 
ceded in the “ north half” of the Colville ian Reserve, now situate 
in Ferry and Okano; Counties, this State; and providin 15 allot- 
ments year them in t “south half,” or diminished Col dian 
Reserve. and for the 1 sale, and ae of the residue 
or unallotted lands therein, — ces and terms set forth in sai 
ment, the proceeds thereof to ee ae ced and 
VVV article 2 thereof, as fol- 
ows 
“Article 2. After the lands within the said diminished r 
been surve: to the en 


ve 
vided in 


s, the 
shall be classified, under the direction of the even of the Interior, 
as irrigable lands, grazing lands, timber lands, mineral lands, or arid 


lands, and 8 be appraised under their appropriate classes by legal 
subdivisions, with the one ae € the lands classed as minerad fants, 
which need not be appraised but shall be subject to location and dis- 
posal under the mineral-land laws of the United States, and upon com- 
pletion and classification and appraisement the ANAE shall be opened 
settlement and entry at not less than their appraised value A 
proclamation of the President, which proclamation shall prescri 
the manner in which these lands shall be oa a ppoe, 5 ane | 
entered by persons entitled to make en the Pro That 
the price of said Jands when entered shall be fixed by the 
ment herein provided for, which shall be in accordance with ru es and 
regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, upon 
the following terms: One-fifth ot the 88 pree: beds be paid in cash 
x the 88 ap Aen —— penne * . 
n one, two, ee, four, a ve years, 8, reapect! vely, from 
ae after the date of entry, and in case e fails te oe 
the annual payments, or any of them, promptly when due, all rights 
in and to the land covered F 
payments 5 made — 32 be forfeited and the 88 cel 
and the land shall be iaaea for sale and entry: vided further, 
That the lands ans ng 5 of at 565 of five years 
g of the ld lands highest 


from the openin entry shall be sold to the 

bidder for cash, at or 2 than ST oer per acre, under rules and reguia- 
tions to be E maong of the Interior, 1b that any 
lands r g unsold 10 years after said lands shall have — 


also DAP A „ pai sum of 1.500.000 ne 
the lands vacated and opened to settlement * ne the act o July 8 1892 
which amounts, together with the ed from the sales of 
the surplus lands of the said — shed — 5 5 shall be paid to 
Hery hereinafter provided.” 


and for said hye manner 
(Doc. No. 332, 59th Con * 
tes has passed an act entitled 


the s of 
“An act to authorize the sale an {lates has passed an act entitled 
lands of the ee Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of 
Pe oe ese oes purposes,” approved March 22, 1906 (34 
P- 

d act was Matten by er Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 
ratification of said agreement, and said act ratified and confirmed the 
a provided for 

cation, sale, and surpl 

land, in accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in 
article 2 of the aforesaid a ment; ne b; 1 11 of said act — 
was fu vided, the — of 


provided, reserve 
said lands such tracts for town-site * Ly his opinion may be 
may be inciaed tn any TOSTIS irrigation peuiect to be Slapeesd. ot 
may a e on n pro 
under the reclamation act of June fune 17, 19027 
Whereas there is about 2,500 Indians 
reservati 


‘ound to be entitled to allot- 
ments in said „ connection with the 


setting aside of said allotments was completed during the year inst 


and 
ereas the field work in connection leg — the aoe. of the 
6... Bice compisted Aeris Os past; and 
Whereas the residue lands should now be opened Lor sale and settlement 
— op ges a the said agreement and mig act of TRAEN: of March 
* „ an 
9 said reservation includes an area 25 1,500,000 
cres, and is of varied 1 consistin; agricul- 
tural, horticultural, and pass t lands, an 45 a aoe eral, Umber, and im- 
portant section of our State, and toj "settlement 
Anallotted lands as provided in said agreement, aan 
would mean an improved and producing and prosperous 
State, adding its wealth and 8 to the State and Nation; and 
Whereas justice to the le of this State demands the speedy opening 
of the residue lands sale and settlement as 8 Ai he afore- 
said agreement and the aforesaid act of Congress d the people 
of a local community can best be trusted to decide hat is for the their 
best interests and for policy which will best subserve the public in- 
terests: Therefore 
We most earnest] reapect tury ask that the said “ south half,” or 
diminished Colvile Indian Reser Reservation, be opened to sale and settlement 
without 5 and as n as possible and in accordance with 
180 the said pact of Con f£ March E mye. 
905, and the Ke 0 ro 0 
The of state 8 directed to immediate! A ng oS} a 
certified copy of this — to the Honorable President of the Uni 
Deh el Sot A RR AEE 
f * 
. E tae Senators ters and zY resentatives from this State. 
the house March 5, 1915. 
W._W. Con 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed senate March 9, 1915. 
ne Lovis F. Hart, 
President of the Senate. 
STATE or WASHINGTON, $3: 
Filed in the office of secretary of state pete 10, 1915, at 4.18 p. 
I. M. HOWELL, Secretary of ‘Stare. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 
Senate joint memorial 9. 
To the President of the United States, the United States Senate, and 
the United States House of Representatives. 
Your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
Territory of Alaska, most respectfully represent that 
the Secret: f the Interlor, in the case of the Miocene Ditch 
WS 48 . L B. 297) held that the provisions of sections 18 to 21, 
inclusive, * gt el March 3, 1891, 
the public lands for canals, ditches, an 
to lands within the District of Alaska, whil 


Treadwell Gold Minin: 
section 4 of the act of February 1 


ad reserve rights of way through 
ryoirs have no lication 
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ums, reservoirs, 1 plants, ditches, pipes, tunnels and 
` canals, within and across the national 8 of United 3 
Sa appi gro to and is operative in forest reserves in the District 
ska; the acts of Congress of 3 5 18.1501 (31 — hg 
son March 4, 1911 (36 pat 1 2 5 provide, among other things, for 
of th of way through the tlic lands, forests, and other reservations 
— . — United States, in certain national par’ for electrical 
ts, poles, and lines for the generation and distribution of elec- 
power, and for 9333 and telegraph purposes, and for 
—.— ditches, pipe and a lines, flumes, tunnels and ether con- 
dams, and reseryoirs used to promote 


rogaland ns governing such richts of way, under the provisions of said 

acts, but it is not stated bala a these acts sh apply to 8 
lands in the Territory of Alaska while it er never been directly 
held that the provisions of these — = not appl. iy it is a fact that a 
number of applications have been filed under these provisions, = 
they have never been 5 and, if the law as construed in thi 
Miocene Ditch Co. case, su is adhered to, it follows as a na natural 
consequence that the pro cia of said acts do not apply to public 
lands in Alaska. We, therefore, have the anomalous situation of a 
transmission line passing over lands in Alaska pariy within a na- 
tional forest and pary over adjoining public lands, being unable 
to receive a franchise for its entire line, a result which, y is believed, 
was not contemplated when the laws were enacted; and 

Whereas there are throughout the Territory of Alaska a large number 
of available and undeveloped power projects which can be develo 
and utilized as the demand for such industries increase—a number 
pf beim rojects are now developed to.a limited extent and are o t- 

nishing light and power to settlements in the Territory, 

be all of those located on lands outside of forest reserves have no 
title or ht under the law to use such lands, although they have 
expended in some cases large amounts of mone; 
ment—this condition is intolerable and should not be allowed to con- 
tinue, because it prevents capital from investing and retards the 
development of not only the available power projects but of other 
na resources in the Territory. 


We therefore most respectfully urge your honorable body to pass a 
ro agg law or laws providing for rights of way over all public pes 
th reserved and unresery for electrical p „ 

— the — pede and distribution of electrical power, and for tel 
and ph purposes, and for canals, ditches, pipes and yoo — 
flumes, tunnels, or other water conduits, and for water plants, — 
and reservoirs to promote irrigation, Enor Ei or quarrying or the 
manufacture or cutting of timber for lumber, or the Supplying of water 
for domestic, public, or any other beneficial suitable safe- 
owe against monopoly and with such aanlopen yy — will result in 
natural resources ng developed in the interest of all the people; 
and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy hereof be sent to the President of the United 
States; the President of the United States Senate; the Speaker of the 
United’ States House of Borers resentatives ; the chairman of the Committee 
n Public Lands of the United States Senate; the chairman of the Com- 
—— on Public Lands of the United States House of Representatives; 
ne Hon. JAMES WICKmRSHAM, Delegate to Congress from Alaska, and 


ry of the Interior, 
Adopted by aa senate April 20, 1915. 
Dax A. r 
t of the Reat, 
Attest: 
Atrrep E. Malin 
Secretary ae the Senate. 
Concurred in by the house April 26, 1915. 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, 
N 
Attest: 


x Keown 
Olerk of the House. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


I, Charles E. Davidson, Secretary of Alaska, do hereby that the 
above is a full, true, and correct of Senate joint m No. 9, 
omer pb the Alaska Territorial ture at the second session 

ereo 


Witness my hand e e gr esp of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 29th day of April, A. 1915. 

LSEAL. ] 4 CHARLES H. DAVIDSON 
Secretary of Alaska, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to 
the Gommittee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 24. 

To the pyre porns the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and —— House of Representatives in 
the Territory of Alaska, respectfully represent that 
Whereas the city of Fairbanks, in Territo of Alaska, is situated 

in the ED Pap t placer hg quartz 8 3 and 


Whereas the agricul possibilities of the through 
which the Tanana and Yukon per igen 156 are Sorsi being recognized 


own 
Whereas it has been decided by ar e of the es of banks that 
in the year 1917 in calobretion of opie 50 years of the tory of 
Alaska as a part of the United States, a great tion is to be 
held to be Pc as the “Alaska Semicentennial tion“; and 
Whereas it all ae urposed to advertise 
moet widely throughout the United States and elsewhere; an 
Whereas the said exposition will be of great benefit to the entire Ter- 


ritory of Alsat and particularly to the Tanana and Yukon River 
Valleys ie of bringing pona from all parts of the world to 
the * Gol erritory, thus exhibiting to them the 


eart” of the 
t bi in mining, agriculture, and other industries; and 
‘Wheres = Hon. Beng ICKERSHAM, te to Congress "from 
Alaska introduced into the House of resentatives of the 
United’ States a bill providing for an app to in de- 
fraying the expenses of the said Alaska Semicentennial tion. 


Now, bei your memorialists most respectfully pray that 
will be pleased to 2 and act favorable upon the appropria 
for said Alaska Semicen Exposition as asked for by the said Dele- 
gate to the House of Representatives from Alaska. 

Be it resolved, That a copy he 88 be transmitted to the President 
of the Senate of the Uni to the Speaker of the Honse of 
Representatives; to the Hon. spore 5 Delegate to the 
House of Representatives; to the honorable the Secretary of the 
acy dust 9 2 to the honorable the Secretary of Commerce of the 

Passed the house April 25, 1918. 

EARNEST B. COLLINS 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry Keown 
Chief Olerk of the House. 

Passed the senate April 26, 1913. 1 . 

President of the Senate. 


Attest: 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES OP America, Territory of Alaska, es: 
I, Charles E. Davidson, Secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 


the above is a full gh ie and correct c opy of house joint memorial 
—— 1 aat i by the Alaska Territorial gislature at the 1913 ses- 
on thereof. 


Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska affixed at 
Juneau this day of May, A. D. 1915. 
[SBAL,] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON 
Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Senate joint memorial 16. 


To His Bacellency, the President, and the honorable the Congress of the 
United States: 


e your memorialists, the lature of the Territory of Alaska, in 
second regular session assembled, do most respectfully and earnestly 
represent that— 

Whereas certain restrictions placed in the 1 err act of the Territory 
of Alaska whereby its legislative power is ited in the regulation of 
its fisheries ; and 

Whereas the yearly ‘value of our fisheries exceeds that of any Territorial 
industry ; and 

Whereas conservation of our fisheries is the most important matter 

affecting the welfare and prosperity of Alaska; and 

Whereas we believe that laws to regulate the fisheries can be best 
enacted by the people who are most 3 interested in the protec- 
tion of this great natural food supply: 

Now, therefore, we, your memorialists, do pray that the restrictions in 
our organic act be removed and that full control and regulation of our 
Aohore be granted to the Territorial Legislature of Alaska, and your 

emorialists would also ee that no law be enacted by the Congress 
of th the United States where righ ht or title be granted to any fish-trap 
site in Alaskan waters, or whereby any survey of such sites shall haye 
the authorization of Congress. 

And your memorialists “will ever pray. 

Passed the senate April 27, 1915. 
Dax A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the. ‘Senate, 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the house April 29, 1915. 
EARNEST B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry Know 
Clerk of “ihe House. 


UNITED STATES OF America, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, Charles E. Davidson, par graer dis = Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and co a. fe of senate joint memorial 
No. 16, paros by 'the Alaska Territori Legislature at the second 
session thereof. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this Ist day of May, A. D. 1915. 

[SBAL.] CHartes E. Davrpsox, 

Seeretary of Aleeka. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recoxp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 13. 
hat 8 the President and the honorable the Congress of the 


Your ear soniye aged porns pe tr Ps of the Territory of Alaska, in 
led, do most respectfully and earnestly 


cee = 

Whereas ple of this Territory are now de ed of the benefits 
of the Pes Bank System, which other States and Terri- 
tories now oy, an 
ereas 3 the small pona in Be Territory are without banks 


ve of t benede n not only to the smaller towns but to the resi- 
Rents of . entire Territory: Therefore, 
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We, your memorialists, would respectfully ig moa and petition His 
Excellency the President and the honorable the Congress of the United 
States that the operation of the system of postal savings banks be 
extended to include the Territory of Alaska. 

And for a favorable consideration of this memorial we, your memo- 
rialists, will ever “ap 

Passed the senate April 20, 1915. - 
Dax A, SUTHERLAND, 

President of the Senate. 

Attest: 

ALFRED E. MALTBY. 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the house April 26, 1915. 
Barnest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry Keown 
Clerk of the House. 
UNITED States OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, s8: 

I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of senate joint memorial 
ao S pasaon by the Alaska Territorial slature at the second ses- 

on thereof. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 29th day of April, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON 

Secretary of Alaska. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 2. 
To his Hrcellene the President and the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the slature of the Territory of Alaska, in 
second SARUT session assembled, do most respectfully and earnestly 
represent— 

hat the citizenship of Alaska are a leone | peepi and fully 
capable of adjusting their own affairs through representative 

y. Under the organic act creating a legislative assembly in the 
Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, and for other 
purposes, we, the people of Alaska, did not have the powers of 1 = 
tion aronga the above-mentioned enabling act that all other Terri- 
torial people of the United States have enjoyed. 

We therefore pray for the fuller rights conferred upon the people 
of other Territories by the several acts of Congress pe ing thereto. 
In other words, we most earnestly pray that Congress amend the 
Alaska Territorial enabling act to the end that the peopia of Alaska, 
through their resentatives, may have the wer to enact laws as 
fully as the people of the Territories of New Mexico, Arizona, Nevada, 
Montana, and Oklahoma, and many other Territories in the United 
States have nogen and that of Porto Rico and the Philippines have, 
of the outlying Territories. 


The propis of Alaska understand that the President of the United 
States is heartily in favor of ting the request herein set forth, 
Passed the senate March 31, 1915. 
DAN A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 


ALFRED E. MALTBY 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Passed the house April 8, 1915. 
Earnest B. COLLINS 
Speaker of the House. 


test : 
Barry Keown, 
Clerk of the House. 


Unitap STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, 33: 

I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of the Territory of Alaska, do hereby 
certify that the above is a full, true, and correct copy of senate joint 
memorial No. 2, passed by the Alaska Territorial slature at the 
second session thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the Territory of Alaska at Juneau, this 10th day of 
April, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL.] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 


Recorp, as follows: 
House joint memorial 20. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legisiative Assembly of the Territory of 
Alaska, respectfully represent— 

That by the se of the Alaska Northern Railroad the Govern- 
ment becomes the owner of 80 acres of land in the heart of the town 
of Seward; and as the west side of said land can in no way be used 
for railroad purposes, we ask that 10 acres of the west side of said land 
be deeded to the town of Seward for public-school purposes, and for 
the favorable consideration of this petition, 

Your memorialists shall ever pray. 

Passed the house April 22, 1915, 

Earnest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry Keown, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 

Passed the senate April 27, 1915. 

Dan A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 


Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint memorial No. 
2 of a Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session 

ereof. 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 4th day of May, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL.] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 


House joint memorial 25. 


Resolred by the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, That we do 
hereby respectfully tition the Congress of the United States that 
necessary appropriation be made for, and immediate construction ordered 
for, a capitol building for the Territory of Alaska at Juneau, for the 
accommodation of the Territorial legislature and all Federal and Terri- 
torial offices, except Federal courts, 

Passed by the house April 24, 1915. 

Earnest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest : 
Barry Keown, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 


Passed by the senate April 28, 1915, 
Dan A. SuTHERLAXD, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UNITED STATES or America, Territory of Alaska, ss: 


I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint memorial No. 
5 se Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session 

reof, 

Witness my hand and the seal of the Territory of Alaska, affixed at 
Juneau, the capital, this 4th day of May, A. D. 1915. 

[SBAL.] CHARLES E. DAVIDSON, 

Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the Rec- 
orp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 12. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Alaska, respectfully represent that the act of Congress preven pril 
24, 1912, entitled “An act to create a Legislative Assembly the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, to confer 1 ative power thereon, and for other pur- 
poses,” provides that the authority therein granted to the legislature to 
alter, amend, modify, and re laws in force in Alaska shall not 
extend to * * * “Ana provide for the construction and main- 
tenance of roads, the establishment and maintenance of schools, and the 
care and support of insane persons in the District of Alaska, and for 
other purposes (34 Stat. L., 192); and 
Whereas the public schools established and maintained under the said 

act of Con; are the public schools in Alaska for the education of 

white children and children of mixed blood who lead a civilized life, 

residing outside of incorporated towns in the Territory ; and 
Whereas said schools are wholly supported from moneys derived from 

taxes on business and trade in the Territory, and disbursed through 

the “ Alaska fund” in the United States Treasury (34 Stat. L., 192: 

35 Stat. L., 601; and act approved March 3, 1913), which said 
“Alaska fund ” is entirely without the control of this legislature ; and 
Whereas the welfare of the public schools, both within and outside the 

incorporated towns of the Territory, imperatively requires that they 

be coordinated and placed under one eral system: and 
Whereas it is to the best interests of the Territory of Alaska that the 

moneys e e the said “Alaska fund be paid into the treasury 

of the ory of Alaska and disbursed under the direction of the 
Territorial legislature, as it of right ought to be: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Legislative. Assembly ot the Territory of Alaska 
That we do hereby earnestly and respectfully petition the Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States of America, in Congress 
assembled, that the Legislature of the 5 Alaska be given 
jurisdiction over the schools above referred to; t the Legislature of 
the Territory of Alaska be given authority to alter, amend, modify, and 
repeal the laws providing for taxes on business and trades in the- Ter- 
ritory ; and that the moneys com the said “Alaska fund” be paid 
by the clerks of the ct co into the treasury of the Territory of 
Alaska, to be disbursed under the direction of the Territorial sla- 
ture; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the President of 
the United States, the President of the United States Senate, the 
Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, and the IIon. 
JAMES WICKERSHAM, Delegate to the House of Representatives from 


Passed the house April 14, 1915. 


EanxxkST B. Couurxs, 
Sycaker of the House, 


Barry Keown, 
Chief Olerk of the House. 
Passed the senate April 21, 1915. 
Dan A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate, 
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Ustren Stares- OF AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, se: 

I. Charles F. Davidson, secretary of do hereby: cert! that 
the above is a full, true, and meat A copy of house joint memo No. 
5 of 98 Alaska: Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session: 

erco: 

Witness my hand and the seal of the 1 of Alaska, affixed at 
gunean the capital, this 4th day of May, 9 D. 1915. 

Lsnab. J CHARLES E. DAVIDSON; 
Secretary of Alaska. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Alaska Territorial Legislature, which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


House joint resolution 10. 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legiélature of the Territory of Alaska, do 
most respectfully and earnestly represent that— 

Whereas the town of Nome, Alaska, is the leading 2 2.800 of north- 
western. Alaska, and has a tion of approximatel Fg ee 
that it is the seaport and metropolis of a 880.0000500 1 
last 15 years has produced e 000 in gold” and 
2 romises to continue the mer sage ae re of the. gold reserve of the 

nited States for many years in the future; and 

Whereas Nome is situated on a low shore at a shallow beach 8 
to fierce storms; which have frequently caused the destruction of the 
various: wharves,. Searing rope ae and buildings” situated: on: its water: 
front, and n its shipping facilities; and 

Whereas for the protection of the city and its industries it is necessary” 
that a breakwater be erected on the seaward side of approximately 
4,000 feet ot its water front; and 

ereas the cost of would be more where De: 


erecting. such a breakwater 
tre can expend out of its own resources, or should be required t 


Now, therefore, y respectfully tio 
our honorable bodies ‘that 1 ee appropriation be made e, the 


n 
8 States Tr necessary breakwater 
rotect the town of — — the waves of Behring Sea. 
B. 


‘assed the house April 14, 1915. 
EARNEST Se =) = 
Speaker of the House. 


Attest: 
Barry KEown, 
Chief: Olerk of the House. 
Passed the senate April 21, 1915. 
Dax A, SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 


E. MALTBY; 
Secretary of the Senate. 


UxNivep STATES or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 
I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify tha’ 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint 3 
ne 1 — . n Territorial Legislature, passed at the second ses-- 
on 
eee ce the seal of the 5 affixed 
at Juneau, the capital, this 4th day of ar, 2 AL D. 1 
[SBAL.] 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Utah, which was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and ordered to be: printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

House joint memorial 3. 


A memorial to the Congress of the United States of America petiti 
the United States Government to make a of the Ashley Nai 
Forest certain lands formerly within the tah Indian: Reserva 


To. the Senate and House of Representatives: of the United States in 


Congress assembled: 
Your memorialists, the governor and the Legislature of the State of 
Utah, respectfully represent that 
Whereas certain lands located in Wasatch, Duchesne; and Uintah Coun- 
ties, in the State of Utah, and formerly within the boundaries of Haat 
5 3 held VENIN KER 


damage: 

Now, therefore, the governor and the 
—— made 8 bie! the Ashley” Notional Forest and 
placed under Hage control of the Forest Service. 

Approved March 16, 1915. 


STATE OF UTAH, 
SECRETARY of Srarn's Orrice:. 
I; as Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 


That the forego: memorial is a full, trae, complete of the 
ori 1 thereof, w F000 
of State of Utah on the 16th day of March, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set 


hand and affixed. 
great seal of the State of Utah this 21st day of June, A. D. 1915. baal | 


[SEAL] Davip MATTSON, 
Secretary of State. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial 
of the Legislature of Utah, which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game and 


ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


ee | 


Senate joint memorial No. 5, relating to the destruction of certain wild 
animals. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States: 

Your memorialists, the governor and the Legislature of the State of 

Utah, respectfully represent that— 

Whereas in the Western States, bors as: the publicland States, the 
losses of live stock and poultry due to the attacks of n wolv 
3 3 and bears amount to not less than $15,000, 
ann 

Whereas lu th —— western public-land ae — . county, and 
stockmen do now and have for years bounties and used 
other . bring about the eradica — oft —— carntvorous wild: 


Whereas in these western public-land States there is now withdrawn 
from settlement in some form or other approximately 225,000,000 
acres of Federal land, which land Sarut hrern the principal breeding 

d and refuge of these carnivoro animals t 
em to-increase numbers in pc as of Ta efforts made by State, 
county, ai and stockmen to exterminate them: Now, e be it 


es, 
n these western Reese tes in order that the meat su r 
increased and the: 


encou 
Approved March 1, 1915. 


STATB-OF Uran, 
SECRETARY OP STATWS Orrice. 


5 David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 


That the for morial is: a full, d complete copy of 
the original ST En was filed in the o — of the secretary of 
jstate of the State of ‘Utah on the Ist day of March, A. D. 1915. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my papa and affixed the 
eren seal of the State of Utah this 21st day of June, A. D. 1915. 
[SEAL] DAVID MATTSON 
Secretary of State. 


| ‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a: joint memorial of 
the Legislature of Utah, which. was referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining and ordered to be printed in the RECORD,. 
as follows: 

Senate joint memorial 1. 


A ti — the enactment the Congress of the United States of 
neues use bill No. 25803. introduced by Mr. Foster. 


To tlie 550 rons ere of Representatives of the United States in 


Congress assemb' 
Your memorialists, the governor and the Legislature of the State of 
Utah, respectfully represent that— 
ereas there is no in Congress H. R. 15869, introduced b; 
N Foster, entited A in to provide for the establishment an 
maintenance of mini. t and mine-safety stations for mak- 
ing investigations — . — information saong employees 
in mining, quarrying, ren aa and other mine industries, 
and for other purposes“; and 
| Whereas the purpose of this bill is.“ to improve conditions in the min- 
g. metall cal, and other. mineral industries, safe- 
among emplo; S waste of re 
advancement of these 


Whereas ais ee legislation will be of very great importance to 
Utah an p Bropowed 1e mining: States by Sipora of prat sea mine- 
safety 0 and mine-rescue work, and also by reason of — 
commercially valuable bodies of low-grade ore which can 
now be worked for want of suitable processes; and 
Whereas the mining industry has hitherto not received from the Fed- 
eral Government the recognition and aid that its importance deserves, 
and has therefore been deprived of the encoura ement which has 
eie piara She beneficiel lis the coe of agriculture and 
ereas this bill will broaden the scope of the United States prose of 
— and will enable it to undertake much-needed work in the be- 
| half of the metalliferous . instead of being practically restricted 
| —— coal mining as heretofore 


nfi- 
t aea — public: benefit, not only to 
the mining States. but to ‘the entire Nation: 

Therefore we, ea and Legislature of the State of Utah, 
respectfully memo: the Congress of the United States 
to enact: the Waren d Foster bill into law. 

Approved 1915. 
STATE or UTAH, 
SECRETARY or Statp’s Orrice, 


David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 


That the 8 memorial is a full, true, and complete copy e of the 
was filed in the office-of the secretary of state 

of beate Det en „ 1515. 

whereof I hereunto’ set my hand and affixed the 
erie ai or the Btate of Utal this 2ist day of June, A. D. 1915. 
i BEAL. Dayip MATTSON. 
t z Secretary of State. 

| ThePRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint memorial of 

the Legislature: of Utah, which was referred to the Committee 

on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Zz Senate joint memorial 4. 

A asking f liberal nati ey im the dispositi 
tere e pirane ya that 8 — of the 
State of Utah be made available for development. 

To the President of the United States and to the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled: 


Those who own their homes constitute the strengtu and power of our 
Government and the hope and promise of the Republic. 
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the tion 
8 been funda 
development in the United 
States, which is without parallel in the world’s history. 


We believe that the vestment of pro 
of liberal policies in the d tion o 
mentally responsible for the growth 


rty ‘hts thro 
the public lands 
an 


The soil has anea our greatest wealth, and the farms have con- 
tributed loyal citizens, whose substantial enduring patriotism is the 
bulwark of the Nation. 

Rejoicing in the growth and development, the power and prestige of 
the older States of the Union, and recognizing that their advancement 
was made possible 7 the beneficient o tion of a wise and most 
generous public-land policy on the part of the Government, the people 
of Utah view with alarm and apprehension the national tendency 
toward the curtailment of the former liberal policies in handling the 
public domain and disposing of the natural resources, as evidenced in 
the vast land withdrawals and the pending legislation, calculated to 
make our coal, our mineral, and our water-power resources chattels for 
Government exploitation through a system of leasing. 

In harmony with the spirit and letter of the land grants to the 
National Government, in perpetuation of a poney that has done more 
to promote the generan welfare than any other policy in our national 
life, and in conformity with the terms of our enabling act, we, the 
members of the Legislature of the State of Utah, memorialize the Presi- 
dent and the Congress of the United States for the speedy return to the 
former liberal national attitude toward the public do n, and we call 
attention to the fact that the burden of State and local government in 
Utah is borne by the taxation of less than one-third the lands of the 
State, which alone is vested in private or corporate ownership, and we 
hereby earnestly urge a policy that will afford an oppactatty to settle 
our lands and make use of our resources on terms of equality with the 
older States, to the benefit and upbuilding of the State and to the 
strength of the Nation. 

Resolved, That copies of this memorial be engrossed and forwarded, 
one each to the President, the Senate, and House of 5 
and to Utah's congressional delegation with request that they use every 
legitimate effort to promote the objects of said memorial. 

Approved March 15, 1915. 


STATE or UTAH, 
SECRETARY OF STATE'S OFFICE. 
I, David Mattson, secretary of state of the State of Utah, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing memorial is a full, true, and complete copy 
of the original thereof, which was filed in the office of the secretary of 
state of the State of Utah on the 15th day of March, 1915. 
In 8 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Utah this 21st day of June, A. D. 1915. 
[SBAL,] Dayip Marrsox, 
Scoretary of State. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a concurrent reso- 
lution of the Legislature of Colorado, which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Record, as follows: 


STATE OF COLORADO, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Colorado, ss: 


I, John E. Ramer, secretary of state of the State of Colorado, do hereby 
certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript of the 
senate concurrent resolution No. 5; that the grant of the Grand Junc- 
tion School heretofore made to the State of Colorado by the United 
States for educational purposes be enlarged so as to include charitable 
and other purposes, which was filed in this office the 9th day of April, 
A. D. 1915, at 2.35 o'clock p. m., and admitted to record. 

In 8 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of t SAE of Colorado, at the city of Denver, this 12th đay 


of April, A. D. 
[SEAL.] Jxo. E. RAMER, 
Secretary of State. 
By GEORGE M. WILLIAMS, 
Deputy. 
Senate concurrent resolution 5. (By Senator Kluge.) 


That the nt of the Grand Junction School heretofore made to the 
State of Colorado by the United States for educational purposes be 
enlarged so as to include charitable and other purposes. 


Whereas, by section 5 of chapter 140, approved April 4, 1910, the 
Sixty-first Congress of the United States of America did grant to the 
State of Colorado the property known as the Grand Junction School, 
Aere y the lands, bulld i and fixtures praia to said school, 

rovided that said lands an buildings sho be held and maintained 

y the State of Colorado as an institution of learning, and that Indian 
pupils should at all times be admitted to such school of charge 
of tuition and on terms of equality with white pupils; and 

Whereas the 1 2 of the State of Colorado did duly file an accept- 
ance of said grant with the Secretary of the Interior in accordance 
with the terms and conditions of said grant, and the said school has 
a under the control of the State of Colorado since said acceptance ; 
an 

Whereas the State of Colorado has now five separate institutions of 
learning that are in active operation in different parts of the State, 
and the needs of which, financially, are constantly increasing; and 

Whereas the State of Colorado has only one asylum for the insane, 
being the insane asylum located at Pueblo, Colo., and said asylum is 
now greatly overcrowded and there is not room for the insane patients 
of the State; and 

Whereas costs and charges for transporting patente from that part of 
Colorado west of the Continental Divide the said insane asylum 
are excessive and constitute an undue burden upon the people of the 
western slope of Colorado; and 

Whereas the said the Grand Junction Indian School is centrally located 
on the said western slope so as to accommodate patients from that 
portion of the State: Now, therefore, be it J 
Resolved by the senate of the twentieth general assembly (and the 

house of representatives thereof concu: g), t the Congress of the 

United States be, and it is hereby, requested to enlarge the grant hereto- 

fore made by it to the State of Colorado of said the Grand Junction 


School so as to vest the title thereto in the State of Colorado, and to 


provide that the same may be used for such purposes as the General 
Assembly of Colorado may provide. Be it further 

Resolved, That ay certified copies of this resolution be forwarded to 
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States and 
to the President of the Senate of the United States and to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and that this resolution be entered of record of the 
twentieth general assembly; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be forwarded to the Repre- 
sentatives of Colorado in the Congress of the United States. 

Approved April 9, 1915, 11.50 a. m. 

Moses E. Lewis 


President of the Senate. 
PHILIP B, Stewart, 
Speaker of the Hause. 
GEORGE A. CARLSON, 
Governor of the State of Colorado. 


(Indorsed :) Filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State 
of Colorado on the 9th day of April, A. D. 1915, at 2.35 o'clock p. m. 
Joun E. RAMER, 
z Secretary of State. 
By Geornce M. WILLIAMS, 
Deputy. 

Filing clerk, A. S. D. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of Massachusetts and the memorial of Dr. Josephine 
Walker, of New York, N. Y., remonstrating against the exclusion 
from the mails of publications alleged to reflect upon forms of 
religion, which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the International Stereotypers 
and Electrotypers’ Local Union, of Boston, Mass., praying that 
an appropriation be made for the purchase of Mount Vernon 
and that it be opened to the people free of admission, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition of the Agricultural Congress, of 
Manila, P. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to permit 
the issuance of bonds for agricultural purposes in the Philippine 
Islands, which was referred to the Committee on the Philip- 
pines. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No, 1124, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Dekoven, Ky., remonstrating 
against the alleged persecution of J. R. Lawson, David Robb, Ben 
Richardson, Louis Zancanelli, and other miners in Colorado by 
the authorities of that State, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Illinois State Court of the 
Catholic Order of Foresters, of Chicago, Ill., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide for the retirement of civil- 
service employees, which was referred to the Committee on 
Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented petitions of the National Security League, 
of Chicago, Ill, and the Woman's Section of the Navy League 
of the United States, of Washington, D. C., praying for an in- 
crease in armaments, which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition adopted at the biennial encamp- 
ment of the Army and Navy Union of the United States, held 
in Atlantic City, N. J., praying for an advance in rank of cer- 
tain retired officers of the Navy, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. Clarence Walworth 
Backus, of Kansas City, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide for the retirement of volunteer officers of 
the Civil War, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the so-called sea- 
men’s law, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Business Woman's Civie 
Club, of Los Angeles, of the California Federation of Woman's 
Clubs, of Los Angeles, in the State of California, and of Post 
Office Clerks’ Union No. 1, of Chicago, III., and of sundry citizens 
of Bay City, Mich., praying for the printing of the findings of 
the Commission on Industrial Relations, which were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the West End Citizens’ Asso- 
ciation, of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against prohibi- 
tion in the District of Columbia without a referendum of the 
citizens thereof, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the International Stereotypers 
and Electrytypers’ Local Union, of Washington, D. C., praying 
for suffrage in the District of Columbia, which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented petitions of the Mississippi Valley Con- 
ference on Tuberculosis, held at Indianapolis, Ind.; the Massa- 
chusetts Antituberculosis League, of Boston, Mass.; the South- 
ern Antituberculosis Conference, held at Columbia, S. C.; and 
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the North Atlantic Conference on Tuberculosis, held at Albany, 

N. Y., praying for the creation of a commission to determine 

the etiological factors involved in the prevention of tuberculosis, 

which were referred to the Committee on Public Health and 

National Quarantine. 

He also presented a petition of the National Association of 
Vicksburg Veterans, of Chicago, III., praying for recognition of 
the proposed National Memorial and Peace Jubilee of Union 
and Confederate Civil War Veterans, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented resolution of the Woman’s Wilson-Marshall 
League, of Seattle, Wash., indorsing the conduct and manage- 
ment of the duties of his office by President Wilson and favor- 
ing his reelection to the Presidency of the United States, which 
were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Boston, 
Mass., praying that the United States protest against the official 
declaration by Italy of a blockade of the whole Albanian coast 
and asking the sympathy and cooperation of the United States 
in behalf of the Albanian people, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition from the governor and sundry 
other citizens of Oregon, praying for the disposition of the 
Oregon-California grant lands and remonstrating against the 
further increase of forest reserves in that State, which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Big 
Falls, Minn., praying for the Government manufacture of muni- 
tions of war, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion of Winona, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to fix a standard price for patented and trade-marked articles, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STERLING presented a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of South Dakota (the House 
of Representatives concurring) : 

Whereas there is now under construction a pat national highway 
leading from New York to Seattle and to San Francisco, which is 
being built as a memorial to Gen. Washington; and 

Whereas many hundreds of miles of this highway have already been 
constructed at a cost of millions of dollars to the people of the 
localities through which it passes; and 

Whereas a point on the Missouri River at the site of old Fort Randall, in 
the State of South Dakota, has been selected by the engineers in 
charge of this great enterprise as the most feasible point for crossing 
the Missouri River by this national highway: Therefore 
Resolved, That the Congress of the United States he, and it hereby 

is, earnestly petitioned to appropriate the necessary funds and to cause 

the construction of a suitabie bridge across the Missouri River upon the 
line of the said Washington Memorial Highway at said Fort Randall, in 
the State of South Dakota. 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate is hereby instructed to 
send copies of this concurrent resolution to each of the Senators and 
Representatives representing the State of South Dakota in the Con- 
gress of the United States. 

Mr. STERLING presented a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of South Dakota, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 

UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of South Dakota, ss: 

I, Frank M. Rood, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the an- 
nexed, to wit, senate joint resolution No. 1 and house joint resolution 
No. 18, were N by the 1915 session of the Legislature of the 
State of South ota, Yet ee by the governor, and that the same 
are now in full force and effect. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the great 
seal of the State of South Dakota, at the city of Pierre, this 5th day 
of March, 1915. 

[Sean] Frank M. Roop, 

Sccretary of State. 

A joint resolution (senate, No. 1) memoralizing Congress to take ac- 
5 75 looking to the comprehensive control and development of all 
streams. 

Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of South Dakota (the House 
of Representatives concurring), That, in view of the vast annual de- 
struction of life and property from floods, the menace due to the uni- 
versal subsidence of ground waters, the rapid exhaustion of our coal 
measures and timber — the extension of the use of electricity 
in commerce and domestic use, and for the general welfare, the Con- 
gress of the United States is respectfully petitioned to enact legisla- 
tion authorizing the President to proceed at once to the control of all 
streams of the United States for the prevention of floods, the con- 
servation of the ground waters, and the development of the water 

owers upon such streams, as well as the use of such streams for the 
rrigation of arid lands, upon such terms as will permit owners of 
lands benefited to ultimately repay the cost of such benefits. 

' House joint resolution 18. 

A joint resolution memoralizing Congress to make appropriations for 

the improvement of navigation upon the upper Missouri River. 

Be it resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of South 
Dakota (the Senate ct pear ion AA That the Congress of the United States 
is hereby memoralized and petitioned to provide that out of the moneys 


appropriated in the future by Congress for the improvement of naviga- 
on upon the Missouri River above the mouth of the Big Sioux River 
such part be expended as may be necessary to cut through the necks 
of land formed by bends in said river in central South Dakota, and 
known, commonly and geographically, as Big Bend and Little Bend, 
tively, and thus cut off some 26 miles of unnecessary boat travel 
at Big Bend and some 19 miles of unnecessary boat travel at Little 
Bend, and moreny make it feasible arouse such work to develop hydro- 
3 plants at such places either through State or private 
rise. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona. I present a petition of the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of Globe, Ariz., together with an estimate of 
engineers relatiye to the construction of a connecting roadway 
between the two Government bridges on the San Carlos Indian 
Reservation over the Gila and San Carlos Rivers in the State of 
Arizona. I ask that the memorial and accompanying letter 
addressed to my colleague and myself may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the letter and accompanying me- 
morial were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 


GLonn CHAMBER OF COMMERCE (INC.), 
Globe, Ariz., February 11, 1915. 
Hon. Henry F. AsHURST, Marcus A. SMITH, and Carn HAYDEN, 
Washington, D. C. 


GENTLEMEN : To me has been delegated by the Chamber of Commerce 
of Globe and a committee of citizens of Gila and Graham Counties 
the duty of Levies) before you reasons why Congress should make an 
appropriation of $40,000 for the construction of a connecting road be- 
tween the two Government bridges on the San Carlos Indian Reserva- 
tion, in this State, over the Gila and San Carlos Rivers. 

I would call your attention to the fact that the bridges are now 
absolutely useless to the Indians for whose benefit they were con- 
structed, for the reason that there is no road between them, no ap- 

roaches have been constructed, nor have the two short pieces of road 

n constructed 1 to connect them with the main road across 
the reservation, and would ask that you cause the Indian appropriation 
bill to carry a sum sufficient for this purpose. 

This body and the citizens of Gila and Graham Counties caused Mr. 
Julius Milton, one of the most capable engineers in the State, to survey 
this road and work and make estimates of the cost. Inclosed I hand 
you copy of his report showing cost, and under separate cover am 

‘orwarding you map and profile showing in detail what is necessary to 
complete this work. 

In order that the Indians or the public may denye any benefit 
from the bridges it is absolutely . that be done. As they 
now stand they are a total loss to the Government, Indians, and the 
public. 

Without these bridges being placed in commission it is impossible 
for the Indians to ford the Gila and San Carlos Rivers during a num- 
ber of months of each year, owing to quicksand and high water. 

There are large tracts of land on the reservation, susceptible of 
irrigation and cultivation, which could be utilized by the Indians if 
these bridges could be used, and the Indians would cultivate them and 
become practically self-sustaining. One tract alone is estimated to con- 
tain about 4,000 acres. (See Mr. Charles's report advising the con- 
struction of the bridges.) The Indians have attempted to irrigate and 
cultivate these lands at a great loss to themselves and the Government 
because of the fact that thay had to be abandoned and became an 
absolute loss, as the crops matured when the rivers were not fordable. 
If these pieces of road—less than 11 miles in lengthen the ap- 
proaches are built, so that the bridges can be used, the Indians will be 
able to irrigate and cultivate these lands, raise crops thereon, be in 
direct communication with the agency, and be in a position to market 
their crops and to have their grain ground at the mill located at the 
agency at San Carlos. 

Placing these bridges in use will put the Indian agent in closer touch 
with the Indians than heretofore, enable him to control them more suc- 
cessfully, give them the benefit of school facilities, teach them habits of 
industry, bring them under civilizing influences, and thus make them 
self-sustaining. 

The reservation contains vast areas of timberland upon which is a 
large amount of matured timber. If these bridges were made avail- 
able, the matured timber would be more accessible, making it easier for 
the department to market the matured timber now ready for use. This 
matured timber will not increase in value because of future growth and 
it will be a benefit to the growing timber upon the reservation to re- 
move the matured timber and market it, thus creating a large fund for 
the benefit of this tribe of Indians. 

The bridges will also make the portion of the reservation containing 
the timber areas accessible in case of forest fires and place the Govern- 
ment, the Indians, and the community here in a position where they 
can properly protect the forest from fire. 

Owing to the fact that these rivers can not be forded at times, the 
agency has been compelled in some instances to ship in its firewood by 
rail from a considerable distance. If these bridges were in use, the 
Indians would cut and haul, by their own labor, all firewood used at the 
agency, thus giving employment to a considerable number of Indians 
for several months each year, This is also true with respect to driv- 
ing beef cattle to the agency and the obtaining of many supplies used 
at the agency. 

It would place the Federal authorities in a position to properly man- 
age and control the Indians in case of disturbances. 

They would become of great benefit to the United States Government 
in the transportation of United States troops to and from the various 
forts in Arizona and particularly in case of serious outbreak on the 
Indian reservation. 

At this point it is about 56 miles across the reservation and the 
bridges are situate just about midway between the boundaries. 

Practically all of this road is in Graham County, and it is unable 
to stand the burden of constructing this piece of road, and Gila County 
can not expend money for this purpose outside its boundaries. 

The State is expending large sums of money in the construction of 
roads and bridges and building up a great highway system, of which 
this road should become a part. In so doing the State is making the 

d on the reservation valuable, creating markets for the timber, 
mineral wealth, and other products of the reservation, and doing her 
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part in the cliyilizing of the Indians, and it seems to us that the Indians 
and the Government should do their part, at least to the extent of 


piece of road to. make available: two cn. this res they 


r this small 
ready built. his res- 


Citizens of the ee 7 awe on 
ervation pay as a grazing tax into the fund: for: th 
an amount two or: three times greater each year than the 3 on 
ay to construct this piece of road. 
greater portion of this appropriation would go direct to na Indians 
as 8 nearly all of the labor would be performed the Indians. 
The: ridges would be of pa benefit to the State of Arizona and 
to the —— es of Gila and Graham in placing the mining district of 
Globe se 8 5 po oe of 15, 5,000 t 0 18. in direct 
connection by m roa e large: farm 
the Gila River, in tage ey Ca, E tt reservation Tying between these 


vicinity, and will give the Indians an additional market for crops. 
s piece of road will be a part of one of the: -transcontl- 
nental automobile bore which will —— y the elt Dam and 


posed 1 — 8 park or monument. 
In W None this is one ot the most desirable pieces of. work the 
Government could construct. 
It is hoped you will give this matter —— immediate attention and 
have the appropriation made at this session of Congress. 
Sincerely, yours, 
J. J. KEEGAN. 


GLOBE, Aniz., December 29, 1914. 
To whom it may concern: 


Will herewith t. my report as the engineer of location survey 
road between = Sen, Carlos River road bridge and: the 


of a wagon 
b over Gila River within San Carlos Indian. Reservation in 
G County, State of. Arizona: 


Line commences. at a potat: on the San Carlos to Globe liry pasde i 
south of San Carlos River: bridge. After crossing this bridge 
tra north: of. the river to the water- 


easterly along the-old Indian trail 
River to the bri and thence south t Ets 
wagon r In pee pe it is located a 
line in the reservoir of p San Carlos en 
Total length of line is Pio. O miles. 
Maximum grade is 10 per cent. 
MATERIALS, 
With the exce] — of 1 aseend from San Carlos River: bottom 


to th whi 
to- Gila ‘Riv te rock, the mate- 
drainage channels 


ints Aoro ait as 
gation project. 


River bridge, which material conglomera: 
tat along the line is a sandy clay and loam. The 
contain sand and gravel. 

SIXTERN-FOOT ROADBED. 
As os proposed wagon road in time will be 
system, I. will bs t and 8 
be desided on, and i on 
cost estimate. of construction, 
DRAINAGE, 


the — . rtion of the yee between mileposts 
5 the 2 side drainages, wh 


Miene Setar or Gila River: bottom land has a tendency spread ou 
over the ground surface and does not cut or en to any definite aie 
nel. This will necessitate barra a of chan and wing ditches to 
concentrate the water to 


t of Arizona State 
iors 2 16-foot roadbed 
I have based the 


With exce T roadbed on this portion 
of the line d close to . surface ll be sufficient and the 
structures at stake 3 FT 
to be eliminated’ and surface A saving of 
$7,000 will therewith be made. 
The d structures are of following design: 


Concrete slab deck bridges with 15-foot spans. 
Concrete reinforced box culverts. 
Ingot iron-pipe culverts. 


Cost estimate. 
Grading—Total embankment, 00 yards: 
Rock excavation, 1,400 yards, at Ne oe eee 
Barth excavation, 3 3.000 yards, at 25 cents. 
Earth panso , 38,800 yarda, yards, at a cents....___... 9,700 
N at 25 cent T5 
at 28 cents 200 
—— $12, 825 
Drainage structures. 
— 19, 544 
erts VR Per ear Re 
ingot iron culvert „„ TCC 23.119 
Brush cutting NDE EZ ͤ 8 250 
Four months Wngineering and nd superintendent 1, 200. 
387, 394 
By eliminating bri . 318, 389, and 399, sub- 
stitu same by ce crossing, the total cost of construction will 
tfully submitted. 
JULIUS MILTON. 
BRIDGE STRUCTURES, 
take length 60 feet—4 spans: 
Stake 96, 2 15 feet 1 
Stake 177, length 49 fe —3 —.— 
e ' 
Stake 211, length 15 feet—1 gwar 


Stake 334. len 
Stake 364; len 
Stake 389, length 


-_ length 20 
Stake 445 
Number of stru 


and the descent from low mesa 


CONCRETE BOX CULVERTS. 


Stake 61, size 4 fret by 4 feet, length 23 feet. 
Stake 67, size 5 feet by 10 feet, length 25 feet. 
Stake 113, size 4 feet by 4 feet’ length 23 feet. 
take 120, size 4 fee eet by 6 feet, length 18 feet. 
Stake 122, size 4 feet by 4 feet, length 18 pw 
Stake 264, size 4 feet by 10 feet, le 
Stake 275, size 4 feet by 8 feet, 8B rece 
Stake 347, size 4 feet by 5 feet, length 20 fee 
Stake , size 4 feet by 4 feet, length 20 feet. 
Stake 436, size 4 feet by 8 feet, length 22 feet. 
Stake 461, size 4 feet by 6 feet, length 24 feet. 
Stake 490, size 4 feet by 5 feet, length 28 feet. 
Number of stru A 


PIPE CULVERTS. 


Stake 32, size 30 inches, length 30 feet. 

Stake 49, size 24 inches, length 24 feet. 

Stake 90, size 30 inches, length 20 feet. 
Stake 101, size 30 inches, length 7 feet. 
Stake 135, size 30 inches, length 18 feet. 
Stake 165, size 24 i „ length 22 feet. 
Stake 171, size 24 inches, length 22 feet. 
Stake 194, size 80 inches, length 22 feet. 
Stake 215, size 30 inches, length 24 feet. 
Stake 217, size 30 inches, length 24 feet. 
Stake 248, size 30 inches, length 24 feet, 
Stake 251, size 30 inches, length 27 feet. 
| Stake 266, size 24 inches, length 18 feet. 
Stake 299, size 36 inches, length 22 feet. 
Stake 312, size 36 inches, length 25 feet. 
Stake 326, size 30 inches, length 18 feet. 
Stake 341, size 30 inches, length 24 feet.. 
Stake 350, size 36 inches, length 20 feet. 
Stake 352, size 86 inches, length 19 feet. 
Stake 355, — 24 inches, length 20 feet. 
| Stake 857, size 24 inches, length 30 feet. 
Stake 379, coe 24 inches, length 25 feet. 
Stake 385. size 36 inches, length 21 feet. 
Stake 411, size 30 inches, length 19 feet, 
30 Inches, length 19; feet.. 


Stake 413, 
Stake 


Stake 454, size 30 inches, length 22 feet. 
Stake 456, 30 inches, 


Stake 473, 

Stake 477, cise 30 inches, length 21 feet. 

Stake 479, size 30 inches, length 24 feet.. 
e 486. 36 ae length 26 feet. 


Number of pipes, 36. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona. presented a. joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian, Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Rrcorp, as 
follows: 
To the President and the Congress of the United States: 
Your memorialists, the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona; 
in session convened respectfully represent that 
Whereas that portion of the White Mountain or San Carlos Indian Res- 
ervation, in the State of Arizona, lying south of the Salt or Black 
River contains-an area far in excess of t necessary to sustain and 
maintain the Indians beg) and maintained thereon ; and 
Whereas according to: the United. States census of 1910 there: are onl 
1,860 Indians residing and being maintained on that portion of —— 
reservation south of the sald Salt or Black River; and 
ereas the present area of said reservation south of said’ Salt or 
Black River 115 =e than 1,500,000 acres; and 
Whereas the area of said reservation, if reduced to the bounriaries 
hereinafter oe set forth, will be a ghar 600,000 and 700,000 


ere kere all of e farming lands w 
— pote Fling Gila and San Carlos 1 Riv — 
ter described boundaries and are cient to 3 several 
. — the number of Indians now on said reservation 
Whereas the Government sawmill operated for the benefit of these In- 
dians, together with nearly as the merchantable timber on said 
be- within boundaries 


reservation, of 2 reservation if 
established in accordance with 1 this memorial; and 

Whereas that portion. of ec hire = asked to be thrown opon is of 
no utility to said t for grazing. p. 1 these 
Indians have a 1 1 imited —— of. cattle and horses, and such 
reservation — ng reduced will contain a far greater acreage of 


these Indians can ever utilize ; 
ereas that a of reese reservation which would. be thrown. o 
contains many valuable mineral deposits and large areas of 
lands, which oond at once be occupied b; pet pets settlers an 
miners, and will maintain a 8 number 9 ple, who will be able 
to improve and develop this vast egy and and lve N to both 
the white man and the Indian: Now, thi 


Resolved risen tae House of pacifist N the Senate of the State 
te alee we call upon the President or the th 


to take such action as 
Lee a agp of said White 


to the area hereinafter described F 
mining location all that portion of said reservation — es of 
Black River and outside of the following described 


Salt or 

to: —.— 
at a eben Reserva the east paila gee A line ot the White a 

tale or Ban Caries tion 2 miles south of the page i engg r istant 
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Resolred, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the President 
of the United States; and be it further 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to our Repre- 
sentatives in Congress, the Hon. Henny F. ASHURST, the Hon. Marcus 
A. SMITH, and the Hon. Cant HAYDEN. 
Passed the house May 27, 1915, by vote—22 ayes, T noes, 2 absent, 
4 excused. 
Wat. E. Brooks, 
sd geod of the House. 
P. J. MuNcH, 
Chief Clerk. 


Passed the senate May 27, 1915, by a vote of 8 ayes, 2 noes, 9 
excused. 


Secretary. 
By C. P. Cronin, 
Assistant Secretary. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as fol- 
lows: 

To the Senate and House of . of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialist, the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona, 
respectfully represents that the several Indian reservations in the State 
of Arizona now embrace large areas of mineral land, which under pres- 
ent regulations are not open to location as mineral claims and are vaiue- 
less as tillable or agricultural land; and 


Whereas the opening of these mineral lands in these aforesaid reserva- 
tions to entry as mineral claims by prospectors, miners, and legiti- 
mate mining companies will hasten the development of the State and 
at the same time give employment to the In s on big reservations 
in read building and other departments of work and make them more 
. and 

Whereas the opening of these claims to mining will — * 2 water in 
many heretofore arid portions of the State and improve the value of 
5 lands for grazing, to which they are now allotted: Therefore 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the State of 
Arizona, That the Congress of the United States is hereby petitioned 
and urged to enact such yee as may be necessary to open to entry 
and location the mineral lands embra within the confines of these 
aforesaid Indian reservations by bona fide prospectors and miners, sub- 
ject to the same regulations porexning eral lands on other public 
domain: Provided, however, That this petition shall not be so construed 
as to permit any person, company, or corporation to enter in or upon 
large tracts of land in these reservations for any purpose other than 
mining, as hereinbefore stated: And provided further, That no land other 
than mineral lands, as defined in the mineral laws of the United States 
3 thereto, shall be included within the provisions of this peti- 

on: And be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial and these resolutions be for- 
warded to the President of the United States, the President of the Sen- 
ate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the honorable Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and the Representatives of Arizona in Congress ; 
and that our Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, re- 
quested to do all in their power to accomplish the enactment of such 


legislation, 
Pamei the house February 19, 1915, by a vote of 30 ayes, 1 no, — ab- 
sent, 4 excused. 
Wu. E. BROOKS.. 
Speaker of the House, 
Passed the senate February 25, 1915, by a vote of 19 ayes. 
. P. Sims, President. 
Oscar CoLE, Secretary. 
By C. P. CRONIN, 
Assistant Secretary. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as 
follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: 


Your memorialist, the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona, in 

session convened, respectfully represents— 

Whereas the boundary line dividing the United States of America and 
the Republic of Mexico is marked by monuments placed several miles 
spert, ba 705 no barrier or other distinguishing mark indicating said 

ne; an 

Whereas the natural lines of travel and stock drifts run back and 
forward across said line ; and 

Whereas detachments of the various warring factions and guerilla 
hands of Mexico often invade American territory, and professional 
thieves and smugglers prey upon the stock of Arizona settlers almost 


at will; and 

Whereas large sums are 8 annually by the United States of 
America and the State of Arizona in the prevention of diseases of 
live stock, and. t precautions are taken to prevent the introduc- 
tion of “ Texas-fever ticks,” known to exist in Mexico, and infected 
stock may be turned loose on the open range in Mexico and will 
roam at will across the line, and in drift weather often penetrate far 
into the interior, thereby en g the live stock of the whole 
country; and the nature of the country is such that an effective 
patrol is impracticable with the line open at all points; and as eyi- 
dence of the foregoing there now exist countless well-beaten trails 
one. wagon roads leading in and out of Mexico far from ports of 
entry ; and 

Whereas Arizona settlers haye erected fences along said border with 
no legal right to same, and have been unable to maintain said fences ; 


an 

Whereas the Government is receiving liberal fees through its forest- 
reserve department for grazing, timber, and wood on large areas of 
land adjacent to the line, and a good barbed-wire fence could be 
placed along the line for a small cost; and 


Whereas all law-abiding citizens residing near the border would heartily 
cooperate in the upkeep of such a fence, and such a fence would 
enable the customs, sanitary, immigration, and peace officers both 
of the United States and of the State of Arizona to enforce the laws 
with facility and thoroughness, an impossibility under the present 
conditions, and that the lives and property of the people residin 
along the border would be tly protected, and they might 8 
to the pursuit of their industries rather than spend their 
constant guard; and 

Whereas the State of Arizona is now represented in Congress by the 
Hon. Marcus A, SMITH, Hon. Henry F. AsHurst, and the Hon. 
Cart HAYDEN : Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the House of Representatives and the Senate of the State 
of Arizona, That we most earnestly request and urge that the neces- 
sary legislative action be taken to build a fence along the border line 
through the len of Arizona and at such other places where like 
conditions prevail, 

And we will ever 

Passed the house 
excused. 


me on 


ray. 
ebruary 17, 1915, by a vote of 35 ayes, 1 absent, 1 


WILLIAM E. Brooks, 
Speaker of the House. 
Passed the senate March 4, 1915, by a vote of 17 ayes 2 absent. 
W. P. Sms, 
President. 
Oscar COLE, 
Secretary. 


By C. P. CROXIN, 
Assistant Secretary. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp as fol- 
lows: 
STATE OF Antzoxa, 
Orrice or THE SECRETARY. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, Stote of Arizona, ss: 


I, Sidney P. Osborn, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the 
within is a true and complete transcript of senate joint memorial No. 1 
of the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona, entitled Memorial to 
the Congress of the United States of America, petitioning the United 
States Government to appropriate $300,000 for suppressing carnivorous 
wild animals destructive to live stock in the public-land States of the 
West,” as is shown by the original on file in this department. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal. Done at Phoenix, the capital, this 12th day of March, A. D. 1915, 

[SEAL] SIDNEY P. OSBORN, 

Secretary of State, 


Senate joint memorial 1, 


Memorial to the Congress of the United States of America, petitioning 
the United States Government to appropriate $300,000 for suppressing 
carnivorous wild animals destructive to live stock in the publicland 
States of the West. 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States: 


Your memorialists, the governor and Legislature of the State of Ari- 

zona, respec ly represent that 

Whereas in the Western States, known as the public-land States, the 
losses of live stock and yo pent dye to the attacks of coyotes, wolves, 
wildcats, cougars, and rs am t to not less than $15,000,000 
annually ; and 

Whereas in these western public-land States the State, county, and 
stockmen do now and have for years paid la bounties and used 
other means to bring about the eradication of these carnivorous wild 
animals; and 

Whereas in these western public-land States there is now withdrawn 
from settiement in some form or other approximately 225,000,000 acres 
of Federal land, which land constitutes the principal breeding ground 
and refuge of these carnivorous wild animals and enables them to 
increase their numbers in spite of the efforts made by State, county, 
and stockmen to exterminate them : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Legislature of the State of Arizona does hereby 
most respectfully urge and request that Congress immediately appro- 
priate the sum of $300,000 to be used by the United States Department 
of Agriculture for the destruction of coyotes, wolves, wildcats, cougars, 
and bears in these western public-land States in order that the meat 
supply of the Nation may be increased and the proper development of the 
West encouraged. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state is hereby instructed to 
forward a copy, of this memorial and this resolution to the President of 
the Senate of the United States, the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and to the Representatives of Arizona in Congress, and that 
our Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested to 
do all in their power to accomplish the enactment of the legislation 
herein asked for. 

Passed the senate January 14, 1915. 

Passed the house January 23, 1915. 


Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed inthe Rxconb, as follows: 


STATE OF ARIZONA, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY. 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Arizona, ss: 


I, Sidney P. Osborn, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the 

thin is a true and complete transcript of senate joint memorial No. 5 
of the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona relating to the Baca 
float grant No. 3, and addressed to the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, as 
is shown by the original on file in this department. 


In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my 
eG me el Done at Phoenix, the capital, this 12th day of March, 
[SEAL] — Sipxey P. OSBORNE, 


Seerctary of State. 
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Senate joint memorial 5, 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in s assem 2 
Your memorialists, the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona, 

respectfully represent— 

Whereas in the year 1863, or 8 the Congress of the 3 
States of America did grant the heirs of one Luis Maria Ba 
deceased, certain large * — inna to be located upon tha e 
domain anywhere Within the area of the Territory i New Mexi 
of which Territory the present State of Arizona was then a 1 Lime 

Whereas one of the said tracts, embracing 100,000 acres of d, 
located within the area that is embraced now n the county y of 

F ~ rap 38 sate State of Arizona, and is known as Baca float grant 

0. and 

Whereas no effort was made upon the part of the claimants of said 
Baca float grant No. 3 to complete and perfect their title to said 
land grant, and the 3 Department always maintained that it 
was invalid, owing to the failure of the claimants to com ly with 
the provisions of t i act of Congress gran 


ting the same; an 
Whereas when after about 40 years mop claimants applied for confirma-. 


tion of said 


pant the, surveyor general of Arizona, to whom the 
matter had 


referred, recommended rejection of said Baca 
float grant No. 3 on the ground of noncomp ce with the provi- 
sions of the act of Co’ afo d; and, n the Com- 
missioner of the Gen Land Office and the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior did so reject said Baca float grant No. 3 for the reasons set 
forth hereinbefore; and 

Whereas the Interior Department of the United States, through its 
general and 1 land offices, did accept filings of homestead entries 
upon lands embraced within the area of said ca float grant No. 3, 
and the entrymen who made said entries located upon said lands in 
good faith, lived there many years, cultivating and improving them in 
accordance with law; and 

Whereas by a recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
said Baca float grant No. 8 has been declared valid, and the home- 
stead entrymen, described hereinbefore, are subject to ejectment and 
dispossession of lands they have held and cult ears from 25 to 30 
years, to their great loss and damage: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Senate of the Second Legislature of the State 101 

Arizona (the House of . sf scope tah ced concurring therein), That 

Con of the United S rica be, and is hereby, Bhd 


rial! to enact such measure of relief to said homestead en 
ying lands upon the Baca float grant 3 No. 8 whereby Day may be 
within the State of Arizona o lands upon the public domain 


n Heu of those oaas occupied heretofore, 
tted 


and that they may be 
the n eside 


nee and 


ca float t No. 3; = it further 
Resolved, t the rs and resentative from Arizona in the 
Congress of the United States of America are hereby juested to use 
their best efforts toward the enactment of the necessary legislation for 
the relief of the homestead en en who are affected by the circum- 
stances hereinbefore set forth. 

Resolved further, That the secretary of state is 8 instructed 
to forward certified d ‘copies of this memorial to each of the Arizona 
delegation in Congr 

Passed by the bows March 9, 1915. 

Passed by the senate, amended, March 10, 1915. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial of the Leg- 
islature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as fol- 
lows: 

Senate joint memorial. 
To the Senate and House of W e of the United States of 

America in Oongress assemb 

4 memorlallsts, the Second Legislature of the State of Arizona, 

in session convened, the, e Colorado 
Whereas the Grand Canyon of the Colorado is one of a most wonder- 

ful hts in the world and is y al cting an — rat ge Bh 
attention of an increasing ntinber of the citizens of the United tes 


and tourists; and 
Whereas there is a road extending from Grand Canyon Station 
to the Hermit Trail, which road is known as the Hermit Rim Road, and 
is adapted to the use of automobiles and motor-driven vehicles; and 
Whereas by an order of the honorable Secretary of Agriculture, which 
order your memorialists are informed was issued at the instigation 
of a railway fr motor-driven said road, 73 miles long, is closed to 
automobiles or mo ven vehicles and can be used only by horse- 

drawn vehicles; and éi ais 5 
Whereas the said railway company maintains a livery equipment for the 

er of hauling tourists over this road at $3 each, and such order 

a distinct annoyance to the tr traveling and local automobilists : Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be uested to 
investigate "the facts herein set forth, and if same are found to be correct 
to have the said order rescinded. 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the President of 
the Senate, the Speaker of the House of resentatives, the honorable 
Secretary of Agriculture, and to the M of Congress from this 
State, and the latter are requested to use every honorable means to 
secure favorable action hereon. . 2 


President fo the Se Senate. 


Pt ay of the yt 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona presented a joint memorial of the 
Legislature of Arizona, which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands and ‘ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 


Joint memorial for supp) 
Parker, Ariz., and o; 
To the Senate and House 
United States of America 


water on the Indian reservation near 

unanekted fands to settlement. 
Representatives of the Congress of the 
Congress assembled: 


Your eae peip Stekes bs Second ture of ti the State of Arizona in 
regular session con * : 
an 


the then Indian 
tion, under authority of the 


at during the, years of 160 "of 1 


Colorado River In rtment 


t of the 


of the Interior, 
certain zot in 
That 


granted numerous permits to 
"ike Parker town EILA. Nacsa Comin 


8 to settle upon 
an appraisement was made of the lots of said town site under 


the direction of the ent of the Interior du the year 1909, 
and the persons sop va ana, permits iag 1 the depart- 
ment were given a dane Sh ight to purchase 


from 3 0 60 
ralsement.” That 


Reservation, the 
lus area or which was 2 1555 by the Department of the Taterlor 
te e opene to purchase and settlement at an early date. 

That the said 3 bag Keay lots upon the Parker town site 
have paid to the ited States under the valuations of town lots under 
the second 7 10 1910 the sum of $24,562. 

That on 1910, the authorities of the United States held an 
auction sale of lots within the Parker town site and $56,698 worth of 
said lots were sold to residents of Parker and other investors. ‘That 
$87,623 have been = to the United States for lots purchased at said 
auction sale and ae still owing to the United States upon said 
sales the sum of 819 

That 3 wae. to the auction sale of town-site lots at Parker 
Congre ed an act as follows : 

e construction of a pumping plant to be used for irrigation 

purposes on. the Colorado River Reservation, together with the neces- 

sry canais and laterals, for the utilization of water in connection 

therewith, for the purpose of secu: an appro tion of water for 

the irrigation of OARA IN 150, acres of land, $50,000 to be 
reimbursed from the sale of the surplus lands of the reservation.” 

That the above act was in eff ado River Tndlan by the United 
ge that the surplus land of tne Colora o River In rvation 


soon to be opened to settlement by bona fide settlers. 


That the lots put up for sale at said a e a 5 value 
upon the assumption that ber surplus lands would ned to 
ement at an early date. t the enormous increase in the valua- 
tion of lots in the Parker town site by the second a ent above 
referred to was only justified by the carrying out of the implied mise 
contained in the above act, that the surplus ds of the Colorado River 


Indian Reservation would be open to settlement. 

That the town site of Parker is on a barren desert, on land having 
an intrinsic value of less than — an acre. 

That whatever added value 1 have arises from the fact that it 
is mass yon to the bottom lands oft the Colorado — Indian Reserva- 
tion which the surplus lands above referred to 


in the Parker town site by reason of the implied — of — United 
States above set fo to — ie A aga Aahar 


s to en 
the Department of the — . — tor 
That 


— on said rescrya- 
terior, and the 


tion have been approved by the 
000 acres, which might 


surplus land, eager to a ately 125, 
be open to AE Oa te 
hat to the best knowledge and belief of your memorialists there 
a sufficient flow of underground water for the irrigation and 
ratlamation of the surplus lands, 
e the surplus Indian lands above described are highl 
5 9 pective farms and hundreds of energetic and 1 * — 
of this State alone are awal the opportunity 
lands for the yeo ing their homes or Ag 
knowledge an let of your 3 a large amount of the dela 
in opening the surplus lands of said reservation to settlement in accor 
ance Pith the said implied promise of the United States has been caused 
by unnecessary entanglements of official red tape in the various bureaus 
a 8 having = —— Syrup ter work and Indian affairs. 
That er reason — — Li 12 in open- 
said And tor LADAN in the fact tha’ ving large cattle 
interests have leased certain of the lands involy 8 have been exert- 
ing their influence to delay the opening of said lands for settlement: 
= x 187 7 aot he H 2 Representatives o 
Resolved the Senate t ress 0 tat of the Legis- 
lature of the State of n of the United States 
be, and it is hereby, urged to N ay egis tion which may be neces- 
sary for the 9) ig for settlement o d lands, to the end end hee the 
implied en of the United States made to the settlers Indian 
chasers of 1 within the Parker town site, to the effect that In 
Mana within ti the Indian reservation would be opened for settlement, be 
car ou 
Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial and these resolutions 
be forwarded to the President of the United States, the President of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the Secretary of 


ent of 


desirable 

citizens 
secure tracts of 
That to the best 


the Interior, and to the Representatives of Arizona in Congress; and 
that our Representatives in Congress be, and they are hereby, requested 
to —— all in their power to accomplish the enactment of such 1 lation, 

Passed the house March 4, 1915, by a vote of 28 ayes, 0 noes, 7 absent, 


O ex: 


WILLIAM E. Broo 
Speaker of the loid. 


Passed the senate March 6, 1915, by a vote of 17 ayes. 


W. P. Sims, 
dent. 

Oscan COLE, 
Seorctary. 

By C. P. CRONIN 


3 Secretary. 


Mr. KERN presented memorials of Local Grange No. 2218, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Clinton County; of the District Con- 
ference of the Church of the Brethren, of southern Indiana; and 
of the Society of Friends, of White Water, all in the State of 


1915. 
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Indiana, remonstrating against an increase in armaments, which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a memorial of the Pharmaceutical 
Association of Fargo, N. Dak., remonstrating against the re- 
enactment of the so-called emergency revenue law so as to im- 
pose an undue burden on druggists, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the District Medical Society, 
of Grand Forks, N. Dak., praying for a reorganization of the 
Medical Corps of the Army, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a memorial of the St. Aloysius congregation, 
of Hague, N. Dak., remonstrating against the recognition of a 
government in Mexico which does not guarantee religious lib- 
erty, and also against the circulation through the mails of 
matter intended to stir up religious hatred, which was referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HUGHES presented petitions of sundry citizens of New 
Jersey, praying for an increase in armaments, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of John G. Easton, 
of Concord, N. H., praying for an increase in armaments, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WADSWORTH presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
New York, praying for an increase in armaments, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Swed- 
ish Evangelical Lutheran Church, of Elmira, N. Y., praying for 
the placing of an embargo on munitions of war, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Moira, N. Y., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit interstate 
commerce in the products of child labor, which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Association of 
Johnstown, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
establish standard prices for patented and trade-marked articles, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oswego 
County, N. Y., praying for national prohibition, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I desire to present a petition of 
the ornamental leaded stained glass manufacturers of the city 
of Detroit, which I ask may be read and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent for the reading of a petition. Unless 
there is objection, such will be the order. The Chair hears none, 
and the Secretary will read. 

The memorial was read and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, as follows: 

z Dernoir, MICH., November 16, 1915. 
Senator WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sm: We, the undersigned eunen and ornamental leaded 

stained-glass Crapo ad of the of Detroit and State of Michi- 


gan, . ou the in justices of the Underwood bill.“ 
Ours jis one of the —— ies that has been most serious! 1 affected 
by this bill, with results so far-reaching as to jeopardize legitimate 


profits of manufacturers and imperil a decent standar 


of living of thou- 
sands of workmen. 


We therefore most earnestly beg your assistance for a relief from this 
injustice by means of a Se ee law, based on fair-mindedness 


and national er yes 80 
your po ns EN we may bring about the proper 


. — ott 
. of the resent unfortunate condition, we remain, 
respectfully, ours, 
1558 h EniwanD F. Lzs GLASS 8 


FRED J. Keir, Sr., Presiden 
Derrroir one ao Grass VOAN, 


FRIEDERI 
BOTSE ELATI 2 — GLass Co., 


s Co., 

G. R. 2 Vice President. 
AMERICAN ART Grass Co., 
H CNALLY. 

HLICH GLASS Co., 
B. FROHLICH. 
Tun BOYDELL Bros. WHITE Leap & COLOR Co., 
JoHN D. Woon, Treasurer. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 1559) to increase the limit of cost of public building 
25 — City, Utah; to the Committee on Public Jone and 

roun 


Per 


Per 


A bill (S. 1560) authorizing the exchange of certain lands in 
the State of Utah for the protection of the water supply of Salt 
Lake City (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1561) granting an increase of pension to William 
Crome (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 1562) to provide that commissioned chiefs of the 
United States Navy now on the retired list who had creditable 
Civil War service shall, as an equitable reward for said service, 
receive the rank and pay of lieutenant of the United States 
Navy, retired ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1563) for the relief of Alice M. Lissak ; 

A bill (S. 1564) for the relief of Mary Cairney; 

A bill (S. 1565) for the relief of Artemus W. Pentz; and 

-A bill (S. 1566) for the relief of William Mourer; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1567) granting an honorable discharge to Curtis V. 
Milliman ; 

A bill (S. 1568) to correct the military record of Adolph F. 
Hitchler ; 

3 bill (S. 1569) to grant an honorable discharge to 8. A. 

: 18 bill (S. 1570) to correct the military record of Joseph McFar- 

= A bill (S. 1571) to correct the military record of George W. 
arker; 

A bill (S. 1572) for the relief of the survivors of McLean's 
Pennsylvania regiment ; 

A bill (S. 1573) providing for the retirement of noncommis- 
sioned officers, petty officers, and enlisted men of the United 
States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps, and for the efficiency of 
the enlisted personnel ; 

A bill (S. 1574) to consolidate the veterinary service, United 
States Army, and to increase its efficiency; 

A bill (S. 1575) granting an annuity equivalent to $50 per 
month to officers and enlisted men of the United States Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps who have attained the age of 65 years, 
and have been, or may hereafter be, awarded medals of honor 
for gallantry and heroism involving great personal peril, and 
authorizing the President of the United States to make rules 
and regulations for carrying the act into effect; 

A bill (S. 1576) for the relief of every officer or private soldier 
who was honorably discharged after 90 days’ service in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United States during the 
War of the Rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1577) granting an annuity of $100 to officers and 
enlisted men of the United States Army, Navy, and Marine Corps 
who have been awarded medals of honor for gallantry in action 
and other soldierlike qualities under acts of Congress, and 
authorizing the President of the United States to make rules 
and regulations for carrying the act into effect; 

A bill (S. 1578) granting relief to persons who served in the 
Military Telegraph Corps of the Army during the Civil War; 

A bill (S. 1579) to correct the military record of Jacob Nice; 

A bill (S. 1580) to grant an honorable discharge to Amos Gaul; 

A bill (S. 1581) to correct the military record of James 
Montgomery ; 

A bill (5. 1582) to correct the military record of J. H. Arm- 
strong 

A bin (S. 1583) to grant an honorable discharge to John 
Deitrick ; 

A bill (8. 1584) for the relief of George M. Bryan (with ac- 
companying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1585) to correct the military record of Christian M. 
Te 1 accompanying papers); to the Committee on Military 

a 

A bill (S. 1586) granting a pension to J. H. Dempsey (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1587) granting a pension to Frank E. Lawrence 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1588) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
McGinness (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1589) granting a pension to John W. Detwiler (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1590) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Green (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to John 
Withers (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1592) granting a pension to William McKim (with 
accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 1593) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Gowland (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 1594) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hammer (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1595) granting a pension to George C. Jackson 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1596) granting a pension to Margaret McCarty 
(with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1597) granting a pension to John McManus (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1598) granting a pension to W. H. Totten (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1599) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Lichtley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1600) granting a pension to Mary S. Colburn (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1601) granting a pension to Gilbert R. Stiles (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1602) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Coulton (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1603) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
A. Brown (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 1604) granting a pension to Malisa A. Sherk (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1605) granting a pension to Fannie M. Carey (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1606) granting a pension to Michael P, Foley; 

A bill (S. 1607) to restore the name of Lewis H. Lee to the 
pension rolls; 

A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Elizabeth Metz; 

A bill (S. 1609) granting a pension to Jeremiah Stump; 

A bill (S. 1610) granting an increase of pension to David B. 
Dromgold ; 

A bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Mrs. E. L. D. Palmer; 

A bill (S. 1612) granting a pension to Arabella S. Russell; 

A bill (S. 1613) granting a pension to William Eckert, 

A bill (S. 1614) granting an increase of pension to Maria W. 
Antes; 

A bill (S. 1615) granting a pension to H. M. Hoy: 

A bill (S. 1616) granting a pension to Emma V. K. Keleher ; 

A bill (S. 1617) granting an increase of pension to J. Davis 
Dufħeld; . 

A bill (S. 1618) granting a pension to Patrick Kinny ; 

A bill (S. 1619) granting an increase of pension to Alan 
Pressley Wilson: 
* A bill (S. 1620) granting an increase of pension to Hannah R. 

inton ; 

A bill (S. 1621) granting an increase of pension to David G. 
LreCullough ; 

A bill (S. 1622) granting a pension to William D. H. Wilson; 

A bill (S. 1628) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
H. Whiteley ; 

A bill (S. 1624) granting an increase of pension to George 
Weidner ; 

A bill (S. 1625) granting a pension to Anna M. Reed; 

A bill (S. 1626) granting an increase of pension to Maria W. 
Antes; 

A bill (S. 1627) granting a pension to Ernestine Waggoner ; 

A bill (S. 1628) granting a pension to Der G. Walter; 

A bill (S. 1629) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Hendrickson ; 

A bill (S. 1680) granting an increase of pension to W. F. 
Critchfield ; 

A bill (S. 1631) granting a pension to Thomas G. Lindsay ; 

A bill (S. 1632) granting a pension to Adele von Tagen; 

A bill (S. 1638) granting a pension to Ella E. Crouch; 

A bill (S. 1634) granting a pension ‘29 Harry Hines, alias 
Harry Hinton; 

A bill (S. 1635) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Thornton ; 

A bill (S. 1686) granting an increase of pension to W. E. 
Roach; 

A bill (S. 1637) granting a pension to Mary L. Munyon; 

A bill (S. 1638) granting a pension to Elijah W. Stull; 

A bill (S. 1639) granting a pension to Annie Rifenberrick ; 

A bill (S. 1640) granting an increase of pension to John 
Fleegle; 

A bill (S. 1641) granting a pension to John McAteer ; 

A bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Harry A. 
Merrill; 

A bill (S. 1643) granting a pension to Gottlieb Long; 

A bill (S. 1644) granting a pension to Mary A. MeGready ; 

A bill (S. 1645) granting a pension to Martha J. Miller; 

A bill (S. 1646) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 
Adams; 

A bill (S. 1647) granting a pension to Ella E. Crouch; 

A bill (S. 1648) granting a pension to James N. Ragar; 


A bill (S. 1649) granting an increase of pension to Henry Van- 
d l; 


erpool ; 

A bill (S. 1650) to amend the act of Congreess approved Febru- 
ary 6, 1907, entitled “An act granting pensions to certain en- 
listed men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and 
the War with Mexico”; 

A bill (S. 1651) granting an increase of pension to Serre 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 1652) granting a pension to James Mullin; 

A bill (S. 1653) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Brown; 

A bill (S. 1654) granting a pension to Jol Carey; 

A bill (S. 1655) granting a pension to Mary Weber; 

A bill (S. 1656) granting an increase of pension to Cinderella 
B. McClure; 

A bill (S. 1657) granting a pension to N. E. Millender ; 

A bill (S. 1658) providing pensions for commissioned officers, 
noncommissioned officers, and enlisted men of the United States 
Army who served on the western frontier during the Indian wars 
and campaigns from 1865 to 1890; 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1659) to fix the rate of pension of 
sailors and soldiers in certain cases; 

A bill (S. 1660) to increase the pension of those who have 
lost limbs or have been totally disabled in the same in the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States; 

A bill (S. 1661) granting pensions to all honorably discharged 
survivors of Indian wars and their widows and minor children; 

A bill (S. 1662) to increase the pensions of the blind who 
served in the War with Mexico or the Civil War; 

- A bill (S. 1663) granting a pension to Kathryn B. Steiner; 

A bill (S. 1664) to pension widows and minor children of 
officers or enlisted men who served in the War with Spain or the 
Philippine insurrection ; 

A bill (S. 1665) granting pensions to soldiers confined in so- 
called Confederate prisons ; 

A bill (S. 1666) amending section 2 of the act of April 19, 
1908, increasing the pension of widows, minor children, etc., of 
deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War, the War 
with Mexico, the various Indian wars, etc., and to grant pen- 
sions to certain widows of deceased soldiers and sailors of the 
late Civil War; 

A bill (S. 1667) to pension certain soldiers and nonenlisted 
men who served in the War of the Rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1668) extending the benefits of the general pension 
laws to the members of the Eighth, Twentieth, Twenty-sixth, 
Twenty-seventh, Twenty-eighth, T'wenty-ninth, Thirtieth, Thirty- 
first, Thirty-second, and Thirty-third Regiments, the several 
batteries of Artillery, the several troops of Cavalry, and the sev- 
eral independent companies which comprised the Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Militia, otherwise known as the “emergency men,” 
who were called into service by the President of the United 
States of America, officered by United States officers, and sworn 
into the service of the United States for an indefinite period, the 
same as if they had been in the service of the United States for 
a period of 90 days or more; 

A bill (S. 1669) providing for the retirement of noncommis- 
sioned officers, petty officers, and enlisted men of the United 
States Army. Navy, and Marine Corps, and for the efficiency of 
the enlisted personnel ; 

A bill (S. 1670) for the better payment of pensioners; 

A bill (S. 1671) for the better payment of pensioners; 

A bill (S. 1672) granting an increase of pension to William A, 
Shoemaker ; 

A bill (S. 1673) granting a pension to Harriet E. Bullock; = 

A bill (S. 1674) granting an increase of pension to Heury 
Wenzel; 

A bill (S. 1675) granting an increase of pension to John F, 
Machtley ; 

A bill (S. 1676) granting a pension to Jesse Murphy; 

A bill (S. 1677) granting a pension to John Pattison ; 

A bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to C. F. 
Cooken ; 

A pill (S. 1679) granting a pension to Bessie M. Cogley ; 

A bill (S. 1680) granting a pension to Alice J. Harris; 

A bill (8. 1681) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Henry 

A bill bill (8. 1682) granting a pension to Charles L. Greene; 
= A 1 ma 1683) granting an increase of pension to Edward J. 
5 A bill 8. 1684) granting an increase of pension to Mary M. 

tuard; 

A bill (S. 1685) granting an increase of pension to Jane C. 
Vansciver ; 

A bill (S. 1686) granting an increase of pension to Grantley L. 
Wearer; and 
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A bill (S. 1687) granting a pension to Samuel H. Brooks; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWNSEND: - 

A bill (S. 1688) for the relief of C. Horatio Scott; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1689) granting a pension to Sarah Robinson; at 

A bill (S. 1690) granting an increase ef pension to Charies H. 
Miel (with aceompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. i 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 1691) for the relief of Edward S. Farrow; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1692) granting a pension to Mary Frazor; 

A bill (S. 1693) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Hanes (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1694) granting a pension to Albert A. Lance; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 1695) to provide for the military and naval training 
of the citizen forces of the United States; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1696) to give the several district courts of the United 
States the power to parole persons convicted of a violation of 
the criminal law, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1697) to declare Ollala Slough, in Lincoln County, 
Orez., nonnaviguble; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1698) to amend an act entitled “An act granting 
pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and officers, who served 
in the Civil War and the War with Mexico,” approved May 11, 
1912; 

A bill (S. 1699) granting a pension to Harold A. Salisbury; 

A bill (S. 1700) granting 2 pension to Jesse J. Lamkin; 

A bill (S. 1701) granting a pension to Anna B. Ross; 

A bill (S. 1702) granting a pension to Hannah Josephson; 

A bill (S. 1703) granting a pension to James G. Royse; 

A bill (S. 1704) granting a pension to Cynthia Rudler Osgood; 

A bill (S. 1705) granting a pension to John Hamilton; 

A bill (S. 1706) granting a pension to Lawrence F. Hickey 
(With accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1707) granting a pension to Michael J. Doyle (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (8. 8 granting a pension to Alfred Wilson (with 
aceompanying papers); 

A bil (8. 1709) granting a pension to Edward Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1710) granting x pension to Maggie E. Russell (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1711) granting a pension to Walter B. Hockett 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Robert C. Ellsworth 
(With accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1713) granting a pension to Sarah J. Erdman (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1714) granting a pension to John L. Lafferty (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 1715) for the relief of Gabriel Campbell (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
A bill (S. 1716) granting a pension to Martha L. Sternberg 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BURLEIGH) : 

A bill (S. 1717) granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. 


Vose 
5 A bim (S. 1718) granting an inerease of pension to Joseph E. 
lo 

A bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Fred Lajoie; and 

A bill (S. 1720) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Haskell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 1721) for the relief of Richard Henry Greene and 
Walter F. Jones (with accompanying papers) ; to = Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 1722) to regulate the quantity of coal lands which 
may be entered or controlled by associations or corporations; 
and 

A bill (S. 1723) to provide for stock-raising homesteads, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 1724) te reimburse the First National Bank of 
Owatonna, Minn., for revenue stamps stolen or lost in transit 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1725) ak ari the TIAE LOE PAEO a das 
by Rainy River Improvement Co. across the outlet of Namakan 


Lake at Kettle Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1726) for the relief of the widow of the late Mal- 
colm P. Morton (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 1727) to amend an act entitled “An act to prohibit 
corporations from making money contributions in connection 
with political elections,” approved January 26, 1907; to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

A bill (S. 1728) to amend section 1 of an act approved March 
8, 1909 (35 Stat. L., p. 751), entitled “An act for the removal 
of restrictions on alienation of lands of allottees of the Quapaw 
Agency, Okla., and the sale of all tribal lands, school, agency, 
or other lands on any of the reservations within the jurisdic- 
tion of such agency, and for other purposes”; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1729) granting an inerease of pension to Oliver K. 
Landrew (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 1730) to amend an act entitled “An act extending 
the homestead laws and providing for right of way for rail- 
roads in the District of Alaska, and for other purposes ”; to the 
Committee on Territories. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 1731) to prohibit transportation of passengers on 
vessels carrying munitions of war; to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

A bill (S. 1732) to reimburse Lieut. George D. Graham, den- 
tal surgeon, United States Army, for rent of quarters at Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii; to the Committee on 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 1733) to correct the military reeni: of William 
Harman ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1734) to provide a site and erect a public building 
at Hancock, Mich.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


‘| Grounds. 


A bill (S. 1735) granting an increase of pension to George 
Crawford; and 

A bill (8. 1736) granting an increase of pension to hace D. 
Keaton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 1787) to advance funds for the construction of a 
road within the Targhee National Forest, in the State of Idaho, 
and the Madison National Forest, in the State of Montana; to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1788) to promote instruction in forestry in States 
and Territories which contain national forests ; 

A bill (S. 1739) for the relief of certain persons, their heirs 
or assigns, who have heretofore conveyed lands within national 
forests to the United States and have made lieu-land selections 
under the act ef June 4, 1897; 

A bill (S. 1740) to repeal an act entitled “An act granting 
to the city of Twin Falls, Idaho, certain lands for reservoir pur- 
poses,” approved June 7, 1912, and to revoke the grant made 
thereby; and 

A bill (S. 1741) for the relief of certain homestead entrymen 
for lands within the limits of the Glacier National Park; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1742) to remodel the publie building at Billings, 
Mont., so as to accommodate the United States court, and for 
other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 1743) to increase the limit of cost of public build- 
ing at Great Falls, Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 1744) to amend section 3 of an act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the current and con expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 80, 
1902, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1901; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 1745) to amend an act entitled “An act to protect 
the birds and animals in the, Yellowstone National Park and to 
punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes”; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1746) for the relief of Delilah Siebenaler ; and 

A bill (S. 1747) to allow credit in the accounts of Wyllys A. 
Hedges, special disbursing agent; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A pill (S. 1748) for the relief of Jacob Davis; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1749) granting a pension to Emily U. Weaver (with 
accompanying papers); 
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A bill (S. 1750) granting a pension to Mollie B. Crawford 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1751) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Pfaff (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1752) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Kimberlin (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1753) granting a pension to Edward L. Roysdon 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1754) granting an increase of pension to Aaron C. 
Rodocker (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1755) granting a pension to Henry Koehler (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1756) granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Clark (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1757) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Mater (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1758) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Kappeler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1759) granting an increase of pension to Orrin S. 
Williams (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1760) granting a pension to Emma Pierce Sayce 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1761) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Schliessmann (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1762) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Mitchell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1763) granting an increase of pension to Shadrack 
C. Knight (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 1764) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Stolz (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1765) granting an increase of pension to Lewis G. 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1766) granting an increase of pension to Carter U. 
Shackleford (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1767) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Manley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1768) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
Frazee (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1769) granting a pension to Mary E. Pickerell (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1770) granting a pension to Lottie A. Wheatbrook 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1771) granting an increase of pension to Virginia E. 
Ratliff (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


A bill (S. 1772) to provide for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of mining experiment and mine safety stations for making 
investigations and disseminating information among employees 
in the mining, quarrying, metallurgical, and other mineral indus- 
tries, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Mines and 
Mining. 

By Mr. BECKHAM: 

A bill (S. 1773) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Kermit, 
W. Va.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1774) granting an increase of pension to Stephen K. 
Ashley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1775) granting an increase of pension to Dennie 
Dixon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1776) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Harrod (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1777) granting an increase of pension to Alfred D. 
Crosby ; 

A bill (S. 1778) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Haynes; 

A bill (S. 1779) granting a pension to Emma F. Ackerson; 
and 

A bill (S. 1780) granting an increase of pension to Mary K. 
Munoz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 1781) to correct the military record of Nathaniel 
Monroe; i 

A bill (S. 1782) to correct the military record of Joseph Gor- 
man; and 

A bill (S. 1788) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
to Bradley Post No. 134, Grand Army of the Republic, at Wood 
River, Nebr., a condemned bronze or brass cannon, with carriage, 
and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1784) for the relief of Forrest V. Painter; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1785) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Morris; 

A bill (S. 1786) granting a pension to Nancy C. Fouts; 


1 bill (S. 1787) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
riley; 

A bill (S. 1788) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Backus; and 

A pill (S. 1789) granting an increase of pension to James L, 
Spaulding; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 1790) to provide for the organiza- 
tion of the unemployed into an industrial army of the United 
States, and the maintenance of the same; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 1791) providing for farm loans from funds deposited 
in postal savings banks; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1792) for the relief of settlers on unsurveyed rail- 
road lands; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 1793) granting to the State of Kansas title to cer- 
tain lands in said State for use as a game preserve; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1794) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Jameson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1795) granting an increase of pension to Zephaniah 
Roberts (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Mary 0. 
Schellner (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1797) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Ballinger ; 

A bill (S. 1798) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Ogan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Andrew S. 
Mendenhall (with accompanying papers); and 
~A bill (S. 1800) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Williams (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 1801) for the relief of the heirs of J. S. Morton, 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 1802) for the erection of a public building at 
Sandusky, Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 1808) for the reinstatement of William Henry 
Clifford; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to J. Palmer Denny; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: 

A bill (S. 1805) granting a pension to Mary Norton (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

A bill (S. 1806) to provide for the retirenient of employees in 
the classified civil service in post offices of the first and second 
class ; to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

A bill (S. 1807) to reinstate Elwin Carlton Taylor as a passed 
assistant surgeon in the United States Navy; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1808) for the relief of Daniel Delhagen; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1809) to create an additional judge in the district 
of New Jersey; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 1810) for the relief of Johannes T. Jensen; 

A bill (S. 1811) for the relief of the Stevens Institute of Tech- 
nology, of Hoboken, N. J.; and 

A bill (S. 1812) for the relief of the Paterson & Hudson River 
Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Oliver E. 
Durrant (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1814) granting an increase of pension to Edwin J. 
Walton (with accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

A bill (S. 1815) granting a pension to William R. Claxton ; 

A bill (S. 1816) granting a pension to Elizabeth McCaveny ; 
and 

A bill (S. 1817) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Foster ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 1818) to correct the military record of Nelson T. 
Saunders; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1819) granting a pension to William E. Martin; 

A bill (S. 1820) granting an increase of pension to Emil B. 
Koenig or King; 
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A bill (S. 1821) granting a pension to Louis N. Hickey ; 

A bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to John H. Fleming; 

A bill (S. 1823) granting a pension to Mary L. Bach; 

A bill (S. 1824) granting a pension to Isaac Kestbaum ; 

A bill (S. 1825) granting a pension to Louis E. Layariere ; 

A bill (S. 1826) granting a pension to Blanche Wood ; 

A bill (S. 1827) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Smith Fletcher; and 

A bill (S. 1828) granting a pension to Nana E. Sears; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CATRON: 

A bill (S. 1829) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jose Padilla ; 

A bill (S. 1830) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John Kircher ; 

A bill (S. 1831) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Joseph D. Depue ; 

A bill (S. 1882) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Santos Lopez; 

A bill (S. 1833) to correct the military record of Anastacio 
Sandoval; 

A bill (S. 1834) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of James Pollock; 

A bill (S. 1835) authorizing the Secretary of War to award 
the congressional médal of honor to Second Lieut. Etienne de P. 
Bujac; 

A bill (S. 1886) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Jose G. Griego; 

A bill (S. 1887) to acquire and preserve the battle ground of 
the battle variously known as the Battle of Apache Canyon, 
Pigeons Ranch, and Glorieta, in the State of New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 1838) to provide for the establishment of an annex 
to all national homes for disabled volunteer soldiers ; and 

A bill (S. 1839) for the relief of John F. Wilkinson; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1840) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish 
à court of private land claims, and to provide for the settle- 
went of private land claims in certain States and Territories,” 
Approved March 8, 1891, and the acts amendatory thereto, ap- 
proved February 21, 1893, June 27, 1898, and February 26, 1909; 

A bill (S. 1841) relative to the powers and duties of United 
States surveyors general; : 
`- A bill (S. 1842) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
grant further extensions of time within which to make proof on 
desert-land entries; and 

A bill (S. 1843) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
acquire certain right of way near Engle, N. Mex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1844) for the construction of a public highway 
through the Pecos National Forest; and 

A bill (S. 1845) making an appropriation for the destruction 
of predatory wild animals; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

A bill (S. 1846) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
lease allotted or unallotted Indian lands for mining purposes; 
and 


A bill (S. 1847) for the payment of certain money to Albert 
H. Raynolds; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1848) to provide for the purchase of a site and for 
the erection of a public building thereon at Socorro, N. Mex. ; 

A bill (S. 1849) to provide for the purchase of a site for the 
erection of a Federal building at Santa Rosa, N. Mex.; and 

A bill (S. 1850) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon in the city of Clayton, in 
the State of New Mexico; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, 
bill (S. 1851) to reinstate certain Indian depredation cases 
on the dockets of the Court of Claims, and to authorize their 
readjudication according to an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 
depredations,” approved March 3, 1891; 

A bill (S. 1852) for the relief of the heirs of Padre Justiniano 
Castillo; and 

A bill (S. 1858) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
in the ease of Manuelita Swope; to the Committee on Indian 
Depredations. 

A bill (S. 1854) to indemnify Juan A. Valdez; and 

A bill (S. 1855) for the.relief of Arthur J. Matheny; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 1856) providing an appropriation for the sink- 
ing of a public well at Newkirk, Guadalupe County, N. Mex.; 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 
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A bill (S. 1857) to provide for an investigation to ascertain 
the feasibility of the construction of a dam and irrigating 
ditches in the Estancia Valley, N. Mex.; to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 1858) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
commerce”; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 1859) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of New Mexico; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 1860) in reference to the issuance of patents and 
copies of surveys of private land claims; to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 1861) for the relief of Fernando Baca ; 

A bill (S. 1862) for the relief of the estate of Fritz Eggert, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1863) for the relief of the estate of Reymundo Tru- 
jillo, deceased ; ? 

A bill (S. 1864) for the relief of the heirs of Pablo Eugenio 
Romero ; 

A bill (S. 1865) for the relief of Cecilio Sandoval ; 

A bill (S. 1866) for the relief of Grestino Romero: 

A bill (S. 1867) for the relief of Manuel S. Salazar; 

A-bill (S. 1868) for the relief of Nicolas Apodaca ; 

A bill (S. 1869) for the relief of the heirs of Pablo Archuleta, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1870) for the relief of Frank L. Rael, heir of Fran- 
cisco Rael, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1871) for the relief of Alexander Read ; 

A bill (S. 1872) for the relief of the heirs of Robert H. Staple- 
ton; 

A bill (S. 1873) to authorize the payment of $2,000 to the 
widow of the late Tranquilino Luna in full for his contest ex- 
penses in the contested-election case of Manzanares against 
Luna; 

A bin (S. 1874) to pay the claim of the late Harrison §, 
Weeks ; 

A bill (S. 1875) for the relief of the First National Bank of 
Albuquerque, N. Mex. ; and 

A bill (S. 1876) for the relief of Dolores P. Bennett; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 1877) granting an increase of pension to Annie J. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1878) making appropriation for payment of certain 
claims in accordance with findings of the Court of Claims, re- 
ported under the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, 
and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and 
the Tucker Acts, and under the provisions of section No. 151 of 
the act approved March 3, 1911, commonly known as the Judicial 
Code; 

A bill (S. 1879) referring to the Court of Claims the claim of 
the heirs and legal representatives of John P. Maxwell and Hugh 
H. Maxwell, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1880) for the relief of the heirs of Francisco Armijo 
y Otero; 

A bill (S. 1881) for the relief of the owners of the Nicolas 
Duran de Chaves grant; 

A bill (S. 1882) for the relief of Nicolas Gallegos ; 

A bill (S. 1883) for the relief of the estate of Bias Lucero, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1884) for the relief of Nathan Bibo, Sr. ; 

A bill (S. 1885) for the relief of Roman Moya, administrator 
of the estate of Pablo Moya, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 1886) for the relief of the estate of Matias Baca, 
deceased, and his son, Juan Rey Baca; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

A bill (S. 1887) granting a pension to Ludwig Zugner ; 

A bill (S. 1888) granting a pension to John Lilly (with accom- 
panying papers); 

A bill (S. 1889) granting an increase of pension to Napoleon 
Tulip; 

x A bill (S. 1890) granting an increase of pension to Juan Jese 
aiz; 

A bill (S. 1891) granting a pension to Bernard Higgins; 

A bill (S. 1892) granting an increase of pension to Simona 
G. de Quintana ; 

A bill (S. 1893) granting an increase of pension to Juan B. 
Gutierrez ; 

A bill (S. 1894) granting an increase of pension to Lazaro 
Sandoval ; 

A bill (S. 1895) granting an incrense of pension to William 
Bradley : 

A bill (S. 1896) granting a pension to John Q. Royalty; 

A bill (S. 1897) granting a pension to Mary McHenry; 
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Rho (S. 1898) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
ndy ; 

A bill (S. 1899) granting a pension to Maggie E. Lasier; 
3 (S. 1900) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

ndon; 

A bill (S. 1901) granting a pension to Lottie Syzmanski; 

A bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to Gus M. Brass, jr.; 

A bill (S. 1903) granting a pension to Dale O. Cook; 

A bill (S. 1904) granting a pension to Anastacia S. de 
Abeytia ; 

A bill (S. 1905) to restore pension to Juanita Rine; 

A bill (S. 1906) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bolander ; 

A bill (S. 1907) granting a pension to Mary D. Thomas; 

A bill (S. 1908) granting a pension to Mariana L. de Miller; 

A bill (S. 1909) granting a pension to Alvina McCabe; and 

A bill (S. 1910) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Gumm; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 1911) granting an increase of pension to Regina 
Roller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1912) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
©. Bowman (with accompanying papers 

A bill (S. 1918) granting an A onc be pension to Mary J. 
Holliday (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1914) granting an increase of pension to Susan I. 
Vantine (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1915) granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. 
McElroy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1916) granting an increase of pension to Lucy Jane 
Minugee (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1917) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Leming (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 1918) granting a pension to William Roark (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 1919) granting a pension to William W. Cook (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 1920) providing for the levy and collection of an 
inheritance tax; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1921) to aid and to regulate the development, opera- 
tion, and maintenance of water powers on lands of the United 
States, and for other ah gu to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

A bill (S. 1922) relating to the reclamation of arid, semiarid, 
swamp, and overflow lands through district organizations, and 
authorizing Government aid therefor; to the Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. : 

A bill (S. 1923) for the relief of Willson Douglas; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1924) granting a pension to Marie L. Graves; 

A bill (S. 1925) granting a pension to Ann L. Elliott; 

A bill (S. 1926) granting a pension to Helen A. Burrill; 

A bill (S, 1927) granting a pension to Charles B. Syphert; 

A bill (S. 1928) granting a pension to Henry Wilcox; 

A bill (S. 1929) granting a pension to John F, Simonson; 

A bill (S. 1930) granting a pension to Virginia C. Crawford; 

A bill (S. 1981) granting a pension to Rachel J. Burnham; 

A bill (S. 1982) granting a pension to Patrick Kneasey; 

A bill (S. 1983) granting a pension to Charles Milk; 

A bill (S. 1984) granting a pension to Frances M. Burroughs; 

A bill (S. 1935) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Snodgrass ; 

A biil (S. 1986) granting a pension to John S. Gilliland; 

A bill (S. 1937) granting a pension to Raymond Christian; 

A bill (S. 1988) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
C. Igo; 
A bill (S. 1939) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Thompson (with accompanying papers) ; 
an bill (S. 1940) granting an increase of pension to Bella 

urry; 

1 A bill (S. 1941) granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Veter; 
A bill (S. 1942) granting an increase of pension to Ellen 


niey ; 
8 A bill (S. 1943) granting an increase of pension to Clara 
tout 
7 A bit (8. 1944) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Robinso 
apes bill 18. 1945) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Wis; 
A bill (S. 1946) granting an increase of pension to Johanna 
S. C. Saling; 
A bill (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Katherine 
R. Doolittle; 


ae (5. 1948) granting an increase of pension to William 

eldon; 

R bill (S. 1949) granting an increase of pension to Merritt J, 
1188 bir (S. 1950) granting an increase of pension to Julia Jack- 


ary bill (S. 1951) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 


eppe ; 
A bill (S. 1952) granting an increase of pension to George W, 
Johnson ; 


S pbe ( S. 1953) granting an increase of pension to Helen E. 
A pill (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to William K, 
Griffith ; 


f cae bill (S. 1955) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
er; 
4 8 (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
x: 
A bill (S. 1957) granting an increase of pension to Elias Be 
Thompson ; 
A bill (S. 1958) granting an increase of pension to Mary S. 
Underhill ; 


a ong (8. 1959) granting an increase of pension to Richard 


A bill (S. 1960) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
N. B. Simpson; 

A bill (S. 1961) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
J. Cromwell ; 

A bill (S. 1962) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Prender ; 
W (S. 1963) granting an increase of pension to Louise 
vse bill (S. 1964) granting an increase of pension to William 

A bill (S. 1965) granting an increase of pension to Silas Blod- 
gett; and 

A bill (S. 1966) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 
B. Huffman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1967) for the relief of the heirs of Joshua Curtis, 
deceased (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 


By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 1968) granting a medal of honor to John S. Kenney ; 

A bill (S. 1969) for the relief of David N. Kinkaid; 

A bill (S. 1970) for the relief of William Lloyd; 
Tr bill (S. 1971) to correct the military record of George 

iller ; 

A pill (S. 1972) to correct the military record of Cumberlain 
Smith ; 

A bill (S. 1973) to correct the military record of John A. 
Patterson ; 

A bill (S. 1974) to correct the military record of Wiliam 
Dunsford, alias William King; and 

A bill (S. 1975) for the relief of Payton J. Boggs; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1976) for the relief of William D. Graham; 

A bill (S. 1977) for the relief of the estate of William Fergu- 
son, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1978) for the relief of Daniel Nihoof; 

A bill (S. 1979) for the relief of the estate of Philip Null, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1980) for the relief of the heirs of Timothy Adkins; 

A bill (S. 1981) for the relief of Leroy Douglas; 

A bill (S. 1982) for the relief of J. P. Huddleston ; 

A bill (S. 1983) for the relief of the heirs of Henry Conley ; 

A bill (S. 1984) for the relief of the heirs of George W. Craig; 

A bill (S. 1985) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin Gray- 
son; 

A bill (S. 1986) for the relief of P. H. Harper ; 

A bill (S. 1987) for the relief of W. H. Cooper; 

A bill (S. 1988) for the relief of the heirs of L. B. Lawson; 

A bill (S. 1989) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church and the Presbyterian Church, Keyser, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1990) for the relief of J. B. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 1991) for the relief of the heirs of J. G. Hayman, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1992) for the relief of the Hurricane Baptist Church, 
Hurricane, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 1993) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
J. W. West, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 1994) for the relief of Celicia Jordon; 

A bill (S. 1995) for the relief of the heirs of John T. Adkins} 

A bill (S. 1996) for the relief of Frances Arbogast; 

A bill (S. 1997) for the relief of J. R. Clifford; 


1915. 
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A bill (S. 1998) for the relief of C. F. Cook, administrator of 
John Cook; 
A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 


1999) for the relief of J. B. Johnson ; 
2000) for the relief of Hyter Myers ; 
2001) for the relief of Celicia Jordon; 

A bill (S. 2002) for the relief of M. E. Russell; 

A bill (S. 2003) for the relief of Oakaley Randall; 

A bill (S. 2004) for the relief of lock masters, lockmen, and 
other laborers and mechanics employed by the United States 
Government in the locks and dams of the Kanawha River in 
West Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2005) for the relief of John Wiseman ; 

A bill (S. 2006) for the relief of J. M. Liason ; 

A bill (S. 2007) for the relief of Ida V. Stephens ; 

A bill (S. 2008) for the relief of Mrs. O. A. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2009) for the relief of Sarah Miller ; 

A bill (S. 2010) for the relief of Anthony Lawson; 

A bill (S. 2011) for the relief of F. F. Morris; 

A bill (S. 2012) for the relief of J. M. Johnson ; 

A bill (S. 2018) for the relief of John H. Jones; 

A bill (S. 2014) for the relief of Lycurges Campbell ; 

A bill (S. 2015) for the relief of J. D. Coleman ; 

A bill (S. 2016) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Haynes; 

A bill (S. 2017) for the relief of Drusilla Adkins ; 

A bill (S. 2018) for the rellef of the heirs of James L. Pyne, 
deceased ; 

A bill (s. 2019) for the relief of Andrew J. Weese ; 

A bill (S. 2020) for the relief of the heirs of Russell White; 

A bill (S. 2021) for the relief of Emma N. Warwick; 

A bill (S. 2022) for the relief of James W. Ward; 

A bill (S. 2028) for the relief of George W. Stanley ; 

A bill (S. 2024) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Isaac Stanley, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2025) for the relief of James A. Showen ; 

A bill (S. 2026) for the relief of the trustees of the Baptist 
College at Blue Sulphur, W. Va.; 

A bill (S. 2027) for the relief ‘of the heirs of William Ewin, 
deceased ; 

A bill AS. 2028) for the relief of heirs of Mary A. Rock, 


eceas 
A bill is. 2029) for the relief of Isabelle Johnson; 
A bill (S. 2080) for the relief of the heirs of Elias W. Phares, 


deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2081) for the ret +f of Wildly Lodge, Charles Town, 
W. Va. 

A bill (S. 2082) for the relief of the heirs of John Morgan; 

A bill (S. 2033) for the relief of the heirs of John R. Me- 
Clanahan ; 

A bill (S. 2084) for the relief of G. N. McClung; 

A bill (S. 2035) for the relief of the administrator of the 
estate of Isaac C. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2036) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George W. McGinnis; and 

A bill (S. 2087) for the relief of Granville Perry; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2088) granting a pension to Samuel Wheeler (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2089) granting a pension to James Ross, sr. (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2040) granting a pension to Cynthe Harrah ; 

A bill (S. 2041) granting a pension to William B. Ingraham; 

A bill (S. 2042) granting a pension to Edgar E. Cummings; 

A bill (S. 2048) granting a pension to J. B. Conley ; 

‘A bill (S. 2044) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Copley ; 

A bill (S. 2045) granting a pension to I. M. Conley ; 

A bill (S. 2046) granting a pension to John Devinney ; 

A bill (S. 2047) granting a pension to Alexander W. Donald- 


n; 

A bill (S. 2048) granting a pension to Ida P. Duffy; 

A bill (S. 2049) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Eagle; 

A bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Susan Brobst; 

A bill (S. 2051) granting an increase of pension to Azuba 
Burch; 

A bill (S. 2052) granting a pension to Harvey Burns; 

A bill (S. 2053) granting a pension to Homer T. Bowling; 

A bill (S. 2054) granting a pension to G. C. Acree; 

A bill (S. 2055) granting a pension to Maggie Burcham ; 

A bill (S. 2056) granting a pension to Silas Bradley; 

A bill (S. 2057) granting a pension to Fannie A. Bordeaux; 
me ee (S. 2058) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 

oward ; 

A bill (S. 2059) granting an increase of pension to Amos Hoy; 
5 1 — (S. 2060) granting an increase of pension to Anthony 

eadley ; 


A bill (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to Marcene 
Harvey 

A bil (S. 2062) granting an increase of pension to James E. 
Horn; 8 

A bin (S. 2063) granting a pension to George P. Thompson; 

A bill (S. 2064) granting a pension to Cornelius Gandy ; 

A bill (S. 2065) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
Traugh; 

A bill (S. 2066) granting a pension to Bernard Savage; 

A bill (S. 2067) granting a pension to David McCollum ; 

A bill (S. 2068) granting a pension to Nettie Hustler; 

A bill (S. 2069) granting an increase of pension to Enos J. 
Brownfield ; 

A bill (S. 2070) granting a pension to John B. Bromley, jr.; 

A bill (S. 2071) granting a pension to Clarinda Cain; 

A bill (S. 2072) granting a pension to Hugh Chambers; 

A bill (S. 2073) granting a pension to George W. Cook; 

A bill (S. 2074) granting a pension to S. A. Greenlee; 
a A bill (S. 2075) granting an increase of pension to John A, 

ross; 


A bill (S. 2076) granting a pension to Sarah M. dot; 

A bill (S. 2077) granting pensions to Alice Henshaw, Mabel 
Henshaw, Myrtle Henshaw, and Howard Henshaw ; 

A bill (S. 2078) granting a pension to Adda B. Holmes; 

A bill (S. 2079) granting a pension to Sarah Hunter; 

A bill (S. 2080) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Hunter ; 

A bill (S. 2081) granting a pension to Sarah L. Holley ; 

A bill (S. 2082) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Jones; 

A bin (S. 2083) granting an increase of pension to Bettie F. 


Edens 
A bin (S. 2084) granting an increase of pension to James 
Fowler; 5 

A bill (S. 2085) granting a pension to Harrison Fox; 

A bill (S. 2086) granting a pension to W. V. Fish; 

A bill (S. 2087) granting a pension to Eliza Ganoe-Gilbert; 

A bill (S. 2088) granting a pension to Harriet A. Glasscock ; 

A bill (S. 2089) granting a pension to David R. Gardner; 

A bill (S. 2090) granting a pension to J. A. Vaughan; 

A bill (S. 2091) granting a pension to Mrs. C. E. Scott; 

A bill (S. 2092) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
Wriston ; 

A bill (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to William W, 
Waters ; 

A bill (S. 2094) granting a pension to Harlan L. Whaley; 

A bill (S. 2095) granting a pension to Isaac Wharton; 

A bill (S. 2096) granting a pension to Arch B. Crawford; 

A bill (S. 2097) granting a pension to Jesse Craft; 

A bill (S. 2098) granting an increase of pension to George G. 
Young; 

A bill (S. 2099) granting a pension to Oley P. Winn; 

A bill (S. 2100) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Thacker ; 

A bill (S. 2101) granting pensions to Daisy M. Watson, Frank 
L. Watson, Robert L. Watson, Dana B. Watson, Miran B. Wat- 
son, and Owings Watson ; 

A bill (S. 2102) granting a pension to Ebb Workman; 

A bill (S. 2103) granting a pension to William Weddington; 

A bill (S. 2104) granting a pension to Roy H. Walden; 

A bill (S. 2105) granting a pension to Vincent Woodyard; 

A bill (S. 2106) granting an increase of pension to John 
Walton; 

5 A bill (8. 2107) granting an increase of pension to George J. 
Vilson ; 

A bill (S. 2108) granting a pension to Paschal T. Morton; 

A bill (S. 2109) granting a pension to Kate G. Morris; 

A bill (S. 2110) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Mahaffy ; 

A bill (S. 2111) granting an increase of pension to Martin V. 
Penwell ; 

A bill (S. 2112) granting a pension to Elizabeth Pierson; 

A bill (S. 2113) granting a pension to Mary D, Pearson; 

A bill (S. 2114) granting a pension to Barbara J. Reed; 

A bill (S. 2115) granting a pension to John H. Snyder; 

A bill (S. 2116) granting a pension to William Reedy; 

A bill (S. 2117) granting a pension to Edward D. Hamrick; 

A bill (S. 2118) granting a pension to Elijah Hemings; 

A bill (S. 2119) granting a pension to John B. Brockmire; 

A bill (S. 2120) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Comer; 

A bill (8. 

A bill (S. 

A bill (S. 


2121) granting a pension to William Ginter; 
2122) granting a pension to Ida M. Goodwin; 
2123) granting a pension to James S. Holmes; 
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A biH (S. 2124) granting a pension to John Hammons; 

A bill (S. 2125) granting a pension to Florence Harmon; 

A bill (S. 2126) granting a pension to John A. Harden; 
- A bill (S. 2127) granting a pension to Gideon Hill; 
3 bill (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to John S. 

all; 

A bill (S. 2129) granting a pension to Abraham W. Howard; 

A bill (S. 2180) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 
Holdren; 

A bill (S. 2181) granting a pension to Samuel O. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2182) granting a pension to William D. Evans; 

A bill (S. 2133) granting a pension to G. W. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2134) granting a pension to Nancy J. Johnston; 

A bill (S. 2135) granting a pension to William H. Jeffers; 

A bill (S. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Andrew B. 
Keith; 

A bill (8. 2187) granting a pension to A. T. Landress; 

A bill (S. 2188) granting an increase of pension to Emmie M, 
Lemley; 

A bill (S. 2139) granting a pension to William B. Lane; 

A bill (S. 2140) granting a pension to Charles McCarthy ; 

A bill (S. 2141) granting a pension to Gideon Mason; 

A bill (S. 2142) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Matheny; 

A bill (S. 2143) granting a pension to J. C. Matheny ; 

A bill (S. 2144) granting a pension to Mary A. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2145) granting a pension to Ida L. Jeffries; 

A bill (S. 2146) granting an increase of pension to Ella A. 


ler ; 

A bill (S. 2147) granting a pension to George W. Tyler; 

A bill (S. 2148) granting a pension to Henry Totten; 

A bill (S. 2149) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Toney; 

A Dill (S. 2150) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. M. O, 
Henderson ; 

A bill (S. 2151) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Harris; 

A bill (S. 2152) granting a pension to Charles L. Boggess; 

A bill (S. 2153) granting a pension to Richard L. Brown; 

A bill (S. 2154) granting an increase of pension to Oscar O. 
Black; 

A bill (S. 2155) granting a pension to Edmund P. Matheny; 

A bill (S. 2156) granting a pension to Harriet Roeck; 

A bill (S. 2157) granting a pension to Mary M. Pollard; 

A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to John D. Pearson; 

A bill (S. 2159) granting a pension to Warner P. Price; 

A bill (S. 2160) granting a pension to Harrie Pierson ; 

A bill (S. 2161) granting an increase of pension to 
White; 

A bill (S. 2162) granting a pension to Anna Warthan; 

A bill (S. 2163) granting a pension to Allen R. Vickers; 

A bill (S. 2164) granting an increase of pension to Allen 

ler ; 
a bill (S. 2165) granting a pension to Adam Akers; 

A bill (S. 2166) granting a pension to Myrtle Jackson; 

A bill (S. 2167) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Connell; 

A bill (S. 2168) granting a pension to John W. May; 

A bill (S. 2169) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Mitchell; 

A bill (S. 2170) granting a pension to C. Harvey Sayre; 

A bill (S. 2171) granting a pension to M. M. Sayre; 

A bill (S. 2172) granting a pension to Mary E. Sheppard; 

A bill (S. 2173) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Swanger; 

A bill (S. 2174) granting an increase of pension to E. W. 
Stephenson ; j 

A bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to Elizabeth S. Ryan; 

A bill (S. 2176) granting a pension to Samuel W. Reid; 
A bill (S. 2177) granting an increase of pension to Theresa 
Reed ; 
bill (S. 2178) granting a pension to Harry B. Robb; 
bill (S. 2179) granting a pension to William Leslie Nelson ; 
(S. 2180) granting a pension to John A. Thayer; 
(S. 2181) granting a pension to George D. Miles; 
(S. 2182) granting a pension to William J. Murphy; 
(S. 2188) granting a pension to Ollie MeFee; 
(8. 2184) granting a pension to James Lynch; 
(S. 2185) granting a pension to Abraham Lanham; 
(S. 2186) granting an increase of pension to Granville 
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(S. 2187) granting a pension to John F. Kendall; 

(S. 2188) granting a pension to James P. King; 

(S. 2189) granting a pension to Margaret C. Jenkins; 
(S. 2190) granting an increase of pension to Wilson 
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A bill (S. 2191) granting a pension to Lucinda Patterson ; 

A bill (S. 2192) granting a pension to B. F, Morrow; 

A bill (S. 2193) granting a pension to Calvin S. Morehead ; and 

A bill (S. 2194) granting a pension to David S. King (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 48) regulating the removal of 
sand or other material from navigable rivers, harbors, and 
lakes, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. LAND: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 49) calling upon the President 
of the United States to convene a congress of neutral nations t 
offer mediation to the belligerents in Europe; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further b 
ee resolutions, concurrent and other resolutions are 
order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I call attention to the fact that a bill 
was read the first time and will come up for the second reading, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will be reached in regu- 
lar order. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 
Mr. VARDAMAN submitted the following resolution (S. 
24), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit an 


Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Co 


mmerce, or subcommittee 
thereof, be, and the same are hereby, authorized, d E the Sixty-fourth 
Con to send for books and papers, to adminis: oaths, and to 


before the said committee or under investigation or 9 — 9 — thereby} 
sessions or recesses of the Senate, the 8 thereof to be id out 


TAX ON MUNITIONS OF WAR. 


Mr. KENYON. I submit a resolution, which I ask may be 
read and lie on the table. 
The resolution (S. Res. 22) was read, as follows: 


Whereas under the Constitution Congress has power to and collec’ 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises to pay the debts a | provide fo 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States; and 

Whereas it is apparent from the message of the President of the ene pn 
States to Congress, recently delivered, that he desires revenues 
for an elaborate plan of national defense; and 

Whereas the general welfare of the United States has nome imperiled 
by the manufacture and shipment of munitions of war in large quan- 

es to for nations ; and 


Whereas the extensive policy of national pr ess advocated 
the President in his message has been ‘a „ 
by the irritation caused to other nations by said shipments of arms 


and munitions; and 
Whereas a few manufacturers making said arms and munitions ha 
made tremendous profits thereby, and there has been no profit to th 
country at large, except as may be incident to the employment 
those in said factories; and 
Whereas ty based on the profit in making instrumentalities to 
kill people can not be a lasting or satisfactory prosperity ; and 
Whereas the shipment of arms and munitions of war to foreign nations, 
resulting in profit to the few has imperiled the many; and 
Whereas justice requires that those making the ly profits of said 
munitions of war pay the expense of p ness made neces- 
sary by their gain: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate that in raising the revenue 
prem pet Oe ahd preparedness additional to that in times o eee tax 
shall be on arms and munitions of war to such an extent as to pr 
duce sufficient revenue for any defense program. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie 
the table subject to the further order of the Senate. 


GRACE L. O'BRIEN. 


Mr. PENROSE submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
25), which was referred to the Committee to Andit and Contro 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby Is, 
authorized and directed to y from the eous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate to Grace L. O’Brien, widow of John H. 
O’Brien, late assistant clerk to the Committee on Additional Accommo- 
dations for the Library of Con a sum equal to six months’ sa 
at the rate he was receiving law at the time of his demise, sai 
n to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 

owances. 


on 
* 


FRAUDULENT USE OF THE MAILS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a bill for second reading and reference. 

The bill (S. 1558) to prevent the use of the mails and of 
the telegraph and telephone in furtherance of fraudulent and 
harmful transactions on stock exchanges was read the second 
time by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On Friday last objection W. 
made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcucock] to th 
second reading of the bill, so that it went over until to-day. 
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Chair now lays it before the Senate for its disposition, the bill 
having been read twice by title. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, my purpose the other day 
in objecting to the consideration of the bill was to secure time 
for its examination, and then to secure if necessary the attention 
of the Senate in order that it might be properly referred. 

The bill is, as I understand, practically identical with a bill 
introduced at the last session by the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. OwEN] and considered by the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, In my opinion, it never should have gone to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. It has nothing to do 
with the regulation of banks, and nothing to do with the regu- 
lation of currency. It relates wholly to the Post Office Depart- 
ment and to the regulation of stock exchanges through the 
power of the Postmaster General. 
hope I may have the consent of the chairman of the Committee 
on Banking and Ourrency—that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the motion made by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the bill proposing a regulation 
of stock exchanges was the result of a prolonged examination 
made by the Committee on Banking and Ourrency of the House 
of Representatives. It is the same bill, substantially, which they 
recommended, a bill proposing to require the stock exchanges 
to become entitled under a charter to transact their business. 
At present the stock exchanges are private associations without 
any authority in the public to safeguard their transactions by 
public supervision. 

The practices which have been complained of are what are 
called matched orders, washed sales, and manipulation, by 
which a false and fictitious market price is apparently fixed to 
a stock, the public being deluded into the belief that that stock 
has a large public demand and can be readily sold at a fixed 
price. The public is led by such false appearances to invest its 
funds in these stocks at a certain price. Thereafter those who 


manipulate the stock, who are engaged in bulling the stock, 


drop out from under it, and the public is permitted to suffer a 
tremendous loss in money, It is a fraud upon the people of 
the United. States. 

The governors of the stock exchange in New York gave as- 
surances that they were strongly desirous of preventing such 
practices, but it is extremely difficult for them to accomplish 
that as a private association. The governors would have to 
assume the responsibility of charging men with the manipula- 
tion, and so forth, which might be more properly done by 
public officials. 

The purpose of this bill is to have a charter issued by the 
State in which the association is doing business, the charter 
providing that there shall be no washed sales, matched orders, 
manipulation, or other fraudulent transactions; that there shall 
be reasonable publicity, and that a violation then of the terms 
of the charter shall be punished by the Post Office Department 
withholding their access to the mails until the cause of com- 
plaint is removed. It is a very reasonable and proper way to 
exercise the powers of the United States. 

The Banking and Currency Committee of the Senate has had 
this bill under advisement for two years and has expended over 
a thousand dollars in hearings extended to the officers of the 
stock That committee has considered the matter 
quite at length, and Its members having had it in charge, having 
listened to the presentation of the evidence, are prepared better 
than another and a new committee would be to consider this 
measure. Furthermore, a fundamental reason justifies its going 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency, because through the 
stock exchanges our country heretofore has been thrown into 
panic. When the present war came on the importance of this 
matter was so great that the governors of the stock exchange, 
under the influence of the great banks of New York, themselves 
voluntarily closed the stock exchange until the country could 
adjust itself to the new conditions. 

‘These stocks are used as collateral in the great banks and the 
reserves which are piled up in New York City are used for the 
purpose of carrying the stocks on the stock market, so that the 
stability of the banking system of the United States is vitally 
concerned in the proper conduct of the stock exchanges. It is 
for that reason that the Banking and Currency Committee of the 
House and the Banking and Currency Committee of the Senate 
have heretofore had jurisdiction of the measure, and I think it 
would be very much out of order to deprive that committee of 
its jurisdiction and transfer it to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, which has to deal with a totally different 


subject. 
Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I ask the Seeretary to 
again read the title of the bill. 


I therefore move—and I| 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
title of the bill. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 1558) to prevent the use of the 
mails and of the telegraph and telephone in furtherance of 
fraudulent and harmful transactions on stock exchanges. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, the title of the bill clearly 
indicates to which committee it should be sent. There is not 
a line or a suggestion anywhere in the bill that relates to bank- 
ing and currency. It is purely an administrative measure, and 
the Post Office Department is charged with its administration. 
The bill is loaded from one end to the other with limitations 
and instructions directed to the Postmaster General and the 
Post Office Department. The Banking and Currency Committee 
has nothing in the world to do with the provisions of the bill; 
but, as I have said, it is purely and simply a post-office matter. 

I want to say, Mr. President, that to send this bill, written 
as it is, intending to accomplish the purpose that it seeks to 
accomplish, to any other than the Post Office Committee would 
be a clear indication on the part of the Senate that they do not 
believe the Gommittee on Post Offices and Post Roads is com- 
petent to deal with matters relating to the Post Office Depart- 
ment. I hope that the bill will be sent to the proper committee, 
which, in my opinion, is the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the adop- 
tion of the motion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcH- 
cock] to refer the bill to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. {Putting the question.] By the sound the “ayes” 
seem to have it. 

Mr. OWEN. I call for a division upon that motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. OWEN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Sronx], who is absent. I transfer that pair to the junior Sena- 
tor from Idaho [Mr. Brapy] and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SHERMAN (when Mr. Lewis’s name was called). I 
wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. Lewrs] is confined to 
his room by illness. 

Mr. SAULSBURY (when his name was called). I inquire 
whether the junior Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Corr] has 
voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I have a pair with that Senator, and with- 
hold my vote. 

Mr. VARDAMAN (when Mr. SHrzcps’s name was called). I 
desire to announce the unavoidable absence of the junior Sena- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Surerps]. He is absent in the perform- 
ance of important business. 

Mr. KERN (when Mr. SHtvery’s name was called). I desire 
to announce the unavoidable absence of my colleague [Mr. 


Suurvety]. He is paired with the junior Senator from Maine 
[Mr. BURLEIGH]. I wish this announcement to stand for the 
day. 


Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP]. I 
do not see him in his seat. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not voted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I transfer my 
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to 
my colleague [Mr. Sutra of South Carolina] and will vote. I 
vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GRONNA. I have a general pair with the senior Sena- 
tor from Maine [Mr. Jounsox]. Not knowing how he would 
vote if present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to announce the follow- 
ing pairs: 

The senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Pont] with the 
senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSONT; 

The senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] with 
the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. Crarp] to the junior Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Saws] and will vote. I vote“ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 43, nays 25, as follows: 


Borah * Dillingham pen — Aah 
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Penrose Smith, Md. Swanson Vardaman 
Sherman Smith, Mich, Thomas Wadsworth 
Simmons Smoot Tillman Warren 
Smith, Ariz, Sterling ‘Townsend Weeks 
Smith, Ga. Sutherland Underwood 
NAYS—25. 

Ashurst James Owen Sheppard 
Chamberlain Johnson, 8. Dak. Pittman Thompson 
Chilton Kern Poindexter Walsh 
Gore Tea, Tenn, Pomerene Williams 
Hollis £e, A eed 
Hughes Martine, N. J. Robinson 
Husting Myers Shafroth 

NOT VOTING—26. 
Beckham Culberson La Follette Saulsbury 
randegee du Pont Lewis Shields 
Broussard Fletcher McLean Shively 
Bryan Goff Newlands Stone 
Burleigh Gronna orris Works 
Clapp Hardwick Phelan 
Colt Johnson, Me. sdel 


So the bill was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 
LAWS OF THE PHILIPPINES (8. DOC. NO. 21), 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
wus read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


As required by section 86 of the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the ad- 
ministration of the affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith a set of 
the laws enacted by the Third Philippine Legislature during its 
third session from October 16, 1914, to February 5, 1915, inclu- 
sive, together with certain laws enacted by the Philippine Com- 
mission. 

These acts and resolutions have not been previously trans- 
mitted to Congress, and none of them has been printed. 

Woovrow WILSON. 

Tue Warre House, December 13, 1915. 


FRANCHISES BY PORTO RICO (S. DOC. NO. 19). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
following message from the President of the United States, 
which was read and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and ordered 
to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 32 of the act of Congress approved April 
12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues and a 
civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” I have 
the honor to transmit herewith certified copies of franchises 
granted by the Executive Council of Porto Rico, which are de- 
scribed in the accompanying letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting them to me, 

Wooprow WILSON. 

Tun Warre Houser, December 13, 1915. 


REPORT OF GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO (S. DOC. NO. 22). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and ordered to be 
be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
report of the governor of Porto Rico for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, together with the reports of the heads of the sev- 
eral executive departments of the Porto Rican government for 
the same period, 

Wooprow WISO. 

Tue Waite House, December 13, 1915. 


LAWS OF PORTO RICO (S. DOC. NO. 20). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and ordered to be 
printed : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 31 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
I transmit herewith copies of the acts and resolutions enacted 


by the Eighth Legislative Assembly of Porto Rico during its 
first session (January 11 to March 11, 1915, inclusive). 
These acts and resolutions have not previously been transmit- 
ted to Congress and none of them has been printed. 
Wooprow WILSON. 


The Wuite House, December 13, 1915. 


REPORTS OF GOVERNOR GENERAL OF THE PHILIPPINES (S. DOC, 
NO. 23). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Philippines and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
report of the Philippine Commission for the period July 1, 1913, 
to December 31, 1914, together with the reports of the Governor 
General and the secretaries of the four executive departments 
of the Philippine government for the same period and the first 
annual report of the governor of the department of Mindanao 
and Sulu for the calendar year 1914. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

The Warre House, December 13, 1915. 


LAWS OF ALASKA (8. DOC. NO. 18). 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
was read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the provisions of section 20 of the act of 
August 24, 1912, entitled “An act to create a legislative assembly 
in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, 
and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith the Session Laws 
of Alaska for 1915, containing the acts, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the Second Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, which 
convened on the 1st day of March, 1915, and adjourned the 29th 
day of April, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

The Wuitre Houser, December 13, 1915. 

THE NATIONAL BANK ACT. 


Mr. OWEN. I send to the desk a copy of the national bank 
act as amended, the Federal reserve act, and other laws relat- 
ing to national banks compiled by the Comptroller of the Our- 
rency, and ask to have it printed as a public document. The 
plates are already in the Government Printing Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such will be the order, unless 
there is objection. 

Mr. SMOOT. Before the order is entered I desire to learn 
whether it is a departmental document? I wish to ask the Sena- 
tor from Oklahoma that question. 

Mr. OWEN. It is the national bank act, together with the 
Federal reserve act, which has been compiled by the Comptroller 
of the Currency. It is necessary for the banks of the country 
to have copies of these acts easily available. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say that there has been a rule of 
the Printing Committees of both Houses not to make a depart- 
mental document a public documert. 1 suggest to the Senator 
from Oklahoma to have the matter referred to the Committee 
on Printing for action. 

Mr. OWEN. Ishall be glad to have that done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The former order will be 
modified in that respect, unless there is objection. The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered; and the matter will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


JOHN WARWICK DANIEL (S. DOC. NO. 17). 


Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, on the 26th day of 
May last a bronze statue of my late colleague, Senator Daniel, 
was unveiled at the city of Lynchburg, Va. It is the work of 
the famous sculptor, Sir Moses Ezekiel, a native of Virginia, 
but now residing in Rome. On the occasion of the unveiling 
of the statue a very interesting and able address was delivered 
by Prof. W. M. Thornton, of the University of Virginia, who is 
a distinguished scholar. I ask unanimous consent that the 
address may be printed as a public document. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Virginia will be granted, unless there is objection. The 
Chair hears none, 

AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Pursuant to the notice which I gave on the 
10th instant, I submit the following resolution and ask that it be 
referred to the Committee on Rules. 
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The resolution (S. Res. 28) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Rules, as follows: 


Resolved, That Rule XXII of the standing rules of the Senate be 
annae as follows: After the last paragraph of Rule XXII add the 
‘ollowing : 

“ Provided, however, That any ae ee epee in his place and assert- 
ing that in opinion an attempt anes made on the —_ of the 
Senate to obstruct, hinder, or any the t of the Senate to proceed 
to a vote, the Chair shall, without permi: any debate 3 put 
the question to the Senate: 

„Is it the sense of the Senate that an attempt is being made to 
obstruct, hinder, or delay a vote? 


„And if that question shall be decided in the . then it shall 
be in order, to the exclusion of all other questions, for Senator to 
moye to limit debate on the bill or resolution all amend- 


ments therete, and the said motion shall be decided without debate. 
And thereafter, the motion carried, each Senator shall be entitled 
to speak not to exceed one hour in all on the bill, including all . — 
ments offered thereto and all motions and other proceedings in any way 
affecting the same.“ 


COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, on the 7th instant I intro- 
duced a resolution (S. Res. 9) calling upon the Secretary of the 
Interior to inform the Senate the cause of the nine years’ delay 
in the opening of the Colville Indian Reservation in accordance 
with the provisions of the law of March 22, 1906. Since the in- 
troduction of the resolution I have had a conference with the 

Secretary of the Interior, and he has fixed a definite date for 
the opening of that reservation—July 1, 1916. Therefore, noth- 
ing can be accomplished by further inquiry of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the matter having been disposed of. I therefore 
ask that the resolution lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Such will be the action of the 
Senate, unless there is objection. The Chair hears none. 


CLERKS TO SENATORS. 


Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on the 10th instant I gave notice 
of an amendment which I intended to propose to the rules. I 
desire to submit a resolution embodying the proposed amend- 
ment, and I want to call the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee on Rules to it. We had some discussion with ref- 
erence to it at the last session of Congress, and the chairman 
gave us some assurance that during the vacation the committee 
would try to give the subject consideration. I hope that has 
been done; but, at any rate, I trust that we may have some 
action in regard to the matter before very long. I ask that the 
resolution may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton submits a resolution which, without objection, will be read 
and referred to the Committee on Rules. 

The resolution (S. J. Res. 35) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Rules, as follows: 

—.— cen, and fixing thelr for employees to Senators and Senate com- 
ayy ae ange og er commencing with the beginning 

of the fet ath C 


commencing with the beginning of the Sixty- 
rman of a first-class committee shall have a 


act as 
clerk to his committee; and, the sessions of the Senate, a ste- 
nographer, to be paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum ; and a messenger, 
to paid at the rate of $1,200 of a second- 
class committee shall have a an annual 
salary of $2,750, aus: who ‘shall act as "clerk of his committee; an 
assistant who shall recelve an annual of $2, 000, and 


who shall also act as assistant clerk of his committee; during the 
sessions of the Senate, a sten ay ge to be at the rate of $ ae 
per annum; and a messenger, — 8 of $1,200 


num; and each Senator not the. chairman of ae mmittee shall aby a 
secretary, who ve an annual of $i „500; an assistant 
secre „Who shall receive an annual salary of $1,800 ; and, Sine she 
sessions of the Senate, a stenographer, who shall be ‘at the rate 
of $1,440 per 3 and any additional assistance that may be neces- 
sary in connection with committee or official senatorial work while the 
Senate is in session shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
nears pir td after due provision has been made therefor by appropriate 
resolution, 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. GORE. Pursuant to the notice which I gave on the 10th 
instant, I submit the following resolutions proposing to amend 
certain rules of the Senate, which I ask may be referred to the 
Committee on Rules. 

The resolutions were referred to the Committee on Rules, as 
follows: 

Senate resolution 27. 
Resolved, That the Stan Rules of the Senate be amended by 
amending paragraph 2 of Rule III to read as follows: 
he A quorum shall 2 the Senators duly chosen 
d sworn, except when the Senate is sit as in Committee of the 
Whole, in which case 30 Senators shall co’ te a quorum.” 
Senate resolution 28. 


Resolwed, That Rule XII of the Standing Rules of the Senate be 
amended as follows : Insert t after the words “unless excused by the 
ro E ” the following: “and every Senator not voting shall answer 
Present.“ 


Senate resolution 29. 
Resolved, That Rule XII of the Standing Rules of the Senate be 
amended as follows: At the end of said rule add the following : 

2 Whenever upon any su such roll call the number of Senators voting 
and answering ‘present’ shall mot constitute a 
officer shall announce that a quorum of the Sena 
unless the Senate shall adjourn a call of the Senate 
as ordered and the Ser, t at Arms shall forthwith proceed to bring 
in absent Members; and each Member so arrested shall be brought by 
the Sergeant at Arms before the Senate, whereupon he shall be noted 
3 discharged from arrest, and given an rtunity to vote, 

his vote shall be recorded. Whenever those g on the question 
and those who are present and decline to yote shall 5 make a 
majority of the — the presiding officer shall declare ta 8 
is con ing question shall be decided as the majority 
of those voting shall „ N And thereupon further proceedings under 
the call shall considered as dispensed with.” 

Senate resolution 30. 
Resolved, That the Standing Rules of the Senate be amended by add- 
bry er following at the close of paragraph 1, Rule XV, as a part 
“When any such bill or resolution has been so considered and re- 
ported to the Senate, with or without Aom 2 70 same shall be 
voted on the third day thereafter, unless previously disposed of, or 
unless a later day shall have been fixed for eon ged 
Senate resolution 31. 
Resolved, That the Standing Rules of the Senate be amended by add- 
2 the e following paragraph to Rule XVI: 
Senate may at any time on motion and -without Mere fix a 
day neg to be not less than two whole days thereafter, if there be 
as many as seven days of the session remaining, on which a vote —— 


be taken on any general appro tion bill: t 
paragraph not apply when such bill contains eral Sar 
tion or when such conference report involves eral ation not 


T to on the original passage of the bill. en the question as to 
whether such bill or report contains general legislation which has not 
heen previously agreed 5 Ag the Senate shall be ge by motion, point 
of order, or otherw t shall require a majority of the Senators 


elected and sworn to decide such question in the negative.“ 
Senate resolution 32. 

Resolved, That Rule XVI of the Standing Rules of the Senate be 
—— a follows: Insert after the words “No amendment which 
pro eral legislation shall be received to any general appro- 
e lll, m in the third DARAN of said rule, the following: “ unless 
such amendment being germane to the subject matter of the bill shall 
propose to retrench expenditures by the reduction of 
porns of the officers of the United States, the reduction of the 

sation of any person out of the of the United 
Stat es, or by the reduction of amounts of money covered by the bill.” 


Mr. JONES submitted a resolution (S. Res. 26) proposing an 
amendment to Rule XXV of the standing rules of the Senate, 
eee read and referred to the Committee on Rules, as 

‘ollows : 


the number and 


Resolved, That, beginning with 1 5 Sixty-fifth Con Rule XXV 
of the stand rules of the Senate be amended to rea ‘ollows : 
“Rur XX inted 


The following standing committees shall be appo! 
a the commencement of each Congress, with leave to report by bill or 
otherwise: 


“ COMMITTEES OF THE FIRST CLASS. 


“A Committee on Appropriations. > 
“A Committee on Commerce, 
“A Committee on Finance. 
“A Committee on Fo: 
“A Committee on In 
“A Committee on the pas 
“A Committee on Ban 
“A Committee on Public 
“The fo ing committees shall consist of not to exceed 11 mem» 
bers each and shall be so constituted that each Member of the Senate 
shall be a member of one of said committees and no more. 
“ COMMITTEES OF THE SECOND CLASS. 
A Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
“A Committee on the District of Columbia. 
“A Committee on Rules. 
183 on the Census. 
Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 
“A Committee on Claims. 
“A Committee on Education and Labor. 


tary Affa 
“A Committee on Naval Affairs. 
“A Committee on Pensions. 
A Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

4 Committee on Printing, which shall have power to act jointly 
with the same committee of the House of Representatives. 

“A Committee on Enrolled Bills, which shall have power to act 
jointly with a similar committee of the House of Representatives, and 
which, or some member of which, shall examine all Bills or joint reso- 
lutions which shall have passed the Senate or both Houses to see that 
the same are correctly engrossed or enrolled, and, when signed by the 
Speaker of the House and the President of the Senate, 11 resent 
the s same forthwith, — the shall have originated in the 

to the President of the U States in person and report the fs fact 
and date of such ——.— 5 to the Senate. 

“A Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which shall have 
power to act jointly with a similar committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

“A Committen to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, to which shall be referred all resolutions directing the payment 
of cred out of the contingent fund of the Senate or creating a charge 
upon same. 

“The foregoing committees of the second class shall consist of not 
to exceed 18 members, and no Senator shall be placed upon more than 
two of said committees at the same time. ' 

“Sec, 2. That the aforesaid committees shall continue and have the 
power to act until their successors are appointed.” 
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OCCUPATION OF VERA CRUZ. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate for reference Senate resolution No. 15, introduced by 
the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUuuixsl. As that Sena- 
tor is not in his seat, unless there is objection, the matter will 
be laid over pending his return. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate resolution No. 11, in- 
troduced by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Suarrory], will 
be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Morning business is closed. Under the notice heretofore given, 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Titman] is entitled to 
the floor. - 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido. 


COMMITTEES OF THE SENATE. 


Mr. O'GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent that so much of 
Rule XXIV as provides for the appointment of the standing 
and other committees of the Senate by ballot be suspended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. I now offer a resolution providing for mem- 
bership of the standing committees of the Senate for the Sixty- 
fourth Congress, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the following shall constitute the standing committees 
of the Senate of the Sixty-fourth Congress: 

ON ADDITIONAL ACCOMMODATIONS FOR THE LIBRARY OF CONGRESS. 
oe Penrose (chairman), Poindexter, Stone, Hughes, and Varda- 


ON AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY. 

Messrs. Gore (chairman), Chamberlain, Smith of South Carolina, 
Smith of Georgia, Sheppard, Shafroth, Ransdell, Thompson, Johnson of 
South Dakota, Warren, Page, Gronna, Brady, Norris, Kenyon, and 
Wadsworth. 

ON APPROPRIATIONS. 

Messrs. Martin of Virginia (chairman), Overmam Owen, Smith of 
Maryland, Chamberlain, of Tennessee, Bryan, Shafroth, Tillman, 
Culberson, Underwood, Robinson, Warren, Gallinger, Smoot, Oliver, 
Dillingham, Jones, Townsend, and Curtis. 

TO AUDIT AND CONTROL THE CONTINGENT EXPENSES OF THE SENATE. 

Messrs. Lea of Tennessee (chairman), Shafroth, Reed, Dillingham, 
and Smoot. 

ON BANKING AND CURRENCY. 

Messrs. Owen (chairman), Hitchcock, Reed, Pomerene, Shafroth, 
Hollis, Lee of Maryland, Husting, Fletcher, Nelson, McLean, Weeks, 
Page, Gronna, and Norris. 

ON CANADIAN RELATIONS. 

Messrs. Shields (chairman), Ransdell, Gore, Smith of Maryland, 
Myers, Oliver, Sherman, Curtis, and Wadsworth. 

j ON THE CENSUS. 

Messrs. Chilton (chairman), Sheppard, Shively, Martine of New Jer- 
sey, Broussard, Ashu: 
McLean, and Townsend. 

ON CIVIL SERVICE AND RETRENCHMENT. 

Messrs. Pomerene (chairman), James, Hollis, Shields, Ransdell, Lee 
ot Maryland; Underwood, Cummins, La Follette, Smoot, Colt, and 

crling. 

ON CLAIMS, 

Messrs. Bryan (chairman), Robinson, Johnson of Maine, Lane, Lee 
of Maryland, Johnson of South Dakota, Beckham, Broussard, Burleigh, 
Goff, Gronna, Catron, Harding, and Wadsworth. 

ON COAST AND INSULAR SURVEY. 

Messrs. Saulsbury (chairman), Culberson, Bankhead, Pittman, Lee 
of Maryland, Townsend, Works, Brady, and Sterling. 

ON COAST DEFENSES. > 

Messrs. Lee of Maryland (chairman), Johnson of Maine, Simmons 
aan of Maryland, Lane, Phelan, du Pont, Catron, Weeks, Burleigh, and 

arding. A 

ON COMMERCE, 

Messrs. Clarke of Arkansas (chairman), Fletcher, Chamberlain, Rans- 
dell, Sheppard, Vardaman, Shields, tin of Virginia, Bankhead, 
Simmons, Reed, Nelson, Smith of Michigan, Oliver, Jones, Lippitt, 
Kenyon, Sherman, and Harding. 

ON CONSERVATION OF NATIONAL RESOURCES, 

Messrs. Vardaman (chairman), Smith of South Carolina, Newlands, 
Bankhead, Smith of Arizona, Lee of Maryland, Johnson of South Dakota, 
Martine of New Jersey, Clark of Wyo g, Jones, Gronna, Brady, Goff, 
Sterling, and Weeks. 

ON CORPORATIONS ORGANIZED IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Messrs. La Follette (chairman), Lippitt, Stone, Shively, and Ashurst. 

> ON CUBAN RELATIONS. 

Messrs. Underwood (chairman), Husting, Ashurst, Smith of Michigan, 
and Sutherland. 

ON DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS IN THE EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS. 

r (chairman), Sherman, Lane, Martine of New Jersey, 
en 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


rst, Robinson, La Follette, Cummins, du Pont, 


DECEMBER 13, 


ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Messrs. Smith of Maryland (chairman), Pomerene, Smith of Arizona, 
Kern, Hollis, James, Saulsbury, Martin of Virginia, Dillingham, Jones, 
Works, Kenyon, Sherman, and Sterling. 


ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 


Messrs. Smith of Geo (chairman), Shively, Swanson, Martine of 
New Jersey, Johnson of Maine, Underwood, Borah, Penrose, Vage, 
McLean, and Kenyon. 


ON ENGROSSED BILLs. 
Messrs. Warren (chairman), Simmons, and Lee of Maryland. 
ON ENROLLED BILLS. 


Messrs. Hollis (chairman), James, and Curtis. 
TO EXAMINE THE SEVERAL BRANCHES OF THE CIVIL SERVICE. 


Messrs. Smith of Michigan (chairman), Brandegee, Curtis, Lea of 
Tennessee, Culberson, Simmons, and Smith of Maryland. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
Messrs. Sheppard (chairman), Simmons, Gore, Lippitt, and Wads- 


worth. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE. 


Messrs. Thompson (chairman), Martin of Virginia, Underwood, Fall, 
and Brady. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 


Messrs. ` Smoot (chairman), Catron, Poindexter, Swanson, 
Ashurst, and Martine of New Jersey. 


ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 
Messrs. Sutherland (chairman), Borah, du Pont, Pittman, Robinson, 
Thomas, and James. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 
Messrs. Beckham (chairman), Lane, Husting, Catron, and Goff. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE NAVY DEPARTMENT. 
Messrs. Hughes (chairman), Martin of Virginia, Tillman, Gronna, 
and Dillingham. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 
Messrs. Hardwick (chairman), Lee of Maryland, Lane, Smith of 
Michigan, and Sherman. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
Messrs, Lewis (chairman), Stone, Ransdell, Penrose, and Lippitt. 
ON EXPENDITURES IX THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Messrs. Robinson (chairman), Smith of Maryland, Lea of Tennessee, 
Works, and Harding. 


ON EXPENDITURES IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Messrs. du Pont (chairman), Kenyon, Norris, Lane, Thomas, James, 
and Williams. 


Hollis, 


ON FINANCE. 

Messrs. Simmons (chairman), Stone, Wiliams, Johnson of Maine, 
Shively, Smith of Georgia, Thomas, James. Hughes, Gore, Penrose, 
Lodge, McCumber, Smoot, Gallinger, Clark of Wyoming, and La Follette, 

ON FISHERIES. 

Messrs. Johnson of Maine (chairman), Fletcher, Martin of Virginia, 

Lane, Husting, Works, Jones, Burleigh, and Curtis. 
ON THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES OF INDIANS. 
Messrs. Nelson (chairman), Colt, Tillman, Clarke of Arkansas, and 


Newlands. 
ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 

Messrs. Stone (chairman), Shively, Clarke of Arkansas, Hitchcock, 
O'Gorman, Williams, Swanson, Pomerene. Smith of Arizona, Saulsbury, 
Lodge, Smith of Michigan, McCumber, Sutherland, Borah, Brandegee, 
and Oliver. 

ON FOREST RESERVATIONS AND THE PROTECTION OF GAME. 

Messrs. Lane (chairman), Tillman, Overman, Hitchcock, Broussard, 
McLean, Norris, Weeks, and Sherman. 

ON THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Messrs. Clark of Wyoming (chairman), Fall, Norris, Kern, Smith of 

South Carolina, James, and Smith of Arizona. 
ON IMMIGRATION. 

Messrs. Smith of South Carolina (chairman), Kern, O'Gorman, Gore, 
Hardwick, Husting, Johnson of South Dakota, Lodge, Dillingham, Pen- 
rose, Colt, Goff, and Sterling. 

ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Messrs. Ashurst (chairman), Myers, Pittman, Lane, Owen, Lewis, 
Husting, Johnson of South Dakota, Walsh, Clapp, La Follette, Page, 
Gronna, Fall, and Curtis. 

ON INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 

Messrs. Borah (chairman), McCumber, Burleigh, Weeks, Wadsworth, 
Swanson, Myers, Fletcher, Pomerene, Newlands, and Johnson of Maine. 
ON INDUSTRIAL EXPOSITIONS. 

Messrs. Martine of New Jeer. (chairman), Overman, Myers, Hard- 
wick, Phelan, Johnson of South Dakota, Husting, Oliver, Gronna, Works, 
Catron, Smith of Michigan, and Norris. 

ON INTEROCEANIC CANALS. 

Messrs. O'Gorman (chairman), Shields, Walsh, Simmons, Thompson, 
Brouster, Underwood, Phelan, Brandegee, Borah, Page, Cummins, Colt, 
an à 

ON INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

Messrs. Newlands (chairman), Smith of South Carolina, Pomerene, 
Myers, Robinson, Saulsbury, Thompson, Lewis, Gore, Underwood, Clapp, 
Cummins, Oliver, Lippitt, Townsend, La Follette, and Poindexter. 


TO INVESTIGATE TRESPASSERS UPON INDIAN LANDS. 
Messrs. Husting (chairman), Lee of Maryland, Beckham, Poindexter, 
and Harding. 5 
ON IRRIGATION AND RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS. 
Messrs. Smith of Arizona (chairman), Lane, Pittman, 2 
8 Phelan, Jones, Warren, Sutherland, Borah, orks, 
an $ 


1915. 


REVISION OF THE LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES (JOINT). 
Messrs. Husting, Chamberlain, Robinson, Sutherland, and Colt. 
ON THE JUDICIARY. 


Messrs. Culberson (chairman), Overman, Chilton, O'Gorman, Fletcher, 
Reed, Ashurst, Shields, Walsh, Smith of Georgia, Clark of Wyoming, 
HON; Dillingham, Sutherland, Brandegee, Borah, Cummins, and 

orks, 

ON THE LIBRARY. 


Messrs, Williams (chairman), Shively, Smith of Georgia, Newlands, 
nerkham, Cummins, Gallinger, and du Pont. 


ON MANUFACTURES. 


Messrs. Reed (chairman), Smith of South Carolina, Pomerene, O’Gor- 
man, Lewis, Broussard, Oliver, La Follette, Cummins, McLean, and 


Gallinger, 
ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 
Messrs. Chamberlain (chairman), Hitchcock, Lea of Tennessee, 
Fletcher, Myers, Thomas, Clarke of Arkansas, Sheppard, Beckham, 


Broussard, du Pont, Warren, Catron, Brady, Goff, Colt, and Weeks. 
ON MINES AND MINING. 


Messrs. Walsh (chairman), Ashurst, Pittman, 
Phelan, Poindexter, Fall, Sterling, and Lippitt. 


ON THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AND ITS TRIBUTARIES. 


Messrs. Cummins (chairman), Sterling, Wadsworth, Williams, Shields, 
Stone, and Broussard. 


Shafroth, Chilton, 


ON NATIONAL BANKS. 

Messrs. Broussard (chairman), Martine of New Jersey, Lewis, Brady, 
and Clark of Wyoming. i 

ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. 

Messrs. Tillman (chairman), Swanson, Bryan, Johnson of Maine, 
Chilton, O'Gorman, Smith of Maryland, Lewis, Phelan, Pittman, Pen- 
rose, Clapp, Lodge, Smith of Michigan, Page, Poindexter, and Fail. 

ON PACIFIC ISLANDS AND PORTO RICO, 

Messrs. Shafroth (chairman), Kern, Saulsbury, Vardaman, James, 

Lewis, Broussard, Poindexter, Clapp, Fall, Burleigh, and Goff. 
ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Messrs. Brandegee (chairman), Gallinger, McCumber, Jones, Town- 
senil, Shively, Reed, Stone, Johnson of South Dakota, Robinson, and 
Thomas. 

ON PATENTS. 

Messrs. James (chairman), Shively, Smith of South Carolina, Gore, 
Brandegee, Kenyon, and Colt. 

ON PENSIONS. 

Messrs. ghia A (chairman), Bryan, Johnson of Maine, Hughes, Walsh, 
Johnson of South Dakota, Phelan, McCumber, Smoot, Poindexter, Goff, 
Sterling, and Sherman. 

ON THE PHILIPPINES. 

Messrs. Hitchcock (chairman), Fletcher, Reed, Lane, Ransdell, 
Shafroth, Thompson, Beckham, Phelan, Mclean, Lippitt, Kenyon, Clapp, 
Fall, and Burleigh. 

ON POST OFFICES AND POST ROADS: 

Messrs. Bankhead (chairman), Smith of South Carolina, Swanson, 
Bryan, Martine of New Jersey, Lea of Tennessee, Vardaman, Hardwick, 
Beckham, Penrose, Townsend, Catron, Colt, Weeks, Sterling, and 
McLean, 

ON PRINTING. 

Messrs. Fletcher (chairman), Chilton, Kern, Smith of Arizona, Lewis, 
Smoot, Gallinger, and Page. 

ON PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS. 

Messrs. Lodge (chairman), Smith of Michigan, Gr 5 
Thomas, Hitchcock, and Walsh. rs 9 n 
OX PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS. 

Messrs. Kern (chairman), Lea of Tennessee, Pomerene, Reed, Johnson 
of Maine, Vardaman, Hughes, Walsh, Thompson, Dillingham, Clapp, 
Sutherland, Kenyon, Sherman, and Fail. 

ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GRCUNDS. 

Messrs. Swanson 8 Martine of New Jersey, Reed, Ashurst, 
Lane, Saulsbury, Culberson, Hardwick, Broussard, Sutherland, Warren, 
Poindexter, Burleigh, Brady, Fall, and Wadsworth. 

ON PUBLIC HEALTH AND NATIONAL QUARANTINE. 

_ Messrs. Ransdell (chairman), Fletcher, Owen, Culberson, Beckham, 

Underwood, Smoot, Works, Brady, Weeks, and Townsend. 
ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Messrs. Myers (chairman), Smith of Arizona, Thomas, Thompson 
Pittman, Ransdell, Chamberlain, Phelan, Husting, Smoot, Clark of 
Wyoming, Works, Fall, Norris, and Sterling. 

ON RAILROADS. 

Messrs. Phelan (chairman), Reed, Smith of Arizona, Williams, Smith 
of South Carolina, Lewis, Oliver, Norris, Goff, du Pont, and Clark of 
Wyoming. 

ON REVOLUTIONARY CLAIMS. 

Messrs. Johnson of South Dakota (chairman), Newlands, Chilton, 
Burleigh, and Curtis. 

ON RULES. 

Messrs. Overman (chairman), Kern. O'Gorman, Williams, Lea of 
Tennessee, Smith of Georgia, Gallinger, Warren, Nelson, and Cummins. 

ON STANDARDS, WEIGHTS, AND MEASURES. 
Messrs. Clapp (chairman), du Pont, Bankhead, Shields, and Hughes. 
ON TERRITORIES. 

Messrs. Pittman (chairman), Shively, Hitchcock, Walsh, Owen, Lane, 
Phelan, Nelson, Mc , Lippitt, Jones, and Harding. 
ON ‘TRANSPORTATION ROUTES TO THE SEABOARD, 

Messrs. McCumber (chairman), Lodge, Burleigh, Sherman, Sheppard, 
Bankhead, Vardaman, Hughes, and Beckham. 


ON TRANSPORTATION AXD SALE OF MEAT PRODUCTS. 
Messrs. Page (chairman), Harding, Hollis, Simmons, and Shafroth, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


ON THE UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Messrs. Dillingham (chairman), Brandegee, McCumber, 
Wiliams, Hollis, Saulsbury, Shields, Johnson of South 
Martine of New Jersey. 


ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 
Messrs. Thomas (chairman), Owen, Ransdell, Hollis, 
South Dakota, Sutherland, Jones, Clapp, and Catron, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless there is objection, the 
resolution appointing the committees of the Senate will be agreed 
to. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


SOURCES OF REVENUE. 


Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I desire to submit a resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The.Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Treratan] is entitled to the floor. Will he yield 
to the Senator from Oklahoma for the purpose of submitting a 
resolution? ý 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will yield if it will not provoke any debate. 
If it does, I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then it will go over under the 
rule. The Secretary will read the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Oklahoma. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 21), as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
submit to the Senate an estimate of the probable revenue to be derived 
from the following duties and excise taxes, to wit: 

First, A duty of 10 cents per pound on tea. 

Second. A duty of 1% cents per pound on sugar. 

Third. An excise tax of 14) cents per pound on sugar produced in 
the United States and its island possessions, to be paid at the factory or 
refinery, a portion of the latter tax equal to seven-tenths of 1 cent per 
pound to be suspended by presidential efi geome upon the signing of 
a protocol looking to the establishmen of peace among the nations of 
Europe now at war. 

Fourth. An excise tax of 25 cents per horsepower on the production 
of automobiles, to be paid by the manufacturer, such tax to be suspended 
by presidential proclamation at the end of six months after the signing 
of a protocol looking to the establishment of peace among the nations 
of Europe now at war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oklahoma 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it ought to go over under the rule. 

Mr. SMOOT. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr, SIMMONS. I wish to ascertain exactly what the reso- 
lution is. I could not hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has already been 
made, and the resolution under the rule will be printed and lie 
over for a day. 


Gof, Colt, 
Dakota, and 


Johnson of 


ADJOURNMENT TO THURSDAY. 

Mr. KERN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do, for the purpose he has indicated to me. 

Mr. KERN. 1 move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be until Thursday next, at 12 o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MANUFACTURF OF ARMOR. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I call up from the table 
Senate bill 1417, introduced by me on the 10th instant, and ask 
that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays the bill 
before the Senate, and the Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1417) to erect a factory for the manufacture of armor. 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the e i of the Navy is hereby au- 
thorized and directed to erect a factory for the manufacture of armor 
for vessels of the Navy, said factory to have an annual capacity of 
twenty thousand tons of armor: Provided, That the cost of said fac- 
tory, when completed, shall not exceed $11,000,000, which sum is 
hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to be immediately available, for the purposes of this act 
and toward the purchase of a site for said factory, unless there is an 
available site already owned by the Government; in that case the full 
sum of $11,000,000 is hereby appropriated for the erection of said 
factory to make armor plate and any other material for the Navy that 
may be profitably produced therein, including all necessary drafting 
nnd clerical assistance, and to be available until expended. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the question of preparedness 
now so universally discussed is one requiring grave consid- 
eration and prompt action, There are all sorts of opinions and 
advice from all quarters—good, bad, and not only unwise, but 
unthinkable of adoption except by “wild men from Borneo.” 
Mr. Bryan, who is the evangel of “ peace at any price,” is bit- 
terly opposed to any and all increase, either in the Army or the 
Navy. I have been his friend both personally and politically 
for many long years; but he seems to be simply obsessed on this 
subject and has lost his usual poise. Ex-President Roosevelt, 
on the other hand, who snorts and roars like a veritable Bull of 
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Bashan, poses as the god of war and clamors for a very large 
standing Army and great reserves. He reminds one of the giant | 
in Mother Goose— 


Fe, fi, fo, f 
I smell the 
Be he live, or be he dead, 


um, 
blood of a German man, 


TIl grind his bones to make my bread. H 

You will all notice that I have taken some liberty with 
Mother Goose because it says “Englishman” not German 
man.” 

While I realize there is need of a larger Army than we now 
have, and especially of officers who are trained in the handling 
of troops, common sense teaches me that if we legislate promptly 
to get an “adequate Navy,” as called for in the last Democratic 
platform and demanded in louder and more clarion tones in the 
President’s address to Congress last week, it would go further 
toward defending the country from foreign attack than would 
any other instrumentality we can provide. The Navy is spoken 
of—and rightly so—as our first line of defense; and I favor such 
a Navy as will make our country second to none on the water 
except England. It stands to reason that the stronger and more 
eflicient Navy we have, the less need there will be for a great 
enlargement of the Army; for as our country is not likely to 
enter into a war of aggression anywhere, or under any provoca- 
tion, and only seeks to defend itself and maintain the new Mon- 
roe doctrine as enunciated by President Wilson, if no enemy can 
land on our shores we would not need an Army to defend them, 


but could depend on volunteers and the National Guard in an | 


emergency. But as I see it, no emergency can possibly arise if 
we have an “adequate Navy.“ Such a Navy is an imperative 
necessity, not only to national life and honor now, but to main- 
tain the newer and nobler Monroe doctrine—‘America for the 
Americans.” 

Just what vessels we ought to authorize to be built will be 
thrashed out by the Naval Committees of the House and Senate 
after consultation with the experts from the Navy Department. 
But there is one question which ought to be decided very 
promptly; and that is the authorization of the construction by 
the Government of its own armor plant. With this idea in view 
I introduced the bill authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 
build such a plant as soon as practicable; and I believe the 
very promptest action is necessary in both ends of the ‘Capitol. 
The bill ought to go through this end of the Capitol and the 
other end, too, inside of 30 days and become a law, for with 
the utmost energy and industry both displayed it will take 
not less than a year to construct and equip such a plant and get 
it in running order. It is a gigantic task to construct such 
n plant, as everyone must see, and no red tape of any kind— 
least of all interminable debate on this floor or in the commit- 
tees—should delay it in the slightest degree. The country ought 
to regard as a public enemy any Senater or Member of Con- 
gress who tries to delay or thwart this purpose. Any delay in 
beginning work would be criminal unless a continuance of the 
Republican program heretofore followed, of having the Treasury 
robbed right along, is to go on. I can not believe there are any 
such Republicans here. 

The country is at present in the grasp of an Armor Trust, as 
it has been these 20 years. The committee appointed last winter 
to investigate this subject made its report in the expiring hours 
of the last session of Congress, when everything was under 
such pressure at both ends of the Capitol, and I doubt if many 
of you have even read it or had time to look into the matter at 
all. It is House Document 1620. 

After most careful investigation in the time allowed us, mak- 
ing the most searching efforts to reach accurate conclusions, an 
armor factory of 20,000 tons’ capacity was estimated to cost 
$10,331,906, while a factery of 10,000 tons’ capacity would cost 
$6,685,107. It was deemed best to introduce the bill for a 
20,000-ton plant rather than the smaller one, for the reason 
that armor manufactured in the larger plant will cost much 
less per ton than if made in the smaller one. Then, too, we 
will need that.amount of armor, and more, for some years to 
come. 

Whatever number of war vessels we finally conclude to build, 
armor of some sort will be necessary to give as much pro- 
tection to the ships as is now thought wise and best. Of course 
the improvement of modern gunnery has shown conclusively 
that no armor ever manufactured, or that can be manufactured, 
can resist artillery as now made; just as no fortifications now in 
existence, or that can be built, except earthworks, are able to 
withstand the heavy shelis now being used. AN the naval offi- 
cers I have talked with on this subject, and I have talked with 
many, unite in advising that battleships are the best kind to 
bulld. The lanes of commerce across the seas can be held in- 
definitely against fast cruisers. A fleet of battleships with 


enough scout cruisers and destroyers would be sufficient to 
Sweep the seas of merchantmen. It is the possession of battle- 


ships as well as fast cruisers, that has enabled England to 


sweep the German flag from the ocean. Hence, the naval pro- 


| gram proposed by the Secretary of the Navy asks us to provide 
| for both kinds of vessels and many others. Therefore I take it 


for granted that armored vessels of an approved type from now 
on must be built, and we will make them unsinkable, if it is 
possible to do so. 

The construction of an armor plant built and owned by the 
Government is the only protection against the robbery to which 
the Government has been compelled to submit for 20 years. In 
order to refresh the minds of men as to how long this fight has 
been in progress, as well as to enlighten them as to my own 
humble efforts to protect the Government, I ask permission to 
insert such parts of my first speech on armor plate, made in 
1896, in this body, as I deem preper. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Becknam in the chair). 
Without objection it will be so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Mr. TILEMAN. Mr. President, as a member of the Naval Committee 
I have followed the investigations by which we sought to arrive at 
the facts and the true inwardness of this armor its cost, and I 
have some very strong opinions about it. Perhaps I am so constituted 
that I can not have any other kind of except positive ones. 
It is doubtless a fact that I sometimes ve at erroneous conclusions, 
all of which I am willing to acknow 

As I unders the situation, we ve a mono; in the United 
States created by the Government, paid for by the Government, and 


7 the men who make this armor plate and who have the monopoly 
the business paid for by the Government are robbing the Govern- 


ment to-day unmer ly. 
In the first place, we have a law forbidding contracts by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy for any vessel which use armor not manu- 


factured in this country. agree that that is patriotic and right and 
just. We ought to manufacture everything that we consume in this 
country. I am protectionist eno to go that far. It may astonish 
somebody to hear me say so, but I am honestly in favor of this coun- 
ay manufacturing everything that it consumes. But I do say that 
this Government ought not to be robbed by those whom it protects, 
and that the benefits to be derived should not alone to the capital 
invested, but to the labor as well; that when they have had a reason- 
able protection and get a reasonable income on the capital and reason- 
able wages for the skilled labor that is far enough, and when we go 
further by our jaws we just org ed Provide a means by a cer- 
tain class of men who are so avorites of the Government become 
millionaires at the expense of the ee 

We are face to face with the fact there are two armor manufac- 
tories in the United States—Carnegle and Bethlehem—and that you can 
not get any armor from any other factory than those two, either in the 
coun or out of the country. The evidence is clear enough, and if 
anybody disputes it I want somebody to dispute the 8 which I 
now lay down, and which the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SMITH] 
just enunciated, that the Government in making the o contracts 
with those armor manufacturers paid enough bonus over and above the 
reasonable price to pay for the factories. anybody dispute it? 

Mr. Hawtey. We do not know. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You do not know? ‘Well, I will let the former Secre- 
tary of the Navy, Mr. Tracy, have a word to on that point. I ask 
that the Secretary read the part marked in the testimony given by him 
before the committee. 

— PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read, without objection. 


tary read as follows: 
Senator TILLMAN. I was absent for a few minutes, having been called 
out of the room unavoidably, and you may have touched upon the point; 
but let me ask on what, in . your contracts with the Carnegies, 


vou your action as to 

“ Ex-Secretary Tracy. You were out, Senator. I said when I came to 
negotiate with Mr. Carnegie the negotiation began with Mr. Abbott, the 
manager of their works; and when . Carnegie came into it later I 
started by insisting that they should reduce the price that was d to 
Bethlehem. I thought that was an excessive price, and I wan them 
to reduce that price. 

“ Senator TILLMAN. Did mo mention as a reason why they could not 
reduce the price that they be at a great expense? 

“ Ex-Secretary Tuacx. Of course. 

“Senator TILLMAN. Which would have to be considered in undertak- 
ing the contract? 

‘Ex-Secretary Tracy. Yes. 

“Senator TILLMAN. Did they give you any estimates? 

“ }x-Secretary Tracy. Oh, yes; verbally. No estimates in detail. 

“Senator TILLMAN. Can you recall the amount r v. 8 

Ex-Secretary Tracy. I think it was more than $2,000,000 that they 
would have to expend. 

“Senator TILLMAN. That they would have to expend over and above 
their existing outlay? 

“ x-Secretary Tracy. Yes. 

“Senator TILLMAN. Before they could make the armor? 

“ Ex- ry . Yes. I Will not be positive about the precise 


figure. However, it was a very large sum. 
“Senator HALE. They had a plant for other purposes? 
“ Ex-Secretary Tracy. They had a large plant. 
“Senator TILLMAN. I knew they had a large plant. I am trying to 


get at what ought to be the present price of armor after the Government 
has practically paid for these plants in the original contracts. That is 
the point I want to strike. 

85 E eersfarz Tracy. As I stated, Mr. Carnegie said flatly, I will 
make no contract u 
Bethlehem 


I can have the same terms that are accorded to 
at the same prices and 1 the same quantity of 
er If you will give me that, I will found the plant; if you do not, 
not.“ 4 
“ 


Senator TILLMAN, Did your experts, those who reported to you in 
regard to the delay in furnishing the armor and com with the 
original contract of the Bethlehem Com , ever lead you to suppose 
that there was any intentional procrastination? 

“ Px-Secretary Tracy. No; not willful. 
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“Senator TILLMAN. Was it necessary? 

“ Iix-Secretary Tracy. Necessary in one sense. In the founding of 
that plant Bethlehem sought very largely to make its own tools instead 
of purchasing them. Then they had made great mistakes with their ham- 
mer. No; I am not willing to charge Bethichem at all with any willful 
delay. The delay was very great; but I think the Senator was out when 
I stated that one of the controlling factors which led me to think it desir- 
able to found a second plant was because the experience of the English 
armor makers is that in their largest establishments they turn out only 
about 300 tons a month each, and at 300 tons a month two establish- 
ments could manufacture armor for only about two battleships a year 
the size of the Indiana, 

“Senator TILLMAN, This is merely a question as to your opinion, but 
fet me ask you whether from your intimate knowledge of the matter you 
have any reason to believe that those two companies are in collusion or 
that Map ets that time had an understanding with each other? 

cretary Tracy. No; not at the time of making the contract, of 
ve no evidence 


I do not want to pass upon that question. I 
We were 


course. 
sufficient to justify me in saying that they were in collusion. 
required to advertise for the materials, 

“Senator TILEMAN. Did any other steel makers make any proposi- 
tions or come to you? 

„Ex-Seeretary Tracy. There is no one else in the country who has 
a plant, and so others could not compete, 

“Senator TILLMAN. None except Carnegie and the Bethlehem Com- 
pany. 

“Ex-Secretary Tracy, They are the only two plants in the country 
that can compete. 

“Senator TILLMAN., Are we then to-day practically forced to buy from 
those two or none? 

“ Ex-Secretary Tracy. We are. 

Senator HALE. Unless we build a plant of our own? 

“Senator TILLMAN. Or unless there are others who would go to the 
expense those firms have gone to? 

2 Ex- Secretary Tracy. Les, sir; that is it, unless you found another 

p 


ant. 

“ Senator TILLMAN. I just want to get the idea of a monopoly or of a 
Simane A between those companies brought out prominently in the in- 
ves on. 

> . CHANDLER. Without reference to a combine, it is admitted 
that those two companies are the only ones now that can compete? 

“Senator TILLMAN. I am not speaking of the present time. 

“ Ex-Secretary Tracy. You do not understand me as saying that there 
is any combine. 

“Senator TILLMAN. I am trying to bring out the facts that will 
prove that, however. 

“Senator Hate. At the time when, under the circumstances you 
have stated, you made the arrangement which resulted in the es- 
tablishment of the second plant, was there anything that indicated 
any collusion or sympathy or correspondence between the Carnegies 
sory hig apg ae Co., or do you believe now that there was anything 
0 e kind? 

„ Wx-Secretary Tracy. No; there was nothing at the time. 

“Senator Hate. On the other hand, was it not considered by you 
that you could create an additional and rival establishment to the 


Bethlehem Co.? 

“ Ex-Secre Tracy. Yes, sir. I have assumed that if this Gov- 

ernment had followed the practice of England and appropriated 

y : „or even $75, 000, to a building scheme, to be ex- 
pended so much per year during a serles of years, the cost of our 
ships in every respect could have been prety reduced, because more 
people would have gone into the business of furnishing the frames of 
ships, the plates of ships, the decking; more men would have Tons 
into the projectile business; more armor men would have gone into 
the armor business. We could really have got up an active com- 
petition under a guaranty of constant and continnous employment for 
a series of years. But where you ask a man to found an expensive 
pan costing millions of dollars, on a very small contract, with noth- 
ng more than a mere prones ity that something may afterwards 
follow, of course he is likely to exact a much higher price for that 
one contract. 

“ Benator HALE. That is true. 

“Px-Secretary Tracy. I assume now that if the pom: Congress 
should authorize the building of four more battleships in addition 
to the two being built, the present Secretary of the Navy could ne- 
konata a contract for armor at considerably less than the present 
prices.” 

Mr, TILLMAN. From the statement made by the Secretary of the 
Navy it is rer clear that when he took upon himself the responsi- 
bility of found or attempting to found a new armor plant at Car- 
negle's, he hoped. to get competition. We have seen that the compe- 
tition is not in existence; that these people are together. We have 
seen that after the Government has paid an enormous price for the 
first contracts, aggregating something like twelve or fourteen mil- 
lion dollars, in which was included the cost of the factory or the addi- 
tional expenditure to which they were put in order to be able to create 
the armor and make it, they still hold up and say, “You must now 
us just what you originally id us. We will not reduce it.” 
“Why?” “We have you Py, the throat. We have your Congress b; 
the t. We have men in the Senate and in the House who will 
stand by us. We-propose to steal from this country or to take it vi et 
armis, by votes.” at is what they say in plain English. 

La J * 7. . > * 

“The resolution of investigation directs your committee to inquire 
into the condition and character of all armor plate, bolts, and other 
appurtenances delivered to the Government by the Carnegie Steel Com- 
pany and to investigate and inquire as to what amount of inferior or 
dam: plate, bolts, and other appurtenances had been delivered to 
the Government by said company, and the amount of compensation 
which should be paid to the Government in settlement for such damaged 
or inferior armor plate, bolts, and appurtenances. The committee can 
f° no further into this investigation without knowing the actual bal- 
istic resistance of groups of plates passed by a test of plates that did 


not really represent these groups. The company has admitted this 
cha f the Government is precluded from making these tests at 
taer expense by the settlement made January 18, 1894 (see House Ex- 
ecutive 


ment, Fifty-third Con, pages 87 and 38), they must be 
made at the expense of the Government. pror that a test of these 
plates should be made, your committee have selected the plates which, 
n their opinion, ought to be tested. They recommend that the money 
necessary for such a test be taken from any moneys heretofore appro- 


priated for the increase of the Navy under the head of ‘Armor and 
armament.’ They therefore recommend the adoption of the accompany- 
ing joint resolution (H. Res. 226): 

* Resolved by the Senate and House . of the United 
States of America in Congréss assembled, That the Secretary of the 
Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to remove from the 
shi hereinafter mentioned the armor plates hereinafter mentioned, 
and subject said armor plates to the same ballistic tests, in every re- 
spect, as were given to the plates upon the ballistic tests of which the 
pospectiys groups of armor plate containing the hereinafter mentioned 

lates were accepted. The armor plates to be tested, with the ships 
rom which they are to be removed, are as follows, to wit: 

From the ship Monadnock, the 9-inch belt plate, No. 10, starboard, 
manufacturing number 448 ; 

rom the monitor Terror, the 7-inch belt plate, No. 6, starboard, 
manufacturing number 678; 

“From the ship Oregon, the 8-inch barbette plate, No. 587; _ 

From the ship Indiana, the 4-inch casemate diagonal plate, No. 14, 
port, manufacturing number 233 ; 

“From the ship Massachusetts, the 4-Inch ak, door, No. 3793. 

“ Be it further resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to remove the 13-inch t plate KL, 
Monterey, and ascertain whether said 


starboard, No, XS, from the shi 

plate contains a pipe hole 4 fee jong ; and if such pipe hole be found, 
the Secretary of the Navy is hereby further author and directed to 
subject the said plate to a ballistic test identical in 83 particular 
with that which was given to the plate upon the test of which the 
group containing the said plate, X8, was accepted, and that the first 
shot be placed in that part of the plate containing the pipe hole. 

“The Secretary of the Navy is further requested and directed to 
send to the Congress a full and detailed report of the hereinbefore- 
directed tests as soon as may be. 

“The Members of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of 
Representatives heretofore engaged in investigating the 1 
frauds are hereby directed to witness, as far as possible, each of the 
hereinbefore-mentioned tests; and said tests are to be made at the 
Indian Head proving ground. 

“The Secretary of the Navy is authorized and directed to pay from 
any moneys heretofore appropriated for the increase of the Navy, under 
the head of armor and armament, such sums as may be necessary for 
the carrying out of the hereinbefore-directed tests, and for macing on 
the ships before mentioned other armor plates, in place of the plates 
removed for the purpose of being tested, as hereinbefore directed. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I will simply read a brief extract from the 
summing up of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House of 
Representatives as to one of the armor-plate factories. Charges 
were made as to frauds in the manufacture of armor; that they 
were putting up shoddy, so to speak, if you can have shoddy steel ; 
and the committee of the House formulated charges and sent for 
the experts and the employees and the bosses of the Carnegie Co., 
and upon their admitted statements, not denied, admitted in open 
court, so to speak, before the committee, the report was made. 
They confessed that they had put off fraudulent armor on the 
Government, The committee summed up in this way: 


If the criminality of a wrongful act is to be measured by the delib- 
eration with which it is committed, the magnitude of the evils likel 
to result from its perpetration, and the want of provocation with whi 
it is done, the frauds which your committee have found are worthy to 
be called crimes. ‘The servants of the Carnegie Steel Co. (whether 
with or without the knowledge of the company), to increase their gains, 
deliberately continued for many months to commit acts whose natural 
and probable consequence would be the sacrifice of the lives of our sea- 
men in time of war, and with them, perhaps, the dearest interests of 
the Nation. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, vol. 28, pt. 7, 54th Cong., Ist 
sess., pp. 60 „June 3, 1896.) 

Mr. President, I came into the Senate in December, 1895, 
and was assigned to the Naval Committee at my request, and 
I have served on it ever since. I speak advisedly when- I 
say that all these years since I have been a member of that 
committee the United States Government has been robbed un- 
mercifully by the armor makers. I am going to ask the Sec- 
retary to read extracts from my speech delivered in this body 
March 1, 1897, as it was a continuation of the fight I began in 
1896 and related to the armor frauds. They are applicable to 
the situation now existing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. TILLMAN. Jf we go back and trace the history of this armor-plate 
manufacture we find that during Mr. Cleveland's first term, when Secre- 
tary Whitney began what is known as the construction of the new Navy, 
the manufacture of armor according to the most approved methods was 
an unknown thing in this country, and that there was no plant capable 
of performing that work. The largest steel plant in the country at 
that time, I believe, was at Bethlehem, and Congress wisely, perhaps 
(I shall not pretend to say it was not wise), entered not into a con- 
tract, but it authorized the Secretary of the Navy to enter into a con- 
tract with the Bethlehem Iron Works by which they were to construct 
a sufficient addition to their already large steel works to make this 
armor. The price fixed was away up yonder, some $600 or $700, I am 
not familiar with the exact amount, but it was $600 or $700 per ton, 
and it was generally understood in the debates and in the newspapers 
that the enormous ite was given by reason of the fact that an enor- 
mous expenditure of three, four, or fiye million dollars was necessary, 
and the Government proposed by this large price to reimburse the 
Bethiehem Manufa ng Company in the contract which would then 
be let for its outlay. The proof is overwhelming in these reports, in 
the testimony taken before the Naval Committee in the investization 
last winter, that the plant at Bethlehem, which was constructed in 
addition to what they already had, has been paid for twice over by this 
Government absolutely, and that they haye made a present of it to the 
Bethlehem Company. 
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year or two after the 2 was entered into at Bethlehem 
thet new Bec! 
armor from Be 


the le excuse—wi 

authority from conpra 8 into a contract of his own with the 
55 Works at Pitts! tésburgh, Pid Br which whiney Beir were to receive the same 
re for the armor that eh receiving, 5 he thereby 

oped, as he 1 oS 2 — “abot at cosmpetition tn the price of 
armor, and have two ead of one, and thereby enable the 
Government to te It the . — it might want in the construction 
of the new Navy at reduced prices after a while. (CONGRESSIONAL 
RECOM; Mar. * 1897, p. . 


* * 


Mr. 5 Now, W eee those of you who a not feel so 
thin-skinned, who know you are ‘honest, who feel that you are the 
pent only ‘of the people of the State which you represent, please 


en. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
THE CHARGES AGAINST THE COMPANY. 


Mr. TILLMAN, That was the Carnegie Co. 
The SECRETARY (continuing) : 


“[ConcResstonaL RECORD, Aug. 23, 1894, p. 8638.] 


rapa aa 8 
nd. False reports of the treatment of the plates were syste- 

. — made to the Government inspectors. This was in violation 
ot paragraph 95 of the r con armor-plate appurtenances, 
88 3 16, 1893, which was made a part of the contract. Para- 
grap! says: 

“* The np ear — state for each article in writing the exact 
treatment it has recei 
ink ee specifications 77 the contract of November 20, 1890, paragraph 

„A written statement of work and contractor's tests to be co 
menced and in progress each day must be furnished to the chief 


inspector.’ 

Third. No bolts received the double treatment provided for in the 
specifications of either contract. A report of a double treatment, how- 
ever, was made to the Government in ors. 

„Fourth. Specimens taken from e plates both before and after 
treatment to ascertain the tensile stren of each plate were stretched 
without the knowledge of the Government r so as to increase 
their 5 tensile strength when actually tested. 

miep — taken from other plates were substituted 
for the specimens selected by the Government inspectors. 

“Sixth. The testing ma e was repeatedly manipulated by order 
of the superintendent of the AENDE DIAIR -N — . to increase the 
apparent tensile strength of the s were 
juggled in measurement so as to ee heie z meaty. 8 

Seventh. Various vernment inspectors 
boc re-treated without their — et pong eee they were submitted to 


t 
“ Eighth. zuu. oneen by the Government inspectors for ballistic test 
were re-treated th the intention of improving their ballistic resist- 
ance, without the knowledge of the Government inspectors. In one 
case, at least, the conclusion is almost irresistible that the bottom of 
another plate was substituted for the top 9 plate A 619 —— Yi 
ea men 


4 bolts was de- 


Mr. President, th charges, and the testl- 
mony. is there to show that every word of them was admitted and con- 
fessed before a committee of- the House of resentatives, and that 
House, without a division—because even the ublicans over there 
dared not face their constituents for reelection and fight the investi- 
gation—passed a resolution to have certain plates taken off the vessels 
of the Navy and have them put through the necessary test to enk the 
frauds and prove them. Mr. Carnegie was fined by the Secretary of the 
Navy and. by some hok kus, this glorious President of ours, who, 
God be thanked, goes out of power in two days from now, remitted that 
fine. The thieves were 8 they confessed that they had robbed 
the Government; the House of Representatives sent to you a resolu- 
tion to have certain plates tested upon your new Navy to prove the 
frauds which had been practiced upon the Government. 

That Eann ees came over here and went to sleep and dled without 
action, and Mr. Carnegie sports his steam yacht and floats back to 
Scotland to his. game preserve, and writes gold-bug I to ten 
the American pag how they ought to behave 


Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, we have an armor trust now 
just as we have had all along, and it is doing business at the 
same old stands—-Bethlehem, Carnegie, Midvale. The war in 
Europe and the enormous profits made in the manufacture of 
munitions of war have brought about the absorption of the 
Midvale Co. by the Bethlehem Co., I hear; and Mr. Schwab, who 
wns Carnegie’s foreman when the first fraud was exposed by the 
House committee in 1894, is now president of and largely owns 
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the Seen Steel Co. (See H. Rept. No. 1468, 53d Cong., 2d 
sess. 

This is all ancient history, Mr. President, and I am only bring- 
ing it orward to point the moral of this argument that I am 
making for an armor plant right now. 

Mr. President, in this connection, I desire to say that to Wil- 
Ham E. Chandler, formerly a Senator from New Hampshire, 
credit is due for offering the first resolution in the Senate to 
reduce the price to be paid for armor. He and I served in the 
Senate together for many years, and he is now, like myself, old 
and somewhat feeble. He is not loved in the South, where the 
older generation was taught to hate him, and all southerners 
know him as “Old Bill Chandler”; for he was always active 
and a somewhat pestiferous man in reconstruction days; and 
besides he had “something to do” with counting Florida for 
Hayes in 1876. But I desire to say that for loyalty to the Navy 
and to the United States, and especially to New England, and 
for ability as a Senator he has been second to no man I have 
known in Washingten. His heart is in the right place, and he is 
only selfish like the average Yankee. He is not as quick and 
alert minded—although as quick as lightning—as John C. 
Spooner, who added to his alertness of mind brilliancy of oratory 
and the greatest legal ability. It delights me to speak thus of 
two distinguished Republicans I have served with here, and I 
take occasion to say also that during my 20 years of service 
many of my warmest friends have been on the Republican side. 
They were partisan, as I am and have been always, but that 
did not hinder recognition of their lovable qualities and great 
ability. 

Before leaving this phase of the subject I wish to say that 
the critics of the Navy Department under Secretary Daniels 
have been unusually active and outrageous in their work, not 
hesitating to even make false statements. One man particu- 
larly active in this criticism has been his immediate predecessor, 
Mr. George von L. Meyer. Mr. Meyer seems to be unconscious of 
the fact that in indicting the Navy, as he has, under Secretary 
Daniels, he, in truth, is indicting himself and his Republican 
predecessors in the Navy Department. The Congress has appro- 
priated enough money, God knows; but it has been squan- 
dered, misappropriated, or spent unwisely. If Mr. Meyer should 
convict Secretary Daniels of gross hich he can 
not do—he will damn forever, in the estimation of right-thinking 
men, the Republican Secretaries of the Navy who preceded him. 
Poor old Massachusetts, how unfortunate in giving birth to such 
a man as he! The grand old State deserves a better opinion 
than he has been giving it to the average man. I have known 
many noble and great men from that State; have associated 
on this floor with two of her greatest sons, Hoar and LopaE; and 
I feel sorry that she should be held up to scorn—if such a little 
and mean man can hold her up to scorn—by the actions of Mr. 
George von L. Meyer. But let me get back to the manufacture 
of armor plate. 

In spite of all the proof brought to bear by me and others, 
Congress has continued year after year under Republican con- 
trol to follow this outrageous policy of paying special interests 
and pets of the Republican Party enormous sums out of the 
Public Treasury. Now, it can only be stopped under Demo- 
cratic administration, as far as the Navy is concerned, by the 
Government erecting its own armor plant. That is what this 
bill proposes to do and do at once. 

The Government had to pay outrageous prices for smokeless 
powder for a long while, until it erected its own powder plant, 
and that plant is a protection against any inordinate profits to 
the Powder Trust supplying the Government ali it needs. It 
will be the same way about armor and munitions, too. We 
now know what powder costs per pound and we could find out 
what the best armor costs per ton in the same way. The plea 
that sound public policy requires that private parties shall 
supply the Government all its munitions of war is not tenable at 
all, because there is no more certain way to encourage unfair 
dealing and imposition than to be at the mercy of anybody. 
Men are too selfish. 

We simply can not afford in the present straitened circum- 
stances of the Treasury to permit such stealing to go on any 
longer. To show it is going on now, in addition to the Report 
No. 1620, to which I have already referred, I quote some sen- 
tences from the last report of the Secretary of the Navy, Mr, 
Daniels, showing what difficulties he has had and what conclu- 
sions he has reached in regard to existing conditions in the 
matter of armor. + 

I ask to have the Secretary read from the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

THE GOVERNMENT SHOULD HAVE AN ARMOR-PLATE PLANT. 

While the Navy Depariment has been able to supply other im- 
portant needs in markets affording some competition, e purchase 
of armor plate it has been restricted to making these large purchases 
practically without competition. The natural result has een that 
the makers of armor have fixed the price. There are only three firms 
which manufacture armor plate for some years they have prae: 
tically charged the same price per ton. In my report for 1913 I re- 
counted the fact that when bids were Invited for the Arizona, all three 
of these firms made identically the same bid to a cent. They justified 
this sham of bidding by sa that upon the last award w the 
newest of the companies underbid the two older ones the department 
made an award of one-third of the quantity desired to each firm at the 
lowest figure quoted. ‘Thereafter there was no incentive on the 
of the new company to compete in bidding, because when it ea 
lower price it only received one-third of he contract. All the bids 
made then were rejected, and when the manufacturers found the de- 

tment would not pay their price, a reduction of $111,875 was made 
‘or the Arizona’s armor over the price of that charged for the are a 
vania, bought in 1912. The next year, when bids were opened for 
armor plate for three ships, a the basis o buying at wholesale, it 
was natural to expect a material reduction in the price, but the three 
companies submitted bids for only a trifle less than the price they re- 
ceived for armor for one ship in the rr year. All these bids 
being rejected, n the second opening of bids the department effected 
a saving of $788,648. The prices quoted this year for battleships 
No. I and No. 44 are practically the same as for the California, Idaho, 
and Mississippi. 

It has been demonstrated beyond controversy that the prices charged 
by the armor-plate plants have no reference to co tition and little 
reference to the cost of production. Recently one of these armor-plate 
factories at Midvale, Pa., the P ocr of the three and the one that 
some years ago underbid the others, has passed into new hands. What 
effect this change of ownership will have remains to be seen. In the 
light of past experience there seems to be no hope for better prices for 
the Government except by the erection of a plant of its own. Under 
these conditions there is little probability of securing armor plate at 
a reasonable nice from private companies unless the Government itself 
erects a plant and is able to manufacture armor plate whenever private 
companies do not fix a fair ce, The last session of Nomen i | 

inted a committee com of the chairmen of the Na 


meee House and te, 
nance. This committee made investigations and its report was filed 
toward the cl the Sixty-third Congress, but no 


ose of the last session o 
action was taken 7175 it, as the — had been unable to com- 
a 


lete its report until a short time before ournment of Congress. It 
is to be regretted that when the committee undertook the investigation 
it had no rtunity to compare the cost of making armor plate in this 
country with the cost abroad or to make a co: of the operation 
of such a factory in various countries. 

When the recommendation was first made for an armor-plate factory, 


it was expected that the committee would secure from other countries 
much information that would throw light upon the actual cost of a 
plant and its operation. With no opportunity to make such comparisons 
or to see any plants in operation except the three in our own coun 
the committee, with this limited op; cheers | to ascertain the wor! 
3 its renee It estimated that our Government should 
establish a plant with the capacity of 10,000 t armor plate could be 
manufactured at $262.79 per ton, or a factory with 20,000 tons capacity 
at Tony per ton. 'The price charged the Government for the last armor 
plate purchased was $425 per ton, and the price in 1913 was $454 on 
contract let March 3, 1913, and $440 per ton on contract let November 
17, 1918, and in 1912 (before the 8-hour law became effective) —.— per 
ton. This shows that a very large saving can be effected if the Congress 
makes an appropriation in accordance with my recommendation for the 
erection of an armor-plate plant. 

In addition to the saving that could be effected, there is another con- 


sideration in favor of such a Government owned and operated plant that 
is entitled to t weight. The armor plate which we are now using 
on our ships depended for Improvements largely upon the recom- 


mendations of our expert naval officers. Such improvements as the 

ce can suggest accrue to the private companies making the armor 
late. As they may also manufa for foreign Governments, these 
mprovements are open to all the world when they should 9 ony. 
to the American people. The ability to retain for ourselves all the ad- 
vantages which the skill and knowledge of naval experts 
3 manufacturers ougat to belong only to our Navy. This addi- 
ional reason for the establishment of a Government plant is not tọ be 
ligħtly regarded. Japan has erected its own 8 plant. All 
that it learns about the process is kept a strict secret and is not known 
outside of Japan. 

The recommendation I urged in 1913 and again in 1914 for the 
establishment of an armor-plate plant was not a new proposition. It 
had been made before. Indeed, the ar; ent was so strong and so 
9 that the naval act of June ing the 
constru visi: 

“ Provided, That the PATT, of the Navy is hereby authorized to 
t ity for any or all vessels 


e made at a price which 


(Krupp) and $400 per ton for class B (Harvey). 
exclusive of royalties which the Government had to Bay: 
Krupp, $21.85 per ton, and Harvey, $1.20 per ton. he 

the Navy evidently, “ in his judgment,” thi rice “ reasonable 
and table,” for he took no hee to 8. the $4,000,000 appropri- 
ated toward the erection of a factory for the manufacture of armor. 
which he was directed to do unless he could secure a reasonable and 
equitable" price. 

In 1 e same conditions which forces us to pay the price the 
manufacturers chi for armor plate caused the then Secretary of 
the Navy, Hon. Hilary A. Herbe to make an investigation in this 

and abroad. e result of his investigation was to recommend 
the building of a Government plant. No action was taken, as his re- 
port was made only a short e before his term expired. Since the 


Secretary of 
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pansage of the naval act of June 7, 1900, directing the Secretary of 
e Navy to erect a factory for the manufacture of armor unless he 
could make contracts for it “at a price which in his judgment is 
reasonable and equitable,” the Navy Department has spent $76,195,960 
for armor for its ships. It is ved that if the intent of Congress 
in ordering the erection of a factory had been carried out at that 
time, the Government would have saved enough money on armor 
plate to own a plant as large as that owned by three of the private 
| poy egos and in the meantime to haye supplied the armor plate 

ts own ships at a less price than it has been compelled to pay. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I wish to emphasize and call 
special attention to what the Secretary says about the amount 
that we could have saved all these years if an armor factory had 
been authorized long ago. 

So, Senators, there are no two sides to this question, no room 
for discussion—nothing for debate to hang on. Nothing but 
brazen effrontery and unbridled greed, aided by a revival of 
corruption in Washington, can delay the passage of this bill, and 
I hope, as I have said already, that it will become law Inside of 
thirty days. 

I once saw an appropriation made in both Houses of Congress, 
at the opening of the Spanish-American War, of $50,000,000, and 
it was done inside of two hours. Democrats and Republicans 
were tumbling over one another in a patriotic effort to give 
President McKinley full power. Times now are not like they 
were then, but the danger is even greater. Will Senators rise 
and do their duty, or will they haggle and discuss and waste 
words? Time only can tell. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PREPAREDNESS FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE, 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, a few days ago I gave notice 
that I would address the Senate on Friday next. I think it is 
quite likely that the Senate will not desire to remain in session 
on that day, so I desire to change the time of the notice to 
Thursday instead of Friday. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. SWANSON. At the request of the junior Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. Kern], I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 10 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


DEATH OF EX-SENATOR FRANCIS MARION COCKRELL. 


Mr. REED. Mr. President, it is my painful duty to announce 
to the Senate the death of ex-Senator Francis Marion Cockrell, 
of the State of Missouri. I feel, in view of his long public sery- 
ice, that some expression of respect ought to be paid by the 
Senate. It is my purpose, therefore, in a moment, to move that 
the Senate adjourn out of respect for the memory of ex-Senator 
Cockrell, 

At this time I desire to state that Francis Marion Cockrell was 
born in Johnson County, Mo., October 1, 1884. He attended the 
common schools of his county. He was graduated from Chapel 
Hill College, Lafayette County, Mo., in July, 1853. He studied 
law ; was admitted to the bar in 1855, and practiced at Warrens- 
burg, Mo. He served in the Confederate Army, rising from the 
rank of captain to that of brigade commander. He was ap- 
pointed brigadier general July 18, 1863; was captured at Fort 
Blakely, Ala., April 9, 1865; and was paroled May 14, 1865. At 
the close of the war he returned to the practice of law; was 
elected to the United States Senate, and served continuously in 
this body from 1875 until 1905. 

He was appointed interstate commerce commissioner in 1905 
and served six years. In 1911 he was appointed commissioner 
for the United States to reestablish the boundary line between 
Texas and New Mexico. At the time of his death he was civilian 
member of the Board of Ordnance, War De 

He died this morning at 9 o’clock at his home in the Bucking- 
ham Hotel, in the city of Washington. His funeral will occur at 
2 o’clock p. m., Tuesday, December 14, from the headquarters 
of the Confederate Veterans of Washington, 1322 Vermont 
Avenue. 

Mr. President, it is not my purpose at this time to undertake 
to lay before the Senate the facts touching the career of this 
great Missourian and great American. At the proper time his 
long and distinguished public service will be reviewed. I move, 
as a token of respect to his memory, that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 2 o'clock 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Thursday, December 16, 1915, 
at 12 o'clock meridian. . 
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NOMINATIONS. 
Erccutire nominations received by the Senate December 13, 1915. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


CAVALRY ARM. 

Licut. Col. Thomas B. Dugan, Sixth Cavalry, to be colonel 
from December 9, 1915, vice Col. Harry C. Benson, unassigoed, 
retired from active service December 8, 1915. 

Maj. Selah R. H. Tompkins, Fifth Cavalry, to be lieutenant 
colonel from December 9, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Thomas B. 
Dugan, Sixth Cavalry, promoted. 


INFANTRY ARM. 


Capt. Howard R. Perry, Infantry, unassigned, to be major 
from December 5, 1915, vice Maj. Charles C. Clark, unassigned, 
detailed in the Quartermaster Corps. 

First Lieut. Rinaldo R. Wood, Twenty-fourth Infantry, to 
be captain from December 4, 1915, vice Capt. Milosh R. Hilgard, 
Fourteenth Infantry, detailed in the Quartermaster Corps. 

First Lieut. Leonard H. Cook, Sixth Infantry, to be captain 
from December 5, 1915, vice Capt. Howard R. Perry, unassigned, 
promoted. 

First Lieut. Horatio I. Lawrance, Ninth Infantry, to be captain 
from December 6, 1915, vice Capt. Thomas L. Smith, unassigned, 
retired from active service December 5, 1915. 

Second Lieut. George A. Matile, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 1, 1915; vice First Lieut. Daniel 
M. Cheston, jr., Seventeenth Infantry, resigned November 30, 
1915. 

Second Lieut. Walter R. Weaver, Twenty-second Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant from December 4, 1915, vice First Lieut. 
Rinaldo R. Wood, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alva Lee, Sixteenth Infantry, to be first lieu- 
tenant from December 5, 1915, vice First Lieut. Leonard H. Cook, 
Sixth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Roy W. Winton, Fourteenth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from December 6, 1915, vice First Lieut. Horatio 
I. Lawrance, Ninth Infantry, promoted. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Erecutire nomination confirmed by the Senate December 13, 1915. 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 
Robert Lansing to be Secretary of State. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tursbax, December 14, 1915. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, Author of the universe, Father of all souls, 
above all, through all, in all, make us conscious of Thy presence 
and lead us by Thy holy influence to know Thy will, and give us 
the courage to obey it, that we may prove ourselves worthy sons 
in thought, word, and deed of the living God, and so fulfill the 
law and the prophets in the spirit of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 10, 1915, 
was read and approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. f 


Mr. PARK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks on the subject of rural motor routes and the 
change brought about by the order of the Postmaster General, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. PARK] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
on the subject of rural motor routes. Is there objection? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a like request as 

to extending remarks on the question of the United States Gov- 
ernment constructing and maintaining rural post roads. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sms] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
on the subject of the United States Government building and 
maintaining rural post roads. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Parx], it will be considered 
granted. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to inquire whether or not 
it is the practice of the House to permit the introduction of 
memorials addressed to Congress by the various State legis- 
latures and have them extended in the RECORD? 

The SPEAKER. They are briefed and go through the box 
and are printed by title in the RECORD. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the Speaker permit a sug- 
gestion? I notice that in another distinguished legislative body 
they always introduce them and have them extended in the 
Record. While I would not presume to ask to have letters and 
telegrams and everything else that is sent to legislative Mem- 
bers inserted in the Recorp, it does seem to me that memorials 
formally submitted on public matters by the legislatures of the 
various States are entitled to be extended in the RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yiekl? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman must have noticed also that in 
another distinguished legislative body, not satisfied with having 
one Senator introduce a memorial and print it in the Recorp, 
another Senator from the same State introduces the same memo- 
rial, and sometimes on the same page of the Recorp it will be 
printed twice, and if not on the same page, then on a succeed- 
ing page. Having thus been printed twice in the Senate pro- 
ceedings, does the gentleman think that it is necessary to have 
it printed 4 or 5 times more in the House proceedings in the case 
of a memorial from Colorado and 80 or 40 times more in the 
House proceedings in the case of a memorial, for example, from 
the Legislature of the State of New York? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly not; and I would not 
want to ask permission to have printed a memorial that a 
Member of another distinguished body had already inserted in 
the Record. But where such a memorial has not already been 
inserted on public matters I would like to have it printed in 
the Record. Or if it is deemed more appropriate for me to ask 
leave to extend my remarks in the Recorp, I can do it in that 
way. But I do not think we ought to deny ourselves the right 
to have these memorials inserted in the Recorp, the same as is 
done in another coordinate body. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman himself must know that to one 
who reads the Record the practice followed in another body is 
perfect nonsense and ought not to be enlarged here. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I am inclined to agree with the 
gentleman. j 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the information of 
Members that there must be 300 of these memorials now in the 
Spenker's office awaiting reference, and it is the invariable 
habit of these State legislatures when they send a copy of a 
memorial to one Senator or Representative from their State to 
send it to all of them. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think they ought not to be pub- 
lished more than once. But in this case I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting three or four 
memorials from the Legislature of the State of Colorado. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
by inserting two or three memorials from the Colorado Legis- 
lature. Is there objection? 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr, Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I simply wish to say—— 

Mr. BARNHART. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objects, and 
that is the end of it. 

SWEARING IN CF MEMBERS. 

Mr. KALANIANAOLE, Mr. BRITTEN, Mr. Garnacuer, and Mr. 
Watson of Virginia appeared at the bar of the House and the 
oath of office was administered to them by the Speaker. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask indefinite leave of absence 
for my colleague, Mr. Haman, who is at home on account of 
the serious illness of his mother. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLOYD] 
asks unanimous consent for the indefinite leave of absence of 
his colleague, Mr. HAuLIN, on account of the serious illness of 
his mother. Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr. MARTIN, for three days, on account of illness in 
his family. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent for leave of absence for his colleague, Mr. Man- 
TIN, for three days, on account of illness in his family. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


1915. 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a similar re- 
quest for my colleague, Mr. Boomer, who, I believe is not 
here this morning. He notified me that he had serious illness in 
his family and might not be here. If he is not here, I make 
that request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bon- 
LAND] asks unanimous consent for indefinite leave of absence for 
his colleague, Mr. BooHer, on account of sickness in his family. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr, HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks by inserting in the Recorp a letter from a 
former Member of Congress to myself, and my reply thereto, on 
the subject of preparedness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 


CALVERT, TEX., November 10, 1915. 
Hon. Rurvus Harpy, Corsicana, Ter.: 


Permit me to say a few words on the question of national prepared- 


ness. 

You are in better position to reach t conclusions than I am, but 

this is what I think: I do not think 

threatening us as a Nation as to necessitate or SP? 80 
o 


increase in our stan 
Navy should be increment much beyond what has already been provided 


lieve—I would rather take the isk and in the emer; 
wonde: resources of our Government than to so c nge the policy we 
have acted upon in the t. Should the 1 or war 
menced on the magnitude proposed it will absorb the revenues of the 
Government and necessitate a high protective tariff and be burdensome to 
the ple. I am inclined to think—notwithstanding my confidence in 
the President—that this sudden clamor for 3 is due in 
to mercenary and not patriotic motives. While I would be much Inclined 
to support the President in his policies, I regard this matter of too 
great importance for any intelligent Member of Congrega to yield his 
convictions or change a well-considered judgment. I do not know your 
views on this question, but I have confidence that you will not be seized 
with war hysteria and lose sight of the consequences of extravagance 
and militarism, f 

Hoping that you may bave a pleasant time in Washington this winter 
and asking to be remembered to my old friends there, I am, 

Very truly, your friend, 
Scorr FIELD. 


[To the above Judge Harpy made the following interesting response :] 
CORSICANA, TEX., November 12, 1915, 
Hon. Scorr Fix, Calvert, Tez. 


Duar Sm: I am just in receipt of your comments on the subject of our 
and Navy policy inclosed in your letter on another subject. If you 
have no objectio: I will give it, together with this reply, to the press 
for publication tf they desire to publish it. 
Just before o ing your letter I had made this memorandum ap: 
of the same subject: “ For the first time in our history we have reached 
the era of fear, of the preachment of fear as the basis and groundwork 
of our great national-international policy. The advocacy of a policy of 
a great Navy and Army for whatever reasons it may in fact be favored 
can and presented to the public on no other grounds.” 

From this you will see that I entirely agree with your views. 

Every year since I have been in Congress, just at the time when the 
naval appropriation bill was being prepared, we have had a great news- 
paper agitation attempting to arouse a widespread war scare. Some- 
times it was the Japanese, and then a it was the Germans, against 
whom we must prepare to defend ourselves ; but our Nation as a whole 
was so thoroughly fortified in the knowledge that for a hundred years 
we had no war except the Spanish War, which we had voluntarily 
launched ourselyes, and that our firm but just treatment of other 
nations and our perfectly friendly relations with all European countries 
gave no grounds to fear war with them that the alarmist, the jingoes, 
and the interests’ propagandists made little headway. They would 
have made even less but for the fact that our war with Spain gen- 
erated a certain nr of militarism which aided them, and our pos- 
session of the Philippines and racial controversy with the Japanese 
gave them some ground to preach the bility of a war with Japan. 
They not only covered all the ground there was, but imagined and 
invented far more in order to give scare headlines. One of our jingoes 
even had the President of the United States practically on his knees 
to the Emperor of Jap; praying him for God’s sake not to invade us 
and humbling himself in the dust in order ta preserve our helpless 
country from Japanese conquest. common sense replied con- 
clusively that we were four or five thousand miles away from Europe 
with the Atlantic waters between us; that Europe was not 3 
altogether in harmony herself; that none of her nations could affo; 
to send thelr whole fleet away from home to attack us; and that our 
Navy was superior to ooh navy that could be sent against us, except 
perhaps that of Great Britain, and that not eyen a jingo could — 
u possibility of war between us and Great Britain. e replied t as 
to Japan our Navy was admittedly twice the strength of hers; that she 
was practically bankrupt; and that even if she desired, she could not 
finance a war against us. We showed also by naval experts that we 
did not haye anywhere nearly a sufficient force to man and fight the 
ships we already had, and could not get them, since such a force ad- 
mittedly must be trained several years to be efficient. We showed that 
every new battleship launched necessitates the tleing up of some shi 
already in commission on account of the want of men, and we show 
further that our Navy was so unbalanced, so 8 in auxiliary shi 
that common sense seemed to dictate that we should suspend Building 
fighting ships until we rounded out our Navy by ee ane 
and additional crews and forecs, so that we could use the ps we had 
In case of war. Notwithstanding all this, the agitators succeeded 
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program and building more and more 
until the naval budget has reached the stupendous 
sum of $152,000,000 per annum, which is many times what we spent on 
e last time we had a Democratic 5 


our naval 


they propose to spend 
five years. 

This does ngt look so big as it would if they published the truth, 
to wit, that this $500,000, is to be in addition to what we are now 
spend: and that what they — propost is a minimum expenditure 

my and Navy in the next five years of $1,750,000,000. This, 
mind you, their minimum, and when we are launched on their 
program it will certainly grow, because our very activity in that line, 
combined with the activity of the private interests that profit by it, 
will further arouse the spirit of militarism and jingoism: and evoke 
phantoms of war and rumors of war. I am not a “ peace at any price” 
man. t is an odious epithet invented by jingoes and graf ters to 
mip destroy the sound argument that would allay the war hysteria 
which they seek to create and have created. the mountains of 
Kentucky, where they drink moonshine whisky and have family feuds 
with combinations of families having offensive and defensive obliga- 
tions, there may be some necessity for going armed. If I were a 
member of one of those families, I might armed, or if I were dally 
going out into a community of armed and drunken oa I would 
armed; but since I do — 9 walk among sane, r, and friendly 
poopie I do not wy a pisto European nations have had a family 
eud, and feud has been fanned into fury by the same influences that 
are creating our hysteria here. 

The European nations when this war is ended will be bankrupt and 
not anxious nor able to e in any great war within the next 
25 years. If we warred wit we would have to force the war 
on them. Every sane man in America knows this, and yet because we 
have read and talked so much about war within the last 15 months, 
subject to war scare and hysteria, and takin 

e interests have literally deluged the country wi 
tons of literature whip and driving our fear into frenzy. The 
are spending millions of dollars to do it. Not a mail pouch is open 
in a second- post office that does not carry hundreds of letters, 
circulars, magazines, and newspapers urging us to Bune up our prepa- 
rations before the bogle man gets us, ur cities are all in panie, and 
the people in the interior have ceased to be amazed and begun to half 
accept as true the fearful warning and threatening so constantly 
dinned into thelr ears. Back of all this, in my opinion, is the purpose 
of the manufacturers of war munitions to sell their paaa to the 
United States or to make them still profitable by selling their products 
to us after the war in Euro is over. To cap the climax of this 
campaign for war, just the other day my wife asked me what was the 
“Woman's Nav gue.” These fellows are actually 1 to 
send out special literature to the women in order to pile up dirty 
Aan for themselves while they stir the world to international 
slaughter. 

Just one thing in conclusion. You k of the President's position 
on the on, and of this matter too important to permit 
intelligent Members of Congress to yield their convictions or change 
a well-considered judgment in order to meet the President's views. I 
think I know the President, and I do not believe he desires any man 
to violate his conscience, and 5 while I am his loyal friend. I 
shall voice my convictions in this matter. 

You note I do not discuss the 9 ane anda. It is a whole 
subject by itself. The policy of our national lifetime is sought to be 
overturned. The foolish claim is made that we are unable to defend 
ourselves because our men do not strut in military decoration, You 
and I know that thousands of goung boys are ned out every year 
from our colleges and schools with military training, and these in time 
of need—if we had it—could educate the rest. we adopt this new 
departure we may, when it is too late, find that we have created a 
system which is a menace to the liberties of our country. 

Just one word more. You refer to the question of revenue. We 
Democrats have been sweating blood on that question. If we increase 
our expense by $100,000,000 we must go back to high tariff, and make 
ourselves a laughing stock, or issue bonds to pay current expenses, or 
increase the internal-revenue taxes, from all of which the good Lord 
deliver us. 

Very truly, yours, Rurus HARDY. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Sharkey, one of his secretaries. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. TAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that after the regular business of the House is concluded to- 
morrow I may be permitted to address the House for one hour 
on the subject of national defense or preparedness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TAVEN- 
NER] asks unanimous consent that to-morrow, when the busi- 
ness of the House is disposed of, he be permitted to address the 
House for one hour on the question of preparedness. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] may have an 
hour to speak in the House after the disposition of the bill 
relating to the internal-revenue tax. 

The SPEAKER. When—to-day? 

Mr. MANN. No; it may not be for several days, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fror. Hlinois [Mr. Manx] 
asks unanimous consent that after the revenue bill is disposed 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] be per- 


we are more Grey 
advantage of this 
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mitted to address the House for one hour. 
state the subject? 


Did the gentleman 


Mr. MANN, 
tional defense. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Reserving the right to object, I wish to 
state that the gentleman from Illinois knows that various gen- 
tlemen on both sides of the House have some bridge bills that 
they think are urgent, that I hope to get before the House, and 
I hope I may haye unanimous consent to pass those bills. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that 
if the committee meets and reports these bills it will be very 
easy to get a call of committees, and it will not be necessary 
to ask unanimous consent. They will come before the House, 
and, there being no other business on the calendar, they will 
be reached at once. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will say to the gentleman that it is desired 
that they reach the Senate and be passed there also before the 
holidays. Of course I shall not object to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts speaking. 

Mr. MANN. If this request is granted, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] will not speak until after these 
bills are disposed of, anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may extend my remarks in the RECORD 
by printing the address of Edward F. McSweeney, chairman of 
the directors of the port of Boston, before the Twelfth Annual 
Convention of the National River and Harbor Congress on the 
obstacles to waterway and port development and their vital 
interests to American manufacturers and wage earners, and 
on the need of an American merchant marine. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GREENE] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record by inserting the address which he has described. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


IMPEACHMENT OF H. SNOWDEN MARSHALL, 


Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, by virtue of the 
power conferred on me by the Constitution of the United States 
as a Member of this House, and to the end that justice may be 
restored in the administration of the office of United States dis- 
trict attorney for the southern district of New York, I impeach 
H. Snowden Marshall, United States district attorney for the 
southern district of New York, for the following specific offenses : 

1. He has corruptly neglected and refused to prosecute gross 
and notorious violations of law by the most powerful and dan- 


I did not state it, but I understand it is na- 


gerous criminal trusts and monopolies in the United States 


within his said judicial district. 

2. He has prostituted the great office intrusted to him by the 
people to the service of the great criminal trusts, 

8. He has used the powers of his said office for the purpose 
of publicly defaming, slandering, and libeling the good name of 
peaceful and law-abiding citizens of the United States, to their 
great injury. 3 

4. He has violated persistently the eight-hour laws of the 
United States and of the State of New York. 

5. He has corruptly neglected and refused to prosecute men 
who have made the port of New York within his said district 
a naval base for foreign belligerent powers. 

6. He has corruptly neglected and refused to prosecute vio- 
lators of the Federal statutes prohibiting the loading and ship- 
ment of explosives on ships carrying passengers. 

And for other high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of this House to the fact 
that any attempt on the part of this man Marshall's political or 
financial masters to shield or to whitewash him or to interfere 
with or obstruct the processes of law and justice in this case 
will be sufficient to warrant the prompt and drastic action which 
I shall ask this House to take against all such interference. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that this matter be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to refer 
his charges of impeachment to the Judiciary Committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 

Mr. BRUMBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Recorp a speech delivered by the Presi- 
dent of the United States on Friday last at Columbus, Ohio, 
before the Columbus (Ohio) Chamber of Commerce, and also 
another speech delivered by the President of the United States 


at Columbus, Ohio, before the Affiliated Rural Churches of 
America. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the two speeches recently made by the President 
of the United States at Columbus, Ohio, be printed in the Record. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I object. 


LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
after the disposition of the revenue measure and following the 
gentlemen who have already been granted permission to address 
the House, I may have the opportunity to address the House for 
one hour on the subject of preparedness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that after the revenue bill is disposed of and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Tavenner] have made their speeches 
he may address the House for one hour on the subject of pre- 
paredness. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Wyoming if that would 
throw the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts and the 
gentleman from Wyoming on the same day? 

Mr. MONDELL. I hope that the House may have that de- 
lightful privilege. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HOWARD. The hope that it would not was the reason 
that I asked the question. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


CENTIGRADE AND FAHRENHEIT THERMOMETERS. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing 
a discussion with reference to the use of the centigrade and 
Fahrenheit thermometers in scientific work of the United States 
Government and elsewhere. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the 
subject indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a petition of 
the citizens of Hill County, Tex., and my reply thereto, on the 
question of the national defense. ==? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks by printing a letter which he 
received from his Hill County constituents and his answer 
thereto on the subject of national defense. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


REPORT OF THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE (H. DOC. No. 2). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a report from the Clerk 
of the House, which was referred to the Committee on Accounts 
and ordered to be printed. 


THE NOBEL PEACE PRIZE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has a letter from the Secretary 
of State transmitting a copy of a circular issued by the Nobel 
committee as to the distribution of the Nobel peace prize for the 
year 1916, and without objection the Chair will have it printed 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The letter and circular are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATS, _ 
Washington, December 10, 1915. 


The SPEAKER or THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Sır: At the request of the secretary of the Nobel committee of the 
Norwegian Parliament, I have the honor to inclose herewith for the 
information of the House of Representatives a copy of a circular 
issued by the Nobel committee, furnishing information as tọ the dis- 
tribution of the Nobel peace prize for the year 1916. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
ROBERT LANSING. 

(Inclosure as above.) 

NOBEL PEACE PRIZE. 


Ail proposals of candidates for the Nobel peace prize, which is to be 
distributed December 10, 1916, must, in order to be taken into considera- 
tion, be laid before the Nobel committee of the Norw n Parliament 
by a duly qualified pan before the 1st of February of the same year. 

Any one of the following persons is held to be du ualified; (a) 
Members and late members of the Nobel committee of the Norw n 
Parliament, as well as the advisers appointed at the Norwegian Nobel 
Institute; (b) members of Parliament and members of Government of 
the diferent States, as well as members of the Interparliamentary 
Union; (c) members of the International Arbitration Court at The 
Hague; (d) members of the Commission of the Permanent Interna- 
tional Peace Bureau; te) members and associates of the Institute 
of International Law; (f) university- professors of political science 


and of law, of history, and of philosophy; and (g) persons who have 
received the Nobel peace prize. 
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The Nobel peace prize may also be accorded to institutions or 
associations. 

According to the code of statutes, section 8, the 1 upon which 
any proposal is made must be stated and handed in along with such 
papers and other documents as may therein be referred to. z 

. According to section 3 every written work, to qualify for a prize, 
must have appeared in print. 

For particulars qualified ns are uested to apply to the office 
of the Nobel co ttee of the Norwegian Parliament, mmensvei 19, 
Christiania. A 


ELECTION OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move the election of the 
standing committees of the House, a list of which I send to the 
‘Clerk's desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
the election of members to the various committees, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


STANDING AND SELECT COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
OF TIIS UNITED STATES, SIXTY-FOURTH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION, 


Committee on Elections No. 1.—Messrs. Stephens of Mississippi 
(chairman), Cline, Stone, Burke, McLemore, ilson of Louisiana, 
Moores of Indiana, Dallin , and Swift. 

Committee on Elections No, 2.—Messrs. Hamill (chairman), Russell 
o: Missouri, Oglesby, Walker, Shouse, Tillman, Rogers, Ramseyer, and 

agee. 

Committee on Elections No. 3.—Messrs. Morgan of Louisiana (chair- 
man), Smith of Texas, Watson of Virginia, Phelan, Flynn, Sears, 
Dowell, Husted, and Ricketts. 

Committee on Ways and Means.—Messrs. Kitchin (chairman), 
Rainey, Dixon, Hull of Tennessee, Garner, Colller, Dickinson, Conry, 
Oldfield, McGillicuddy, Allen, Crisp, Casey, Helvering, Fordney, Gard- 
ner, Moore of Pennsylvania, Green of Iowa, Sloan, Hin, Longworth, 
and Fairchild. 

Committee on Appropriations.—Messrs. 5 (chairman), Sher- 
ley, Page of North Carolina, Rauch, Byrns of Tennessee, Sisson, Bor- 
land, McAndrews, Howard, ns, Eagan, Buchanan of Texas, Galli- 
van, Suen Good, Mondell, Davis of Minnesota, Vare, Cannon, Stafford, 
an emp. 


Thomas, Dupré, ry. 3 
Dale of New York es 


kin y. 
Brown of West Virginia, Patten, Stone, Phelan, Eagle, — WII- 
t 


eagall, 
Hayes, Guernsey, Woods of Iowa, Platt, Smith of Minnesota, d- 


ommittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures.—Messrs. Ashbrook 
FFF 
F rs, Mays, Ro of Nevada, charach, Stiness, Swee 
Emerson, Husted, Reavis, and Kalanianaole. > 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.—Messrs. Adam- 
son (chairman), Sims, Cullop, Doremus, O’Shaunessy, Stephens of Ne- 
wasia ener 3 8 Carew, Coady, Dewalt, 
ch, Hamilton o: chigan, Parker of New Jersey, Sterling, W 0 
Parker of New York, Sutherland, and Dillon. 7. n 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.—Messrs. Sparkman (chairman), 
Burgess, Humphreys of 3 Edwards, Small, Booher, Gallagher, 
Driscoll, Scully, Lieb, Kettner, Taylor of Arkansas, Hulbert, Hum rey 
of Washington, Kennedy of Iowa, Barchfeld, Switzer, Treadway, Frear, 
Drukker, and Costello. 


(cnairman), Hardy, Burke, Saunders, Dooling, Bruckner, Lazaro, Good- 
Xiaban 4. Ninchen G f Massa i 

ma, reene o chusetts, Hinds, Curry, monds, 
Rodenberg, Loud, dley, and Rowe. i 4 

Committee on Agricuſture.—Messrs. Lever (chairman), Lee, Candler 
of Mississippi, Heflin, Rubey, zomg of Texas, Jacoway, Lesher, Rellly, 
Doolittle, cDermott, Overmyer, Steele of Iowa, Haugen, McLaughlin 
Hawley, Howell, Helgesen, Anderson, Wilson of Illinois, Ward, and 
Kalanianaole. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs.—Messrs. Flood (chairman), Cline, 
Linthicum, Goodwin ad Ar , Stedman, Harrison, Smith of New 
York, Walker, Shackleford, Sabath, Ragsdale, Loft, Huddleston, Cooper 
of Wisconsin, Porter, Rogers, Temple, Foss, Miller of Minnesota, Mott, 
and Kennedy of Rhode and. 

Committee on Military Affairs.—Messrs. Hay (chairman), Dent, Fields, 
McKellar, Quin, Gordon. ttlepago, Shallenberger, Farley Caldwell, 
Wise, Sek Nicholls of South ‘arolina, Kahn, Anthony, McKenzie, 

ermont, Morin, Tilson, Crago, Hull of Iowa, and Wicker- 


Estopinal, Riordan, Tribb 
Indiana, Callaway, Connelly, Hart, Oliver, Liebel, Butler, Roberts of 
Massachusetts, Browning, 
and Mudd. 

Committee on the Post 0 
man), Finley, Bell, Cox, use, Blackmon, Holland, Beakes, Griffin, 
Randall, Steenerson, 


Committee on the Public Lands.—Messrs. Ferris (chairman), Taylor 
of Colorado, Raker, Hayden, Stout, Church, Dill, Mays, Tillman, y 
McLemore, 'McClintic, „ Lenroot, La Follette, Kent, ‘Sinnott, 
Smith of Idaho, Cramton, Timberlake, Freeman, and Wickersham. 

Committee on Indian Affairs.—Messrs. Stephens of Texas (chairman), 
Carter of Oklahoma, Kono Heroon Mor; of Louisiana, Murray, 
Church, Stedman, Sears, „ Tillman, Gandy, „Campbell, Nor- 
ton, Miller of Pennsylvania, Pompa , Snyder, Johnson of South Da- 
kota, Ellsworth, Hernandez, and Wickersham. 

Committee on the Territories.—Messrs. Houston (chairman), Daven- 
2 Watkins, Ferris, Oglesby, Watson of Virginia, Brumbaugh, Ham- 
in, Flynn, McLemore, Guernsey, Johnson of Washington, Curry, Dowell, 
North, Kearns, Kalanianaole, and Wickersham, 
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Committee on Insular Affairs.—Messrs. Jones (chairman), Garrett. 
Helm, Morrison, Davenport, Russell of Missouri, Bailey, Brumbaugh, 
Dooling, Thompson, Loft, Gray of Alabama, Davis of Texas, Towner, 
Miller of Minnesota, Fess, Young of North Dakota, Peters, Fuller, Austin, 
McArthur, and Rivera. 

Committee on Railways and Canals.—Messrs. Dies (chairman), Bruck- 
ner, Brown of West Virginia, Brumbaugh, Mays, Gray of Alabama, 
Gandy, , La Follette, Snell, Carter of Massachusetts, Williams, 
Wheeler, and Gray of New Jersey. 

Committee on Mines and Mining.—Messrs. Foster (chairman), Taylor 
of Colorado, Hamlin, Moss of Indiana, Brown of West Virginia, Wilson 
of Florida, Van Dyke, London, Garland, Denison, Cooper of West Vir- 
ginia, James, Coleman, Ricketts, and Wickersham. 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.—Messrs. Clark of Florida 
(chairman), Burnett, Cantrill, Ashbrook, Sumners, Park. Rucker, Barn- 
hart, Phelan, Bruckner, Hood, Austin, Langley, Smith of Michigan, 
Dunn, Kreider, Mooney, Martin, and Elston. 

Committee on Education—Messrs. Hughes (chairman), Rucker, 
Doughton, Abercrombie, Stone, Key of Ohio, Sears, Hilliard, Powers, 
Towner, Platt, F. ee North, and McCracken. 

Committee on r.—Messrs. Lewis (chairman), Maher, Watson of 
Virginia, Keating, Houston, Sumners, Almon, Van Dyke, Smith of Michi- 
gan, Browne of Wisconsin, Nolan, Cooper of Ohio, Denison, and London. 

Committee on Patents.—Messrs. Morrison (chairman), Alexander, 
Oglesby, Smith of New York, Eagle, Crosser, McClintic, Steagall, Nolan, 
2 of Massachusetts, Watson of Pennsylvania, Glynn, Charles, and 

es. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions.—Messrs. Sherwood (chairman), Adair, 
Russell of Missouri, Burke, Saunders, Ashbrook, Oglesby, Shouse, 
Langley, Kinkaid, Sulloway, Fuller, Hollingsworth, Ramseyer, and 

askell. 

Committee on Pensions—Messrs. Key of Ohio (chairman), Murray, 
Keating, Vinson, Linthi Aswell, Tillman, Huddleston, Sells, Kiess of 
Pennsylvania, Bacharach, James, Kearns, McArthur, and Schall. 

Committee on Claims.—Messrs. Pou (chairman), Dies, Stephens of 
Mississippi, Price, Sherwood, Foster, Goodwin of Arkansas, Steagall, 
Flynn, Edmonds, Young of North Dakota, Peters, Swift, Miller of Dela- 
ware, Russell of Ohio, and Capstick. 

Committee on War Claims.—Messrs. Gregg (chairman), Byrnes of 
South Carolina, Houston, Lobeck, Lewis, Clark of Florida, Watkins, 
a na Pas Focht, Reavis, Snell, Siegel, Cooper of West Virginia, 
and Hopwood. 

Committee on the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Johnson of Kentucky 
(chairman), Aiken, Crosser, Lloyd, Hamill, Lobeck, Eagle, Ra le, 
Vinson, Dooling, Bailey, Wilson of Florida, Hilliard, Cary, Mapes, Focht, 
Wheeler, Darrow, Oakey, Gould, and Tinkham. 

Committee on Revision of the Latws.—Messrs. Watkins (chairman), 
Morrison, Henry, Lloyd, Park, Crosser, Mays, Almon, Moores of Indiana, 
Magee, Hopwood, Scott, and Stiness. 

Committee on Reform in the Oivit Service.—Messrs. Godwin of North 
Carolina (chairman), Carter of Oklahoma, Dies, Morgan of Louisiana, 
Church, Hamill, Stephens of Mississippi, , McKinley, Lehlbach, 
Dale of Vermont, Heaton, and McCulloch. 

Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Representa- 
tives in Congress.—Messrs. Rucker (chairman), Gregg, Hughes, Stout, 
Abercrombie, Murray, Kincheloe, , Mapes, Wason, Sanford, King, 
and Williams of Ohio. 

Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Trafic.—Messrs. Sabath (chairman), 
Burnett, Clark of Florida, Godwin of North Carolina, Key of Ohio, 
Church, Davis of Texas, Smith of Idaho, Norton, and Lehlbach. 

Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands.—Messrs. Smith of Texas 
(chairman), Taylor of Colorado, Raker, Hayden, Rucker, Stout, Gandy, 
Dill, Kinkaid, Roberts of Nevada, Sinnott, Dale of Vermont, Hutchinson, 
Hernandez, and McCracken. 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization Messrs. Burnett 
(chairman), Sabath, Adair, Slayden, Raker, Key of Ohlo, Flynn, Wilson 
of Louisiana, Hood, Hayes, Johnson of Wash on, Powers, Meeker, 
Siegel, and Schall. 

‘ommittee on Expenditures in the State Department.—Messrs. Ham- 
lin (chairman), Brumbaugh, Thompson, „ Tinkham, Wason, and 
Nichols of Michigan. 

Committee on Eapenditures in the Treasury Department.—Messrs. 
ee (chairman), Carter of Oklahoma, Burke, ce, Temple, and 
arland. 

Committee on Expenditures in the War Department.—Messrs. Adair 
(chennin ), Godwin of North Carolina, Dooling, Wingo, Mott, Beales, 
an eeker. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Navy . Hardy 
patos) Aiken, Morgan of Louisiana, Walker, Foss, Loud, and 

askell. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Post Office Department. —Messrs. 
Tavenner (chairman), Russell of Missouri, Keating, Huddleston, Pratt, 
Emerson, and Hopwood. 

Committee on Hapenditures in the Interior Department.—Messrs. 
Stout (chairman), Hughes, Davis of Texas, Hastings, Kreider, Sweet, 
and Lehlbach. 

Committee on Expenditures in the pepe nent of Justice —Messrs. 
Bailey (chairman), Raker, Wilson of uisiana, McLemore, Porter, 
Cramton, and Hollingsworth. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture.— 

essrs. Doughton (chairman), Aswell, Moss of Indiana, Kincheloe, 
King, Hutchinson, and Reavis. 

Committee on Eependitures in the Department of Commerce.—Messrs. 
Smith of New York ), Stephens of Texas, Watkins, A 
Thomas S. Williams, piua, and Gould. 

Committee on Hapenditures in the Department of Labor.—Messrs. 
1 ENAURA Ferris, Lewis, London, Cooper of Ohio, Coleman, 
an arles. 

Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings.—Messrs. Konop (chair- 
man), Garrett, Sabath, MeClintic, Rodenberg, tthews, and Darrow. 

Committee on Rules—Messrs. Henry (chairman), Pou, Garrett, 
8 . Harrison, Patten, Campbell, Lenroot, Bennet, and 

reld. 

ommittee on Accounts.—Messrs. Lloyd (chairman), Abercrombie, 
Loft, Park, Johnson of Kentucky, Konop, Hastings, Miller of Delaware, 
Sanford, and Heaton. 

Committee on Mileage.——Messrs. Byrnes of South Carolina (chair- 
man), Bailey, Maher, fiperfield, and Elston. 

Committee on the Census.—Messrs, Helm (chairman), Houston, Sum- 
ners, Aswell, Aiken, Alexander, Cline, Hood, Van Dyke, Hinds, Smith of 
Minnesota, Nichols of Michigan, McCulloch, Scott, Snell, and Glynn. 
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Committee on the Library—Messrs. Slayden (chairman), Clark of 
Florida, Patten, McKinley, and Gray of New Jersey. 

Committee on Printin ing.—Messrs. Barnhart (chairman), Tavenner, 
and Kiess of Pennsylvania. 

Committee on Enrolled Bills.—Messrs. Lazaro (chairman), Wingo, 

, Wood of Indiana, Russell of Ohio, and Oakey. 
eae on Industrial Arts and Eewpositions. . “Cantril 
„Jones, Hamlin, Sherwood, Pei gg of Colorado, ae 
avis 0 xas, Woods of Iowa, Kent, Scott, Pratt, Matthews, Watson 
of Pennsylvania, and Nichols of Mic 
tice on Roads.—Messrs. Shackleford chairman), fader: 
Barnhart, Daven mport, BY Byrnes of South Caroll a hens o MIssissipp 
Doughton, Kea Tavenner, Aswell, Smi New York, Pane 
Almon, Dunn, Ponas of Wisconsin, Sells, Wood or Indiana, WI Iiams, 
Scott, ‘Walsh, and Rowland. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. KrrehiN] yield me a few minutes? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish first to express my appre- 
elation of the courtesy of the majority. While they did not 
give to the minority all of the additional committee places for 
which I asked, I do not know but that on the whole they were 
quite as generous as I probably would have been if I had been 
in their place. When I realize that this side of the House will 
be the side that grants and does not take in a short time, I 
am rather glad, after all, that they fixed the proportion which 
we will assume the next time. [Applause and laughter on the 
Republican side.] In the main, they granted all of the requests 
which I made. They have been very courteous in that respect 
and in respect to giving this side of the House a sufficient time 
to fairly consider the committee assignments. 

I can not hope to have pleased or satisfied all, or perhaps 
many, on this side of the House. We have an additional num- 
ber in the minority of 60 Members over the number in the last 
House. The additional number of committee places which we 
secured was, I believe, 35, but the difference between 35 and 
60 does not represent the number of committee places lacking, 
because, in the main, the new Members are entitled to places 
on two committees and have received them. In my recom- 
mendations I have simply done the best I could. My office door 
has never been closed while I was in the office, and I have been 
there during all of the office hours from the beginning. I was 
glad to hear a statement made by any Member of the House or 
by any of his friends. I have packed no committees. I have 
not asked how Members of the House were determined to vote 
upon particular propositions, but have endeavored to represent 
as well as I could the membership on this side of the House. 

We have a large number of former Members of the House, dis- 
tinguished for their services, who have come back to the House. 
It was quite a question where they should be placed upon the 
eommittees. I was very much relieved by the action of one dis- 
tinguished Member, which aided me in deciding what I would 
do in all of the other cases. We have one Member of the House 
who had long presided over the House, who had long presided 
over the Committee on Appropriations, and who has the respect 
of all of the Members of the House. I said to my colleague, Mr. 
Cannon, “ You can select your place and have it.“ [Applause.] 
With a generosity and an unselfishness which has always charac- 
terized him, he said to me, “I would like to go upon the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and be placed below those who have 
been on it in the last House.” [Applause.] And that is where 
he goes. 

In order to make a sufficient number of committee assign- 
ments it was necessary for me to adopt the rule that as to cer- 
tain committees Members who were assigned to those commit- 
tees could not be assigned to any other committees. I made that 
rule concerning the Committees on Ways and Means, Appropria- 
tions, the Judiciary, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Military 
Affairs, Naval Affairs, Rivers and Harbors, the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and Agriculture; and a good many Members of the 
House of former service who were upon these committees and 
upon some other committees were given the privilege of selecting 
which committee they would choose. That is the reason some 
Members have gone off certain committees and retained places 
on other committees in which they were especially interested or 
on which they held a higher rank. During all of the time that 
I have been working on the committees I have been impressed 
with the generosity and the lack of selfishness on the part of 
Members who have been to see me. I noticed the other day a 
cartoon in one of the evening papers representing the Members 
begging and imploring, grasping and demanding committee as- 
signments. That has not been my experience. From the start 
the older Members haye said to me, “ We know the situation; 
we expect to lose where we have additional committees over our 

_ ranking committees,” and the new Members have said to me, 
We appreciate the situation; we do not expect to receive places 
on the highest ranking committees in the House.” 


I wish to thank this side of the House, both Republicans and 
Progressives, for the generosity, the unselfishness, the kindness 
1 1 have shown to all and have exhibited to me. [Ap- 
plause. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move the election of the 
committees. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina on the election of the persons nam 
in the list as members of the various committees, 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING AND BINDING. 


Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following reso- 
lution which I send to the desk and ask to have read, and ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The Olerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fishe 
TTT. 
transaction of its business. ap 3 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Indiana rise? 

Mr. BARNHART, Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. ALEXANDER] to withhold the consideration of his 
resolution until I have submitted a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Certainly. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, there are about 58 or 60 
standing committees in this House. It has been the custom in 
the past that each committee should present a resolution and 
ask for its immediate consideration, that it might have such 
printing and binding done as it deemed necessary in the trans- 
action of its business. These resolutions have not all been in 
the same form, and it has been found by the Clerk of the House 
that some committees have broader privileges under the resolu- 
tion offered than others. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I desire te 
Inquire if it would be proper to submit one resolution, or if i 
would be in order to offer one resolution, that would cover thé 
printing and binding for all of these standing committees? 

Mr. MANN. I suggest that it can be done by unanimous 


consent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gentleman from 
Indiana offering one resolution to cover all of the committees? 

Mr. MANN. Let the resolution be first submitted. 

Mr. BARNHART. I send the resolution to the desk and ask 
that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 58. 

Resolved, That each sianal committee of H 
yee 75 — hereb: 8 in the such etree ting and 5 nå ——— 
an Cage E ENAR, PE AO O 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, may 
I e of the gentleman, my recollection is that in the last 
House—the gentleman will know—we gave this privilege prac- 
tically to all committees, including even, I think, the expendi- 
ture committees which never had had it before. Is that cor- 
rect? 

Mr. BARNHART. I think 52 of the 58 committees were 
given this privilege. 

Mr. MANN. Fifty-two of the 57, it is probable. The Com- 
mittee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers makes 58. 

mM: BARNHART, I think it was 52 of the 57 or 58, which- 
ever it is. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, those committees were committees 
probably like the Committee on Enrolled Bills, which does not 
require this, but take it anyhow. 

Mr. BARNHART. Of course the gentleman from Illinois 
understands that after all it must be put up to the committees 
themselyes as to what they deem actually necessary for the 
proper transaction of their business. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, I quite appreciate that. I do not think 
there can be objection to this resolution, since the House under 
our economical friends on the other side have so extended the 
original privilege that they granted specially to each committee 
which never used to be done; but now it has been done, it seems 
to me it is better to have it uniform by one resolution than by 
having 57 varieties. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARNHART: Well, the gentleman from Illinois prob- 
ably forgets that in a previous Congress we asked a specific 
ruling of the Chair that all of these resolutions be referred 
to the Committee on Printing and come on the floor in their 
regular order, and that such an order was made by the Speaker 
and then the members of the committee and the House pro- 
ceeded to go along in the old-fashioned way. 
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Mr. MANN. I understand. I did not have the courage to 
stand out against the unanimous request for additional pork 
from that side of the House. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? ‘ 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the 
form of the resolution of the gentleman from Indiana, and with- 
draw my resolution for the present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri withdraws his 
resolution, 

Mr, CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, just a moment. I did 
not catch the reading of the resolution, and I want to ask the 
gentleman from Indiana, as I did not catch the full import of it, 
under the resolution of the gentleman who is to decide as to 
the necessity for the printing? 

Mr. BARNHART. The committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. That is all right. 
jection. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. BRUMBAUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to have printed in the Coneresstonan Recorp a speech de- 
livered by the President of the United States before the Colum- 
bus Chamber of Commerce, Columbus, Ohio, and his speech 
delivered before the Affiliated Rural Churches of America, at 
Columbus, Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRUMBAUGH ] 
asks unanimous consent to have printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record two speeches which the President made at Columbus, 
Ohio, the other day. Is there objection? 

Mr, BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I wish to say that due to my high regard and friend- 
ship for the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BrumBavcnH] I withdraw 
my objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
notice the fine distinction which my colleague makes between 
his respect for the gentleman from Ohio and the lack of respect 
for a certain very distinguished individual. I shall not object, 
and I would not even object if he asked to have printed in the 
Recorp the speech which the distinguished President made be- 
fore the Democratic national committee. I hope somebody will 
make that request. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit, I 
wish to say—— s 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. That I have not stated that I 
had any disrespect for any gentleman occupying any high official 
position or otherwise. I just simply exercised my rights as a 
Member of the House. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Chair hears none. 


DISPOSITION OF USELESS EXECUTIVE PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair desires to state that there is a 
statutory Committee on the Disposition of Useless Executive Pa- 
pers, a joint committee, and the Chair appoints Mr. TALBOTT 
of Maryland and Mr. Benner of New York, with Mr. TALBOTT 
as chairman. 


REGENTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also desires to state that there 
are three vacancies in the Regents to the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, and the Chair appoints Mr. Ronznrs of Massachusetts and 
Mr. Ferris of Oklahoma to succeed themselves and Mr. Lroyp 
of Missouri to succeed Mr. Connolly of Iowa, who does not 
return. £ 

COMMITTTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the following resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 47. 

Resolved, That the Committee on ray rot or rer or such subcom- 
mittees as it may 2 shall have leave to sit during the sessions 
of the House during the Sixty-fourth Congress and during the recesses 
of that Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

al MOON. Mr. Speaker, is the resolution subject to amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. 

Mr. MOON. Then I move to amend it by adding the Com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let the gentleman take care of his own 
committee. 


I have no ob- 
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Mr. MOON (continuing). The Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads; they had just as well go in together. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order on the 
amendment, and that is this resolution being only for one com- 
mittee is not subject to amendment by adding another. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is good. 

Mr. MOON. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr, MANN. Not if you offer a resolution. 


Mr. MOON. I withdraw the amendment if the gentleman 
objects. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the passage of the 
resolution? f 


There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


SALARIES FOR DECEMBER. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the following resolution, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York offers a 
resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House joint resolution 61 authorizing payment of the salaries of officers 
and employees of Congress for December, 1915. 

Resolved, ctc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives are authorized and instructal to pay the 
officers and employees of the Senate and House, . itol 

lice, their respective salaries for the month of December, 1915, on 
he day of adjournment of the present session for the holiday recess; 
and the Clerk of the House is authorized to pay on the same day to 
Members, Delegates, and Resident Commissioners their allowance for 
clerk hire for the said month of December. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was passed. 


URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration in the House, as in the Committee 
of the Whole, of the following joint resolution, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the following resolution shall be considered 
in the House as in the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
let us have it read first. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) making appropriations to supply urgent 
eres in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 8 


Resolved, cte., That the following sums are appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to supply urgent 
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 1916, as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


For the participation by the Government of the United States in, and 
to meet the necessary expenses of, the Second Pan American Scientific 
pas ae whose sessions at Washington have been fixed for December 
27, 1915, to January 8, 1916, inclusive, in addition to the sum of $50,000 
heretofore appropriated therefor and including the same purposes 
authorized therein, the further sum of $35,000. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 
OUT OF THE POSTAL REVENUES. 

For mail bags, $100,000. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
PATENT OFFICE. 

For printing the weekly issue of peran, designs, trade-marks, and 
labels, exclusive of illustrations, and for printing, engraving illustra- 
tions, and binding the Official Gazette, including weekly, monthly, 

imonthly, and annual indices, at the Government Printing Office, 
$56,444.17. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, will the gentleman 
explain briefly the necessity for each of these items? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. These are three items that are of such 
emergency that it is necessary that provision be made for them 
before Congress takes the holiday recess. Yesterday 10 Mem- 
bers of the House who had been members of the Committee-on 
Appropriations in the last Congress and, in addition, the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN] met in the Committee on 
Appropriations and had the representatives of the three depart- 
ments appear before them in an informal way in order to obtain 
the information required to justify this action. The Pan 
American Scientific Congress meets in Washington on the 27th 
of December and runs to and including January 8, 1916. It 
has been in existence since 1892, but this Government first par- 
ticipated in the conference in 1908. Provision has been made for 
the expenditure of $50,000 to pay the expenses of the confer- 
ence. Since the conference was planned it has taken on a scope 


{After a pause.] The 


not anticipated. It is expected that between 100 and 200 dele- 
gates will be present from ‘Central and South American coun- 
tries. They are to be accompanied by their wives, and there 
will be present in Washington about 300 delegates designated 
from different institutions in the United States. It is expected 
there will be, all told, about 800 persons in attendance at the 
congress. In order to make provision ‘for the preliminary work 
necessary, which includes the preparation of the program and 
the correspondence ‘regarding it in three different languages, to 
print the proceedings of the various subdiyisions and the con- 
gress itself, and to make some provisions for the extension ‘by 
this Government of some courtesies to those who are to partici- 
pate, it has been found that at least $85,000 will be necessary. 

The Post Office Department's estimate for mail bags for the 
current year was $480,000, and that sum was included in the 
Post Office appropriation bill. The bill failed of passage, and the 
continuing resolution made available the sum of $363,000, which 
we are informed ‘has been entirely expended. ‘There is very 
pressing necessity for immediate appropriation in order to obtain 
the necessary mail sacks for the heavy holiday mail. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean to say that between 
now and the rush for Christmas they ‘can expend this $100,000 
in making mail bags? ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Not entirely; but they require about 
200,000 additional mail sacks within the next three or four days. 

Mr. MANN. Do they make them or purchase them? Have 
they already been made by somebody else? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No. But they say they can secure 
delivery at.once in the city of New York of 40,000 a day, and 
in Chicago of probably a similar amount, and in certain other 
parts of the country of other ‘quantities. J 

In the Patent Office, under the provision regulating the ex- 
penditure of appropriations for public printing, only one-half 
of an appropriation can be expended in the first six months of 
the fiscal year. The Patent Office to-day or to-morrow will have 
exhausted its 50 per cent allotment, and in order to print the 
patents that are to be issued prior to the Ist of January the 
“appropriation of $56,000 carried here is essential. If this money 
be not appropriated, the Patent Office must cease issuing patents 
between now and the 1st of January. 

Mr. MANN. T notice that ‘this is a joint resolution. Of 
course, the gentleman and I both know that joint resolutions 
and bills enacted into law have precisely the same effect. But 
they are not printed in the same way and not put ‘in the same 
place in the Statutes at Large. The joint resolution is put 
away where very few people can find it. A law when enacted is 
in the form of a bill and put in the regular order. What is the 
object of putting this in the form of a joint resolution instead 
of in the form of a bill? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no special object, except it is 
customary in a condition such as the present to include these 
items in a joint resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Every once in a while, when I am looking up 
something in the Statutes at Large, and know something about 
the dates, the indexes being unsatisfactory to everybody who 
does not make them up themselves, I run down in ‘the statutes 
to about a certain date. If it is a law, I find it. Very likely 
I will not if it is a joint resolution. I might not think of its 
being a joint resolution, and turn over all the statutes, and 
after they are all disposed of find a few additional pages in 
the back end of the book and look there for a joint resolution. 
I think that would be done by a good many people under this 
practice. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That might be done by a good many 
persons, but I do not think it would be done by the gentleman 
from Illinois. If he really wanted to find something in the Stat- 
utes at Large, he would hunt for it in every conceivable place 
where it would be possible to find it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I hope hereafter the committee, when they 
want to make an appropriation, will prepare and report a bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The committee will take into careful 
consideration the suggestion the gentleman makes as to the 
practice to be followed. i 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. | 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I suppose the resolution, under the rule, 
Mr. Speaker, must be read by paragraphs? 

Mr. MANN. For amendment; yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Guitetr] desire time? 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman want any time? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If not, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the 
Clerk read. 

Mr. GILLETT. I would like to have three or four minutes. 
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Mr. FITZGHRALD. Weare under the five-minute rule, and 
the gentleman can proceed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GILLETT] is recognized. 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that the minority 
Members yesterday had not even been nominated -as members of 
the committee, but we ‘thought it best to accept the invitation 
of the chairman and attended the hearings, and I agree substan- 
tially to what the chairman says as to the necessity of these 
appropriations. 

But I do think there is.a slight distinction. I recognize ‘tha 
the appropriation for the mail bags is an urgent necessity. 1 
recognize the same as to the appropriation for the Patent 
Office. But as to the third appropriation, for the entertainment 
of the scientific bodies here, while I think it is a very proper 
and a very worthy and commendable object and heartily ap- 
prove it, I do not think that it is like the others, a necessity, 
and it occurs to me that in the present deplorable condition of 
the National Treasury, self-denial and the practice of the 
strictest economy are incumbent upon us. I recognize that the 
administration does not seem to take that view of it, for I ob- 
served that in the long message which the President read to us 
the other day there was not a single suggestion made or a 
single word spoken for economy. 

Now, I hope the reason is that the administration has some 
well-defined plan and purpose of providing funds to reestablish 
our dissolving balance in the Treasury so that we need not be 
confined to necessities, but can indulge in comforts and in lux- 
uries; and if that is so, it seems to me this third proposition is 
worthy and commendable and ought to be adopted. But if we 
are to be left in the future as now, with a Treasury balance 
shrinking day by day and month by month, it does seem to me 
that the strictest economy ought to be practiced, and that we 
should not appropriate for anything except sheer necessities. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the Government of the 
United States has invited representatives from every South 
American and Central American Government to participate in 
the Pan American Scientific Conference at Washington. There 
are certain obligations incumbent upon governments, as upon 
individuals. When a government undertakes to be host to rep- 
resentatives -of other nations there are certain ordinary cour- 
tesies that must be extended to the visiting guests. 

Of course I do not agree with the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Gmrerr] in his opinion that the Treasury is in such 
condition as would. necessitate the United States advertising 
tc the world that it can not extend the courtesies customary 
under such circumstances to the representatives of nations upon 
this hemisphere. Even if it were, Mr. Speaker, instead of ad- 
vertising the fact I should be ready to join with others in the 
Government in denying to myself and the people whom I repre- 
sent something that they might particularly desire in order that 
the Government might not be lacking in ordinary and decent 
hospitality. [Applause on the Democratic side,] 

If the gentleman from Massachusetts be so alarmed at the 
condition of the Treasury of the United States, he will have an 
opportunity very speedily to join the Democratic side of the 
House in removing that danger. To-morrow or the day follow- 
ing a joint resolution will be presented by the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Kitrcury] extending the present war- 
revenue act for one year. That will put a certain amount of 
revenue into the Treasury, which under the law will not be 
collected unless some such action be taken. I inyite the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts and his associates on that side who 
are alarmed at the condition of the Treasury and who fear 
perhaps that we might be doing something improper by making 
provision for the entertainment of those delegates to join this 
side of the House and pass that joint resolution unanimously, 
thereby not only appeasing their own consciences, but satisfying 
the (patriotic people of the United States. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. S the resolution to which the 
gentleman refers, that will be offered to-morrow, has not pre- 
vented the Treasury balance from in the last year. 
Does the gentleman think it is going to be adequate in the 
coming ‘year? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. I think there will be no trouble. 


I do not believe we shall need the advice, help, or assistance of 


the Republicans. We shall demonstrate to the country that the 
long-continued assertions that the Democrats are incompetent 
were, like so many other assertions of theirs, simply so many 
idle vaporings. We shall continue on the triumphant march of 
prosperity, happiness, and contentment, despite all of the 
calamity howling that will from time to time emanate from that 
side of the House. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


1915. 


Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from. Illinois? re 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield to the centleman. 

Mr. MADDEN. I may say that the Democratic Party will 
incidentally continue to practice rech-ess and extravagant 
waste in the expenditure af the public money. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD, If that is the most damaging shot that 
enn be fired on that: side of the House, I suggest that the Clerk 
read and that we transact the public business, [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KREIDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman. 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes: 

Mr. KREIDER. In view of the fact that this bill or joint 
resolution appropriates money out of the Public Treasury not 
otherwise: appropriated, and in view of the fact of the changed 
metliods of bookkeeping in the Treasury Department, which do 
not enable us now to say how much money there is in the: 
Treasury not expended for other purposes, is the gentleman: in 


u position: to give us a statement of the amount of money in the 
à recess for 20 minutes. My object in making this unanimous- 


Treasury now not: appropriated for any other purpose? 

Mr. FITZGERALD... No. I should not want to encourage the 
rapaciousness of that side of the House by letting them know 
just how much they might find in the Treasury. [Applause and 
laughter on the Demoeratie side.! I would be glad to state 
the amount if the Republicans were not so anxious to know just 
how’ much there is left for them to squander.. [Laughter.] 


Mr. KREIDER. I am inclined to think there is not a: great |, 


deal, because you have given notice of the bringing in of a meas- 
ure to-morrow to continue to produce revenue for your. depleted 
balance in the Treasury. 


amendment: 

The Cleric read the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was’ ordered to be engrossed: and read a 
third time; and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr: Frrzceranp; a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. ASHBROOK; leave 
was granted to withdraw from the: files: of the House, without 
leaving copies, the papers in the case of Sidney Smith (H. R. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Gray of New 
Jersey, leave: was granted: to withdraw from: the files of the 
House; without leaving copies; the papers in the case of Edward 
Johnston (H. R. 5202, 63d Cong;), no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

By unanimous- consent, Mr. Burke was granted leave to with- 


draw from the files of the House, without leaving: copies; the 


affidavits filed: by him in the Sixty-third Congress in support of 
H. R. 865. 


SALW OF WASTE PAPER (H. DOC) No. 395). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House à letter from the Door- | 1 should like to ask if it is not the purpose to have: these ad- 


dresses delivered on the floor of the House? 


Keeper of the House of Representatives, transmitting a state- 
ment of money received from the sale of waste paper from De- 


cember T, 1914, to December 1, 1915, which, with the accompany- 


ing document, was referred to the Committee on Accounts and | plause:] 


ordered to be printed. 
PROPERTY IN CHARGE OF THE DOORKEEPER (H. DOC. NO. 396). 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Door- 


keeper of the House of Representatives, transmitting. an in- 
ventory of all p under his charge belonging to the 


United States, whieh, with the accompanying document, was | 


referred to the Committee on Accounts: and ordered to be 
printed. 
COMMITTEE. ON NAVAL AFFAIRS: 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent: for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send. to the 
Clerb's desk. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report it 

House resolution 49. 
Resolved, That the Committee om Naval Affairs; or any subcommittee 
f, be authorized to: sit during the sessions of the House during 
the Sixty-fourth Congress- 

The SPHAKER. Is there objection to the: present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection: 

The resolution was agreed to. 
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COMMITTER ON AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for tlie’ 
present consideration of the following resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 50. 


Resolved, That the Committee on culture of the House be granted 
permission to sit during the sessions of the House. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera< 
tion of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE—NATIONAL PARK IN HAWAI. 


Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, L ask unanimous consent, that the 


‘Committee on Agriculture be discharged from. the further cons 


sideration of the bill (H. R. 68) to establish a national park in 
the Territory of Hawaii, and that. the same be referred to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. 

There was no objection. 


PROPOSED RECESS. . 
Mr. NOLAN. I ask unanimous’ consent that the House take 


consent request is to give two representatives of the Woman's 
September, 
representing the women voters of the United States, Mrs: Sarah 
Bard Field, of Oregon, and Miss Frances Jolliffe, an opportunity: 
to address the Members of the House out of session. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Where? 

Mr. NOLAN. From the floor of the House. 

The SPHAKER. The gentleman:from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the House stand in recess for 20 minutes. Is: 


there objection? 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the joint resolution for 
‘prohibits the Chair from entertaining: a request to permit any- 


Mr. FITZGERALD: Is there not a rule of the House which: 


one not entitled to the floor to come on the floor of the House? 
The SPEAKER. There is such a rule, which. relates’ to the 


‘sessions of the House. Of course the House can stay in recess 


us long as it wunts to. 
Mr. MANN. The only request that is mude is to take a recess. 
Mr. NOLAN. I made the request that the House take a re- 


| cess: 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. I make the point of order that the 


can not submit a request. to permit anyone except those 


designated in the rules to come on the floor of the House: 
18008, 68d Gong:), no adverse report having been made thereon. | 


Mr. MANN. ‘That is only while the House is in session. 

Mr: FITZGERALD. The House is practically in session dur- 
ing a recess. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman: is mistaken about that. The 


| rule prohibits the Speaker entertaining. w request for unanimous’ 
consent to give anyone the privileges of the floor. 


The SPEAKER. That is undoubtedly true. 
Mr. MANN. That is all the rule forbids: The Speaker lias 


| authority to admit anyone to the floor when the House is not in 
Session. 


The House can take a recess for any length of time it 


pleases. 
Mr. PAGE of North Carolina. Reserving the right to object, 


Mr. NOLAN. That is the purpose; yes. 
Mr: PAGE of North Carolina: Mr. Speaker, I object. [Ap- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will have the rule read so that 
all Members may have their attention called to it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Rube XXXIII. 
OF ADMISSION TO) THE FLOOR. 


ms hereinafter named; ana noze other, shall be admitted 
thereto, vis: The President and 


1. The 
€ r rooms leading 
Vice President of the United States and 


ments, ae ministers, tes, 
Capitol Building and Grounds, the Librarian of Com 
ant in charge of the Law rary, the Resident 
United States from Porto Rico; su: a sees 

f ex-Members of the H 


the chatr the — any Member for unanimous: 
2. There shall’ be excluded! at all times from the Hall of the House of 
di the el K not entitled to the 
cep’ 


onkrooms all persons 

the sesslon, except that until 15 minutes of 
c of the — rhea employed im its service, 
ted! members of press enti to admission to the press gri- 
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lery, and other persons on request of Members, by card or in writing, 
may be admitted. 


ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 1 o'clock and 41 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, Decem- 
ber 15, 1915, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1, A letter from the chairman of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, transmitting twenty-ninth annual report (H. Doc. No. 
21) ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and 
ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting annual 
report of the Superintendent of the Library Building and 
Grounds for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
34) ; to the Committee on the Library. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
annual report of the state of the finances for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 359); to the Committee on 
Ways and Means and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting state- 
ments of expenditures made from appropriation “ Contingent 
expenses, Department of Labor,” for the years 1913, 1914, and to 
November 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 360); to the Committee on 
cr pa in the Department of Labor and ordered to be 
printed. 

5. A letter from the president of Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, transmitting 
report of the Board of Managers for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 361); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting statement 
of travel performed during the fiscal year 1915 by officers and 
employees of the Department of Labor (H. Doc. No. 362); to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Labor and 
ordered to be printed. 

T. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
schedules and list of papers, documents, etc., on file in this 
department which are not needed in the transaction of public 
business and have no permanent value or historical interest 
(H. Doc. No. 363) ; to the Committee on the Disposition of Use- 
less Executive Papers and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
statement of the proceeds of all sales of old material, condemned 
stores, supplies, and other public property for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 364); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting list of congressional cases dismissed by the court May 
13, 1914,.for want of prosecution (H. Doc. No. 365) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of cases referred to this court by the House of 
Representatives, which cases were dismissed on orders filed 
by the court (H. Doc. No. 366); to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a list of cases dismissed by the court on October 12, 
1914, for want of prosecution (H. Doc. No. 367); to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting state- 
ment of the number of typewriters purchased and exchanged and 
the cost, etc., for the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 368) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, with copies of report on preliminary 
examination and survey of harbor at Fort Henry, N..Y. (H. 
Doc. No. 369); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 

ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

s 14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, with copies of reports on prelimi- 
nary examination and survey, respectively, of West Chester 
Creek, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 370); to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
cop; of a letter from surgeon in chief of the Freedmen’s Hos- 
pital, transmitting detailed statement of receipts and expendi- 
tures on account of pay patients for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 371); to the Committee on Expenditures 
in the Interior Department and ordered to be printed. 


16. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copy of a letter from the surgeon in chief of Freedmen’s Hospital, 
transmitting detailed statements for professional and other 
services for fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 372); 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior Department 
and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report by 


the Acting Quartermaster General of the Army of all receipts 


and expenditures of contingent fund from nonmilitary residents 
of Fort Monroe, Va., for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 373); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting state- 
ment showing the number of typewriting machines exchanged by 
the War Department during the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
374); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

19, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, with map, on reexamination of 
Pultneyville Harbor, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 875) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illus- 
trations. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, copy of a report on prelimi- 
nary examination for harbor of refuge at Tuxie Island, Conn. (H. 
Doc. No. 376); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, a report, with map, on pre- 
liminary examination of Bayou Foures (Foret), Cameron Par- 
ish, La. (H. Doc. No. 377); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting reports 
from the Quartermaster General, Surgeon General, Chief of Engi- 
neers, Chief of Ordnance, and Chief Signal Officer, United States 
Army, of typewriters, adding machines, etc., exchanged during 
the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 878); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copy of a letter from Superintendent of the Government Hospital 
for the Insane submitting financial report, as contemplated in the 
act of June 4, 1880 (H. Doc. No. 379); to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Interior Department and ordered to be 
printed. 

24. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
The Adjutant General of the Army relative to the financial and 
other affairs of United States Disciplinary Barracks at Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., Alcatraz Island, Cal., and Governors Island, 
N. Y., for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 380) ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from thé chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting findings of fact and conclusions of law in the French 
spoliation claims relating to the snow Mary, in the case of the 
President of the Newport Insurance Co. et al. v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 381); to the Committee on Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

26. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the president of the Civil Service 
Commission, submitting urgent estimate of deficiencies in appro- 
priations for travel and field examiners for the remainder of the 
current fiscal year (H. Doc. No. 382); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

27. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copy of an 
amendment proposed by the Department of the Navy to a provi- 
sion in the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government, as found on page 38 of the Book of Estimates of 
Appropriations for the fiscal year 1917 (H. Doc. No. 883) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

28. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
documents concerning inquiry made by the officers of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce into the facts surrounding the disaster of the 
steamer Fastland; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

29. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting urgent estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for the 
service of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 385); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

30. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letter of 
the Chief Signal Officer of the Army reporting expenditures of 
the Washington-Alaska military cable and telegraph system 
(H. Doc. No. 386); to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department and ordered to be printed. 

31. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
statement of expenditures, including the expenses of the Rev- 
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enue-Cutter Service and the Life-Saving Service as separate 
organizations from July 1, 1914, to January 28, 1915, the date of 
approval of Coast Guard act, together with the expenses of the 
Coust Guard from the date of creation of said act to June 30, 
1915 (H. Doe. No. 387); to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Treasury Department and ordered to be printed. 

32. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting memo- 
randum of allowances granted, payable from the appropriation 
for unusual conditions, for the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
888) ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads and 
ordered to be printed. 

33. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting report 
on building four warships of the type, power, and speed which, 
in his judgment, based on the knowledge gained from the pre- 
vailing war in Europe, are best suited for war on the sea, and 
also the value and uses in naval warfare of aeroplanes, dirigibles, 
balloons, and submarines (H. Doc. No. 389) ; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

34. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, together with copies of reports, 
with maps, on preliminary examination and survey, respectively, 
of Rondout Harbor, N. Y. (H. Doe. No. 390) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with iMustra- 
tions. 

35. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, together with a copy of a report, 
on reexamination of Monroe Harbor, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 391) ; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

86. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, together with copies of 
reports on preliminary examination and survey, respectively, 
of Kalihi Harbor and Channel, Hawaii (H. Doc. No. 392) ; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

87. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, together with copies of reports, 
with map, on preliminary examination and survey, respectively, 
of Brunswick Harbor, Ga. (H. Doe. No. 393) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illustra- 
tions. 

88. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting 1,113 
reports of inspections of disbursements and transfer by officers 
of the Army received in the office of the Inspector General during 
the past fiscal year; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


OHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3192) 
the relief of D. M. Carman, representing the estate of 
Yangeo, deceased, atid the same was referred to the Committee 
on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4645) to appropri- 
ate $500,000 to aid the Andrew Jackson Memorial Association 
in the erection of a monument at Nashville, Tenn., to com- 
memorate the life, character, and services of Andrew Jackson; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 4646) for securing 
the uniform grading of grain, preventing deception in trans- 
actions in grain, and regulating traffic therein, and for ether 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bil (H. R. 4647) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to donate condemned cannon and balls; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 2 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 4648) to amend an act 
of Congress entitled “An act to create a legislative assembly 
in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, 
and for other purposes,” approved August 24, 1912; to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4649) to authorize aids to navigation and 
other works in the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 4650) to revive the right of ac- 
tion under the eaptured and abandoned property act, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4651) to repeal section 5 of the act approved 
March 4, 1915, entitled “An act making appropriation for pay- 
ment of certain claims in accordance with findings of the Court 
of Claims, reported under the provisions of the acts approved 
March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the 
Bowman and the Tucker Acts, and under the provisions of sec- 
tion No. 151 of the act approved March 3, 1911, commonly known 
as the Judicial Code”; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4652) to amend an act making appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1912, approved March 4, 1911; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4653) to amend the Revised Statutes of the 
United States by adding thereto section 4547a, to provide for a 
more efficient remedy for the collection of seamen’s wages and 
to provide fees for officers issuing and serving process; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4654) to establish a marine fish-cultural 
station in the State of Texas in the vicinity of Galveston ; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4655) to provide for the purchase of a site 
for customhouse at Galveston, Tex. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4656) authorizing the erection of a post-office 
building at Crockett, Tex. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. i ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4657) to provide for the purchase of ground 
and the erection of a public building thereon for a marine hos- 
pital, to be used also in connection with the Immigration Serv- 
ice, in the city of Galveston, Tex.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 4658) amending sec- 
tion 2 of an act entitled “An act to increase the pension of 
widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers and sailors 
of the Iate Civil War, the War with Mexico, the various Indian 
wars, etc., and to grant a pension to certain widows of the 
deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil War,” approved 
April 19, 1908 ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4659) to provide that the United States 
shall aid the States in the construction of rural post roads; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 4660) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to amend sections 2291 and 2297 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to homesteads”; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4661) providing that certain soldiers and 
sallors who served in the United States Army and Navy or 
Marine Corps during the Civil War, the War with Spain, or the 
Philippine insurrection for 90 days shall have a preference 
right in making entry on the public lands of the United States 
hereafter open to settlement; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4662) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Oregon City, in the 
State of Oregon; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4663) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Grants Pass, in the 
State Bas Oregon; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grou 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4664) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Corvallis, in the 
State of Oregon; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4665) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Ashland, in the State 
of Oregon; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4666) to authorize the use of the revenues 
in the Crater Lake National Park in the management of the 
same and the construction, repair, and improvement of roads, 
trails, and bridges In the park; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4667) to provide for the sale of fractional 
bleck No. 6 in the town of Forest Grove, Oreg., no longer needed 
for school purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4668) to authorize the establishment of 
auxiliary or field fish-cultural stations on the Columbia River 
in the State of Oregon; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4669) to establish a mining experiment 
station at Grants Pass, in the State of Oregon; to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4670) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the sale of certain lands belonging to the Indians of 
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the Siletz Indian Reseryation, in the State of Oregon,” -approved 
May 13, 1910; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4671) to provide pensions for the officers 
and soldiers of the Indian wars of the United States which 
occurred prior to January 1, 1892; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4672) to regulate the selection of lieu lands 
hy railroads in the State of Oregon; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4673) directing the Secretary of War to pay 
to the Oregon State Board of Fish and Game Commissioners cer- 
tain moneys, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4674) making an appropriation for the 
payment to the State of Oregon of an amount allowed by the 
Court of Claims in settlement of its claim for expenses incurred 
in raising volunteers for service in the Indian wars from 1862 
to 1867, audited by the Secretary of the Treasury under the act 
of June 28, 1910; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4675) relating to entries on the public 
lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4676) amending the act approved May 11, 
1912, entitled “An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, 
soldiers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the War 
with Mexico“; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 4677) to provide a tax on 
high explosives, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4678) incorporating the American Academy 
of Arts and Letters; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4679) granting 
pensions without discrimination to all honorably discharged 
Union soldiers without reference to whether or not they had 
been previously enlisted and not regularly discharged; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4680) granting pensions to widows of Union 
soldiers married to such soldiers after July 27, 1890; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4681) granting pensions to ex-soldiers of 
the Union Army who honorably served during the Civil War for 
a period of one year who were not regularly discharged; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 4682) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Marengo, Iowa; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 4683) to increase the 
limit of cost for the new public building site for the west side, 
Chicago, III.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4684) to provide for the construction of a 
suitable office for the United States custom barge service, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 4685) providing 
for the purchase of a site and the erection thereon of a public 
building at Wellsville, in the State of Ohio; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4686) to provide for the erection of an 
addition to the United States post-office building already pro- 
vided for at Steubenville, Ohio, and to be constructed in con- 
nection therewith and as a part of the same building; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4687) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at East Palestine, 
in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4688) to provide for the erection of a 
statue to Maj. Gen. George Armstrong Custer at his birthplace 
in New Rumley, Ohio; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 4689) prohibiting the use 
of the name of any Member of either House of Congress or of 
any officer of the Government by any person, firm, or corpora- 
tion practicing before the Patent Office in advertising his busi- 
ness; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 4690) to permit the open- 
ing of the ports of Tampa and Key West, Fla., for the admis- 
sion of cattle for slaughtering purposes from Venezuela, Hon- 
duras, Mexico, and Guatemala; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4691) in relation to claims arising under 
the provisions of the captured and abandoned property acts, 
zon to amend and revive the same; to the Committee on War 

laims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 4692) giving prefer- 
ence in employment of persons upon public works of the United 
1 and of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4693) to repeal section 12 of the Federal 
act; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4694) making appropriation for eradication 
of scabies in cattle and sheep; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 4695) making appropriation for eradication 
of southern cattle ticks; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4696) to adopt 
the project and plan of improving the Cumberland River above 
Nashville in Tennessee and Kentucky as recommended by the 
Department of Engineers in report made on February 4, 1914; 
and to authorize the Secretary of War to commence, continue, 
and complete the locking and damming of said river from Lock 
No. 7 to Lock No. 21, in accordance with said plan recom- 
mended by the Department of Engineers; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 4697) to establish a Gov- 
ernment bureau to loan money on agricultural lands as security ; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 4698) to provide for relief of 
soldiers and sailors who have lost their legs and arms; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 4699) to make October 12 of 
each and every year a legal public holiday in the District of 
Columbia, to be known as Columbus Day; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 4700) providing for Federal 
aid to the States in the construction of rural post roads; to the 
Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 4701) to establish in the 
War Department and in the Navy Department, respectively, a 
roll, designated as The Army and Navy medal of honor honor 
roll,” and for other purposes; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ; 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4702) to establish 
a fish hatchery and biological station in the sixth congressional 
district of the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4703) to prevent the desecration of the 
flag of the United States and providing penalties for violation of 
same; to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4704) to provide for the appointment of a 
district judge in the middle and eastern judicial districts in the 
State of Tennessee, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4705) to locate, map, and mark field of 
battle fought near Nashville, Tenn., December 15 and 16, 1864; 
to construct driveways, etc., and make an appropriation for 
same; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4706) to provide that the United States 
shall in certain cases aid the States and civil subdivision thereof 
in the construction and maintenance of rural post roads; to the 
Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 4707) to provide for a district 
judge in the northern and southern districts of the State of 
Mississippi, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4708) to establish a fish-hatching and 
fish-culture station at a point near the city of Jackson, in the 
State of Mississippi; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4709) for the erection of a military post 
at or near the city of Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4710) to provide for a permanent exhibit 
of the resources of the States of the Union in or near Wash- 
ington, D. C.; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exposi- 
tions. A 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 4711) to 
amend an act to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
buildings, to authorize the enlargement, extension, remodeling, 
or improvement of certain public buildings, to authorize the 
erection and completion of public buildings, to authorize the 
purchase of sites for public buildings, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4712) providing for the purchase of the 
suit of clothes worn by President Lincoln at the time of his 
assassination ; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 4713) authorizing the sale 
of the marine-hospital reservation in Cleveland, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 4714) to provide for the 
establishment, operation, and supervision of a cooperative na- 
tional farm-land bank system in the United States of America, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. : 
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By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4715) to prevent discrimina- 
tion in prices and to provide for publicity of prices to dealers 
and to the public; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 4716) to author- 
ize Dunklin County, Mo., and Clay County, Ark., to construct 
a bridge across St. Francis River; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4717) to authorize Butler County, Mo., to 
construct a bridge across Black River; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 4718) to create an additional 
judicial district in Oklahoma, to be known as the southern 
judicial district, and to define the boundaries of the eastern and 
western judicial districts of Oklahoma, and to provide for 
holding court in the city of Shawnee, Okla.; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 7 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 4719) to establish a fish- 
hatching station on Saginaw River, in the State of Michigan ; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 4720) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Nor- 
walk, in the State of Çonnecticut; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 4721) for.the improvement 
of the harbor of New London, Conn. ; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 4722) to increase the cost of 
the immigration station at Boston, Muss.; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 4723) to create a tariff board; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4724) authorizing the Department of Com- 
merce to make original investigation and research concerning 
forms and processes of manufacture, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 4725) to 
acquire a site and for the erection and completion thereon of a 
public building in the city of Santa Monica, Cal.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4726) to create a tariff commission; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 4727) to extend, reorganize, 
and classify the rural free-delivery mail service of the United 
States, to fix salaries of rural carriers, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE; A bill (H. R. 4728) authorizing the 
Secretary of War, in his discretion, to deliver to the Beecher 
Island Memorial Association, Yuma County, Colo., two con- 
demned bronze or brass cannon or fieldpieces, with their car- 
riages and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 4729) to amend a part of sec- 
tion 22 of the internal-revenue act approved October 22, 1914; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4780) to amend the act of March 2, 1895 
(28 Stat. L., 964) ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4731) to prevent flood conditions in the 
upper Maumee Valley and the Wabash Valley; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4732) to provide for the sale of internal- 
revenue stamps in all first, second, and third class post offices; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 4783) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Olathe, Kans. ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4734) for the erection of an addition to and 
for the alteration and repair of the post-office building at Fort 
Scott, Kans. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4735) for the erection of an addition to the 
post-office building at Lawrence, Kans.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4736) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Garnett, Kans.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4737) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws to include the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments 
Kansas Volunteer Cavalry; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4738) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Kincaid, Kans., two obsolete 
pieces of ordnance, together with their carriages or mountings, 
and six cannon balls; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 4789) to provide for the 
manufacture of armor plate and projectiles for use in the Navy; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. z 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 4740) to provide for 
a survey and estimate of cost of a canal connecting the waters 
of the Ocklawaha and Withlacoochee Rivers, in the State of 
Florida ; to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 4741) to amend an act to 
establish a Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization, and to 
provide for a uniform rule for the naturalization of aliens 
throughout the United States. approved June 29, 1906, as 
amended in sections 16, 17, and 19 by the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 4, 1909, and in sections 4 and 13 by the act of 
Congress approved June 25, 1910; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4742) to amend section 24 of an act entitled 
“An act to provide for the establishment of Federal reserve banks, 
to furnish an elastic currency, to afford means of rediscounting 
commercial papers, to establish a more effective supervision of 
banking in the United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
December 23, 1913; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4743) to amend an act amending section 8 
of an act entitled “An act for preventing the manufacture, sale, 
or transportation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or 
deleterious foods, drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulat- 
ing traffic therein, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 
1913; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4744) to pension widows and minor and 
helpless children of officers and enlisted men who served during 
the War with Spain or the Philippine insurrection or in China 
between April 21, 1898, and July 4, 1902; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4745) to further increase the efficiency of the 
Organized Militia of the United States, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 4746) granting to the city 
of Portland, Oreg., for a public park a tract of land within a 
Government reserve; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 4747) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Van Buren, Ark.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. O’SHAUNBFSSY: A bill (H. R. 4748) to fix the com- 
pensation of assistant appraisers of merchandise, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 4749) to establish an agri- 
cultural experiment station in Lancaster County, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. HINDS (by request): A bill (H. R. 4750) to create 
and maintain American shipping in the foreign trade; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 4751) to refund to the corporate 
authorities of Frederick City, Md., the sum of $200,000 exacted 
of them by the Confederate Army under Gen. Jubal Early, July 
9, 1864, under penalty of burning said city ; to the Committee on 
War Claims. ; 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 4752) to appropriate $50,000 
to erect an equestrian statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant at George- 
town, in the State of Ohio; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 4753) to provide for the 
taxation of intangible personal property in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4754) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Kansas City, Mo.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4755) to be known as the Old Trails act, to 
provide a national ocean-to-ocean highway over the pioneer 
trails of the Nation, thus making a continuous trunk-line ma- 
cadam road from the site of Jamestown, Va., and from the city 
of New York, N. Y., to the city of Washington, D. C.; thence 
by way of St. Louis, Mo., to Gardner, Kans., and there to branch, 
one branch leading through Santa Fe., N. Mex., the other 
branch leading from Gardner, Kans., through Kearney, Nebr., 
to Olympia, Wash.; also to aid the States through which the 
highway herein described as the National Old Trails Road shall 
run in extending, constructing, rebuilding, and repairing same; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4756) to amend section 1608j of the act of 
Congress entitled “An act to establish a code of laws for the 
District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as amended by 
the act of Congress approved February 23, 1905; to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 4757) 
providing for the discontinuance of certain noncommissioned 
grades on the active list of the Army and creating the grade of 
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warrant officer in lieu thereof; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 4758) for the relief of em- 
ployees of the Forest Service injured in fire fighting or other 
hazardous work ; to the Committee on Agriculture. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4759) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
“nes to Maj. Gen. Thomas Sumter; to the Committee on the 

brary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4760) to provide for the collection, tran- 
scription, and publication of material relating to the educa- 
tional history of the United States; to the Committee on Edu- 
eation. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 4761) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Fairview, Okla. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4762) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Cherokee, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4768) to de for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public b thereon at Newkirk, Okla. ; 
to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4764) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Alva, Okla.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4765) to provide for the purchase of a si 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Ponca City, 
Okla. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4766) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building thereon at Perry, Okla.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 4767) authorizing the Director 
of the Census to collect and publish statistics of cotton seed and 
cottonseed products ; to the Committee on the Census. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4768) to empower certain officers, agents, 
and employees of the Department of Agriculture to administer 
and take oaths, affirmations, and affidavits, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 4769) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to lease allotted or unallotted Indian 
lands for mining purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM (by request): A bill (H. R. 4770) to pro- 
vide for the labeling and tagging of furniture and of all articles 
of design, ornamentation, and decoration intended to be used 
or offered for sale as furniture or as interior decoration, such 
as would be used in place of or instead of wood-carving orna- 
mentation, wherein such wood-carving decoration is composed, 
shaped, pressed, cast, or fashioned, in whole or in part, of any 
substance or composition and affixed or attached thereto in any 
way which is other or different from the material of which such 
furniture or interior decoration purports, appears, or is repre- 
sented to be made, and to prohibit the simulation or representa- 
tion ef hand wood-carving decoration and ornament by articles 
composed of any material and formed or fashioned by any de- 
vice to represent wood hand carving and affixed to furniture 
or used as interior decoration, intended for sale or offered for 
sale, which enter into interstate commerce, and to provide pen- 
alties for misrepresentation ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4771) for the classification 
of all Post Office Department laborers; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 4772) to establish a workers’ 
home board for the purpose of making loans to workers with 
which to build or buy their homes; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4773) for the erection of new buildings for 
the Golden Gate Life-Saving Station at San Francisco, Cal. ; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4774) to provide for the admission into 
soldiers’ and sailors’ homes of persons who have served in the 
Army or in the Navy of the United States; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4775) to acquire by pur- 
chase, condemnation, or otherwise additional land for the Fed- 
eral building at Manchester, N. H., and to construct an addition 
thereon ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 4776) mak- 
ing an appropriation of $10,000 for the purchase of additional 
land for the United States penitentiary, McNeil Island, State 
5 Washington; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 

rounds. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 477T) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Weston, W. Va.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4778) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Mannington, W. Va.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4779) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Salem, W. Va.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 4780) to amend section 114 
of the act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary, approved March 8, 1911, and creating the northern 
— district of Wisconsin; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend section 
6464, Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to number 
of passengers to be stated in certificates of of pas- 
senger vessels, and section 4465, Revised Statutes of the United 
States, prescribing penalty for excessive number of 
passengers on passenger vessels; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4782) to amend section 4433 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States: relating to working steam pres- 
sure allowable on boilers in steam vessels, and section 4418 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to hydrostatic 
test of steam boilers; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4783) to provide for appeals from decisions 
of boards of local inspectors of steam vessels, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4784) to provide for a change in the desig- 
nation of the Steamboat-Inspection Service, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4785) to amend section 4464 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4786) to provide for the appointment of 
certain assistant inspectors, Steamboat-Inspection Service, at 
ports where they are actually performing duty, but to which 
they are at present detailed; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4787) to provide for a board of naval 
architects in the Department of Commerce, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 4788). to amend section 2 of the 
act approved April 28, 1904, so as to extend the provisions for 
accepting certain matter for mailing without stamps affixed, 
the postage being collected in money; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4789) to increase the limit of weight of 
first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post Offi 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4790) to provide for the mere economical 
precancellation of postage stamps; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 4791) to erect a post-office build- 
ing in the city of McKenzie, State of Tennessee; to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OGLESBY: A bill (H. R. 4792) to prevent and punish 
the desecration, mutilation, or improper use of the flag of the 
United States of America; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 4793) to provide for a tax 
upon all persons, firms, or corporations engaged in interstate 
mail-order business, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4794) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Waynesboro, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings, and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4795) providing for the establishment of a 
weather bureau station at Waynesboro, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4796) to appropriate $500,000 for a small- 
arms cartridge plant at or near Savannah, Ga. ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4797) prohibiting fraud upon the public by 
making or disseminating false statements or assertions concern- 
ing any merchandise, commodities, securities, or service, and pro- 
viding penalties for the violation thereof; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 4798) to establish market- 
ing departments in agricultural colleges in the several States of 
the United States; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4799) to provide for the improvement of 
navigation on the Arkansas River; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4800) for the erection of a public building 
at Conway, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4801) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion thereon of a public building at Morrillton, Ark. ; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 4802) for the purchase of a site and the erec- 
tion of a public building at Little Rock, Ark.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) appropriating $350,000 for the con- 
struction of dredge boats for dredging on the Arkansas River; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 4804) to establish a game 
and bird refuge in the State of Georgia; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

‘Also, a bill (H. R. 4805) to establish a fresh-water mussel and 
fish hatchery on the banks of the Ogeechee River near Millen, 
Ga.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 4806) to amend 
section 24 of the Federal reserve act by increasing the amount 
that can be loaned by member banks from 25 to 50 per cent 
of their capital stock and surplus; to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4807) to enlarge, extend, remodel, etc., post- 
office building at Battle Creek, Mich.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4808) to enlarge, extend, remodel, etc., post- 
office building at Kalamazoo, Mich.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 4809) to provide for a low 
rate of interest and long-time loans in aid of agriculture, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4810) to exclude from the Ozark National 
Forest all lands within the third congressional district of Arkan- 
sas and restore the same to the public domain; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 4811) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to sell the present Federal build- 
ing and customs office and site thereon in the city of Minneap- 
olis, Minn., and acquire a new site and contract for the erection 
of a modern building thereon; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 4812) providing for the annual 
weighing of the mails; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4813) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make an examination of certain claims of the State 
of Missouri; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 4814) to require 
common carriers engaged in interstate commerce by railroad to 
equip all locomotive engines used in interstate traffic in trans- 
portation of trains with headlights of not less than 1,500 candle- 
power, and to provide a penalty for the violation of the same, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4815) to provide a supertax on incomes to 
meet the cost of naval construction, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4816) to prohibit the sale or gift of intoxi- 
cating liquors to minors within the admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction of the United States; to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4817) making appropriation for the con- 
struction of a public building at Mancos, Colo., to be used as 
office and museum for the preservation of prehistoric relics from 
the Mesa Verde National Park; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 4818) to prohibit the im- 
portation and entry of goods, wares, and merchandise made in 
whole or in part by convict, pauper, or detained labor, or made 
in whole or in part from materials which have been made in 
whole or in part or in any manner manipulated by convict or 
prison labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4819) to prohibit the giving or receiving of 
gifts, employment, or compensation from certain corporations 
by Senators, Representatives, Delegates, or Resident Commis- 
sioners in Congress of the United States, or Senators, Represent- 
atives, Delegates, or Resident Commissioners elect, and the 
judges of the United States courts, and prescribing penalties 
therefor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4820) authorizing the Secretary of War, in 
his discretion, to deliver to certain cities and towns condemned 
bronze or brass cannon, with their carriages and outfit of can- 
non balls, ete. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4821) authorizing the Secretary of War, in 
his discretion, to deliver to certain cities and towns condemned 
bronze or brass cannon, with their carriages and outfit of can- 
non balls, etc. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 4822) to create a national uni- 
versity at the seat of the Federal Government; to the Committee 
on Education. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 4823) appro- 
priating money for the improvement of Red River, La. and Ark., 
from its mouth to Fulton, Ark.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4824) making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing improvement on the Ouachita and Black Rivers, Ark. 
and La., and for maintenance of same; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4825) making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing improvement on the Oauchita River, Ark. and La., and 
authorizing the construction of Locks and Dams Nos. 5 and 9; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4826) to authorize the construction, main- 
tenance, and operation of a bridge across the Bayou Bartholo- 
mew at or near Wilmot, Ark.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4827) to create the Red River commission 
and to define its duties; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 4828) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to acquire certain right of way near 
Engle, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 4829) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bell buoy to locate the passage entrance in 
Wicopesset Passage, at the easterly end of Fishers Island, 
N. V.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Resolution (H. Res. 46) referring certain 
portions of the annual message of the President of the United 
States to committees; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: Resolution (H. Res, 51) for ap- 
pointment of special committee to investigate the Plaza Com- 
mission; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: Resolution (H. Res. 
52) to appoint a committee to investigate and secure the facts 
concerning the existence in Washington of a lobby in the in- 
terest of the Susan B. Anthony woman suffrage amendment; to 
the Committee on Rules. ‘ 

By Mr. GREGG: Resolution (H. Res. 53) providing for the 
appointment of the clerk to continue digest of claims; to the 
Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BORLAND: Resolution (H. Res. 54) directing that 
there shall be printed as a House document 1,600 copies of the 
soil survey of Jackson County, Mo.; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. MADDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 55) to provide a tele- 
phone attendant for the use of the House minority; to the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: Resolution (H. Res. 56) requesting the 
Secretary of Agriculture to report to the House the buildings 
occupied by the Department of Agriculture, the amount of floor 
space, the number of employees in each, and other information ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: Resolution (H. Res. 57) requesting 
the Interstate Commerce Commission to examine the affairs of 
the Wabash-Pittsburgh Terminal Railway Co.; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) extending 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to increase the internal 
revenue, and for other purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to 
December 31, 1916; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BORLAND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 62) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on Election of President, Vice President, and Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 63) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of Commerce to sell skins taken from 
fur seals killed on the Pribilof Islands for food purposes; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial by the Legis- 
lature of the State of Washington, urging that the diminished 
Colville Indian Reservation be opened for sale and settlement 
without further delay; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FESS: Memorial by the Legislature of the State of 
Ohio, urging Congress to pass the Palmer-Owen child-labor bill; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 4830) granting a pension to 
Edward Hiles; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Faux; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4832) granting a pension to George R. 
Ashley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) granting a pension to Henry Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 4834) granting a pension to James Edward 
Dare; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4835) granting a pension to Isaac Goe; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4886) granting a pension to Alexander 
Swisher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to David Kil- 
gore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Allso, a bill (H. R. 4838) granting a pension to John P. 
Rounds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4839) granting a pension to Andrew J. 
Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4840) granting a pension to William Lord; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4841) granting a pension to Harriet 
Weeks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4842) granting a pension to Eliza Jane 
Thompson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4843) granting a pension to Anna H. 
Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4844) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Stowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4845) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Waymire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4846) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Poorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4847) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Donovan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4848) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Michael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4849) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4850) granting an increase of pension to 
Lovina B. (Shideler) Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4851) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Hodson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4852) granting an increase of pension to 
James Shannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4853) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. M. Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4854) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Phipps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4855) granting an increase of pension to 
George Logan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4856) granting an increase of pension to 
Otho E. Gepler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4857) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Mendenholl ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4858) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hubbard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 4859) granting a pension 
to Alfred L. Fann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 4860) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Peach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4861) to muster in and muster out Bradford 
H. Bennett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 4862). granting a pension to 
Oscar F. Lutz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4863). granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Reddert ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4864) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Galbreath ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4865). granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: ALMON: A bill (H. R. 4866) for the relief of Julia R. 
Goodloe; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ANDERSON; A bill (H. R. 4867) granting a pension to 
Walter J. Frink; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4868) granting a pension to Ernest B. 
Brown ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 4869) granting a pension 
to Lemuel S. Darr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4870) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4871) granting a pension to Anna C. Kreps; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 4872) granting a pension to Solomon Morris; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4873) granting a pension to Harry Adelbert 
Nichols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4874) granting an increase of pension to 
eee W. Wintermute; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4875) granting an inerease of pension to 
Thomas West; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4876) granting pensions to members of the 
military organization of 1862, known as Squirrel Hunters; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4877) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Whitmer Rees; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 4878) for the relief of the 
estate of John H. Ward, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of 
2 to James Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 4880) for the relief of James 
Bookhamer ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4881) to reimburse the postmaster at Kegg, 
Pa., for money and stamps taken by burglars; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 4882) granting a pension 
to Jonathan T. Ginn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4883) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Beeber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4884) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson N. Boydston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 4885) for the relief of Bolog- 
nesi, Hartfield & Co.; to the Commmittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 4886) granting a pension to 
Thomas Glynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 4887) granting an increase of 
pension to Corolyn G. Dow; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ¢ 


By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Herrin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4889) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernst H. Neubauer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 4890) for the relief of Lieut. 
Richard Philip McCullough, United States Navy; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension 
to Bernard Higgins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4892) granting a pension to Tina Quinn; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4893) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Zeimer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4894) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Terwilliger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 4895) granting a 
pension to Robert M. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4896) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Wulff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4897) for the relief of Paul Ð. Huettner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4898) for the relief of Kinney, McLaughlin 
& Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4899) to compensate the Nashville Trust 
Co., of Nashville, Tenn., trustee under the will of E. W. Cole, 
deceased, for damages to a building situated on the corner of 
Union Street and Fourth Avenue north, in Nashville, Tenn., and 
known as the Cole Building, as a result of a blast in improving 
the channel of the Cumberland River by a United States Gov- 
ernment boat on Monday, August 13, 1912; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 4900) granting a pension to 
Adam Ragan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4901) granting a pension to Eva A. Winder; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4902) granting a. pension to George L. 
Kingsland; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4903) granting a pension to Richard I. 
Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4904) granting a pension to John W. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4905) granting a pension to Eli A. Trickle; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4906) granting a pension to Mary R. Neal; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4907) granting a pension to Michael E. 
McGrath; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, æ bill (H. R. 4908) granting a pension to Mary L, Shell- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4909) granting a pension to Alice A. Par- 
ratt Gainer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4910) granting a pension to Charles F. | 


Rich; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4911) granting a pension to Jemima Fergu- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4912) granting a pension to Anna M. Haas; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) granting a pension to John D. 
Delker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4914) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander G. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4915) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob P. Fishback; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4916) granting an increase of pension to 
James M. Gibbons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4917) for the relief of C. L. Walker; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4918) for the relief of Thomas Curneen, 
alias Thomas Curtis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4919) to pay John E. Bolden for services 
rendered the United States Army from April 4, 1865, to and 
including July 15, 1865; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 4920) granting a pension to 
John D. Rose; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H, R. 4921) granting a pension to Ellen Bunch; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4922) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4928) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 4924) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Dryden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4925) granting an increase of pension to 
Tobias C. Willhoite ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CAPSTICK: A bill (H. R. 4926) granting a pension to 
Jane Gilhooly ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4927) granting a pension to Eleanor 
Tanner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN (by request): A bill (H. R. 4928) to author- 
ize the Court of Claims to reopen, investigate, and determine the 
facts of a claim filed in said court by Samuel Ceas; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4929) for the relief of Edward B. Fox, 
administrator of the last surviving partner of the firm of Child, 
Pratt & Fox; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 4980) for the relief of Fannie 
C. Dorsett and Archie P. Maddox, administrators of Joseph H. 
Maddox, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 4931) authorizing the President 
to reinstate Francis Patrick Regan as a second lieutenant in the 
United States Army ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4932) for the relief of the heirs of Oscar 
Chrysler ; to the Committee on Olaims. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 4983) granting an increase of 
pension to Isaac Miller ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4934) granting an increase of pension to 
David K. Swift; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4985) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Quance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4936) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher. C. Simon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4938) granting an increase of pension to 
Syrena C. Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLLIER: A bill (H. R. 4989) for the relief of the 
heirs of John Wixon, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4940) for the relief of James Richards, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of William Richards, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4941) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of James W. Brabston and Roche H. Brabston; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4942) for the relief of J. W. Cain, Morde 
Fuller, Charles Van Buren, and H. C. Perry; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4943) for the relief of the heirs or estate of 
William J. Milligan, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4944) for the relief of the estate of W. L. 
Johnston; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4945) for the relief of the heirs or estate 
of David S. Sexton, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4946) for the relief of Maria Elizabeth 
Burnett; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4947) for the relief of the legal representa- 
7 of Ann D. Halsey, deceased; to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4948) for the relief of Thomas H. Jett; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4949) for the relief of the heirs of Hariet 
B. Selma, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4950) for the relief of the heirs of Isaae 


Whitaker, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 4951) for the relief of the estate of John P. 
Gee; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4952) for the relief of the city of Jackson, 
Miss. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4953) reinstating Edgar N. Coffey to his 
former rank and grade in the United States Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4954) directing the Secretary of War to 
reconvey a parcel of land to the Anshe Chesed congregation, 
Vicksburg, Miss. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNELLY: A bill (H. R. 4955) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 4956) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Pearson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 4957) granting 
an increase of pension to Lizzie H. Bentley; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4958) granting a pension to James J. 
Held ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 4959) granting a pension to Daniel Geyer; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 4960) granting a pension to 
Frederick A. Ebling; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to 
Harry Colpus; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4962) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Ewing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 4963) granting a pension to 
George B. Atherton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 4964) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary D. Jenness; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4965). granting a pension to Mary J. 
Phinney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4966) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura J. Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 4967) granting a pension to 
Emma C. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4968) granting an increase of pension to 
Lida B. Elkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 4969) for the relief of 
O. H. P. Burch; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4970) for the relief of the heirs of James 
M. Brackenridge, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4971) for the relief of the heirs of Eliza- 
beth M. Patterson, deceased; to the Committee on War Cinims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4972) for the relief of Abraham Smith; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EAGAN: A bill (H. R. 4973) granting a pension to 
Elijah J. J. Newby; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4974) granting a pension to Nora Fitz- 
gerald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4975) granting a pensien to Catherine 
Sweeney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4976) granting a pension to Adeline Tem- 
ple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4977) granting a pension to Helen Con- 
rad; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4978) granting a pension to Myra Shine; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4979) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Romaine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4980) granting an increase of pension 
Isaac Strauss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4981) granting an increase of pension 
Joseph Schill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4982) granting an increase of pension 
Anna Warner; to the on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4983) granting an increase of pensten to 
Charles H. Hoos; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4984) granting an increase of pension to 
John Davis; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4985) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Dobbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4986) granting an increase of pension 
Frederick Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 4987) granting an increase of pension to 
Annn Nau; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4988) granting an increase of pension to 
George Oberg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4989) for the relief of Oscar Frommel & 
Bro. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4990) for the relief of the Stevens Insti- 
tute of Technology, of Hoboken, N. J.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4991) for the relief of Thomas Nugent; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4992) for the relief of Claus Dentzat; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of Edward J. Brophy; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of James Danielson; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4995) for the relief of Herman Holpp; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4996) for the relief of Michael Mullett; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4997) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
deliver to the town of West New York, county of Hudson, State 
of New Jersey, four condemned bronze or brass cannon, with 
carriage and suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 4998) granting a pension to 
John Meitzler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 4999) for the relief of the heirs of H. 
Stanton, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 5000) granting a pension to 
Walter S. Caldwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5001) granting a pension to Henry J. Wing; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5002) granting a pension to Frederick 
Gaybower ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5008) granting a pension to Margaret A. 
Hardy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5004) granting a pension to Henry H. 
Hagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5005) grantipg a pension to William Camp; 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5006) granting a pension to William Croft; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5007) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. McElroy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 5008) granting a pension to 
Cornelius Stellingware ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5009) granting a pension to Sabrina A. 
Broadfoot ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5010) granting an increase of pension to 
Christ Nelson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 5011) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph A. Saunier; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 5012) granting a pension to 
Isaac Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5018) granting a pension to Anna N. 
Carson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5014) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5015) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5016) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Detwiler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 5017) granting a pension 
to William F, Gross; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5018) granting a pension to Bert D. Kil- 
burn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5019) granting a pension to Myron Hor- 
ton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5020) for the reimbursement of Horace M. 
Blunt for the loss of a horse while hired by the United States 
Geological Survey; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 5021) granting a pension to 
Robert McConnell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5022) granting a pension to Hector C. 
Fairfowl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5023) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Brassie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5024) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5025) granting an increase of pension to 
Ludosea Hale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5026) granting an increase of pension to 
J. S. Cochenour ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5027) granting an increase of pension to 
William Dooley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5028) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Pressgrove; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5029) to remove the charge of desertion 
5 the record of Herman Kneofler; to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (II. R. 5030) for the relief of Joseph 
Vermilyea ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5031) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 5032) granting an increase 
or pension to Lucy F. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5033) granting a pension to Annie Mullen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 5034) granting a pension to Mary Costello; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5035) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Church; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5036) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie A. MacNear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5037) granting an increase of 
er to Franklin Gorham; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5038) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie Hayes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLAGHER: A bill (H. R. 5089) granting a pension 
to America J. Austin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5040) for the relief of John M. Dimmick; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 5041) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Sullivan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5042) granting a pension to Simon Whit- 
ney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 5048) granting a pension to Eliza K. 
Leman; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5044) granting a pension to Catherine 
Conley ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5045) granting a pension to Michael J. 
Walsh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5046) granting a pension to James Lynch; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5047) for the relief of Augustus G. Rey- 
nolds; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5048) for the relief of Jennie H. Brown; 
to the Committee on Claims. = 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5049) for the relief of Bridget M. Edwards; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5050) to correct the naval record of Joseph 
A. Cross; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5051) to correct the military record of 
Edwin H. Trulan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5052) for the relief of David F. Turnbull, 
alias David Turnbull; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 5058) granting a pension to 
Frederick G. Oldt; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5054) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Dwyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5055) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses Goldstein; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5056) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Lauderbock ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Buy Mr. GARNER: A bill (H. R. 5057) to reinstate Stephen 
M. Barlow as second lieutenant in the United States Army; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 5058) granting an increase 
of pension to W. J. Ray; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 5059) granting an increase of 
pension to Otis W. Shurtliff; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5060) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Sanderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5061) granting an increase of pension to 
Marquis Kenyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5062) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew W. Hepler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5063) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin J. Harding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 5064) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hadley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5065) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 5066) for the 
relief of William C. Barnes; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5067) granting a pension to Duval John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5068) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas W. Oastler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5069) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William L. Ford; to the Committee on In- 
valid pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5070) granting an increase of pension to 
Leah A. Mullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 5071) granting an increase of 
pension to Nancy A. McQueen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 5072) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Ann Teague; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie McC. Harrison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5074) granting an increase of pension to 
Mahala A. Payne; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5075) granting an increase 
Mary Jane Ragan; to the Committee on. Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5076) granting an increase 
Eliza L. Norwood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5077) granting an increase 
Lucy W. Powell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5078) granting an increase 
Margaret English; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5079) for the relief of certain civilian em- 
ployees of the Engineer Department at Large, United States 
Army; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of certain citizens of 
Brenham, Washington County, Tex.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5081) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Sarah J. Montgomery, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5082) for the relief of J. J. Brooks; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 5083) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hiram D. Stoddard; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5084) granting an increase of pension to 
John Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5085) granting a pension to 
Louis Southworth ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5086) granting an increase of pension to 
Leah Hull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5087) to reimburse Mary E. Myers, widow 
of Joseph Myers, deceased, for loss of personal property sus- 
tained in depredations of Indians on the Snake River, Idaho; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5088) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Sydney W. Moss; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5089) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Joseph R. Payne; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5090) for the relief of William A. Frater; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5091) for the relief of Preston B. C. Lucas; 
to the Committee on Olaims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Orville T. Perkins; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5093) for the relief of George W. Peters; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5094) for the relief of Jonathan J. Totten; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5095) to reimburse Simon Caro; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (EL R. 5096) for the relief of Nabor 
and Victoria Leon; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 5097) granting an increase of 
pension to Delender Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5098) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 5099) granting a pension 
to Pauline Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5100) granting a pension to Catherine 
Walker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5101) granting a pension to Sarah Hicks; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5102) granting a pension to Emily Bashaw; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) granting a pension to Athel House; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5104) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeremiah Fleagle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5105) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy H. Gibson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5106) granting an increase of pension to 
William Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5107) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Lauman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5108) granting an increase of pension to 
Juliet Kimbrough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5109) granting an increase of pension to 
Collins Washburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5110) granting an increase of pension to 
Noah Poorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5111) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Powell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5112) granting an increase of pension to 
W. R. Wolbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel D. Kerby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5114) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Collins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5115) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca J. Gist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5116) granting an increase of pension to 
W. B. Rutledge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5117) granting an increase of pension to 
James L. Giles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5118) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 5119) granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret B. Bradley; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5120) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bogue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5121) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Wishon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5122) granting an increase of pension to 
Joel K. P. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5123) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5124) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Schumer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5125) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Hahn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5126) granting an increase of pension to 


Jacob M. Lincoln; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5127) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Winfield; to the Committee on Invalid Penstons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5128) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Denby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5129) granting an increase of pension to 
Reuben J. Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 5180) to correct the 
military record of Anastacio Sandoval; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5131) for the relief of Samuel E. Mitchell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 5182) granting a pension to 
Bridget L. Gaffney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5133) granting an increase of pension to 
William Brant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5134) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucretia A. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5135) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. English; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5136) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen McKay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5137) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Weed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5138) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Stowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5139) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Ganung; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 5140) granting a 
pension to Deborah J. Meek; to the Commitiee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5141) granting a pension to Esau Johnson: 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5142) granting a pension to Charles F. 
Coss ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5143) granting a pension to Frank Bailey; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5144) granting a pension to Isaac Gossett ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5145) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Lucas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5146) granting a pension to Mary C. Hines; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5147) granting a pension to Mary A. Horn- 
ing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5148) granting a pension to Mary C. Ham- 
ilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5149) granting a pension to Nancy E. Davis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5150) granting a pension to P. L. Dawson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5151) granting a pension to Jacob Kopp; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5152) granting an increase of pension to 
Ross M. Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5153) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene H. Steward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (II. R. 5154) granting an increase of pension. 
William N. Stilwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Pyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension 
Charles W. Mealey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5157) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5158) granting an increase of pension 
Alonzo M. Hobbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5159) granting an increase of pension 
Alfred T. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5160) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Ketchum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5161) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Wilkinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5162) granting an increase of pension to 
George D. McIlroy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5163) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth J, McCann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5164) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5165) granting an increase of pension 
Mason II. Marietta; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5166) granting an increase of pension to 
Dixon M. Hepburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5167) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin W. Havner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5168) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Glaspy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5169) granting an increase of pension 
A. E. Fortney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5170) granting an increase of pension 
Charlotte J. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5171) granting an increase of pension 
Thomas J. Cochran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5172) granting an increase of pension 
Jesse Dayidson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5178) granting an increase of pension 
Emanuel Custar ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5174) granting an increase of pension 
Amanda W. Clancy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5175) granting an increase of pension 
Leasen E. Callen ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension 
James T. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5177) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Beckett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5178) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Ashton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5179) for the relief of Benjamin R. Buffing- 
ton; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5180) for the relief of Henry E. Thomas; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5181) for the relief of Jonathan Milburn and 
granting him a pension; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5182) requiring the Secretary of War to 
issue an honorable discharge to Benjamin R. Buffington; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 5183) for the relief of 
Charles Cooper Gill; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 5184) for the relief of Sam 
N. Thompson; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5185) for the relief of George H. Ham- 
mond ; to the Conimittee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5186) granting a pension to Joseph Meier; 
to the Committee on Pensions. : 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5187) to authorize the adjudication of the 
claim of the legal representatives of Cornelius P. Cassin; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JACOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension 
to Frank W. Godsey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5189) granting a pension to William A. 
Pollard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5190) granting a pension to George W. 
Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5191) granting a pension to Mrs. A. M. 
Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5192) granting a pension to Kate Chance; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5193) granting a pension to Sam Ragsdale; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5194 )granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Power; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5195) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Plank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5196) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5197) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward S. Banister; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5198) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza J. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5199) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Williams ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5200) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Burton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5201) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Simmons; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 5202) for the relief of Finis M. Williams; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5203) for the relief of John W. Fein; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5204) for the relief of the heirs of Lovick 
Lambeth, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5205) for the relief of James Shook; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5206) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Sleeker ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5207) for the relief of J. C. Hill; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5208) for the relief of Eli G. Collier; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5209) for the relief of Leander Mason and 
others, heirs of Thomas M. Mason, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5210) for the relief of Patrick O'Kane; to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5211) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
Pennington; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of Edgar Shinn; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5213) for the relief of John Davis; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5214) for the relief of the heirs of Augusta 
W. Diehl, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5215) for the relief of the legal repre- 
S of Wiley J. Davis, deceased; to the Committee on War 

laims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5216) for the relief of W. M. Middleton; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5217) for the relief of the heirs of Peter 
Goodman ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5218) for the relief of George W. Beavers; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5219) for the relief of Mrs. Herbert 
Williams; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also a bill (H. R. 5220) for the relief of Gillum Smith; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 5221) for 
the relief of Thomas E. Philips; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 5222) granting a pension to 
Martha E. Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5223) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah B. Reeves ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5224) granting a pension to Jennie Fur- 
rier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5225) granting a pension to George D. 
Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5226) granting a pension to Laura Ana 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5227) granting a pension to Mary Towns- 
ley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5228) granting a pension to Rebecca A. 
Arthur; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5229) granting an increase of pension to 
John Black; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5230) granting an increase of pension to 
John Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5231) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Field; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5232) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Judd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5233) granting an increase of pension to 
Augusta A. Lellyett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5234) granting an increase of pension to 
James Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5235) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles MeMath; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5236) granting a pension to William 
Thomas Mattingley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5237) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5238) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Swap; fo the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5239) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas W. Moorhead; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5240) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Sebexen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5241) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah D. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bilt (H. R. 5242) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas A. Wardlow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 5243) granting a pension to 
William F. Wahl; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5244) granting a pension to Pablo Garcia; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5245) granting a pension to Margaret 
Foley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5246) granting an increase of pension to 
Esther M. Eggleston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5247) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemley D. Bloom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5248) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiiliam M. Worley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 5249) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Gaylord; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5250) granting a pension to John Woods; 
to the Comnnittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5251) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaiah Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5252) granting an increase of pension to 
Marion F. Buck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5253) granting an increase of pension to 
Sumner Hartshorn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5254) for the relief of John H. Cowley; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 5255) 
granting n pension to Jennie L. Tate; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5256) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan C. J. Slocum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 5257) granting a pension to 
Martha M. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 5258) granting a pension 
to Lily Danforth Bothwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5259) granting a pension to Maud E. Pear- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5260) granting a pension to Thomas G. 
Cockings ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5261) granting an increase of pension to 
James Garnett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5262) for the relief of John B. Hoover; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5263) for the relief of James F. Smith; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) for the relief of Richard Prender- 
gast; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5265) granting a pension 
to Mayme Hall; to the Committee on Pensions. 5 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5266) granting a pension to Frances Haver- 
land-Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5267) granting a pension to Alzada Boulton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5268) granting a pension to Mary C. 
Barnum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a- bill (H. R. 5269) granting a pensich to Eliza Long- 
acre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5270) granting a pension to Cynthia Moffitt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5271) granting a pension to Jacob Opp; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5272) granting a pension to Emaline Pow- 
ell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5273) granting a pension to Manerva 
Hedges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 5274) granting a pension to Charles Woes- 
ner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill- (H. R. 5275) granting a pension to Catharine 
Reiser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5276) granting a pension to Nancy V. 
Norman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5277) granting a pension to Charles O. 
Woesner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5278) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvin D. Mohr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5279) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Bliss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5280) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin B. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5281) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Wittenmyer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5282) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wurtsbaugh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5283) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5284) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5285) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix Allbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5286) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Bloom; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3287) granting an increase of pension to 
William Brady; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5288) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Bilsing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5289) granting an increase of pension to 
Merritt Hauver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5290) granting an increase of pension to 
John Herndon ;.to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5291) granting an increase of pension to 
Philander Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5292) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5293) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Shreckengaust; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5294) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob C. Utz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5295) granting an increase of pension to 
Williamine M. Van Marter; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5296) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Teal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5297) granting an increase of pension to 
Cephas P. Taylor; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5298) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to 
Jeffrey Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5300) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Worthington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5301) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also. a bill (H. R. 5302) granting an increase of pension to 
Israel Walterhouse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5303) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis W. Lyday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5304) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert L. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5305) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5306) granting an increase of pension to 
John Midlam; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 
+ Also, a bill (H. R. 5307) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius McLaughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ~ 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5308) granting an increase of pension to 
Eber B. Priest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5309) granting an increase of pension to 
John Herndon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5310) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5311) granting an increase of pension to 
William Bain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5312) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Holland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5313) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5314) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Ovens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5315) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Rush; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5316) granting an increase of pension to 
Edwin H. Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5317) for the relief of John W. Cupp; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5318) for the relief of Kate Chateau; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5319) for the relief of Robert W. Pool; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5320) to correct the military record of 
Jobn Bassles; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5821) to correct the military record of 
Charles Beach ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KTESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5322) to cor- 
rect the military record of Washington Wineland; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5323) granting a pension to William 
Hall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 5324) for the relief of Jacob 
Byers, alias Jacob Myers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 5825) granting a pension to 
Frank P. Collins; to the Committee on Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5326) granting a pension to Orville Fox; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5327) granting a pension to Nancy J. 
Picklesimer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5828) granting a pension to Louisa Tincher ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5329) granting an increase of pension to 
Nobert McDowell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5330) granting a pension to Robert Me- 
Carty ; to the Committee on Pensions. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5331) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Botner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5332) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie Butler, widow of James F. Butler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5333) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Simer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5334) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam Rader ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5335) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Patrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5336) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles B. Daniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5337) granting an increase of pension to 
John Stepp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill (H. R. 5338) granting an increase of 
pension to Richard S. Harrison; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 5339) granting a pension to 
Angeline Kelchner Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5840) granting a pension to Charles ©, 
Diehl; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5341) granting a pension to Wilson J. 
Zerby ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5342) granting a pension to Pierce G. 
Clinger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5343) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5344) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Harder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5345) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolm J. Tobias; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5346) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Groner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5847) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli McK. Trego; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) granting a pension to Jacob N. 
Peifer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5849) granting a pension to Benjamin E, 
Kneibler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5350) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Haring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 5351) granting a pension to 
Annie I. Rembert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5352) granting a pension to Mary Kinder; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5353) granting a pension to Andrew E. 
onene 5 5 ve 5 on Pensions. 

so, a R. 5354) granting a pension to Margaret 
Hertel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to Stanmore X. 
Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5856) granting a pension to Wade H. 
Rucker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5357) granting a pension to Wade H, Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5358) granting a pension to John B. Me- 
Cravy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5859) granting a pension to Woodbine L. 
McLane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5360) granting a pension to Thomas H. 
Rawl; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5861) granting a pension to James Y. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5362) granting a pension to Charles G. 
Sontag; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5363) granting a pension to Hamilton 
Shuler ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5264) granting a pension to Jesse II. 
Hutto; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5365) granting a pension to Lucy T. Read; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5366) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon P. Weed; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5367) for the relief of Selina Adaline 
Carnes Du Rant; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5868) for the relief of Anna Jane De 
Lorme; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5369) for the relief of George W. New- 
man, guardian of Joseph W. Newman; to the Committee on 
War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5370) for the relief of Samuel S. Gardner; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5371) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Naloti Biraghi; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) for the relief of Hattie C. Derren- 
bucher; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 5373) granting a pension to 
Charles L. West; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Edgar A. 
Norris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5375) granting a pension to Lucretia 
Coffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5876) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Sands; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5377) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel E. Laughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5878) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Weber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5379) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Lynch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5380) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief of John T. Walsh; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5382) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George Patterson; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 5383) granting a pen- 
sion to Julia M. Connolly; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5384) granting a pension to George F. 
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5385) for the relief of William A. Steward; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5386) for the relief of James Campbell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 5387) granting an increase of 
pension to Lewis W. Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 5388) granting an increase of 
pension to William Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 
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By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 5389) granting a pen- 
sion to Laura McIver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to Clara Heartery ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5391) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward A. Davenport; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5892) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hartless; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5393) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Eaton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 3394) granting a pen- 
sion to Jerome Wilsey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5395) granting a pension to Katherine H, 
Califf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5396) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene E. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5897) granting an increase of pension to 
James Howe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 5398) granting a pen- 
sion to Loren Lee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5899) granting a pension to Jennette B. 
Jordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5400) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice E. Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5401) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. Hebbard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5402) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Francis G. French, alias Frank Jones; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 5408) granting a pension 
to Mary Bymaster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5404) granting a pension to Margaret 
Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5405) granting a pension to Henry A. 
Rowley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5406) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Preston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5407) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore R. Stearns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: A bill (H. R. 5408) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary C. Triplett; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 5409) for the relief of Anna 
O. Brush; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5410) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas N. Swain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 5411) for the relief of Olaf 
Nelson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5412) to establish the military record of 
Marshall M. Pool; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5413) for 
the relief of Samuel ©. Koonce; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5414) granting an inctease of pension to 


Alma A. Shephard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 5415) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Nellie D. Enright; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5416) for the relief of Ro. N. Northen, sole 
heir of the late Robert F. Northen; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5417) for the relief of Mrs. Clara L. Culling- 
worth, sole heir of the late D. C. Dunn; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 5418) for the relief of C. C. 
Acklin; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5419) for the relief of Albert E. Archer and 
William Archer; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 5420) grant- 
ing a pension to Cora C. O'Neil; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5421) granting a pension to William W. 
Freeman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5422) granting a pension to Eva Saun- 
ders; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5423) granting a pension to Catherine J. 
Dagg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5424) granting an increase of pension 
to Cyrus Traugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5425) granting an increase of pension to 
Angeline Battin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5426) for the relief of James A. Showen; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5427) for the relief of James N. Rhyne; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MURRAY: A bill (H. R. 5428) for the relief of the 
estate of Sophira E. Stalcup; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 5429) granting a pension to 
Caroline Detamore; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5430) granting an increase of pension to 
James Logsdon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5431) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5432) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Echols; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5433) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Bondy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5434) providing for the relief of the heirs 
of Samuel Brown Harrison; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5435) for the relief of Amanda W. Koontz; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5436) for the relief of the heirs of E. C. 
Trimble; to the Committee on War Claiins. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5437) for the relief of William P. MecKin- 
ley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5438) for the relief of John E. James; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5439) for the relief of H. E. Street; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5440) for the relief of Daniel M. Main; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5441) for the relief of Samuel Harrison; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5442) for the relief of James H, McGill; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5443) for the relief of Henry Borman; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5444) to amend and correct the military 
record of Henry H. Willis; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 5445) granting a pension to 
Robert F. Tietz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5446) granting a pension to Charles A, 
Lyon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5447) granting a pension to James P. Ken- 
nedy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5448) granting a pension to Mary Curtin; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5449) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Holton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5450) granting an increase of pension to 
John McMahon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5451) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome McWethy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5452) for the relief of Jasper J. Henry; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5453) for the relief of the State Board of 
Harbor Commissioners of the State of California; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5454) for the relief of the minor nephews 
of Owen F. Solomon, first lieutenant, Fourth Regiment United 
States Artillery; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5455) for the relief of David Walker; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5456) for the relief of Bernhard Bolen; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5457) for the relief of James Ross; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5458) for the relief of George F. Stedman; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5459) for the relief of Patrick Savage: to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5460) for the relief of Mary Curtin, widow 
of Michael Curtin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 5461) granting a pension to 
Ellen Carrier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5462) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hallman, sr. ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5463) granting a pension to Martin 
O’Brady ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5464) graning a pension to William R. 
Baum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5465) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Clouser ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 5466) granting a pension to 
Sheldon S. S. Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5467) granting a pension to Conrad C. Kal- 
ber; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5468) granting a pension to Fanny Stewart; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5469) granting a pension to F. G. Kasimur; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5470) granting a pension to Maria J. 
Lantry ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5471) granting a pension to Denis J. Morri- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5472) granting a pension to Sarah Hart 
North; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5473) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma M. Nicholson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5474) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5475) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac L. Griswold ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5476) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Francis Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5477) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma L. Packard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5478) granting an inerease of pension to 
Jennie Recor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5479) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bil (H. R. 5480) granting an increase of pension to 
Constantina E. Pollard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5481) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Nelligan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5482) granting an increase of pension to 
Delia J. McKeon ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5483) granting an honorable discharge to 
Patrick Kennedy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5484) to remove the charge of desertion 
against John Starkey; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OGLESBY: A bill (H. R. 5485) granting an increase 
of pension to Matilda A. Manning; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5486) for the relief of W. A. M. Streeter; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5487) for the relief of the estate of William 
Wheeler Hubbell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5488) to correct the military reeord of 
Charles W. Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5489) to pay the several sums of money 
found due certain navy-yard employees by the Ceurt of Claims; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5490) to reappoint Henry Harrison Hall a 
_ second lieutenant in the Army; to the Committee on Military 

Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 5491) for the relief of 
William Ramsey and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5492) granting a pension to Elvis R. Strut; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5493) for the relief of John W. Balch; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLNEY: A bill (H. R. 5494) granting a pension to 
Melinda Hubert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5495) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward M. Willis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5496) for the relief of Frederick A. Morse; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 5497) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Streeter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5498) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen A. Carpenter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5499) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie Sheldon; to the Committee on Invalid Penstons. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 5500) for the relief of 
Nathaniel F. Cheairs; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill H. R. 5501) for the relief of the estate of Isaac 
Ivy; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5502) for the relief of the heirs of R. F. 
Jarrell; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 5508) granting a pension to 
Allan Adie; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5504) granting a pension to Abbie M. 
Allen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5505) granting a pension to Sarah E. 
Campion; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5506) granting a pension to Margaret E. 
Canty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5507) granting a pension to Albert Fritz; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5508) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank A. Pennington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5509) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustave Pinksohn ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5510) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. O'Hare; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 5511) granting a pension to 
N. Ellen Peters; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5512) granting a pension to Owen A. 
Black; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5513) granting a pension to William G. 
Pennington; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5514) granting a pension to William N. 
Frost; te the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5515) granting a pension to Elijah Spur- 
lock; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5516) granting a pension to Isom W. 
Foley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5517) granting a pension to George W. 
Peters; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5518) granting a pension to Robert Strong; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5519) granting a pension to William Pace; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Alse, a bill (H. R. 5520) granting a pension to Wiley T. 
Cook ; to the Committee on Pensions. sd 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5521) granting a pension to James H. 
Buckner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5522) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Roach; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5523) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob G. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5524) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Amos Bennett; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5525) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Lawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5526) to -emove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of J. W. Hardwick; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 5527) granting an increase 
of pension to Jennie Shewman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 5528) granting a pension to 
Daniel B. Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to John D. 
Greene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5530) granting a pension to Louis K. 
Rhodes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5531) granting a pension to Clarinda Arm- 
strong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5532) granting a pension to Harriet E. 
Stout; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5533) granting an increase of pension to 
John Clemens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5534) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph M. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5535) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver H. P. Meek; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R..5536) granting an increase of pension to 
John Derf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5537) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Staley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5538) granting an increase of pension to 
B. Frank Paris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5539) granting an increase of pension to 
Buell M. Cobb: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5540) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. O'Neal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5541) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemuel Tate; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5542) granting an increase of pension to 
George Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5543) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Stevenson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 5544) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos E, Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 5545) granting a pension to 
Oscar G. Rottman; to the Committee on Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5546) granting an inerense of pension to 
Christian Christianson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 5547) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Carroll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 5548) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Brackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 5549) to 
authorize the President of the United States to appoint John 
Q. A. Brett captain in the Quartermaster Corps of the Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5550) granting an increase of pension to 
Justin B. Lynch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5551) to pay the balance due depositors in 
the Freedman’s Savings & Trust Co.; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 5552) granting 
an increase of pension to William B. Peppard; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 5553) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Derr; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5554) granting 
a pension to Sarah E. Faught; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to Albert Stubbs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5556) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5557) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Hampton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5558) granting an increase of pension to 
Alec Beckwith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 5559) granting a 
pension to Julia A. Mannon; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5560) granting a pension to Henry M. 
Agenbroad ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5561) granting a pension to Sarah Isa- 
belle Lowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5562) granting a pension to Rebecca Me- 
Laughlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5563) granting a pension to Jerome B. 
Wolfe; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5564) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Guy ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5565) granting an increase of pension to 
W. L. Groves; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5566) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. Reece; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5567) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Gagen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to 
George Hedrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5569) granting an increase of pension to 
Caleb A. Kelley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5570) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah Sellers Langley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5571) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Ferguson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5572) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Hageman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5573) granting an increase of pension to 
Angelcernelles Wetherby ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5574) for the relief of David W. Stockstill ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5575) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George T. Silvers; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5576) to renew and extend certain letters 
patent; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5577) to renew and extend certain letters 
patent ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SCOTT of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 5578) granting a 
pension to Joseph Becker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 5579) granting a pension to 
Ethel Tilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5580) granting an increase of pension to 
William Edington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5581) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Sparger ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5582) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Morrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5583) granting an increase of pension to 
Archibald Caldwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 5584) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelius Cline; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5585) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther Wing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5586) granting an increase of pension to 
William Rose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5587) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Cirtwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 5588) for the relief of George R. 
Sewell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5589) for the relief of Frank B. Parnell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5590) for the relief of Lamar 
B. Benavides; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 5591) granting a 
rome to Florence Monroe; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5592) granting a pension to Sara H. Bene- 
dict ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5598) granting a pension to Mary A. Tilton; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 5594) granting a pen- 
sion to Leander McGrew; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5595) granting a pension to Joseph L. Hen- 
gel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5596) granting a pension to Grant H. Hill; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 5597) granting a pension 
to Asa T. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5598) granting a pension to Charles J. Meg- 
geson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 5599) granting a pen- 
sion to Ella G. Roder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5600) granting an increase of pension to 
John Brannan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 5601) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriett S. Crooks; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 5602) to cancel 
the allotment of Davie Skootah on the Lummi Reservation, 
Wash., and reallot the lands included therein; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5603) for the relief of the heirs of Edwin 
R. Gaines; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 5604) grant- 
ing a pension to Viola A. Pancoast; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 5605) granting a pension to 
Lenore Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5606) granting a pension to Lydia Jane 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5607) granting a pension to William S. 
Montgomery; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5608) granting a pension to Agatha Litch- 
field; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5609) granting a pension to Sarah B. Tomp- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5610) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5611) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5612) granting an increase of pension to 
John Throckmorton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5618) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson N. Page; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5614) granting an increase of pension to 
William Braught; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5615) sranting an increase of pension to 
Sarah McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 5616) granting an in- 
crease of pension to H. Jenness Paul; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 5617) granting an 
increase of pension to Elijah Coffman; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5618) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellsworth E. Welch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5619) for the relief of West Virginia 
State troops; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 5620) granting a pension to 
Robert Berry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5621) granting a pension to Mary Brown; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5622) granting a pension to Jane Calafer; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5623) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5624) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5625) granting a pension to Melissa L. 
Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5626) granting a pension to John P. 
Chess; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5627) granting a pension to Jesse Dobyns; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5628) granting a pension to William H. 
Haight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5629) granting a pension to Mary A. Haines; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 5630) granting a pension to Mary E. Hart; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5631) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Isabel Homan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5633) granting a pension to Rachel Jack- 
son; tó the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5634) granting a pension to Frank D. 
Lukens; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5635) granting a pension to Mary Lake; to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5636) granting a pension to Edward H. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5637) granting a pension to Sarah J. Man- 
speaker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5638) granting a pension to Ann Brown 
Powell: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5639) granting a pension to Jennie C. Rath- 
bun; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5640) granting a pension to Catherine J. 
Stephenson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ö 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5641) granting a pension to Margaret J. 
Verbesky ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5642) granting a pension to William H. Wat- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5643) granting a pension to Charles B. 
Marshall, alias Charles B. Andrus; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5644) granting a pension to Mary E. Bas- 
sett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5645) granting a pension to John C. 
Brewer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5646) granting a pension of Celinda B. 
Coon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5647) granting a pension to Lucy A. Hop- 
kins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5648) granting a pension to Rebecca R. 
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5649) granting a pension to Minnie Mahler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5650) granting a pension to Alonzo J. 
Mayo; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5651) granting a pension to Alfred E. 
Schuster, alias Alfred E. Raymond; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5632) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5653) granting a pension to Mary White; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5654) granting a pension to George M. 
Younger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5655) granting an increase of pension to 
Sherman L. Abbott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5656) granting an increase of pension to 
Clem B. I. Ambler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5657) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5658) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Ballard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5659) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam D, Bright; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5660) granting an increase of pension to 
Burditt A. Clifton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5661) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Foster; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, an bill (H. R. 5662) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel L. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5663) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred H. Guest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5664) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hiet; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5665) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Hird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5666) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Holland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5667) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert G. Ingraham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5668) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5669) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Riley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5670) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Rupert; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5671) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Solifelt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5672) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Stearns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5673) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Stukey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5674) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. Want; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5675) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Westenmeyer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5676) granting an increase of pension to 
George Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5677) granting an increase of pension to 
Fernando C. Cash; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5678) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Hamilton; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5679) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Larnay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5680) granting an increase of pension to 
William L. McClellan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5681) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley B. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5682) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel J. Smock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5683) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5684) for the relief of Albert H. Campbell; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5685) for the relief of David H. Lewis; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5686) for the relief of Frank Hodges; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5687) to correct the military record 
Samuel D. Jarman; to the Commitee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5688) to correct the military record 
Jesse Dotts: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5689) to correct the military record 
Thomas J. Temple; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5690) to correct the military record of 
Alfred Rebsamen; to the Committee on Militury Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5691) to correct the military record of 
Levi Mott; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5692) to pay the heirs of Jerome Parker 
Sullivan, deceased, $900, the value of property taken from hiin 
by troops of the United States Army; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5693) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of J. A. Church; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5694) granting an increase of pension to 
William Muer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5695) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Kauffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5696) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin A. Crouse; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5697) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Carver ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5698) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda A. Bruner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5699) granting an increase of pension to 
George R. Ames; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5700) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5701) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Switzer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5702) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Tiffany; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5703) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley B. Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5704) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel W. Pyle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5705) granting an increase of pension to 
James R. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5706) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia A. Mason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5707) to correct the military record of 
Albert L. Krouse; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5708) granting a pension to Elizabeth L. 
Mills; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5709) granting a pension to Eva Gerber; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5710) granting a pension to Salona Pat- 
terson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 5711) granting a pension to Florence 

Fritz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5712) granting a pension to Albert D. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5718) granting a pension to Lizzie Cast- 
ring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5714) granting a pension to John P, 
Chess; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5715) granting a pension to Mary H. 
Bisbey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5716) granting a pension to Edward H. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5717) granting a pension to Edith Peters; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5718) granting a pension to George T. 
Anderson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5719) granting an increase of pension to 
Clem B. I. Ambler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5720) granting a pension te Julia Kibby; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5721) granting a pension to Harvey Myers; 
to the Committee on Pcasions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5722) granting a pension to Bridget 
Agnew ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5728) granting a pension to Oscar Hald- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5724) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5725) granting a pension to Maude Bar- 
nett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 5726) for the relief of 
Austin Mondon ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5727) granting 
an increase of pension to Ephriam Bartlett; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5728) granting an increase of pension to 
Estella Z. Godat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5729) for the relief of Dr. E. E. Johnson; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 5780) granting an increase of 
pension to Ellen A. Boland; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 5731) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James S. Carlton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5732) granting an increase of pension to 
David A. Camp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5733) granting a pension to Leroy E. 
Cuckow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5734) granting a pension to Hulda Flatt; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5785) granting a pension to Maria Akels; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5736) granting a pension to Morris E. 
Miller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5787) for the relief of the heirs of Tames 
Roberts, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 5738) granting a pension 
to Frederick W. Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5739) granting an increase of pension to 
Wesley Gurney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 5740) granting an increase of 
pension to Bersheba Wood Logan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 5741) for the relief of 
Henry States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 5742) grant- 
ing a pension to Thomas J. Krutsinger; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5743) granting a pension te Frederick 
Blackledge, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5744) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Gahan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5745) g an increase of pension to 
Emery Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 5746) granting a pension to 
Josephine M. Shippy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5747) granting a pension to Ray A. Par- 
tridge; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5748) granting an increase of pensicn to 
Walter S. Hall, alias Walter McLaughlin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5749) granting a 
pension to William Long; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5750) granting an inerease of pension t 
Charles Hasty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5751) granting an increase of pension to 
William Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5752) granting an increase of pension to 
William I. Albright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5753) granting an increase of pension to 
Ida B. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 5754) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Wise; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAGGART: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 64) author- 
izing the Secretary of the Interior to cause settlement of the 
accounts of Agents Moore, Woodson, and Whitfield under the 
treaty of 1854 with the Delaware Indians, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RAKER: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 65) authorizing 
and validating certain exchanges of land between the United 
States and the heirs of S. G. Little; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Franklin, Tenn., urging adoption of 
the Hobson amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request}, memorial of New Orleans Branch of the 
Navy League, indorsing President’s preparedness program; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request}, memorial of citizens of San Antonio, Tex., 


-urging the United States to use its good offices in the emancipa- 


ee the Jews in Europe; to the Committee on Foreign 
‘airs. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Chicago Branch of the 
National Seeurity League, urging national defense; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Henry Ford and 165 American members of 
the International Peace Commission, asking support for the 
peace commission; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of American Neutrality and Peace 
Convention at San Francisco, in favor of an embargo on arms 
and ammunition ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Zion’s Evangelical Church Ladies’ Aid So- 
ciety, favoring an appropriation for a national leprosarium; to 
the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK : Evidence to accompany House bill 3122, 
for the relief of James L. Weirick ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of Alexandria and Utica, Ohio, merchants, in 
favor of the so-called Stevens bill; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 98 citizens of Mansfield, Ohio, against a 
larger Army and Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Dayton, Ohie, Women’s Anti-Suffrage Associa- 
tion, against woman suffrage ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 3119, for the relief 
of John Rochwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Memorial of Lucian D. Woodruff Camp, 
No. 64, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring pension for 


- widows and orphans of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee 


on Pensions, 

By Mr. BARNHART: Petition of Western Yearly Meeting of 
the Society of Friends, Plainfield, Ind., opposing increase of 
armament; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petitions of 20 citizens of the city of She- 
boygan, Wis, asking action by Congress limiting exports of 
wheat, rye, and flour in order that the interests of American 
consumers may be protected; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 


Also, resolutions adopted by Wisconsin Brewers’ Association 
in annual meeting held December 8, 1915, protesting against 
the passage of a constitutional amendment providing for na- 
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions adopted by Wiseonsin Brewers’ Associa- 
tion in annual meeting held December 8, 1915, protesting against 
the continuanee of the extra tax of 50 cents per barrel on malt 
pry beyond December 31, 1915; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 
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Also, resolutions adopted by the Wisconsin Retail Liquor Deal- 
ers’ Protective Association at their meeting in Milwaukee, De- 
cember 10, 1915, protesting against the continuance of the extra 
tax on liquor; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted at mass meeting of citizens of She- 
boygan, Wis., and vicinity, October 29, 1915, asking for an 
embargo on all exportations of arms and munitions of war from 
this country to belligerent nations, and other matters; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Northwestern Conference of 
German-American Baptist Churches, asking for the passage of 
a law leyying an embargo upon all exportations of arms and 
munitions of war from this country to any belligerent nation, 
and other matters; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick Wulff; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial of the Wisconsin Brewers’ Associa- 
tion, protesting against national prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Wisconsin Brewers’ Association, protesting 
against tax on malt liquors; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Milwaukee Retail Liquor Dealers’ Protective 
Association, protesting against extra war tax on liquors; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, memorial of Northwestern Conference of German- 
American Baptist Churches, favoring embargo of shipment of 
arms, etc.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Milwaukee Branch of Fort Sheridan Mili- 
tary Training Camp Association, favoring preparedness meas- 
ure; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 5 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petitions of Arthur B. Marks 
and others, of New York, in favor of an investigation; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Fruit Auction Co., relative to appropria- 
tion for citrus growers of Florida; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. . 

Also, petition of Loose-Wiles Biscuit Co., opposing repeal of 
mixed-flour law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, 
relative to purchase of Chesapeake & Delaware Canal; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Committee on National Defense to inves- 
tigate question of country’s preparedness; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. DARROW : Memorial of Sons of the Revolution, State 
of New York, favoring suitable measure for preparedness; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DILLON: Petition of citizens of the following towns 
of South Dakota: Springfield, Platte, Parkston, Ethan, Emery, 
Alexandria, Canton, Madison, Egan, Baltic, Flandreau, Car- 
thage, Bridgewater, Stickney, Lennox, Dell Rapids, Lake Andes, 
Utica, Chester, Loomis, Letcher, Crooks, Lyons, Trent, Mitchell, 
Armour, Wagner, Geddes, Spencer, Canastota, Salem, and 
Alcester, asking that legislation be enacted to compel mail- 
order houses to contribute their share of funds in the develop- 
ment of the local community, county, and State; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the following towns of South 
Dakota: Elk Point, Vermilion, Parker, Hurley, Beresford, Hart- 
ford, Esmond, Wentworth, Tyndall, Ravinia, Lesterville, Tabor, 
Freeman, Platte, Marion, Harrisburg, Hudson, and Montrose, 
asking that legislation be enacted to compel mail-order houses 
to contribute their share of funds in the development of the 
local community, the county, and State; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of the following towns of South 
Dakota: Irene, Tripp, Gayville, Fulton, Tea, Farmer, Viborg, 
Worthing, Davis, Scotland, Mission Hill, Volin, Wakonda, Chan- 
cellor, Centerville, Corsica, Delmont, Burbank, Meckling, Avon, 
Menno, Colman, Rutland, Sioux Falls, and Yankton, asking that 
legislation be enacted to compel mail-order houses to contribute 
their share of funds in the development of the local community, 
county, and State; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Affidavits in support of House bill 1426, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Hiram P. Lanphere; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, Memorial of Wisconsin Brewers’ Association and execu- 
tive board of the State Retail Liquor Dealers’ Protective 
Association, protesting against tax on liquors; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Leon E. Deveraus and 53 other citizens of 
Reedsburg, Wis., urging passage of the Burnett immigration 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 


Also, memorial of Abotsford Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 1422, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Gustay W. Berg; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. i 

Also, evidence in support of House biil 1424, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Clark J. Sturdevant; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1425, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Liston B. Waller; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1423, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel J. Clark; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Memorial of National Association of Sur- 
viving Union Volunteer Officers of the Civil War relative to 
agree pay for Volunteer officers; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, petition of Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion of the 
United States of America relative to upholding Government of 
United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. FESS: Resolutions adopted by the board of directors 
of the Commercial Club, of Springfield, Ohio, protesting against 
passage of any measures which provide for any change in pay- 
ment for Railway Mail Service unless such plan has the ap- 
proyal of the Interstate Commerce Commission; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: Petition of the Equal Franchise Leagues 
of Deep River, Putnam, Union and Ashford, Hebron, Woodstock, 
Norwich, Chester, Plainfield, and Brooklyn, Conn., favoring 
suffrage amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Reyolution of the State of 
Now York, favoring preparedness; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, memorial of Foresters of America, of Norwich, Conn., 
favoring pensions for civil-service employees; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of the Swedish Emanuel Church, of North 
Grosvenor Dale, Conn., favoring peace; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, memoria! of Charles L. Burdett Camp, No. 4, State 
Srno Hartford, Conn.; to the Committee on Military Af- 
airs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany a bill granting an 
increase of pension to Rranklin Gorham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. [ 

Also, memorial of Streator local of the Illinois State organiza- 
tion of the German-American Alliance, favoring embargo on 
arms; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lizzie Hayes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Memorial of members of the Army and 
Navy Medal of Honor Legion of the United States, relative to 
preparedness program; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, protesting 
against abridging freedom of speech; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HELM (by request): Petition of Mrs. James Bennett, 
in favor of woman suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Papers to accompany bill grant- 
ing relief to Henry E. Thomas; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Isaac Gor- 
sett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Daughters of Liberty of Ohio, for restriction 
of immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
ization. 

Also, petition of H. A. Shultz and 21 others, in favor of printing 
the report and evidence of the Commission of Industrial Rela- 
tions; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Mrs, 
Deborah J. Meek; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Rose M. Stephens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting pension to Mary C. 
Hines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Mary E. Glaspy ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
A. E. Fortney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Emanuel Custar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
Leasen E. Callen; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to James T. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for increase of pension to 
George W. Ashton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Jacob 
Kopp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Memorials of the Politi- 
cal Equality Club of Pierre, S. Dak.; the Franchise League of 
Codington County; the Equal Franchise League ef Hand 
County, S. Dak.; the Equal Suffrage League of Brookings, 
S. Dak.; and the Beadle County Franchise League, of Huron, 
S. Dak., in favor of woman suffrage; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of various citizens 
of Elma, Wash., opposing appropriation for increase of the 
Military and Naval Establishments; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Petition of 28 manufac- 
turing concerns of Woonsocket, R. I., favoring removal of em- 
bargo on all dyestuffs, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Viking Lodge 52, Order of Vasa, River Point, 
R. I., asking exportation of arms, etc.; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Arnold Bakery, General Bakery Co., of 
Providence, R. L, against repeal of mixed-flour law; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Ly- 
coming County, Pa., favoring prohibitive Federal tax on alcoholic 
liquors; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

. By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of manufacturers of Kal-Pheno 
tooth paste and tooth powder, opposing the emergency-tax act; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, 
relative to purchase of Chesapeake & Delaware Canal, etc.; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Petition of Men's Baraca Bible Class, 
Central Presbyterian Church, of Newark, N. J., in favor of a 
Federal motion-picture commission to censor motion-picture 
films; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Hall; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petition of Meeting of Society of Friends, 
of Media, Pa., opposing increase of armament; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), petitions of Crutchfield & Woolfolk, Con- 
nolly Fanning Co., and Edward A. Lawrence, of Pittsburgh, Pa., 
relative to appropriation for citrus growers; to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Boro Council, of Homestead, Pa., favoring 
passage òf the Hamill bill (H. R. 5139); to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also (by request), petition of Hafleigh & Co., of Philadelphia, 
Pa., favoring national defense; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. E. Tonance, of Pennsylvania, favoring 
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany a bill granting a pension 
to Ben H. Morrison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of C. C. Acklin; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill for the relief of Albert E. 
Archer and William Archer; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Presbyterian 
Ministers’ Association of Philadelphia, favoring Federal censor- 
ship of motion-picture films ; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, memorial of Sons of Revolution of New York State, urg- 
ing passage of preparedness measure; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Men's Association of St. Matthew's Methodist 
Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia, favoring passage of the 
Hamill bill (H. R. 5139); to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: Petition of United Confed- 
erate Veterans, for Congress to repay money alleged to have 
been illegally levied and collected under act of Congress of July 
1, 1862, etc.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers filed in support of House bill for 
the relief of William W. Echols; to the Committee no Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of House bill for the relief of 
Jonathan Bondy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of House bill for the relief of 
Caroline Ditamore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, favoring an embargo on arms and ammuni- 
tion; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, 
Los Angeles, Cal., relative to the levy of an appropriate tax 
upon munitions of war; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Sons of the Revolution, favoring legis- 
lative action to provide proper and suitable measures of pre- 
baredness; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, resolution of the Farmers’ Improvement Association, of 
Montezuma, Colo., favoring an appropriation by Congress for 
the building of a truck road from Montezuma Valley, across the 
Navajo Indian Reservation, to Gallup, N. Mex., for the benefit 
of the Navajo Indians; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Redlands (Cal.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, the Pomona (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, and the Cali- 
fornia Fruit Growers’ Exchange, of Los Angeles, Cal., and 
communications from sundry citizens, petitioning for Federal 
aid in the elimination of the disease known zs citrus canker; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Association of Pacific Coast Fisheries, 
of Seattle, Wash., for increased appropriations for the fishing 
interests of the Pacific coast; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. OAKEY: Memorial of Col. Garland N. Whistler Camp, 
No. 100, United Spanish War Veterans, New York Department, 
and United Spanish War Veterans of Scranton, Pa., provid- 
ing for graded retirement of the soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the United States Army and Navy; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of the Civic League of New- 
port, R. I.. favoring increase of armament in United States; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTEN: Petitions of sundry citizens of New York, 
ae military preparedness; to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, petitions of 171 citizens of New York, protesting against 
increased tax on liquors; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: Evidence in House bill 
sie for pension for Arthur Murphy; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, evidence in House bill 3441, relative to record of Simon 
W. Tucker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3413, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Abbie J. Brigham; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 4491, relative to mili- 
tary record of Edward Stanton; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 4492, relative to mili- 
tary record of George W. Clifford; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, evidence in House bill 4493, relative to record of Albion 
P. Dyer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of sundry citizens of the State of 
New York, favoring censorship of moving pictures; to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of John W. Shenk and others, 
relative to passage of an act giving them the right to settle upon 
and purchase from the United States certain lands now held by 
the Oregon & California Railroad Co.; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Memorial of Washoe County 
Medical Society, of Reno, Ney., relative to an increase of medical 
officers in the Regular Army; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Gilbert Baldwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of James Woods; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Isaiah 
H. Hunnewell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting relief to Rufus H. 
Hopkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of John Learned 
Beese; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWE: Memorial of Sons of the Revolution, State of 
New York, favoring suitable preparedness measure; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHALL: Petition of C. A. Pearson and others, of 
Kanabee County, Minn., relative to farm finance; to the- Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petition of N. G. Rutgers, of New Bruns- 
wick, N. J., proposing redraft to insurance section of the present 
war-revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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Also, petition of C. P. Strong, against enactment of the pres- 
ent war-revenue tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

-Also, petition of Newark Typographical Union, No. 103, in 
favor of hearing for the West Virginia miners; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of suffragists of the third congressional district 
of New Jersey, in favor of woman’s suffrage; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution, in favor of pre- 
paredness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of William McKinley Camp, No. 33, United 
Spanish War Veterans, in favor of granting pensions to widows 
and orphans of the Spanish War, Philippine insurrection, and 
China relief expedition veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Petition of Nelson A. 
Miles Camp, No. 10, favoring bill pensioning widows and 
orphans of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition of German-American Alliance, of Los Angeles, 
, Cal., protesting against exportation of munitions, etc.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of California Fruit Growers’ Exchange, Los 
Angeles, Cal, relative to appropriation for fighting citrus 
canker; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Immanuel Presbyterian Woman’s Missionary 
Society, protesting against polygamy in the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Edward G. Buiz, of Los Angeles, Cal., favor- 
ing fixed-price bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

Also, petition of Association of Pacific Fisheries, favoring bill 
for protecting and preserving fish; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, favor- 
ing autotruck road from Montezuma Valley across Navajo In- 
dian Reservation; to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, petition of Klein Simpson Fruit Co., of Los Angeles, 
Cal., protesting 1-cent revenue stamp on railroad shipping 
receipt; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Palos Verdes Lodge, No. 389, of Free and 
Accepted Masons, Long Beach, Cal., favoring-passage of the 
Hamill bill; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, petition of Emmett W. Miller, protesting against bills 
to exclude any publication from the mails; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Pomona Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
resolution to reclaim land in San Bernardino County, Cal.; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of W. B. Lannis and others, protesting against 
pees taxation on tobacco; to the Committee oz ays and 

eans. 

Also, memorial of Bennington Camp, No. 20, Department of 
California, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring bill for pen- 
sions for widows and orphans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of New Hampshire League of 
National Defense, relative to preparedness; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of North Lodge, Daughters of Vasa, of Man- 
chester, N. H., relative to preserving peace; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STINESS: Petitions of the Arnold Bakery and Gen- 
eral Baking Co., of Providence, R. I., against the repeal of the 
so-called mixed-flour law; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Viking Lodge, No. 52, Order of Vasa, of 
Pontiac, R, I., favoring arbitration of international differences 
and against the exportation of arms and munitions to belliger- 
ents of Europe; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: Memorial of the Farmers’ Educational 
and Cooperative Union of America, against an increase in arm- 
aments; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Connecticut delegates to Na- 
tional Rivers and Harbors Congress, for development of New 
London Harbor ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Petition of John Hastings, W. W. 
Dean, H. W. Stone, Frank Jones, W. A. Chuk, Robert Reddon, 
E. R. Molaskey, W. L. Leetz, J. J Hughes, A. M. Jrause, 
M. M. Thompson, J. H. Lutt, J. W. James, W. R. Heggs, 
E. Y. Penny, T. R. Elliott, Katie C. Bullock, Ollie Paxton, F. W. 
Gilliland, J. M. Johnson, S. T. Stockham, G. Schaey, S. P. Ash- 
craft, D. C. Macgirvin, W. E. Bishop, John Markel, F. W. Kaiser, 
©. J. Kaiser, H. Wilton, A. D. Gunk, G. E. Ballard, Leo Dun- 
ham, W. P. Bret, R. Burkholder, A. F. Vance, F. H. Shackley, 
J. F. Dilley, A. J. Hesson, Lloyd Arhaupt, T. A. Peirce, George 
Lowrie, Harry Martin, all of Merino, Colo., and vicinity, rela- 
tive to national defense and the manufacture of military and 


naval e in Government-owned plants; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Society of Friends of Boulder and Colorado 
Springs, Colo., opposing increase of armaments; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Society of the Sons of the Revolution 
in the State of Colorado, urging increased national defense; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of Herbert A. Thayer, of 
Providence, R. I., favoring passage of the Stevens bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, memorial of the Providence Troop of Cavalry, relative to 
National militia law or Dick bill to federalize the National 
Guard ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Arnold Bakery, Providence, R. I., opposing 
2 of mixed-flour law; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. WASON: Memorial of Society of Friends of Weare, 
N. H., against armament; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania (by request) : Petitions of 
Alcide Reichenbach and 126 other voters of Montgomery County, 
Pa., protesting against sale of munitions, etc.; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of Monthly Meeting of Society of 
Friends of Horsham, Wrightstown, Abington, Middletown, 
Bucks, and Norristown, Pa., against increase of armament; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespayr, December 15, 1915. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon, 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

O Lord, our God and our Father, in whose infinite wisdom, 
power, and love the destiny of men and of nations is involved, 
let Thy blessing descend copiously upon us to illumine our minds 
and quicken our hearts that we may resist evil and cleave to 
that which is good, that the work of the hour may be in accord- 
ance with Thy plans and the interests of our Republic furthered, 
and blessing and honor and praise be Thine, through Jesus 
Christ, our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

CLERKS FOR COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privi- 
leged resolution from the Committee on Accounts, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 38 (H. Pecos 1. 


Agriculture, the Committee on end! pee 7 * eee of 
Justice, the Committee on ditures in the Department of Com- 
merce, the Committee on . in the Department of the In- 
terior, 1 Department of Labor. the 


e Committee on es Sage 
Committee on e n the eee Department, the Committee on 
See Office Department, the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the State Department, the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Teeny 3 the Committee on Expenditures in the War 
t, and the Committee on Expenditures on Public Buildings 

5 be allowed a clerk at the sien of $125 per month ; that 15 ma 
mittee on Rules be allowed an assistant clerk at the rate of 
month; and that the Joint Select Committee on Disposition o 2 — 
Bxecutlve i ser be allowed a ere e at the rate of 11 per e 

during the first session of the Sixty he daw Congress, ries of 
said clerks, assistant clerk, and messenger to be 9244 ont of the con- 
tingent fund of the House. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this provides for the same clerks 
to committees on expenditures that were provided for in the 
resolution adopted in the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. My comparison of the resolutions discloses that 
they are identically the same with the exception of the number 
of the Congress. 

Mr. LLOYD. That is true. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

JANITORS FOR COMMITTEES. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privileged 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 39 (H. Rept. 2). 
Resolved, That the 8 of a ons of Representatives be, 


and is hereby, authorized to 8 tors for committees 
located in me Capitol, at the rate of $60 Der 3 each, and an attend- 
ant for the ladies’ reception room of the House at the rate of $75 per 


month, to be d out of the contingent fund of the House, during the 
ons of Sixty-fourth Congress, beginning on the 6th y~ 3 of 


1915. 
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Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, this provides for the same em- 
ployees that were provided for in the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. It was provided in the last Congress by two 
distinct resolutions. 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The lady in charge of the ladies’ reception room, 
is that the one out here or the one upstairs? 

Mr. LLOYD. The one out here. 

Mr. MANN. There is one who thinks she ought to be a per- 
manent employee. Is that this one? 

Mr. LLOYD. This is the one. 
i ee SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso- 
ution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Sundry messages, in writing, from the President of the United 
States were communicated to the House of Representatives by 
Mr. Sharkey, one of his secretaries. 


ASSIGNMENT OF CLERKS TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 40 (H. Rept. 3). 

Resolved, ug clerks to committees of the House during the session 
provided for by the legislative, executive, 8 judicial appropriation 
act for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1916, be, and they are hereby, 
Pag ty for the present session of Congress to the following committees, 

Committee on Education. 

Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Committee on Railways and Canals. 

Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Committee on Invalid Pensions (assistant e lerk). 

Committee on the Judiciary (additional — clerk). 

Committee on Enrolled B 

Committee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, the reason the 
gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the resolution, I take it, is because the employees 
are not paid out of the contingent fund? 

Mr. LLOYD. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. This, according to my comparison, is identical 
with the resolution which we passed in the last Congress. 

Mr. LLOYD. It is identically the same resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution, which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 60. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands, or such subcom- 
mittee as may designated, may be authorized to sit during the ses- 
rer aes the Sixty-fourth Congress and during the recesses of that 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. Did the committee have the authority to sit 
during the recess of the last Congress? 

Mr. FERRIS. I am not sure about that. My impression is 
that it did. The members of the Public Lands Committee are 
almost all western Members, and we took a poll this morning, 
and only two or three are going home, and I thought we might 
get a good deal of work out of the way if we had permission 
to sit during the recess. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman mean by “ recess” the holi- 
day recess? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. That is not strictly a recess. This would cover 
the long period between the sessions, if this session does not 
reach into the next session, as I think it will. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


POST OFFICE COMMITTEE—LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF HOUSE. 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following resolution, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution 59. 


Resolved, That the 9 on the Post Office and Post Roads, or 
such subcommittees as gt te esignated, shall have leave to sit 
during the sessions of the House ame the Sixty-fourth Congress and 
during the recesses of that Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


AERONAUTICS (H. DOC. NO. 402). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the Congress, 
the report of the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics 
for the period from March 3, 1915, to June 30, 1915. 


Wooprow WILSON. 
THE WuHrre House, December 15, 1915. 


The SPEAKER. The message will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and, exclusive of the accompanying 
documents, ordered printed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, is that where that message should 
properly go? 

The SPEAKER. It is in response to an appropriation or 
item that was contained in the last naval appropriation bill. 
The Chair does not know really who has charge of the matter. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I would inquire whether iue report is 
made by the War Department or by the Navy Department? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, who knows as much about it as anyone else, who has 
charge of the matter of flying machines? 

Mr. HAY. The Committee on Military Affairs has had charge 
of the question of aeronautics so far as it applies to the Army, 
and the Committee on Naval Affairs has had charge of it so 
far as it applies to the Navy. It depends on what department 
made this report. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to be a report from a joint com- 
mittee. Gen. Scriven is the chairman of it and Naval Con- 
structor Richardson is the secretary. 

Mr. HAY. As I stated, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs has had charge of aviation so far as it applies to the 
Army, and the Committee on Naval Affairs has had charge of 
it so far as it applies to the Navy. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Post 
Office has had charge of aviation in the Post Office Department. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. HAY. But the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads has not got very far with it, while we have. 

The SPEAKER. Who has had most to do with these matters? 

Mr. HAY. The Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that by unanimous con- 
sent so much of the report as relates to aviation in the Navy 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and so much as 
refers to aviation in the Army be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. Perhaps the general proposition should go to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman 
from Virginia that he move to refer the matter to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the report to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will that prevent 
it from going to the Committee on Naval Affairs? 

The SPEAKER. If it goes to the Committee on Military 
Affairs it can not go to the other committee, unless the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] be adopted 
that it be parceled out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if it is in order, I 
move that that part of it which refers to aviation in the Navy 
be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and that part 
of it which refers to aviation in the Army be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. It can be printed separately, 
ean it not, for that purpose? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman offer that as a substi- 
tute for the motion of the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. HAY. I have no objection to that, Mr. Speaker; I think 
that is all right. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] that the report 
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be parceled out between the Committee on Naval Affairs and the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXPENDITURES IN THE STATE DEPARTMENT (H. DOC. NO. 401). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the ac- 
companying documents, was referred to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the State Department and, exclusive of the 
necompanying documents, ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a statement by the Secretary of State, 
with accompanying papers, of appropriations, expenditures, and 
balances of appropriations under the Department of State for 
the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THe Warre House, December 15, 1915. 

COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS (H. DOC. NO. 403). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
report of the Commission of Fine Arts for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, with accompanying illustrations, 

Wooprow WILSON, 

Tue Warre House, December 15, 1915. 

The SPEAKER, It will be referred to the Committee on the 
Library and, with the exception of the accompanying documents, 
ordered printed. U 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does that carry the illustrations? 

The SPEAKER. No; it just orders the message printed, and 
if the Committee on the Library desires the documents printed, 
together with the illustrations, it can so report. t 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, if the Committee on the 
Library wants to have these illustrations printed, will that come 
out of their regular appropriation or will it have to be paid 
out of the congressional printing appropriation? 

The SPEAKER. If the House wants these documents printed 
with the iHustrations, it can say so, and the Chair will order it 
done. I think they had better go without printing until the 
committee finds out what it wants. 

Mr. BARNHART. If the proposition is to print the illustra- 
tions, would it not be better, at least, to refer it to some com- 
mittee, to see whether or not it is necessary to print them? 

Mr. MANN. Under the law they can only be printed by order 
of the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. This order may carry it. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. The Speaker stated that it would 
not carry it. ` 

Mr. BARNHART. Would not the order of the Speaker have 
that effect? 

The SPEAKER. The Speaker ordered the message referred 
to the Committee on the Library and ordered the message 
printed, but specifically excepted the documents from being 
printed. 

Mr. BARNHART. That is enough. 


ACTS AND RESOLUTIONS, LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY, PORTO RICO (S. DOC. 
NO. 20). 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following letter 
from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As reauired by section 31 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
T transmit herewith copies of the acts and resolutions enacted 
by the Eighth Legislative Assembly of Porto Rico during its 
first session (Jan. 11 to Mar. 11, 1915, inclusive). 

These acts and resolutions have not previously been trans- 
mitted to Congress, and none of them has been printed. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

Tue Wuire House, December 13, 1915. 

The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed, but the accom- 
panying documents are not ordered to be printed. 


LAWS, THIRD PHILIPPINE LEGISLATURE (s. DOC, NO. 21). 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sige from the President. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


As required by section 86 of the act of Congress approved 
July 1, 1902, entitled “An act temporarily to provide for the 
administration of affairs of civil government in the Philippine 
Islands, and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith a set of 
the laws enacted by the Third Philippine Legislature during 
its third session, from October 16, 1914, to February 5, 1915, 
inclusive, together with certain laws enacted by the Philippine 
Commission. 

These acts and resolutions have not been previously trans- 
mitted to Congress, and none of them has been printed. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THE WHITE House, December 13, 1915. 

The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs and ordered printed, but the documents are 
not ordered printed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, ought not these laws to be printed? 
They always have been. These accompanying documents are 
composed of legislative action on laws passed by the legislative 
assembly and ought to be printed. 

Mr. BARNHART, These departments have an appropriation 
to do that printing, have they not? 

Mr. MANN. Well, that may be; I do, not know. We have 
ordered them printed heretofore. 

Mr. BARNHART. I notice the tendency in all of these re- 
ports—it seems to be concerted—to require them to be printed, 
evidently at the expense of Congress. 

Mr. MANN, I do not think they care so much, but Members 
of the House want to know what goes on. It is for legislative 
information mainly. 

Mr. BARNHART. I want to submit to the gentleman if it 
would not be proper to permit it to go to a committee and let 
them decide whether it should be printed or not? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know; I have no objection. 

Mr. BARNHART. A matter comes up like this and nobody 
knows what they contain. We see nothing but great bundles 
of papers 

Mr. MANN. We know what it contains. These are acts 
passed by the Philippine Assembly. I presume the gentleman 
has examined carefully the acts passed and printed in the last 
Congress å 

Mr. BARNHART. He has not. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, he is very careful about such things. I 
know I did, and many others in the House did. 

Mr. BARNHART. All of them? 

The SPEAKER. What is the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Illinois? - 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have them printed, but they will 
be printed eventually. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, the Chair will order 
them printed. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


REPORT OF, PHILIPPINE COMMISSION, ETC. (8. DOC. No. 23). 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 1 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
Report of the Philippine Commission for the period July 1, 
1918, to December 31, 1914, together with the reports of the 
Governor General and the secretaries of the four executive 
departments of the Philippine government for the same period, 
and the first annual report of the governor of the department 
of Mindanao and Sulu for the calendar year 1914. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

Tue WHITE House, December 13, 1915. 

The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed, but the documents 
are not ordered to be printed. 


FRANCHISES GRANTED BY THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO 
(s. Doc. NO. 19). 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

As required by section 32 of the act of Congress approved 
April 12, 1900, entitled “An act temporarily to provide revenues 
and a civil government for Porto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
I have the honor to transmit herewith certified copies of fran- 


chises granted by the Executive Council of Porto Rico, which are 


* 
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described in the accompanying letter from the Secretary of War 
transmitting them to me. 


Wooprow WILSON. 
Tue Warre House, December 13, 1915. 


The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs and ordered to be printed, but the documents 
are not ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we provided by the act of Congress 
that franchises granted by the Porto Rican Legislature should 
be reported to the President and transmitted to Congress. They 
mean nothing at all unless those matters are made public. I 
do not think the expense of printing them will be great, but if 
we are to keep any control of the question of franchises granted 
by these various legislative bodies in the insular possessions, 
I think they ought to be printed so that Members may see what 
is being done there. I hope this will be done, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the documents are or- 
dered printed. The Chair is of the opinion that it is better to 
let these committees take them and decide what they wish 
printed. Unless there is objection, these will be ordered printed. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, that was my suggestion at 
the opening of this proposition, namely, that these papers be 
referred to the committees and that they should decide, or at 
least agree, as to what ought to be done and report that de- 
cision or agreement back to the House if necessary. 

Mr. MANN. In matters of this kind, where Congress has 
taken certain action for the purpose of guarding against im- 
proper granting of franchises, the members of the committee 
may look at the character of documents, but unless those docu- 
ments are printed they can not examine them, as a matter of 
fact. ‘These franchises granted in Porto Rico are of interest 
to the people of the United States in municipalities where they 
grant franchises. 

Mr. BARNHART. Would not the committee to which it was 
referred decide as to that which was of public interest? 

Mr. MANN. Very likely; but we have the same authority 
to decide it as the committee has. We know it is of public 
interest. 

Mr. BARNHART. But the committees have better facilities, 
for ascertaining. 

Mr. MANN. It would probably be a problem, They would 
not ever see those copies. They might have them printed as a 
committee document. They might come to the House and ask 
to haye them printed as a House document, and that would 
simply double the expense. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, they will be ordered 
printed. 

There was no objection. 


REPORT OF THE GOVERNOR OF PORTO RICO (S. DOC. NO. 22). 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 


from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
report of the governor of Porto Rico for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, together with the reports of the heads of the 
several executive departments of the Porto Rican government 
for the same period. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

Tue Warre House, December 13, 1915. 

The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs and ordered printed, but the book con- 
taining the report, which accompanies the message, is already 
in type at the War Department. So, without objection, it will 
not be ordered printed again. 

THIRTY-SECOND ANNUAL REPORT, UNITED STATES CIVIL SERVICE 

COMMISSION (H. DOC. NO. 30). 

The SPEAKER. The Chair also lays before the House the 
following message from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the Congress, 
the Thirty-second Annual Report of the United States Civil 
Service Commission for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THe WHITE House, December 14, 1915. 


The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service and the message and the doeu- 
mens ordered printed, because the documents have never been 
print 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the documents should not 
be printed. The Civil Service Commission has an allotment for 


printing and should print their annual report out of it. I sug- 
gest that they print their own reports and not have Congress 
do it. 

The SPEAKER. The message is referred to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service and ordered printed without the 
documents. 

TYPEWRITING MACHINES FOR STATE DEPARTMENT (IT. DOC. NO. 400). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the aceom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered printed: 

To the Ifouse of Representatives: 


I inclose herewith a statement submitted by the Secretary of 
State in compliance with the provisions of section 4 of the legis- 
lative act approved July 16, 1914, of typewriting machines pur- 
chased and exchanged during the fiscal year 1915. 


Wooprow WILSON. 

THe Warre House, December 14, 1915. 

LAWS OF ALASKA (S. DOC. NO. 18). 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with the accom- 
panying documents, was referred to the Committee on Terri- 
tories and ordered printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

In compliance with the provisions of section 20 of the 805 of 
August 24, 1912, entitled “An act to create a legislative assembly 
in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, 
and for other purposes,” I transmit herewith the session laws 
of Alaska for 1915, containing the acts, regulations, and memo- 
rials of the Second Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
which convened on the ist day of March, 1915, and adjourned 
the 29th day of April, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON, 


Tue Warre Hos, December 18, 1915. 


ANNUAL REPORT GOVERNOR OF PANAMA CANAL (H. DOC, NO. 23). 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
annual report of the governor of the Panama Canal for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THe WITTR House, December 15, 1915. 

The SPEAKER, The message is referred to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered printed, without 
the accompanying documents being printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. Leursacn, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Frederick W. Duncker, H. R. 30276, 
Sixty-first Congress, third session, H. R. 16007, Sixty-second 
Congress, third session, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

Mr. Marrs, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Gerhard Heyboer, H. R. 12029; francis 
M. Gustin, H. R. 20073; Maria A. Taylor, H. R. 20170; John 
J. Waters, H, R. 12025; Francis Sanderson, H. R. 19875, Sixty- 
third Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GALLAGHER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 
report (H. Rept. 5) to accompany House joint resolution 59, 
extending the emergency act. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina submits 
a privileged report to accompany joint resolution 59, the title of 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) extending the provisions of the act en- 


titled “An act to increase the internal revenue, PEE for other purposes,” 
approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 1916. 


The SPEAKER. The report is referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Krrcenrs] that the minority would 
like a little time in which to file a minority report. Will the 
gentleman present that report to-morrow? 
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Mr. KITCHIN. We are going to take it up for consideration 
to-morrow, but the gentleman can take as much time as he 
desires with the report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman from Michigan de- 
sire to have the report of the committee on the part of the 
minority filed before the action of the House or afterwards? 

Mr. FORDNEY. We will tell you when we get ready. 

DISTRIBUTION OF PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE, 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I offer House resolution No. 46 
(H. Rept. 6), in regard to the distribution of the President's 
message. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution (H. Res. 46) 3 certain portions of the annual 
message of the President of the United States to committees. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. The Clerk will 
call the committees, y 

Mr. TRIBBLE and Mr. CRAMTON rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Michigan rise? 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I ask unanimous consent to have the bill 
(H. R. 3636) to amend section 3646 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, as reenacted and amended by the act of 
February 23, 1909, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, taken from that Committee and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. It is a matter that does 
not in any way concern the Postal Service. In the last Congress 
it was before the Committee on Invalid Pensions and was re- 
ported by it and passed the House, and I desire to have it go 
ack to that same committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so rereferred. 

There was no objection. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. TRIBBLBE rose. - 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Georgia rise? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I rise to a question of personal privilege, on 
which I wish to speak for just a few moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of 
personal privilege. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. A document has been sent to my district, 
purporting to be my record in Congress. It is a misrepresenta- 
tion of the facts in many instances, and I desire to call attention 
to a few items in order that I may discredit the whole without 
taking the time of this House to review the entire document. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman may have 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
TRIBBLE] may have 10 minutes on a question of personal affairs. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for 10 minutes. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I shall only take up the last two 
months of my service, and one date previous, and content myself 
with the disclosures in these few misrepresentations. March 2, 
1915, I am reported as not voting “on the passage of the 
antitrust bill.” As a matter of fact, on March 2 last there was 
no vote on any question. There was a call of the House. I 
am recorded “present.” See CONGRESSIONAL Record, March 2, 
1915, which I hold in my hand and read therefrom. As a 
matter of truth, the antitrust bill was passed October 8, 1914, 
I was present and voted for it, as is shown by the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record of that date, and I offer it for inspection. 

February 20, 1915, I am reported by that document as being 
absent on “roll call of House.” As a matter of fact there was 
no call of the House on that date, but there was a vote on the 
fortification bill. I was present, as is shown by the Reconrp, 
and I voted “nay” on the fortification bill, as shown by the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of that date, and I offer it here for in- 
spection. There were only 4 yeas. 

January 25 I am reported as being absent on roll call. There 
was no “call of the House” on that date. There was a record 
vote; and I am recorded “yea” on the question pending. See 
CONGRESSIONAL Reconp, January 25, 1915. The facts are, this 
alleged record presents me to my constituents as being absent 
from the House, when the Concressionat Recorp shows there 
was no call of the House and also shows that I was present 
and voting on pending legislation. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri. I would like to ask whether this 
misinformation purports to come from any employee of the 
House? 8 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; this information came from an em- 
ployee of this House, but I have no desire to injure him. This 
employee made this alleged record of me and received a large 
sum of money for doing so; but, knowing this, as I do, my only 
purpose is to counteract the evil effects of this misinformation 
and not injure the gentleman who sent it out. If I know my- 
self, I have no desire to cause trouble for any employee though 
he misrepresents me. 

On January 19 I am reported as not being present. The 
Record shows that I was present and so recorded. See Con- 
GRESSIONAL Record, January 19, 1915. 

On January 4 I am reported as not voting on the passage of 
a bill providing for the uniform grading of grain. I was pres- 
ent and voted “ yea ” on the passage of that bill, as shown by the 
bound ConGressronat Rxconb, January 4, 1915. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, just one more item, and then I shall detain 
the House no further. I am reported on February 27, 1913, as 
voting “yea” on the following proposition: “On motion to in- 
struct the conferees on the public building bill to agree to the 
Senate amendment providing that post-office buildings shall not 
be erected at towns in which the postal receipts are less than 
$10,000 n year.” Mr. Speaker, as a matter of truth—— 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 
tleman yield? F 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield to 
the gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Does not the gentleman 
think that in justice to the House, if an employee of this House 
furnishes to anyone information which is incorrect or un- 
founded it is due to the House that the gentleman should tell 
us who that employee is? 

Mr. TRIBBLE, I will answer the gentleman as I answered my 
‘colleague from Missouri, Mr. Russetr. I have no desire in the 
world to make an attack upon or to injure any employee of this 
House, I am only defending myself against this alleged record 
sent to my district, for which a large sum of money was paid. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. Does not the gentleman 
think the House is entitled to it? And as a Member of the 
House, does he not think he ought to tell the House what em- 
ployee is giving that information? = 

Mr. TRIBBLE. No; I decline to give that information in 
this public way. I do not desire to injure him. 

Mr, Speaker, as to this post-office resolution to which I was 
directing my attention when my colleague from South Carolina 
propounded a question, I had in that bill four sites, and there 
was not a single one of those sites where the receipts amounted 
to $10,000 a year; and yet I am reported as having voted for 
the said Senate amendment when the $10,000 issue was squarely 
drawn, 

Mr. Speaker, as the Recorp shows, on that date I was present 
and voted “ nay ” instead of “ yea.” See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
February 27. 1913. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only purpose I have in rising to-day is 
to say this: As every Member in this House knows, I am 
always present and in my place. There is not a Member upon 
the floor of this House who can challenge that statement. I do 
not claim to have any superior record as to attendance on the 
floor of this House. I do not claim that; but I do claim that 
there is not a man on the floor of this House who has attended 
more, and been more in his place, and has been more attentive 
to his duties than I have been; and I do think it is unfair for 
such a report as this to be sent to my district, and I do not pro- 
pose to sit quietly and not defend myself against it. [Applause.] 

Mr. O'SHAUNESSY rose. 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Rhode Island rise? 

Mr. O’'SHAUNESSY. 
Georgia a question. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. I decline to answer further questions about 
the name of the employee. \ 

Mr, Speaker, it is very difficult for Members to have every 
vote recorded and every call of the House show the Member 
present. There are 435 Members, and often the confusion is 
great while the roll is being called and difficult for the Clerk 
to correctly record all the Members. Often there are several 
Members who rise on the day following the passage of an 
important bill and have the Recorp corrected when improperly 
recorded. Furthermore, there are times when of necessity a 


I wanted to ask the gentleman from 
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Member must be absent. December last I made three trips to 
Georgia on account of serious illness in my family. I traveled 
at night as much as possible so as to be present when I could. 

Since I was elected to Congress I have given my entire time 
to the people I represent. I have not practiced my profession 
of law or engaged in any kind of business. I have spent thou- 
sands of dollars of my own money sending my record, litera- 
ture, publications, and various things to the district. When 
Congress was not in session during the present year my full 
time was given to the district, lecturing on national questions 
and presenting picture views of interest. I would not have made 
this personal reference, but owing to this effort to show me 
unfaithful to duty, I feel called upon to give the facts. 

Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the person in 
my district desiring to assail my record for political purposes 
could have personally and fairly investigated my publie record, 
which is open to all men for inspection. Why employ a person 
unknown to the people of the eighth congressional district for a 
monetary consideration? There are thousands of Georgians 
who could have given a correct transcript of my record, and 
many hundreds of deserving Georgians in Washington. And 
if a person in Washington is supposed to know more about the 
CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp than those not residing there, then why 
not let one of these Georgians furnish a correct record? I 
invite any man and all men to investigate my record. It is open 
to all. My reason for making these remarks is that I have 
worked so hard to make a good record and good name and I 
would not be fair to myself, my children, and my district should 
I sit quietly by and see it misrepresented. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 

Mr. RAKER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
California rise? 

Mr. RAKER. To propound a unanimous request. I ask unani- 
mous consent that I may have the right of extending in the 
Recorp a letter received by me some months ago from the 
American Truth Society and my response thereto. 

Mr. BARNHART. What society? 

Mr. RAKER. The American Truth Society. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Rxconn by printing a 
letter from the American Truth Society and his reply thereto. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BARNHART, What is the nature of the letter? 

Mr. RAKER. The nature of the letter is that they wanted 
a statement in advance from me as to how I intended to vote 
upon national questions, and that if I refused to answer them 
they would publish me broadeast over the country and send 
men into my district in the next campaign to defeat me unless 
I complied with their request. 

Mr. SABATH. That is impossible. 

Mr. BARNHART. I suppose every Member of the House got 
the same thing. 

Mr. RAKER. I should like to have my constituents know 
where I stand on that matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? . 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. The 
Clerk will call the committees. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the committees. 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce was 
called. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ST. FRANCIS RIVER, ARK. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, there is reported to this 
House, but not yet printed, a bill (H. R. 3638) to authorize the 
construction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across 
the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark. I ask unani- 
mous consent that the printing be dispensed with, as the bill 
is in the usual form and recommended by the War Department, 
and that the bill be considered by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apaats- 
son] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill which he names, notwithstanding the rule about print- 
ing. Is there objection? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, let it be read. 

ning SPEAKER., Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Let us hear the bill read first. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I will reserve the right to ob- 
ject until I hear the bill read. 


Mr. ADAMSON. I will ask the Clerk to read the er 
reported by the committee. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will re- 
port-the substitute. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof 
the following 

“That the ‘time for 3 and com 27 1811. ‘te the bridge 
ized by act of Congress approved October 
the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark., 5 7 W of 
and t Ark., and the county of Dunklin, Mo., is hereby extended one year 

erage "years, "the right ¥ from date of approval of this act. 
That the right to alter, amend, or this act is hereby 
PRB a a oe 

Mr. MANN. That seems to be in the usual form. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill, notwithstanding the rule? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, I wish the chairman of the committee would 
tell us why an extension of time is desired for the construction 
of this bridge? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I will get the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Caraway] to answer the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. CARAWAY. The reason is that the finances of the 
county would not permit them to incur the expense. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That permits me to ask a 
question that I think ought always to be answered in these 
cases: Who wants this bridge built? Is it a county bridge or a 
railroad bridge? 

Mr. CARAWAY. It is to be a free wagon bridge, to be built 
by the two counties, one in Arkansas and one in Missouri. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. They are not ready to com- 
mence building? 

Mr. CARAWAY. They are now. They were not at the time 
of the expiration of the limit fixed in the former bill. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Has any work been done upon 
the bridge? ? 

Mr. CARAWAY. None whatever. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I call attention to the fact that what was 
read by the Clerk is a substitute for the original bill. The 
original bill was identical with the old bill. The committee, 
on recommendation of the War Department, suggested the 
form which has been read as an extension of the old bill rather 
than a duplication. The first question is on the adoption of the 
substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

By unanimous consent, the title was amended so as to read: 
“A bill to extend the time for constructing a bridge across 
the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark.” 

On motion of Mr. Apamson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was ordered to lie on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER, BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, there is another bill, intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KENNEDY], about which 
I make the same request, that it be considered, notwithstanding 
It has not been printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report, notwithstanding the rule to the contrary. 

The Clerk read the bill (H. R. 663) granting the consent of 
Congress to the Citizens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across 
the „ ce at or near Burlington, Iowa, as See 

Beit 


patrons 


operate ‘a. brid a 
table tó 


maintain, 
Mississi 


2 thee the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
9 reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, we are usually 
pretty careful about bridges across the Mississippi River. Has 
this bill been to a War Department and been reported upon 
by that department? 

. ADAMSON. 
War Department. 
Mr. MANN. Stating that this will preserve the interests of 
navigation? i 

Mr. ADAMSON. Itis favorably reported by the War Depart- 
ment, 


Oh, yes; there is a favorable report from the 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, may I ask 
if there is any opposition by anyone or any locality to the con- 
struction of this bridge? z 

Mr. ADAMSON. I have never heard of any, but I will ask 
the gentleman from Iowa to tell the gentleman’ from Wisconsin. 

Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. There is absolutely no objection to 
it. This is a municipal proposition. The city of Burlington will 
pay for the construction of the bridge, and there is no opposition 
of any sort. x 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr, Apastson, a motion to reconsider the last 
yote was laid on the table. 

The Clerk continued the call of committees. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the further call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the further call of commit- 
tees. R 

Mr. HAY. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I wish 
to ask if the further call of the committees is dispensed with 
will the call rest with the last committee called? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. HAY. Then I object. Let the committees be called 
through. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia objects. 

The Clerk proceeded with and completed the call of com- 
mittees. 

POSTAL SAVINGS. 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up House bill 562, and the report thereon, to increase postal 
savings. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to take up House bill 562. 

Mr. MANN. I think the better way would be to ask unani- 
mous consent to return to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. MOON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent to return to the call of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent to take up House bill 562, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. STEENERSON], who is on the committee, desires a little 
further time to look into it, and I therefore withdraw my 
request. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY. “ 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present .consideration of the following resolution, which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution 61. 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be authorized to sit 
during the sessions of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

PREPAREDNESS. 


The SPEAKER. Under the special order of the House the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TAVENNER] is recognized for one 
hour. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, I am very grateful to the 
Members of the House for this opportunity to address the House 
on the subject of “ Preparedness.” I am speaking by unani- 
mous consent, which means that if any gentleman had objected 
to my having this opportunity I could not have spoken to-day. 

I believe that the House has started in on this question of 
preparedness in the right way in permitting any Member of 
this House who has ideas on the subject which he desires to 
present to express them, whether he is on the side of those who 
think that if we do not greatly increase our Army and Navy 
appropriations the Republice will be destroyed from without, or 
whether he is on the side of those who think that if the appro- 
priations are greatly increased, as desired, we will ultimately 
destroy the Republic from within. Let all the facts come out; 
let the people hear fully the arguments on both sides of this 
question, 


I hope and believe that if such a course is taken, when the 
House finally does settle this proposition, it will settle it in the 
interest of the American people. [Applause.] 

I think we are doing right in approaching this proposition 
from the viewpoint of nonpartisanship, and I think we ought 
also to approach it not from the viewpeint of preparing for war, 
but to resist invasion. 

In the first place, I think we ought to consider carefully all 
the lessons that have been taught us by the European war. 
According to both French and British authorities the present 
European war in the first year cost $46,000,000,000, including the 
value of property destroyed. Forty-six billion dollars is four 
times all the coin in the world. Twenty-one million men are 
under arms in Europe to-day, and in the first year, according 
to the estimates published in the newspapers, 2,000,000 men 
were killed and 5,000,000 wounded. 

But the particular point to which I wish to direct the 
attention of the House is that although war and preparation 
for war mean an increased burden of taxes for everyone, and 
suffering and misery on every hand, it spells stupendous profits 
to a very few gentlemen, but which few gentlemen are so re- 
sourceful and wield so much power in this country that their 
great profit because of war becomes a menace to peace and 
therefore to all mankind. 

I wish to read to the House from a weekly stock-market letter 
of a New York stock brokerage firm as to the extent of these 
profits, This is the stock-market letter of the firm of Gilbert & 
Elliott Co., of New York. I will not read the full circular but 
only the headlines. It is dated August 28, 1915. It says: 

Winchester arms up 1,000 points. Colt arms up 100 points. Electric 


boat up 100 points. Canadian explosives up 50 points. Du Pont 
clares 5 dividend of 200 per eat 4 5 = ee 
This is the stock-market report. Now, Bethlehem Steel 


stock at the outbreak of the war could have been bought 
for $40 and as low as $30. Yesterday Bethlehem Steel stock 
sold for $474. In other words, if you had had an invest- 
ment of $40 in a share of Bethlehem Steel at the beginning of 
the war, your profit because of war would have been $434. By 
this we may obtain some idea as to the staggering profits that 
accrued to the Wall Street war trust magnates who owned 
millions and millions of dollars worth of munition stocks. 

It is not to the financial interest of these men that the European 
war shall be brought to a speedy close, but that it shall not be 
brought to a speedy close. It is not to their financial interest 
that the United States of America shall not become involved in 
the European war, but that it shall become involved. In one 
of these stock-market letters it was stated that should the United 
States become involved in the European war this stock would 
be worth even double its present value, and it held out the hope 
that there was a pretty good chance of the United States becom- 
ing involved. What I am advocating is that the Government 
take private profit out of war and preparation for war, so that 
war will be no more profitable, and therefore no more attractive, 
to the J. P. Morgans and the other directors of the war traf- 
ficking firms than it is to the rest of mankind. I assert that 
war is altogether too profitable to these few men to be healthy 
for the rest of us. 

To read the large city newspapers one would think that the 
United States of America has steadily neglected its Army and 
Navy and that Congress has been very stingy in making appro- 
priations. The truth is that the United States Government has 
increased its appropriations for war and on account of war 
faster than any nation on earth has ever increased such appro- 
priations in time of peace. In the last 10 years we have spent 
for war and on account of war $2,000,000,000—enough to pay 
off the national debt, dig the Panama Canal, and pay the expense 
of every church and every school in the United States for an 
entire year. And of every $100 that we have collected from the 
American people we have paid $67 out for war and on account 
of war, and a very large slice of the money that we have appro- 
priated for the Army and Navy has gone to four firms, which 
up to this time have had a monopoly of the manufacture of 
armor plate and powder. 

Four firms since 1887 have drawn down contracts from the 
United States Government aggregating about $200,000,000, and 
I assert that on the average we have paid from 20 to 60 per cent 
more for these materials than they could have been manufactured 
for in the Government arsenals and navy yards. 

I want to call attention to this fact: These $2,000,000,000 
have been contributed not by the rich, but largely by the poor, 
and I am going to try to make that plain if I can. 

Before I can do so I must correct tife impression that exists 
in the mind of the average man that some part of the taxes that 
he pays his local tax collector is used for defraying the ex- 
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penses of the National Government, and that if he pays $20 
to his local tax collector two or three dollars of it are sent on 
to Washington to maintain the expenses of the Government 
und to maintain the Army and the Navy. Local taxes are 
used exclusively for local township, city, county, and State ex- 
penses. The truth js that not a penny of the money that the 
average citizen pays the local tax collector comes to Washington 
to be used toward maintaining the Army and the Navy. Where, 
then, did this $2,000,000,000 come from? It was not picked up 
out of the streets. 

It was raised through two sources; through the internal- 
revenue offices, where a tax is levied principally upon liquors 
and tobaccos, and where now we are levying a tax upon incomes, 
which raises, however, only 9 per cent of the total revenues, 
The other source from which we are raising the money to main- 
tain the Army and the Navy is the customs tax on the things 
that the people eat, wear, and use. So the people are paying 
the cost of the maintenance of the Army and the Navy in the 
form of the increased cost of living; that is, they pay the tax 
when they do not know it, and the local merchant collects the 
tax without knowing that he is really a collector for the 
Government, 

Is it not obvious that since we raise this money almost wholly 
by taxing the things that the people eat, wear, and use that 
the more money we spend for the Army and the Navy the 
higher the cost of living must be? 
liring has been increasing just about in proportion to the in- 
ercase in the cost of the Army and Navy, and it is bound to 
continue to do that unless we change our present system of 
taxation. So I believe that the greatest menace in this pro- 
posal to greatly increase the appropriations for the Army and 
Navy is that it will add burdens upon the taxpayers of this 
country in the form of increased cost of living. 

Already, on the average, for every year since 1897, the cost 
of living has been going up muth faster than the increase in 
wages. If it continues to do that, and if we increase greatly 
the appropriations for the Army and the Navy, there is going 
to come a time when, the cost of living increasing year after 
year faster than wages, the average working man in this coun- 
try will be unable to support his family. It is an arithmetical 
proposition; you can figure it out with pencil and paper. I 
consider that such a condition as I have described would be a 
greater danger to this Republic than any danger from abroad. 

I believe that if this Republic is in danger, it is in danger not 
from the peoples beyond the seas, but from a clique of men 
within this country who would tax the people until their backs 
break, simply that they might make profit supplying battleships, 
armor, and guns. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. 
yield for a question? 

Mr. TAVENNER. I have so much material here that it is 
going to take all of my time to present it, and I prefer not to 
yield. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. 
moment for a question? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Very well. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. The gentleman is speaking of 
ndditional taxation to be placed on the people on account of the 
expenditure for the Army and Navy. He has introduced into 
this Congress five bills, which, if enacted into law, would add an 
ndditional expenditure of $1,165,000, with respect to the Rock 
Island Arsenal in his own district. 

_ Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. May I ask him in that connection 
if the War Department or the General Staff has asked for any 
of this or whether it has been recommended in any report? 

Mr. TAVENNER. No. I will answer that by saying that the 
War Department would rather give contracts to the J. P. 
Morgan controlled war trust, although at the Rock Island Arsenal 
we have manufactured certain materials 54 per cent cheaper 
than the prices we were paying the private manufacturers. If 
you were going to buy $20,000,000 worth of an article, would 
you pay 54 per cent more for that article than you could manu- 
facture it for yourself? 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, I have risen to ask 
the gentleman a question, and I will answer that in my own 
time. I would like to say this, that the statement he has 
made about the War Department is absolutely unfounded on 
the facts. It is all right for home consumption, but it will 
not go throughout the country at large. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. TAVENNER. Two hundred and forty million dollars, 
raised by taxing the American people, have annually been ex- 


Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 


Will the gentleman yield for a 
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pended on the Army and Navy under the general assumption 
that in return for this colossal expenditure the Nation was 
being reasonably “prepared.” But it is now asserted, even 
by men occupying high and authoritative places in public life 
and in a position to know what they are talking about, that 
our country is “ pitifully and hopelessly unprepared ” and that 
“if war were to break out to-day it would be found that our 
coast defenses have not sufficient ammunition for an hour's 
fight.” Surely to any thinking person this state of affairs must 
suggest an indictment of the policy of giving the bulk of Army 
and Navy contracts to private munition and shipbuilding con- 
cerns, If we are not prepared as we should be, it is not because 
the people have not paid in taxes the price of adequate prepara- 
tion, but because too much of the money appropriated for pre- 
paredness lias gone into the pockets of the stockholders of the 
war traflicking firms, some of which stockholders are men occu- 
pying high positions in official life. 

At least a hint as to what has become of the staggering sums 
appropriated for preparedness is to be found in the fact that 
four firms which have enjoyed practically a monopoly of the 
large Army and Navy contracts have received since 1887 orders 
aggregating $200,000,000, and have been paid for their wares 


from 20 to 60 per cent more than the same could have been 


manufactured for in Government arsenals and navy yards. 

It is possible to give definite and specific information as 
to the economy of Goyernment manufacture. The War De- 
partment in 1913 purchased 7,000 4.7-inch shrapnel from 
the ammunition ring, paying $25.26 each therefor. At the same 
time precisely the same article was being manufactured in a 
Government plant at a cost of $15.45. The War Depart- 
ment paid the ring $17.50 for a 3.8-inch common shrapnel, 
when it can manufacture the identical article for $7.94. The 
Government has manufactured at the Rock Island Arsenal 
caissons for gun carriages at a cost of $1,128.67, for which 
private manufacturers had been paid $1,744.10, which is 54.6 
per cent greater than the arsenal cost. Take powder. The Gov- 
ernment has purchased $25,000,000 worth of powder from the 
Powder Trust since 1905, paying therefor all the way from 53 
cents to 80 cents per pound. We are manufacturing powder in 
Government plants for 34 cents per pound, and the officers in 


‘charge state that the more we manufacture the cheaper we 


can produce it. A hundred similar illustrations could be cited if 


time permitted. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. SABATH. Where are these ammunition materials being 
manufactured? Is it not a fact they are mostly manufactured 
in the State of the gentleman who interrupted the gentleman 
from Illinois a moment ago—in the State of Delaware? [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Speaker: 

Mr. TAVENNER. Of course, it is not “ pork” when it gocs 
to the Morgan-controlled war trust. ; 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TAVENNER. I can not yield to the gentleman. I am 
anxious for the gentleman to have an hour or any other amount 
of time he desires to answer me in his own time. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I should like to reply to the 
question of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SABATH}. 

Mr. CALDWELL. May I ask the gentleman if the arsenal 
costs include the overhead charges? 5 

Mr. TAVENNER. All overhead charges are included even 
some that should not be charged. Of course, it is a very 
strange thing, but the Army officers do not want it to appear 
that they are manufacturing things too cheaply at the Govern- 
ment arsenals, because they want to giye as much business as 
possible to private manufacturers. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TAVENNER. I can not yield any more. 

5 SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to 
yield. 

Mr. TAVENNER. The illustrations given of the economy of 
Government manufacture are not exceptions, but the general 
rule, as may be shown by the fact that on a contract covering a 
wide variety of war materials, valued at $1,900,064, the Govern- 
ment saved, by doing the work itself, $979,840; or, in other 
words, the Government saved approximately $1,000,000 on a 
$2,000,000 contract, as compared with what it would cost had 
that order been given the private contractors. 

Secretary of the Navy Daniels in his annual report for 1914 
called attention to the economy of Government manufacture 
by saying that, “contrary to popular idea, the Navy Depart- 
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ment in what it manufactures does so, from a superdreadnaught 
to a gallon of paint or a pound of powder, cheaper than the 
same can be purchased. ‘This is particularly true of the most 
‘expensive instruments of war, but it is equally true of gasoline 
engines, electrical supplies, engines for dreadnaughts, shrapnel, 
clothing for marines and sailors, accouterments, and a multi- 
tude of other articles required for the fleet and shore stations.” 

Government manufacture will mean that the workmen who 
perform the labor of actually making the munitions will receive 
higher wages and better working conditions than if the con- 
tracts for war materials are awarded the private munition 
firms, among which are numbered the most bitter enemies of 
organized labor in the United States. 

Right at this point I want to read something from the report 
of an official Government investigation as to the working con- 
ditions at one of the plants receiving a large part of the Gov- 
ernment business—the Bethlehem Steel Co. 

Thanks to an investigation of the Bethlehem Steel Co.’s strike 
in 1910, information is available as to conditions of labor in 
that armor-making concern's plants. 

The inquiry was made by the United States Bureau of Labor 
in 1910, under the direction of Ethelbert Stewart, a special 


agent of the Labor Bureau at the time, who bore the reputa-- 


tion of being one ef the most experienced economic investigators 
in the country. 

When this strike began there were no labor organizations in 
the plant; the company would not permit them. It was the 
higher-grade workers who led off in the strike. Many of the 
highest-grade men had approximately a 10}-hour day; but 
they were frequently being required to work overtime on week- 
days and to do additional work on Sundays. Fearing that the 
encroachments of overtime and Sunday work were leading to 
a 12-hour and 7-day schedule for the whole force, they there- 
fore protested. Therefore the protesting committee was dis- 
charged; therefore the strike. 

The Government investigation revealed this: 

That out of every 100 men 29 were working 7 days every 


week. 

That out of every 100 men 43, including these 29, were work- 
ing some Sundays in the month. 

That out of every 100 men 51 were working 12 hours a day. 

That out of every 100 men 25 were working 12 hours a day 7 
days a week. 

That out of every 100 men 46 were earning less than $2 a day. 

These are the grim figures which the United States Bureau 
of Labor gives us of the working shifts of the Bethlehem Steel 
Co. as drawn from the company’s own time books. This is the 
manner in which the concerns that have drawn down $175,- 
000,000 of the people’s money were treating their employees in 
1910. Since that time considerable 8-hour-day legislation has 
been passed, and there is no record of the number of 12-hour 
shifts now in force. 

Workingmen ef the Nation, are you willing that your Govern- 
ment shall continue to give contracts running into millions 
annually to firms that have mistreated and underpaid their em- 
ployees as have these great war-trafticking concerns? If you 
are not willing, then protest against it. But let me assure you 
at the outset that one protest will not be sufficient. The chances 
are you will have to speak loud and often before your voice 
will be heard in far-off Washington. 

DEMAND FOR GOVERNMENT MANUFACTURE iS GROWING. 

Practically all of the peace societies of the world which do not 
have on their beards of directors or in their memberships stock- 
holders in the private war-trafficking firms, have declared in 
favor of the nationalization of the manufacture of munitions 
of war, on the theory that if private profit and private graft 
are taken out of militarism the incentive for at least that por- 
tion of the systematic agitation for increased military appro- 
priations inaugurated by those who directly or indirectly profit 
from the sale of war materials will have been removed and 
an important step taken in the direction of peace. Government 
manufacture of war materials was also indorsed by the Ameri- 
„ of Labor at its convention in Philadelphia in 

Nationalization of the manufacture of war paraphernalia 
offers a program on which all save those directly or indirectly 
interested in private war-traflicking concerns may unite. 


‘ground. Those who desire a er armament can obtain it 
through Government manufacture without placing increased 
burdens upen the taxpayers. 

If those who demand such a and Navy are wholly 
sincere, and if their only desire is that we shall have the strong- 
est possible Army and Navy, why should they not want us to ob- 


tain the maximum defensive power or the maximum striking 
power for every dollar we appropriate, instead of only about 65 
cents worth of fighting strength for every dollar appropriated? 

By manufacturing armor, munitions, submarines, aeroplanes, 
and so forth, in its own plants the Government will be able to 
keep for its own use any improvements in such vehicles of war. 
Under the present policy of giving the major part of military con- 
tracts to private concerns it has been impossible to do this. 
“ Even now,” says Secretary of the Navy Daniels, “ the improve- 
ments in armor and the designs worked out by the Navy have 
been embodied in the warship of another nation recently finished 
by the Bethlehem Steel Co, and put into commission. This is 
not an argument lightly to be disregarded in favor of a Govern- 
ment armor plant, nor has it been overlooked, for instance, by 
Japan, which has erected its own armor-making plant and sur- 
rounded it with such secrecy that none of the other nations is 
able to tell whether or not at this minute the Japanese armor 
may not be superior to any other in existence.” 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, I must refuse to yield. Under 
the present system the Government is at the mercy of a few con- 
cerns having a monopoly of the manufacture of the materials 
of war, who appear to have a gentlemen’s agreement to divide 
the Government contracts between themselves and between 
whom there is no competition worthy of the name. I do not 
see how it is possible for Congress to justify to the people a 
refusal to erect a Government plant,” said Secretary Daniels to 
Congress, “ nor how it can answer the charge that will invari- 
ably be brought up—that the same mysterious providence 
which saved this profitable business to the steel companies three 
times in the past, even after money for a Government plant had 
actually been appropriated, is not still at work exercising its 
beneficent protection over these lusty specimens of infant in- 
dustries, who are even now under Government investigation as 
violators of the antitrust law.” 

It is argued by some who oppose Government manufacture as 
a policy that the Government should give to private manufac- 
turers contracts in time of peace in order that they may be relied 
upon for patriotic cooperation in time of war. 

But what are the facts? When war with Spain was imminent 
the three concerns in this country which have a monopoly of 
the manufacture of armor plate got together and practically 
issued an ultimatum to their own Government, the United States 
Government, that they would not manufacture a single piece 
of armor plate unless we should agree to pay them $100 a ton 
more than the price fixed by Congress after an investigation as 
toa fair price. But their patriotism did not prevent them from 
selling armor plate to the Russian Government for $249 a ton 
while they were asking of their own Government $616 a ton. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Amen. 

Mr. TAVENNER. The present European war has demon- 
strated that private plants not in the business of manufacturing 
war materials, can make the necessary alterations to manufac- 
ture such supplies in a remarkably short space of time. By en- 
larging the Government plants and operating them in time of 
peace, the Government could have on hand sufficient ammunition, 
guns, and so forth, to equip the most powerful army ever organ- 
ized and keep it in the field a long time after private plants, not 
engaged in the manufacture of war materials, would have been 
able to reorganize their shops and be turning out ammunition 
and other supplies. In the event that private manufacturers 
should not respond to the necessity of the the Govern- 
ment could itself take over such industrial plants as it might 
need just as England has done. 

Now, I want to go a little further into the patriotism of some 
of the firms that have a monoply of the manufacture of war 
materials in this country and to take up particularly the single- 
ness of the patriotism of the Du Pont Powder Co. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. er—— 

Mr. TAVENNER. Ivrefuse to yield. 

Mr. TILSON. Before the gentleman passes from that 

{—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. TILSON. Iam trying to ask that the gentleman’s time be 


extended 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 
refuses to yield, and the gentleman from Connecticut will take 
his seat and be in order. 

Mr. TAVENNER. The policy of taking profit out of war and 
preparation for war, by haying the Government manufacture its 
own battleships, armor, ammunition, and so forth, is a nonparti- 
san tion, and there are a number of Republican Members 


working for Government manufacture, just as there are Demo- 
crats. The American people are under the greatest debt of 
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gratitude to the Secretary of the Navy, Josephus Daniels, who 
is the first Secretary of the Navy I can find any trace of who has 
refused to allow the armor-plate makers to put their hands in the 
United States Treasury and help themselves almost at will. Also 
the country is indebted to Mr. Hay, of Virginia, the chairman 
of the Committee on Military Affairs of the House. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] In the last Congress the Army appro- 
priation bill, for the first time in the history of the Government, 
provided that practically 90 per cent of the money appropriated 
in that bill should be expended for the manufacture of munitions 
of war in Government plants. The country’s gratitude is also 
due to Mr. Sni, of Kentucky, who put a similar provision in 
the sundry civil bill making appropriations for powder and field 
artillery materials of various kinds, 

As to the Du Pont powder trust, it has practically always had 
a monopoly of the sale of powder to the Government of the 
United States. They themselves claim that they have been sell- 
ing powder to the United States Government ever since the Civil 
War. I want to shew you how patriotic the Du Pont powder 
trust has been in the past to the Government of the United 
States, and what I will read is from the records of the circuit 
court of the United States. I sent over to the Congressional 
Library and got the official records of the circuit court of the 
United States, showing evidence used by the Government in its 
suit against the Du Pont powder trust. 

For a great many years, until the Government began to erect 
its own factories, the Du Pont Co. had the Government wholly 
at its mercy. That was the situation, unless the United States 
Government should have sent abroad in order to buy its 
powder. So what the Du Pont Co. did was to go into an 
agreement with foreign manufacturers by which it was agreed 
that if the United States Government should try to buy powder 
from the powder concerns of one of the foreign countries, the pow- 
der makers in that country were bound by the terms of this agree- 
ment to first write to the Du Pont Powder Co. in this country 
and find out what price the Du Ponts had submitted. Then 
they were bound not to submit any lower price. And if one of 
the foreign Governments should try to escape from their local 
Powder Trust and write to the Du Ponts, the Du Ponts were 
bound first to write to the Powder Trusts in those countries 
and find what bid they had put in, and not submit a lower one. 

Now, I am going to read to you from this contract which was 
placed in the records of the Supreme Court. I will not ask you 

to take my word for it, but the words of the contract itself. 

Here are two paragraphs in the world agreement entered into 
in 1897, which agreement was used by the Government in its 
suit against the Du Pont trust: 


be bound not to quote or 
. * . > * * 


The American factories are to abstain from manufacturing, selling, or 
quoting, directly or indirectly, in or for consumption in any of the 
European territory, and the Europeans are to abstain in like manner 
from manufacturing, selling, or quoting, directly or indirectly, in or 
for consumption in any of the countries of the American territory. 
With regard to the syndicated territory, neither party is to erect works 
there, except by a mutual nnderstanding, and the trade there is to be 
carried on for joint account in the manner hereinafter defined. 

Now, that is bad enough, but that is not the worst. However, 
T can not find among my notes here the particular thing I allude 
to as being worse, just now, but I probably will later, and will 
return to it. 

Mr. HARDY. Just give us the substance of it and put it in 
the Recorp later. 

Mr. TAVENNER. 
the Recorp later. 

Now, a few words as to the plan which has been submitted 
to raise the money with which to defray the proposed tremendous 
increases in appropriations for the Army and Navy. 

SHALL PREPAREDNESS BE PAID BY LABOR? 

It is proposed to meet the cost of “ preparedness” by taxes 
on sugar, on gasoline, and by other direct taxes which bear 
heavily upon labor. It is also proposed to continue the present 
indirect taxes on the things people use, which yield $620,000,000 
a year. It is proposed to burden the worker and farmer by taxes 
on the things they consume, and spend the proceeds on arma- 
ment, with colossal profits to the armament ring, for an Army 
and Navy to protect principally the things that privilege owns. 


It is here somewhere, and I will put it in 


WHY TAX LABOR? 


First. Why tax labor when, according to the report of the 
Commission on Industrial Relations, from between one-third 
and one-fourth of the male workers 18 years of age and over in 
factories and mines earn less than $10 per week, while from 
two-thirds to three-fourths earn less than $15 per week; when 
2 per cent of the people own 60 per cent of the wealth, and 
65 per cent own only 5 per cent of the wealth. 

Why not compel 2 per cent of the people to pay 60 per cent 
of the taxes instead of making the great mass of the people, 
who own 5 per cent, pay 95 per cent of the taxes? 

Second. Why tax labor when war-munition stocks have in- 
creased in value in one year by $866,000,000? 

Third. Why tax ineomes in America but $80,000,000, when 
incomes in Great Britain, even before the war, paid $236,245,0002 
England contains less than one-half our population and wealth. 

All told, England taxed wealth, incomes, and inheritances to 
the extent of $380,115,000, and collected 45 per cent of her total 
revenues from these sources. Democratic America collected 9 
per cent of its revenues from wealth, incomes, and inheritances, 

Fourth. Why tax labor on its necessities, on the things it 
needs to merely live, when inheritances have not as yet been 
taxed a penny by the Federal Government? 

Fifth. Great Britain taxes incomes up to 333 per cent for war 
purposes; Germany levies taxes for imperial purposes, for state 
purposes, and for municipal purposes as well; the combined rate 
running often to 15 per cent or 20 per cent. Democratic America 
taxes incomes from 1 per cent to 7 per cent, the maximum up to 
$100,000 being but 4 per cent. 

A tax of $10 to the wage earner means giving up clothes, food 
from his table, possibly the doctor for his children. A tax of 
$10,000 to a man with an income of $100,000, or $100,000 to a 
man enjoying an income of $500,000 means no sacrifice whatever, 

Sixth. Why tax labor, when an additional tax of 1 per cent 
on the gross earnings of railroads, public-service corporations, 
mines, and other public utilities would yield $50,000,000. It 
could be easily collected. It could not be escaped. In most 
instances it could not be passed on to the consumer. 

Seventh. Preparations for war should call for equal sacrifices. 
Defense should not mean sacrifice for the millions, and only 
profits for the few. Preparations for war mean profits to the 
railroads, to mine owners, munition factories, banks; it means 
speculative values for the stock brokers and speculators. It 
means that the bended backs of labor will carry the Army and 
the Navy, which, if the emergency arises, will be used against 
labor at home and for the protection of orer-seas investments 
abroad, 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, does the gentleman care to be 
interrupted? 

Mr. TAVENNER. I prefer not to be, because I wish to go on 
with my argument. I have some more important material here, 

Mr. BORLAND. I just wanted to put in the RECORD at that 
point the statement that the Democratic Party is sponsor for the 
income tax. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I know it; and certainly it is the greatest 
thing for the masses that has ever been brought about, and I 
want to see the tax on incomes in excess of $10,000 greatly in- 
creased, and I want to see a tax on inheritances. z 

Mr. BORLAND. We all agree to take the tax off of labor and 
put it on inherited wealth. 


THE DISINTERESTED PATRIOTISM OF THE NAVY LEAGUE, 


Mr. TAVENNER. I believe in giving credit to whom credit 
is due. For instance, the gentlemen back of the Navy League, 
in my opinion, deserve full credit for the sentiment that has at 
last been developed in many quarters of the United States for 
increased appropriations for the Army and Navy. They deserve 
full credit for the sentiment that has been aroused in the large 
manufacturing centers and other parts of the United States for 
the proposed $500,000,000 bond issue for battleships that the 
Navy League has been advocating. Lam in favor of giving the 
Navy League full credit and also full responsibility. 

On November 19 I made the statement, publicly, that I in- 
tended to introduce in Congress a resolution to investigate the 
Navy League and’ to require J. P. Morgan, one of the directors 
of the league, to take the responsibility of testifying under oath 
as to whether he is interested in war-trafficking firms. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Will the gentleman yield right there? Is 
it not a fact that J. P. Morgan, the head of the Morgan banking 
house of New York as well as the controlling factor in many of 
these munition plants in this country, is the accredited British 
agent in all munition matters? And is he not receiving from 


the British Government 2 per cent commissions on all sales of 
this kind to the warring nations? : 
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Mr. TAVENNER. He is minister of munitions to the Court 
of St. James. That is his title. [Applause and laughter.] 

Mr. HENSLEY. The sales of munitions already made, it is 
said, amount to two billions of dollars, and 2 per cent profits 
would represent forty millions of profits up to date. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Speaker 


The SPEAKER. 
Delaware rise? 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I would like to ask just one 
short question. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I refuse to yield. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman's time 
be extended one hour, so that he may have opportunity to yield 
to both sides. 

Mr. TAVENNER. After I have finished I will be willing to 
yield so long as I have time. 

Mr. NORTON. I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman has not the floor for 
that purpose. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has 22 minutes left. 

Mr. TAVENNER. In a letter sent to Members of Congress, 
dated January 13, 1914, A. H. Dadmun, secretary of the Navy 
League, said: 

Certain Congressmen have insinuated that the league is supported by 
— * who are interested in the sale of war materials to the Navy. 

hey are entirely mistaken. 

A. H. Dadmun, the secretary, in a letter dated December 19, 
1914, said: 


For what purpose does the gentleman from 


The Na — is not su — nehmen by sellers of war munitions to the 
Seats a is supported by membership fees and yoluntary con- 
tributions. 


Mr. Dadmun, in a letter published in the January, 1916, issue 
of Pearson's Magazine, reiterates that the men back of the Navy 
League “are men who will not profit by the results of the 
league’s propaganda.” 

What is this Navy League? Who founded it, and who are 
its directors? I hold in my hand the bound Navy League Jour- 
nal for 1904. In the opening number is the statement that this 
is “ the official organ of the Navy League of the United States.” 

I turn now to page 32 of the issue of February, 1904, where 
I find a list of 19 men who are named as the “founders” of the 
Navy League. Now, then, let us see who they are. 

I note in the list of founders the name of the Midvale Steel 
Co. The United States Government since 1903 has bought from 
the Midvale Steel Co. 48,399 tons of armor, and we have paid 
for it an average of $420 a ton, or in all 520,375,858 for the 
single item of armor plate alone, not to say anything about 


other millions of dollars’ worth of contracts that have been | 


given to the Midvale Steel Co. for other things used by the 
Army and the Navy; and if the Navy League’s proposed $500,- 
000,000 bond issue goes through, Midvale will stand to draw 
down some more millions. 

Let us see if there are any more war traffickers here. Is 
Charles M. Schwab, whom I see listed as one of the founders, 
a war trafficker? Well, he is president of the Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, and we have bought from Bethlehem 95,007 tons 
of armor at an average rate of $445 a ton, and have paid 
Bethlehem for armor plate alone $42,344,937. That is the second 
member of the armor ring. 

Now, there is another member of the armor ring, and that is 
the Carnegie Steel Co. Let us see if we find them also among 
the founders of the Navy League. Yes; I see here the name of 
J. P. Morgan. The late J. P. Morgan was the organizer and a 
director of the United States Steel Corporation, which controls, 
according to Moody’s Manual, the Carnegie Steel Co. We have 
bought from the Carnegie Steel Co. 89,933 tons of armor plate, 
paying an average of $442 a ton, or a total of $39,783,497 for 
the single item of armor plate; and if the Navy League's pro- 
posed $500,000,000 bond issue for battleships goes through they 
will receive still larger contracts. So that you see the three 
firms which have a monopoly of the manufacture of armor 
in this country are all founders of the Navy League; they are 
all represented as the founders of the Navy League, and we have 
bought from them 233,839 tons of armor plate, paying for it 
an average of 8439 a ton, or a total of $102,504,292. 

Mr. FARR. For how long? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Since 1887. Remember that figure, $439! 
There have been 10 official estimates by Government officials as 
to the cost of armor plate in a Government factory, and the 
‘average of those estimates is $251 a ton; and had we manu- 
factured this armor in a Government factory, which the Navy 
League has cold shouldered, I think I am well within the 


bounds of conservatism when I say we could have saved to the 
American taxpayers at the very least $35,000,000. 

The Harvey Steel Co., which owned the patent on a process 
for hardening steel which compelled all manufacturers of armor 
plate to pay it a royalty, was in on the ground floor at the 
organization of the Navy League, in the persons of S. S. Palmer, 
its president, and Benjamin F. Tracy, ex- ry of the Navy. 
Mr. Tracy was the counsel for the Harvey Ob. and the Carnegie 
Steel Co. after leaving the Navy Department. Both Palmer 
and Tracy were also among the 19 founders. Albert B. Board- 
man, Mr. Tracy's law partner, whose address at that time was 
85 Wall Street, New York, became a contributing member of 
the Navy League, and James R. Soley, also connected with Mr. 
Tracy’s firm, was induced to enter the Navy League both as an 
honorary vice president and contributing member. 

Throughout the existence of the Navy League there haye been 
several distinct groups represented, made up of officers, directors, 
attorneys, and employees. The most important of these are the 
J. P. Morgan group, the Bethlehem Steel group, the Carnegie 
Steel group, the Midvale Steel group, the Harvey Steel group, 
and last, but not least, Col. Thompson’s International Nickel 
Co. group. These groups will be found well represented in the 
league's officers, directorates, contributors, and vice presidents 
for each and every year since the birth of the Navy League in 
1902. 

‘There are 19 men in the list of founders, and of those 19 the 
majority were connected with concerns and establishments 
which, through interlocking directorates, connect in turn with 
manufacturers of war materials and things which go into war 
materials. I have carefully compiled a list of the directors of 
the Navy League for every year from the day it was organized 
down to date. Always a predominant number on the board of 
directors are war traffickers or persons connected, through in- 
terlocking directorates, with the war-trust manufacturers. The 
interests that are back of the Navy League are exactly the same 
interests that are back of the war-trafficking firms,- and the 
group of individuals who are back of the war traflickers are the 
same men who are back of the great railroad companies of the 
United States, the great steamship companies, the great in- 
surance companies, the telegraph companies, the express com- 
panies, and the great Wall Street banks, and even the Beef 
‘Trust is represented. 

I am not now going to go into all of it, but I have all the 
details worked out, showing that the presidents of banks and 
steel companies and copper companies and steamship companies 
are all boosting for staggering increases in the appropriations for 
the Army and the Navy. For instance, the three dominant figures 
in the copper industry in this country are the Guggenheims, 
who are represented among the contributors to the Navy 
League; W. A. Clark, the copper king of Montana, who is an 
active director of the Navy League; and Cleveland H. Dodge, 
who is a vice president of the Navy League. They are all rep- 
resented here. 

Now I come down to the officers of the Navy League to-day. 
The president of the Jeague, Col. Robert M. Thompson, the 
gentleman who was unkind enough to threaten to sue me but 
not kind enough to do it [applause on the Democratic side], is 
chairman of the board of directors of the International Nickel 
Co., the business of which, according to the Wall Street Journal, 
has been very much improved by the war. 

The directorate of the International Nickel Co. interlocks 
with that of the United States Steel Corporation, Edmund C. 
Converse sitting as a director on both concerns. United States 
Steel controls the bulk of the steel industry in this country, and 
is capitalized for $1,512,000,000, While International Nickel con- 
trols the greater part of the nickel lands of the North American 
Continent, and is capitalized at $47,000,000. 

Col. Thompson, as president of the Navy League, was a 
happy selection indeed, because the steel, nickel, and copper in- 
terests, all of which will profit handsomely through war and 
preparation for war, interlock beautifully through him and his 
International Nickel Co. W. A. Clark, the Montana “copper 
king,” is president of the Waclark Wire Co. and Col. Thompson 
is one of his directors on that corporation. Then, too, Col. 
Thompson is president of the New York Metal Exchange. 

Col. Thompson's International Nickel Co. also interlocks with 
the Midvale Steel & Ordnance Co., W. E. Corey being a director 
of International Nickel and president and director of the new 
Midvale corporation, which was organized recently for $100,-. 
000,000 especially to handle the growing war-trafficking trade, 
and is one of the largest war-trading firms in the United States. 
Mr. Corey only recently retired from the ‘presidency of the 
Carnegie Steel Co. and from the board of directors of United 
States Steel. One of the underlying concerns of the new Mid- 
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vile company is the Remington Arms Co., which has a contract 
to manufacture 2,000,000 Enfield rifles for the British Govern- 
ment. 

The International Nickel Co. also interloeks with the Midvale 
concern through Ambrose Monell, who is president of the Inter- 
national Nickel Co. and a director of the Midvale Steel & 
Ordnance Co. 

Seward Prosser, another director of International Nickel, 
is one of the contributors to the funds of the Navy League 
which have been used to banquet Seeretaries of the Navy and 
Members of Congress, hire speakers, and carry on the elaborate 
campaign for “ preparedness” which the Navy League has been 
carrying on most earnestly for the last 13 years, and which 
promises now to bear fruit in the form of staggering increases 
in Army and Navy appropriations. 

International Nickel also interlocks directly with the United 
States Navy Department, through W. H. Brownson, 
rear admiral, who is a director of the International Nickel Co. 
and on the pay roll of the Government at a salary of $6,000 a 
year, which is three-fourths full pay. Who's Who” for 1914 
15 gives Admiral Brownson's address as Navy Department, 
Washington, D. C.“ Admiral Brownson is, no doubt, of more 
value to the International Nickel Co. in Washington, where he 
comes into intimate contact with fellow naval officers, than he 
would be any place else. 

Are there any reasons, other than purely patriotic ones, why 
officers and directors of the Nickel Trust might be urging, 
through the Navy League, a $500,000,000 bond issue for battle- 
ships, and so forth? Light may be had on this subject by re- 
ferring to a table to be found on page 5259 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp, last session. The table in question is headed Metal 
per ton of armor,” and is a part of the report of Senator TIEI- 
MAN, Representative Paberrr, and Admiral Strauss, of the 
Navy Department, as to the cost of manufacturing armor plate. 

This table states that of every $5,274 worth of metal used in 
the manufacture of armor plate $2,953 represents the value of 
the nickel scrap and $1,466 represents the value of the metallic 
nickel used in the manufacture of armor. 

Information is not given as to the amount of metallic nickel 
in nickel scrap, but I understand that the value of metallic 
nickel in a ton of nickel scrap is approximately 50 per cent of 
the value of nickel scrap. This would mean that $2,942 repre- 
sents the value of the nickel in every $5,274 worth of metal 
used in the manufacture of armor. 

The 1914 hearings of the House Naval Affairs Committee 
also contains (p. 522) an estimate on “Cost of ingot,” which 
states that in every $3,028 worth of metal used $753 represents 
the value of the nickel in scrap, $840 the nickel in plaquettes, 
and $447 the nickel-chrome serap, nickel 
chrome rails. Estimating that the nickel in the latter three 
items represents approximately one-third of the whole value, 
it would mean, under this estimate, that $1,742 represents the 
value of the nickel in every $3,028 worth of metal used in the 
manufacture of armor. 

The International Nickel Co. does not sell directly to the 
Government but to the yarious concerns that produce the fin- 
ished article. 

Nor is the use of nickel confined to armor plate, It goes into 
ammunition hoists, communication tubes and turrets, deck, 
hull, and ship plates, guns and gun shields, rifles and small 
arms, torpedo air reservoirs, marine straight-line shafting, 
crank shafts, piston rods, and other marine-engine forgings. 
This is all stated in the following advertisement of the Orford 
Copper Co., which concern is wholly owned by Col. Thompson’s 
International Nickel Co., the advertisement appearing repeatedly 
in the Navy League Journal: 


Nickel steel for armor plate, ammunition hoists, communication tubes 
and turrets, deck, hull, and ship plate, guns and n shields, rifles 
and arms, to o air reserve marine Une shafting, 
crank shafts, piston rods, and other marine-engine forgings. 

Annealed nickel steel castings have W ap hysical properties and 
resist abrasion better than low-carbon s forgines: 

The addition of nickel to steel (a) increases the proportional elastic 
limit; (b) adds to the ductility of the steel; (c) increases its resistance 
to compression; (d) increases its resistance to abrasion; (e) increases 
its resistance to shock; (f) increases its t ness. 

Nickel steel is therefore a safer material n carbon steel. 

The Orford Copper Co., nickel refiners, 43 Exchange Place, New York. 


Col. Thompson is a director of the Costa Rica Development 
Co., the Massey Station Mining Co., and a member of the firm-of 
S. H. P. Pell & Co., 43 Exchange Place, New York City. Mr. 
Pell, the head of this firm, was a director of the American Mines 
Development Co., International Nickel Co., Massey Station 
Mining Co., North Butte Mountain Copper Co., and 10 other 
corporations. 

The International Nickel Co. was created through a consoli- 
dation of the International Nickel Co. and the Colonial Nickel 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


and nickel-. 


277 


Co., and is: credited with controlling the nickel market of the 
world. The corporation owns all the shares of the Canadian 
Copper Co., and of the Soeiete Miniere Caledonienne (New 
Caledonia), and the controlling interest in the Nickel Corpora- 
tion (Ltd.), of Great Britain. The International Nickel Co. 
acquired all the assets of the Orford Copper Co., and the ex- 
tensive refining works at Bayonne, N. J., are now operated under 
the name of the Orford Works. The properties owned by the 
Canadian Copper Co. include large deposits of nickel in the 
Sudbury, Ontario, mining district, with large smelting plants 
at Copper Cliff, Ontario, and extensive water-power plants at 
High Falls, Ontario, the title to the power plant being vested 
in the Huronian Co. (Ltd.). The company and its subsidiaries 
are engaged in mining, smelting, and refining nickel and copper 
ores and selling same in the form of ingot, shot, and electro- 
lytic; also manufacture nickel salts. The company controls the 
process of manufacture of what is called “ Monel metal,” a 
natural alloy of nickel and copper, produced from its Canadian 
ores. This metal combines the very high tensile strength of 
steel with the ductility of copper, and is noncorrosive. This 
te is supplied to the trade as castings, rods, sheets, and so 
0 

As to whether the International Nickel Co. is a war trafficker, 
the Wall Street Journal, March 23, 1915, has the following to 
say: 

As a result of the demand for cartridges and shells, the International 
Nickel Co. is receiving aang large orders for nickel. The metal is 
necessary in the manufacture of the various kinds of ammunition, and 
the various manufacturers of munitions, such as Bethlehem Steel Cor- 
r Remington Arms, and Union Metallie ge Co., have 

ound it necessary to increase their supply of nickel. 

Still referring to the firm of which the president of the Navy 
League is the head, the Wall Street Journal, April 6, 1915, said: 

As a result of increase in orders received recently by the International 
Nickel Co. on the common stock in the current fiseal year 
begun this month are expected to set a new high record at 12 per cent 
or better. Part of this t demand for nickel is due to the introduc- 
tion of a cartridge projectile made exclusively of copper and 


nickel. 
Inquiries were recently made for the placing of a trial order for 5,000,000 
such bullets. 


The Wall Street Journal of May 22 reported that the busi- 
ness of the Nickel Trust was soaring higher and higher, and 
that the “increase in business was mainly due to the war.” 

International Nickel advanced nine points in one day. The 
Standard Corporation Service report for July 15, 1915, com- 
menting on this advance, said: 


30 sho 


per, of which metal the company 
gs. 

Nickel is used in the manufacture of submarines to a con- 
siderable extent. It is made use of, according to the Wall Street 
Journal, in the new electric batteries for submarines, invented 
by Thomas A. Edison, which will prevent the generation of 
chlorine gas. In this instance the nickel supplants lead. An- 
other source of increased revenue is the high price of copper. 
The company’s ore recovery is estimated to be about 70 per cent 
nickel and 30 per cent copper. The company owns the most 
extensive known existing nickel ore deposits. Its patented nickel 
lands in Ontario, Canada, cover 100,000 acres, and in addition 
to this the company owns the town of Copper Cliff. It also 
owns the shares of the Societe Miniere Caledonienne of New 
Caledonia, which company owns extensive nickel lands. These 
lands, it is estimated, will furnish the company with at least 
60 years’ ore supply. Earnings during the months of June, July, 
and August, according te well-informed interests, were at the 
rate of between 25. per cent and 30 per cent a year on the com- 
mon stock. 

Thus it will be seen that the head of the Navy League has the 
nickel, plenty of it, enough to last for 60 years. All that re- 
mains to be done is to get Uncle Samuel to buy it. If Col. 
Thompson can manage to put through the Navy League's pro- 
posed $500,000,000 bond issue for battleships, and so forth, per- 
haps the Nickel Trust will be able to pay even 50 per cent or 60 
per cent on its common stock. If there is any more profitable 
way for the head of the Nickel Trust to spend his time than in 
Washington pointing out to the Senators and Congressmen the 
frightful insecurity of the Nation; it would be interesting to 
know how he could do it. It need not be said that he is not a 
great patriot, and it can not be said that he is not a great busi- 
ness man. It is not every man who can make patriotism a 
business and make it pay 20 per cent or 30 per cent! 
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CONNSCTING LINKS BETWEEN THE NAVY LEAGUE AND THE HOUSE OF 


J. P. MORGAN & CO., 23 WALL STREET, NEW YORK. 

The Navy League upon close examination would appear to be 
little more than a branch office of the house of J. P. Morgan & Co. 
and a general sales promotion bureau for the various armor and 
munition makers and the steel, nickel, copper, and zinc interests. 
At least, they are all represented among the directors, officers, 
founders, or life members of or contributors to the Navy League. 

Especially are all forms of big business represented, and big 
business invariably heads in at 23 Wall Street, New York. 

J. P. Morgan was formerly treasurer of the Navy League and 
is now a director and contributor. He is a director also of the 
United States Steel Corporation and many other corporations. 

Herbert L. Satterlee, former Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
Department and a brother-in-law of J. P. Morgan, was one of 
the incorporators and founders of the Navy League and is the 
present general counsel of the league. 

The late J. P. Morgan was one of the founders and principal 
contributors to the Navy League, and as late as June 10, 1915, 
$2,000 was subscribed on behalf of the Morgan estate. 

Edward T. Stotesbury, a member of the firm of J. P. Morgan 
& Co. and a director of the Baldwin Locomotive Works, and 
until recently a director of Cambria Steel Co., Phoenix Iron Co., 
Riverside Metal Co., Temple Iron Co., Wm. Cramp & Sons Ship 
& Engine Building Co., and 54 other corporations, banks, and 
trust companies, is one of the honorary vice presidents of the 
Navy League, The Wall Street Journal on July 26, 1915, re- 
ported that the Baldwin Locomotive Works had received a war 
order for $80,000,000 worth of shells and other munitions. 

Robert Bacon, former Secretary of State and partner of J. P. 
Morgan & Co. and first director of the United States Steel Cor- 
poration, is a director of the Navy League. 

Henry C. Frick, a fellow director of J. P. Morgan on both the 
United States Steel Corporation and the National City Bank 
of New York, is an honorary vice president of the Navy League. 

Jacob H. Schiff, a director with J. P. Morgan on the National 
City Bank of New York, contributed $1,000 to the Navy League 
June 10, 1915. 

J. Ogden Armour, a director with J. P. Morgan on the National 
City Bank of New York, was one of a committee which, under 
the auspices of the National Security League, issued a state- 
ment certifying as to the patriotism of the Navy League. 

Cleveland H. Dodge, a director with J. P. Morgan on the Na- 
tional City Bank of New York and a director of the American 
Brass Co., Commercial Mining Co., Copper Queen Consolidated 
Mining Co., Detroit Copper Mining Co. of Arizona, Lackawanna 
Tron & Coal Co., Montezuma Copper Co., and the United Globe 
Mines, is a life member of the Navy League. Marcellus H. Dodge, 
a nephew of Cleveland H. Dodge, is a director on the boards of 
the Remington Arms-Union Metallic Cartridge Co. and the 
Remington Arms & Ammunition Co. Cleveland H. Dodge is 
vice president of Phelps, Dodge & Co. (Ltd.), a $45,000,000 
corporation, which is one of the leading factors in the copper 
industry in the United States. Although the millions of Cleve- 
land H. Dodge have been multiplied through the increased 
value of his copper holdings as a result of the European war, 
his firms appear unwilling to share their prosperity with their 
miners in Arizona. Some 5,000 copper miners are now on 
strike, and because Goy. Hunt, of Arizona, has dared to protect 
them against an inyasion of lawless thugs and strikebreakers, 
the mine owners are circulating petitions for his recall. The 
leading corporation involved in the Clifton-Morenci strike is 
Phelps, Dodge & Co., of which Cleveland H. Dodge is vice 
president. The company in 1912 earned 23 per cent on its 
capital of $45,000,000 and paid a 15 per cent dividend. To-day 
copper is higher than at any time in nine years, yet the com- 
pany refuses to grant its men a wage increase or to make any 
concession. The principal property of the company at Clifton 
paid in 1912 a dividend of 1463 per cent on a capital of $1,000,000. 

Joseph P. Grace, a director with J. P. Morgan on the National 
City Bank of New York, is one of the contributors to the funds 
of the Navy League. 

George F. Baker, jr., a director of the First National Bank 
of New York and a son of a director of the United States Steel 
Corporation, contributed $1,000 to the Navy League June 10, 1915. 

Allan A. Ryan, a director of the Bethlehem Steel Corpora- 
tion, is a contributor to the Navy League, and George R. Shel- 
don, another director of the Bethlehem Corporation and also a 
director of the American Locomotive Co., both of which con- 
cerns have profited hugely from European war orders, is an 
honorary vice president of the Navy League. Considering that 


Charles M. Schwab, the president of Bethlehem, is one of the 
founders of the Navy League, it would appear that this war- 
trafficking firm has full representation in this organization. 
Robert H. Sayre, a 


And it always has beer well represented. 


former general manager of Bethlehem, was a life member of the 
Navy League, and Lieut. J. F. Meigs, who left the Navy Depart- 
ment to go into the employ of Bethlehem, was also a life member, 

Beekman Winthrop, a former Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
and now a director of the Lackawanna Steel Co., is a director 
of the Navy League. i 

Former United States Senator W. A. Clark, the “ copper king 
of Montana,” is a director of the Navy League and a director of 
the W. A. Clark Titanite Explosive Co., Colusa-Parrot Mining & 
Smelting Co., Equator Mining & Smelting Co., Henry-Bonnard 
Bronze Co., Mayflower Consolidated Mining Co., Moulton Min- 
ing Co., Ophir Hill Consolidated Mining Co., Original Consoli- 
dated Mining Co., Sunset Mining Co., United Verde Copper Co., 
and 26 other corporations. 

Charles F. Brooker, honorary vice president of the Navy 
League, is president and director of the American Brass Co. 
and a director of the United States Smelting, Refining & Min- 
ing Co., Westinghouse Electric & Manufacturing Co., Mechanics 
& Metals National Bank of the city of New York, and 15 
other banks, trust companies, and corporations. On April 10, 
1915, Mr. Brooker also owned 474 shares of Bethlehem Steel, 
which was worth $40 a share previous to the outbreak of the 
European war, and went as high as $600 on October 22, 1915. 

Lewis L. Clarke, treasurer of the Navy League, is a director 
of the American Locomotive Co. The Standard Corporation 
Service on May 3, 1915, reported that the American Locomotive 
Co. had concluded negotiations with the British Government 
50 ane manufacture of 5,000,000 shrapnel shells to cost $66,- 

A Barton Hepburn, honorary vice president of the Navy 
League, is a director of the American Car & Foundry Co., which 
has received large munitions contracts from the allies. 

Henry B. Joy, vice president of the Navy League, who opposes 
Government manufacture of war munitions, is president of the 
Packard Motor Car Co., which has received large orders from 
the allies. 

T. Coleman du Pont, president of the Du Pont de Nemours 
Powder Co., was formerly a vice president of the Navy League. 
The du Ponts have managed to maintain a monopoly of the 
sale of smokeless powder to the United States Government, and 
have received some $25,000,000 worth of contracts in the last 
10 years. 

I do not desire to make the charge that President Thompson 
and Secretary Dadmun, of the Navy League, are deliberately 
falsifying in insisting that this purely patriotic organization 
is backed by “men who will not profit by the league’s propa- 
ganda,” because it is possible that they have reiterated this 
view so often that they have come to actually believe it them- 
selves. J doubt, however, whether they can convince the Amer- 
ican people that they have not been imposed upon. 

Now. in closing, Mr. Speaker, all I desire to say is that if we 
can ever take the profit out of war and preparation for war, 
there will be no difficulty in solving this problem of national 
defense. Then we will know that people are not advocating it 
because they are making big profits out of it, but because they 
really want to see the Republic safe from invasion, and I hope 
that before this Congress comes to a close we shall have passed 
legislation looking toward the Government manufacture of all 
munitions of war, so that war will be no more attractive to 
Mr. Morgan and his friends than it is to the rest of us, and 
I feel confident that I express the opinion of all present when 
I say that to us war is not attractive at all! 

I thank you for your kind attention. [Applause.] 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Connecticut rise? 

Mr. TILSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question, if he 
will permit. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. But first, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. TILSON. Reserving the right to object, I wish to ask the 
gentleman if he is willing to let me propound a question which 
he so discourteously refused me earlier in his remarks? 

Mr. TAVENNER. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, gentlemen have 
gotten into the practice in the last year or so of asking to 
“revise and extend” their remarks. The request never used 
to be made in that form. The extension of remarks is one 
thing; the privilege of cutting out things is another. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I want to put in. I do not want to cut out. 

Mr. MANN. I understand. I have no doubt that is the case. 
I hope the gentleman will make his request to extend. 
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Mr. TAVENNER. ` Will the gentleman take the same attitude 
toward all similar requests? 

Mr. MANN. I will do as I please about it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, TAvxx- 
NER] asks unanimous consent to revise and extend his remarks. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects. Now, 
the gentleman from Connecticut—— 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion which I propounded earlier in the course of his remarks, 
and which at that time he did not feel disposed to answer? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TAVENNER] yield to the gentleman from Connecticut IMr. 
Tinson}? 

Mr, TAVENNER. Yes. 


Mr. TILSON. Earlier in the gentleman’s remarks he said 
something like this: 

It is trange thing that the Army officers d t want it to 
appear that — are man t tilak bon cheaply Ta 3 


arsenals, — — ri 
3 because they want to give as much as possible to private 

In connection with that statement the gentleman referred to 
armament rings, armor rings, war traffickers, and so on, mak- 
ing, in my mind, a very clear implication that these Army offi- 
cers were either corrupt, or at least did not have very high 
ideals of their duty, in preferring to make the Government 
pay dearly for its ammunition and armor purchased from 
private parties rather than manufacture them more cheaply in 
Government plants. Does the gentleman wish to create the 
impression that that is true? 

Mr. TAVENNER. That is my intention, to create that im- 
pression, that certain of our Army and Navy officials have 
wasted the taxpayers’ money as if it were water. I ask unani- 
mous consent to have my time extended half an hour. I am 
going to answer the gentleman and give specific facts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent that his time be extended half an hour so that he can 
answer the question. 

Mr. TILSON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker 
(laughter on the Democratic side], I wish the gentleman to 
have time, provided he will yield for reasonable questioning. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I will. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, I have been very much inter- 
ested in the gentleman’s discussion of the origin and make-up 
of the Navy League. There is also a National Security League. 
Has the gentleman investigated that? 

Mr. TAVENNER. The most of the gentlemen back of the 
National Security League live in Western States, and I have 
never looked them up. I do not know anything about the 
National Security League. 

The SPEAKER. Let us settle this question of the extension 
of time. Is there objection to the gentleman from Illinois EMr. 
'FAVENNER} having 30 minutes more? [After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. The gentleman has 6 minutes left of his 
old hour, and that gives him 36 minutes. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I charge that the Chief of Ordnance, who 
awards these contracts for the Army, has awarded contracts 
running into millions of dollars annually, and he has paid 
private manufacturers, and particularly the Bethlehem Steel 
Co., from 20 to 60 per cent more than these supplies would 
have cost if manufactured in Government plants. The man who 
awards these contracts, Gen. Crozier, was formerly in partner- 
ship with the Bethlehem Steel Co. He took out a patent on 
what is known as the Buffington-Crozier disappearing gun 
carriage, and he and another Army officer, who was, by the way, 
the preceding Chief of Ordnance of the Army, sold that patent 
to the Bethlehem Steel Co. for $10,000; and he went into a 
eontract with the Bethlehem Steel Co. by which he was to receive 
royalties on all of these disappearing gun carriages that should 
be sold to foreign nations. 

Why, gentlemen, the other day I saw where some American, 
who was not even in the employ of the Government, was said to 
have made a great invention, and he was reported as saying, 
“I will not sell my invention to any foreign country. The 
result of my brains in making this invention will be kept for 
my own country.” [Applause.] But here was an Army officer, 
who was educated at the expense of the American people, who 
took his invention, which was perfected in Government work- 
shops at the expense of the American people, going into a con- 
tract with the Bethlehem Steel Co. under which he was to 
receive $1,000 royalty on every gun of a certain bore, $1,500 
royalty on every gun of a different bore, and $2,300 on every 
gun of another bore that should be sold to foreign countries. 


What would happen if the United States should become in- 
volved in a war with one of the countries which might have 
bought the invention upon which this American Army officer 
received a royalty? That same Army officer might have been 
leading a company, and his own men shot down by the guns 
perfected at the expense of the American people, simply in order 
that he might have a royalty on each gun. [Appiause.] I want 
an investigation, and I want him to produce a copy of that 
contract. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Is it not a fact that some of these munition 
concerns have at their head or employed in some capacity men 
who have been educated at Annapolis or West Point? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes; and some are now on the pay roll of 
the Government. If you want to get in touch with the Du Pont 
Powder Co. go out to the telephone booth and call up the Du 
Pont Powder Co., and the man who will answer that call will 
be Gen. Humphrey, a man to-day on the pay roll of the United 
States Government, receiving $6,000 a year, and yet serving the 
Du Pont powder trust. [Applause.] Who's Who” gives the 
address of this Du Pont employee as War Department, Wash- 


ington, D. C.“ 
Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. MILLER of Delaware. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I yield. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. The gentleman from Illinois has 
seen fit to attack Gen. Humphrey by name. I only know him by 
sight and have seen him but a few times at that. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Is the gentleman from Delaware making a 
speech or asking a question? 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I simply want to ask a question. 
Ror ‘the gentleman think that it is fair to criticize a man who 
in the course of his service has been retired by law by reason of 
his age and yet is in the position to make an additional sum nec- 

for his support? Does the gentleman think he ought to 
criticize him? 

Mr. TAVENNER. I not only think it is fair to criticize him 
but I consider that it is my duty. When I see a man on the pay 
roll of the Government serving those who have exploited and 
betrayed the Government, I think it is my duty to point them out 
and ask the American people to look at them. [Applause.] 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I will take the opportunity to con- 
tradict some of the misstatements which the gentleman has 
made. 

Mr. TAVENNER. If you want to know more about the Du 
Pont Powder Co. I will go a little further. 

The Du Ponts and the Government have been in the habit of 
exchanging secrets in the manufacture of powder. Government 
chemists and Government officers are continually experimenting 
to improve the quality of powder, and full information is fur- 
nished the Du Ponts. 

And the Du Ponts were at one time—they are not now—in 
an agreement with a German firm—the United Rheinisch West- 
phalian Gunpowder Mills—to keep it informed of all improve- 
ments in the processes of powder making. 

Here is the actual wording of the contract: 


Tenth. That any and every improvement upon said processes or either 
of them made by either of the parties hereto at any — hereafter 
shall forthwith be imparted to the other of the parties hereto. 

And even this is not all. The Du Ponts agreed to keep the 
German concern informed at all times of all powder furnished 
to the United States Government, stating in detail its quality 
and characteristics, and even the quantity, making themselves, 
to all practical ends, paid informers of a foreign Government. 

Here is the exact language: 

Thirteenth. That the of the second part [the Du Ponts] will, 
‘orm the party of the firs part [the German 
Bi mig for brown powder or . of 
ammonia powder received the parties. of the second part from the 
Aah Sagar of the United States or any other contracting party or 

in detail quantity, price, time of delivery, and and all — 
the requirements that the powder called for in such contract 

As the German Government maintains a strict supervision 
over German military manufacturing concerns, there can be 
little doubt but that the German Government knew of every 
pound of powder we purchased during the life of this agree- 
ment, its exact quality, and exactly the extent of our reserve 
supply. 

I quote the following from an article by Charles Johnson 
Post, in Harper’s Weekly for May 9, ee 
3 over the German 
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knew to a pound what our powder reserves were and what their 
qualities were. 

The names attached to the German contract were Eugene 
du Pont, Francis G. du Pont, H. A. du Pont, William du Pont, 
trading as the E. I. Du Pont de Nemours Co. 

Now, one of the men whose name is signed to this contract 
has been sitting as chairman of the Senate Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. I say it is a crying shame that one of these men 
should be allowed to have anything to do with any part of the 
Government that makes appropriations for the Army or for the 
Navy. [Applause.] 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Delaware will please 
take his seat. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will take care of that. The 
Chair admonishes the gentleman from Illinois that it is against 
the rules of the House to drag into debate the action of Senators 
in another body. 

Mr. TAVENNER. May not the Member do it if it is ina public 
document? 

The SPEAKER. The rules of the House provide that the acts 
of the Senate or Senators shall not be criticized by Members of 
the House. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw 
what I said about the Senator, because I do not wish to violate 
any rule of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws his 
remark about Senator pu Pont. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not know whether the gentleman has 
stated, but I assume he has, where the Du Pont Powder Co. is 
located, in what State and in what congressional district? 

Mr, ‘TAVENNER. It is in the State of Delaware. 

Mr, MANN. If the gentleman from Missouri does not know, 
tell him, for he seems to be ignorant on lots of subjects. 

The SPEAKER. Part of itis in my own district. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GOOD. It is a New Jersey organization. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I would like to ask if the gentle- 
man from Illinois has used all of his time? 

The SPEAKER. He has not. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Will he permit me to ask him a 
few questions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Delaware that a Member does not have to use all of his time. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Illinois yield the 
floor or yield for a question? 

Mr. TAVENNER. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. For a question? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. The remarks you made were 
approximately the same remarks contained in your speech in 
the last Congress, were they not? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Some of them. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. You stated there practically the 
same that you have read here to-day from your manuscript, and 
you quoted from an article by Mr. Post written in the Harper’s 
Weekly, did you not? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes; which article was answered, and 
after which it was unnecessary to change the dotting of an “i” 
or the crossing of a “t.” It was answered by the vice president 
of the Du Pont powder trust, and, after saying that there was 
no Du Pont lobby or anything like it in Washington, he himself 
admitted that he employed an ex-Army officer and an ex-Member 
of Congress to represent the Du Pont powder trust in the 
National Capital. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. It was not my intention to cause 
the gentleman to use so much of his time in reply to that ques- 
tion. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. When one gentleman asks a question of 
another he must submit to an answer. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Do you know the date of the 
contract about which you are trying to draw unfounded in- 
sinuations? 

Mr. TAVENNER. I do not know, I have not given the date here. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Well, you had better be prepared 
to get your knowledge straight when you talk that way. 

Mr. TAVENNER. H. A. du Pont is the same du Pont whose 
signature is attached to that contract, and I say that anyone 
whose signature is attached to an agreement of that kind 
should not be trusted with any Government secrets, because he 


I was going to raise a point of 


betrayed the confidence of the American people and his own: 
country, simply in order that he could make profits. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Will the gentleman permit me 
to enlighten him in his own time as to this contract? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois will please give 
heed to the gentleman from Delaware. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Very well. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware.. I know that you do not want to 
put out a lot of insinuations that are not backed up by the facts. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I have endeavored to state the facts ex- 
actly and specifically. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. You did not state them in connec- 
tion with the German contract you referred to. 

Mr. TAVENNER. I gave the name of the firm. 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. That may be true. I can not 
give the names of firms in as good German as you can. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Delaware that it is against the rules and practice of the House 
to address another Member, using the words “ you” or “ thou.” 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. I regret, Mr. Speaker, thut we 
have both infringed the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER, Members generally learn the rules gradu- 
ally. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield the floor? 

Mr. TAVENNER. I ask unanimous consent that I may be per- 
mitted to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

IT IS NOT A CRIME, BUT A FACT, THAT THR MUNITIONS PATRIOTS FOUNDED 
THE NAVY LEAGUE. 

Mr. TAVENNER. The purpose for which I requested unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp was to go into the personnel of the Navy League and 
show the amazing extent to which men affiliated with concerns 
or industries which stand to profit from “ preparedness” are 
connected with the Navy League. . 

I desire to preface my remarks with the assurance that I am 
not charging, and have never asserted, that it is a crime of any 
kind for stockholders of war-trafficking concerns to be the 
founders and principal backers of the Navy League. I am 
simply stating that it is a fact that they are; the officers of 
the Navy League have been insisting that it was not the fact. 
Col. Thompson, president of the Navy League, and A. H. 
Dadmun, secretary, would have the innocent Navy League 
members and the American public believe that all those who 
have intimated that their organization is connected directly or 
remotely with the Wall Street controlled War Trust are anti- 
patriots. The Navy League, according to Col. Thompson and 
Secretary Dadmun, is backed by “men who will not profit by 
the result of the League’s propaganda.” 

And it is fortunate, indeed, that it is not a crime for men 
who own stock in war-trafficking firms to be affiliated with the 
Navy League, for if it were nearly every one of the great war- 
trafficking firms of the United States would have one of its 
directors or stockholders in the penitentiary. 

I am not contending that the powder, armor, and munitions 
firms have no right to encourage Uncle Sam to buy their wares. 
I am merely insisting that they shall do it in their true capacity 
as armor and munitions merchants and not by working alter- 
nately on the fears and patriotism of the American people, 
making patriotism the means and private profit and private 
graft the end. 

I am not opposing the program of the Navy League because it 
is advocating “ preparedness,” but because of the kind of pre- 
paredness it is advocating. The Navy League is advocating a 
$500,000,000 bond issue for battleships, and so forth, but 
it is not advocating that the taxpayers should receive a dol- 
lar's worth of battleship for every dollar appropriated, or that 
the amount of increased naval appropriations should be raised 
by a tax on incomes or inheritances. The Navy League would 
have us believe this Nation needs every additional ounce of 
fighting force it can possibly obtain, yet it does not advocate 
that the people should be permitted to have a maximum striking 
force or a maximum resisting power for every dollar spent, in- 
stead of only 60 cents’ worth, as they have been receiving. No; 
President Thompson, chairman of the board of directors of the 
International Nickel Co., has never called together J. P. Morgan, 
director of the United States Steel Corporation; Robert Bacon, 
director of United States Steel; Beekman Winthrop, director of 
the Lackawanna Steel Co., and the rest of the present directors 
of the Navy League, to consider the advisability of going on 
record in favor of taking private profit out of war and prepa- 
ration for war by having the Government manufacture its own 
war material. 

And it is not because the matter has not been called to the 
attention of the league. It is nearly two years now since I 
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addressed, on January 16, 1914, a letter to the secretary of the 
League, in part, saying: 

I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 18th instant, 
together with inclosures as to why a powerful Navy At needed. 

5 that you are in good faith in this agitation and really 
desire the largest possible Navy for patriotic reasons, I am going to 
take the W cy Piss suggesting to you that if 1 will inaugurate a move- 
ment for the Government manufacture of all munitions of war, includ- 
ing all battleships, your Ror will strike a much more responsive 
chord with both Members of Congress and the people. 

In other words, if the Government is to do all of the manufacturing 
of munitions of war, including battleships, the point can not then be 
successfully raised that the agitation is for the benefit of the armor 
ring, the ammunition ring, and the Shipbuilding Trust. 

But if you do not advocate the Government manufacture of all 
munitions of war, including battleships, you can not successfully den 
that you are carrying on a propaganda which means millions and 
3 of follars of extortionate profits to the above-mentioned in- 

erests, 

No action, however, has been taken by the League. I believe 
that if Congress should decide to manufacture all of its battle- 
ships, submarines, armor, guns, and munitions and place the 
burden of the cost of the Army and Navy upon incomes and 
inheritances, where it should be placed, the Navy League would 
forthwith close the doors of its lobby in the National Capital and 
its backers would be the loudest to protest against an annual 
expenditure of $250,000,000 for war in time of peace. 

I am not contending that our great financiers who own stock 
in war-trafticking firms and cry out to heaven through the Navy 
League for preparation for war have no patriotism, but I do as- 
sert that it is a very difficult matter to figure out what propor- 
tion of their preparedness agitation is due to love of country and 
what proportion to love of dividends. 

Morgan and business associates of Morgan appear to have 
always been in control of the Navy League, although there 
have at all times been numbered among the officers, directors, 
and honorary vice presidents men whose disinterested patriotism 
is beyond question. And the members of the League as a whole 
can at the very outset be absolyed of any suspicion of taint, 
as it is probable that for the most part they joined the organi- 
zation in the belief its backers were prompted by considerations 
wholly and purely patriotic and that the inspirations of its 
founders were not in any sense directly or remotely associated 
with the business of making and selling armor and cannon. 

Nothing is further from my desire than to be understood as in 
the slightest degree criticizing the action of any Secretary of the 
Navy or Member of Congress in participating in the Navy 
Teague banquets. They did not know that these banquets were 
conducted largely as business ventures, nor were they, in my 
opinion, aware of the interests back of the Navy League. Had 
they been aware of this fact, I doubt whether the attendance 
would have been so large. 


ARMOR-PLATE, MAKERS ARE THE MOST PATRIOTIC PATRIOTS ON EARTH, 


There are but three firms in the United States that manu- 
facture armor plate—Midvale, Bethlehem, and Carnegie com- 
panies—and each of them is represented in the list of 19 men 
who, according to the official journal of the Navy League, were 
the founders of the organization. 

At the time this particular list of 19 founders of the Navy 
League was published there were some 80,000,000 or 90,000,000 
ordinary individuals and thousands of directors of corporations 
in the United States. 

Is it not a rather peculiar coincidence that among those 19 
patriots who stepped forth from all the millions of American 
citizens to save the Republic by advocating larger appropriations 
for battleships, every armor-making concern in the United States 
should be represented? -And that the greater half of the 19 
patriots were connected with firms that would directly profit 
from such propaganda? And that most of those who were not di- 
rectly concerned with such firms were connected in some manner 
with individuals or firms that would profit? To*expect the in- 
telligent men and women of this country to agree with the Navy 
League officials that this was not a peculiar coincidence is to 
assume that the American people are fools. 

Or can it be that we are mistaken, and that the explanation 
of the presence of so many war traffickers among the founders 
of the Navy League is that patriotism just naturally runs to 
armor-plate makers? If the personnel of the Navy League is a 
thermometer registering the quantity and quality of the patriot- 
ism of an individual, then it can not be successfully denied that 
patriotism does run to the armor-plate makers. 

And standing shoulder to shoulder in patriotism with the 
directors and stockholders of armor-plate-making concerns are 
the directors and stockholders of steel, and then of nickel, and 
copper, and zine, and so on down the line. As we proceed to 
analyze the various groups of founders, life members, honorary 
vice presidents, and contributors to the Navy League covering 
its entire existence of 13 years the conviction will be gradually 


driven home to us that patriotism runs to metal, and that the 
Navy League is the magnet which draws together the men who 
make money handling metal in some form or other and who 
want to make more money. After these basic facts are clearly 
established in our minds it will not appear strange, but quite 
the logical thing, that our friend, Col. Robert M. Thompson, the 
president of the New York Metal Exchange, should be the presi- 
dent of the Navy League. 

It is logic indisputable that since patriotism runs to metal 
the head of the greatest metal exchange in the world should 
be the king bee of the greatest and only, real, bona fide, simon- 
pure patriotic organization in the United States. 

The chairman of the board of directors of the International 
Nickel Co. and the president of the New York Metal Exchange 
discovered that the United States was without a Navy away 
back in 1903. Col. Thompson might have been a founder of an 
Army league, or a State militia league, or a national militia 
league, but he was not. He is the chairman of the board of 
directors of the Nickel Trust, and nickel is the most important 
and most expensive metal that goes into armor plate, and armor 
plate is one of the most important and most expensive things 
that go into a dreadnaught, and Col. Thompson became a founder 
of the Navy League. He has been one of the most active heads 
of the Navy League ever since. By a coincidence that is almost 
weird, nickel, that valuable metal which is so indispensable in 
war trafficking, has also always been well to the forefront in 
the makeup of the Navy League of Great Britain. For many 
years Sir Alfred Mond, chairman of the Mond Nickel Co. of 
London, has been the vice-president of the British Navy League. 


NAVY LEAGUE OF UNITED STATES COPIED FOREIGN NAVY LEAGUES. 


The armor, munition, steel, copper, and nickel interests in this 
country are proceeding to make new business in the same manner 
that these interests have operated in other countries. The idea 
of a “navy league” did not originate in this country, but was 
copied from Germany and Great Britain. In both countries the 
moving spirits behind such organizations have been shown to be 
the individuals who would profit from the increased appropria- 
tions for navalism. 

There also are navy leagues in France, Italy, Belgium, Por- 
tugal, and Spain. Those who manufacture guns, armor, and 
battleships realize that there is no better way to agitate for 
increased armaments than by making use of the patriotism of the 
masses. And the munitions patriots find that the most prac- 
tical way to turn patriotism into private profits is to create 
the impression that a certain power is a menace. The more 
definite and immediate the“ menace ” can be pictured the larger 
and quicker the response and the greater the profits. 

THE “ROUND ROBIN” OF THE NAVY LEAGUES. 


Strange to say, the various navy leagues have been on the 
most friendly terms with one another and have cooperated, 
eulogized, and encouraged each other in the most brotherly 
fashion. This is decidedly armoresque. 

The navy leagues of the various powers cooperate with one 
another just as the armament interests do, and there is a reason. 
They are the armament interests, with large memberships of 
sincere, patriotic men and women and many of the most promi- 
nent citizens roped in through false pretense. 

It may be asked how it is to the interest of the armament 
concerns of one country to see another nation enlarging its naval 
building program. It should be remembered that the leading 
nations of the world fix their building programs in proportion to 
the size of the programs of the other powers. If one power 
increases the size of its fleet by two or three dreadnaughts the 
other powers feel that they must do the same. Thus it works 
as an endless chain, and there is no limit save the ultimate 
physical inability of the peoples of the earth to bear the burdens 
of taxation, which in this country are felt in the form of increase 
in the cost of living. 

Admiral Dewey, for instance, says that the fleet of the United 
States should be larger than that of Great Britain by 1925. 
But by 1925 the fleet of Great Britain may be twice its present 
size. If it is a good policy for the United States to have a 
larger fleet than that of Great Britain it is a good thing for 
Great Britain to have a larger fleet than that of the United 
States. And so on. 

The armament interests of one nation, therefore, like nothing 
better than to see a rival nation greatly increase its navy, And 
the navy leagues, being in reality the armament interests, do 
not look with disapproval upon the efforts of foreign navy 
leagues, 

Let us analyze this fraternal spirit which exists among 
navy leagues—and which I endeavored to show existed so ex- 
tensively between powder and armor manufacturers of the 
world in my remarks published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
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on February 15, 1915—and see if we can make head or tail out 
of it. One would think that if the Navy League of the United 
States was wholly sincere in its fear that this country, because 
of its alleged inadequate Navy, is in real danger of destruction 
at the hands of Germany or some other foreign power that 
the last thing that the navy league officers would want to 
see would be a propaganda in Germany to greatly increase the 
naval forces of that country. 

Yet the Navy League of the United States, through its 
official organ, the Navy League Journal, has enthusiastically 
lauded the work and the spirit and the results of the propa- 
ganda carried on by the British Navy League, the Deutscher 
Flooten-Verein (the German Navy League), Ligue Maritime 
Francaise (the French Navy League), Lega Navale Italiana 
(the Italian Navy League), Ligue Maritime Belge (the Belgian 
Navy League), Liga Naval Portugueza (the Portuguese Navy 
League), and Liga Maritima Española (the Spanish Navy 
League). And I have no doubt there are Japanese and Chinese 
navy leagues, too, if I could but find some one to interpret the 
contents of thelr newspapers and navy journals. As between 
3 the navy leagues are most brotherly and Christian- 
ike. 

Upon the death of Gen. Henry H. Boyce, secretary of the 
Navy League of the United States, in 1903, the league received 
the following condolences from the German Navy League: 

BUSINESS HEADQUARTERS OF THE GERMAN Navy LEAGUE, 
Berlin, October 20, 1903, 


To the Navy Leacur or THE UNITED STATES, 
82 Broadway, New York City: 


We have seen in the 2 with sincere 1 — thy, that your 
business chairman, Herr Gen. Henry H. Boyce, has lost his life through 
an a 1 5 8 who labored for 


t. We — that this en 
your cause with such real zeal and ability, has been taken away from 
you, Requiescat in pace. 


We trust that the successor of Herr Boyce may be equally as kindly 
disposed toward our Navy League, and that he will also observe 
the motto, “ May peace ever be maintained between the United States 


With the greatest respect, 


‘ENGES, 
ie oe General in 1 meee and 
Business irman of the German Navy League. 

You will notice from this missive that navy leagues have 
“ business headquarters” and that the “business chairman” of 
the German Navy League hopes that the new business secretary 
of the Navy League of the United States will be as “ kindly dis- 
posed toward the German Navy League” as Gen. Boyce had 
been. 

The Navy League Journal, the official organ of the Navy 
League of the United States, time and again points admiringly 
to the work of the German Navy League. The German Navy 
League helped to bring about the present German Navy. 

While its officers do not say so in so many words, the Navy 
League of the United States would now have us believe that we 
are in the greatest danger from the German Navy, and that we 
ought to rush through Congress a $500,000,000 bond issue for 
battleships, and so forth. 

The Navy League Journal for December, 1903, referred to the 
work of the German Navy League in a spirit of profound admira- 
tion, concluding as follows: 


Without ange! baie ge it may be asserted that to the German Na 


1 more to emy other influence besides, is due the fast an 
who. me growth of the German Navy. 


The Navy League Journal might have added for the benefit 
of the American war-trading gentry: 

See what the German Navy League has done in the way of making 
business and profit for the German armor and munitions makers. Come 
along, tlemen, with your contributions to the aie Me e of the 
United States. It will bring the same results for you t the German 
Navy League brought for the German armor and munitions makers. 

In the Navy League Journal of July, 1903, the first issue of 
the league’s official organ ever published, I find the following: 

ermany, ks to enlightened statesmanship and the rt 
of the publ et most of mi on account ot the aorta the Poken 
3 w un we 
emulate “this conntry, may be looked upon as the fourth sea power 
© world, 

What better inducement could have been offered our armor- 
plate makers, our powder and gun manufacturers, and our 
battleship builders to make liberal contributions to the Navy 
League of the United States than this promise “to emulate in 
this country“ the “astounding results” of the German Navy 
League? 

The American munitions makers saw the point, and within 
the year following the first appearance of the Navy League 
Journal the Schwabs and the J. P. Morgans, the Thompsons 
and the Astors, the Cleveland H. Dodges, and the Midvale Steel 
companies, stepped forward as true patriots and enrolled them- 
selves as founders and life members, directors and contributing 


members, ordinary members and honorary vice presidents, their 
patriotism fired by the hope and expectation that the Navy 
League of the United States would bring them as large profits 
as the German Nayy League had brought their brother war 
traders in Germany. 

For 13 years the Navy League of the United States has been 
pushing its “emulation” of the parent navy league just as 
fast as the sentiment in a democracy would permit, and it may 
be said that the results now bid fair to be “ astounding.” The 
profits to the munitions patriots will in all probability be 
equally “astounding.” 

But is not this “round robin” of the navy leagues a most 
impressive picture of the failure of our boasted civilization to 
really civilize? It has been said that “there is no‘politics in 
business,” and this “business” of the navy leagues of the 
“ civilized ” world is the supreme exhibition of the truth of 
this old saying that there is no principle in greedy trade. 
Think for a moment of these British, French, German, Italian, 
and Spanish navy leagues thus clasping hands around the 
world to stimulate armies and navies so that they may be able 
at the least provocation to destroy the tens of thousands of 
innocent, thoughtless people who are actually believing in and 
supporting these organizations as their protectors! 

Instead of encouraging and stimulating each other to work 
for an annual increase of death-dealing machinery and arma- 
ment, why do they not adopt the reverse effort and suggest to 
each nation an annual reduction of the armament which leads 
to that infamous business of war, by which millions are de- 
stroyed and ruined in order that a few thousands may wickedly 
live on ill-gotten riches and power? 

And the only answer the backers of the Navy League will 
make to us, if they make it truthfully, will be: “It does not 
pay.” 

FROM WALL STREET TO THE PRESIDENT’S CABINET AND BACK AGAIN. 


In tracing the business connections of the men behind the 
Navy League one can not avoid being impressed by the number 
of instances in recent years in which those identified with the 
steel and armor making concerns find their way into the official 
life of the Navy Department, the Department of Justice, and 
even the Department of State. 

And the frequency with which ex-officials of these depart- 
ments find their way into the employment of the steel and 
armor plate makers is no less impressive. 

There is, in fact, a well-beaten path between the armor and 
steel makers and the executive departments enumerated, each 
of which plays such an important part in molding the policies 
of the Government and in the long run the destiny of the 
Republic. 

At least two recent Secretaries of State were affiliated with 
steel and armor plate concerns, either before or after their sery- 
ice in the Cabinet of the President of the United States. Their 
portraits hang in the gorgeous reception room at the State De- 
partment, and each is twice the size of that of Thomas Jefferson, 
which occupies a less-conspicuous space near by. 

It is not my purpose to comment either favorably or ad- 
versely, but to present facts—facts which I consider important 
enough to call to the attention of the American people; other- 
wise I would not present them. 

One of the portraits to which I have reference is that of 
Robert Bacon, who is now a director of the United States Steel 
Corporation, which controls the armor-making Carnegie Steel 
Co. Mr. Bacon is also a director of the Navy League. J. P. 
Morgan is his fellow director on both the Navy League and 
United States Steel. For 10 years previous to his appointment 
as Assistant Secretary of State Mr. Bacon was a member of the 
firm of J. P. Morgan & Co., 23 Wall Street, New York. Mr. 
Bacon was Assistant Secretary of State under Elihu Root, from 
1905 to 1909, excepting for the period between January 27 and 
March 6, 1909, when he was Secretary of State, succeeding Mr. 
Root, who had been elected to the Senate. In addition to his 
present connection with United States Steel, Mr. Bacon is a 
director of the Fulton Chain Railway Co., Fulton Navigation 
Co., Nassau Light & Power Co., Racquette Lake Railway Co., and 
a trustee of the Bank for Savings in the city of New York. 
Before and after his service in the State Department Mr. Bacon 
was a director of the Northern Securities Co., which was organ- 
ized in 1901 with a capitalization of 8395, 400, 000 to invest in and 
hold securities of other corporations. The primary purpose of its 
organization, however, was to act as “holding company” for 
the stocks of the Northern Pacific Railway Co., but in March, 
1904, the United States Supreme Court declared the com- 
to be a combination in violation of the antitrust act, 
in 1904 the stockholders voted to reduce the capital stock 


1915. 
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The second portrait to which I refer is that of Philander C. 
Knox, which hangs by that of Blihu Root. 

In 1900, and for the 10 years previous, Mr. Knox was the 
attorney for the Carnegie Steel Co., one of the three firms 
comprising the armor ring in the United States. On April 9, 
1901, Mr. Knox became Attorney General of the United States. 
His appointment had been recommended to President McKinley 
by Andrew Carnegie. The United States Steel Corporation was 
formed at almost the very date Mr. Knox became Attorney 
General. No prosecution was ever started against the steel cor- 
poration as long as Mr. Knox was Attorney General. It is 
fair to say that the prosecution against the Steel Trust that 
was started after he left the office of Attorney General was not 
sustained in the courts, 

This information was extracted from Andrew Carnegie with 
the greatest difficulty while he was testifying before the Stanley 
steel investigating committee on January 11, 1912, Much of 
this information, little as it is, would probably not have been 
obtained had not Mr. Carnegie’s memory been refreshed by his 
counsel, Judge Reed. 

The following extracts from Mr. Carnegie’s testimony are 
of interest: 

Mr. McGitticcuppy. I understood you to say hrade aca you did 
not know the effects or the scope of the antitrust law that was passed 
in 1890. That is true, isn’t it? 

Mr. CARNEGIE, Certainly it is. 
upon that. 

Mr. Carnegie took the attitude he knew little or nothing 
about the existence of the Sherman antitrust law. He said he 
thought it applied to railroads. Mr. Carnegie parried most of 
the questions put to him, and apparently desired the committee 
to get the impression that he considered his appearance before 
the committee as something in the nature of a lark. 

Mr. McGiruicuppy, one of the members of the investigating 
committee, at one point sharply reprimanded Mr. Carnegie, 
warning him to desist from further “ nonsense.” Mr. MCGILLI- 
cuppy thought it strange that Mr. Carnegie’s counsel had not 
informed him of so important an antitrust measure as the 
Sherman law, and pursued the point over several pages of the 
printed testimony of the hearings. 

Mr. McGiuurcuppy. Was Philander C. Knox one of the attorneys of 
the Carnegie Co. from 1890 to 1900? 

Mr. CARNEGIE (turning to his counsel, Judge Reed). Was he, Judge? 

Judge Rexp. Yes. 

Mr. Carneoir. His partner, Judge Reed, tells me so. 

Mr. McGinbicuppy. The partner you speak of is the attorney who 
ars for you now to-day, Judge Reed? 


r. CARNEGIE. Yes; Judge Reed. 
. * * * * * * 


Mr. McGinuicuppy. During all that time did any of the members 
of that firm (Knox & Reed) advise you with reference to the antitrust 
law of 1890? 

Mr. Carnnzeoig. I never heard a word from any of them. 

* * * * . * s 

Mr. McGinuiiceppy. Did you recommend that same attorney, Philan- 
der C. Knox, for appointment as Attorney General of the United States 
later on? 

Mr. CARNEGIE, I never did 

Judge REED. Yes; you did, Mr. Carnegie; pardon me. 

Mr. CARNEGIE. Did I? [Laughter.] 

Judge Reep. Certainly. You wrote a letter for him to President 
McKinley. 

* 


A more ignorant man never lived 


ap 


. . * * . * 
Mr. McGitLuicuppy. At the same time that Mr. Knox went into the 
Cabinet of the President of the United States, did Mr. Reed, the 
other partner, go into the directorate of the United States Steel Co.? 

Mr. CARNEGIE., I am unable to answer that. 

Mr, McGILLiccppy, You may consult with Mr. Reed. 

Judge REED, Yes. 

Mr. McGriLuicuppy, That is true, is it? 

Judge REED. Certainly. 

Mr. McCGILLICUDDY. Then the two attorneys that your company had 
for these 10 years, from 1890 to 1900, one of them went into the 
Cabinet of the President of the United States and the other went into 
the directorate of the United States Stecl Co. Is that right? 

Mr. Carnecin. So the Judge says. 

Mr. McGILLicuppy. You have no doubt that is true? 

Mr. CARNEGIE., Anything he says is true. 

Mr. McGituicuppy, After that eon (United States Steel) 
was formed, during the entire McKinley administration, while Mr. 
Knox was Attorney General, no prosecution of ag | kind was insti- 
tuted against the United States Steel Corporation that you know of? 
That is true? 

Mr. CARNEGIE. I suppose it is. I never heard of any. 


Mr. Knox was Attorney General from April 9, 1901, to June 
30, 1904, was elected to the United States Senate in 1905, re- 
signing in 1909 to become Secretary of State. 

Herbert L. Satterlee, a brother-in-law of J. P, Morgan, direc- 
tor United States Steel, and general counsel for the Navy 
League, was formerly an Assistant Secretary of the Navy. 

Beekman Winthrop, director of the Navy League, left the po- 
sition of Assistant Secretary of the Navy and became a director 
of the Lackawanna Steel Co. Lackawanna has greatly profited 
from the European war. The Wall Street Journal on August 
24, 1915, stated that the concern’s earnings for the year should 


be around $10,000,000. Large orders for rails from Russia and 
shrapnel bars from France were reported to have been received. 
The stock has advanced from 28 early in 1915 to 80 on January 
3, 1916. 

W. H. Brownson, retired rear admiral, now drawing $6,000 a 
year from the Government, is a director of the International 
Nickel Co. 

Charles F. Humphrey, who receives $6,000 a year from the 
Government as retired major general, is an employee of the 
Du Pont Powder Co. E. G. Buckner, vice president of the Du 
Pont Co., testified before a committee of Congress that he em- 
ployed Gen. Humphrey at Washington to “look after such 
little details as getting information from all of the depart- 
ments.” 

WAR TRAFFICKERS FIND EMPLOYMENT OF NAVY OFFICERS A GOOD IX- 
VESTMENT. 

Wheneyer there has been an investigation by Congress of the 
Navy Department—and there has not been one for a good many 
years—the investigators incidentally turned up information 
showing that Navy officers were secretly connected with the 
armor-making concerns. 

The Senate Committee on Naval Affairs of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress in 1897 was doing a little investigating into the reason- 
ableness of the cost of armor and discovered that 8 or 10 naval 
officers were on the pay rolls of armor and steel companies and 
at the same time on the pay roll of the Government. 

When an officer received an offer to go into the employment of 
a private firm haying dealings with the Navy Department, it 
was the custom to obtain leave of absence with what was known 
as waiting-orders pay, which amounted to $2,300 a year, the 
officer at the same time receiving a salary usually of $5,000 or 
$6,000 a year in addition from the war trading firm with which 
he had taken employment, Lieut. ©. A. Stone, even after having 
retired from the Navy and taken employment with the Carnegie 
Steel Co., for a time kept his desk in the Bureau of Ordnance at 
the Navy Department. Lieut. J. F. Meigs resigned from the 
Navy and went into the employment of the Bethlehem Iron Co. 

The most deeply involved of all was Commander William M. 
Folger, former Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance. He was many 
times in the employment of the armor and projectile concerns, 
receiving both salary and blocks of stock. He was employed 
by the Gatling Gun Co. as their European agent for two years 
on a salary; by the Simonds Rolling Machine Co. for about six 
months, in London, his expenses being paid and an interest in 
the business given him in the shape of stock in the company, 
which was profitable and paid good dividends. He was also 
mechanical adviser, on a salary, for the American Projectile Co. 

Commander Folger’s connection with the Harvey Steel Co. 
was severely criticized. After assisting and advising the Harvey 
Steel Co. in many ways while Chief of Ordnance and negotiating 
contracts as Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance with the Harvey 
Co., Commander Folger resigned as Chief of Ordnance and be- 
came an employee of the Harvey Steel Co., meanwhile, however, 
also receiving a salary of $2,300 from the Government. Folger's 
salary from the Harvey Co. was to be $5,000 a year, and he 
was given $20,000 worth of stock in the Harvey Co., which stock 
paid 20 per. cent dividends from its receipts from the United 
States Government alone. 

Commander Folger testified that while he was Chief of 
Ordnance he had many offers to go into the employment of the 
steel and armor companies, including offers from the Carnegie 
Steel Co. and the Bethlehem Iron Co., the only two firms manu- 
facturing armor at that time. 

In accepting the following offer from the Harvey Steel Co. 
Commander Folger accepted the offer of the firm to which he 
had given the most yaluable service while Chief of the Bureau 
of Ordnance. 


Harvey Sree. Co., 
No. 52 Wall Street, New York, December 28, 1892. 
Commander Wa. M. FOLGER. 

My Dear Sin: I am instructed by the board, of directors of this com- 
pany to invite you to accept the office of consulting engineer to our 
company on ordnance and armor plate and such other matters as may 
come under our patents whenever you are at liberty to so act. 


We shall be happy to meet you then and arrange the terms with you. 
Yours, very truly, 


H, A. HARVEY, 
President of the Harvey Stcel Co. 

When Hilary A. Herbert became Secretary of the Navy and 
heard of Folger’s connection with the Harvey Co. he recalled 
him to active service. Commander Folger was retired as rear 
admiral June 30, 1905, and therefore is now, and has been for 
the last 10 years, receiving $6,000 a year from the Government 
as a retired rear admiral. 

Relative to the custom of Army and Navy officials to take 
employment with private firms Commander Folger testified as 
follows (54th Cong., S. Rept. 1453, p. 338, hearings) : 
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Senator MCMILLAN: Was it not and is it not customary. in the Navy, 
for officers to obtain leave of absence and to take employment from. 


com es outside? 

i FOLGER: Very generally so. 

Senator MCMILLAN: And so 185 is in pes Army? ` 
Mr. Fotcrr. So it has been in the Ar 

Senator MCMILLAN.. I have known several cases of that kind. 


Mr. Foucrer. They are so employed very often. 


In these same hearings (p. 454) Charles M. Schwab, then: 


vice president and general manager of the Carnegie Steel Co., 
now president of the Bethlehem Steel Corporation, gave some 


illuminating testimony on the subject of the absence of honest 


competition: between the only two armor concerns in the United 
States at that time—Carnegie and Bethlehem: 


Senator BLACKBURN. Is there any com 
in this country as between 5 and the Bethlehem Co.? 

Mr. Scuwaz. No, sir; assuredly, not. We have always had an un- 
derstanding in that matter. We 70 Carnegie) 2 take à contract that 
we do not consult with the Bethlehem about i 

Senator BLACKBURN. asked if there is competition? 

Mr. Senwan. No, sir; there is no competition. I want to be quite 
fair on that point. 


These same hearings (pp. 155 and 353) brought out the fact: 


that former Secretary of the Navy B. F. Tracy, after having: 


made a large contract as Secretary of the Navy with the Car- 
negie Co., without: advertisement or any attempt to obtain com- 
petitive bidding; entered the employ of both the Carnegie Co. and 
the Harvey Co. as-counsel. 


BIG EXODUS OF! ARMY‘ OFFICERS: TO MUNITIONS! PLANTS. SINCB: OUTBREAK 
OF EUROPEAN WAR. 


I do not pretend to know the number of ex Army and Navy 
officers now connected with munitions. manufacturers. There 
are more of such instances to-day, I believe, than at any time 


in the history of the Government. A very considerable amount 


of the munitions that are going to the allies: from the United 


States is being made under the supervision of ex-officers: of, 


the American Army and Navy, who have resigned their official 


positions to take employment at two, three, four, or more times 


their former salaries. 


This exodus from the ranks of the best-trained officers: of the 


Army was permitted by the War Department, the officials of 
which take the ground that it is to the interest of the Govern- 


ment to have highly trained men in the: plants of the private 
manufacturers which may be called upon in the emergency of 


war, but which, however, also have dealings with: the: Govern: 
ment in time of peace: 

The policy, of the War Department is in a measure in con- 
flict with the opinion of the report of the United States Senate 


Committee on Naval Affairs, Which in 1896-97 investigated the 


armor industry and found so many retired naval officials in the 
employ of the armor manufacturers. 

The naval bill which became a law June 10, 1896,. prohibited 
any; naval officer on the active or retired list from taking em- 
ployment with concerns having dealings with the Government. 
The provision reads as follows: 


And provided further, That hereafter no payment shall be made 
from appropriations. made by Congress to any officer in the Navy or 
Marine Corps, on the active or af oS ed list, while- such officer is em- 
ployed, after June 30, 1897, REEN A on or company furnishing 
naval s es or war material to vernment; and such: employ- 
ment is hereby made unlawful 5 5 said date. 


There is, however, no similar legislation with reference: to 
Army officers, the absence of which makes possible instances 


like: that of Gen. Humphrey, who is on the pay roll of both the 


Du Pont Powder Co. and the Government. 

On the subject of: retired. naval officers. taking employment 
with concerns having dealings with the Government, the Senate 
Committee on Naval Affairs, following its discovery of a great 
deal of this practice in 1896-97, had the following to say in its 
report made to the Senate on February 11, 1897 (S. Rept. 
1453, 54th Cong., 2d sess.) : 

No man can well serve two masters, and if contractors having large 
dealings 75 a fit as i of the Government can take into their em- 


solely by persons wholl 
violated by a custom which allows one side to take into its pecuniary 
employment a representative of the other side. 

An. effort was made in the debate to draw a distinction between offi- 
cers on the active list and officers on the retired list. The committee 


obligation to render any service for the retired pay which they) 
receive for life, amounting usually to three-fourths of their active duty 
ay, yet they remain a part of the Navy of 752 United States, available 
n any 2 of war; ae are entitled to wear their 1 
pous occasions and are access: to every bureau of thi 


allo 
avy Department, om the theory that they are still ready to serve the 


tition in the price of armor 


Hh ppg oan 


into o 


department in its: dealings with such contractor and 
ment at his mercy’ in making: bargains, . which tantia 
entered into with, the representatives of one. side. 1 See — —— 
the negotiations. 

Personally I do not believe that either the War or Navy De- 
partments should accept the resignations of officers who desire 
to enter employment: with concerns having dealings with the 
Government. Army and Navy officers are but human, and if 
they know that by winning the favor of private war trafficking 
firms: they: may be taken into their employment at two, three, 
or four times their present salaries they are not likely to be as 
insistent upon holding out for all that the public is entitled to 
as they. would otherwise be. In a.few words, this policy places 
a premium upon serving the interest of the war trading firms 
instead of serving the interest of their employers, the American 
taxpayers, who have paid for their special training and are 
entitled to the full benefit thereof. 

Furthermore, the basis of the policy of accepting resigna- 
tions under the conditions noted is the assumption that the 
Government is going to continue to give the maximum amount 
of contracts for war materials to private plants and manufac- 
ture the minimum amount in Government arsenals, navy yards, 
and shipbuilding plants. 

T believe this assumption is entirely erroneous. I realize full 
well, however, that the great majority of the Army and Navy 
officials view the proposition of ‘complete Government manufac- 
ture of war materials with derision and contempt and that this 
view-is fully shared by those Army and Navy journals that rely 
upon the advertising of the great war trafficking firms for their 
principal revenue. But unless I mistake the temper of the 
American people, the days of the war traffickers: are numbered. 
That great giant, public sentiment, is slow to act; but if I read. 
the signs aright the giant has already begun to stir.. Once 
aroused, the sentiment. of the American people is bigger and 
stronger even than the forces of the war traffickers, and these 
forces are strong, for they have behind them: every last ounce 
of the strength of big business and special privilege. In fact, 
the war traffickers are big business and special privilege com- 
bined, supported by the sentiment of the naval and military 
aristocracy. ' 

Government manufacture of war munitions is coming—com- 
ing with a seven-league-boot. stride, and gaining impetus every 
hour.. This movement was slow in starting, but it will ulti- 
mately bowl over all the obstructions and obstructionists that 
are in its path. The masses are long suffering. Already they 
have suffered too long, and their temper now will not permit of 
long delay. Unless: this Nation should be plunged in war and 
attention diverted, the policy of Government manufacture is 
not far away, so let us retain our Army and Navy officers who- 
have been speeially trained in the manufacture of munitions of 
war to take charge of Government plants. 


GOVERNMENT BT WAR TRAPFICKERS FOR .WAR TRAFFICKERS. 


I believe that as long as the American people permit private 
profit and private graft to remain in the war-trafficking industry 
there is bound to be more or less government by the war traders. 
No matter how vigilant the people may be, and the people as a 
mass are not at all vigilant in matters of this kind, the war 
traders will manage to get their friends into those offices which 
come into direct or indirect contact with the war-trading busi- 
ness. There is no practical way of knowing whether an official 
does or does not own stock in -war-traflicking firms. He may hold 
stock in the name of a relative or a friend. 

The Army and Navy Journal, which is read chiefly by Army 
and Navy officers, regularly carries advertisements of stock- 
brokerage firms which make a specialty of powder, munitions, 
and ordnance stocks. Here is a sample which I clipped rom the 
Army and Navy Journal, August 7, 1915, page 1572: 

Our 56-Page Booklet on 
ORDNANCE STOCKS 


a complete statistical data on all the der and’ munition 
e pe ren io nies’ securi distribution. 


ties now ready for 

| Ask for Booklet Vo. 123. 

GILBERT Entorr & Co., 
SPECIALISTS. 


27 Pine St., N. X. Tel. John 6210. 


Iz it reasonabie that the stock brokers would pay to have an 
advertisement of this character published week after week if 


1915. 
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there were no returns? One broker advertised that he made “a 
specialty of handling the Army and Navy trade.” 

Where there are huge private profits on one side and only prin- 
ciple on the other, as in this case, private profits will, in most 
cases, take the precedence. If the people wish to insure them- 
selves against all form of government by armor plate, cannon, 
and munitions makers, there is but one way they can do it, and 
that is by taking private profit out of war and preparation for 
war by having the Government manufacture its own materials 
for the Army and Navy. 

The profits of the munitions trade are greatest in war, and 
therefore it is to their interest to have nations at war. The 
more war, the more profits, 

Behind the war trust is the most powerful group of men in 
the United States, if not in the world, Its control is in the 
hands of the same group of money kings that rule the insur- 
ance companies, the great banks, express companies, telegraph 
companies, railroads, and steamship lines. To realize the colos- 
sal power of the capitalists behind the steel, armor, ammunition, 
and shipbuilding companies and recall the desperate ends to 
which more than one investigation has revealed they will go to 
satisfy their sordid greed for gold, and then to contemplate that 
the United States in war means more in dollars to this group 
than the United States in peace, is enough to justify the most 
optimistic man to tremble for the peace of this patriotic and 
Christian people. 

And if war should come, what a monstrous proposition it 
would be which would require one group of citizens to go to 
war and sacrifice their lives for the State while another and 
smaller group—the war traffickers principally responsible for 
the war—remained at home becoming immensely rich. 

Nationalization of the manufacture of munitions would un- 
doubtedly have prevented the present strained relations with 
Germany. The cause of the strained relations is that Germany 
is sinking ships. Germany has been sinking ships principally 
to prevent American-made ammunition from reaching her ene- 
mies. Thus, in order that a comparatively few may make 
private profit, the peace of 100,000,000 is placed in jeopardy, 

It is to the interest of only the few to leave profit in war 
and preparation for war, while it is to the interest of the entire 
earth’s population to take it out. 


STEEL. 


The following are the steel companies which have representa- 
tion in the Navy League: 

1. United States Steel Corporation, represented through J. P. 
Morgan, director of Navy League and United States Steel; Robert 
Bacon, director of Navy League and United States Steel; Elbert 
H. Gary, contributor to Navy League and chairman of the board 
of directors and chairman finance committee United States 
Steel; Henry C. Frick, honorary vice president Navy League 
and director United States Steel; George F. Baker, jr., con- 
tributor to Navy League and son of director of United States 
Steel. The late J. P. Morgan was a founder, contributor, and 
director of the Navy League and the organizer and a director of 
United States Steel. Charles M. Schwab, who is shown in 
Moody's Manual for 1903 as then president of United States 
Steel, is shown by the official journal of the Navy League for 
1903 to have been one of the founders of the league in July of 
the same year, 

2. Bethlehem Steel Corporation, represented through Charles 
M. Schwab, one of the founders of the Navy League and presi- 
dent of Bethlehem, which controls the San Francisco Dry Dock 
Co., the Union Iron Works Dry Dock Co. of San Francisco, the 
Fore River Shipbuilding Co., Harlan & Hollingsworth Corpora- 
tion, and the Titusville Forge Co. Bethlehem is also represented 
in the Navy League through Allan A. Ryan, contributor to the 
Nayy League and director of Bethlehem; George R. Sheldon, 
honorary vice president of the Navy League and director of 
Bethlehem; Charles F. Brooker, a former honorary vice president 
of the Navy League and stockholder of Bethlehem. The above 
held stock in Bethlehem on September 27, 1915, as follows: 
Charles M. Schwab, 88,451 shares; Allan A. Ryan & Co., 13,910. 
Charles F. Brooker held 474 shares on April 10, 1915. Robert H. 
Sayre, a former general manager of Bethlehem, was a life mem- 
ber of the Navy League, and Lieut. J. F. Meigs, resigned, an em- 
ployee of Bethlehem, was a life member. 

8. Carnegie Steel Co., represented through those connected 
with the United States Steel Corporation, of which it is an under- 
lying company, and was also represented before its connection 
with United States Steel through ex-Secretary of the Navy Ben- 
jamin F. Tracy, attorney for the Carnegie Co. and one of the 
founders of the Navy League, and indirectly through Albert B. 
crs dei and James R. Soley, who were associated with Mr. 

acy. 


4. Harvey Steel Co., represented through S. S. Palmer, one 
of the founders of the Navy League and president of the Harvey 
Co., and through ex-Secretary Tracy, who was also the attorney 
for Harvey Co. The Harvey Co. was therefore also indirectly 
represented through Mr. Boardman and Mr. Soley. 

5. Lackawanna Steel Co., represented through Beekman Win- 
throp, director of Lackawanna and director of the Navy League, 
gnd through Ogden L. Mills, contributor to the Navy League and 
director of Lackawanna. James Speyer, life member of Navy 
League, was until recently a director of Lackawanna. 

6. Cambria Steel Co., represented until recently by E. T, 
Stotesbury, of the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co. Mr. Stotesbury 
was a director of Cambria and honorary vice president of the 
Navy League, 

7. Midvale Steel Co., one of the founders of the Navy League. 

8. Eastern Steel Co., represented through Harry Payne Whit- 
ney, one of the founders of the Navy League and director of 
Eastern Steel. 

9. Pennsylvania Steel Co., represented through E. T. Stotes- 
bury, member of firm of J. P. Morgan & Co., honorary vice presi- 
dent of the Navy League, and director of Pennsylvania Steel. 

10. Pacific Hardware & Steel Co., represented through D. H. 
Kane, life member of Navy League and formerly director Pacific 
Hardware & Steel Co. 

11. Federal Steel Co., represented through E. H. Gary, con- 
8 7 to Navy League and president and director of Federal 

eel, 

12. Illinois Steel Co., represented through E. H. Gary, con- 
tributor to Navy League and director of Illinois Steel. 

13. Minnesota Steel Co., represented through E. H. Gary, con- 
tributor to Navy League and director of Minnesota Steel. 

14. Union Steel Co., represented through E. H. Gary, con- 
tributor to Navy League and director of Union Steel. 

15. American Steel & Wire Co., New Jersey, underlying prop- 
— of United States Steel Corporation. (See United States 

teel.) 


16. Union Steel Co., underlying property of United States Steel 
Corporation. (See United States Steel.) 

17. National Steel Co., underlying property of United States 
Steel Corporation. (See United States Steel.) 

18. National Tube Co., underlying property of United States 
Steel Corporation. (See United States Steel.) 

19. American Tin Plate Co., underlying property of United 
States Steel Corporation. (See United States Steel.) 

20. American Sheet Steel Co., underlying property of United 
States Steel Corporation. (See United States Steel.) 

21. Lake Superior Consolidated Iron Mines Co., underlying 
eee of United States Steel Corporation. (See United States 
Steel. 

22. Shelby Steel Tube Co., underlying property of United 
States Steel Corporation. (See United States Steel.) 

23. Tennesse Coal, Iron & Railroad Co., underlying property 
of United States Steel Corporation. (See United States Steel.) 


COPPER, 
Robert M. Thompson, founder, honorary vice president 
19038-1909, director 1904-1914, chairman executive committee 
5 president Navy League 1915: President Orford Cop- 


per Co. 

Andrew Fletcher, jr., member W. & A. Fletcher Co., life 
members Navy League: Director Union Copper Co. 

Rodolphe Agassiz, honorary vice president Navy League 1915: 
Director La Salle Copper Co.; director Superior Copper Co.;: 
director Centennial Copper Mining Co.; president and director 
Isle Royale Copper Co.; vice president and director White Pine 
Copper Co. : 

William A. Clark, director Navy League 1914-15: President 
and director United Verde Copper Co. 

Cleveland H. Dodge, life member Navy League: Director 
Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co.; vice president and di- 
rector Detroit Copper Mining Co.; director Moctezuma Copper 
Co. ; vice president Phelps, Dodge & Co. 

J. H. Harding, contributor to Navy League: Director Amalga- 
mated Copper Co. 

A. C. James, life member Navy League: Vice president and 
director Burro Mountain Copper Co.; vice president and director 
Copper Queen Consolidated Mining Co.; vice president and di- 
rector Moctezuma Copper Co.; director Detroit Copper Mining 
Co. of Arizona. 

E. Meyer, jr., contributor to Navy League: Director Braden 
Copper Mines Co.; director Inspiration Consolidated Copper 
Co.; director Utah Copper Co. 

ZINC, LBAD, AND BRASS, 

E. T. Stotesbury, honorary vice president Navy League 1915: 

Director Riverside Metal Co. 
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W. J. Matheson, contributor to Navy League: President and 
director Matheson Lead Co. 

A. C. James, life member: Director American Brass Co. 

Charles F. Brooker, honorary vice president 1909: President 
and director American Brass Co. 

Rodolphe Agassiz, honorary vice president 1915: Director 
United Zine & Chemical Co. 

S. S. Palmer, founder: President and director Empire Zine Co.; 
treasurer and director Mineral Point Zinc Co.; president and 
director New Jersey Zine Co. 

H. W. Hayden, contributing member: President and director 
Manhattan Brass Co. 

Myron T. Herrick, honorary vice president 1903-1909, 1915: 
Director United Zine & Chemical Co. 

Cleveland H. Dodge, life member of Navy League: Director 
American Brass Co. 

NICKEL, 

Seward Prosser, contributor to Navy League: Director Inter- 
national Nickel Co. 

Robert M. Thompson, president Navy League 1915, founder, 
honorary vice president 1903-1909, director 1904-1914: Chair- 
man board International Nickel Co. 


COAL AND MINING. 


Benjamin F. Tracy, founder; president, 1903-4; director, 
1903-1907; honorary vice president, 1907: Director Cornucopia 
Mines of Oregon, director Tennessee Coal, Iron & Railroad Co. 

Allen S. Apgar, life member; treasurer, 1903-4; director, 
1903-4: Director Oatka Mining Co. 

- Robert M. Thompson, president 1915; contributed $1,000 June 
10, 1915; founder; honorary vice president, 1903-1909; director, 
1904-1914: Director Massey Station Mining Co. 

Charles M. Schwab, founder of Navy League: Director Ameri- 
can Mining Co., director Minnesota Iron Co., director Mont- 
gomery-Shoshone Consolidated Mining Co. 

Harry Payne Whitney, founder of Navy League: Director 
Western Mining Co. 

Levi P. Morton, life member, honorary vice president, 1909: 
Director Panama Coal Co. 

E. D. Morgan, life member: President and director Candelaria 
Mining Co., director Phillipsburg Coal & Land Co. 

Thomas H. Hubbard, life member, honorary vice president 
1909: Director Acadia Coal Co., vice president and director 
Lookout Fuel Co. 

Frederic deP. Foster, life member: President and director 
Miller Mining & Smelting Co. 

W. & A. Fletcher Co., life members: W. Fletcher is treasurer 
and director Consolidated Iron Works, A. Fletcher is vice presi- 
dent and director Consolidated Iron Works. 

W. R. Addicks, contributing member; director, 1912-1914: 
Director National Coal & Coke Co. 

Thomas W. Stiles, contributing member: Director Low Moor 
Tron Co. of Virginia. 

Timothy L. Woodruff, founder: Treasurer and director Oatka 
Mining Co. 

S. S. Palmer, founder: Director Bertha Mineral Co., president 
and director McDonald Land & Mining Co. 

George W..Young, life member: Director Buffalo Hump Min- 
ing Co., director Clarksburg Fuel Co., director Federal Mining 
& Smelting Co., director Trinity County Gold Mining Co., di- 
rector C. K. Davis Coal Co., director Wellston Coal Co. 

Rodolphe Agassiz, honorary vice president 1915: Vice presi- 
dent and director Calumet & Hecla Mining Co.; director Gratiot 

Mining Co.; director Ashburton Mining Co.; director Smuggler 
Union Mining Co.; director Allouez Mining Co.; president and 
director Ahmeek Mining Co.; director Lake Milling, Smelting & 
Refining Co.; president and director Lake Superior Smelting 
Co.; vice president and director Laurium Mining Co.; president 
and director Osceola Consolidated Mining Co.; president and 
director Seneca Mining Co.; president and director Tamarack 
Mining Co. 

Albert B. Boardman, contributing member: Director Tennessee 
Coal, Iron & Railroad Co. 

Charles T. Barney, honorary vice president 1905-1907: Direc- 
tor Chihuahua Mining Co.; director Helena Mining Co. 

August Belmont, honorary vice president 1909, 1915: Director 
Golden Reward Consolidated Gold Mining & Milling Co. 

Charles F. Brooker, honorary vice president 1909: Director 
International Refining & Smelting Co.; director United States 
Smelting, Refining & Mining Co. : 

G. F. Baker, jr., contributed $1,000 June 10, 1915: Director 
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Coal Co. S 

William A, Clark, director 1914-15: President and director 
Colusa-Parrot Mining & Smelting Co.; president and director 
Equator Mining & Smelting Co.; director Mayflower Consoli- 


dated Mining Co.; president and director Moulton Mining Co.; 
president and director Ophir Hill Consolidated Mining Co.; 
president and director Original Consolidated Mining Co.; direc- 
tor Pyrenees Gold & Silver Co.; president and director Sunset 
Mining Co.; director West Mayflower Mining Co, 

L. L. Clarke, contributed $250 June 10, 1915: First vice presi- 
dent and director New York & Honduras Rosario Mining Co. 

Cleveland H. Dodge, life member: Director Commercial Min- 
ing Co.; director Dawson Railway & Coal Co.; director Lacka- 
wanna Iron & Coal Co.; director New Mexico Railway & Coal 
Co.; vice president and director United Globe Mines. 

THE NINETEEN FOUNDERS, 

I have already called attention to the fact that on page 32 of 
the February, 1904, issue of the Navy League Journal, the 
“ official organ of the Navy League,” 19 names are published 
as being those of the“ founders ” of the league. The names there 
listed are as follows: 


Herbert L. Satterlee. George Westinghouse, 
J. W. Miller. R. S. Sloan. 
J. Pierpont Morgan. John J. Astor. 


Benjamin F. Tracy. 
Seth Low. 
Clement A. Griscom. 
Thomas Lowry. 
Timothy L. Woodruff. 
Midvale Steel Co. 
Anson Phelps Stokes. 
MIDVALE STEEL SHOULD BE DESIGNATED PATRIOT Fo. 1. 

In lists of “founders” subsequently published in the Navy 
League's publications from time to time the name of the Midvale 
Steel Co. was omitted. Perhaps such prominent mention was 
embarrassing. 

As to whether “preparedness” has been profitable to this 
particular founder of the Navy League, and as to whether the 
Navy League’s proposed $500,000,000 bond issue for battleships, 
and so forth, would be increasingly profitable the official records 
of the Navy Department itself will be submitted. 

The following is a complete record of the Midvale Co.’s sales 
of armor plate to Uncle Sam since 1902, but does not include 
other materials sold to the Army and Navy: 


R. M. Thompson. 
Charles M. Schwab. 
John J. McCook. 
Harry Payne Whitney. 
George B. Satterlee. 
S. S. Palmer. 


Tons. 


Year. 


tee 
88883888888 


ka 
— 


S 


Nork.— verage ton gi verage of the prices ton of the various 

Cis of armas Oe 9 ee at any one clas. 2 
CHARLES M. SCHWAB, PATRIOT NO. 2. 

Another name in this list that smacks of war trafficking is 
that of Charles M. Schwab. Mr. Schwab was named as one of 
the founders of the Navy League in the first issue of the Navy 
League Journal ever published, the issue for July, 1903. Mr. 
Schwab was at that time president of the United States Steel 
Corporation, owner of the Carnegie Steel Co. Some of his 
fellow directors of the steel corporation at that time were J. 
Pierpont Morgan, John D. Rockefeller, Henry H. Rogers, Henry 
C. Frick, and Elbert H. Gary. Previous to the formation of the 
United States Steel Corporation Mr. Carnegie had been presi- 
dent of the Carnegie Steel Co. 

Mr. Schwab. also became connected as indicated with the 
following concerns: 

Director American Mining Co. 

Director American Steel & Wire Co. 

Director Bethlehem Steel Co. 

President and chairman board of directors Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation. 

Director Carnegie Steel Co. 

Director Chicago, Lake Shore & Eastern Railroad. 

Director Chicago Pneumatic Tool Co. 

Director Duluth & Iron Range Railroad Co. 

Director Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Railroad Co. 

Director H. C. Frick Coke Co. 
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Director Huron Water Co. 

Director Iinois Steel Co. 

Director Masontown & New Salem: Railroad, 

Director Minnesota Iron Co. 

Director Mount Pleasant Water Co. 

Director National Tube Co., Ohio. 

Director National Tube Works Co. 

Trustee New York Trust Co, 

Director Southwest Connecting Railway. 

Director Trotter Water Co. 

Director United States Coal & Coke Co. 

Direetor United States Realty & Improvement Co, 

Direetor Youghiogheny Northern Railway Co. 

Director Youghiogheny Water Co. 

Director American Locomotive Co. 

Director American Wniversal Mill Co. 

Director Empire Trust Co. 

Director Lehigh Valley Transit Co. 

Direetor Montgomery-Shoshone Consolidated Mining Co, 

Mr. Sehwab is now president and chairman of the beard of 
directors of the Bethlehem: Steel Corporation, one of the largest 
war-trafficking firms in the world, the common stock of which, 
as a result of war orders, jumped from $40 at the outbreak of 
the European war to nearly $600. The Bethlehem Corporation 
controls the San Francisco Dry Dock Co. and the Union Iron 
Works Dry Dock Co. of San Francisco, the Fore River Ship- 
building Co., Harlan & Hollingsworth Corporation, and the 
Titusville Forge Co. 

Bethlehem has obtained more contracts for armor plate from 
the United States Government than any other firm, a complete 
record of its orders for the single item of armor plate being as 
follows: 


1887.. $4,163,000 | 8604. $5 
1893.. 2,510,000:| 646.41 
1896.. 1,53272 | 547-96 
1893.. 3.90 1,586,000} 400.00 
180 - I, 456,300 | 400.00 
1900.. 18.8 2,684,700 413.42 
1903.. 5,708 | 2,380,440 | 411-60 
1903.. 7372 | 2239,640| 416-91 
1905.. 4,959} 2,038,780 411.13 
100 1,81 30,813 345.84 
1907 3.57 1,498,240 417.2 
1909.. 3,17 1,327,502 422.93 
1909.. 4504 1,950643 | 426.57 
1011 227 8771 432.97 
1911. 2212} 952,573 430.64 
1012 3.02 2,160,384) 4309.18 
1013 2.600 1,212,901 468.08 
1014 18,256 | 6,975,328 | 420.00 
SMBS ER R ENE ES EEA 60 23,700 | — 395.00 


er 42, 344,937 445. 70 
Norg.— The average ton given is average o the prices ton of the vari 
eee tie DEE par O AEA eas also 2 5 


ARMOR BLOWHOLE FRAUDS PERPETRATED ON THE GOVERNMENT BY THE 
CARNEGIE CO, 

Becoming a founder of the Navy League is not the only way 
im which Charles M. Schwab has demonstrated the quality of his 
“patriotism.” His devotion to his Government is described at 
considerable length in a certain musty Government document 
stored away in the archives ef Congress. It is styled “ Violation 
of Armor Plate Contraets,” and is known as House of Repre- 
sentatives. Report No. 1468, Fiftty-third Congress, second session. 

The report followed an investigation in 1894 by the House 
Committee on Naval Affairs of charges against the 


Steel Co, then Carnegie, Phipps & Co. The evidence of fraud | 


upon the Government by the Carnegie company was large and 
convincing. The testimony showed that armor plates containing 
“blowholes” were palmed off on the Government and later 
used on battleships of the American Navy; that these envities 
were secretly “plugged ™ and kept “concealed” from the Gov- 
ernment inspectors. 

Mr. Schwab, one of the founders of the Navy League, was 
general superintendent of the Carnegie company wher this 
fraudulent work was done. When questioned concerning the 
plugging of blowholes, Mr. Schwab said ae P. 647) > 

Q Do you know whether the co’ veally conceal. the fact of 
Riswholée In the pinte tA. I think likely tigen fe one. 

Asked if he gave orders that the defects in the plates be con- 
cealed from the Government inspeeters, Mr. Schwab replied that 
he did not give orders that the defeets be concealed, but added: 

I certainly gave orders that blowholes should not réject the plate. 


A (p. 649), Mr. Schwab testified: 
ou . — of prog case where they were jaded Al Ny and filled with- 

— 4 ae owled the Government I do not, but I 
believe it was acl 

Another superintendent of the works, W. A. Cline, testified that 
he almost invariably changed the figures so that false reports 
of the treatment of the plates were systematically made to the 
Government inspectors; tliat he discharged some of the work» 
men because: they told the truth about this: fraudulent work. 

William E. Corey, now president of the Midvale Steel & 
Ordnance Co. and a director of Col. Thompson’s International 
Nickel Co., was shown to be in charge of the armor plant in 
which the frauds. were committed. He testified that the tensile 
strength of each plate was stretched so as to increase their 
apparent tensile strength without the knowledge of the in- 
spectors of the Government; that he knew false specimens were 
substituted for the plates. selected by the Government inspectors, 
but he considered it “a matter of small importance”; that 
plates selected by the Government inspectors for physical and 
ballistic tests were retreated before the tests were made and 
without the knowledge of the Government inspectors. This 


fraud led the inspectors to believe all the armor was as good 


as the specially treated plates secretly made after they had 
been selected for making tests. 
Here is an extract from the testimony of the then Super- 
intendent Corey: 
Did k f pl bel kn 
— 2 — = grey —— — p ngging De ng done without the knowledge 
Can. you the: a Sak Wed: Dinter TIATIA, No; I can 
not; I did not keep a record of it. 
Mr. T. F. Van Kirk, a workman, testified that on April 11 
and) 12, 1892, a plate, x-9, 13 inches, was 
ae plete a — i finished, =S, 18 inch 1 23 
x 
6 
ma n e wais ve + an e 
would fall in, — finally —— it up and it e — — sii 
In an affidavit Samuel Sheriff says: 
The pl d doctor! t erally. d t 
Fraga ene — —— abou Sut I — ra ed one Rp none $ 
Mr. T. F. Farley, another workman, testified in an affidavit 
3 


e plates were frequently imperfect, were full of deep holes and de- 

— frequ une off the planer in the daytime and hidden or 

covered up night so as not to seen by the and then 
worked —— ttime. I have 


seen these defective plates 
ped from the works to their destinatio 

Mr. G. W. eee in his affidavit : 

I have known of heavy plates being plugged of holes from 4 to 6 
inches, unknown to the fovernment inspectors. This fraud has been 
practiced upon the Government since long before November, 1892, and 
since September, 1893, 

Mr. T. F. Farley says in his testimony : 

When I first went there they were p by: taking cuttings from 
the same plates, with a punch, and 

placing more and more in the hole until — was level, until it could 
—— no more pluggin: I have run in to the depth of 18 inches 
into: these oper and I know that plates that I run a wire in 18 inches 
passed and is now somewhere. 

The documents pertaining to the investigation, as. well as the 
testimony, indicate that it was believed by the officials that 
Mr. Schwab was in a large measure responsible for the frauds 
against the Government. 

When Superintendent Corey was testifying he was asked (p. 
559) : 


Q. Did an ve Nok — any superior officer—know that you 
were doing toe 
3 — ee be ite z= t, N . knew about it in a general way. 


h 


. ‘ee ee 2 bth frauds. the: management of the 
armor-plate factory was removed from the jurisdiction of 
Schwab. 

Secretary of the Navy H. A. Herbert. considered this action 
of such importance that he mentioned it in a report made to 
Congress om March 26, 1894, covering the frauds, as follows: 

The informed: that tendent Schwab sin 
3 — ot been removed 8 


authority over the armor — — at Homestead, except so far as 


concerns the erection of new plant. 

Testifying on July 6, 1894, Schwab stated he no longer had 
jurisdiction over the armor plant. 

Q. Was your position changed at your own request?—A.. No. 

In making its report of the investigation the House Committee 
on Naval Affairs stated that “the fraud: has: been traced home 
to their general superintendent, himself a stockholder in the 


The “ general superintendent” was Charles M. Schwab, 
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The report then proceeded, as follows, to take the measure of 
the patriotism of those responsible for the fraud: 
CRIMINALITY OF THE CARNEGIE COMPANY, 


If the criminality of a wrongful act is to be measured by the deliber- 
ation with which it is committed, the magnitude of the evils aeos to 
result from its perpetratión, and the want of provocation with which 
it is done, the frauds which your committee have found are worthy to 
be called crimes. The servants of the Carnegie Steel Co. (whether 
with or without the knowledge of the company), to increase their gains, 
deliberately continued for many months to commit acts whose natural 
and probable consequence would be the sacrifice of the lives of our 
seamen in time of war, and with them, perhaps, the dearest interests 
of the Nation, 

The company were hired to make the best possible armor plate and 
paid an enormous price for so doing. They were hired to make an 
armor that would stand the shots of an enemy and upon which the 
Nation might rely in time of need. They were paid between $500 and 
$700 a ton and thousands of dollars a plate for so doing. Restin 
under these obligations the company or its servants have perpetrat 
manifold frauds, the natural tendency of which was to palm off upon 
the Government an inferior armor, whose inferiority 1 perchance 
appear only in the shock of battle and with incalculable damage to the 
country. 

No * or mere money compensation is an adequate atonement for 
such wrongs. The co: ssion of such frauds is a moral crime of the 
gravest character. Your committee do not consider it as within their 
province to draft a criminal statute; but they do feel under obligation 
to call the attention of the House to the importance of protecting in the 
future the interests of the Treasury, the lives of our seamen, and the 
safety of the Nation by appropriate legislation, denouncing as crimes 
all such acts of fraud and deception practiced upon the Government in 
connection with armor plate and other material of war, and making 
such acts severally punishable in all persons who commit them or aid 
and abet their co on, 


Philander C. Knox, general counsel for the Carnegie Steel Co., 
who later became Attorney General of the United States, and 
later Secretary of State, vigorously protested to President Cleve- 
land against the assessment of any damages. Secretary of the 
Navy Herbert reported to Congress that “it was strenuously 
and ingenuously argued by the counsel for the Carnegie Co.” 
that no right to exact penalties existed. 

President Cleveland assessed damages of $140,000 against the 
Carnegie Co., which were immediately paid. The fact that the 
Carnegie Co. defrauded the Goyernment did not appear to im- 
pair in the least its standing with the Navy Department. 

Although the armor-plate factory had been taken from the 
jurisdiction of Mr. Schwab the armor-plate scandal itself evi- 
dently did not impair the confidence of the directors of the Car- 
negie Co. in Mr. Schwab, for he was made president of the Car- 
negie Co. Then the Carnegie Co. was absorbed by the United 
States Steel Corporation, and Mr. Schwab became president of 
this corporation. Then he went over to the Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation, and since he has been president of the latter con- 
cern it has been charged by workmen in the Bethlehem plant 
that frauds were being perpetrated upon the Government, just 
as they were when Mr. Schwab was general superintendent of 
the Carnegie Co. 


FRAUDS CONTINUE TO PRESENT TIME, IS BELIEF, 


Representative HENRY T. Rarney, of Illinois, one of the best- 
known and most courageous Members of the House, has devoted 
considerable time to the subject of defective gun forgings 
palmed off on the Goyernment by the ammunition ring. He ex- 
presses the conviction that these frauds are being perpetrated 
upon the Government even to this day. I quote from his speech 
delivered in the Sixty-first Congress: 


In order to show that the frauds continue to this day I have 
original affidavits made within the last few months up here at Bethle- 
hem, 3 send them to the Clerk's desk and ask that they be read now 
in my e. 


The following are the affidavits referred to: 
SOUTH BETHLEHEM, PA., April 26, 1910. 


I, the undersigned, do hereby certify that the following information 
is an absolute fact, as I have been an employee of the Bethlehem Steel 
Co, in the treatment department for a period of one and one-half years. 

After official tests on 12-inch liners, tubes, and long propeller shafts 
for U. S. S. Florida there was a heat treatment given above forgings 
while the inspectors were at home at night; for instance, if a tube, 
liner, or shaft passes test to-day, instead of shipping same forging into 
the machine sho 
and heat it at 860°, which is equal to 1,000° or more in oil furnace, 
thereby softening the forging, and the following morning have same 

lece aig Sed machine s 
wen done before official test bars were taken). This was not, of course, 
done with all tubes, liners, and shafts, but it was done in cases where 
the company needed any individual forging to complete a set of gun 
forgings in order to get out a certain amount of work to reach their 
tonnage basis, so as to make their annual bonus. One of the most 
prominent features of the superintendents and overseers of the com- 
pany is to produce as much tonnage as possible, regardless cf whether 
or not work is accomplished in a manner which gave the Government 
an inferior product. 

The United States Government specifications require all treatment 
reports to be forwarded to the y and Navy office at works where 
work is being done, but this rule was not liyed up to on the part of the 
company, as I myself was instructed by the superintendent to withhold 
the report of tubes, liners, and shafts from the Army and Navy office; 
therefore the inspectors never knew about the treatment that was given 
after the official test. 


for machining they put forging into a wood furnace | 


op after straightening (which should have. 
ba 


I also wish to state that gurin the month of December, 1909, there 
was more of this defective work done than any month previous, to the 


best of my knowledge. 

The records that were supposed to be open for public 3 were 
always so fixed that they would not show the udulent treatments 
that were given forgings, and the reports that I got about treatments 
on tubes, liners, and shafts were withheld from the public records that 
were supposed to be open for scrutiny of Army and Navy inspectors. 

; WILLIAM JULIAN. 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 26th day of April, 1910. 

[SEAL] JOsErPH H. MCGEE 
Justice of the Peace. 


My commission expires first Monday in May, 1912. 


SOUTH BETHLEHEM, PA., April 29, 1910. 


This is to certify that I know there was work done in No. 2 machine 
shop for the United States Government that was not up to specifications, 
I myself have deceived the inspector many a time. 

the last lot of 5-inch mounts that were made here a number of 

ro were placed on the brackets, to cover up a mistake in machining. 

hese were put on in such a way that under ordinary inspection they 
could not be detected. 

I know of a slide for a 12-inch gun that was being machined when a 
blowhole was discovered. The yoke was taken off the machine and at 
night the hole was filled up with metal and the yoke put back on the 
machine, the inspector not discovering the trick. I know a track 
for Pte turret which, while being machined, was fotnd to be 
cracked. : 

I closed the crack by hammering the crack shut and finished ma- 
chining it. 


FRANCIS J. GILLESPIE. 
COUNTY OF NORTHAMPTON, State of Pennsylcania, ss: 

Francis J. Gillespie, the subscriber, being duly sworn according to 
law, deposes and says that the foregoing statement is true and correct 
as he verily believes. £ 

Sworn and subscribed to before me this 29th day of April, 1910. 

[SEAL] JoserH H. MCGEE, 
Justice of the Peace. 
My commission expires first Monday in May, 1912. 


SOUTH BETHLEHEM, April 29, 1910. 


In a brief submitted to President Taft on April 6 by the committee 
of striking employees of the Bethlehem Steel Co. we charged that during 
the night, when Government inspectors were not present, workmen were 
compelled to treat, patch, and weld inferior work so that work could be 
forced to be accepted by the Government. 

In a letter from Mr. G. von L. eg fd Secretary of the Navy, to the 
President, under date of April 21, 1910, of which I have a copy, he 
states t our charge has been investigated. In his letter he states 
that “it appears that no evidence in support of this can be obtained, 
and the inspectors claim that should defective work be treated in this 
manner it would subsequently be detected on inspection and test, and 
reports indicate that the Government is fully safeguarded by the daily 
routine inspection.” 

He also states: In general, it is believed that the character of the 
work accepted upon inspection by the Government fully meets the re- 
quirements of the Government, and through the system of inspection 
now in vogue the interests of the Government are well protected.” 

Regardless of this report, work was treated at night, and men were 
not allowed to tell the Ins or, and after the work was treated if 
there was 1 of the inspector being deceived into acceptin 
the work as being up to specifications it was submitted to him. 
know that on an order of 5-inch sights for the Navy, about three years 
ago, that some of these sights were found out of alignment during the 
company shop test, and that the steel castings were hammered with a 
sledge to bend them so they would line up. The recoil of the guns, 
when these sights were used, must have sprung these castings back to 
their old shape, and thereby made it 3 for our sailors to shoot 
straight. I offer as witnesses Horace Klinesmith and Robert Johnson, 
former employees of No. 4 machine shop. 

During the building of the 12-inch ammunition hoists for the battle- 
ships North Dakota and Delaware a number of buffers, to be used as 
eushions to take the weight off the lower cars, were found to be not 
strong enough. The inspector (J. C. Farrall) refused to accept them 
on the groona that the springs were not firm enough. The foreman 
(Harry nn) promised to put new springs in. The real trouble was 
that the bore was out of round in the ttom of the castings, and 
when inspector was home to dinner these buffers were taken apart 
and filled with thick vaseline, which stopped up the leak and made it 
soprar 5 new springs had been put in, and were accepted by 

e inspector. 

I was working as assistant to the inspector, and know this to be a 
fact. On the same job there were several levers welded by electricity 
to fill up dirt holes, and were in bad shape, and I put the inspector next 
to it, and was asked by Foreman George Meyer, of the second floor: 
“Who the hell told him that?" These levers were thrown out by 
Inspector Farrall. At the present time there are under construction 
twenty-four 6-inch howitzer gun carriages and twenty-four 6-inch how- 
itzer limbers upon which much inferior work was done, and up to the 
time of strike was hid from the inspector. Parts have been broken in 
flanging and welded with acetylene gas; axles have been machined 
wrong and patched; other parts machined wrong and doctored up to 
make it pass inspection. In fact, the idea in the shop is to make the 
work appear as though it is up to specifications. or, in other words, 

t it past the inspector by fair or foul means. I offer as witnesses 

dorace Kliinesmith, George Stegmair, George Miller, Robert Johnson, 
Ralph Otto, John Wendling, Henry Doyle, and William Everett. Also, 
on shells for the Navy, if the center has been drilled too deep, leavin 

a hole in the nose ot the shc)! instead of a point. the hole is drille 

deeper and a pointed plug put in. As this was done when inspector 
was home, I am sure it was not allowed by inspector. This shell job 
was kept very secret in shop. and should be thoroughly investigated, as 
there was a large bonus paid for getting these shells out in a certain 
time, which acted as an incentive for the men to deceive the inspector, 
In fact, in No. 4 machine shop the practice of treating inferior work- 
manship was so common that nothing was 15 f of it. An investiga- 
tion where men could be placed on oath would bring to light a great 
many things which I haven't mentioned. I do not blame the inspectors 
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for this, as it would be impossible for an inspector to detect some of 
theee operations. When it is known that Mr. Everett, a skilled jeweler, 
is used on some of this work, the impossibility of detecting these things 
by ordinary inspection is apparent. 

Davip WILLIAMS. 


Corsty OF NORTHAMPTON, State of Pennsylvania, 88: 

Personally appeared before me, a justice of the peace in and for the 
aforesaid county, David Williams, who, being duly sworn, deposes and 
tie that the foregoing statements are true and correct, as he verily 

leves. 

Sworn to before me this 20th day of April, A. D. 1910. 

[seat] JOSEPH H. MCGEE, 

Justice of the Peace. 


My commission expires first Monday in May, 1912. 


The fact of the continuance of these frauds is evidenced by the 
i ea with which guns explode on onr battleships and on land, 
killing and maiming men; by the frequency with which boilers on our 
ships blow up with such awful results to human life. 

zuns while being tested by other great nations of the world, do not 
8 disastrous results. We do not read in the papers that 
boilers frequently explode on the war vessels of England or Germany 
or any other nation. The very large number of these accifients in our 
own Navy and in tests made by our Army officers leads to the irresisti- 
bie conclusion that there are defects in the castings of the guns, and 
in the coatings for the steel tubes and boilers furnished by our steel 
companies, anina for guns are not made by the Government. 
They are made at Bethlehem, at Midvale, at the plant of the Carnegic 
Co., and some of the smaller castings are made by companies not so 
large as the companies I have mentioned. In our Government arsenals 
here at Washington and up at Watervliet we simply assemble these 
castings. I desire to insert here in my speech a chronological record 
of the more important aecidents of this character as recorded in the 
news items of our metropolitan papers. 


DISASTERS CAUSED BY EXPLOSIONS, BURSTING GUNS, FAULTY BREECH 
BLOCKS, ETC, 


1902, February 2. Battleship Kearsarge, West Indian waters; gun 
burst, killing 5. 

1903, January 17. Battleship Massachusetts; gun explosion off 
Culebra Islands; 6 killed. 

903, April 9. Battleship Jowa ; explosion of gun; 3 killed, 5 wounded. 
„„ 13. Battleship Missouri, off Pensacola, Fla.; explosion; 

1904, December 14. Battleship Massachusctts, at Philadelphia; ex- 
plosion in firerooms; 3 killed, 4 sca N 

1905, 1055 21. Gunboat Bennington, San Diego, Cal.; boiler explo- 
sion: 34 killed, 66 Injured. 
nee January 10. Battleship Massachusetts; gun explosion; 9 

ed, * 

x 1 00 April 13. Battleship Kearsarge, in Caribbean Sea; explosion; 
et, 

1907, July 15. Battleship Georgia, Massachusetts Bay; explosion; 
6 killed, 15 injured. 

1908, June 5. In California waters, Cruiser Tennessce; bursting of 
boiler tube; 6 killed. 

. Torpedo-boat destroyer Hopkins, California waters; 
exploding boiler; 1 killed, 5 wounded. 

910, rch 28. Cruiser Charleston, in Philippine waters; gun ex- 
plosion, alleged faulty breech block; 8 killed, 7 or 8 wounded, 

1910, July 21. Explosion of gun, Fort Monroe; 12 killed. 

1910, September 9. Battleship North Dakota; explosion, Hampton 
Roads ; 3_killed. 

1910, November 19. Explosion of gun, Indianhead; 4 killed. 

1911, January 13. Cruiser Washington; cylinder head blown out. 
Also about this time three similar accidents to vessels in Admiral 
Schroeder's fleet; no one killed. 

1911, January 17. Battleship Delaware; boilers exploded; 9 killed: 
just outside Hampton Roads. 

Total killed in nine years, 147. 

Total maimed in nine years, 102. b 

As a result of the accidents I have enumerated, and there have been 
others, in nine years 147 men have been killed and 102 maimed for 
life. In other words, by these accidents, in nine years of profound 

ce, we have killed or maimed for life more of our men than were 

flied in action in the Spanish-American War. 


J. P. MORGAN, FOUNDER NO, 3. 


The Carnegie Steel Co. also had representation in the list of 
19 founders above alluded to in the person of the late J. P, 
Morgan, who was the organizer and a director of United States 
Steel, which controls the Carnegie Co. 

Concerns with which Mr. Morgan was affiliated follow: 

Director General Electrie Co. 

Director United States Steel Corporation. 

Director Ætna Insurance Co. 

Director Carthage & Adirondack Railway. 

Director Central New England Railway Co. 

Director Clearwater & Raquette Lake Railroad. 

Director Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Rail- 
way Co. 

Director Columbus, Hope & Greensburg Railroad. 

Director First National Bank of City of New York. 

Director Fulton Chain Railway Co. 

Director Fulton Navigation Co. 

Director Harlem River & Portchester Railroad. 

Director Hartford & Connecticut Western Railroad Co. 

Director Jersey City & Bayonne Railroad Co. 

Director Lake Erie & Western Railroad Co. 

Director Lake Shore & Michigan Southern Railroad Co. 

Director Madison Square Garden Co. 

Director Metropolitan Opera & Real Estate Co. 

Director Mexican Telegraph Co. 
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Director Michigan Central Railroad Co. 

Director Mohawk & Malone Railroad Co. 

Director National Bank of Commerce. 

Director Naugatuck Railroad Co. 

Director New England Railroad Co. 

Director New Haven & Derby Railroad Co. 

Director New Jersey Junction Railroad Co. 

Director New Jersey Shore Line Railroad Co, 

Director New York & Harlem Railroad Co. 

Director New York & Ottawa Railroad Co. 

Director New York & Putnam Railroad Co. 

Director New York Central & Hudson River Railroad Co. 

Director New York, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. 

Director New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad. 

Director New York, Ontario & Western Railroad. 

Director New York State Realty & Terminal Co, 

Director Niagara Falls Branch Railroad. 

Director Pittsburgh & Lake Erie Railroad. 

Director Poughkeepsie Bridge Railroad. 

Director Pullman Co. 

Director Racquette Lake Railroad. 

Director Rutland Railroad Co. 

Director St. Lawrence & Adirondack Railroad Co. 

Director Wallkill Valley Railroad Co. 

Director West Shore Railroad. 

Director Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Director Carthage, Watertown & Sacketts Harbor Rail- 
road Co. 

Director Dunkirk, Allegheny Valley & Pittsburgh Railroad Co, 

Director Ellenville & Kingston Railroad Co. 

Director First Securify Co. of City of New York. 

Director Fort Wayne, Cincinnati & Louisville Railroad Co. 

Director New England Navigation Co. 

Director Newport Trust Co. 

Director New York & Northern Railway Co. 

Director Ontario, Carbondale & Scranton Railway Co. 

Director Port Jervis, Monticello & Summitville Railroad Co. 

Director Rhode Island Co. (electric line). 

Director Syracuse, Geneya & Corning Railway Co. 

Director Terminal Railway of Buffalo. 

The Carnegie Steel Co., which had representation in the 1904 
list of founders of the Navy League, and is represented now 
among the directors, life members, and contributors to the Navy 
League perhaps more than any other one concern, obtained con- 
tracts from the Government for armor plate during the last year 
aggregating $6,829,100. Since 1890 the Carnegie Co. has re- 
ceived orders from the Goyernment for armor plate alone as 
follows: 
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Note.—The average cost per ton given is averaga of the prices per ton of the various 
classes of armor and not the price per ton of any one class. 

In all, the three firms which comprise the armor ring in this 
country, and all of which are represented among the founders 
of the Navy League, have drawn down contracts for 233,339 
tons of armor plate from the Government, and have charged 
an average of $439 a ton for it. 

If this armor had been manufactured in a Government armor- 
plate factory, which the Navy League has persistently cold- 
shouldered, but which logically it should have advocated if 
wholly sincere in its demands for the largest possible Navy, it 
is entirely within the bounds of conservatism to say that at 
least $35,000,000 could have been saved to the American tax- 
payers. Or, stating it in another way, we could have had for 
the pane expenditure two or three more battleships than we 
now have. 
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There have been 10 official estimates as to the cost of armor 


in a Government plant. The average estimate is $251 a ton. 
Here is a table reviewing the various estimates. 


Year. Estimator. 


1914 | Rear Admiral Joseph Strauss (3 per cent interest on 


cost of plant included) 


1915 | Tilman committee, 
man, 

Strauss, 

parti 


8 of Senator B. R. Till- 
resentative L. P. Padgett, and Joseph 
Thief of Bureau of Ordnance, Navy 


1 Estimate based on cost in plant 20,000 tons yearly capacity. Other estimates 
based on cost in plant 6,000 tons capacity. 

3 No estimate. 

The three armor companies which haye a monopoly of the 
manufacture of armor in the United States, and which concerns 
are all represented among the 19 founders of the Navy League, 
are the same concerns to which Secretary of the Navy Josephus 
Daniels referred in his report for 1913, as follows: 


Without an armor plant of its own the Government in time of war or 
of these manu- 


warrant an 1 
rove superior to 
war with 


a just rate, and declined to any 
their own price of $100 a ton more than that which Congress ha 


a, as re 
, in 1894 
Lorch n ton. 


ey were charging the 
CLEMENT A. GRISCOM. 

So far I have mentioned the business connections of but 8 
of the 19 founders. Of the others, several of whom are now 
deceased, I will merely call attention to their business connec- 
tions at the time of their affiliation with the Navy League. 

Glement A. Griscom was a fellow director with J. P. Morgan 
of the United States Steel Corporation, which controlled the 
armor-making Carnegie Steel Co. He was also a director of 
the Wm. Cramp Ship & Engine Building Co. and the Electric 
Boat Co., both of which are war traders, Mr. Griscom was also 
a director of the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., Electric Co. of 
America, Fidelity Trust Co., Bank of North America, Commer- 
cial Trust Co., Fourth Street National Bank, Mercantile Trust 
Co., Long Island Railroad Co., National Transit Co. of New 
York, Philadelphia & Norfolk Railroad, United Gas Improvement 
Oo., Western Savings Fund Society, and trustee of Atlantic 
Mutual Insurance Co. He also owned practically all the stock 
of the Red Star Line, a Belgian corporation; of the Interna- 
tional Navigation Oo. (Ltd.), of Liverpool, England; and of the 
Empire Transportation Co., Seattle. Later the name of the 
International Navigation Co. was changed to the International 
Mercantile Marine Co., a J. P. Morgan transaction. Capital was 
increased to $120,000,000 in order to provide means to acquire 
fleets of the White Star Line, Atlantic Transport Line, Leyland 
Line, and Dominion Line, Died in 1912. 

HERBERT L. SATTERLEE, PATRIOT NO. 8. 


Herbert L. Satterlee is a brother-in-law of J. P, Morgan. He 
was formerly an Assistant Secretary of the Navy. He has been 
identified with the Navy League in an active way during its 
entire existence. He was one of the incorporators of the league, 
founder, and at different times has been director, honorary vice 
president, chairman executive committee, and at the present 
time is general counsel of the league. Mr. Satterlee at the time 
he became a founder of the Navy League was a director of the 
India Rubber & Gutta-Percha Insulating Co., which manufac- 


Jnited States 


tures signal cables and submarine, mine,’ torpedo, and other 
underground wires and cables, for all of which “preparedness” 
would create a heavy demand. Mr. Satterlee is now a member 
of the firm of Satterlee, Canfield & Stone, 49 Wall Street, New 
York, and is a director of the Marine Safety Appliance Corpora- 
tion and a trustee of the Habirshaw Wire Co, 
GEORGE B. SATTERLEE, 

George B. Satterlee, another Navy League foùnder, died soon 

after the formation of the league. 
COL. ROBERT M. THOMPSON. 


Col. Robert M. Thompson has been connected with the Navy 
League throughout its existence. He has, in addition to being 
one of the founders, been a director, honorary vice president, 
chairman of the executive board, and is now the president. He 
was one of those who contributed $1,000 on June 10, 1915. Col. 
Thompson is chairman of the board of directors of the Inter- 
national Nickel Co. and president of the New York Metal Ex- 
change, as previously stated. 

HARRY PAYNE WHITNEY. 

Harry Payne Whitney, at the time he became one of the 19 
founders of the Navy League, was a fellow director of the late 
J, P. Morgan on the National Bank of Commerce, on the Clear- 
water & Racquette Lake Railroad, on the Fulton Chain Railway, 
on the Fulton Navigation Co., on the Racquette Lake Railroad 
Co., and the Newport Trust Co. He was also a director of 
Electric Storage Battery Co., the Western Mining Co., and the 
Guggenheim Exploration Co. He married a daughter of Cor- 
nelius Vanderbilt. Mr. Whitney is now a director of the 
Guaranty Trust Co., which is the transfer agent for the Westing- 
house, American Car & Foundry Co., Atlas Powder Co., and 
other war-munitions concerns. Henry P. Davison and Thomas 
W. Lamont, members of the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co., 23 Wall 
Street, New York, are fellow directors of Mr. Whitney on the 
Guaranty Trust Co. Mr. Whitney is also connected in the man- 
ner indicated with the following concerns: 

Director the Eastern Steel Co. 

Director Guggenheim Exploration Co. 

Director the Cuba Co. 

First vice president and director Long Island Motor Park- 
way (Inc.). 

Director Nassau County Trust Co., of Mineola, N. X. 

Director Nassau Light & Power Co. 

President and director Whitney Realty Co. 

Director National Bank of Commerce of New York. 


BENJAMIN F. TRACY, 


Benjamin F. Tracy, another of the 19 founders, was Secretary 
of the Navy from 1889 to 1893. As Secretary of the Navy Mr. 
Tracy made contracts with the Carnegie Co. and the Harvey 
Steel Co., and after his term expired became the attorney for 
both concerns. Mr. Tracy was a director of the Cornucopia 
Mines of Oregon and the Tennessee Coal, Iron & Railroad Co, 
Died in 1915. 

„ S. 8. PALMER. 


S. S. Palmer, 55 Wall Street, New York, another of the 19 
founders of the Navy League, was interested in many concerns 
which would profit from “preparedness.” He was president 
and director of the Harvey Steel Co., a recipient of royalties 
from all armor plate manufactured here and abroad; president 
and director of the Empire Zinc Oo., Mineral Point Zine Co., 
New Jersey Zine Co., Empire Zine Co. of Colorado, New Jersey 
Zine Co. of Pennsylvania, and a director of the Lackawanna 
Steel Co., which has received enormous orders from the allies, 
and the Empire Zinc Co. of Missouri. Z 

Mr. Palmer was also connected with other firms, as follows: 

Vice president and director Bertha Mineral Co. 

Director Empire Zine Co. of Missouri. 

Trustee Franklin Safe Deposit Co. 


. 


Secretary, treasurer, and director Cayuga & Susquehanna 


Railroad. 

Vice president and director Colonial Assurance Co. 

Trustee Consolidated Gas Co. of New York. 

Vice president and director Detroit, Hillsdale & Southwestern 
Railroad. 

Director East River Gas Co., of Long Island City. 

Director Farmers’ Loan & Trust Co. 

Director Fort Wayne & Jackson Railread. 

President and director Green Bay & Western Railroad. 

President and director Iola & Northern Railway. 

srengat and director Kewaunee, Green Bay & Western Rail- 
road. » 

President and director McDonald Land & Mining Co. 

Director National City Bank of New York. 

Director New York Edison Co. 

Director New York Mutual Gas Light Co. 


1915. 
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President and director Palmer Land Co, 
President and director Palmer Water Co. 
President and director Prime Western Spelter Co. 
Director Princeton Bank. 
Director Robins Conveying Belt Co. 
President and director St. Louis & Hannibal Railway. 
Director Tefft Weller Co. 
Director United States Improvement Co. 
Director Valley Railroad Co. 
Died in 1913. 

JOHN JACOB ASTOR. 


John Jacob Astor was a fellow director of J. P. Morgan on the 
Western Union Telegraph Co. at the time he became one of the 
founders of the Navy League. He was connected with other 
concerns, as follows: 

Director Astor National Bank. 

Member board of managers Delaware & Hudson Co. 

Director Equitable Life Assurance Society of United States. 

Director Illinois Central Railroad Co. 

Director Mercantile Trust Co. 

Director Morton Trust Co. 

Director Mutual Bank. 

Director National Park Bank. 

Trustee New York Life Insurance & Trust Co, 

Director Niagara Development Co. 

Director Niagara Falls Power Co. 

Director Niagara Junction Railroad. 

Director Plaza Bank. 

Trustee Title Guarantee & Trust Co. 

Director Astor Trust Co. 

Director Long Island Motor Parkway (Inc.). 

Died April 15, 1912. 

COL. JOHN J. M’COOK. 

Col. John J. McCook, another of the 19 founders, was the 
senior member of the firm of Alexander & Green, 120 Broadway, 
New York, counsel for large railroad, financial, insurance, and 
other corporations. Died in 1911. 

GEORGE WESTINGHOUSE, 

George Westinghouse, another of the founders of the Navy 
League, was president of 30 corporations with an aggregate 
capital of $120,000,000. He was connected with the following 
concerns: 

President and director Cooper-Hewitt Electric Co. 

Director Electric Power Securities Co. of Niagara Falls. 

Director Electric Properties Co. 

President and director Nernst Lamp Co. 

President and director Pittsburgh Meter Co. 

President and director Security Investment Co. 

Chairman board of directors British Westinghouse Electric & 
Manufacturing Co. 

President and director Canadian Westinghouse Co. 

Director Consolidated Car Heating Co. 

President and director Bast Pittsburgh Improvement Co. 

Director Lackawanna & Wyoming Valley Rapid Transit Co. 

President and director Sawyer-Man Electric Co. 

Chairman board of directors Societe Anonyme Westinghouse. 

President and director Union Switch & Signal Co. 

President and director Westinghouse Air Brake Co. 

Director Westinghouse Brake Co. (Ltd.), London. 

Director Westinghouse, Church, Kerr & Co. 

Director Westinghouse Electric & Manufacturing Co. 

Director Westinghouse Foundry Co. 

Director Westinghouse Machine Co. 

President and director Westinghouse Traction Brake Co. 

President and director Societa Italiana Westinghouse. 

President and director Societe Anonyme Westinghouse, St. 
Petersburg. 

Director Traction & Power Securities Co. (Ltd.), London. 

President and director Westinghouse Air Spring Co. 
President and director Westinghouse Brake Co. (Ltd.), Lon- 
don. 3 : 

President and director the Westinghouse Co. 

Director Westinghouse Foundry Co. 

Mr. Westinghouse died March 12, 1914. 

The Westinghouse corporations have profited enormously 
from war orders. Financial America on August 2, 1915, said: 


Actual orders on the books of the Westinghouse Electric & Manufac- 
turing Co. now total between $65,000,000 and $70,000,000, and the 
company also has options on sufficient’ additional orders to bring the 
amount up to over $100,000,000. 


TIMOTHY L. WOODRUFF. 

Timothy L. Woodruff was president and director of the Smith 
Premier Typewriting Co., and later a director of the Reming- 
ton Typewriter Co., treasurer and director of the Oatka Mining 
Co., vice president and director of the Baldwin-Lester Co., 


trustee of the Hamilton Trust Co., director of the Merchants 
Exchange National Bank, the Provident Savings Life Assurance 
Society of New York, and the Preferred Accident Insurance Co., 
chairman of the board of directors of J. White Co. (Ltd.), 
London, president and director of the Knapp Extract Co., presi- 
dent and director of the Maltine Co., treasurer and director of 
the Worcester Salt Co., president and director of the Jamaica 
Estates, and director of the Garden City Estates. Died in 1913. 
THOMAS LOWRY. 


Thomas Lowry was a financier of Minneapolis, holding large 
corporate interests which extended in various directions, He 
at one time owned the entire street railway systems of St. Paul 
and Minneapolis, later merged as the Twin City Rapid Transit 
Co., of which he become president; was also president of the 
Minneapolis, St. Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railroad, an under- 
wing property of the Canadian Pacific Railway Co. Died in 
1909. 


SETH LOW. 

Seth Low was a mayor of New York, 1902-3; trustee Carnegie 
Institution, Washington; president National Civie Federation; 
member American Philosophical Society, New York Academy 
of Sciences, New York Academy Political Science, and similar 
organizations. 

JACOB W. MILLER. 

Jacob W. Miller, another of the 19 Navy League founders, 
Was at that time the general manager of the Marion district 
of the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad Co., on the 
board of directors of which sat J. P. Morgan. Mr. Miller is 
also president of the Costa Rica Development Co., of which 
Col. Thompson, president of the Navy League, is a director. 

ROBERT S. SLOAN. 


Robert S. Sloan is a trustee of the American Surety Co., 100 
Broadway, New York, and has as one of his fellow trustees 
William Nelson Cromwell, who is also a director of Col. Thomp- 
son’s International Nickel Co. R. A. C. Smith, another trustee 
of the American Surety Co., is a contributor to the Navy 
League. Mr. Sloan is also president and director of the Fitz- 
gibbons Boiler Co., of Oswego, N. X. 

ANSON PHELPS STOKES. 

Anson Phelps Stokes was a partner in the firm of Phelps, 
Dodge & Co., merchants with large copper mining interests. 
This firm is now one of the largest copper mining concerns in 
the United States and is well represented on the Navy League. 
Mr. Stokes was afterwards a partner in the firm of Phelps, 
Dodge & Co., bankers; also trustee of the United States Trust 
Co., chairman of the board of directors of Woodbridge Co., 
chairman of the board of directors of Haynes Co., and a di- 
rector of the Ansonia Clock Co. Died in 1913. Anson Phelps 
Stokes, son of this founder of the Navy League, who is secre- 
tary of Yale University, is vigorously opposing the propaganda 
of the Navy League. 


NAVY LEAGUE HAS BEEN MENTIONED BEFORE. 


During the Sixty-second Congress the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HENSLEY] charged on the floor of the House that the 
munition people of the country were behind the agitation for 
exorbitant naval extensions; he asserted that the officers of the 
Navy League were composed of persons who were directly or 
indirectly interested in the manufacture and sale of munitions 
of war; and in that connection, as the Recorp will show, he 
mentioned the fact that J. P. Morgan was at that time treasurer - 
of the Navy League; that Herbert L. Satterlee, a brofher-inltaw 
of Mr. Morgan, was general counsel of the Navy League. He 
‘gave also the names of other directors of the Navy League who 
were connected with munitions plants. 

WHY NOT PERMIT THE PUBLIC TO KNOW THE IDENTITY OF THE PATRIOTS 
REHIND THE WAR TRUST? 

When the naval bill was before the House last year I offered 

the following amendment: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall not consider any bid 
for the supplying of the armor or armament herein provided for unless 
such bid is accompanied by a sworn list of stockholders and bondholders 
of the corporation submitting such bid, such list of stockholders and 
bondholders to be taken from the books of said corporation as of date 
of July 1, 1914: And it is further provided, That such list of stock- 
holders and bondholders shall be transmitted to Congress in a separate 
report by the Secretary of the Navy. 


This amendment went to its grave on a point of order made 
by the chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee. 

My purpose in offering the amendment was to ascertain the 
names of the shareholders of the war trust, the names of the 
men who profit from the manufacture of war munitions by pri- 
vate construction. Those who are advocating the taking of 


profit out of war and preparation for war by having all Army 
and Navy equipment manufactured in Government plants can 
make a more intelligent fight if they know exactly who they are 
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fighting. Until the identity of the stockholders of the war 
trust can be established it might, perhaps, even though un- 
pleasant, be logical to assume that those patriots who cry out 
in anguish every time the Government manufacture of war mu- 
nitions is mentioned have been struck in the region of the 
pocketbook, an exceedingly tender part of the anatomy. 

Comparisons are odious, but in 1909 the Investors’ Review 
of London examined the stockholders’ lists of several British 
war-trafficking concerns and it found in the list of one company 
alone (Armstrong, Whitworth) the names of: 

Sixty noblemen, thelr wives, sons, or daughters. 

Fifteen baronets. 

Twenty knights. 

ment x 4 of Parliament. 

Twenty military and navy officers. 

Eight journalists. 

Later lists revealed a marked connection between stock hold- 
ing in armor and munition companies and active membership 
of “ purely patriotic” organizations, such as the British Navy 
League. 


GOVERNMENT MANUFACTURE OF POWDER IS ECONOMICAL, 


Relative to the Du Pont powder concern, which has had rep- 
resentation on the Navy League in the person of T. C. du Pont, 
the Government has been paying this firm all the way from 
53 to 80 cents a pound for smokeless powder. The Government 
will soon be manufacturing nearly all of its powder at a cost 
of approximately 25 cents a pound, overhead charges not in- 
cluded, according to Secretary of the Navy Daniels. Repre- 
sentative James W. Goop, of Iowa, is one of the Members of 
Congress who has taken a special interest in the prices paid 
the Du Ponts for powder, and as a member of the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in 1912 brought out much valuable 
and interesting testimony. As a result of the information 
developed before a subcommittee, of which Mr. SHERLEY, of 
Kentucky, was chairman and of which Mr. Goop and Mr. RAUCH, 
of Indiana, were members, legislation was enacted providing 
that the Government should not pay in excess of 53 cents a 
pound. This resulted in a saving of a considerable sum to the 
Government. In the meantime the cost of producing powder in 
Government factories has been gradually reduced. It is prob- 
able that the cost of manufacturing powder in Government 
plants is to-day not much in excess of 32 cents a pound, all 
overhead charges included. 

I have stated elsewhere in these remarks that the navy 
leagues of the various nations have a fraternalism of their own, 
much as that which has existed between the armor makers. 
Relative to the manner in which the armor makers have coop- 
erated, I will quote the following from my remarks published 
in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of February 15, 1915: 


ARMOR PLATE PATRIOTISM IS WORLD-WIDE. 


There apposte to be no real competition between the armor manufac- 
turers of the various countries. Once, in 1893, the American armor 
made a noise like competition, when it sold armor to Russia for $249, 
while charging the United States $616, and for a time great consterna- 
tion prevailed in the 1 of the war trusts of the various nations. 
But during this period the armor manufacturers of the world met in 
Paris, and since then oa ap been little or no competition 8 of 
the name. The armor manufacturers asked themselves why the phone 
ears each others’ throats and w ny it would not be to their advantage to 
receive $500 or 600 a ton instead of $200 or $ 
In the naval 8 for 2 AE ie 621, a 5 1 Secretary 2 
the Navy, Josephus Daniels, guage in referring to 
an advertisement for bids ee armor Sate De for a l Penn- 
lvania: 
er When we came to the armor we rejected all the bids, and were then 
absolutely in a situation from which it appeared there was no relief. 
Though you can not establish it in black and white, there is no doubt of 
an Armor Plate Trust over the world. That Lan peonia 
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Harvey Steel Co., but was its managing director, and was one of the 
two persons intrusted with its Swim winding up. 

Wm. Beardmore & Co. (Ltd.) iam Beardmore, chairman of this 
com pany wasa d of the H; y Co. 

. Armstrong, Whitworth & ‘co. Yita. . J. M. Falkner, a director 
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UNITED STATES. 


The Bethlehem Steel Co. CLEA} held 4,301 shares in the Harve 
With the Bethlehem Co. was at this time joined Harlan & Hol 7 
worth, of Wilmin: on Union, 80 i 00 of San Francisco; and 
Samuel L. Moore Fa Schwab the power behind 
the Bethlehem e on, s os 0,000,000 s et for 
armor and mounu tio ‘Arges = NE AOE aE building by 
the Fore River 8 Co., ch he has acquired, and by the 

FRANCE. 


New York Shipbuil 
Schneider & Co. held 9,862 shares in the Harvey Co., while La Cie, 
des Forges et_Acieries de la Marine et a Homecourt held another 150. 
2880 b 705 St 7 Co. had four French directors, two of whom held 

shares each. 


8 Coe: 


ITALY. 


Societa oe Alti Forni Fondiere ed Acciaiene di Terni held 8,000 
shares, represented bz Raffaele Bettini. This 
alliance with Vickers 1 5 .) as Vickers-Terni, with a gigantic arsenal, 
ed with Mi M Or 


and Vickers are also a Od 
Messrs. Armstrong, Whitworth & Co. hold the shares of Arms 
Pozzuoli (Ltd.), whose arsenal is the chief supply of war material to 
the Italian Navy,“ and Ansaldo-Armstrong & Co. (Ltd.), of Genoa, is 
in the same group. 
GERMANY. 


Actien Gesellschaft der Dillingér Huttinwirke. In alliance with the 
erie firms of England and France this company held no fewer than 
731 shares, and was represented on the board ate Fritz Saeftel, of 


Dillingen, Saad, German arie 
Friedrich s e famous 


and was represen y Heinrish Vi 
Kru hneider & Co., 
Dillin 


elgium and in the Mauser Co., in addition to its huge muni- 
tien factory in Germany. 
METHODS OF THE WAR TRAFFICKERS IN 5 UP BUSINESS. 
There are tricks in all trades. If 5 1 £ the several pow 
can be incited to mutual on tor rr 
it means increased dividends for anea, of the war traffickers 
in each country. 
The several Tending Fone of aim to increase their naval strength in 
the same propo: 


ign can be worked out, HF too, means more grist for 
the Spaun aaa ings 2 g of the vessels 
alrea m hand as “obsolete.” “ x g on 52 


Phe battleship 
scrap heap as old 11 So the life of the ne — ever lesse 


Another trick in the trade of the war tra ch is obyiou 
profitable, otherwise it would not be Cening nri is the lem of retir 
Army and Navy officials and ex-Members o e powder, 
armor, shipbui! These 5 cials know the inner 


ding concerns. 
of the military branches of the Government, know the per- 
sonnel in an intimate way, and by private conversation, by_correspond- 


ence, and in various are ina tion to obtain much useful in- 
formation. They know how to Ret a! ut things for results. Through 
these ex-officials the War Trust has become thoroughly at home 
Washington. 


There seems to be no limit to the extremes to which the war traders 


are 8 go for business. 
G e ge t about t t t 
erman W 85 y se ut to resent to 
their rivals were ‘planning to 
ng great armadas of glan ting 
since been oe absolutely to have been figments of 
pen es and —.— The same character of e been going on 
and Germany, between countries in the triple 
„ and it is sar “to be established whether 
the United States o erica has not also been the victim of a similar 
brand of 9 in which patriotism is the means and profit 


the end. 

M esenta iton as 15 the building programs of Great Britain and 
Germany on to such an extent 4 5 the oh ag oe became full 
of it, 2 “the cion of the people to ether grew and 

It was inevitable 0 there could ioia but one end to such pro- 


ceedings and: that end w 
55 with details, is available to show just 


Specific information, 
1 the work was carri 

B in 8 a H. H. Mulliner, 
one o 


y ent lette and speeches 
uen ers ani 
16, and i and 16, Sept t. 21; 
Pores 2165 ete.) indi- 
the war office iù 
May, 1906, was “ passed on o the Aamir ? discussed by 
them with several Slane te ana then “ ae hand to hand so 
that hundr have read it.” 
Of this “information” it need only be added that as soon as it be- 
came public oe was contradicted by Messrs. , th 
» member of Parliament, in ager ery an other 
some years it was practically tted by the British Govern- 
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ment to have been false. Time has proved that it never had any real 
basis. 

But the“ information“ had its effect, the effect that Managing Direc- 
tor Mulliner, of the Coventry Ordnance Co., desired that it should 
have. The “information,” becoming public, swept Great, Britain off its 
feet. The people took up and repeated the war traders’ 
want cight, and we won't walt,“ meaning battleships, +. 

Ten ys after Mr. Mulliner presented his ‘‘information” to the 
supreme governing body of the British Em the statement lana- 
tory of the navy estimates was made, It showed a total of $170,793,- 
523 for 1909-10, an increase of $13,720,752; new construction account- 
ing for an increase of $6,512,400. 

As a result of the “tip” furnished by the managing director of the 
war-munition firm the British Government foretold that Germany 
would have 17 dreadnaught battleships by March, 1912, and Leader 
Balfour, still more impressed by the fake “scare,” declared Germany 
would have wit or, in any 1 5 21 3 2 . 1912. ma 

On almost the same day the predicting was go on 0 
German admiral, Von Tirpitz, told the budget 9838 of the German 


Slogan: We 


8 8 German Navy would have only 13 dreadnaughts in 


autumn of 1912. 
had, in fact, according to the British Naval Annual, only 9 
dreadnaught battleships and cruisers on March 31, 1912, and only 14 
on March 31, 1913. 


` GERMANY AND FRANCE EXPLOITED BY ARMAMENT FIRMS. 


Germany, too, has had its scandal on account of the war-trust octo- 
pus, In speech in the Reichstag on April 18, 1913, Herr Liebknecht 
made exposures and revelations which created a profound sensation 
throughout the world. I will call attention briefly to the remarkable 
conditions of affairs revealed by him: 

The German Arms and Ammunition Factory, one of the greatest 
ordnance establishments in the world, nel oly, an agent—Brandt by 
name—whose special duty it was to corrupt and keep in his pay officials 
of the military departments of the German Government. 

Government documents of the most confidential nature finding their 
‘way by mysterious channels into the safes of Herr von Dewitz, one of 
the managers of e Works. A 

A t illustrated journal of Leipzig preparing, with the o co- 
operation of the Government and the armament firms, a ial num- 
5555 designed to smooth the passage of the military and naval appropria- 

ons. 

Herr von Gontard, director of the German Arms and Ammunition 
Factory, ng in the Pan-German organ, Die Post, 
violent dia a France; giving orders to have a French news- 


German 


g 
by provocative matter in the 
German demand for armaments 


PERSONAL DOCUMENTS. 


(Sheet 15.) 
Mr. „Paris: 
(G. No. 8236. Geheim-registratur, 1, e., number in register of secret 
documents. 


ents.) 
We have just wired you: “ Please await in Paris our letter sent to- 


Tue reason for this message was that we should be glad for you to 
t an article into one of the most 4 Beh French newspapers—the 
ro, if possible—to the following et: 


The French ministry of war has decided to accelerate considerably 


the provision of DEN Phe ‚machine guns and to order double the 


quantity at first inten 
Please do your utmost to secure the acceptance of an article on these 


Yours, faithfully, Von GONTARD, Posegarten, 
(For the German Arms and Ammunition Factory). 


To explain this missive—if, indeed, any explanation is necessary— 


it may be ted that the Waffenfabrik, a rman ammunition firm, 
desiring to obtain an order for machine guns, which the Reichstag did 
not seem disposed to agree to, sought to ob the insertion of a news 


item in the ro, one of the t dailies of Paris, to the effect that 
ing the 1 ty of its machine guns. It can readily 
be conceived how such a clipping from a leading Paris newspaper would 
be an effective exhibit to accompany a request to the Reichstag for an 
order for more machine guns for Germany. Such is armor-plate 
patriotism. 
JAPAN HAS RECENTLY HAD BIG NAVAL SCANDALS, 


The war trust does not confine its rations to the Christian nations, 
but gathers the pagan Dapper se to its net as well. The arm of 
the war trust is long. It bas reached across the Pacific and laid hold 
of Japan, In the last year and a half Japan has had army and naval 
scandals that have shaken it to the core. There have been arrests. 
courts-martial, convictions, imprisonments, and attempted suicides o 
high military officers, all due to the fact that profit has not been taken 
out of war and preparation for war. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, does anyone on the other side 
desire to speak now in reply to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. MANN. Is it the intention of the gentleman from North 
Carolina to bring up the joint resolution concerning the extension 
of the war-revenue tax to-morrow? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. Does anyone on the gentleman’s side 
desire to make any remarks now in reply to the gentleman from 
Illinois? If so, I shall withhold my motion to adjourn. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker,-I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Rxconb upon this same subject of 
preparedness. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp upon the 
same subject about which the gentleman from Illinois has 
spoken. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


the most | 


Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HARDY. I would like to know if it would be construed 
as revising remarks if the gentleman from Tlinois [Mr. Tavrx- 
NER] should undertake to correct any little defect in grammar 
or the form of expression? 

Mr. MANN. Oh, certainly not. 

The SPEAKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARDY. I thought that was not intended. 

The SPEAKER. It is the intention of the rule that a Member 
shall not make one speech here and publish another, either in 
whole or in part. 

Mr. MANN. Until the last Congress, or the Congress before 
that, I do not think the request was ever made to revise and ex- 
tend the remarks. It was always to extend the remarks, 
Ordinary revision has always been made by everyone in the 
House except myself. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of a bill 
for pensioning veterans of the Indian wars. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks on the subject of pension- 
ing veterans of the Indian wars. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp by publishing a speech delivered by 
D. W. Norris, jr., on the subject of good roads, at Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, in October, 1915. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Goop] asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks by printing a speech 
made by D. W. Norris, jr., on the subject of good roads. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
will not object to this first request, but if it becomes very soon 
the practice of Members of the House to make requests for ex- 
tension of remarks by inserting speeches made by gentlemen 
from their districts throughout the country I shall then object 
to padding the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 13 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet to-merrow, Thurs- 


day, December 16, 1915, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 


1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of communication of the Secretary of State, sub- 
mitting amendments to the estimate of appropriations for the 
Department of State proper and for foreign intercourse, as 
printed in the Annual Book of Estimates for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1917 (H. Doc. No. 398); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. : 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report of the Surgeon General of the Public Health Service for 
the fiscal year 1916 (H. Doc. No. 82); to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed, 

8. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting 
report of expenditures for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915, 
under the appropriations, “ Miscellaneous expenses, Department 
of Agriculture, 1915,“ and “Miscellaneous expenses, Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, 1915-16” (H. Doc. No. 399); to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department and ordered 
to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MOON, from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 562) to amend the 
act approved June 25, 1910, authorizing a Postal Savings Sys- 
tem, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 7), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. CANTRILL, from the Committee on Industrial Arts and 
Expositions, to which was referred the House joint resolution (H. 
J. Res. 3) to transfer the Government exhibit from the Panama- 
Pacific International Exposition to the Panama-California Ex- 
position, and for other purposes, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 9), which said 
House joint resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 5755) to authorize the 
payment of $2,000 to the widow of the late Tranquilino Luna 
in full for his contest expenses in the contested-eletcion case of 
Manzanares against Luna; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 5756) to extend the provisions 
of the bond and warehouse statement to merchandise free of 
duty; to the Committee on Ways and Mans. 

By Mr. HAMILL: A bill (H. R. 5757) to provide for the 
retirement of employees in the civil service; to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: A bill (H. R. 5758) for the reduction of 
postage on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 5759) for the establishment of a 
uniform system of weights and measures in the United States; 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 5760) to license chauffeurs, conductors, and 
motorinen in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5761) 
extending the time for accepting the provisions of an act entitled 
“An act extending the period of payment under reclamation 
projects, and for other purposes,” approved August 13, 1914; to 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 5762) for the purchase of addi- 
tional land for the use of a Federal building at Waco, Tex.; to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 5763) to provide that 45 
minutes’ night work performed by clerks and carriers in first and 
second class post offices shall be computed the same as one hour 
day work; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 5764) providing for the pay- 
ment of pensions monthly; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5765) to prevent postmasters who were 
soldiers of the Civil and Spanish Wars from being discharged 
without cause or on account of age, and to exempt them from 
civil-service examinations; to the Committee on Reform in the 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 5766) pensioning the surviv- 
ing officers and enlisted men of the Utah volunteers employed in 
ihe defense of the frontier settlements of the Territory of Utah 
against Indian depredations during the years from 1865 to 1868, 
inclusive, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHALL; A bill (H. R. 5767) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River between Anoka 
and Hennepin Counties, in the State of Minnesota; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

- By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 5768) for the erection of a 
publie building at Carlinyille, III., and appropriating money 
therefor ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5769) for the erection of a public building 
at Hillsboro, III., and appropriating money therefor ; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 5770) providing for the erection 
of a public building at Marion, Iowa; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN; A bill (H. R. 5771) providing for the 
marking and protection of the battle field known as Dade's 
massacre, in Sumter County, Fla., and for the erection of a 
monument thereon; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. NEELY; A bill (H. R. 5772) to extend aid to the sev- 
eral States in the building of public highways by authorizing 
the working of certain Federal convicts thereon or in the prepa- 
ration of road materials; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 5773) to provide for the sale 
of fractional block No. 6 in the town of Forest Grove, Oreg., no 
longer needed for school purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 


By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 5774) for the relief of the 
St. Croix Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5775) to 
provide that the United States shall in certain cases aid the 
State and the civil subdivisions thereof in the construction and 
maintenance of rural post roads; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5776) to prevent the use of the mails and 
of the telegraph and telephone in furtherance of fraudulent and 
harmful transactions on stock exchanges; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 5777) to provide 
for the establishment of a national leprosarium; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 5778) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the city of Weston, W. Va., two brass 
cannon or fieldpieces and a suitable outfit of cannon balls for 
the use of the Morris Post, Grand Army of the Republic; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5779) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish-cultural station in the State of Arizona; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5780) to 
amend the national banking laws; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5781) to fix the mileage of Senators, 
Representatives, and Delegates in Congress; to the Committee 
on Mileage. 

By Mr. PAGE of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 5782) to 
amend the act entitled “An act to regulate the business of loan- 
ing money on security of any kind by persons, firms, and cor- 
porations other than national banks, licensed bankers, trust com- 
panies, savings banks, building and loan associations, and real 
estate brokers in the District of Columbia,” approved February 
4, 1913; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 5783) to provide for the estab- 
lishment of a national employment bureau in the Department of 
Labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 5784) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at Logan, 
in the State of West Virginia ; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 5785) to regulate the in- 
terstate transportation of fish or products or compounds thereof 
when intended to be used for fertilizer or oil or in the manu- 
facture of fertilizer or oil; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5786) to protect fish not remaining the 
entire year within the waters of any State or Territory, and 
authorizing the Department of Commerce to define the seasons 
and regulate the manner and conditions under which they may 
be taken or destroyed ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 3 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 5787) to provide for a 
site and public building at Great Barrington, Mass.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 5788) to create two additional 
associate justices of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STAFFORD: A bill (H. R. 5789) to amend the act 
approyed June 25, 1910, authorizing a Postal Savings System; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DIES: A bill (H. R. 5790) to authorize the purchase 
of a site for a public building at Jacksonville, Tex.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 5791) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 
the judiciary,’ approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 5792) providing for the 
classification of salaries of veterinary inspectors, lay inspectors 
(grades 1 and 2), and clerks employed in the Bureau of Animal 
Industry, Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5793) to provide for paving with a proper 
material the Fort Crook military boulevard from Fort Crook 
Military Reservation to the south city limits of Omaha, Nebr., so 
as to perfect a continuous paved highway from Fort Crook Mili- 
tary Reservation to Fort Omaha Military Reservation; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALLAWAY: A bill (H. R. 5794) -to provide for the 
acquisition of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Fort Worth, Tex., and for the remodeling, altering, etc., of the 
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present post-office building; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5795) to amend 
section 5 of the motor-boat act of June 9, 1915; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 5796) granting pensions to 
Confederate veterans and widows of Confederate veterans at the 
rate of $30 per month; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5797) to segregate Government employees 
of the white race from those of African blood or descent; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5798) to stop payment of back-salary ac- 
cumulations to Members of Congress and others; to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts, 

By Mr. DIES: A bill (H. R. 5799) to make Beaumont, Tex., a 
subport of entry ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5800) to make Orange, Tex., a subport of 
entry ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5801) to authorize the purchase of a site 
for a public building at Lufkin, Tex. ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H, R. 5802) to provide for a com- 
mission to codify and suggest amendments to the general mining 
laws; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 5803) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Nowata, Okla.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5804) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Pawnee, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5805) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Pawhuska, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 5806) to provide 
for the construction of the San Juan Railway in Colorado and 
New Mexico, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Resolution (H. Res. 62) requesting in- 
formation to be furnished by the Committee on War Claims 
showing war claims favorably passed upon by the Court of 
8 and not appropriated for; to the Committee on War 

Jlaims. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 66) provid- 
ing for a reappraisement of the lands of the former Fort Niobrara 
Military Reservation, Nebr.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 0 

By Mr. EDMONDS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 67) in- 
structing the Isthmian Canal Commission to keep strictly to 
the act of August 24, 1912; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Memorial of the governor and the Legis- 
lature of the State of Utah, urging a more liberal policy on the 
part of Congress in the control and disposition of public lands; 
to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, a memorial of the governor and the Legislature of the 
State of Utah, asking an appropriation of $300,000 for the ex- 
termination of predatory animals; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, a memorial of the governor and the Legislature of the 
State of Utah, in favor of the establishment of mining-experi- 
ment stations; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a memorial from the governor and the Legislature of the 
State of Utah, asking that certain Indian lands in Wasatch, 
Uinta, and Duchesne Counties be included and made a part 
of the Ashley National Forest; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: Memorial of the Legislature of the 
Territory of Alaska, praying for fuller Territorial rights; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying for the establishment of a mining-experiment 
station to be located at the city of Juneau, Alaska; to the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying the extension of postal savings banks be made 
to include the Territory of ‘Alaska; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying for laws providing for rights of way over all 
public lands, both reserved and unreserved, for electrical plants, 
poles, and lines for the generation and distribution of electrical 
power, and for telephone and telegraph purposes, and for canals, 
ditches, pipes and pipe lines, flumes, tunnels, or other water con- 
duits for water plants, dams, and reservoirs used to promote 
irrigation, etc. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying that the system of zones as applied to the par- 
cel-post system within the United States be established in the 
parts of that Territory where communication by water is con- 
tinuous throughout the entire year with a distributing point 
at Juneau; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying the repeal of an act entitled “An act extending 
the homestead laws, etc., to Alaska,” approved May 14, 1898, 
and the act amendatory thereof, approved March 3, 1903, in cer- 
tain sections and the amending thereof; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying for the erection of the necessary breakwater 
to protect the town of Nome against the waves of Bering Sea; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying for an appropriation of sufficient funds or direct- 
ing the expenditure of any unused portion of the $35,000,000 now 
appropriated for railroad construction in Alaska for the pur- 
pose of providing railroad transportation facilities from tide- 
water of Bering Sea to the town of Taylor, Kongarok; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying for the deeding of certain public lands for 
school purposes ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial from the Legislature of the Territory of 
Alaska, praying that the laws in Alaska relating to game and 
fur-bearing animals be placed directly under the control of 
the Territorial legislature; to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, n memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
praying for an appropriation of at least $125,000 for the estab- 
lishinent of well-equipped hospitals in each division of the 
Territory, and thus provide a medical service for the natives of 
Alaska, somewhat similar to the relief furnished to Indians of 
other sections of the United States; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
praying for the enactment of such legislation as will render 
possible segregation of surveys of native villages in Alaska when- 
ever such action is advisable; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
praying for the consideration and favorable action upon an 
appropriation for the Alaska semicentennial exposition; to the 
Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
that the legislature of said Territery be given jurisdiction of 
schools in that Territory; that the legislature be given the 
authority to alter, amend, modify, and repeal the laws providing 
for taxes on business and trades in the Territory; and that the 
moneys composing the “Alaska fund” be paid by the clerks of 
the district courts into the treasury of the Territory of Alaska, 
to be disbursed under the direction of the Territorial legislature ; e 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
praying that full control and regulating of its fisheries be 
granted to the Territorial Legislature of Alaska, etc.; to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
congratulating the President and his advisers and the Congress of 
the United States, and thanking them for their great efforts in 
behalf of the Territory of Alaska; to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Also, a memorial of the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, 
praying for necessary appropriation and immediate construction 
ordered for a capitol building of Alaska, at Juneau, for the 
accommodation of the Territorial legislature and all Federal 
and Territorial officers, except Federal courts; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 5807) to correct the military 
record of John Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5808) granting a pension to Rankin H. An- 
drews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 5809) granting a pension to 
William ©. Wittfelt ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5810) granting an increase of pension to 
Millie Rowe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5811) granting an increase of pension to 
Victoria Goepfert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5812) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca D. Stewart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5813) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Doran; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5814) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna M. Goeller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 5815) granting a pension to 
Rebecca J. Billingslea ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 5816) granting a pension to John R. Martin; 
to the Committee on Pensions, j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5817) granting a pension to William P, 
Tierney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5818) granting a pension to Jacob Schwag- 
ler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5819) granting a pension to Harriet A, 
Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5820) granting a pension to E, E. Harding; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5821) granting a pension to Charles F, 
Pelkey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5822) granting a pension to Rosa Fanning; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5823) granting a pension to Carl S. Jones; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5824) granting a pension to Lydia Ripley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5825) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5826) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant Fraction ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

- Also, a bill (H. R. 5827) granting an increase of pension to 
William Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5828) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank McFadden ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5829) granting an increase of pension to 
William A, Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5830) for the relief of John Hoffman; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5831) for the relief of Dr. W. M. Stephens; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5832) for the relief of Mrs. James W. 
Morgan; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5833) for the relief of Hugh Cameron; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5834) for the relief of Peter Carroll and 
others, lately laborers employed by the United States military 
authorities in and about Fort Leavenworth, Kans.; to the Com- 
inittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5835) for the relief of James Stanton; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5836) for the relief of Francis M. Terry; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5887) for the relief of John W. Healey; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5838) to reinstate Frederick J. Birkett as 
third lieutenant in the United States Revenue-Cutter Service; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 5889) granting a pension 
to Nancy J. Debolt ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5840) granting a pension to Frank O. 
Padgett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5841) granting a pension to Frank Klingler ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5842) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5843) granting an increase of pension to 
Silenus A. Simons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5844) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5845) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. McCurdy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5846) granting a pension to Joanna Gar- 
vey Dowling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5847) to correct the military record of 
Israel Fogle; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5848) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Jacob Miller; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 5849) granting 
a pension to Cornelius J. Hurley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5850) granting a pension to P. T. Christen- 
sen; to the Committee on Pensions. t 


By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 5851) for the 
relief of J. C. Dickson, administrator of the estate of Daniel 
Mills, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 5852) granting an increase 
of pension to Morris Garrett; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5853) for the relief of David D. Mitchell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 5854) for the relief of Patrick 
Powers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5855) granting a pension to George 8. 
Frankenfield ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5856) granting an increase -of pension to 
Peter W. Flood; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5857) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5858) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Muller ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 5859) granting a 
pension to Eva Muller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5860) granting a pension to John P. Me- 
Elroy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 5861) granting an increase of 
pansion to John S. Barnett; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 5862) granting a pension 
to George W. Shafer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5863) granting an inctease of pension to 
Charles H. Bothwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLON; A bill (H. R. 5864) for the relief of Thomas 
P. Sorkilmo ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob W. Mallett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5866) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5867) granting an increase of pension to 
Jessie S. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUPRÉ: A bill (H. R. 5868) for the relief of Eva G. 
Bond and Daisy E. Jackson, sole heirs of the late Warren F. 
Jackson ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5869) for the relief of Charles A. Pardue 
and Clara A. Pardue, sole heirs of the late Morris A. Pardue; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 5870) granting a pension to 
Mary Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 5871) granting a pension to 
Fannie A. Mahoney; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5872) granting a pension to Mrs. Robert 
S. Mell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5873) granting a pension to W. J. Massey; 
to the Committee on Pensions. ? 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5874) granting a pension to M. B. Cava- 
naugh ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5875) granting a pension to Catherine 
Werner ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5876) granting a pension to Griffin E. 
Beach; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5877) granting an increase of pension to 
George Bath; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5878) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Wildes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia A. Smiley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5880) for the relief of R. L. Horne; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5881) for the relief of James M. Griner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5882) to defray expenses of L. K. Meldrim 
in certain litigation; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 5883) granting an increase of 
pension to John Grady ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5884) for the relief of Mary L. Boehnert; 
to the Committee on Claims. face 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 5885) granting a pension to 
Alice A. Wing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5886) granting an increase of pension to 
Christian Schlosser ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 5887) for the relief of 
Daniel D. Stocton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 5888) granting a 
pension to William H. H. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3889) granting a pension to Anna Bell 
O'Neal; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5890) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Morrow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5891) granting an increase of pension to 
W. H. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5892) for the relief of William H. H. Ben- 
nett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 5898) for the relief of W. II. Norris; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5894) for the relief of Anna Bell O'Neal, 
widow of George E. O'Neal, deceased; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A Dill (H. R. 5895) granting an increase of 
pension to Erasmus W. Tatlock; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Peusions. 1 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5896) 
granting an increase of pension to Malcolm J. McNeill; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5897) granting a pension to George W. Me- 
Millin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5898) granting a pension to John W. Mun- 
sell; to the Committee on Pensions 

Also, a bill (H R. 5899) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore A. Cox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5900) for the relief of Samuel Deschamps; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 5901) granting a pension to 
August Gruenwald; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5902) granting a pension to Melissa A. 
Coulson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 5903) granting an 
increase of pension to Harry A. Merrill; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5904) for the relief of Bernhard Steuber; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 5905) for the relief of Elsie 
J, Angier and others; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 5906) for the relief of 
Frederick W. Duncker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 5907) granting a pen- 
sion to Lena Griffee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5908) granting a pension to Ada H. Atkins; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5909) granting an increase of pension to 
Silas Hunley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5910) granting an inerease of pension to 
John Holley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5911) granting an increase of pension to 
Alex H. Howren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5912) for the relief of Aaron Angle; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 5913) granting an increase of 
pension to Ira H. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 5914) granting a pension to 
Archie H. Wright; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5915) granting a pension to Adeline Lamp- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5916) granting a pension to Elizabeth Jane 
Alguire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5917) granting a pension to Dora A. Kilts; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5918) granting a pension to Emma R. Wal- 
ters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5919) granting a pension to Anna Youngs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5920) granting a pension to Hattie Stout; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5921) granting a pension to Frank Hiler; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5922) granting a pension to Mary J. Shoe- 
maker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5923) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Guskin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5924) granting a pension to Maria A. 
Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. `- 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension to Alexander A. 
Leishman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5926) granting a pension to Anna C. 
Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5927) granting a pension to Mary Van Roy; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5928) granting a pension to Fred M. Weeks; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5929) granting a pension to Anna M. Ben- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5930) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph N. Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5931) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander McGuire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 5932) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5933) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Sanderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5934) for the relief of Gerhard Heyboer ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5935) for the relief of Chauncey Boyce; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5936) for the relief of John J. Waters; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5937) for the relief of William H. Esta- 
brook ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEEKER: A bill (H. R. 35938) granting an increase 
of pension to William Wells; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 5939) for the 
relief of Edward H. Dennison; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 5940) granting 
a pension o Eli Guedonwicz; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 5941) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos S. Daniels; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5942) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 5943) for the relief of Mary E. 
Coppinger ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 5944) granting 
a pension to Sarah C. Rawlins; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5945) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Peirce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 5946) for the relief of 
Silas Quackenbush; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5947) for the relief of Thomas J. Gardner ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 5948) for the relief of Hays 
Gaskill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 5949) granting an increase 
o pension to Laura W. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 5950) for the relie? of John Purdy; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 5951) granting a pension to 
Bridget Kenney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 5952) granting a pension 
to Harvey Shimer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5953) granting a pension to Effie B. Saxby; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5954) granting a pension to George J. 
Krebs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 5955) granting a pension to 
Edward J. Glennon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 5956) granting 
a pension to Willard Carpenter ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5957) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth O. Sawyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5958) granting an increase of pension to 
Ransom W. Dwyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5959) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvah K. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5960) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5961) granting an increase of pension to 
Lemuel R. Wilcox ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5962) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Doty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5963) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelson L. Gravlin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5964) granting an increase of pension to 
Alanson D. Simpson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 5965) granting a pension to 
Oscar Smith ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 5966) granting an increase of 
pension to George F. Baxter; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 5967) granting a pension to 
John E. Seeger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5968) granting a pension to Mary A. Long; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 5969) granting a pension to Hannah M. 
Lansing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5970) granting a pension to Mattie Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5971) granting a pension to T. K. Mains; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5972) granting an increase of pension to 
John T. Temple; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 5973) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles Hatton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 5974) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy C. Cooley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 5975) granting a pension to 
Martha L. Manley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5976) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 5977) granting an increase 
of pension to William S. Tomey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5978) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Lipok; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5979) for the relief of Sallie Grossen- 
bucher; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5980) for the relief of John T. Hardy; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 5981) granting a 
pension to Clark E. Semark ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5982) granting a pension to Eliza M. 
Baxter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 5983) grant- 
ing a pension to Harriet F, Kidd; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 5984) grant- 
ing a pension to Rosa Carter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5985) for the relief of the estate of H. G. 
Barbee; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5986) for the relief of the heirs of the late 
Peter Deel; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 5987) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the case of the Presbyterian Church, of 
Batesville, Panola County, Miss.; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY>: A bill (H. R. 5988) granting an increase 
of pension to Almeron Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 5989) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Sine; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5990) to reimburse S. S. Buzzerd, postmas- 
ter at Berkeley Springs, Morgan County, W. Va., for cash 
stolen; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 5991) granting a pension 
to Marjorie Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5992) granting a pension to Alice L. Self; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5993) granting a pension to Edmund Ralph; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5994) granting a pension to James H. 
Layne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5995) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Grover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5996) gtanting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Chick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5997) granting an increase of pension to 
J. R. Cowgill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to 
John Maguet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander R. Cating; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 6000) for the relief of the heirs 
of Edmund M. Phelan; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6001) for the relief of the 
heirs of Ann Gregory, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6002) granting 
an increase of pension to Ernest J. Patton; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 6008). granting an increase 
— area to Harriet A. Voelz; to the Committee on Invalid 

enstons, 


By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 6004) granting an increase of 
pension to Norman H. Watson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 6005) granting a pension 
to Mary J. Clow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H, R. 6006) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Jeffers; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6007) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel L. Hartley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, à bill (H. R. 6008) for the relief of James B. Burke; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6009) for the 
Pins of the estate of L. H. Thurmon; to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6010) for the relief of the estate of Fountain 
L. Campbell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6011) for the relief of the estate of John H. 
Gillispie; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6012) for the relief of the estate of George 
W. Gibson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6013) for the relief of the estate of W. B. 
Taylor; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6014) for the relief of the estate of Henry 
20 Earle; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6015) for the relief of the estate of M. S. 
Osborn; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6016) for the relief of the estate of John 
W. Graves; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6017) grant- 
ing a pension to Christianna F. Childs; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6018) for the relief of Franklin W. Hilt, 
5 5 Franklin W. Righter; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6019) granting an honorable discharge to 
Paschall C. Hibbs ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 6020) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Moncravie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6021) granting a pen- 
sion to George Duryea; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6022) confer- 
ring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and 
render judgment in claims of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands 
of 82 Indians against the United States; to the Committee 
on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petitions of Methodist 
Church of Mount Vernon, Iowa; Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Libby, Mont.; 30 citizens of Preston County, Iowa; 
and Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Sparta, Tenn., 
urging national prohibition amendment; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petitions of West End Citizens’ Association, 
of Washington, D. C., and Summit (N. J.) branch of the Na- 
tional Security League, urging national defense; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of employees in cotton mills at 
Carrollton, Ga., protesting against passage of the Palmer-Owen 
bill—child labor ; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of Mrs. Emily V. Tripp and 
other residents of Jackson County, Kans., favoring national 
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Petition of William J. Berkley and others, 
in favor of a retirement bill of Government employees; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of billiard and bowling-alley owners 
of Milwaukee, Wis., protesting against war tax; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of Sharp & Dohme, New 
York City, N. Y., relative to destruction of the citrus canker; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of sundry American citizens, relative to ques- 
tion of disloyalty to the United States; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. j 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of R. V. Swab and 23 other citizens, 
of Wisconsin, urging passage of the Burnett immigration bill; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Ottawa Local of the Mlinois 
State organization of German-American Alliance, fayoring em- 
bargo on munitions of wur; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to Alice A, 
Wing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Christian Schlosser; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
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By Mr. GORDON: Resolution of David Lane and 730 other 
citizens of Cuyahoga County, Ohio, protesting against any addi- 
tional increase of special taxes now imposed upon the brewery 
and liquor industries; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the American Independence 
Union, favoring embargo on munitions; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Memorial of Rotary Club and Commercial 
Club of Salt Lake City; Commercial Boosters’ Club of Logan, 
Utah; and Utah Manufacturing Society and Utah Chapter of 
the American Mining Congress in favor of a general revision 
of mining laws; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce, San Diego, Cal., 
urging establishment of a naval base in southern California ; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Western States Water Power Conference, 
Portland, Oreg., relative to development of natural resources of 
the country, etc.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution, State of New York, 
in favor of national preparedness; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Resolutions and petitions requesting Fed- 
eral aid in exterminating the citrus canker, from chambers of 
commerce at Highland, Pomona, Santa Ana, and Redlands, Cal., 
from fruit growers’ exchanges and associations, and from pri- 
vate growers throughout southern California; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Memorial of Pennsylvania Bar Association, 
to modernize and make uniform the procedure of the courts; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Sons of the Revolution of the State of New 
York, favoring suitable measure of preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of National Association of Mutual Insurance 
Companies, proposing redraft of insurance section of the Federal 
stamp-tax act; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill granting an increase 
of pension to George H. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MEEKER: Petition of Sommer Fruit Co., of St. Louis, 
Mo., protesting against an extra, war tax of 1 cent on every ship- 
ment made by commission merchants; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany bill for increase in pen- 
sion to Leonard E. Griffith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. j 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers filed in support of bill for the relief 
of Hays Gaskill; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to necompany the bill H. R. 4413, for the relief of 
Oliver C. Stringer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 2063, for the relief of Jess 
Musgrave; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Hannah 
Griffin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of American Neutrality and Peace 
Convention at San Francisco, Cal., 2,500 delegates, representing 
over 316 American societies and lodges of the Western States, 
all yoters, favoring embargo on arms and munitions; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OAKEY: Memorial of Connecticut delegates to the 
Twelfth Annual Conyention of the National Rivers and Harbors 
Congress, relative to completion of terminal facilities for ocean- 
going vessels at New London, Conn.; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Connecticut Chamber of Commerce, favoring 
just and fair pay by the Government to the railroads for trans- 
portation ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PARKER of New York: Papers to accompany Dill 
granting a pension to Willard Carpenter; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Papers to accompany H. R. 5524, to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of Amos Ben- 
nett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 5525, granting an increase of 
pension to Nathan Lawson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany H. R. 5520, granting a pension to 
Wiley T. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINBY: Petition of Ethel Lindsay and 24 other citi- 
zens of Mason County, III., favoring national prohibition ; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of the Herpieide Co., 
of Detroit, Mich., protesting against reenactment of the emer- 
gency tax on toilet goods; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition and proof of Ellsworth E. 
Welch for special act; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Memorial of North Dakota 
Pharmaceutical Association, relative to distribution of the war 
tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
Trrunspax, December 16, 1915. 


The Chaplain, Rey, Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: A 

Almighty God, we thank Thee that Thou hast so related us 
in the marvelous oneness of human interests that if we are true 
to ourselves we can not be false to any man. Our interest lies 
far beyond our thought of self to-day. Great world issues press 
themselves upon us. Vast tracts lie in feverish excitement and 
in mortal agony. Yet we turn our thoughts in prayer to Thee 
in the assurance that if we are right with Thy law we will be 
able to find the way of the general good. Teach us the divine 
wisdom of attesting all issues in the holiest place of our own 
hearts where truth in fullness lies. For Christ's sake. Amen. 

The VICE PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Monday last was read and 
approved. 8 

REPORT OF PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE (H. DOC. NO. 32). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of the Surgeon General of the Public Health 
Service for the fiscal year 1915, which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Public Health and 
National Quarantine and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, schedules of papers on file in the Treasury 
Department which are useless and of no permanent value or his- 
torical interest. The communication and accompanying paper 
will be referred to the Joint Select Committee on the Disposi- 
tion of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments, and the 
Chair appoints the Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones] and 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Laxe] the committee on the part 
of the Senate. The Secretary will notify the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the appointment thereof. 

BUILDING OF WARSHIPS (H. DOC. NO. 389). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report on the building of four warships of a type, power, 
and speed best suited to the United States, together with a 
report on the value and uses in naval warfare of aeroplanes, 
dirigibles, balloons, and submarines as revealed by the Euro- 
pean war, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL (S. DOC. NO. 24). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, 
stating that the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in 
Asylum is ready for occupancy and has been turned over to the 
custody of the proper officer of the hospital until such legisla- 
tion is enacted touching the custodianship of the building, which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia and 
ordered to be printed. 

ENLARGEMENT OF CAPITOL GROUNDS (S. DOC. NO. 23). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, an itemized statement relative to the rental of properties 
to be removed for the enlargement of the Capitol Grounds, which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 

EXPENDITURES OF AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT (H. DOC. NO. 399). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report of expenditures for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915, under the appropriations “ Miscellaneous expenses,” 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

PURCHASE AND EXCHANGE OF TYPEWRITERS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Civil Service Commission, transmitting a statement 
showing the purchase of typewriters used in that department 
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during the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 10), which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, transmitting a statement show- 
ing the exchange during the fiscal year 1915 of typewriters, 
office machines, and other labor-saving devices in that depart- 
ment (H. Doc. No. 16), which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Interstate Commerce Commission transmitting a statement rela- 
tive to the purchase of typewriters for use in that department 
during the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 17), which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a statement showing the 
purchase of typewriters used in that department during the 
fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 18), which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a statement showing the 
exchange during the fiscal year 1915 of typewriters, adding ma- 
chines, and other labor-saving devices used in that department 
(H. Doc. No. 19), which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Sec- 

retary of the Interior, transmitting a statement showing the pur- 
chase of typewriters used in that department during the fiscal 
year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 7), which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
- He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement showing the 
exchange during the fiscal year 1915 of typewriters, adding ma- 
chines, and other labor-saving devices used in that department 
(H. Doe. No. 6), which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Civil 
Service Commission, transmitting a statement showing the ex- 
change during the fiscal year 1915 of typewriters, office machines, 
and other labor-saving devices used in that department (H. Doc. 
No. 11), which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia, transmitting a 
statement relative to the purchase and exchange of typewriters 
used in that office during the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 5), 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
superintendent of the building and grounds, Library of Congress, 
transmitting a statement showing the purchase and exchange of 
typewriters used in that department during the fiscal year 1915 
(H. Doc. No. 15), which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and ordered to be printed. 


TRAVEL OF DEPARTMENTAL EMPLOYEES, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a state- 
ment showing in detail the travel of officers and employees from 
Washington to points outside of the District of Columbia during 
the fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 113), which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a statement showing in 
detail the travel of officers and employees from Washington to 
points outside the District of Columbia during the fiscal year 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 155), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, transmitting a statement 
showing in detail the travel of officers and employees from Wash- 
ington to points outside the District of Columbia during the 
fiscal year 1915 (H. Doc. No. 108), which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate the report of the superintendent 
of the building and grounds, Library of Congress, showing in 
detail the travel of officers and employees from Washington to 
points outside of the District of Columbia during the fiscal year 
1915 (H. Doc. No. 53), which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed, 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
Librarian of Congress, transmitting a statement showing in de- 
tail the travel of officers and employees from Washington to 
points outside the District of Columbia during the fiscal year 
1915 (H. Doe. No. 129), which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

H. R. 668. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Citi- 
zens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Burlington, Iowa ; 

H. R. 3638. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark. ; 

H. J. Res. 60. A joint resolution making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1916; and 

H. J. Res, 61. A joint resolution authorizing payment of the 
salaries of officers and employees of Congress for December, 1915. 

The message also transmitted to the Senate resolutions on the 
death of Hon. Josera A. Govurpen, late a Representative from 
the State of New York. 

The message further transmitted to the Senate resolutions 
on the death of Hon. SAMUEL ANDREW WITHERSPOON, late a Rep- 
resentative from the State of Mississippi. 

The message also announced that the Speaker had appointed 
as a part of the Joint Committee on the Disposition of Useless 
Papers, on the part of the House, Mr. Tarporr, of Maryland, 
and Mr. Bennet, of New York. 


HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. 


H. R. 3638. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark., was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Com- 


erce. 

The following joint resolutions were severally read twice by 
their titles and referred te the Committee on Appropriations : 

H. J. Res. 60. A joint resolution making appropriations to 
supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1916; and . 

H. J. Res. 61. A joint resolution authorizing payment of the 
salaries of officers and employees of Congress for December, 
1915. 4 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, I present a memorial received by 
myself and my colleagues of Oregon from the American Neu- 
trality League of that State, to which are attached about 6,000 
names of our citizens, protesting against the shipment of arms 
and munitions to any of the belligerents. I shall not ask that 
the names be printed, but I do ask that the body of the memorial 
itself be printed in the Recorp. I take pleasure in doing this 
at the request of the signers, all of whom are citizens of Oregon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The memorial is as follows: 


To GEORGE E. CHAMBERLAIN, United States Senator; Harry LANE, 
United States Senator; W. C. Hawer, Congressman; N. J. Sixxorr, 
Congressman; and C. N. MCARTHUR, Congressman ; 

We, the undersigned citizens and voters of Oregon, are absolutel: 
opposed to the exportation of arms and ammunition to any and ali 
nations at war, and, for humani n reasons, we request you to vote 
for and support at the next session of Con a resolution inves: 
the President with the power to place an upon the shipment o 
all arms and ammunition. 

We maintain that the shipment of arms and ammunition is wrong 
and that we, as a sovereign Nation, have a right to prohibit, at any 
time, the exportation of arms and ammunition. We our claims 
on international law and precedent, as follows: 

Woolsey on International Law: “If the neutral, instead of wheat 
should send powder or balls, cannon or rifles, this would be a direct 
encouragement of the war, and so a from the neutral tion. 

“On January 23, 1871, long after the Franco-Prussian ‘ar had 
begun, President Grant signed an embargo on arms. The result of this 
was that the war was ed within a few months and the shedding 
of much blood was prevented. 

“ President Taft 1912 issued a proclamation forbidding the export 
of arms and munitions to Mexico, and in 1913, while war was in prog- 
base President Wilson placed an embargo on munitions of war to 

exico. 

“The British Government has a law on its statute books conferrin 
discretionary power on the King of England to forbid the export o 
arms and ammunition. Op Aj „at the time of the Spanish- 
American War, that Government warned British subjects against un- 
neutral acts, among which were enumerated the supplying of arms, 
ammunition, military stores, or materials. 

*. g the Spanish- War, upon the mere protest of our 
ambassador, Andrew D. White, the German Government stopped the 
sale of arms and munitions of war to in.” 

At this time every neutral country, except the United States, bas 
placed an embargo on munitions of war. 
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5 In 1 a to the above, we have the following declarations of Presi- 
ent Wilson: 

“ We must be neutral in fact as well as in name, and we must put a 
curb on every transaction which might give preference to one party in 


the struggle over another. 
“We should not extend or withhold aid to or from either if actual 
circumstances were such that both parties are not 1 | befriended. 
Aside from the above, we are convinced that the building up of the 
enormous industry in arms and ammunition is a serious and positive 
menace to our safety and economic welfare. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have a letter, in the form of 
a petition, which I desire to present, and I ask that it be printed 
in the Recorp and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to be 
printed in the Record and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, as follows: i 

ELIZABETH BOARD OF TRADE, 
Elisabeth, N. J., December 14, 1915. 
Hon. James E. MARTINE, 
The Burlington, Washington, D. C. 
Dran Sin: At the 5 Elizabeth Board of Trade on Thurs- 


day evening, December 9. ollowing resolutions, ene by the At- 
lantic . Waterways Association at its convention at Savannah, 
were approved : 

“ Resolved, That we uest of Congress the immediate sition, 
by purchase or condemnation, of the Chesapeake and ware 

nal and the improvement thereof to a free sea-level. waterway, as 
recommended by the Chief of 1 

“ Resolved, That we request of Congress the immediate adoption of 
the project for a modern waterway across the State of New Jersey, 
conn the Delaware River with Raritan Baye. and the enactment of 
such pro ms as will insure the early 3 m of the right of way 
froth the State, as recommended by the C of Engineers and pledg 
by the State statute.” 

This organization has always been interested in the Atlantic 
Waterways Association’s project, and your support of measures which 
will make the Chesapeake Delaware Canal and the across New 
Jersey links in this intracoastal system will be appreciated. 


Yours, trul 
i * ALExis J. COLMAN, 
Secretary. 


Mr. PITTMAN. I present a petition prepared by the Nevada 
Indian Association, signed by 5,000 citizens, relative to home 
sites for the nonreservation Indians in the State of Nevada. I 
do not ask that the names be printed; but, as the petition is 
very short, I ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, and it was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, as follows: 

THE NEVADA INDIAN ASSOCIATION, 
July 1, 1915. 
Hon. Francis G. NEWLANDS and Hon. Key PITTMAN, United States 


Senators from Nevada, and Hon. E. E. ROBERTS, United States Rep- 

resentative from Nevada: 

We, the undersigned citizens and residents of the State of Nevada, 
respectfully represent and paneon as follows : 

e are about 5,000 dians now residing within the State of 
Nevada. Of this number 5 2,000 are living upon reserva- 
tions which are maintained by and under the direct supervision of the 
Government of the United States, while the remaining 3,000 are home- 
less, without support, and have never received any tuities from the 
Go t, — in hovels, under insanitary conditions which men- 


t them- 
"There are no 
ae — nad te for a larger number than th 
being provided for. We believe that many of these homeless 
with set a instruction in home making and 
77 75 nancial assistance from the Government, 

ents. 
respectfull, titi cti t of iati 

“Congress of the Bees: $100,000 a 8 —.— 

tes th adequate water rights and providing agricultural instruc- 
tion for the nonreservation Indians of the State of Nevada, to the end 
that they may become self-supporting and more useful residents of 
this State. 

Mr. THOMPSON presented memorials of the Society of 
Friends, of Northbranch; the Society of Friends, of Hesper ; the 
Society of Friends, of La Fayette; the Society of Friends, of 
Haviland; the Society of Friends, of Rose Hill; the Society of 
Friends, of Rose Valley; Local Farmers’ Educational and Co- 
operative Union of America, of Blaine; Local Union No. 562, 
Farmers’ Union, of Erie; Local Union No. 823, Farmers’ Union, 
of Stark; Hurricane Grange, No. 359, Patrons of Husbandry, 
of Overbrook; sundry citizens of Liberal and North Branch; 
and of the congregation of the Church of the Brethren, of 
Larned, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against an 
increase in armaments, which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. f 

He also presented a petition of the Army and Navy Medal of 
Honor Legion of the United States of America, of Washington, 
D. C., pledging aid to the President and Congress to maintain the 
honor of our country and the rights of her citizens, which was 
referred to the Cimmittee on Military Affairs. 


make useful resi- 


ture and with’ 


Mr. MYERS. I present a letter from Hon. S. V. Stewart, gov- 
ernor of Montana, regarding the Flathead reclamation project, 
which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered 


to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE, 
Helena, Mont., December 1, 1945. 
Hon. Henny L. MYERS 


Washington, D. O. 


My DEAR SENATOR : Herewith I am sending a letter that bas just been 
received from Mr. James Harbert, chairman of the tion committee 
of the Polson Chamber of Commerce, in which he asks assistance 
in the campaign for a million dollar appropriation for the Flathead 
irrigation project. 

I am glad, indeed, to add ay oiee to the cause, and would rejoice to 
knew that the energetic efforts of yourself and the other members of 
the Montana delegation had borne fruit in the shape of an adequate 
i ob gt kg for this exceedingly important work. It seems to me that 

e parent Government in control of these pro; owes it to itself and 
to the settlers upon the projects to exert every effort possible to bring 
Its plans to a workable conclusion. 

In view of your intimate knowledge of the details of this stupendous 
project, it is not necessary for me to ticularize. It is apparent, how- 


ever, that since the project is only 2 r cent completed after a lapse 
of five years, the duty of the Federal Government is plain in the prem- 
ises. If the Government means to keep th the settlers who 


have gone and those who would R upon this t domain, it should 
give an earnest of its purpose. his can not be done by a niggardly 
po ig vie erage The setting apart of a liberal sum for the prosecution 
of the work would inspire all those interested with fresh hope and give 
notice to all our people that the Government was in all earnest when 
the project was undertaken and that it Proposes to do its full 
bring about a realization of the hopes of the people in that splendid 
section of Montana. 

I sincerely trust that the Government may be brought to see and dis- 
charge its duty with regard to the Flathead project. 

Very truly, yours, 
S. V. STEWART, Governor. 


Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint memorial 10. (Introduced by MacDonald, of Flathead.) 

Whereas the Glacier National Park, situated in the counties of Flat- 
head and Teton, in the State of Montana, is wholly under the super- 
vision of the Government of the United States, is divided by a high 
mountain range over which there is no means of travel other than 
by railroad; and 

Whereas the yarious counties in the State of Montana both east and 
west of the Glacier National Park have constructed and do maintain 
wholly at their expense ways which are now open for thro 
travel from the east boun of the State to the said Glacier Na- 


through the Glacier National 
ble moment; and 
t conditions it is le fo: ts and 


Whereas under r 
horses and under 


travelers to go through said park except by pack 
very adverse conditions: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana, 'That 
the Government of the United States be urged to make an appropriation 
and to start the construction of a roadway through the park from cast 
to west; and be it further 
Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the President of 
the United States, r of the Interior, and the Members of 
the United States Senate and House of Representatives from Montana, 
Georce L. RAMSEY 
8 of the House. 
W. W. MCDOWELL 
President of the Senate, 
Approved March 8, 1915. 
S. V. STEWART, Governor. 


Filed March 8, 1915, at 2.05 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON, 
Secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES or AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. M. Alderson, secretes of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above Is a true and correct copy of House joint 
memorial No. 10, pra: the Federal Government to 

from east to west 


construct a road- 


tana, and approved t7 S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 
Sth day of March, 1915. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this Ist day of 


April, A. D. 1915. 

[SBAL.], A. M. ALDERSON, 

Secretary of State. 

Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 8. (By Burnett.) 

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of 1 of the 
State ot N legislative session assembled, do most respectfully 
represent and petition— 

Whereas, in order to secure the exploration and development of coal, oil, 
and gas resources, it is necessary be executed by the State 
of Montana, granting authority to its lessees to explore such coal, 
oil, and gas resources and to extract the same from its lands, and to 
use so much of the surface as may be necessary therefor, upon the pay- 
ment of a proper rental or royale and 
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Whereas, by the terms of the act of Congress approved February 22, 
1889. providing for the formation of constitutions and State govern- 
ments for the States of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and 
Washington, and the admission thereof into the Union, and making 
donations of public lands to such States, it was provided that the 
lands so donated and granted may be leased for periods of not more 
than five years, in quantities not exceeding one section, to any one 
person or company: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolred, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the State 

of Montana do request the Congress of the United States to so amend 

the aforesaid act of February 22, 1889, as to permit the said several 

States, including the State of Montana, by its 123 officers, to execute 

leases for the exploration and extraction of the aforesaid minerals 

which may be contained upon or beneath the surface of any of 
granted lands, together with the right to use so much of the surface of 
said lands as may be necessary therefor, and for such periods of time 

5 = be determined by or under the legislative authority of said 
ates. 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be forthwith transmitted to 
the presiding officer of the United States Senate, the Speaker of the 
House of 3 the chairman of the Senate and House Com- 
mittees on blie Lands, the Secretary of the Interior, and to each 
Member of the Montana delegation in Congress. 

Gronen L. RAMSEY 
Speaker of the House. 

W. W. MCDOWELL, 

President of the Senate. 

Approved March 8, 1915. 

S. V. STEWART, Governor, 


Filed March 8, 1915, at 2.05 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON, 
Seeretary of State. 


Unirep STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 

I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of House joint 
memorial No. 8, memorializing Congress to amend the act of February 
22, 1889, regarding the leasing of public lands for periods of not more 
than five years, enacted by the fourteenth session of the slative 
Assembly of the State of Montana, and approved by S. V. Stewart, 
governor of said State, on the 8th day of March, 1915. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this 1st day of 
April, A. D. 1915. 

[sBaL.] A. M. ALDERSON 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 7. (Introduced by Coburn.) 
To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States in Congress assembled: 

Whereas the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, situated in the northwestern 
rtion of the State of Montana, 5 an area of approximately 
500,000 acres, the major portion of which is of great agricultural 
value and capable of producing cereals and other farm products in 
: t cer genta is now reserved for the use of the Piegan Indian 
be; an 
Whereas the total membership of said Indian tribe is less than 2,489 
persons, including men, women, and children; and 
Whereas there has been allotted in severalty to each member of said 
tribe valuable lands, sufficient under a proper administration of their 
affairs to sustain said Indians in comfort and assure them the means 
of an independent livelihood ; and 
Whereas but a very small portion of said Indian reservation is ever 
used by any of said Indian tribe for any purpose whatsoever, the 

same being leased to large cattle owners and flock masters at a 

rental insignificant by comparison with the agricultural possibilities 

thereof ; and 
Whereas practically all of the valuable homestead lands of northwestern 
Montana have been claimed and occupied under the homestead laws of 
the United States; and 
Whereas it is physically impossible for this number of Indians to occupy 
and use this vast area of valuable farm land, even though said Indians 
were possessed of the average ability of our white citizens in the 
management of agricultural pursuits; and 

Whereas it would result in the great betterment of the industrial, finan- 
cial, and moral conditions of the Indians themselves if they were 
compelled to occupy, use, and manage, under 8 supervision, the 
lands already allotted to them, large areas of which have been irri- 
gated by the Government at great expense and are now almost wholly 
unused : Therefore be it 

Resolred (the senate concurring), That we, the Fourteenth Legisla- 
tive Assembly of the State of Montana, do hereby petition the Congress 
of the United States for the passage of necessary legislation to open 
for settlement at as early a date as practicable the land embraced 
within the Blackfeet Indian Reservation situated in the northwestern 
portion of the State of Montana. 

Resolved peno That a copy of this memorial be forwarded to the 
Secretary of State, to the honorable Secretary of the Interior, and to 
our Senators and Representatives in Congress, with the request that 
they use every effort within their power to bring about the early open: 
ing to homestead settlement or otherwise of said Blackfeet Indian 


Reservation. 
W. W. MCDOWELL, 
President of the Senate. 
GEORGE L. RAMSEY, 
Speaker of the House. 
Approved March S. 1915. 


S. V. STEWART, 
Governor, 
Filed March 8, 1915, at 2.05 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON, 
Secretary of State. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 


I, A. M. Alderson, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do hereby 
certify that the above is a true and correct copy of house joint memorial 


No. 7, memorializing Congress to pass the necessary legislation for the 
opening of the Blackfeet Indian Reservation enacted by the fourteenth ses- 

on of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana and approved 
18 V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the 8th day of rch, 


1915. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
srest oeta a 8 0 
ne a ec 0 elena, the capital of said 8 ` 
1 souks: pital of sa tate, this Ist day 
[SB4L.] A. M. ALDERSON, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


House joint resolution 5. (Introduced by Gladden.) 


A resolution memoriali Congress for the building of one steel 
bridge jointly with Sanders County across the Flathead River on 
the Flathead Indian Reservation. 


Whereas the lands lying west of the Flathead River in the Flathead 
Indian Reservation in Sanders County are populated by about one- 
third of the white and Indian residents of the county; 

Whereas the agency buildings and one of the chief marketing and com- 
mercial] centers of said district, the town of Dixon, are situated on 
the east side of said Flathead River; 

Whereas there are no means of communication from the Government 
lands of the Flathead Indian Reservation, lying west of the Flathead 
River, and the agency located at the town of Dixon, except by a 
long, devious route, necessitating the travel of 100 miies or more; 

Whereas the lands embraced within said district have been thrown 
open to settlement under the land laws of the United States; 

Whereas there is no bridge across said Flathead River, and the same Js 
not fordable, at the said town of Dixon, and ferry boats can not 
operate thereon except during a limited period of time in the ŝum- 
mer months: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Fourteenth Legis- 

lative Assembly of the State of Montana (the Senate concurring 

herein), That we petition the Congress of the United States for the 
necessary funds to be taken out of the moneys belonging to the Flat- 
head Indians to enable the joint construction with the County of 

Sanders, Mont., under the supervision of the Board of County Com- 

missioners of Sanders County, of one steel highway bridge across the 

Flathead River, opposite the agency buildin at Dixon, Mont., one-half 


of the expense of the construction of said bridge to be paid out of the 
funds belonging to the Flathead Indlans and the other half of sald ex- 
pense to be d out of the road and bridge fund of Sanders County, 


under an agreement to be entered into between the proper Federal 
officers and the county commissioners of Sanders County. 

Resolved, That a copy hereof be transmitted to the secretary of 
state of the State of Montana, to the Senators and Representatives in 
Congress of the State of Montana, with the request that they use every 
effort within their por to bring about s y action for the accom- 
plishment of the ends and purposes herein indicated. 

8 8 
eaker o € House. 

w. W. MCDOWELL, 
President of the Senate. 


Approved March 8, 1915. 
S. V. STEWART, Governor, 


Filed March 8, 1915, at 2.05 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALDERSOX, 
Secretary of State. 


Unirep STATES or AMERICA, State of Montana, ss: 


I, A. M. Alderson, 55 of state of the State of Montana, do 
hereby certify that the above is a true and correct copy of joint house 
resolution No. 5, a resolution memorializing Congress for the build- 
ing of one steel bridge jointly with Sanders County across the Flathead 
River on the Flathead Indian Reservation, enacted by the fourteenth 
session of the Legislature Assembly of the State of Montana and 
approved by S. V. Stewart, governor of said State, on the Sth day 
0 i arch, 1915. 


n testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 
Done at the city of Helena, the capital of said State, this Ist day 
of April, A. D. 1915. 
A. M. ALDERSON, 


[SBAL.] 
¢ Secretary of State. 
Mr. MYERS presented a joint memorial of the Legislature of 
Montana, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
Senate joint resolution 10. (Introduced by Byrnes.) 


Whereas soon after the commencement of the war which is now being 
waged in Europe certain of the belligerent nations began and con- 
tinued the seizure of ships sailing under American and other neutral 
flags carrying 8 from America to European nations not involved 
in the war, which seizures resulted in almost the entire cessation of 
copper shipments to neutral countries, and such narrowing of the legiti- 
mate foreign markets with the restricted demand in this country 
threatened to make impossible the continuance of the copper produc- 
tion in this country, even at the then curtailed rate, thus most seri- 
ously crippling ene of the main industries of Montana and bringing 
further disaster to our people; and 

Whereas largely through the prompt, energetic, and able protests of 
Montana's Senators and Representatives in Congress, the Hon. HEXRY 
L. Myers, the Hon. THOMAS J. Wausn, the Hon. Tom Srovurt, and the 
Hon. Jomx M. Evans, and their clear exposition of the injustice and 
indefensibility of such action of the warring nations in interfering 
with commerce under neutral nags and between neutral nations, the 
State Department of the United States made emphatic protests against 
such conduct and notified the offending nation that such interference 
with our commerce would no longer be tolerated, which protest has 
resulted in at least partial, and promises in the near ture full, 
relief from such situation: Now, therefore, be it 


1915. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


303 


Resolved, That the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana does 
hereby emphatically commend the action of and the assitance rendered 
by Montana Senators and Representatives and does hereby express the 
indebtedness of the people of our State to them, and does hereby com- 
mend the Department of State of the United States for the firm stand 
taken by it upon a matter so vital to Montana’s interest, and does fur- 
ther urge that continued vi, ce be exercised, to the end that there 
be no further interference of this character with commerce in the prod- 
ucts of Montana's industries: Be it further 

Resolved, That a copy hereof be transmitted Bg the secresary oe state 
of the State of Montana to Montana Senato and Representatives in 
Congress, and to the Department of State nc the bac neo States. 


CDOWELL, 
President SHA the. Senate, 
GEORGE L. RAMSEY, 
Speaker of the. House. 


S. V. STEWART, 
Governor, 


Approved March 5, 1915. 


Filed March 5, 1915, at 2.45 o'clock p. m. 
A. M. ALDERSON 
Becretary of State. 
Spire STATES OF AMERICA, State of Montana, 88: 
A. M. Alderson 


5 ol state 7 the State of Montana, do 
hesba No. 10, that the above is a true and correct copy of moaten reso- 
lution No. 10, commending the action of Montana Senators 


in bringing about relief from seizure of United States 7 
by belligerent nations rea ips per the fourteenth session of the 

ve Assembly of the State of Montana and ap pprorod by S. V. Stewart, 
governor of said State, on the 5th day of Mar 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of said State. 

Done at 27 1 of Helena, the capital of said State, this Ist day of 


April, 4 A. D 
[SEA A. M. ALDERSON. 
Becretary of "State. 
Mr. MYERS. I present petitions from the Chamber of Com- 


merce of Kalispell, the public schools of Polson, of sundry home- 
steaders residing in the Little Bitter Root Valley, and of sun- 
dry citizens, all in the State of Montana, and also a petition 
from the Chamber of Commerce of Spokane, Wash., praying for 
an increased appropriation for the Flathead Indian reclamation 
project. I ask that the petitions may be printed in the RECORD, 
with the name of the first signer and the words “and many 
others,” if there be more than one signer. 

There being no objection, the petitions were referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


eg er? CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
alispell, Mont., November 12, 1915, 


To the President and ried. of piyi United States: 


in the counties of Flat- 
uable reclamation 


to white settlers, taken . the homestead act. The ted 
cost of this project is ert 500,000. 
More than five years . — 1 .— first commenced upon 


this project, less than have passed sinc 

to date, there being only about 25 per 8 of 

— en time, and it has been estimated tha 
reece. at the present rate of progress, to — 8 this pro. 

ea rege people who are holding homesteads upon this land 

A greal a in this country for more than 25 years and have spent 

the dest ye of their lives in opening in Serb and developing a new region, 

0 


formerly turning their attention to 
This land was taken in good re by reine Settlers, bel 8 
ts expressed and implied pledge = 
been negli- 


the Government mt would carry out i 
has 
its proceedings and deal- 


been actually expe 


fone 5 ct completed eted 


placing water upon their land. 
The record . iy Rar rt arene that the Coreas 


ent and manif: in the tardiness of 
gs with the peo; ope 

t is estimat that 50 per cent of the le have become dis- 
couraged and have lost th in the General vernment and are 


leaving their claims after having spent all the money they had in par- 
tial development of same. 

It occurs to us that there is an obligation on the t of the Goy- 
ernment toward the people who have come hundr of miles and 
5 on this land, spending all their earnings for years and years 

n the foundation of a home, and it is up to the Government of the 

United States to make good their implied and sacred promise to the 


Peien is ss nowhere in the United States a region 
a more beautiful te or of more ene attractiveness, 
that will respond with greater returns to irrigation than this Fia 


ject. 
12 view of the foregoing we tng — 4 urge that immediate action 
be taken looking toward the develop of this Flathead irrigation 
project by the present session of 8 
H. GRIFFIN, President. 


N. N . BERNARD, Secretary. 


ors soll 
thead 


POLSON PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
Polson, Mont., December 7, 1915. 
To the President and Congress of the United States: 

The Flathead reclamation project, embraced in the counties of Flat- 
head and Missoula, is one of the largest and most valuable reclamation 
projects in the United States, embracing 1 152,000 acres 

of land, involving the ownership of Indian tments and lands belong- 
ding to White set ers, taken a the homestead act. The estimated 
cost of this project is 3300.900 

More than five years ssed since work first commenced upon 
this project, less ($2,000, haying been actually expended up to 
date, there being onl rat 25 per cent of 1 project completed 1 the 
present time, and it been estimated that it require at least 25 


years, at the present rate of progress, to complete this project, 


A great many people who are holding homesteads upon this land 
have already been in this country for more than 25 years and have 
spent the best part of their lives in opening up and developing a new 

on, formerly turning their attention to stock raising. 
land was taken by the settlers in good faith, Believing that the 
Government would carry out its expressed and implied pledges in placing 
water upon their land. 
The record up to date shows that the Government has been negligent 


and. 5 unfair in the tardiness of its proceedings and dealings 
It 18 Eten that 50 


cent of the people have become discouraged 
eral Government and are leaving their 


and have lost faith in the Gen 
claims, after develop- 


ving seat all the money they had in 
ment of same. 


romise to the the Ur 
tates a region po 
attractiveness, or a 
ene] . 5 respond with greater returns to irrigation, than this Flat- 
O; 
In hag of the foregqing. facts, we, the pupils of the Polson public 
and high schoo request that Congress grant an appro- 
1 nee not less . — $1,000,000 for construction work on this proj- 
‘or the 
Respectfully Alx submitted, 
Irvine JOHNSON 
d many others). 


POLSON PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
Polson, Mont., December 7, 1915. 


To the President and Congress of the United States: 
We, the teachers of the Polson public — realizing the urgent 
need of an appropriation sufficien to insure the early com- 
Flathead reclama 


f the tion do respectfull 
ne ae Bl consideration of the Petition A million for the Mathaad. 
Munten D. Pace 


(And many others). 


Loxn PINE, MONT., October 1, 1915. 


To the President and Congress of the United States: 
undersigned, whose names are hereunto subscribed 
— on resent that we are homesteaders in the Little ee hoot Wak Val- 
tion project, on the Flath ndian Res- 


which we live, along with other parts of the Flathead Reservation, was 
thrown open to settlement 279 years and people were invited by the 
Government to come and se a 
Government at the point eg valuation of from 5 to $7 per acre. It is 
not a gift of Government — 75 We pay 
at the appraised valuation thereo 

The Government intended this for an irrigated settlement. 
is dry land, unfit for dry-land It must be irrigated in order 
to produce crops. The Government divided the land into homestead 

unite ‘of 40 and 80 acres, intended for irrigated lands; entirely too 
small for oe -land farming, even if the land were N ie thereto. The 
ro ve the ple to understand that their lands would be 
the sotiare ye ape to 
water on th lands. 


The land 


justified 
iligence 


crops 


been treated right. hey — the Government has not kept good faith 
th them. ea earnestly to you for an adequate appro- 
9 b. aren for. 8 Flathead mation project for next 


recla 
pen ent iE to ase a part thereot for starting reclam: 
ttle „Bitter Root V. which is a legitimate part of the Flathead 
reclamation project, and 1ghoula no l 
pray to you to heed our prayer for ef. We are American citizens 
and bear our share in k up the Government, and we ask for 
justice at your hands. With great respect, 1 

EO. G. O'NEAL 


And many others). 


be overlooked. We earnestly 


To the President and Congress of the United States, Washington, D. O. 


GENTLEMEN : es" one of the unit holders, occupying land within the 
Flathead project, I desire to submit for your consideration the follow- 


“At the invitation of the Government I entered upon an irrigable unit 
raced in the Flathead project, under promise by the Government 
that my land would be a either in Kanala or in part, and after 
more than fiye years of watchful and patient wai this project is now 
about 25 per cent completed, and as a result of the TDAU s failure 
to carry out its express and imp ee EOE eee 
made entry, many of the unit holders have been compelled to tem- 

3 or BB oy Serer dis abandon their homes. 
that the treatment accorded to us bas been unfair and 

not i harmo 


arid lands, and we can see no 
and 


prosecu 
Sraction and — ce charges, 
an economical and businesslike manner, 
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All funds expended in connection with the project are reimbursable 
either to the Indian or the Government, and the sooner this reclamation 
scheme is completed the sooner the Indian will be reimbursed for the 
money he has inyested on account of same, 

In view of the foregoing facts I respectfully request that Congress 
grant an appropriation for at least a million dollars for construction 
work on this project during the ensuing year. 

Respectfully submitted. 

NIELS A, CHRISTENSEN 
(And many others), 


To the President and Congress of the United States. 


GENTLEMEN: This joint communication from the Chambers of Com- 
merce of Kalispell, Whitefish, and Columbia Falls, Mont., is directed to 
you for the purpose of securing remedial legislation for the Indian allot- 
tees and farm-unit holders oenpring lands under the Flathead reclama- 
tion project. situate in Flathead and Missoula Counties, in Montana. 

This Pe embraces the reclamation of 152,000 acres of the finest 
lands of the former Flathead Indian Reserve, the ownership of which is 
about equally divided between the Indian and white man, and is the 
largest and most comprehensive Indian irrigation scheme ever under- 
taken in the United States. 

The estimated cost of the project is $6,500,000, but after five years 
has elapsed since construction work was begun, less than 25 per cent of 
the project is completed, and the sole reason for this delay is that Con- 
ye appropriated less than $2,000,000 for the work during the period. 

t is evident that at this rate of appropriation it will require 25 years 
to finish the undertaking. 

The Indian and white man alike entered these lands under the im- 
— promise and pledge from the Government to have water avallable 

or these lands wi a reasonable time. It has woefully failed to kee 

its obligation, and so flagrant a violation of agrenme by an individual 

E an oe Government would doubtless open to speedy redress 
e cour Š 

There is not the slightest element of charity entering into an appro- 
priation by Congress for the Flathead project; all of the funds used in 
construction are reimbursable either to the Government or to the Indian 
fund, depending from which seurce received, Aa this obligation for 
repayment stands as a first lien upon all tbe lands within the project. 

he towns of Kalispell, Whitefish, and Columbia Falls, Mont. are 
directly con ous to the territory included in this project, and our 
merchants and manufacturers serve the settlers upon these lands. Our 
interest in urging the speedy completion of the project is as great as 
theirs, which completion means everything to the development of this 
fertile section of the Northwest, and consequently to the prosperity of 


its le. 

We 8 request that an appropriation sufficiently large, looking 
toward the . — completion of the Flathead irrigation project, be 
passed at the coming session of Congress. 

Respectfully submitted. 

KALISPELL CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

W. H. GRIFFIN, President,; 

P. N. BERNARD, Secretary. 
WEAITEFISH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

„F. WELDE, President; 

FRED S. Perry, Secretary. 
COLUMBIA FALLS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

R. W. Matn, President; 

WiILLiau L, FrrTZSIMMONS, Secretary. 

SPOKANE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

Spokane, November 23, 1915. 
To the President and Congress of the United States. 


GENTLEMEN: This communication is addressed to you for the purpose 
of securing remedial | lation for the allottees and unit holders 
occupying lands within the Flathead project, situate in Flathead and 
Missoula Counties, in Montana. 

If we are correctly informed, this project is the largest and most 
comprehensive Indian ngadon scheme ever undertaken in this coun- 
try and involves the reclamation of 3 152,000 acres of 
land, the ownership of same being about equally divided between the 
Indian and the white man. 

We are advised that the completed cost of this project will be about 
6,500,000, and after more than five years of construction work less than 
2,000,000 has been actually expended. The project is now about 25 

per cent completed and at the present rate appropriations are being 
made will require 25 years to complete this project. 

The Indian and white man alike went upon these lands in good faith 
expecting the Government to carry out its express and . pledges 
and promises made to them at the time they made entry. e maintain 
that the treatment accorded to the settlers under this project has been 
manifestly unfair, and inasmuch as the irrigation scheme has been 
properly authorized by law it is clearly the duty of the Government to 
push this work to a si y completion and make the water available 
at the very earliest possible moment. 

All the funds used in connection with the construction of this project 
are reimbursable either to the Indian or to the Government. The set- 
tlers have pledged their lands and very lives for all construction and 
maintenance charges, and we would like 
the fact that no 
nection with the F 
expenditure providing the work 
peditious, and economical manner. 

The people of Spokane are 1 interested in the speedy com- 
pletion of this project, as this district is within a 250-mile radius of 
the city and is a part of the great inland 8 of which Spokane is 
the logical and 1 center. Our jobbers and manufacturers 
are serving the me ts on this project, and there is therefore a large 
community of interest between us and our relations are reciprocal to 
the last degree. 

In view of the foregoing we respectfully request that an appropri 
tion sufficiently large, looking toward the speedy development of the 
Flathead e ek project, be passed by the next session of Congress. 

Respectfully submitted. 


he lands will amply stand for the 


8 1 ons have been made in con- 
athead project. 
is carried forth in a businesslike, ex- 


Jas. S. RAMAGE, President. 
G. C. CorBaLey, Secretary. 


Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Fort 
Peck, Mont., praying for the opening of-the Fort Peck Indian 
Reservation. I ask that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and printed in the RECORD. 


ou to especially bear in mind 


There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Resolutions, 


Whereas the opening and settlement of the Fort Peck Indian Reserva- 
tion has been a 5 failure, we, citizens of the United States 
and members of the Fort Peck Settlement Association, in meeting 
assembled for the purpose of inducing the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior of the United States and the Con of the United States 
to so alter the laws and regulations as to the settlement of the reser- 
vation that the same may be quickly settled and cultivated into 
fertile fields; and 

Whereas the Government's attempt to settle this reservation has been 
a failure in that only approximately 500 entrymen have filed thereon, 
8 of a possible 6,000, on the very fertile land of this reservation ; 


an 
Whereas the increased size of the unit of land has been no stimulus 

_to the number of settlers on the reservation ; and 
Whereas the hardships in the settling of this reservation imposed by the 

8 laws has caused settlers to seek other lands in the United 

states public domain and in the fertile lands of the Dominion of 

Canada ; and 
Whereas the present settlers upon the Fort Peck Reservation find the 

burden of meeting their payments under the present appraisement so 

great that many of them are unable to meet their pa. ments thereon 
and to support their families, let alone improve their lands; and 
Whereas the present method of appraisement has been a loss to the 

Indians, in that the lands have not been settled and the settlers now 

thereon have from necessity become delinquent in their payment 

all tending tomara the loss of anticipated funds to the Indians: An 
therefore it 

Resolved and respectfully suggested to the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior and the Congress of the United States, as follows, to wit: 

1. That the appraisement as made of the land of the Fort Peck 
Reservation be removed and a reappraisement be made in lieu thereof. 

2. That the 1 of the appraised price of the land be extended 
over a period of 10 years. 

3. That all settlers who have filed on 160-acre tracts be allowed to 
take additional 160-acre tracts on the reservation, although the same 
be not contiguous as now required by the homestead laws. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Fort Peck SETTLEMENT ASSOCIATION, 
C. F. BLAICH, President. 
J. P. Murray, Secretary. 


Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Olympia, Wash., praying for the establishment of sum- 
mer homesteads in national forests. I ask that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands and printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 


Resolution fayoring a Federal law providing for summer homesteads in 

national forests. 

Whereas the vast area of public land, national forests, State school 
lands, and Indian lands in the Northwest States, in many counties 
amounting to 50 and as high as 75 per cent of their area, that are 
not subject to taxation for the maintenance of local government and 

8 local development ; and 

ereas the national forests of the Northwest States of Montana 
Idaho, and Washington cover an area of approximately 44,000,000 
acres, covering one of the most remarkable scenic and climatic 
regions in the world; and 

Whereas this vast scenic region has been made accessible to the tourist 
through the completion of the National Parks Transcontinental High- 
way, reaching from the Great Lakes to Puget Sound, and 1 
through the great national forests over one continuous natural park 
2 of more than a thousand miles; and 

Whereas hundreds of thousands of dollars have been spent by local com- 
munities in building lateral 2 to beautiful local scenic attrac- 
tions, lakes, canyons, and glaciers, making accessible a vast panorama 
of scenic wonderland ; and 

Whereas it has been estimated that in 1910 $350,000,000 of money was 
spent by American tourists in foreign lands, and in 1914 it is estj- 
mated that $500,000,000 was thus ae by our peoples and 

Whereas a recent Washington, D. C., dispatch, emanating from the In- 
terior Department, says, “Repo made public to-night show that 
more than twice as many porus visited the nationa rks of the 
west in the season just cl than last year. Yellowstone Park recorded 
51,820 tourists, compared with 20, in 1914. Mr. Lane said that 
the policy first inaugurated two years ago 8 automobiles 
to enter the parks had been a success, and would be continued“; and 

Whereas hundreds of tourists from Eastern and Southern States in 
automobiles made their first trip over the National Parks Transcon- 
tinestal Pihaus in 1915, and declared it superior to the Lincoln 

ghway ; ani 

Whereas at a Government sale of villa sites on Flathead Lake, Mont., 
August, 1915, every lot offered at public auction, comprising over 900, 
was sold to purchasers from different States of the Union, who pur- 
chased them for summer homes, proving conclusively that the people 
want summer homes in the Northwest; and 

Whereas there are thousands of beautiful lakes, accessible by modern 
automobile roads, canyons, and deep forests along beautiful mountain 
streams, in the — national forests, 2 — 415 beautiful summer 
homes to thousands of people of the arid and humid States of the East 
and South; and 

Whereas there is an insistent and growing demand for summer homes 
in the great park regions of the Northwest, and to own them in fee 
simple: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we favor the enactment of a Federal law providing for 

summer homesteads in the national forests-of 10 acres each, residence of 

three months during three successive years, with such improvements as 
the General Government might deem advisable, and at end of three years 
patent shall issue to the entryman. 
Tue OLYMPIA CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 
J. L. Perters, President. 
H. L. WAITING, Secretary. 
OLYMPIA, WASI., December 8, 1915. 


1915. 


_ Mr. SHEPPARD. I present the following telegram from the 
president of the Texas Farmers’ Union and the Association of 
State Presidents of Farmers’ Unions and ask that it be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 
The telegram was read and referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, as follows: 


Fort Wortn, Tex., December 1), 1915. 
Hon. Monnts SHEPPARD, 
United Statcs Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

General belief among Jeading southern farmers and business men that 
bear cliques operating illegal combination purpose of depressing cotton 
rices. Bulls prosecuted heretofore 5 Government for boosting prices. 
t Government take vigorous and effective action against bears. We 
have shortest crop in 16 years; largest consumption, Your prompt 


1 iN assist. 
Kees HENRY N. Pore, 


President Farmers’ Union of Teras and 
Association of State Presidents Farmers’ Unions. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to state that I have called the 
attention of the Federal Trade Commission and the Attorney 
General to this matter, and both authorities have promised to 
give it immediate and vigorous investigation. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I have a telegram bearing upon the 
so-called deficiency tax bill. I send it to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
that it may be read for the information of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 


DETROIT, MICH., December 14, 1915. 


Senator WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 
s Washington, D. C.: 


We want to protest as earnestly as we can against the reenactment of 
the emergency tax on toilet g We do not object to the users of 
face powder and lip rougo pening the Government for their vanity, but 
the emergency tax pla a theoretical penalty upon cleanliness, 
because $10 are spent for tooth and mouth cleaning substances, dandruff 
remedies, baby powders, ete., to $1 that is spent for actual vanity. The 
reason that cleanly ple escaped this paini is because retallers 
would not pass the along to consumers. he result is that the 
consumer escapes the 24 per cent tax and the manufacturer, who passes 
it, contributes a 5 to 20 per cent tax on his business. If luxuries are 
to be taxed, jewelry, silks, satins, laces, feminine headwear in excess 
df $10 each, etc., could be named, but this would cause such a storm 
of protest that the proposers of the tax would abandon it, just as the 
gasoline auto tax was abandoned. Forei manufacturers of toilet 
goods have been long established and are fostered and encouraged by 
their home governments. The American toilet-goods industry has had 
a hard row to hoe. It bears an excessive portion of the internal revenue. 
It may be almost put out of business because of the war, and now it 
would seem, on account of its weakness, it is to be again Belgianized 
with as hastily planned, expensively executed, and unjust a tax as has 
ever been imposed in this . Please look into this carefully and 


it if you think we are ri 
‘Sie 8 z THE HERPICIDE Co. 


Mr. GRONNA. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of North Dakota, wliich I ask may be printed in the 
Record and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


STATE or NORTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 


I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota, 
and keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached 
is a true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted 
by the Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, 
and the whole of such resolution. 

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 

t seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Bismarck, this 
5th day of March, A. D. 1915, 
L THomas HALL 


SEAL. 
K Secretary of State. 
— 
A concurrent resolutlon. (Lathrop Committee.) 


Whereas by chapter 6 of the laws of the State of North Dakota, of 1891, 
entitled “An act designating and appropriating section 36 in town- 
ship 140 north, range 49 west, in the county of Cass, for the use of 
the State agricultural college as a site for that institution,” there was 
appropriated, with the consent of the Congress of the United States, 
out of the lands granted to the State of North Dakota by the United 
States for the use of the common schools, section 36, in township 140 
north, range 49 west, in Cass County, N. Dak., for the use of the said 
agricultural college as a site for that institution; and 

Whereas the common-school fund has been thereby decreased; and 

Whereas it is for the best interest of such common schools in the State 
that such section of land so appropriated be replaced and a new 
section granted in lieu thereof; and 

8 ederal legislation is necessary for that purpose: Therefore 
pe 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of North 
Dakota (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the United 
States be, and it hereby is, 9 petitioned and requested to 
grant and set apart from the unappropriated Government lands within 
the State of North Dakota a on of land to be selected by the said 
State of North Dakota, in lieu of the foregoing section 36. in township 
187 range 49, for the use of the common-school fund of said State; 

At further 
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Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send a copy 
of these resolutions to the Senators and Representatives of the State 
of North Dakota in Congress. 
A. P. Hanson, 
Speaker of the House. 
ALBERT N. WOLD, 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
J. II. FRAINE, 
President of the Senate. 
M. J. GEORGB, 
Scerctary of the Senate. 

Mr. GRONNA. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of North Dakota, which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

STATE or NORTH DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 

I, Thomas Hall, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota, and 
keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached is a 
true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by the 
Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota and the 
whole of such resolution. 

In ager ge 6 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Bismarck, this 15th 
day of March, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL] THomas HALL, 

Secretary of State. 


— 
A concurrent resolution. (Everson.) 

Whereas the United States should maintain an attitude of impartial 
neutrality toward all the warring nations of Europe; and 
Whereas the shipment of arms and munitions of war to any of said 

warring nations is not consistent with the purpose and policy of the 
United States to be strictly and impartially neutral ; and 
Whereas the shipment of arms and munitions of war has the effect of 
prolonging the conflict now raging in Europe: Therefore be it 
Resolved by the House of. Representatives of the State of North Dakota 
(the Senate concurring), That we view the present war as a e and 
travesty on civilization and read with horror its daily record of de- 
struction and death; that we earnestly urge Congress to prohibit the 
shipment of arms and munitions of war from the United States to any 
of the nations engaged in this war in order to consistently maintain a 
fair and impartial neutrality toward all such nations. 
Resolved, That the secretary of state be instructed to send a copy of 
these resolutions to each of our Senators and resentatives in Con- 
„to the Secretary of State of the United States, and to the Presi- 
ent of the United States, : 
A. P. Hansox, 
Speaker of the House. 


LBERT N. WOLD. 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
„ H. FRAINB, 
President of the Senate. 
M. J. GEORGE, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Mr. GRONNA. I present a concurrent resolution of the Legis- 
lature of North Dakota, which I ask may be printed in the REC- 
orp and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and or- 
dered to be printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 
STATE or Nonrm DAKOTA, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
I, Thomas Hall, secretary of State of the State of North Dakota and 
keeper of the great seal thereof, hereby certify that the attached is a 
true and correct copy of a certain concurrent resolution adopted by 
the Fourteenth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota and 
the whole of such resolution. 
In 8 whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great seal of the State, at the capitol, in the city of Bismarck, this 15th 
ay of March, A. D. 1915. 
SEAL,] THOMAS HALL, 
; Secretary of State. 
A concurrent resolution (Gibbens) relating to national ection and 
grading of grain. 05 


Be it resolved by the Senate of the State of North Dakota (the House 
of Representatives concurring) That— 


Whereas this act nee for an appeal being made to some higher 
authority than a local State board of grain appeals, thus giving to the 
8 and shippers of grain of North Dakota a right of review of 

he findings of such board of grain appeals: Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved, That we urge our representatives in Congress to support 
this principle enacted into law, and that a copy of these resolutions be 
sent to each of such representatives in 99 a 

. Fra 


3 INE, 
President of the Senate. 
. J. GEORGE, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
A. P. Hanson, 
Speaker of the House, 
ALBERT N. WOLD 
Chief Clerk of the House. 
Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of the congregation of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Lisbon, N. Dak., praying for na- 
tional prohibition, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 


306 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Jamestown, 
N. Dak., praying for national censorship of motion pictures, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Re- 
formed Church of the United States of York, Nebr., and of sundry 
citizens of Morton County, N. Dak., praying for the placing of 
an embargo on munitions of war, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. k 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of McLean 
County and Oliver County, im the State of North Dakota, pray- 
ing for the placing of a prohibitive tax on intoxicating liquors, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON. I present a petition, numerously signed, in 
favor of additional taxes on intoxicating liquors not used for 
medicinal purposes. I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That action will be taken. 

Mr. BRYAN. I present a resolution adopted by the Legisla- 
ture of Florida and request that it be printed in the RECORD, 

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Industrial Expositions and ordered to be printed 
in the Rxcond, as follows: ‘ 

Resolution adopted by the Legislature of Florida June 1, 1915, 


Concurrent resolution relating to holding of an exposition in the ci 
ih 8 to celebrate the cession of rida by Spain to the Unt 
es. 
Whereas the territory com 
by the United States in the 
Whereas said purchase was ra 
Whereas the 


ess, and the unknown 
unappreciated by, the millions who have never enjoyed its hospital- 


ity; and 
Wherses the city of Pensacola and its vicinity was the scene of the 


Brey E EER E O O aa orida by Spain to the 
nited States; and 
reas the first American government in Florida was established at 
Pensacola by the heroism and patriotism of the great soldier and 
Dem statesman, kson ; and 
Wheres? the first legislative council for the Territory of Florida was 


at Pensacola, and the first statutory laws of Florida were enacted 
at Pensacola d 


se of celebrating 
Florida by Spain 


hereby authorized 
oners 


eommissi 
repr people 
said city and other cities and the counties of went E Piovlas fon the pur: 
rtaining and determining and reporting to the I e 
at its next session the manner and means in-and which the State 
can most appropriately lend its aid and cooperation to the city of 
Pensacola in the holding of an exposition in the year 1919 or 1921 for 
the purpose of commemorating and celebrating the cession of Florida 
by Spain to the United States. $ 

Mr. BRYAN. I wish to announce in connection with the 
resolution that it is the purpose of the people of the city of 
Pensacola to celebrate the one hundredth anniversary of the 
cession of Florida by Spain to the United States, and that at a 
later period Congress will be asked to take appropriate steps to 
join in making the celebration a success. 

Mr. WEEKS presented a memorial of the Society of Friends 
of Somerset, Mass., remonstrating against any increase in arma- 
ments, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of the Baptist Church of Mattapan, Mass., praying for 
the establishment of a national leprosarium, which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

He also submitted sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
551) granting a pension to Carl A. Shafer, which were referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. POINDEXTER presented a memorial of the Single Tax 
League and the People’s Forum, of Spokane, Wash., remonstrat- 
ing against an increase of armaments, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
North Dakota, praying for national prohibition, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the District Medical Society, 
of Grand Forks, N. Dak., praying for the enlargement of the 
Medical Corps of the Army, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. O’'GORMAN presented a memorial of the Society of 
Friends of New York City, N. Y., remonstrating against an in- 
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crease of armaments, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of Local Union No. 850, 
Farmers’ Union, of Erie; of members of the Hurricane Grange, 
of Overbrook; of the Ladies’ Centennial Missionary Society, of 
McPherson; of Topeka Lodge, International Order of American 
Machinists, of Topeka; of Local Union No. 823, Farmers’ Union, 
of Stark; of Local Union No. 546, Farmers’ Union, of Green- 
leaf; of Local Union No. 1267, Farmers’ Union, of Windom; and 
of sundry citizens of Parsons, Dwight, Kensington, Glen Elder, 
and Elk River, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating against 
an increase of armaments, which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Whiting 
and Ionia, in the State of Kansas, praying for national prohi- 
bition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ellsworth 
and Greenleaf, in the State of Karisas, praying for the placing 
of an embargo on munitions of war; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Grand Army. 
of the Republic of Parsons and of the Women’s Relief Corps 
of Olay Center, in the State of Kansas, praying for an increase 
in the pensions granted to widows of Civil War veterans, which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of McAllister Lodge, Brother- 
hood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, of Wellington, 
and of the Central Labor Union of Coffeyville, in the State of 
Kansas, praying for the printing of the report of the Commis- 
sion on Industrial Relations as a public document, which were 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Greeley 
County and Cherryvale, in the State of Kansas, remonstrating 
against any limitation being placed on the freedom of the press, 
ber were referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 

ds. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Topeka, 
Kans., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Pastors’ Union of Beloit, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide a day 
of rest in the Distriet of Columbia, which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Clare, Mich., praying for the creation of a system of rural cred- 
its, which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

He also presented the petition of Homer L. Boyle, of Lansing, 
Mich., praying for international peace and setting forth a pro- 
posed method for settling international disputes, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Maryland, remonstrating against an increase in ar- 
maments, which was referred to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Connecticut, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint resolution 93. 


Resolution memorializing Congress n the dumping of dredged 
material 5 


Resolved by this assembly, That— 


as the dumping in Long Island Sound of dredged material from 
h ae on and pe — of State by those acting under the author- 
ederal Government results in 


the shores, 
hich vast qantities of sh are in a state o 

in cases. the material so dumped, being soft mud, is car- 
ay = iata to DOLE gn obstruction: TO mavigntion $ 


... SARIE S ag 


health of communities, to nothing of making 
the valuation of the State: Be it therefore 
Resolved, That the Con the Wnited States be requested and 


racticable 
rovide 
be it 


in making 
that it be done by the pumping or hydraulic method only; an 
r 


JoHN BUCKLEY, Olerk. 


necticut, te, March 24, 1915. Passed. 
9 "a Sani 8. RUSSELL, Clerk. 


1915. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


307 


Srare or Connecticut, Office of the Secretary, ss: 

I hereby certify that the foregoing is a true copy of record in this 
office. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 


seal of said State, at Hartford, this 29th day of March, A. D. 5. 

[SEAL] Cuas. D. Burnes, 

Secretary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of Charles L. Burdett Camp, 
No. 1, United Spanish War Veterans, of Hartford, and of sundry 
citizens of Bethel and Danbury, all in the State of Connecticut, 
praying for an increase of armaments, which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Hartford, Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide just compensation to the railroads for transportation of the 
mails, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 2 

He also presented a petition of the Court City of Norwich, 
Foresters of America, of Norwich, Conn., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to grant pensions to civil-service employees, 
which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. . 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 706) to amend section 260 of 
an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 52) to provide for a commission 
to codify and suggest amendments to the general mining laws, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 2) 
thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1541) to regulate control over all 
navigable waters and estuaries thereof, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 46) to amend section c, of article 9, 
of the act of Congress approved June 7, 1897, with respect to 
lights required upon certain classes of fishing vessels, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Fisheries, which was agreed to. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE. 


Mr. LEA of Tennessee, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was re- 
ferred Senate resolution 24 submitted by Mr. VarpAMAN on 
the 13th instant, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce, or any subcommittee 
thereof. be, and the same are hereby, authorized, during the Sixty- 
fourth Congress, to send for books and papers, to administer oaths, and 
to employ a stenographer, at a price not to exceed $1 per printed pase, 
and to employ such assistants as may be required to report such hear- 
ings as may be bad in connection with any subject which may be pend- 
ing before the said committee or under investigation or examination 
thereby; that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit dur- 
ing the sessions or recesses of the Senate, the expenses thereof to be paid 
out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and that such committee or 
subcommittee thereof may sit, during the sessions of the Senate or 
during the vacation of the Senate, at any place in the United States. 


ALLEGHENY RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
rt back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 696) authoriz- 
ng the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Allegheny River at Oil City, Venango 
County, Pa., and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 7, after the word 
“River” and the comma, to strike out the word “from” and 
insert the word “at”; in the same line, after the word “ point,” 
to strike out all down to and including the words “ Petroleum 
Bridge” and the comma in line 11 and insert “suitable to the 
interests of navigation,” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Pennsylvania Railroad Co., a railroad 
corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of 
Pennsylvania, be, and it is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Allegheny 
River, at a int suitable to the interests of 1 in Oil City, 
county of Venango, and State of Pennsylvania, in accordance with 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction 
of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906 


Src. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal “this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 3 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in, 


— — — — - rf a 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


TRANSFER OF GOVERNMENT EXHIBIT. 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. On behalf of the Committee 
on Industrial Expositions I report back the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 38) to transfer the Government exhibit from the 
Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the Panama- 
California Exposition, and for other purposes, and I ask for im- 
mediate action thereon. The purpose is to give authority to 
transfer the Government exhibit now at the Panama-Pacific 
International Exposition at San Francisco to the exposition at 
San Diego. It is quite necessary that action should be taken at 
once. I ask for the immediate consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let it be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 38. 

Resolved, etc., That all laws and parts of laws relating to foreign 
exhibits at the nama-Pacific International Exposition, including im- 
portations of the same, and of material necessary for buildings, or 
otherwise, for their proper exhibit are made applicable to the Panama- 
California International Exposition now in operation at San Diego, 
Cal., during the remainder of the Flom 1916, or during the continuance 
of the latter exposition during said period. 

Sec, 2. That the Government exhibit at the Panama-Pacific Interna- 
tional Exposition, or such portion thereof as may be determined by the 
President is advisable, is transferred to the Panama-California Inter- 
national Exposition during its continuance at San Diego, Cal., and 
until not later than December 31, 1916. And any unexpended balance 
of the appropriation of $500,000 made in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion act for the fiscal year 1914 is reappropriated and made available 
for expenses attending the transfer and maintenance of said Govern- 
ment exhibit during said period ending not later than the close of the 
year 1916; and all laws or parts of laws relating to said Government 
exhibit and constituting a Government exhibit board and authorizing 
the detail of civilians and Army and Navy officers of the United States 
in connection with said Government exhibit at the Panama-Pacific In- 
ternational Exposition are continued and made applicable so far as 
the same may be applicable to the Panama-California International 
Sa! tg at San Diego, Cal., during its said continuance. 

EC. 3. That in the passage of this act the United States does not 
assume any liability of any kind whatever, and does not become respon- 
sible in any manner for any bond, debt, contract, expenditure, expense, 
or liability of the said Panama-California International Exposition, its 
officers, agents, servants, or 3 or incident to or growing out of 
the said exposition beyond the reappropriation of the unexpended 
balance of the appro) tion heretofore made in connection with the 
said Government exhibit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from New Jersey for the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? - 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as well as I could judge from the 
reading, the joint resolution appears to be carefully drawn, but 
I should like to ask whether it involves any additional charge 
on the Treasury? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. It, does not, sir. It requires 
no additional charge; it carries no additional appropriation. 
The buildings referred to in the joint resolution are now being 
cleared from the exposition grounds in San Francisco, and it is 
desirable that the Government exhibits should be sheltered. 
The city of San Diego and the exposition authorities there are 
very anxious to house them. 

Mr. LODGE. The joint resolution does not commit the Gov- 
ernment to anything that will involve future appropriations? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. None whatever, as I under- 
stand. 

Mr. LODGE. 
balance? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That is all. I do not know 
just what that unexpended sum is, but the joint resolution 
makes no additional appropriation whatever. 

Mr. LODGE. And does not commit the United States to 
anything which will hereinafter involve an additional appro- 
priation? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. No, sir. I so understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THE PATENT OFFICE. 


Mr. JAMES. I report back favorably, without amendment, 
from the Committee on Patents the bill (S. 900) amending 
sections 476, 477, and 440 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, submit a report (No. 3) thereon, and I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

I wish to state that this bill was passed by the House of 
Representatives and by the Senate at the last session, but after 
it passed the Senate it was lost between here and the other 


Of course, it reappropriates an unexpended 
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House and did not obtain the signature of the Speaker or the 
President, and for that reason it did not become a law. It 
was reported unanimously in both Houses of Congress and was 
passed unanimously at the last session. 

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. JAMES. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Kentucky that 
I have just sent for a copy of the bill which was passed at the 
last session and also for the report. If the Senator will simply 
withhold his request for a few moments until I can get the bill 
and report and compare them with this bill—or can the Senator 
say that he has made that examination and that the bills are 
identical? 

Mr. JAMES. The bill I have just reported is the identical 
hill which -passed the Senate at the last session. I have the 
bill and the report from the committee, if the Senator desires 
to see them, and it is just the same as that which I reported 
to the Senate a moment ago. It is the identical bill which 
passed the Senate and the House at the last session. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then, upon the statement of the Senator from 
Kentucky, I shall not object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, my attention was diverted 
for a moment, and I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
a question. Has this bill been reported from a committee? 

Mr. JAMES. It has been reported from the Committee on 
Patents. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, Let us first hear the bill read, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 900) amending sections 476, 
477, and 440 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That section 476 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

“ Sec. 476. There shall be in the Patent Office a Commissioner of 
Patents, one first assistant commissioner, one assistant commissioner, 
and five examiners in chief, who shall be appointed by the 3 
by and with the advice and consent of the te. The first assistan 
commissioner and the assistant commissioner shall perform such duties 
pertaining to the office of commissioner as may be assigned to them 
respectively, from time to time by the Co: mer of Patents. 
other officers, clerks, and employees authorized by law for the office 
shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior upon the nomina- 


tion of the Com oner of Patents. 
Sec, 2. That section 477 of the Revised Statutes be amended to read 
as follows: 


“Suc. 477. The salaries of the officers mentioned in the preceding 
section shall be as follows : 7 

“The Commissioner of Patents, $5,000-a year. 

“The First A nt Commissioner of Patents, $4,500 a year. 

„The Assistant Commissioner of Patents, $3,500 a year. 

„Five examiners in chief, $3,500 a year each.” 

Sec. 3. That so much of section 440 of the Revised Statutes as follows 
the words In the Patent Office,” and refers to said office only, be 
amended to read as follows: 

“ One chief clerk, who shall be qualified to act as a principal examiner. 

“ One librarian, who shall be qualified to act as an assistant examiner. 

“Fiye law examiners. 

„One examiner of classification. 

“ One examiner of interferences. 

„One examiner of trade-marks and designs. 

„One first assistant examiner of trade-marks and designs. 

Six assistant examiners of trade-marks and designs. 

“ Forty-three principal examiners. 

“ Righty-six first assistant examiners. 

“ Eighty-six second assistant examiners. 

“ Eighty-six third assistant examiners. 

“ Eighty-six fourth assistant examiners; and such other examiners 
and assistant examiners in the various grades as the Congress shall 
from time to time provide for.” 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand the bill as it 
has just been read, it does away with the appointment of clerks 
and examiners from the civil-service list and leaves their ap- 
pointment entirely in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. 
It abolishes the requirements of the civil-service law to that 
extent, if I understood the bill correctly. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken about 
that. I have a letter from the Commissioner of Patents, in 
which he states: 


This bill carries only 10 additional assistant examin 3 additional 
law examiners, and 2 additional examiners im chief over what have been 
in the office for some years. All of the additional men will come on 
through the Civil S. ce Commission, excepting the two additional ex- 
aminers in chief, who will be presidential appointees. 

Mr. LODGE. But there is a further clause in the bill which 
provides: 

All other officers, clerks, and employees authorized by law for the 
office shall be appointed the Secretary of the Interior upon the 
nomination of the Commissioner of Patents. 

At present under the law they are appointed from the lists of 
the Civil Service Commission after examination, 


Mr. JAMES. They have to be experts and they have to be 
appointed from the civil service. 

Mr. LODGE. I think the bill had better go over so as to give 
us a chance to look at it. 

Mr. JAMES. This bill, I will state to the Senator, has had 
very thorough consideration at the hands of two committees, 
one in the House and one in the Senate, and was heretofore 
passed unanimously by both Houses. As I have stated, the only 
reason it did not become a law at the last session was because 
of the negligence of some one in not getting it in proper time to 
the Speaker for his signature, and to the President. 

There is no desire or effort on my part and no intention to try 
to get anybody appointed in the Patent Office who is not under 
the civil service. However, I am not much in love with the 
civil service; but the commissioner himself sets out specifically 
that this bill does not provide for the appointment of anyone out- 
side civil-service rules, except the two men specified, who are 
to be appointed by the President of the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. I have the greatest reverence, Mr. President, 
for the opinion of committees, but I should like a chance, for my 
own personal satisfaction, to see exactly how that clause works 
in connection with the present law, and so I think I must object 
to the present consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the bill will 
go to the calendar. $ 

PAY OF EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. OVERMAN. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
report back favorably without amendment the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 61) authorizing payment of the salaries of officers 
and employees of Congress for December, 1915, and I ask unani- 
mous consent for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, and there being no 
objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to its consideration. It authorizes the Secretary of the Senate 
and the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay the officers 
and employees of the Senate and House, including the Capitol 
police, their respective salaries for the month of December, 1915, 
on the day of adjournment of the present session for the holiday 
recess; and the Clerk of the House is. authorized to pay on the 
same day to Members, Delegates, and Resident Commissioners 
their allowance for clerk hire for the said month of December. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. OVERMAN. From the Committee on Appropriations I 
report back favorably with an amendment the joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 60) making appropriations to supply urgent de- 
ficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1916, and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the joint resolution be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


. DDEON elated, to spp Ny urgent Gefiticncion te 

not o ; urgen 

certain appropriations for Pie Ascal year 1916, ae follows: 9 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE. | 

For the participation by tħe Government of the United States in, 
to meet the necessary expenses of, the Second Pan American Scien tine 
Co; whose sessions at W. have been fixed for December 
27, 1915, to Jan 8, 1916, inclusive, in addition to the sum of $50,000 
heretofore appropriated therefor and including the same purpose au- 
thorized therein, the further sum of $35,000. ` 

POSTAL SERVICE. 
OUT OF THE POSTAL REVENUES. 
For mail bags, $100,000. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
PATENT OFFICE. 
For printing the weekly issue of patents, designs, trade-marks, and 
„exclusive of illustrations; and for Bunting, engraving illustra- 
ti and binding the Official Gazette, including week ys 5 bi- 
mon ja annual indices, at the Government inting ince, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. The amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was to add at the end 
of the joint resolution the following: 

LEGISLATIVE. 


For 16 additional privates, at the rate of pid al per annum each, from 
December 1 tes inclusive, one half of 
ected by the I 1 S at Arms of the Senate 

Arms of the H $6,240, one half to 
of the Senate and the other half to be 
use. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not desire to oppose the 
resolution, but I should like to make an inquiry of the chairman 
of the committee. Was not the force of policemen in and about 
the Capitol, at both ends of the Capitol, reduced in the last 
Congress? 


Mr. OVERMAN. No. 
from 89 to 52. 

Mr. PENROSE. As I recall, the force was reduced when 
both branches of Congress organized at the beginning of the 
last Congress, 

Mr. OVERMAN. No; it was not reduced at the last Congress, 
It was reduced prior to that time. The last Congress increased 
it somewhat. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then the reduction was the result of Repub- 
lican efforts at economy and not Democratic efforts? 

Mr. OVERMAN. I am not sure about that, Mr. President. I 
think it was a Democratic House that sent it over to the Senate. 

Mr. PENROSE. My recollection is that this reduction was 
made in a spasmodic era of economy, characterizing the delibera- 
tions of the Democratic majority when they assumed control of 
the House of Representatives. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It was done by the House. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then the Senator is a little incorrect in the 
period. It was only a little over two years ago. 

Mr. OVERMAN, About two years ago. 

Mr. PENROSE. And I can only draw the conclusion that that 
reduction is now found to have been ill-advised. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Why, I think it was, Mr. President. I think 
it was ill-advised to make that reduction. We have not restored 
the force to the full number; but the Senator knows, without 
going into a discussion of the matter here, that we have some 
troubles now that we have to guard against. 

Mr. PENROSE. The original effort, two years ago, seems to 
have been in the nature of false economy. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I do not know whether it was false econ- 
omy or not. I was opposed to it, and made a speech against it 
on the floor of the Senate; but we did economize. Even now, 
when we adopt this amendment, the action of the House is 
economy, because we are not restoring the number that was em- 
ployed under the Republican administration. 

Mr: PENROSE. This, of course, is not the only instance of 
false economy which will be demonstrated at this session of 
Congress. This is rather a trivial matter; but I do want to 
call the attention of the Senate to what seemed to me at the 
time to be a most cheeseparing effort at economy, in line with 
the efforts in other directions in and around the Capitol under 
the auspices of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate. In this particular case, at 
least, the majority is found to be in the wrong. I believe there 
should be adequate police protection for the Capitol; but I 
know of no reason prevailing now which did not prevail then. 

I should like to make a further inquiry of the Senator. 
What is the reason why we are called upon to appropriate some 
$30,000 more for the congress which meets next month? 

Mr. OVERMAN. That, as I understand, is recommended to 
the chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee by the de- 
partment. We have invited these people here to a great con- 
gress; and upon ascertaining the number of people who are 
coming here, and what is to be done for them, we find that the 
amount originally appropriated is insufficient. This resolution 
only asks for $35,000 additional to entertain these Pan Ameri- 
can scientific pedple. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not oppose the item; but while it is 
only $30,000, it is over 50 per cent of the original amount esti- 
mated for, and is another instance where the expenditures ex- 
ceed the estimates. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint 
resolution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time and passed. 


ST. FRANCIS RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3638) to extend the 
time for constructing a bridge across the St. Francis River at 
or near St. Francis, Ark., to report it without amendment. I 
call the attention of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosrxson] 
to the report. (S. Rept. 1.) 


It was reduced about four years ago 


Mr. ROBINSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the bill be read, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, do I understand that this 
is a bill that has just come over from the House and has not 
been referred to a committee? 

Mr. ROBINSON. It has been referred to the Committee on 
eer and has just been reported by the Senator from 

exas. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I have no objection to its con- 
sideration. ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 663) granting the consent of Congress to the 
Citizens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Burlington, Iowa, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. KENYON. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. It is rather an emergent mat- 
ter. The Committee on Commerce of the Senate have considered 
the bill and have authorized me to ask unanimous consent for 
its present consideration. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. I merely rise to make an inquiry. Has the 
bill been reported from the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. KENYON. It has not been reported. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then I must object, Mr. President, if the bill 
has not been reported. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania would hear me before he interposes an objection. 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. KENYON. The War Department has. reported on this 
bill. It is a bill in the usual form, granting to this company the 
right to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River at Bur- 
lington. This company has the optional contract for the steel 
to be used in the construction of the bridge, which expires on the 
Ist of January. If Congress were not to adjourn for the holi- 
days, then this would not be such an emergent matter, but I re- 
peat that the expiration of the options for the structural steel 
will cost this company, they say, from 40 to 50 per cent addi- 
tional. 

The Committee on Commerce considered this bill this morning, 
and, under the circumstances, authorized me to make this state- 
ment on the floor of the Senate, to ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill and to say that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce favor its passage. 

I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania, under these circum- 
stances, will not object to the consideration of the bill. I re- 
peat, if Congress were to be in session next week I should not 
ask for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. PENROSE. Under the statement made by the Senator 
from Iowa and with the information that the Committee on 
Commerce have considered the bill this morning, I will with- 
draw the objection, but I certainly am only fulfilling my duty 
in calling attention to the infraction of the a very 
important rule in my opinion—that no bill should be considered 
unless it has been reported from a committee. I withdraw my 
objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any further objection to 
the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator 
e Iowa the name of the company desiring to construct this 

ridge? 

Mr. KENYON, It is the Citizens’ Bridge Co., which is a 
municipal corporation. The Citizens’ Bridge Co. consists of 
trustees. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it a bridge for miscellaneous vehicles? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS. And not a railroad bridge? 

Mr. KENYON. It is not a railroad bridge. There is a rail- 
road bridge across the Mississippi River at that point, but this 
is a bridge for yehicles and foot passengers, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: 

A bill (S. 2195) granting an increase of pension to Gabriel 
Anderson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2196) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Sparman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2197) granting an increase of pension to Carl J. 
Nelson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2198) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Lappier (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2199) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
Terry (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (S. 2200) for the relief of F. C. X. Boucher (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on “Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 2201) authorizing the purchase of certain lands on 
the battle fields of Bull Run; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

A bill (S. 2202) to authorize aids to navigation and other 
works in the Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2203) to provide that the United States shall aid 
the States in the construction and maintenance of rural post 
roads; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia (by request) : 

A bill (S. 2204) to create a new division of the Bureau of Edu- 
cation to be known as the Federal motion-picture commission, 
and detining its powers and duties; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: 

A bill (S. 2205) to increase the limit of weight of first-class 
mail matter; and 

A bill (S, 2206) to provide for the more economical precancel- 
lation of postage stamps; to the Committee on Vost Offices and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 2207) to appoint certain officers on the retired list 
with the rank of colonel to the rank of brigadier general on such 
list; and 

A bill (S. 2208) to reimburse William Mathews, of Denver, 
Colo., for certain coal furnished by him to the Government of 
the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2209) for the relief of the heirs of John J. and 
Mary S. Englebright; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2210) granting a pension to Blanche F. Nash; and 

A bill (S. 2211) granting an increase of pension to Jeanie G. 
Lyles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 2212) to amend the aet to regulate commerce as 
amended, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2218) to foster commerce between the United 
States and foreign countries by facilitating the reexportation 
in bond from ports of the United States of goods imported into 
the United States duly entered for warehousing and stored in 
bonded warehouses; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 2214) appropriating $500,000 for the use of the 
United States Public Health Service in encouraging rural sani- 
tation, with special reference to the prevention and suppression 
of malaria and typhoid fever; and 

A bill (S. 2215) to provide divisions of mental hygiene and 
rural sanitation in the United States Public Health Service; 
to the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

A bill (S. 2216) providing for an increase of salaries of the 
United States attorneys and the United States marshals for 
the eastern and western districts of Louisiana; to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2217) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Lapene & Ferre; 

A bill (S. 2218) for the relief of the legal representative of 
George E. Payne, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2219) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Patrick Wood and Margaret Wood Delany, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 2220) for the relief of James M. Morgan; to the 
Committee-on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2221) making appropriation for the construction 
of a roadway and walks leading to and around the Chalmette 
Monument, Chalmette, La.; and 


A bill (S. 2222) for the relief of the heirs of Antoine Bayard; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 2223) for the prevention of the manufacture, sale, or 
transportation of such edible alimentary pastes as macaroni, 
spaghetti, vermicelli, and noodles containing any added artificial 
coloring matter, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other 
purposes ; to the Committee on Manufactures. 

A bill (S. 2224) to authorize the disposal of clothing or uni- 
forms which have become unserviceable or unsuitable; and 

A bill (S. 2225) to amend section 1225, Revised Statutes, as 
amended by act approved September 26, 1888, etc.; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2226) to amend section 5 of the motor-boat law, ap- 
proved June 9, 1910; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2227) to amend section 41 of the national-bank act, 
being renumbered as section 5144 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

A bill (8. 2228) to amend section 985 of the Revised Statutes, 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2229) to provide for the construction of sanitary 
dwellings at a low rental for unskilled w age earners in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 2230) to authorize the President to appoint Col. 
Rogers Birnie a brigadier general and place him on the retired 
list; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 2231) for the relief of Alice H. Gilson; 

A bill (S. 2232) for the relief of the heirs of Ann Gregory, de- 
ceased; and 

A bill (S. 2283) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of the Sanford & Brooks Co.; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2234) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Gaither; and 

A bill (S. 2235) granting an increase of pension to John 
Wiebel (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 2236) providing for the erection of a statue to the 
memory of Gen. John Sullivan; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 2237) for the relief of Effie M. Rowse; to the Com- 
mittee en Claims. 

A bill (S. 2238) granting an increase’ of pension to Caroline 
Heywood ; 


A bill (S. 2239) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 


Hurley ; 
A bill (S. 2240) granting a pension to Melissa J. Chandler: 
A bill (S. 2241) granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Durham; 
A bill (X. 2242) granting a pension to Clara A. 
A bill (8. 2243) 
Anderson ; 
A bill (8. 


Perry Estes; 
granting an increase of pension to Enoch F. 


2244) granting a pension to Lilian A. Doten; 

A bill (S. 2245) granting a pension to Elander R. Grant; 

A bill (S. 2246) granting an increuse of pension to Maria Sar- 
age (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2247) granting a pension to Milford W. Oxley (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2248) granting an increase of pension to Francis II. 
Bailey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2249) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Wentworth (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Savage (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2251) granting an increase of pension to Marrietta 
Fowler (w ith accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2252) granting an increase of pension to William 0. 
Freeman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2253) granting an increase of pension to Henry 8. 
Moulton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2254) granting a pension to Ida McLaughlin (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2255) granting an increase of pension to Samuel I. 
Scummon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2256) granting an increase of pension to Zadoc 
McFarland, alias Samuel G. West (with accompanying papers); 
and x 

A bill (S. 2257) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Hickey (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine (for Mr. BURLEIGH) : 

A bill (S. 2258) granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 
Green ; 
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A bill (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 

L. Beckwith ; 

55 bill (S. 2260) granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 
avey; 

A bill (S. 2261) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Clifford; 

A bill (S. 2262) granting a pension to Henrietta R. Young; 

A bill (S. 2263) granting a pension to Mary K. Bragdon; and 

A bill (S. 2264) granting an increase of pension to Amanda M. 
Ricker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: 

A bill (S. 2265) granting a pension to John A. Avirett (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 2266) to authorize the appointment of Duncan 
Grant Richart to the grade of lieutenant in the Army; and 

A bill (S. 2267) to correct the military record of J. W. Metler ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2268) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the claim of Mary Clerkin; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2269) granting a pension to John B. Lucas; 

A bill (S. 2270) granting a pension to Laura E. Eby; 

A bill (S. 2271) granting a pension to Walker Eubanks (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2272) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Davis (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 2273) granting a pension to Daniel Wootan (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2274) granting an inerease of pension to Julius Cohn 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2275) granting an increase of pension to A. S. Leach; 
8 A bill (S. 2276) granting an increase of pension to Robert R. 

erris; 

A bill (S. 2277) granting a pension to Sarah E. Davis; 

A bill (S. 2278) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 8. 
Householder (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2279) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Miles (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2280) granting an increase of pension to John May- 
field (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2281) granting a pension to Ethel M. Kurfiss; 

A bill (S. 2282) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Cartyle (with accompanying papers): 

A bill (S. 2283) granting a pension to Dr. Francis B. Nofsinger 
‘(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2284) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Houlihan; 

A bill (S. 2285) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Morgan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to Annie A. 
Weegar (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2287) granting a pension to Charles H. Bunge (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2288) g granting a pension to W. S. Moulton (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SAULSBURY: 

A bill (S. 2289) for the relief of George E. Megee; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2290) anthorizing the health officer of the District of 
Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains of the 
late Elsie McCaulley from Glenwood Cemetery, District of Co- 
lumbia, to Philadelphia, Pa.; and 

A bill (S. 2291) to make October 12 of each and every year a 
publie holiday in the- District of Columbia, to be known as 
Columbus Day ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 2292) to acquire the manuseript of Charles Chaillé- 
Long containing an account of the unveiling of the McClellan 
Statue; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 2298) concerning water-power plants hereafter lo- 
cated upon the public lands, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2294) granting an increase of pension to John 
Alexander; 

A bill (S. 2295) granting a pension to Emma Baird and two 
minor children ; 

A bill (S. 2296) granting an increase of pension to William 
OC. Banks; 

A bill (S. 2297) granting an increase of pension to Emma J. 
Beal ; 

A bill (S. 2298) granting an increase of pension to James 
Benton; 

A bill (S. 2299) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 


Bense ; 
A bill (S. 2300) granting a pension to Mary J. Boen; 


A bill (S. 2301) granting a pension to Palmyra Johnson; 

A bill (S. 2302) granting an increase of pension to John 
Kemmer; 

A bill (S. 2303) granting a pension to Frank Boren; 

A bill (S. 2304) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
A. Brelsford ; 

A bill (S. 2305) granting an increase of pension to Dovey E. 
Campbell ; 
— bill (S. 2306) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 

rter; 
on bill (S. 2307) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 

ng; 

A bill (S. 2308) granting a pension to Mary C. Christensen; 

A biH (S. 2309) granting a pension to Mary Coakley ; 

A bill (S. 2310) granting an increase of pension to Ida 
Critchell ; 

A bill (S. 2311) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Devine; 

A bill (S. 2312) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Knowlton; 

A bill (S. 2313) granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 


A bill (S. 2314) granting a pension to George W. Durand; 

A bill (S. 2315) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 
Estes; 

A bill (S. 2316) granting a pension to Mary A. Frank; 
Me bill (S. 2317) granting an increase of pension to Jacob S. 

tz; 

A bill (S. 2318) granting a pension to Almira Graham; 

A bill (S. 2319) granting an increase of pension to Sarah C. 
Greenfield ; 

A bill (S. 2320) granting a pension to Alexander Haffner ; 

A bill (S. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Hegwer ; 

A bill (S. 2322) granting a pension to Lydia A. Henley; 

A bill (S. 2323) granting a pension to Elizabeth Dunn Howe; 

A bill (S. 2324) granting an increase of pension to Ellen A, 
Paine; 

A bill (S. 2325) granting a pension to Lillie J. Pagett; 

A bill (S. 2326) granting an increase of pension to George 
Osten ; 

A bill (S. 2327) granting a pension to Mary Nolan; 

A bill (S. 2328) granting a pension to Ella Nickerson: 

A bill (S. 2329) granting an increase of pension to Clara E. 
Munroe; 

A bill (S. 2330) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Moser ; 

A bill (S. 2331) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Mitchell; 

A bin (S. 2332) granting a pension to Grace L. Messler: 

A bill (S. 2333) granting an increase of pension to Enoch M. 
Martin; 

A bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to Sarah E. Marsh; 

A bill (S. 2335) granting an increase of pension to Adelia C. 
Macauley ; 

A bill (S. 2336) granting a pension to Lucy J. Lindsey ; 

A bill (S. 2337) granting a pension to Emma C. Lake; 

A bill (S. 2338) granting an increase of pension to Shephard 
Goodwin Patrick ; 

A bill (S. 2339) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
L. Redfield ; 

A bill (S. 
Reynolds; 

A bill (S. 2341) granting an increase of pension to Barney 
Sancomb ; 

A bill (S. 2342) granting an finerease of pension to Florence 
M. Saunders; 

A bill (S. 2343) granting a pension to Serilda J. Shire: 
en ee (S. 2344) granting an increase of pension to Martha 

ute; 

Š ee (S. 2345) granting an increase of pension to George E. 

mith ; 
S A bill (S. 2346) granting an increase of pension to John S. 

tanger ; 
oo bist (S. 2347) granting an inerease of pension to Henry 

ewar 

A bill (S. 2348) granting a pension to Alice B. Stowe; 

A bill (S. 2349) granting a pension to Carrie Sweet; 

A bill (S. 2350) granting an increase of pension to Gardner 
B. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2351) granting a pension to Mary A. Tracht; 

A bill (S. 2352) granting a pension to Martha J. Tumbleson; 

A bill (S. 2353) granting a pension to Maggie Turner: 

A bill (S. 2354) granting a pension to Sarah A. Van Note; 


2340) granting an increase of pension to Amos 
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T bill (S. 2355) granting an increase of pension to John 
ade; 

A bill (8. 
Walker; 

A bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Joseph Walser; 

A bill (S. 2358) granting a pension to George Washington: 

A bill (S. 2859) granting an increase of pension to Asa D. 
Whitmore; and 

A bill (S. 2360) to pension the survivors of certain Indian 
wars from 1865 to January, 1891, inclusive, and for other pur- 
poses ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2361) for the relief of Samuel Charles Hampton; to 

the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2362) for the relief of John Doyle, 
Geary ; 

1 bill (S. 2303) to correct the military record of Orcelas 
vans; 

A bill (S. 2364) for the relief of William Slater; and 

A bill (S. 2865) to authorize the President to appoint A. C. G. 
Williams-Foote, late first lieutenant in the Philippine Scouts, to 
the grade of first lieutenant in the United States Army, and 
place him on the retired list; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2366) for the relief of the heirs of Benjamin 
Spencer, deceased ; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 2367) for the relief of Dennis Sexton ; 

A bill (S. 2368) for the relief of Ellen Sexton ; 

A bill (S. 2369) for the relief of the heirs of Mary A. Rags- 
dale, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2370) to carry into effect the findings of the military 
board of officers in the case of George Ivers, administrator ; 

A bill (S. 2371) to authorize the Court of Claims to hear and 
determine the claims against the United States of the heirs of 
Andrew D. Huff, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 2372) for the relief of William A. Erskine; 

A bill (S. 2373) for the relief of Boon, Bostwick & Co.: 

A bill (S. 2874) to pay Edward Booth $200 back bounty; and 

A bill (S. 2375) for the relief of Sarah T. Chamberlain; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 2376) for the establishment of two additional 
weather stations on the Gulf coast west of New Orleans; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 2377) for the establishment of a medium-power 
radio station at Galveston, Tex.; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 2378) for the opening and settlement of a part of 
the Crow Indian Reservation in the State of Montana; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

A bill (S. 2379) for the establishment of a fish-cultural sta- 
tion in the State of Montana, near the city of Hamilton, and 
appropriating money therefor; to the Committee on Agriculture 
und Forestry. 

A bill (S. 2380) to amend the act entitled “An act to amend 
sections 2275 and 2276 of the Reyised Statutes of the United 
States, providing for the selection of lands for educational pur- 
poses in lieu of those appropriated,” and to authorize an ex- 
change of land between the United States and the several States; 

A bill (S. 2381) granting to various States public lands for 
the construction, repair, and maintenance of public roads; 

A bill (S. 2382) for the relief of William G. Williams, sr.; 
and 

A bill (S. 2383) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend sec- 
tions 2291 and 2297 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to homesteads ”; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 2384) for the relief of Henry J. Davis; 

A bill (S. 2385) for the relief of Minor Berry; 

A bill (S. 2386) for the relief of William O. Mallahan; 

A bill (S. 2387) to place certain ex-acting assistant surgeons 
of the United States Army on the retired list of the United 
States Army; and 

A bill (S. 2388) for the relief of Orion Mathews; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2389) to promote the safety of employees and pas- 
sengers on railroads engaged in interstate or foreign commerce ; 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2390) to provide for the purchase of ground and the 
erection of a weather bureau observatory building at or near 
the Montana State University, at Missoula, Mont.; and 

A bill (S. 2391) to provide for the purchase of ground and the 
erection of a weather bureau observatory building at Billings, 
Mont.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

A bill (S. 2392) for the relief of Robert F. Scott; 

A bill (S. 2393) for the relief of George A. Robertson; 


2356) granting an increase of pension to David 


alias John 


A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 


2394) for the relief of John F. Niklaus; and 
2395) for the relief of Joseph C. Cosley ; to the Com- 


mittee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 2396) granting a pension to Kizziah Morris; 
A bill (S. 2397) granting a pension to Augusta Costello; 
A bill (S. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Henry ©, 


Williamson ; 
A bill (8. 


2399) granting a venation to Edward J. Gaihant und 


A bill (S. 2400) granting an increase of pension to Agnes E. 
Tooker ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 2401) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
the Pawnee Rock State Park, Pawnee Rock, Kans., two cannon 
or fieldpieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2402) for the purchase of a site and the erection 
thereon of a public building at Oswego, Kans, ; and 


A bill (8. 


2403) for the purchase of a site and the erection 


thereon of a public building at Seneca, Kans. ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2404) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Miller (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2405) granting a pension to Elizabeth Page (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 


A bill (8. 


2406) to amend section 162 of the act to codify, re- 


vise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, approved 
March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. 


GORE: 


A bill (S. 2407) for securing the uniform grading of grain, 
preventing deception in transactions in grain, and regulating 


traffic therein, and for other purposes; 


to the Committee on 


Agriculture and Forestry. 
A bill (S. 2408) to prevent usury, provide penalties for its 


violation, 
Judiciary. 


and for other 


purposes; to the Committee on the 


By Mr. CHILTON: 


A bill (S. 


2409) to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. 


to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steu- 


benville, Jefferson County, Ohio; 


merce, 


A bill (S. 


to the Committee on Com- 


2410) for the relief of the heirs of Dennis C. Snook; 


to the Committee on Claims. 


A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 


A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 


2411) granting a pension to Wilber S. Chapman; 
2412) granting a pension to Michael Ohlinger; 
2413) granting a pension to Richard MeNeeley ; 
2414) granting a pension to William C. Robinson ; 
2415) granting a pension to Meredith M. Rutherford ; 
2416) granting a pension to Mrs. J. A. Vaughan; 
2417) granting a pension to Henry Le. Tolle; 


A bill (S. 2418) granting a pension to Simon C. Slaton, jr.; 


A bill (8. 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 


2419) granting a pension to Eugene H. Jones; 
2420) granting a pension to Mary E. Osburn; 
2421) granting a pension to David A. Cochran; 
2422) granting a pension to James H. Deamer ; 
2423) granting a pension to William M. Cheuvront; 
2424) granting a pension to Harry L. Dye; 
2425) granting a pension to John B. Connolly ; 
2426) granting a pension to Ira Dillon; 

2427) granting a pension to Henry A. King; 
2428) granting a pension to John D. Collins; 
2429) granting a pension to Matilda Parsons; 
2430) granting a pension to Silas Hunley; 

2431) granting a pension to Martha Wilson; 
2432) granting a pension to William S. Wilmott; 
2433) granting a pension to Samuel Wheeler ; 
2434) granting a pension to Mrs. W. H. Dunceford; 
2435) granting a pension to Mrs. H. B. Crow; 
2486) granting a pension to Joseph L. Buckley ; 
2437) granting a pension to George W. James; 
2438) granting a pension to Arch Linthicum ; 
2439) granting a pension to Francis M. Lynch; 
2440) granting a pension to Mary Belle Magers ; 
2441) granting a pension to John D. Sullivan; 
2442) granting a pension to W. A. Savage; 
2443) granting à pension to Rosabelle A. Pierce; 


A bill (S. 2444) granting a pension to Walter S. Payne; 


A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 


son; 
A bill (S. 


A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


2445) granting a pension to William A. Withrow ; 
2446) granting a pension to Lucie Angeline Thomp- 


2447) granting a pension to Nancy E. Stone; 
2448) granting a pension to Greene B. Caywood: 
2449) granting a pension to Martha W. Welch (with 


accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 


2450) granting a pension to Martha E. Moore (with 


accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to John D. Hood (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2452) granting a pension to Anderson Crum (with 
Accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2453) granting a pension to Nettie J. Moore (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2454) granting a pension to John H. Snyder (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bilt (S. 2455) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha Wilson 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 2456) for the reduction of the rate of postage charge- 
able on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2457) granting to the Portland, Vancouver & North- 
ern Railway Co., its successors or assigns a right of way for an 
electric railroad, telephone, telegraph, and electric transmission 
lines across the Vancouver Barracks Military Reservation, in 
Vancouver, State of Washington, and repealing an act entitled 
“An act granting to the Washington-Oregon Corporation a right 
for an electric railway and for telephone, telegraph, and electric 
transmission lines across the Vancouver Military Reservation, 
in the State of Washington,” approved August 9, 1912; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

A bill (S. 2458) authorizing the Cowlitz Tribe of Indians, re- 
siding in the State of Washington, to submit claims to the Court 
of Claims; to the Conunittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 2459) to extend, reorganize, and classify the Rural 
Free Delivery Mail Service of the United States, to fix salaries 
of rural carriers, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 2460) authorizing the Secretary of War to donate 
to Harlan Post, No. 197, Grand Army of the Republic, Harlan, 
Towa, two brass or bronze cannon or fieldpieces, with their car- 
ringes, and a suitable outfit of cannon balls; and 

A bill (S. 2461) for the reinstatement of Dr. B. R. Huntington 
in the Medieal Corps of the United States Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs; 

A bill (S. 2462) granting an increase of pension to Andrew A. 
Holmes; and 

A bill (S. 2463) granting an increase of pension to William P, 
Nelson; to the Committee on Pension:. 


By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 2464) providing for the inspection, grading, and 
weighing of interstate shipments of grain and hay, authorizing 
the Secretary of Agriculture to appoint inspectors for such pur- 
poses, and to fix grades for grain and hay, and to make rules and 
regulations for putting same into effect; making the violations 
of this act a crime and fixing the punishment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas whether this bill ought not to go to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, rather than to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry? 

Mr. CURTIS. That reference is perfectly satisfactory to me; 
but I think a reading of the bill will show that it deals with 
agricultural products, and therefore ought to go to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. I do not care, however, to 
which committee it goes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
any committee the Senator desires to have it referred. 

Mr. CURTIS. Then, I should think the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry would be the proper committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 2465) to correct the military record of James An- 
derson (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

A bill (8. 
Caley, G. W. 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2467) to pension the survivors of the Eighteenth 
and Nineteenth Kansas United States Volunteer Cavalry, who 
served in the Indian wars in 1867, 1868, and 1869; 

A bill (S. 2468) granting a pension to Annie Kennedy (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2469) granting a pension to Rosalee Gardenhire 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2470) granting a pension to George A. Noblet (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2471) granting a pension to Francis Sullivan (with 
accompanying papers) ; 


2466) for the relief of V. E. Schemerhorn, E. C. 
Campbell, and Philip Hudspeth; to the Committee 


A bill (S. 2472) granting a pension to George W. Williams 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2473) granting a pension to Robert E. Longbothom 
(with accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2474) granting a pension to Elizabeth Leahman 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2475) granting a persion to Henry Scott (with ac- 
companying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2476) granting a pension to John P. Todd (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2477) granting a pension to Julia J. Bischoff (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2478) granting a pension to Lydia A. Muma (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2479) granting a pension to Nelson Haggerty (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2480) granting a pension to William M. Hiett (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2481) granting an increase of pension to George S. 
Gregory (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2482) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Wright (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to David 
Hood (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2484) granting a pension to Nancy Epple (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2485) granting an increase of pension to Isabel 
Bailey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2486) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher C. Blake (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2487) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Abeles (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2488) granting an increase of pension to Minnie 
Mahler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2489) granting an increase of pension to Cyrus S. 
Bowman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to John W. Hill (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2491) granting a pension to Luticia Barnes (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2492) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
Lynch (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 2493) granting a pension to Ellen B. Cofiland 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 2494) granting an increase of pension to Annie T. 
McCreary (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2495) granting an increase of pension to James A, 
Lucas (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2496) granting a pension, to John R. Aull (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 2497) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Mississippi River between Anoka and Hennepin 
Counties in the State of Minnesota; and 

A bill (S. 2498) to extend the time for constructing a dam 
by Rainy River Improvement Co. across the outlet of Namakan 
Lake at Kettle Falls, in St. Louis County, Minn.; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2499) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
Watson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 2500) authorizing the adjustment of rights of set- 
tlers on the Moqui and Navajo Indian Reservations in the State 
of Arizona; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 


A bill (S. 2501) granting an increase of pension to David R. 
Edmonds ; 

A bill (S. 2502) granting an increase of pension to Jessie S. 
Clark; and 

A bill (S. 2503) granting an increase of pension to Ivan S. 
Ford (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 2504) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. G. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FALL: 

A bill (S. 2505) to amend that portion of the act of March 4, 
1907, providing for the carrying out of the convention between 
the United States and Mexico relative to the construction of a 
dam and reservoir on the Rio Grande, and the delivery of waters 
therefrom to Mexican users, etc.; and 

A bill (S. 2506) to provide compensation for the owners of 
property injured or destroyed by overflow caused by the Goy- 


314 


ernment works at Lake McMillan, a part of the Carlsbad project 
in New Mexico; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

A bill (S. 2507) granting public lands in the State of New 
Mexico for the prevention of overflow and for drainage of the Rio 
Grande between White Rock Canyon and the boundary line of 
Texas and New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 2508) to create the Rio Grande National Park in 
New Mexico; 

A bill (S. 2509) granting public lands to the State of New 
Mexico for the construction: of public roads and bridges; and 

A bill (S. 2510) granting the public lands within the State 
of New Mexico to said State and regulating the disposition 
thereof; to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

A bill (S. 2511) for the relief of Capt. H. C. Smith; to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

By Mr. GOFF: 

A bill (S. 2512) to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional district judge for the southern district of West Virginia; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2513) for the relief of the county courts of Marion 
and Monongalia Counties, W. Va.; and t 

A bill (S: 2514) for the relief of James A. Showen; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2515) granting a pension to Della Smith (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2516) granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
Phillips (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 2517) for the relief of Edward W. Whitaker; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr: NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 2518) placing certain positions in the Post Office 
Department in the competitive classified service and changing 
the salaries of postmasters of first and second class post offices, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bin (S. 2519) to encourage the reclamation of certain arid 
lands in the State of Nevada, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2520) granting to the State of Nevada 7,000,000 
acres of land in said State for the use and benefit of the public 
schools of Nevada and the State University of the State of 
Nevada; and 

A bill (S. 2521) legalizing certain conveyances. heretofore 
made by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others. within the 
State of Nevada; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 2522) granting a pension to James L. Dawson; and 

A bill (S. 2523) granting an increase of pension to Ellen L. 
Webster (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 2524). authorizing, the issuance of arms to. rifle 
clubs, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (S. 2525), to place Bernard A. Schaaf on the retired 
list of the Army (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2526) appropriately designating, fixing the status 
of, and granting an increase of pay to: certain clerks employed 
with the Army at headquarters of departments, divisions; bri- 
gades, districts, Army service schools, service: boards, and posts 
commanded: by general officers, and heretofore known as head- 
quarters: clerks; and 

A bill (S. 2527) to increase the efficiency of the Quartermaster 
Corps, United States Army, and to correct: inequalities and 

rities therein; to the Committee on Military: Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2528) to grant certain lands to the State of Oregon 
as a public park, for the benefit and enjoyment of the people 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A: bill (S. 2529) ratifying the compact and agreement between 
the States of Oregon and Washington regarding concurrent juris- 
diction over the waters of the Columbia River and its tributaries 
in connection with regulating, protecting, and preserving, fish 
(with ig rg papers); to the Committee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. STONE 

A bill (S. 2530) for the relief of the Buffalo River Zine Mining 
Co.; and 

A bill (S. 2531) for the relief of Walter E. Holden; to the 
Committee om Claims. 

& bill (S. 2582) granting an increase of pension to James 
Enloe; 


A bill (S. 2533) granting a pension to Lina Bleeck and two f 


minor children (with accompanying: papers); 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATH, 


DECEMBER 16, 


A bill (S. 2534) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Warneck (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2535) granting an increase of pruson to William O. 
Wilkins (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. O’GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 2536), granting a pension to Seymour McDonough; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2537) for erecting a suitable memorial to John 
Eriesson ; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 2538) making an appropriation for the improvement 
of Weymouth, Fore River, Mass., and the removal of the small 
shoal south of the west end of Peddocks Island; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2539) granting a pension to Henrietta Buswell 
Brown. (with accompanying papers); and 

& bill (S. 2540) granting a pension to Hepsie O. Holway (with 

socompangine- paperi); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CATRO 

A bill (S. esas | to. provide for stock-raising homesteads, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2542) ereating the National Park of the Cliff Cities; 
to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

By Mr. BECKHAM: 

A bill (S. 2543) for the relief of the State of Kentucky ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LODGE: ; 

A bill (S. 2544) to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint John Q. A. Brett captain in the Quartermaster Corps 
of the Army (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLIS: 

A bill (S. 2545) for the relief of John Chick ; to the Committee 
om Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2546) granting a pension to Frank McCabe; 

A bill (S. 2547) granting an increase of pension to True W. 
Lovering ; 

A bill (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to William O, 
White; and 

A bill (S. 2549) granting a pension to Dennis Ryng; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 2550) for the relief of the heirs of George C. Lull, 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (8. 2551) granting an increase of pension to Miles Gary 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2552) granting a pension to Clara M. Hackett (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A ou (S. 2553) granting an increase of pension to William 


Gree 

K pin (S. 2554) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Hilbourn ; 

A bill (S. 2555) granting a pension to Rebecea F. Cullison; 

A bill (S. 2556). granting an increase of pension to Albert J. 
Sprinkle; and 

A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Gustav Mensinger; to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 2558) for the relief of Bruce C. Payne; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 2559) granting a pension to Robert L. Zell (with ac- 
companying: papers); 

A bill (S: 2560) granting an increase of pension to Hugh 
Wright (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2561) granting a pension to Annie E. Nave (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2562) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. 
Woods (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2563) granting a pension to Minnie Jeffers (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: 

A bill (S. 2564) correcting the military record of Abram H. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2565) granting an increase of pension to Clara A. 
Irish (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2566) granting a pension to William R. Dority; 

A bill (S. 2567) granting an increase of pension to Ella L. 
Le Suer (with accompanying papers); 

& bill (S. 2568) granting an increase of pension to Tose 
Scott (with accompanying papers); 

& bil (S. 2569): granting a pension to Mary Barton (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 
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A bill (S. 2570) granting a pension to Delia E. Smith; to the 
Committee on Pensions, 
By Mr. JAMES: 


A bill (S. 2571) granting an increase of pension to W. W. 
Prine (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2572) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Jarrett (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2573) granting a pension to Joshua E. Howard 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 2574) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Schmidt (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to John H. Kidd (with 
necompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIPPITT: 

A bill (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James 
Watson; 

A bill (S. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Maria J. 
Mahon; 

A bill (S. 2578) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
Taylor; and 

A bill (S. 2579) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Spencer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 2580) to correct the military record of Walter H. 
Hutchinson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2581) for the relief of the heirs of Adam and Noah 
Brown; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2582) granting a pension to Harriet L. Whiton 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2588) granting an increase of pension to Sigmund 
Bauer (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2584) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 
Frazier (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2585) granting an increase of pension to Alfa V. 
Freeman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2586) granting an increase of pension to Asa 
Gatton ; 

A bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to John Simonsen; 

A bill (S. 2588) granting a pension to Augustus S. Hall; 

A bill (S. 2589) granting an increase of pension to Thomas O. 
Oliver (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2590) granting a pension to Clark E. Messenger 
(with an accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2591) granting an increase of pension to Zeruah A. 
Newell (with accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 2592) granting a pension to James S. Huntington; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 


A bill (S. 2593) for the relief of George W. Mellinger; to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2594) granting a pension to Frances W. Wood (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2595) granting a pension to Peter McVay (with 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2596) granting an increase of pension to Grant E. 
Getchell (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2597) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
McCord (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2598) granting an increase of pen ‘on to Matthew 
Farley (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2599) granting a pension to Fonetta Scott (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2600) granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
Fargo (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2601) granting an increase of pension to Clifford T. 
Cheek (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2602) granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Sutton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2003) granting an increase of pension to Amy M. 
Stratton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2604) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Hicks (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2605) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Bishop (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2606) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Custer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2607) granting an increase of pension to Joseph P. 
Sullivan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2608) granting an increase of pension to K. Shannon 
Taylor (with accompanying papers) ; and 


A bill (S. 2609) granting an increase of pension to James F. 
* (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 2610) granting an increase of pension to Alvin 
Jones (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2611) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Winter (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2612) granting a pension to Marshall E. Shutters 
(with accompanying papers) ; 3 

A bill (S. 2613) granting a pension to Roscoe C, Kinsey (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2614) granting a pension to Annie B. Buell (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2615) granting an increase of pension to Enoch Van 
Pelt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2616) granting an increase of pension to William 
Richey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2617) granting a pension to John McClintie (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2618) granting a pension to Julius Lynch (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2619) granting a pension te Mary King (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2620) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
White (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2621) granting an increase of pension to Harry W. 
Swank (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2622) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Bristow (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2623) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Swango (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2624) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Lane (with accompanying papers) ; - 

A bill (S. 2625) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Sutton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2626) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Jane Marlett (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2627) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. McCain (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill. (S. 2628) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Egan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2629) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
B. Armstrong (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2630) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2631) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Tibbets (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2632) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Allen (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2633) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Cartwright (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2634) granting a pension to Arry J. Vare (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2635) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Moore (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2636) granting an increase of pension to Fred 
Miller (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2637) granting a pension to Sarah L. Dowell (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2638) granting an increase of pension to John Martin 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2639) granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Meek (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2640) granting an increase of pension to John Har- 
rigan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2641) granting an increase of pension to William 
Burge (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Daniel W, 
Duke (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to George A, 
Bertels (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2644) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Barngrover (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2645) granting an increase of pension to Adrian J. 
Hayward (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2646) granting an increase of pension to John West 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2647) granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Heiskell ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 2648) to amend the military record in relation to 
William M. Cheuvront; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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A bill (S. 2649) granting a pension to Oakaley Randall (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 2650) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Keasling (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2651) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
Stockton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2652) granting an increase of pension to Robert O. 
Jones 

A A bill (S. 2653) granting an increase of pension to Orlando A. 
Newton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2654) granting a pension to Edgar C. Harris (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2655) granting an increase of pension to Martin B. 
Worrell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2656) granting an rege of pension to Johnson 
White (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 
Griner; 

A bill (S. 2658) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Griffey ; 

A bill (S. 2659) granting an increase of pension to Simon P. 
Kuhns (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2660) granting an increase of pension to Edward J. 
Cuzzort (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2661) granting a pension to Richard F. Sherard ; 

A bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Bishop (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Thompson ; 

A bill (S. 2664) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Edwards (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2665) granting an increase or pension to George W. 
Kimball (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2666) granting an increase of pension to William 
McCorkhill (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2667) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Norris (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Cottrell; 

A bill (8. 2669) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Phares (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2670) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Demuth (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2671) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. Lail (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2672) granting an increase of pension to Martha 
Beard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2673) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Hughes (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2674) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Collins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Little (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2676) granting an increase of pension to George 
P. T. Douglas (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2677) granting an increase of pension to Stinson 
Brooks ; 

A bill (S. 2678) granting an increase of pension to Eli W. 
Adams; 

A bill (S. 2679) granting an increase of pension to James A. 
McAllister; and 

A bill (S. 2680) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Simpson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. BANKHBAD: 

A pill (S. 2681) to amend section 2 of the act approved April 
28, 1904, so as to extend the provision for accepting certain 
matter for mailing without stamps affixed, the postage being 
collected in money; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 2682) granting a pension to Jefferson L. Smith 
(with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2683) granting a pension to Paul Henricksen (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 50) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to sell the coal deposits in and under certain public 
lands to the Republic Coal Co., a corporation; and 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 51) appropriating money for the 
payment of certain claims on account of labor, supplies, mate- 
rials, and cash furnished in the construction of the Corbett 
Tunnel; to the Committee on Public Lands, 
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By Mr. JONES: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 52) to convey the thanks of Con- 
gress to Capt. Thomas Moore, master of the Alaska Steamship 
Co.’s steamer Cordora, and to the officers and crew, and also to 
the officers and crew of the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey steamer Patterson for the prompt and heroic services 
rendered by them in rescuing the survivors of the United States 
revenue cutter Tahoma; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 53) to authorize the Secrétary of 
Commerce to investigate the condition of trade in China, for the 
purpose of determining the desirability of establishing there a 
permanent exposition of the products of the United States of 
America; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 54) declaring the purpose of 
the United States to cease exercising sovereignty over the Philip- 
pine Islands and to establish an independent republic therein, 
and requesting the President to endeavor to obtain the coopera- 
tion of the principal nations of the world; to the Committee on 
the Philippines. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 55) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

DISTRICT FISCAL RELATIONS. 


Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, by the act of March 8, 1915, 
there was appointed a joint committee of the two Houses to 
report upon the fiscal relations between the Government and the 
District of Columbia. That committee was required by the act 
to report by the Ist day of January, 1916. Owing to some delay 
in the printing of the testimony and also by the witnesses wish- 
ing to revise their statements, the committee may require addi- 
tional time. I therefore introduce a joint resolution giving the 
committee a few days further in which to make its report. I 
ask for the immediate consideration of the joint resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 56) extending the time for 
filing the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the 
Fiscal Relations between the District of Columbia and the 
United States was read the first time by its title and the second 
time at length, as follows: 

3 ed, 8 That the joint committee of the two Houses of 2 


ry em ursuant to the act . proved March 
1915. is hereby given until the Ist pee of February, 1916, in which 


to file the report required by the said act. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED WATERWAYS COMMISSION, 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I should like to call the 
attention of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] to a bill 
which I introduced for the creation of a waterways commission 
in relation to rivers, and so forth. I ask that it may be 
printed and lie on the table. It is my desire to have the bill 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and I should 
like to confer with the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce in regard to it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas, The Chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce will take due notice of the statement made by the 
Senator from Nevada, and will be very glad to confer with him 
on any subject. 

The bill (S. 2685) to create a waterways commission and a 
board of river regulation to promote interstate comm-rce by the 
cevelopment and improvement of the rivers and waterways and 
water resources of the United States and the coordination of 
and cooperation between rail and water routes, and by provid- 
ing a fund for the regulation and control of the flow of rivers 
and for the maintenance at all seasons of a navigable stage of 
water in waterways and for the connection of rivers and water- 
ways with the Great Lakes and with each other, and, as a 
means to that end, to provide for flood prevention and protec- 
tion and for water storage and for the beneficial use of flood 
waters for irrigation and water power and for the conservation 
and use of water in agriculture and for the protection of water- 
sheds from denudation and erosion and from forest fires, and 
for the cooperation in such work of Government services and bu- 
reaus with each other and with States, municipalities, and other 
local agencies, was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill wii lie on the table. 

AMENDMENT TO INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, PITTMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $100,000 for procuring homesteads with adequate water 
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tion Indians of the State of Nevada, intended to be proposed by 


him. to the Indian appropriation bill, which was referred to the 


Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—CHARLES F. LANE. 


On motion of Mr. Hrroncock, it was 


‘Ordered, That leave be 55 3 — for the withdrawal from the files of 
the Senate the papers in the pension case of Charles F. Lane, no ad- 
verse report haying been made thereon. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
87), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the 1 any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be authorized during the Sixty-fo Congress to sub- 
poma witnesses, to send for books and pa to administer oaths, and 

o employ a stenographer, at a price not exceed $1 per printed page, 
to report such hearings as may had or have been held connection 
with any subject which may be pending before the said committee; 
that the committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate ; 
oe 2 expense thereof shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
enate, 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


Mr. STONE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 36), 
which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 
AFFAIRS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. SMITH of Maryland submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res, 38), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the authority heretofore vested in the Committee on 
the District-of Columbia by Renate resolution of February 20, 1909, 
directing the said committee to examine into matters relating to the 
District of Columbia, is hereby continued, and the said committee is 
hereby directed to pursue its investigation during the Sixty-fourth 
Congress. 
HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
Mr. SMITH of Maryland submitted the folowing resolution 
(S. Res. 34), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, or say 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers an 
and to employ a stenographer to tale such 
ect which may 


to administer oath 
hearings as may be had in connection with — 5 subj be 
ttee may sit during the 


sessions or recesses of the Senate, and that the expense thereof be paid 


PRINTING FOR DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 


Mr. SMITH of Maryland submitted the following resolution 
(S. Res, 85), which was read and referred to the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That eg AN pr granted to print and bind, for the use of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, such I oat ager and documents 
as may be deemed necessary in connection with subjects heretofore 
considered or to be consid by said committee during the Sixty-fourth 


Congress. 
THE JUDICIAL CODE, 


Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, this morning I re- 
ported from the Judiciary Committee Senate bill 706, to amend 
section 260 of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved March 8, 
1911. Since reporting it I have learned that there are one or 
two Senators who were not present at the meeting of the 
Judiciary Committee who would like an opportunity to present 
to the committee some views with reference to a portion of the 
bill. While I am very anxious to press the bill to action, in 
deference to their wishes I ask leave to withdraw the report and 
to have the bill recommitted to the committee. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and leave is granted. 


IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. While it is the recollection of the 
Chair that at the last session of Congress it was ruled that 
resolutions coming over from a preceding day should be called 
up by the Senators submitting them, this morning the Chair will 
lay before the Senate the following resolutions which come over 
from a preceding day. 

The Secretary read Senate resolution numbered 10, submitted 
by Mr. Firercrer on the 7th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and he is hereb 
directed to furnish to the Senate information — the value ai 


rights and providing agricultural instruction for the nonreserva- 


Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] is 


absent from the Chamber. I wish to ask him a number of 
questions in relation to the subject of the resolution, and I 
therefore ask that it may go over to-day without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The resolution goes over without prejudice. 


OCCUPATION OF VERA CRUZ. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
Senate resolution No. 15, submitted by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Cuuuitxs !]. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the Senate is quite familiar 
with that resolution, I intended when I presented it the other 
day to ask that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. We discussed it at the last session, and it is the 
result of the debate in the Senate. I have no desire to have 
another one at this moment. 

Mr. PENROSE. Does the Senator object to having the 
resolution read? ; 

Mr. CUMMINS. Oh, no; I simply wanted to say that I am 
quite willing that it shall be referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania desire to have the resolution read? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; I should like to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Cumacns 
on the 10th instant, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President is requested to inform the Senate, if 
compatible with the public interest, with respect to the following 
matters, to wit: 

First, As to the amount of money collected by the United States 
at the port of Vera Cruz, Mexico, during the occupation of that ci 
by our military forces as import duties or other taxes or imports lai 
under the laws of Mexico, 

Second. Whether the duties, imposts, or taxes so collected by the 
United States had been pled in any form to secure or insure the 
payment of obligations issued by any vernment, or alleged Govern- 
ment, of the peg nodes of Mexico, or one of the States thereof. 

Third. As to the ownership of such ob tions at the time the mili- 
tary forces of the United States occupied Vera Cruz, and such owner- 
ship at the present time. 

‘ourth, As to any claims which have been made upon the United 
States for the payment or transfer of the money so collected, and the 
names of the persons making such demands. 

Fifth. As to the deposit of the money so collected in the Treasury 
of the United States and the account to which it was deposited. 

Sixth. Whether it is the Intention of the executive department of 


the Government to pay out or otherwise dispose of the money so col- 
lected without action or authority on the part of Congress. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


SOURCES OF REVENUE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a preceding day, which will be read. 
The Secretary read Senate resolution 21, submitted by Mr, 
Gore on the 13th instant, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the T. 


r horsepower on the production 
of automobiles, to be paid by the manufacturer, such tax to be suspended 
by presidential proclamation at the end of six months after the signing 
of a protocol looking to the establishment of peace among the nations 
of Europe now at war. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, the resolution contains several 
clauses that are not essential to securing the information. They 
were simply included in order to indicate a policy. I therefore 
ask leaye to perfect the resolution by offering the following sub- 
stitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute will be 
read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to submit to 
the Senate an estimate of the probable revenue to be derived from the 
following duties and excise taxes, to wit: 

First. A duty of 10 cents per pound on tea. 

Second. A duty of 13 cents per pound on sugar. 
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Third. An excise tax of 1 cent per pound on sugar produced in the 
United States and its island sessions, 

Fourth. An excise tax of 25 cents per horsepower on the production 
of automobiles, to be paid by the manufacturer. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Do I understand that this is 
simply a matter of inquiry? 

Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. It is not an effort to enact 
it into law? 

Mr. GORE. It is not. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I will say to the Senator that 
I would be utterly opposed to increasing the duty on tea. I am 
opposed to doing that, and I think I can say further that I shall 
be opposed to burdening sugar longer. 

Mr. GORE. I simply offer the resolution for information. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute submitted by the Senator from Oklahoma. 

Mr. PENROSE. Would it delay this matter unduly if it was 
referred to the Committee on Finance? 

Mr. GORE. It would require it to go over until after the 
holidays. I will say to the Senator that, as he knows, it is not 
customary to refer resolutions which simply call for informa- 
tion. This resolution is limited to that purpose alone. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think, Mr. President, it is usual. It cer- 
tainly is an excellent custom to be followed anyhow, to refer a 
resolution of inquiry to a committee so as to prevent the intro- 
duction of idle, impertinent, and useless resolutions of inquiry. 
I do not mean for a moment to say that this resolution comes 
within that description, but being firmly convinced that it is 
innocuous I shall not make any objection to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute. It will be agreed to without objection. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution as amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from California. 


PREPAREDNESS FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


WHY SHOULD WE STRENGTHEN OUR NATIONAL DEFENSES ?—POSSIBILITY 
OF WAR WITH OTHER NATIONS. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, an increase of the Army and 
Navy forces has practically been agreed upon. The people have 
been made to believe that it is necessary. This sentiment of 
better preparedness for war has been aroused and propagated 
largely by interested parties seeking to serve their personal 
interests; but there are many people who sincerely believe such 
a course to be necessary to protect the country in case of war 
with some other nation. Usually the advocates of a larger 
standing army and an increased naval force put it on the 
ground that it is necessary to preserve peace. Let us not de- 
ceive ourselves. If we increase our military and naval forces, 
it will be for the purpose of war, not of peace. Placing arms 
in the hands of a large number of our people will not insure 
peace. Rather it is a preparation for and an invitation to war. 

So, Mr. President, it may be well for us, surrounded as we 
are by influences of all kinds, selfish and sinister as well as 
sincere and patriotic, demanding an increase of our military 
defenses, to ask why this is necessary or wise, and if it is how 
it may best be done in the interest of the American people. 

I do not believe we are in the slightest danger of war with 
any nation, in the near future at least. We are probably in 
less danger of such a conflict now than for many years past. 
The nations of Europe, big and little, with few exceptions, are 
now engaged in the greatest, most bloody, and devastating war 
in the history of the world. Let us hope they are having enough 
of war for many years to come. The war has presented grave 
problems to our own Nation. But so far they have been easily 
solyed. Others may, and doubtless will, present themselves be- 
fore the conflict is ended. None will confront us that can not be 
settled by peaceful means. 

But, sir, granting all this, it must be admitted that war 
between nations is always possible and may happen at any 
time, as do quarrels and conflicts between men who compose 
nations. So long as human nature remains as it is, subject to 
be controlled by selfish and evil passions, men and nations will 
disagree and endeavor to settle their disputes by force. We need 
not go to savage or to other highly civilized nations for proof 
of this fact. Only a few months ago our own country gave con- 
vincing proof of what I have just said. A friendly nation, our 
neighbor, torn with internal strife and warfare, wrecked and 
disabled by the conflict within her own borders, was invaded 
by our forces, one of her cities bombarded, her people slaugh- 
tered, her customhouses seized, and an army quartered on her 
soil. And what for? Only because a man, assuming to be 
President of the Republic, but regarded and treated by this 


Nation as an usurper without power or authority, had refused 
on the demand of one of our -admirals to salute the American 
flag, because, as alleged, his troops had insulted it. The Presi- 
dent had called Congress to approve of an effort to force the 
salute that the Admiral had demanded, and while this body was 
deliberating upon it and before it had reached a conclusion the 
bombardment had commenced, Mexican territory had been in- 
vaded by a warlike force, Mexican citizens, some of them inno- 
cent women and children, had been shot down and 18 of our 
own sailors had lost their lives. Who can say after this ex- 
hibition of ungovernable passion, after this slaughter of the 
innocent citizens of another nation and the forcible invasion 
of its territory for so trivial a cause, that this Nation does not 
need to prepare for war? If Mexico had not been weak from 
internal conflict among her own people, we would then have 
been at war with a foreign nation, for our forcible entry upon 
her territory was itself a declaration and an act of war. So 
long as we have officers in our Navy with so little judgment 
and discretion as to precipitate or invite a conflict for so trivial 
a cause, and so long as the Nation itself lacks the moral courage 
to refuse to enforce or attempt to enforce his demands, we may 
reasonably expect war and be prepared to maintain it. When 
such a conflict can come from a civilized and boasted peace- 
loving Nation like ours, what can we expect—what hope can we 
have of the settlement of disputes between nations by peaceful 
means? 

It may be taken for granted in any discussion of this question 
of better preparedness that we are in no danger of war with 
any European nation if only we are wise, prudent, and patient 
in dealing with the problems that have and will arise out of 
the present war. But when the prospect of war is mentioned 
the specter of Japan rises up to terrorize some of our worthy 
people. In their estimation we have been on the eve of war 
with Japan every day for lo these many years. This leads me 
to comment upon our relations with that country, the condi- 
tions that might lead to war with Japan, the result likely to 
follow the beginning of such a conflict if Japan were the 
aggressor, and what we should do for our protection in such 
an event. 

Our relations with Japan have for many years been friendly, 
and there is no substantial reason why they should not con- 
tinue to be so. But Japan has her problems that in an indirect 
way, at least, affect her relations with this country. Her popu- 
lation is increasing and her territory is limited. She naturally 
feels that room for her surplus population must be found some- 
where. Her subjects in this emergency are looking for homes 
elsewhere on their individual account. Thousands of them have 
found their way to this country and located mostly on’ the 
Pacific coast. This is not at all to be wondered at. The mil- 
lions of uncultivated and unoccupied lands of the United 
States are a constant temptation to men who at home are con- 
fined to a meager spot of land on account of the overcrowded 
condition of their native country, and many of them can have 
none at all. They, in the beginning, find employment with 
others in many lines of industry, but eventually their natural 
longing for property and a home of their own leads them to 
investments in real estate on their own account. They are an 
intelligent, industrious, and frugal race. They have the dispo- 
sition to save and accumulate. An American who comes in 
competition with them in any industry that calls for manual 
labor is at a disadvantage. For this reason and not because 
of any animosity or antagonism against the Japanese as a 
race or as a nation, but mainly as a protection against destruc- 
tive competition on unequal terms, strenuous efforts have been 
made to exclude, from the Pacific Coast States particularly, not 
only the Japanese but the Chinese as well. This, as a natural 
consequence, has brought friction and some delicate situations 
as between the two nations. It is natural that Japan should 
look upon this effort at exclusion as a discrimination against 
her people as a race and because of race prejudice. And this 
feeling of the Japanese nation is not without foundation. We 
are admitting into this country many immigrants, and admitting 
them to citizenship, who are worse in many respects, more 
degrading and detrimental to the moral and social conditions 
that prevail in this country, than the Japanese. 

As a means of preventing an excessive influx of Chinese and 
Japanese subjects into this country, laws have been enacted 
by Congress intended to exclude all laborers coming from those 
countries, especially from China, and their exclusion has been 
provided for by treaties between those nations and our own. 
In the last treaty with Japan no direct provision was made 
for the exclusion of her subjects, but we had her promise that 
she would use all proper means to prevent the emigration to 
the United States of such of her subjects; and so far as I have 
been able to learn she has kept that promise with strict fidelity. 
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Besides the Federal laws I have mentioned, State laws have 
been enacted forbidding Japanese to hold and own real estate. 
As might well have been expected, this was resented by the 
Japanese nation and has led to diplomatic correspondence and 
complications. But however distasteful such legislation may 
be to Japan, it is absolutely necessary as a defense against 
an influx of a horde of foreign immigrants that would, as it 
already has done in some localities in California, crowd out 
native laborers and landowners who can not live as they live 
or compete with them in the intensive farming and gardening 
in which they engage. It is evident that some amicable agree- 
ment adjusting this delicate and important matter should be 
reached by the two nations. 

Notwithstanding all precautionary measures taken to prevent 
the coming into the United States of Japanese laborers, they 
have come in large numbers and are still here. In walking 
the streets of my home city of Los Angeles you will see these 
little brown men on all sides attending the yards and gardens 
of the residents of the city. You will see a dozen Japanese 
engaged in this work to one of all other nationalities. They 
like work of this kind and are peculiarly fitted for it. They 
seem to be natural gardeners. But we find them in all lines 
of industry—on the ranch, in farm work, in the hotels as wait- 
ers and in other capacities, in the banks and other business 
houses as porters and men of all work, and in homes as domes- 
tic servants. They are rarely seen as clerks in stores except 
of their own or in any clerical oceupation. They are quick, 
vigorous, and energetic, small of stature but stocky, strong, 
and virile men. As such they are most desirable servants and 
employees and are very generally sought after. Indeed, the 
people of this country are themselves largely responsible for the 
incoming of the Japanese. They are more than willing to ex- 
ploit them and profit by their labors, but are unwilling to accept 
them as citizens or privileged to hold lands of their own. 

One of the greatest evils this country has to contend with is 
commercialism—the exploitation of men, women, and children, 
especially immigrants from other countries, land, and property 
for gain. It has brought thousands of criminals, paupers, and 
other objectionable foreigners to this country who have in- 
creased crime, taxed our charitable institutions, peopled the 
slums with criminals and incompetents, and demoralized and 
degraded our citizenship. Amongst other things it has brought 
to this country thousands of Asiatics who are not allowed to 
become citizens, who are not accepted on an equality with our 
own people because of their race, They are encouraged to come 
here for purely mercenary purposes, and nothing else, and are 
exploited by our own people because more of their labor can 
be had for less money than that of our own people. They are 
thus put in competition with home labor, and honest labor 
degraded until the native or naturalized citizen must bring him- 
self down to their standard and mode of living and labor 
as they labor or be driven out of employment altogether. It 
tends to landlordism in this country—tlarge tracts of land held 
by a few to the exclusion of the many with Asiatics as ten- 
ants or farm hands. 

In view of the fact that we are looking at this eondition of 

with the object of determining whether additional pro- 
vision shall be made by Congress against war with other na- 
tions, let us stop a moment to consider what number of Japa- 
nese are in this country, how they might be used if we should 
be unfortunate enough to be brought into war with that nation, 
and what their presence here would mean in that case. 

I take from the census of 1910 the following statement: Total 
number of Japanese in the United States in 1910, 72,157. 
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87, 703 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
Senator a moment? 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, Can the Senator state how many, if 
any, of those along the Pacific coast are men who have served 


in the Japanese Army, whether they are reservists or whether 
they are of the male population? 

Mr. WORKS. No, Mr. President, I am not able to answer 
that question. The statement I am still reading from shows 
how many of them are of military age; but I also refer to the 
fact that my attention has been called to the conditions and to 
the statement made that a large proportion of the Japanese in 
this country are veterans of former wars of Japan. I shall come 
to that in a moment. 

Japanese constitute 1.7 per cent of the total population of the 
United States. 

California. 
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This statement of conditions shows the presence in this coun- 
try in 1910 of 72,157 Japanese, of whom 57,703 were in the 
three Pacific Coast States—Washington, Oregon, and Cali- 
fornia—and 41,356 in the State of California alone. In my 
State there were 85,116 male Japanese, 30,942 of whom were 
over the age of 21 years and 30,658 of military age, between 18 
and 44 years. The Immigration Bureau gives me the following 
information as to the incoming of Japanese since 1910: 
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It must not be overlooked, however, that the number is con- 
stantly fluctuating as they come and go. So, for the purposes of 
this discussion, we may safely take the census figures. Claims 
of much larger numbers are made. 

= CHAMBERLAIN. May I interrupt the Senator once 
more 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield further to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The Senator speaks of the number of 
Japanese who have come to Hawaii. Does the Senator know 
what proportion of the population there are Japanese and what 
proportion white? 

Mr. WORKS. I am not able to say. I have not taken up that 
phase of the question at all. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Has the Senator ascertained what is 
the number of Japanese in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. WORKS. No; I have not. 

In his interesting and rather startling book, The Valor of 
Ignorance, Homer Lea gives the following figures as to the 
Japanese immigration to the Hawaiian Islands: 


Japanese immigration into the Hawaiian Islands from 1900 to 1908 
has been 65,708. The 1 during this period . 42,313. The 


military unfit have 
a great war, and tae military occupation of Hawail tentatively accom- 


plished. 
p Jn these islands at the present time the — of Japanese — 
have completed their active term of service in the imperial armies, 

part of whem are veterans of the Russian War, —— the entire fe deid 


army of the United States. 
And, then, to the mainland of the United States: 


Immigration by political periods. 
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And Mr. George H. Maxwell, in his book, Our National De- 
333 Patriotism of Peace, has this to say on the subject: 
the subject, and 8 tide ns Asiatic immigration forced 
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But note the steady increase since then! Year ending June 30, 1911, 
4,575; year ending June 30, 1912, 6,172; year ending June 30, 1913, 
8,302 ; year ending June 30, 1014, 8.941. 

Now, sir, taking the census figures, these thirty thousand and 
more men within the borders of our State would in themselves 
constitute no mean army. They are strong, virile men, seasoned 
by outdoor work and exposure. It is believed by some who have 
carefully looked into the situation that many of them are trained 
soldiers and veterans of previous Japanese wars and that they 
are organized and prepared to respond to any call to military 
duty in this country by their own Government. I believe in- 
formation of this astounding fact—if it be a fact—has been 
called to the attention of the War Department. I know it has 
been reported to me as an existing condition more than once. 

I shall in the course of my remarks have occasion more than 
once to refer to Mr. Maxwell’s book, above mentioned, and to 
make some quotations from it bearing on the question. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. May I interrupt the Senator once 
more? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Martine of New Jersey in 
the chair). Does the Senator from California yield to the 
Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The Senator has just quoted the re- 
markable statement that the number of Japanese in this coun- 
try who are capable of military service is as large as the field 
Army of the United States. Is the Senator going to discuss 
the number of reservists of other countries who are within our 
borders? 

Mr. WORKS. I am not going generally into that phase of 
the subject. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The Senator knows, of course, that 
there are several foreign countries that have reservists here in 
very large numbers, and I had hoped the Senator might discuss 
that feature of the question. 

Mr. WORKS. Iam not going to discuss that phase of it. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Oregon says that other 
countries have their reservists here. He does not mean that 
other nations as Governments have sent their reservists into 
this country? 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Oh, no; I did not mean to suggest that 
at all. I simply meant that there are trained soldiers in this 
country who are not citizens of the United States, but who are 
citizens of other countries. They came here on peaceful mis- 
sions, of course, and are good people, but they never have be- 
come citizens of the United States. The Senator will remember 
that in the case of some of the countries now involved in the 
European war their reservists tried to get back, but could not, 
after the breaking out of the war. 

Mr. WORKS. I have no doubt of that condition existing here, 
but to what extent I have not investigated and am not able 
to say. 

I haye known Mr. Maxwell for more than 20 years, He has 
studied the features of this important question that I am about 
to bring to the attention of the Senate for many years. He is 
familiar with the situation in every detail. What he says about 
the condition and the remedy for it is worthy of careful con- 
sideration. Respecting the perils of the present conditions, he 
says: 

No one who has watched the steady increase of Japanese population 
in Hawaii and in our Pacific Coast States can fail to realize this danger. 
It is a danger that is already threatening us. It exists 3 And 
will continue to exist every day in the future. It can not be pushed 
aside. We can not remove it by ignoring it, 

Some unexpected incident may at any time start excitement and 
cause an explosion that would precipitate a national conflict. In such 
an event either Japan or the United States might be forced into war 


an irresistible upheaval of public sentiment. We had that expe- 
rience in the case of the blowing up of the Maine, 


There is 80 little doubt that the 23 of the Japanese ok the 
Pacific coast are soldiers, veterans of the Ja — Wars, and that in 
case of war Japan could mobilize on our te it oit the Pacific 
Ocean and the inaccessible mountains constitu the Cascade yr 
Sierra Nevada Ranges more Japanese soldiers wie: are right now 
that territory than we have United States troops in the whole 3 
territory of the United States or will have when our Army is enlisted 
up to its full strength of 100,000 men. . 


— 8. — 2 has the . eficient liter system of any tintin: in 
the world. This statement refers to the system. Other nations may 
have larger armies, but Japan's military s stem, 5 5 that of Switzer- 
land, is fitted into and matches with her whole social, commercial, and 
economic system. It is a A pari of the very fiber of her national being 
and not an excrescence, as our standing army. 


But, sir, the peril is not alone within our own borders. 
Mexico is open to the entry of the Japanese. There is no law 
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to prevent their coming. Once in Mexico it is but a step across 
an invisible international line from Mexico into the United 
States. Their crossing the line can not be wholly prevented, 
however strict may be our exclusion laws or the efforts of Japan 
under her promise to deny to her own people the right tu emi- 
grate to this country. There are Japanese veterans enough in 
California at this very moment to man and destroy every line 
of transportation from the East, thus isolating Californin and 
other Pacific Coast States, depriving them of all aid in troops 
or munitions of war from other portions of the country. This 
would, of course, do Japan no lasting good. The territory she 
could invade in this way would be limited, but it is a rich and 
prosperous part of the United States that would afford booty 
of untold wealth, which would be ruthlessly ravaged and de- 
stroyed, as is common in time of war. Japan would soon be 
driven from our shores, but the mark of an invading army, deep 
and lasting, would remain. 

Bear in mind, Mr. President, I am pointing out not what I 
believe will ever happen but what might and what would in- 
evitably happen if this Nation should be so unfortunate as to 
come to war with Japan, and the Senate and the country 
should be reminded that the proposal of better preparedness 
for defense rests wholly upon the assumption that war with 
some foreign nation may reasonably be expected. Otherwise, 
no additions to our military, naval, or reserve forces would be 
at all necessary. It is for this reason and not because I myself 
believe we are in danger of war that I am discussing it from 
the point of view of those who believe the probabilities or 
possibilities of war are sufficient to call for defensive measures. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. Why should we assume that the presence of 
the Japanese in this country is any more dangerous as a war 
proposition than the coming of foreigners from other countries? 
There is no more reason to assume that we are going to have 
trouble with Japan than that we are going to have trouble with 
any other country, is there? 

Mr. WORKS. I think there is, at the present time. I will 
say to the Senator, however, that I am not assuming that there 
is any reason why Japan should be singled out respecting the 
number of her people who are in this country and the kind of 
people they are. I am taking that simply as an illustration of 
what might occur if we should engage in war with that nation, 
and I am addressing myself mainly to the conditions on the 
Pacific coast. 

Mr. BORAH. So far as the economie question is concerned, 
I think I agree with the Senator as to the situation; but it 
occurred to me that we might lay too much stress upon the 
menace from a military standpoint. 

Mr. WORKS. That is quite possible, Mr. President. It is 
for that very reason that I have said and repeated that I do 
not believe that danger exists. The Senator will bear in mind, 
however, as I have said the Senate should do, that we are dis- 
cussing this question from the point of view of people who are 
seeking to increase the strength of the Army and the Navy upon 
the ground that it is necessary in order to meet some invading 
force. 

Mr. BORAH. I had understood that it was by way of prepa- 
ration for peace. 

Mr. WORKS. I said in the beginning—I think probably the 
Senator was not here 

Mr. BORAH. I came into the Senate Chamber after the 
Senator had begun his remarks, but as soon as I learned he 
was speaking. 

Mr. WORKS. I said in the beginning that we need not de- 
ceive ourselves; that what we are providing for, if we increase 
our Army, is for war and not for peace. 


WILL AN INCREASED STANDING ARMY AND ENLARGED NAVY CONSTITUTE 
AN EFFICIENT MEANS OF DEFENSE? 


Mr. President, what is the remedy proposed for our alleged 
unpreparedness? Of course, as is natural, the friends of better 
preparedness do not all agree entirely, but they do seem to 
agree that we must increase, probably double, our standing 
army, add materially to our coast defenses, and build more 
ships of war and other war vessels. In addition to this, there 
seems to be a disposition to strengthen the National Guard and 
State militia, and in some way educate the youths of the coun- 
try in the arts of war, to stand as an additional reserve force 
to be called upon in case of need. 

Now, sir, there is not one of these that is not an offense to 
the peace-loving people of this free Republic. A large standing 
army is bitterly and justly opposed. It means militarism, so 
abhorrent to a free people. It means the building up of a mili- 
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tary caste, of which we already have too much, and the final 
subjection of the civil to the military forces. Whenever the 
citizens of this Republic reach the point where they are willing 
to submit to such a condition of things we shall cease to be a 
free country. Our liberties will be surrendered to military 
despotism. Thank God we have not fallen to that depth yet. 
I know it is said that we are not proposing to establish a large 
standing army, but it is proposed to double the size of the 
standing army we have. It is a dangerous step in the wrong 
direction that will lead to others. If we add a hundred thou- 
sand men to our present standing army, we are altogether too apt 
to follow it up by adding other hundred thousands as time goes 
on, because, as I shall attempt to show, the increase of our 
standing army by that much would be wholly insufficient as a 
defense in time of war and add useless additions to our burdens 
of taxation. Such an army would not avail for a day to defend 
the State of California alone against a Japanese invasion. It 
would find great difficulty in maintaining itself against the 
Japanese already in the State. So we must, if we are going to 
be consistent, either put our Army on a war footing of at least 
a million men or turn our attention to a better and more effi- 
cient means of defense and one less dangerous to the liberties 
of the people. 7 

If we turn to a consideration of the proposed increase of our 
naval strength, we find much the same condition. If we make 
the increase proposed, our Navy will still be on a peace foot- 
ing. It would be wholly insufficient in time of war to cope with 
any first-class nation such as either England or Japan. Besides, 
the attempt to provide such a naval force as would afford ade- 
quate protection to our long coast line on the Atlantic and the 
Pacifie is out of the question. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator stated a moment ago that our 
Navy was not equal to that of Japan. Does the Senator think 
our Navy is not as strong as that of Japan? 

Mr. WORKS. I think it is not. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I will not enter into a discussion of that 
matter now, but I think it is very much stronger. 

With a thousand miles of ocean front in California alone 
where an invading army could be landed at almost any 
point, a naval fleet sufficient to defend against that condi- 
tion would call for an unbearable “expenditure of money. 
Submarines would be useful as a means of defense. Some 
ships of war should be provided, but no such fleet as would 
protect a coast line of even that length could be provided with- 
out enormous prohibitive expense. The same may be said 
of coast defenses. Money expended for coast defenses is bound 
to be almost entirely wasted. We can not make continuous 
coast defenses for thousands of miles of our coast lines. It 
would cost billions of dollars. And with coast-defense works 
only here and there where troops can be landed almost any- 
where, they would be of no avail us against foreign invasion. 

Holden A. Evans, formerly naval constructor, United States 
Navy, in an article in the Sunset Magazine of February, 1915, 
has this to say on the subject: - 


CAN THE PACIFIC COAST BE MADE SAFE? 


The coast defenses will prevent the invasion of the enemy from the 
sea only when every harbor, every inlet, and ev beach where landing 
is le is protected by fortifications. With 1,500 miles of coast line 
indented with harbors, inlets, and beaches where a landing can easily 
be effected, it is out of the — to attempt to secure protection by 
coast defenses. The cost of such protection for our en coast line 
would be stupendous. 

. „ * * . * . 

The present coast defenses will protect the coast if the enemy is 
sufficiently obliging to attempt to land at the few places where we have 
fortifications, and in no other way. It is almost a certainty that in 
time of war the great guns that are mounted at the important ports 
will not fire a shot. The enemy will know the exact location of each 
fort, of every gun, and will take good care that none of his ships comes 
within range of these guns. He well knows that a naval attack on land 
fortifications is hopeless, and he will take no risks when he knows that 
he can land unopposed a few miles away. When a landing has been 
agrees every fortification can be captured by a small force attacking 
t in e rear. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
Senator? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. In the article by Admiral Evans, from 
which the Senator quotes, was he not urging that it was very 
much more economical to maintain a Navy and to increase the 
Navy than to undertake to increase the coast fortifications? 
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Mr. WORKS. In that immediate connection I think he was, 
by comparison; yes. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. And that a navy was a necessity in 
order to prevent the landing of which the Senator speaks? 

Mr. WORKS. Yes; I think he took that position. He is a 
naval officer. ‘ . 

Gen. Story, recently Chief of Artillery of the Army, has stated regard- 
ing coast defenses: “The sole function of such fortifications is to de- 
fend a port against direct naval attack. Against an enemy powerful 
enough to land, the coast fort has no defensive value and may even 
prove an element of weakness as did Port Arthur to Russia.” 

Troops could land elsewhere and devastate the region all 
around them. The men that command them might, for a time, 
defend themselves, the fortifications. and the small territory 
within the range of their guns, but that would be all. 

Then we would have a handful of regular soldiers, because, 
if the Army force were doubled, we could have no more than 
that, and the militia. I say it with deference to the good people 
who compose it, but I regard the State or National Militia as 
a very poor arm of defense in time of war. It consists mainly 
of men engaged in commercial pursuits, clerks, business men, 
and once in a while a lawyer, doctor, and other professional 
men, many of them good people, but wholly unfit for the strenu- 
ous life in the Army and on the battle field. In the trenches, 
so common in modern warfare, these worthy gentlemen would 
do little more than add to the number to be slaughtered and 
take up the room that should be occupied by men thoroughly 
accustomed to outdoor exposure and trained and hardened for 
the work. George Washington expressed his want of confidence 
in these feather-bed soldiers. He says: 

Re troops alone are equal to the exigencies of modern war, as 
well for defense as offense, and when a substitute is attempted it must 
prove illusory and ruinous, 

No militia will eyer acquire the habits necessary to resist a regular 
force. The firmness requisite for the real business of fighting is only 
to be attained by constant course of discipline and service, 

I have never yet been a witness to a single instance that can justify 
a different opinion, and it is most earnestly to be wished that the 
liberties of America may no longer be trusted, in a material degree, to 
so precarious a defense. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
Senator again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia further yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Is it not true that the militia of 
which Washington spoke was composed simply of volunteers 
that were picked up? They were not trained at all, as I 
understand. 

Mr. WORKS. That may be. No doubt they were not as 
thoroughly trained as they are now. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. They were men who simply enlisted 
for short periods, from 30 to 60 or 90 days, or sometimes until 
the end of the war. 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly; and the men who are in the militia 
now are not trained men. They engage in other pursuits. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. But the Senator must admit that they 
are better trained men than those who enlisted in either the 
Revolution or the War of 1812. 

Mr. WORKS. I think that is quite possible. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. They gave a pretty good account of 
themselves in the Spanish-American War. 

As to what will be necessary to meet an invasion on the Pacific 
coast by a foreign foe, Mr. Evans, in the article to which I have 
referred, has this further to say: 

To prevent invasion by means of an army will require a force at 
least equal to the invading force in the Washington-Oregon district, 

San Angeles districts. 


and the same in both the cisco and Los 
This will require a trained army of not less than 450, 
esent time there are but about 8,000 lar 5 5 in all the Pacific 
abou 


An enemy can, within five weeks of a declaration of war, d 150,000 
trained men. In six months’ time after the declaration of war this 
country can not mobolize sufficient men on the Pacific coast to prevent 
the Janding of 150,000 men. By the time that such a force can be 
mobilized the whole Pacific territory from San Diego to Seattle will be 
in the hands of the enemy. and it will take years, thousands of lives, 
and hundreds of millions of dollars to regain that which we have so 
easily lost. 

It is also proposed to call into short military service, say for 
two years, men who shall thereafter be a reserve force in case 
of war. This would serve no better than to educate them par- 
tially in the manual of arms, maneuvers, and the like, but the 
continuous outdoor training, so necessary to season men for 
service and make them good soldiers, would be lacking. They 
would be no better, probably not so good, as the State militia. 

Then we have the suggestion that the youth of the country be 
given a military education and training in the schools. This 
would be good as far as it goes. It would furnish an excellent 
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physical training that every young man should have. But the 
trouble is that behind this physical training is the inculcation 
ef the martial spirit, the very foundation stone of militarism. 
You educate the boy not for his physical well-being but with the 
thought instilled into his mind that he is being educated and 
trained as a soldier, the ultimate object of which is that he 
shall go to war. While I like the idea of a military training 
as a means of physical growth, I abhor the idea of filling the 
minds of our boys with the war spirit and thus laying the 
foundations of militarism and military caste that will put this 
Nation on the road to military despotism. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, may I interrupt the 
Senator again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia further yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, I will ask the Senator if it is not true 
that that spirit has not been cultivated either in Switzerland 
or in Australia, where the system is in vogue? 

Mr. WORKS. IL am coming to the Swiss system of defense. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Switzerland does not maintain any 
standing army at all, and yet all of her young men are trained. 

Mr. WORKS. Yes; and all of them, I suppose, are imbued 
with that spirit. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I think the Senator will find that they 
are imbued with the duty they owe to their country rather than 
with any spirit which would lead them to attack any other 
eountry, and that is why they have proven themselves useful 
in every emergency. 

Mr. WORKS. There is no doubt but that reserves trained 
in that way are useful in time of war. I am not contending 
against that fact. 

Mr. President, the outlook to me is not a pleasing one. It 
will not be a pleasing one to the American people. It is fraught 
with dangers that may sometime threaten and eventually de- 
stroy our free institutions. The Army we have is essentially a 
large body of idlers under the influence and control of military 
despotism exereised military officers that make the life 
of a private soldier very little better than slavery. Some years 
ago I was called upon to defend a young soldier against whom 
charges were made by a superior officer and brought to a court- 
martial. The court was, of course, composed of military officers, 
and the boy was prosecuted by an officer. He was, of necessity, 
perhaps, denied the much-valued right of a trial by his peers or 
his equals. I remember that one of the charges was that this 
young fellow, a mere boy, had entered a saloon, and seeing an 
officer there, had not immediately retired. I, in my zeal, 
denounced as un-American and outrageous, any such subjection 
of one American citizen to the will and presence of another. 
But the members of the court held it to be a punishable offense, 
and my client was convicted and punished. I asked if this rule 
that a private soldier should retire from a public place imme- 
diately upon seeing an officer present applied to all places and 
was informed that it did. I suggested that in this instance, 
the place being a saloon, the officer might have set a good exam- 
ple to the young private soldier by himself retiring on the sol- 
dler's entrance, but this did not seem to meet with favor by the 
court. This was 30 years ago. I do not know whether this rule 
still prevails or not. Probably it does. It is only one instance 
of the humiliating thraldom of an American private soldier. It 
was no offense for this one to visit a saloon, but for remaining 
there when he discovered an officer present he was punished. 

Mr. President; I shrink from the contemplation of an exten- 
sion or enlargement of such a military oligarchy. There is noth- 
ing elevating morally, socially, or in any other way, except the 
physical training, in the life of a private soldier. Just the con- 
trary. As I have said, they are essentially idlers. They are 
fed and clothed at the public expense and add nothing to the 
publie benefit morally, physically, or otherwise. They are in 
no sense a ve force. We seem to need them as guards, 
and sometimes for the suppression of internal disturbances, 
But being handy, not of much use for anything else, they are 
altogether too often used in such cases and are to that extent 
a violent infringement of the liberties of the people. I must 
say, Mr. President, that while I realize the necessity of main- 
taining some defensive force in this country and that a limited 
standing army as the nucleus of a larger force in time of war 
seems to be necessary, I look with no little apprehension upon 
the proposal to add materially to our standing military. force. 
Can we not find a better, a safer, and a less expensive way of 
guarding this country? In a moment I am going to suggest 
another way of making our future sure, for which I ask the 
unbiased and patient consideration of the Senate. But, before 


I do that, let me say a word about the cost of the Army it is 
proposed to increase so largely. 


If such a movement is neces- 


| course of ayer physical training in the schools ; 
© 


| sary to the preservation and protection of the country, the 


question of proper expense should receive but little considera- 
tion ; but if this increase of military power is not necessary, or 
the need for better preparedness can be met in another jess 
objectionable and less expensive way, then its cost is worthy of 
eareful consideration. I am not going into the subject exten- 
sively or at length. It will be sufficient, I think, to quote from 
one who has studied the question of cost and is much better 
qualified than I am to speak. Hon. James Hay, chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs of the House of Representa- 
tives, in a newspaper article published January 10, 1915, has 
this to say on the subject: 

1 — In order to make aes evident what Congress has given to the 
Army and the t results that must have been obtained ae 
from, Jet me call a %o 
inp, sppropeiations for, the support of the ga e establishments of 
almost as much as is te bey ait the oth 6 
all 1 the executive machinery, all the judi- 


. have annually 


been om $70: 000,008 to, 3 1 2 55 re eos 
tions, 000 a year: for prti tions m 
4,000,000 to $ 300000 ae armories and from $330,000 
$860,000 ; mill m $320,000 to $4,380,000; by de- 
9 acts, Military Nia from $657, to 000; 
the enlisted men’s deposit 


and for Pacifie railroads’ transportation 
fund, a total for the 10 yearn of ILION NI 
The totals for the 10 fiscal years 1905 to 1915 have been as 
follows: 
Permanent . including Pacifie rail- 

ag entan ep S amras men's deposit 


tiger acts, armories and arsenals, and mili- 
2 posts in sundry civil acts, and deficiencies 
for military establishment in deficiency acts 


$11, 999, 271. 00 


113, 071, =s 17 


Arm 8 C — . S 530,983. 31 

Military De ge | EERE EE ian A Re 13. 802. 873. 00 

UEN a ̃ ̃ eae SE Ae eT , . . 
However, in spite of this showing of the great expense of malntainin 

a small army, militarists keep up their clamor— particularly at sack 

a time as this, and again whenever a military a riation bill is up 

for consideration in the House—that this coun be ed with a 


There is not the 


eat standing arm; 
fully equi But, if here were some slight 
great power, 


fully eq) would 
ee can a polio 5 280.000 men It would cost this country, 
tive estimate, $600, 000,000 a year to go through with such 
an undertaking. 

The people of this country, I imagine, have but little concep- 
tion of the enormous cost of our military establishment. This 
statement of Mr. Hay should set them thinking and lead them to 
consider whether we need any more of it. I leave this branch 
of the subject to rest on Mr. Hay’s very clear and able presenta- 
tion of it and without further comment from me. It needs 
none. But one thing should be done to remove from this ques- 
tion of increasing our armament—selfish influences that are 
aiding to force upon the country a larger standing army and an 
Increased navy. All arms and munitions of war for our own 
use should be manufactured by the Government, and it should 
be made a criminal offense for any person or corporation to 
manufacture or sell such arms and munitions for use by any 
foreign nation. 

y- WHAT IS THE BETTER WAY? 

Mr. President, I have suggested that if we must, as a means 
of self-preservation, increase our military forces, there is a 
better way of doing it than by increasing our standing army. 
I proceed to a discussion of that question. This problem of 
national defense is one that has received attention by other 
nations than our own in times past and different systems have 
been evolved. The military and reserve system of Switzerland 
is pointed to as one of the best and least objectionable yet 
devised. The Australian system has evidently been copied from 
that of Switzerland. The latter is thus described by Capt. J. W. 


| Neisigh, Commonwealth military forces (retired), in an article 


published in Army and Navy News, of San Francisco, of date 
September, 1915: 


mes 
is taught 9 drill and the N age ee of discipline; at 18 
ears he passes into the recruit stage of the “ ci forces, where 
e remains for 12 months, learning the more advanced work of the 
soldier or sailor, as the case may be; and at 19 he becomes a member 
of the oa 9 force in eg cg He contin 
e ro en un e ears o —.— W e mired, in 
the tw 8 tend parade, ‘and siterwards 


twenty-sixth year, s 8 a only a muster 
Phat is — the fore is ted. The limang 4 is so arranged 
for that it shall not interfere to any gater extent n is absolutely 
the priva a civil occupation. Gen 
speaking, the a ce training is a mately o. 
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by voluntary camps. With the citizen 
army—that is, those over years of age—a pan of the training is 
continuous for 10 days in Sop as regards infantry and cavalry, or, as 
we call it, “ light horse,” and 21 days for scientific corps. 

Under this are it was estimated that a fighting force of between 
80,000 and 90, troops would be established and maintained, supple- 
mented, as the trainees reached maturity, by an ever-increasing reserve 
of men who had been through the ranks and passed out of them at the 
age of 26. This estimate of numbers prov: to be exceptionally con- 
servative and is, of course, always subject to the influence of increasing 
population and the consequent creation of additional training areas 
under conditions which I will presently cage 

The plan of organization is that each of the six States shall be under 
the control and direction of a district commandant who is responsible 
to the minister of defense and the military board at the Federal head- 
quarters. Each State, in turn, is divided into orate areas and the 
brigade areas into battallon areas, which again are divided into training 
areas. In each training area there is an area officer, generally a smart 
young, lieutenant or captain, but sometimes of higher rank, his officer 

s assisted by one or two noncommissioned officers of the permanent ad- 
ministrative and instructional staff. The battalion command ex- 
ercised in the ordinary way, and, of course, the brigade command, 
which is held hy a permanently employed officer of the staff, follows 
in the usual course. 

The relative commands are exercised upon lines laid down at head- 
quarters and are strictly systematized throughout the Commonwealth. 
every training area being held responsible for the strict observance o: 
the law and the regulations made under it. 

The command of battalions and companies is with officers who have 
elther transferred from the prerpusy existing militia or who have, 
in the first stages, been specially appointed; but it is intended that, 
subsequently, as the scheme develops, all commissions shall be filled by 
promotion from the ranks and entirely upon the qualification of merit. 

This system, as thus outlined, is much to be commended as 
compared with other systems. Its one chief merit is that it 
makes a large standing army unnecessary and provides a re- 
serve force of men who give but a small portion of each year 
to military training and preparation for efficient service in case 
of war, thus leaving them free at all other times to engage in 
useful industries and civil pursuits. Here we have not a body 
of men whose energies are confined entirely to military train- 
ing without any constructive force or usefulness, but a large 
force of industrial workers fitted also for military service by 
the necessary training and service. But even this system, in- 
finitely better, as it is, than a large standing army, has its 
serious objectionable features that the people of this country 
will not overlook nor willingly accept. It, in effect, makes all 
able-bodied men between certain ages subject to military service 
whether they will it or not—compulsory, and for that reason 
objectionable. The people of this country, in my opinion, would 
not submit willingly or patiently to compulsory military service 
in any form, although I am informed that there is little com- 
plaint against it in the countries where it prevails. But, sir, 
can we not in this great Nation devise and put in operation a 
system containing the best elements of those I have mentioned 
and improve upon it in a way that will make it less objection- 
able, or without objection, to our own people and more effective, 
not only for national defense but for national improvement in 
other important respects, at the same time? I sincerely believe 
we can, and I am going to tell the Senate how I believe it can 
be done. 

We have more than one evil and need that should receive the 
attention of Congress. One is unpreparedness for war, another 
a like unpreparedness for defense against the forces of nature, 
storms and floods that inundate our valleys, devastate our 
homes and our fields, and destroy untold millions of dollars’ 
worth of property and hundreds of lives every year; another is 
our unpreparedness to protect our forests and reclaim the millions 
of acres of arid Jands now barren and worthless, but which 
may by a proper expenditure of money and an efficient force of 
workers under Government control be made to blossom as the 
rose and maintain a population of millions of people where deso- 
lation now reigns; and last, but not least, unpreparedness to 
depopulate the slums and tenement houses and send their unfor- 
tunate and criminal occupants out into the healthful and moral 
influences of the open country. 

If we can organize a reserve force that can be so used as to 
remedy or even ameliorate all of these evils and destroying con- 
ditions at the same time and by the same force and at far less 
expense than the increase of the standing army would entail, 
and without endangering the liberties of the people or our 
principles of government, would it not be much better? 

Mr. President, let me consider very briefly these several 
objectionable conditions and their deleterious effects upon the 
Nation and then I will try to point out a system by which they 
can be remedied. < 

I have said enough about the dangers of war and the proposed 
remedies for it. I pass, then, to the others in their order. The 
danger of war is speculative, and I believe very remote. The 


tary parades and 5 


others are not only imminent, they are actually upon us now 
and need to be remedied. The first is the continual and ever- 
present danger of storms from which we suffer every year in 


different parts of the country. The great Mississippi Valley, 
one of the most fertile sections in the world, and which might 
furnish homes for millions of happy, contented, and prosperous 
people, is almost every year covered with a sea of water, its 
homes devastated, its crops and its flocks destroyed, and often 
lives lost. The Government has spent millions of dollars, much 
of it worse than wasted, in the vain effort to stay the floods, 
keep them in bounds, and protect lives and property. It has 
been a dismal failure and will continue to be so under the pres- 
ent system. What is true in Mississippi and other States bor- 
dering on the lower Mississippi River is true in many other sec- 
tions of the country subject to overflow in time of storm. This 
is a condition that should not be allowed to continue. 

Admittedly one of the great causes of these devastating over- 
flows of cultivated lands is the destruction of our forests along 
the upper reaches of the streams that contribute to the great 
floods. Our mountains and hills have already been denuded of 
their forests, thus allowing the storm waters of the streams a 
free, sudden, and precipitous flow, resulting in swelling streams 
and disastrous overflows that could be easily prevented by refor- 
estation and storage reservoirs to hold back the storm waters 
that go to swell the Mississippi to such enormous and disastrous 
proportions. A reserve force that could do this work would be 
worth infinitely more to the country than a standing army or 
a big navy. But, sir, while some sections of the country, notably, 
the Mississippi Valley, are the victims of floods resulting from 
annual storms, there are millions of acres of semiarid lands 
that, if they could be supplied with the storm waters that are 
allowed to go to waste, would be made the most valuable and 
habitable land in all the world. Now they are a barren and 
desert waste. The storage and use of the storm waters by the 
erection of such reservoirs as I have mentioned as a means of 
preventing the storms and overflowing streams which periodi- 
cally devastate large sections of the country, would, while it 
prevents such overflows, at the same time, by the same means, 
and by the same reserve force, furnish irrigation to millions of 
acres of land now uninhabitable. Would it not be better for 
the country to provide such a reserve force, constructive in its 
nature, than to raise and maintain a larger standing army in 
idleness? À 

Let us look at it from another point of view. For the pur- 
poses I haye mentioned an army of a million men could be 
organized and used with profit and wonderful gain and advan- 
tage not only to the localities that are special sufferers from the 
conditions I have pointed out, but to the whole Nation. The 
slums and tenement houses of the great cities are the cesspools 
of the Nation. They are the breeding places of moral and 
physical degeneracy, disease, and crime. Their inhabitants are 
a dead weight on the body politic and the source of enormous 
expense. The effort is constantly being made to get the unfor- 
tunate inhabitants out of these places and locate them in the 
country, Every year immigrants from other countries, many of 
them the making of good American citizens, are dumped into 
these places of degeneracy and crime, where they are made in 
time, by their environment and associations, the worst of crim- 
inals. This is the disease that is poisoning the blood of the 
Nation. These great cities are rotten at the core. There is no 
remedy for this fearful condition but the clearing out of the 
abiding places of these degenerates and criminals, What we 
want is to open up the waste and vacant places where the air is 
pure and uncontaminated by disease or vice and locate these 
people there. We must do it or suffer the fearful consequences. 
Many of the immigrants that come here are farmers and gar- 
deners. Located on a farm or given a garden to attend they 
would become happy, contented, and useful citizens. Instead 
the commercialized greed that rules the country has forced them 
into the cities, into the mines, the manufactories, on the rail- 
roads, crowded into insanitary tenement houses or worse, poorly 
fed, poorly clad, without sanitary protection, and made sullen; 
dissatisfied lawbreakers, who hate our country and its institu- 
tions and defy its laws. Thus are criminals, anarchists, and 
dynamiters made of men who come to us with good intentions 
and affording material for good and useful citizens. Would it 
not be a humanitarian thing, a practically good thing, in the 
interest of the general welfare to enlist such men in the reserve 
constructive army that I have mentioned? 

Mr. President, I am going to submit for the consideration of 
the Senate a system of reserves that will not only serve for na- 
tional defense in time of war, but will, at the same time, furnish 
a reserve force that will restore and preserve our forests, make 
our attempt to reclaim the arid lands of the country effective 
through a practical efficient working body; do the work neces- 
sary to protect our lowlands from destructive floods; settle our 
public lands and bring them under cultivation and make country 
homes for many inhabitants of the slums and the tenement 
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houses of the big cities. The plan is not mine. It has been 
worked out theoretically by others interested in all of these 
needed improvements. It has been brought prominently before 
the public by lectures and by the publication of Mr. Maxwell's 
book, Our National Defense—The Patriotism of Peace, to 
which I have already referred and from which I shall quote at 
some length. 
He says in the beginning: 


This national construction reserve must be an erganized force of 
men regularly enlisted for a term in the service of the National Goy- 
ernment. The men in the reserve must be under civil control when 
engaged in construction service and under military control when in 
military service in time of war. Those enlisted in the reserve woul 
labor for their coun in construction service in time of ce, build- 
ing great works of internal improvement and constructive national 
development, with exactly the same spirit of patriotic service that 
they would fight under the flag and dig trenches or build fortifications 
in time of war. 

We must organize this national construction reserve for a conflict 
to conquer, subjugate, and hold in strong control the forces of nature. 
We must o ze our national forces and e d our national revenues 
for that t instead of organ them for devastation and human 
e@laughter. We must organize a national system that will cearo not 
destroy; that will conserve, not waste, human life and homes and the 
country's resources. 

We must plan to enlist our national forces in a great conflict with 
mature, to save life and property, instead of muig them in conflicts 
with other nations to destroy life and property. e must develop a 
patriotism that be as active in constructive work in time OEP 
as in destructive work in time of war. We must enlist a natio: — 
struction reserve that will put forth in time of peace for constructive 
human adyancement the same extraordinary energy and invincible de- 
termination that war arouses. 


It will be borne in mind that the first consideration in the 
organization is civic and constructive in its nature. Its mili- 
tary character is secondary. 

He says further: 

The duty of the men enlisted in the national construction reserve 


would be not only to do the work allotted to them, but to do it in 
dignify labor in all the works of ce. It should 


done to protect th 
demonstrate 


to perf 
dier's life in the event of war. 


* 

It will be argued against this plan for an enlisted national construc- 
tion reserve that the men would have no military training in the event 
that the need should Instantly arise for utilizing them as soldiers. That 
objection should be remov by applying to the entire construction 
service, the Swiss system of tary Sa a fixed iod during 
each year, long enough to train a man for the work of a soldier, but 
not Jong enough to demoralize or ruin him as a man or as a citizen by 
the life of the barracks or the camp. 5 ` 


* 

A system of national defense would fail of its p if it crippled 
the industries of the country by depriving them of the labor neces- 
sary to their operation. In the United States one of the most urgent 
reasons for having an automati acting system of national defense 

rfectly organized in advance and ready in case of emergency is to 
1 the continuance of the industries of the country without inter- 
ruption, and to prevent any industrial depression or interference with 
the prosperity of the country. A system of national defense would fail 
ot its purpose if it crippled industries by drawing away their labor. 


The system proposed includes what Mr. Maxwell denominates 
a homecroft reserve—that is, a reserve force of men fitted for 
military service and able to perform the kind of labor already 
pointed out, each man to be provided by the Government with 
an acre of land—I think it should be 5 acres—and a house 
upon it for a home for himself and his family and the means of 
making a living for them, thus making an industrious producer 
of something worth while, a settler on public land devoting 
himself and his family to useful and constructive pursuits as 
well as a capable and efficient soldier in reserve who shall be 
required to submit himself to military training during a part of 
each year and to pay rent for the house and land the Govern- 
ment provides for him. Of this he says: 

There would thus be brought into existence something rare among 
American institutions—an ependent and self-sustaining community 
of a million men of military age with families from whom the main- 
stay of every family would be available for milf service without 
interference with complex, commercial, or industrial conditions, and 


without in the slightest de mpi noes Brie family to possible priva- 
tion from lack of food, shel er, or raimen 5 ci 


soldiery undoubtedly is what we must have in this country, 


trained and inured at all times 


A citizen 
but it must be a citizen 1 
war. They must have the physical 


advance to the real hardships o 


stamina necessary to endure such hardships. They must be kept at all 
times physically fit by the labor of their pe and the occupations 
whereby they earn their bread. They must trained thoroughly and 


0 1 
the military „ „ 

Mr. President, it is an alluring prospect with immense possi- 
bilities. It is worthy of most careful and conscientious consider- 
ation. The contemplation of it is an inspiration. Let us con- 
sider briefly the probability of making this theoretical system a 
living practical force for the common good. What should be its 
principal and most important objects and purposes? First, and 
above all others, to locate upon our vacant lands a body of 
capable, efficient, self-reliant American citizens with homes of 
their own. Second, to educate, train, and use that same force, 
in the first instance, as a power for civic betterment, protec- 
tion of the people and property of the Nation from the dev- 
astating effect of storm and flood; the extension of the work 
of reclamation and conservation of our natural resources until 
land, suffering either from too much or too little water, is 
reclaimed and put under cultivation; the reforestation of our 
hills and mountains and the protection and preservation of the 
forests we have; and, third, the training of this great civic and 
constructive body of men for military duty, thus making them 
a powerful and every-ready military force in time of war. 

Some will be ready to say that the proposed system is im- 
practicable and never can be carried out successfully. It will 
be urged that we have not land enough to supply homes for so 
large a body of men and their families; that men will not enlist 
for such a service; that a man can not live and a family 
on 5 acres of land; and that the whole scheme is wholly 
visionary and unworkable. 

Now, Mr. President, let us look just for a moment to these 
objections that upon a casual consideration will readily arise 
in the mind of most anyone. The scheme worked out to the full 
is so extensive and so far-reaching as to make one hesitate; but 
it need not be, it can not, all be worked out at once, It may 
take many years to bring it to full fruition. That, however, is 
the better reason for commencing it without further delay. ‘The 
senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Newranps] has for a long 
time been urging a system of annual river and harbor improve- 
ments and the expenditure of $50,000,000 a year for this purpose. 
Such a law could be made the foundation, the beginning, of the 
greater and more extensive work I have in mind. The millions 
we propose to spend for a Jarger standing army would be amply 
sufficient to finance the system. It is intended, as I have 
shown, that this constructive reserve force will be self-support- 
ing. Its members will be supplied with homes, but for these 
they must pay rent. The Government must also pay them for 
work they do for it, as it is doing now for reclamation and for- 
estry service. The Government must also equip and train these 
men for military service, supplying military officers for the 
purpose, 

Mr. President, there is nothing impossible, nothing impracti- 
cable about all this. 

Referring now to the small amount of land furnished to the 
men, it will be hard to convince a man in New England that 5 
acres of land will support a family. But there are millions of 
acres of land in the Western States and in other places in this 
country upon which a family can live in comfort from what an 
acre will produce. This has been proved and is being proved 
every day. Supply an acre of such land to a Japanese or Chi- 
nese gardener or agriculturist and he will produce a living for 
his family and lay up money. It is just the opportunity that 
the Japanese are seeking and which has resulted in legislation 
in California to prevent their ownership of land. 

The Government would not have all the lands needed, but it 
could easily acquire them. The States in which it may seem 
best to locate the reservists will be only too glad to cooperate 
in the effort to reclaim and settle the vacant lands within their 
borders. There need be no fear about that. 

Mr. President, this would only be a beginning of the work 
that could and should be done by and for the Government in 
different parts of the country. ‘The increase of our standing 
army by 100,000 men would cost the people of this country 
$100,000,000 a year. The establishment of the same number of 
men as a combined constructive and military reserve, under the 
system proposed, would enlarge the military forces to the same 
number of men, not idlers living in barracks, but men engaged 
in useful and productive labor and at the same time as good 
soldiers, probably better, than those of the standing Army, and 
in the end cost the Government practically nothing. 

There need be no fear that recruits for this service can not 


be had. There are too many homeless families, too many good 
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men seeking employment and a home, to leave us in doubt on 
that subject. Opportunities to enlist in the work will be eagerly 
sought and good and capable men can be selected from the 
number. 

Dr. James A. B. Scherer, president of Throop College of 
Technology, Pasadena, Cal., one of the leading educators of the 
country, had this to say on this important subject in an address 
entitled “The Moral Equivalent of War”: 


Even Bernhardi is sound when he says that mili: service not 


self-reliance and readi- 
Agios it accustoms him to . and subordination for a 


common end; it’ elevates his self-r courage, and thus his 
capacity for every kind of work. What we have eer to do is to con- 
serve the Met ep "and disci, pane and the bordination of this 


kind of training and turn ít all in a new direction, oe that it will work 
for welfare instead of warfare, inflaming the civic temper hereafter in- 
cage nae the military temper as heretofore, but ready, when necessary, 
or ense. 

For my part I can not blind my eyes to the fact that as a Nation 
we are practically undefended—waiting [ag $260,000 like some fat oyster, 
for the possible covetous fork, yet 8 in the 
— 172 of an inadequate 

militarists as it is earnest 
may reasonab 

Nor am I blind to the fact that we are constan 
atey preventable AA. l Nation we are eating into 

y preven 0e. a Na we are ea our 
fearful rate, and unless we begin to conserve our resources F. — is Boe 
more reason to rosperous survival than there is eee 


popul 

tions by the — . forces of nature, for wherever the natural re- 

sources are destroyed the 51 * race es extinct. 

Forest fi fires, which could be at an expense of one-fifth the 

value of the merchantable timber burned, T 
tro 


easily preventable, and if we only used our pao we could at 
once 15 years to the average length of A can life. 

Here, then, we have two sets of serious conditions mting us as 
students—actual but olly needless invasion by the destructive forces 
of nature and a possible invasion by a powerful mili foe in the face 
of inadequate pars ead As students, what are we to do about 


itina rt believe" will make for both safety 
me ag lieve in a larger standing arm believe in a great new 
“force and to give a new 


7 * e tiene our Presen 
TeS, 75 ts pre deas. e have been g enough on 
a standing of 50, 0008 men to support, according to the more intelli- 

ent methods used by Japan, an army of a million men on a 8 art 

g, or to enable Europe to maintain an efficient army half tha 
together with reserves of regulars varying from 2,000,000 to 5, TS 000 

whereas we have — 7 —— of regulars whatsoever.’ We are no more 
efficient in Arm; ents than we are in conservation. As to the 
Navy, Admiral — — a gd testified — a foe could land at any 
time on almost any foot of our 2,000 miles of coast line for anything 
~~ 12 — do to pnm it. 

believe a wor Make the and Na 
eficient and l then take a leaf 1 from the wise economi 
— perg organize upon the slo 
oa pI 
uctive army o 

to wholesome hardship, and i a 
80 * they would find a noble moral su 
and h bounty of nature, thus serving the State 
diers of the common good,” yet of tele also for defense whenever defense 
may be required? Not a do ope be wasted, but 
invested. at our fiber would be 


ttle * age 


and therefore, because they 
own bone and muscle and blood into it, all the more ready in 
panen peril to stand Uke a stone wall against the 
vasion 
If Cervera ming into Santiago when nearly the whole American 
Navy was watch for , can 8 d upon a greater navy for 
mational immunity? If England can protect 200 miles of seacoast 
from the raids of German battleships, can we protect 2,000? But a 
trained and toughened citizen soldiery stan sure-footed and 9 
or on their native soil would be our bulwark 


service, substituting an earned ed lands 
for a on, and you have gone far toward solving our twofold 
national problem of conservation and defense. 

Mr. President, I have presented this plan in its broad and 
comprehensive scope and as applicable to all parts of the coun- 
try. It can hardly be expected that it will be accepted or put 
in operation by Congress to that extent. While the principle 
involved and the motives that should actuate us are the same 
in all parts of the Nation, the plan is not as easily applied in 
some parts of the country as in others. It is peculiarly appli- 
cable, more easily and less expensive of operation, and greatly 


more needed for defense against foreign invasion, conservation 
of natural resources, development and settlement of unculti- 
vated and unreclaimed lands on the Pacific coast than in any 
other part of the country. The Pacific Coast States are iso- 
lated and unprotected by the military and naval forces, and will 
continue to be so if the proposed increase of Army and Navy, 
is provided for. ‘They are separated by mountain ranges and 
deserts from other portions of the country. Communication 
by rail could be cut off in a day. Even with an open Panama 
Canal succor from ships in Atlantic waters could not reach us 
in time to prevent a disastrous invasion of our territory and 
great loss of life and property. As I see the situation, the 
Pacific Coast States are in much greater danger of invasion by 
a foreign army than any other section of the country. The 
increase of national defenses now proposed would be no protee- 
tion whatever to the people of the Pacific Coast States. If an 
enemy should gain a foothold there, it would take a long and 
bloody war to dislodge them, protected as they would be from 
land forces by mountains and deserts. There is every reason 
why the Pacific coast should have a large reserve force of its 
own sufficient to prevent such an invasion at once. What better 
way to provide this defensive force than the one I have out- 
lined? It would be of immense value as a constructive force 
and at the same time constitute a most efficient military force 
if, unfortunately, one should ever be needed. 

If the establishment of such a force should prove successful, 
it could be extended to other Western and Southern States as 
fast as might seem advisable. It eould not be so successfully 
planned and executed in the Northern and New England States. 
Lands suited for settlement in small tracts would not be as 
available or as well adapted to the purpose, but experience in 
other and more available localities may prove that even there 
the plan will be practically workable. 

Mr. President, I appeal to the Congress of the United States, 
I appeal to the American people to consider seriously and with- 
out bias this proposed plan of national defense, with all of its 
beneficial possibilities, in order that the Nation may be spared 
the dangerous influences of an increased standing army, with 
its enormous burden of expense and taxation. 

Now, Mr. President, in connection with what I have said, out 
of order I should like to introduce a bill covering some of the 
8 that I have made, and ask that it be printed in the 

ECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The bill (S. 2684) to provide a constructive and military 
reserve force, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2684) to 8 a constructive and military reserve force, 
and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby created and established as a 

— the public service a body of men to be known and designated as 
e mobile a force and reserve for national defense on the 
Pacific coast, to be composed of 200,000 men, to be chosen and enlisted 
as hereinafter provided, which force may be increased from time to 
time as ae ess may provide. 

Sec. 2 t such force shall consist of men capable and efficient and 


fitted to A lands furnished for their use as h 3 for and to 
and reclamat 


works, and tary service when ed upon to do so. They shall be 
enlisted for the sean te 7 5 * term of five years under rules and regula- 
tions to be ne, preparan oy ey E en the Interior, and may be re- 
enlisted, anı e service, as hereinafter provided, 
shall be a branch of the on — Department and under its supervision 
and control. 

Suc. 3. as hereinafter provided, 


Pa VCF — 2 — 
undergo military un supervision 
and control of the War 


service, i 
Dopart under rules and regulations to be 


mes use —— when 
not ex, 


ceeding 82 
make a some = himsell 


to y The 
is authorized to devote aor of the lands 


tems ae to sup ly such lands with water for domestic use and 
irrigation t rden shall be so located as 
to establish not less than an entire regiment of such force in one com- 
par 2 adjacent homes. 

That as a 5 o toee; the Secretary of the Interior shall, 
rin 1 — such time as required to render mili service 
as hereinafter provided Aas f 2 —— so desire, employ the members of 
such force wherever he may direct in the forestry, reclamation, and 
other public works, and construct sto 233 service reservoirs 
for the protection of lands from overflow, e drainage of 
merged lands, the irrigation of arid or Ae lands needing irri- 
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gation in order to be successfully cultivated, and generally for the pro- 
tection, reclamation, and cultivation of lands and works necessary for 
the improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country and such 
other public works as the said Secretary shall elect for which Con- 
gress may make appropriations. 

Sec. 6. That members of said force while thus ompioret in the public 
service as constructive workers shall be vee a reasonable compensation 
to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior, and they shall be employed 
to the exclusion of all other persons whenever practicable. 

Sec, 7. That for one month of each Tas or two months in aar one 
Ti if the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of War shall mu- 

lly so determine, the said force shall undergo such military training 
as may be provided for by the Secretary of War, under rules and regula- 
tions prescribed by him, at such place or places as he may direct; and he 
shall provide all necessary officers and equipment for such training. 

Sec. 8. That such force shall constitute a reserve military force and 
ue subject to military service whenever called upon by the retary of 

ar 


Sec. 9. That whenever the members of such force shall be under mill- 
tary training, preliminary or annual, or in actual military service in the 
event of war or anticipation thereof, they shall constitute a part of the 
United States Army and shall be exclusively under the direction and 
control of the War rtment, in all respects the same as any part of 
the regular standing Army of the United States. The officers of said 
reserve shall be appointed and shall rank the same as officers in the 
regular standing Army. 

eC. 10. That there is hereby appropriated, out of po Beng te in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $50, „000 annually, 
for 10 years, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the purpose 
of carrying out the terms and provisions of this act. 


THE PATENT OFFICE, 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, this morning, from the Com- 
mittee on Patents, I reported favorably the bill (S. 900) amend- 
ing sections 476, 477, and 440 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. At that time I asked unanimous consent for the 
immediate consideration of the bill, to which request objection 
was raised by the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lobdz ]. 

I now desire to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill, and I will state to the Senate that I have 
talked with the Senator frem Massachusetts and with the Sen- 


ator from Iowa [Mr. Custos], and I shall offer an amend-. 


ment that will meet their objections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kentucky for the immediate consid- 
eration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 900) amending sec- 
tions 476, 477, and 440 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary informs the 

Chair that the bill was read this morning. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, this is the bill to which the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] referred this morning, 
and it is the bill to which I submitted a proposed amendment 
a little later, and which is now on the table. I may say that 
the amendment which is about to be offered by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. James] is the equivalent of the amend- 
ment which I intended to propose, and I am also authorized to 
say that it is entirely satisfactory to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. JAMES. The amendment, Mr. President, which I desire 
to offer is at the end of section 1 to add the words “in accord- 
ance with existing law.” : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 2, line 4, after the word “ patents,” 
it is proposed to strike out the period and insert a comma and 
the words “in accordance with existing law,” so as to read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 476 of the Revised Statutes be, and 
the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

„Ind. 476. There shall be in the Patent Ofte a Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, one first assistant commissioner, one assistant commissioner, and 
five examiners in chief, who shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the te. The first assistant 
commissioner and the assistant commissioner shall perform such duties 
pertaining to the office of commissioner as may be assigned to them 
respectively, from time to time by the Commissioner of Patents. All 
other office clerks, and employees authorized by law for the office 
shall be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior upon the nomination 
of the Commissioner of Patents in accordance with existing law.” 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, I desire to say that the Commis- 
sioner of Patents states that in the original draft of the bill he 
merely followed the existing law, which has been upon the stat- 
ute books for the last 40 or 50 years; and while he believes that 
the bill as originally drawn meant exactly the same thing that 
it will mean after the proposed amendment is adopted, yet in 
order to meet all objections I propose that amendment and ask 
that it be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and F 

Mr. JAMES. I ask that the report accompanying the bill be 
printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that order 


will be made. 


The report this day submitted by Mr. James is as follows: 


Mr. James, from the Committee on Patents, submitted the following 

report, to accompany S. 900: 

he Committee on Patents, to whom was referred the bill (S. 900) 
amending sections 476, 477, and 440 of the Revised Statutes, having 
considered the same, report it back to the Senate with the recommenda- 
tion that the bill be passed. 

The bill comes from the Commissioner of Patents, and the reasons for 
desiring its passage are clearly set forth in a letter to the chairman of 
the Committee on Patents, which is hereto attached, from the Commis- 
sioner of Patents; also a letter of like import addressed to Hon. WIL- 
LIAM A, OLDFIELD, which is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
UNITED STATES PATENT OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., July 24, 191}. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. OLDFIELD, 


Chairman House Committee on Patents. 


Dear Sin: House bill No. 18031, which you have introduced, 8 
to amend sections 476, 477, and 440 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States so as to put into the Revised Statutes certain provisions 
which have been carried in appropriation bills, and to make other 
changes, all recap ales out below. 

The bill make no change of salary over the salaries carried by the 
appropriation bills for some years past and creates no new office, but, 
as will be indicated, changes the number of employees. 

The greatest and most 5 change proposed is to equallze the 
number of first, second, t „ and fourth assistant examiners. At 
— there are 110 fourth assistants, 88 thirds, 73 seconds, and 63 

ts. This is objectionable for the hoe age. $ 

Each primary examiner has to supervise t 
assistants as was the case 30 years 7 

It is not practicable to increase the number of primary examiners, 
because it splits up the classes to an inadvisable extent, and the only 
relief for an ex ve number of assistants relatively to the number of 
gher grades and 


reasons : 
e work of twice as many 


average quality of service that is required can be K he increase 
r annum by reason of the equalization of the 
s less than $23,000, and as the total appropria- 
tions for salaries for the whole number of assistants is more than 
,000, this slight increase in salary of the assistants will be far 
outweighed by the percentage of increase of efficiency. 
There are a number of other changes, which are enumerated as fol- 


lows: 

First. The bill provides specifically for the post of first assistant com- 
missioner, an office created by the m mie arpa act of 1909, and fixes his 
lf at $4,500, which has been the salary since the office was estab- 


ished. 
3 It states what are the duties of the two assistant commis- 
sloners. 

Third. It increases the number of examiners in chief from three to 
five. The reason for this amendment is that the boa: upon ap- 
18 aggregating about 1,100 per year. This is more n three men 
can properly u 
cases which naturally 
consequent expense and loss of time to 3 and a diversion of the 
attention of the commissioner from other u: 


oughly Amiliar with the work of the office, but would otherwise have to 
be sent to the examiners or commissioner for reply. 

Fifth. The librarian should be qualified to act as an assistant exam- 
iner, because the library is primarily intended for use in making 
searches. 

Sixth. There are at 
signed to D 
number be increa: 


resent two law examiners, who are both as- 
tiation of interferences. I am asking that the 
to five, the other three men being needed to do 
similar su ry work with a view to making the work in the 43 
different divisions of the office more nearly uniform. 
not be done properly by the commissioner, because in doing it he would 
have to pass upon many questions which would normally come before 
him on appeal, and he should not commit himself before hearing the 
appeals. he work could not be done by assistant examiners, because 

e primary examiners would not defer to their judgment, but the law 
examiners are recognized as equal in standing with the principal ex- 
aminers; in fact, receiving slightly larger salary so that they can do 
8 work with advantage. 

eventh. The post of examiner in charge of classification work was 

established by the appropriation act of 1 and has been continued ever 
since. There is no work of the office that is more difficult, and it is a 
continuing work, since the classification must always be under revision. 

Eighth. The changes of salary indicated are all merely fixing salaries 
which have been in the appropriation acts for a number of years. 

Ninth. The omission of the provision that two of the second assistant 
examiners shall be women is not intended to exclude them, but to remove 
the possible limitation upon the commissioner. Women make excellent 
assistant examiners and are appointed whenever opportunity arises. 


is work can 
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Tenth. The grades of first, second, third, and fourth assistant exam- 
iners, heretofore made a part of the 3 act, but for — 
ca 


years omitted, the difference being ted only by the differences 
‘salary, are reestablished, and the grade of fourth 
will, for the first time, be placed in the Revise 
far been carried in the appropriation acts only. 

Eleventh. The number each of the grades of assistant examiner is 
made 86. Since the time that there were 24, as indicated in section 
440, the number has been gradually increased until at the present time 
there are 110 fourth assistant examiners, 88 third assistants, and 73 
second assistants, and 63 first assistants. The total number of assist- 
‘ants is 334. The increase by reason of 96 in each grade would 
be 10 assistants, or a total of 344. 

The total number of increases in the force by the foregoing bill is 
15, and the total annual increase of salary due to this increase in the 
members of the force and reorganization of the assistant examiners, if 
given effect by the Congress, will be slightly more than $61,000. 

In conclusion, I wish to say that I can not too stonei urge the need 
of this reorganization and increase of the force. The business of the 
office to-day is larger than it has ever been. The number of applications 
filed and the labor of examining each application increases steadily with 
the growth of the literature of the various arts, so that the office force 
is less adequate to do the work which it bas to do than it was 10 
years ago. 

It is the function of the office to prevent the gran of patents 
which should not be ed, and the insufficiency of 955 tor Its 
work results inevitably in improperly granting patents, with consequent 
burden upon the public, 

i Respectfully, THOMAS EwIxG, Commissioner, 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PATENT OFFICE, 
Washington, D. O., January 8, 1915, 
Hon. OLLIE M. JAMES, 
United States Senate. 

Dear SENATOR JAMES: This bill carries only 10 additional assistant 
examiners, 8 additional law examiners, and 2 additional examiners in 
chief over what have been in the office for some years. All of the 
additional men will come on through the Civil Service Commission. 
excepting the 2 additional examiners in chief, who will be presidential 


appointees. 

The bill further equalizes the number of assistant examiners in the 4 
classes. At present there are 110 fourth assistant examiners, 88 thirds, 
78 seconds, and 68 firsts. The bill pronis for 86 men in each 

The effect of making the number same in each class is to increase 
the average salary of assistant examiners from about $1,880 a year, as 
at A egy st to $1,950 a year, an increase of $70 ger examiner. 

he total increase in salaries would be htly more than $61,000, 
The office turned in last year a surplus of $240 , and will turn in 
this year a much larger surplus. ; 
: The new law examiners are important to aid in carrying out admin- 
istrative reforms which have been recently instituted looking to the 
unification of practice in the Patent Office, and to more rapid and satis- 
factory disposition of the business of the office. 
The new examiners in chief are necessary partly because the work 
is too heavy at present and partly because the general g up of 
5 2 woe in the office is certain to increase the labors of the examiners 
chief. 

Finally, the additional assistant examiners are needed to aid in the 
more rapia disposition of the business, there being * an accumula- 
tion of the work in a number of the divisions that a plicants are ob 
2 55 six months or longer before their applications are reached 

‘or action. 

The number of applications for patents is substantially the same this 
year as last, ‘aifferteg only by about 300. The TAE of trade-mark 
applications, however, has increased in one year by 20 per cent, and 
the number of design ye has more than doubled in four 
ee ee that the work s year is larger than it ever was, and is 

steadily growing. 

Owing to the slow promotions because of the small number of first 
and second assistant examiners, 50 per eent of the resignations are by 
third assistant examiners. After we have F them and made them 
useful they resign and into practice. I am fully convinced that if 
we could induce the stants who to remain a few years longer 
in the office than they now do the ciency of the force would be 
ae out oe au prongriian to the 2 7 1 ee now re- 

ulred. e object o fying the number of men erent grad 
i to induce the assistants to remain longer in the office. * 


Respectfully, 
THOMAS EWING, Commissioner. 
THE PANAMA CANAL (H. DOC No. 23). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the 
annual report of the Governor of the Panama Canal for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THE WHITE House, December 15, 1915. 

THE PHILIPPINES (H. DOC. NO. 422). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I submit herewith act No. 2408 of the Philippine Commission 
entitled: “An act making applicable to that part of the Philip- 
pine Islands inhabited by Moros or other non-Christian tribes 
certain acts of the Philippine Legislature.” z 

Among the acts of the legislature extended to that part of the 
Philippine Islands inhabited by Moros or other non-Christian 


tribes is act No. 2325, which is amendatory of the Philippine 
public land act, and which, under the provisions of section 18 
of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, may not go into 
effect or have the force of law until approved by the President 
and the Congress. 

Act No. 2325 was duly approved, as required by law, and I 
recommend that the accompanying act of the Philippine Commis- 
sion be also approved. I transmit herewith a letter of the 
Secretary of War which explains the necessity for the enactinent 
of this law. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THE WHITE House, December 16, 1915. 


REPORT OF CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION (H. DOC. NO. 30). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, for the consideration of the Congress, 
the Thirty-second Annual Report of the United States Civil 
Service Commission for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THE WHITE House, December 15, 1915. 

NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS (H. DOC, NO. 402). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Congress the 
report of the National Advisory Committee for Aeronauties for 
the period from March 8, 1915, to June 30, 1915. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THe WII House, December 15, 1915. 

REPORT OF COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS (H. DOC. NO. 403). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and referred to the Committee on the Library and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the 
report of the Commission of Fine Arts for the fiscal year ended 
June 80, 1915, with accompanying illustrations. 

Woovrow WILSON. 

THE Warre House, December 15, 1915. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 52 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened and (at 8 o’clock and 
80 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
December 17, 1915, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate December 16, 1915. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 

©. C. McChord, of Kentucky, to be an Interstate-Commerce 
Commissioner for the term of seven years from January 1, 
1916. (Reappointment. ) 

SECOND ASSISTANT POSTMASTER GENERAL. 

Otto Praeger, of Texas, to be Second Assistant Postmaster 
General, to which office he was appointed during the last recess 
of the Senate, vice Joseph Stewart, resigned. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. James J. Mayes, Infantry, unassigned, to be judge advo; 
cate, with the rank of major, from December 10, 1915, vice Maj, 
Henry M. Morrow, promoted June 22, 1915. 

MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants, with rank from December 9, 1915. 

Colvin Layfayette Cooper, of Missouri. 

John Arthur Franklin Pfeiffer, of the District of Columbia, 

Paul Dudley White, of Massachusetts. 

Orville Forrest Rogers, jr., of Massachusetts. 

Henry Sage Dunning, of New York. 

Homer Fordyce Swift, of New York. 

William Post Herrick, of New York. 

Ernest Gustav Tillmanns, of California. 


Louie Felger, of California. 

James Howard Means, of Massachusetts. 

Otto Kerr Snyder, of Wyoming. 

Charles Edward Lawrence, of Georgia. 

Roy Edward Fox, of Ohio. 

Walter Sidders Lay, of Connecticut. 

Robert Emmet Seibels, of South Carolina. 

Carl Dinsmore Gray, of Maine. 

Robert Monroe Funkhouser, of Missouri. 

Hugh McDowell Beebe, of Michigan. 

Harry Hunt Towler, of Arkansas. 

John Martin Bradley, of Missouri. 

Clifford William Andrews, of Wisconsin. 

Bascom Franklin Morris, of Arizona. 

Jeremiah Herman Metzger, of Arizona. 

Edward Raymond Northrop, of Washington, 

Walter Conway Johnson, of Texas. 

Arthur Maxwell Alden, of the Canal Zone, 

Linwood Major Kelley, of Vermont. 

Bacil Augustine Warren, of Arizona. 

Nathaniel Niles Morse, of Massachusetts. 

Charles Patterson Stahr, of Pennsylvania. 

Doyle Lee Eastland, of Texas. 

Edwin Burchett, of Iowa. 

William Ernest Kramer, of Pennsylvania. 

William John McConnell, of Pennsylvania. 

Bender Zelotes Cashman, of Pennsylvania. 

Richard Lynn Ivins, of Nebraska. 

Thomas Richmond Boggs, of Maryland. 

Heinrich Stern, of New York. 

Frank Albert King, of New York. 

Robert Thomas Irvine, of New York. 

John Mumford Swan, of New York. 

Frank Whipple Snow, of Massachusetts, late first lieutenant 
in the Medical Reserve Corps. (Resigned June 30, 1915.) 

Charles Allen Betts, of Washington, late first lieutenant in 
the Medical Reserve Corps. (Resigned Jan. 16, 1915.) 

Edward Bailey, of Washington, late first lieutenant in the 
Medical Reserve Corps. (Resigned Sept. 8, 1912.) 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 


Maj. Charles W. Kutz, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant 
colonel from December 11, 1915, vice Lieut. Col. Charles S. 
Bromwell, who died December 10, 1915. 

Capt. Douglas MacArthur, Corps of Enginecrs, to be major 
from December 11, 1915, vice Maj. Charles W. Kutz, promoted. 

First Lieut. Edwin H. Marks, Corps of Engineers, to be cap- 
tain from December 11, 1915, vice Capt. Douglas MacArthur, 
promoted. 

Pusric HEALTH SERVICE. 

Asst. Surg. Robert H. Heterick to be passed assistant surgeon 
in the Public Health Service, to take effect from November 22, 
1915. 

Asst. Surg. John A. Watkins to be passed assistant surgeon in 
the Public Health Service, to take effect from October 21, 1915. 

Dr. Edward C. Ernst to be assistant surgeon in the Public 
Health Service, to take effect from date of oath. (New office.) 

Dr. Peter J. Gorman to be assistant surgeon in the Public 
Health Service, to take effect from date of oath. (New office.) 

l POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


James F. Hodge-to be postmaster at Carrollton, Ala., in place 
of Johu E. McGee, deceased. 
ALASKA. 


William E. Root to be postmaster at Seward, Alaska, in place 


of P. J. Hickey, jr., resigned. 
ARIZONA. 

William Schuckmann to be postmaster at Nogales, Ariz., in 
place of Charles L. Fowler. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. - 

ARKANSAS. 

J. If. Garison to be postmaster at El Dorado, Ark., in place of 
R. Monroe Deason. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 
1916. : 

W. L. Jarman to be postmaster at Helena, Ark., in place of 
W. G. Williamson, deceased. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Richard L. Dixon to be postmaster at Newman, Cal., in place 
of Nels A. Thompson. Incumbent's commission expires January 
11, 1916. 
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W. H. Kelly to be postmaster at Palo Alto, Cal., in place of 
C. H. Dobbel. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 1916. 

A. T. Kimbell to be postmaster at Perris, Cal., in place of 
7 E. Morrison, Iucumbent's commission expired January 26, 
1914. p 

John E. King to be postmaster at Hemet, Cal., in place of 
Ganor O. Gillett. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

4, 1915. 

Fleming J. Mathews to be postmaster at Fort Jones, Cal., in 
place of Anne C. Mahan, removed. 

George B. Morgridge to be postmaster at Sierra Madre, Cal., 
in place of John C. Dickson. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 14, 1915, 

E. F. Orwig to be postmaster at Oilfields, Cal., in place of 
H. P. Moffitt, resigned. 

Mary §. Rutherford to be postmaster at Truckee, Cal, in 
place of Mary S. Rutherford. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 14, 1915. 

E. H. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Sausalito, Cal., in place 
1 7 5 J. Elliott. Incumbent's commission expired February 23, 

J. 

Joseph S. Todd to be postmaster at Whittier, Cal., in place of 
Clyde F. Baldwin. Ineumbent's commission expired February 
17, 1915. 

COLORADO. 


Charles S. Logan to be postmaster at Buena Vista, Colo., in 
place of Charles T. Wade. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

William D. Newton to be postmaster at Palisades, Colo., in 
place of David F. Strain. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

Andreita M. Vigil to be postmaster at Trinidad, Colo., in 
place of J. U. Vigil, deceased. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Clarence L. Clark to be postmaster at Lyme, Conn. 
became presidential July 1, 1913. 

William W. Fagan to be postmaster at Kensington, Conn., in 
place of Marjorie Moore. Incumbent's commissioned expires 
December 19, 1915. 

George W. Fairgrieve to be postmaster at Bantam, Conn., in 
place of George W. Fairgrieve. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pires December 18, 1915, 

Willis S. Gilbert to be postmaster at Ridgefield, Conn., in 
L. Rockwell. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 18, 1916. 

William A. Hayes to be postmaster at Bristol, Conn., in place 
of George A. Warner. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 19, 1915. 

James F. Holden to be postmaster at Forestville, Conn., in 
place of James F. Holden. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 19, 1915. 

Daniel J. Kelley to be postmaster at Deep River, Conn., in 
place of Frank A. Hefflon. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 11, 1916. 

George M. Pilling to be postmaster at Danielson, Conn., in 
place of Charles A. Potter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Edward B. Sullivan to be postmaster at Guilford, Conn., in 
place of L. O. Chittenden, Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 


Office 


DELA WARE, 

William Carter to be postmaster at Edgemoor, Del., in place 
of O. B. Wingate. Incumbent's commission expires January 
11, 1916. 

FLORIDA. 

George J. Dykes to be postmaster at Eustis, Fla., in place of 
Mary B. Bishop. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
17, 1915. 

J. B. Reed to be postmaster at Daytona Beach, Fla., in place 
of Wesley Herrick. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

GEORGIA. 

Walter R. Cannon to be postmaster at Clayton, Ga. 
became presidential October 1, 1914. } 

John B. Crawford to be postmaster at Cairo, Ga., in place of 
John B. Crawford. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 19, 1915. ` 

R. P. Hicks to be postmaster at. Wrightsville, Ga., in place of 
Jewell F. Renfroe, Incumbent's commission expired December 
19, 1914. SE yikes 

Joseph C. McKenzie tobe postmaster at East Point, Ga,, in 
place of Fred J. Allen, resigned, 


Office 


1915. 
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L. S. Marlin to be postmaster at Doerun, Ga., in place of P, L. 
Cooke. Incumbent's commission expired June 15, 1915. 

Mary A. Rudisill to be postmaster at Forsyth, Ga., in place 
of Mattie H. Hanson, name changed by marriage. 

F. M. Smith to be postmaster at Lyons, Ga., in place of Sallie 
M. Aaron. Incumbent’s commission expired May 16, 1915. 

Albert C. Sweat to be postmaster at Nashville, Ga., in place 
vs potas S. Turner. Incumbent's commission expires January 

1916. 

John C. Thomas to be postmaster at Maysville, Ga., in place 
of William W. Wade. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 16, 1915. 

George E. Youmans to be postmaster at Adrian, Ga., in place 
of Abbie B. Youmans. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
15, 1915. 

HAWAII 


L. D. Simmons to be postmaster at Lihue, Hawaii, in place of 
Frank Crawford. Incumbent’s commission expired March 3, 


1915. 
IDAHO. 


Jesse Beasley to be postmaster at Wardner, Idaho, in place of 
S. S. Bonham. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 
1916. 

D. O. Castaler to be postmaster at Parma, Idaho, in place of 
Waller E. Babcock. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 18, 1915. 

Josephine Erwin to be postmaster at Mullan, Idaho, in place 
of Stalker Clubb, resigned. 

J. C. Ford to be postmaster at Caldwell, Idaho, in place of 
Jake Horn. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1915. 

Don ©. D. Moore to be postmaster at Sandpoint, Idaho, in 
place of Charles W. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 15, 1916. 

R. L. Pennell to be postmaster at Lewiston, Idaho, in place 
of C. D. McEachron. Incumbent's commission expired March 3, 
1915. 

Samuel D. Riggs to be postmaster at Emmett, Idaho, in place 
of Edward Waring. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
4, 1916. 

Willis M. Sears to be r at Albion, Idaho, in place of 
Samuel Perrins. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1915. 

M. P. Strecker to be postmaster at Stites, Idaho. Office be- 
came Presidential July 1, 1915. 

ILLINOIS. 


John F. Bushmeyer to be postmaster at Colchester, III., in 
place of Isaac Newland. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

George H. Hart to be postmaster at Nauvoo, III., in place of 
August J. Beger. Incumbent's commission expires December 19, 
1915, 

Thomas J. Hopkins to be postmaster at Wenona, III., in place 
of Charles M. Turner. Incumbent's commission expires January 
18, 1916. 

O. H. Johnson to be postmaster at Bowen, III., in place of 
Mary F. Marsh. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 
1915. 

Max H. Prill to be postmaster at Centralia, III., in place of 
Edwin L. Welton, resigned. 

Louis W. Richter to be postmaster at Melrose Park, IIL, in 
place: of John ©. Carson. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 19, 1915. 

Robert Sherrard to be postmaster at Oak Park, Ill., in place 
of W. A. Hutchinson. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 19, 1915. 

H. Bruce Shroyer to be postmaster at New Windsor, Ill., in 
place of John W. Allen. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

James H. Spiker to be postmaster at Bushnell, III., in place 
of Charles A, Duntley. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 11, 1916. 

INDIANA, 

Frank W. Boren to be postmaster at Owensville, Ind., in 
place of Rufus H. Barnett. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Edward S. Edger to be postmaster at Winchester, Ind., in 
place of Seward S. Watson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 20, 1915. 

Charles V. Hirt to be postmaster at Batesville, Ind., in place 
of Donald MeCallum, removed. 

William H. Johnston to be postmaster at Crawfordsville, Ind., 

in place of Arthur A. McCain. Iucumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1915. ; t 


Ralph W. McConnell to be postmaster at Oxford, Ind., in place 
of James Pickering, resigned. 
William T. Newton to be postmaster at Rosedale, Ind., in place 


of David H. Williams. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1915. 

John O. Ring to be postmaster at Frankton, Ind., in place of 
John W. Foland, resigned. 

Joseph T. Stahl to be postmaster at Kendallville, Ind., in place 
of C. O. Weingart. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1915. 

IOWA. 

A. L. Anderson to be postmaster at Ringsted, Iowa. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

Frank M. Beymer to be postmaster at Avoca, Iowa, in place of 
Charles H. Read. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1915. 

H. E. Button to be postmaster at Alden, Iowa, in place of W. 
M. Cousins. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 1916. 

Edward M. Carr to be postmaster at Manchester, Iowa, in 
place of Howard L. Rann, removed. 

W. J. Casey to be postmaster at Knoxville, Iowa, in place of 
J. F. Mentzer. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 
1914. 

W. D. Cromie to be postmaster at Woodbine, Iowa, in place of 
Bruce R. Mills. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 
1915. 

Lee E. Evans to be postmaster at Mystic, Iowa, in place of 
John H. Luse. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 1915. 

Oscar M. Farb to be postmaster at Albert City, Iowa. Office 
becomes presidential January 1, 1916. 

P. J. Grace to be postmaster at Adair, Iowa, in place of Leroy 
D. Curtis. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1915. 

John R. Herron to be postmaster at Boone, Iowa, in place of 
A Incumbent's commission expired January 

G. A. Huffman to be postmaster at Des Moines, Iowa, in place 
of Louis C. Kurtz. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 1915. 

Amos Ingalls to be postmaster at Greene, Iowa, in place of 
— A. McClure. Incumbent's commission expired December 19, 

14. 

Fred H. Jamison to be postmaster at Oelwein, Iowa, in place 
of W. B. Collinson, removed. 

C. J. Kinney to be postmaster at Elliott, Iowa, in place of 
27 Westrope. Incumbent's commission expired February 10, 

C. P. Luther to be postmaster at Guttenberg, Iowa, in place 
of Jennie Schroeder. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1915. 

Gladys H. McDowell to be postmaster at Emerson, Iowa, in 
place of C. G. Graham. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

John A. McNerney to be postmaster at Mount Ayr, Iowa, in 
place of James Beard. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1915. 

Eyerett T. McShane to be postmaster at Springville, Iowa, in 
place of Frank McShane, resigned. 

S. E. Magner to be postmaster at Lorimor, Iowa, in place of 
Peny S. Ferris. Incumbent’s commission expired April 17, 

15. 

M. B. Maring to be postmaster at Centerville, Iowa, in place 
of E. C. Haynes. Incumbent’s commission expired June 22, 1915. 

W. H. May to be postmaster at Exira, Iowa, in place of Frank 
Kreamer. Incumbent’s commission expired July 17, 1915. 

Lemuel O’Bryant to be postmaster at Batavia, Iowa, in place 
of W. S. Campbell. Incumbent's commission expired December 
13, 1914. À 

J. C. Palmer to be postmaster at Clear Lake, Iowa, in place 
of J. C. Davenport. Incumbent’s commission expired April 17, 
1915. 

Eugene B. Peck to be postmaster at Hartley, Iowa, in place 
3 J. E. Wheelock. Incumbent's commission expired March 2, 
1915. 

A. B. Peters to be postmaster at Hawkeye, Iowa, in place of 
cos H. Brooks. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 

Dennis A. Ray to be postmaster at Humboldt, Iowa, in place 
x GT Clevidence. Incumbent's commission expired February 

Clyde E. Rich to be postmaster at Glidden, Iowa, in place of 
1 C. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired January 26, 

Caroline Y. Smith to be postmaster at Leon, Iowa, in place of 
vis Stookey. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 
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George F. Smith to be postmaster at Keosauqua, Iowa, in 
place of Oscar McCrary. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 14, 1915. 

F. H. Soll to be postmaster at Elkader, Iowa, in place of Vellas 
L. Gilje. Incumbent’s commission expired January 18, 1915. 

James Steele to be postmaster at Clearfield, Iowa, in place of 
O. C. Hill. Incumbent's commission expired May 1, 1915. 

Isaac T. Street to be postmaster at Center Point, Iowa, in 
place of John J. Hawley. Incumbent’s commission expired 
April 17, 1915. 

Curran F. Swift to be postmaster at Harlan, Iowa, in place of 
45 = Reynolds. Incumbent’s commission expires January 8, 
191 

Ezekiel S.. Thompson to be postmaster at Eldora, Iowa, in 
place of W. H. Sheakley. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 19, 1914. 


EKANSAS. 


Frederic C. Herdman to be postmaster at Le Roy, Kans., in 
place of Esther E. Abbott. Incumbents commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

J. E. Leach to be postmaster at Randolph, Kans., in place of 
Thomas Leach, resigned. 

J. C. McConnaughhay to be postmaster at Larned, Kans., in 
place of F. W. Johnson. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 15, 1916. 

Alexander Niernberger to be postmaster at Ellis, Kans., 
place of G. H. Leisenring. Incumbent's commission 2 
December 20, 1915. 

Rodney Torrey to be Postmaster at La Crosse, Kans., in place 
of A. W. Robinson, removed. 


KENTUCKY. 


R. T. Huffman to be postmaster at Pikeville, Ky., in place of 
E. E. Trivette, resigned. 

Thomas J. Kelly to be postmaster at Hawesville, Ky., in 
place of Eugene C. Vance, removed. 

E. Thurston Royse to be postmaster at Salt Lick, Ky., in 
place of Sherman Gullett. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

LOUISIANA. 


J. T. Bryant to be postmaster at Monroe, La., in place of 
8 Hays, jr. Incumbent's commission expired December 
12, 191 

J. P. Harrell to be postmaster at Arcadia, La., in place of 
Burnside Capers, deceased. 

Monroe Jarrell to be postmaster at Columbia, La., in place of 
Henry VW. Blanks, resigned. 

Lucy Rochel to be postmaster at Patterson, La., in place of 
Gaston Gonsoulin, resigned. 


MAINE, 


John H. Cooper to be postmaster at Kennebunk, Me., in place 
of E. A. Fairfield. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 
1916. 

Josiah F. Dayis to be postmaster at Milo, Me., in place of 
Frank E. Monroe. Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 
1915. 

John Durgan to be postmaster at Lubec, Me., in place of Ir- 
ying W. Case. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 
1915. 

Isaiah C. Elder to be postmaster at Brunswick, Me., in place 
of G. L. Thompson. Incumbents commission expires January 
8, 1916. 

Irvin H. Ellis to be postmaster at North Anson, Me., in plaċe 
of George L. Hovey. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
25, 1916. 

William K. Footer to be postmaster at South Windham, Me., 
in place of Hans N. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired 
June 80, 1915. 

Mark P. Hamilton to be postmaster at Corinna, Me., in place 
of William I. Wood. Incumbent's commission expired December 
12, 1915. 

Carroll E. Herrick to be postmaster at Brownville, Me., in 
place of Charles H. Dunning. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

George H. McIntosh to be postmaster’ at Lisbon Falls, Me., in 
place of George R. Foster. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

res a ©. Mayo to be postmaster at Greenville, Me., in place 
of M. B. Folsom. Incumbent’s commission expires December 18, 
1915. 

H. Clair Miller to be postmaster at Winthrop, Me., in place of 
E. W. Wentworth. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
18, 1915. 


Henry S. Perkins to be postmaster ‘at Boothbay Harbor, Me., 
in place of Watson M. Simpson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Joseph W. Small to be postmaster at Northeast Harbor, Me., 
in place of Everett W. Ober. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

Carroll N. Staples to be postmaster at Norridgewock, Me., in 
place of George O. Carr. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 18, 1915. 

MARYLAND. 


Oscar S. Barrick to be postmaster at Woodsboro, Md., in 
place of W. B. Cutshall. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

Eugene A. Lankford to be postmaster at Marion Station, Md. 
Office became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Joseph Reading to be postmaster at Rockville, Md., in place of 
Winfred E. , removed. 

G. Walter Wright to be postmaster at Cambridge, Md., in 
place of W. H. Medford, resigned. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


James F. Carens to be postmaster at Newburyport, Mass., in 
place of William C. Coffin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Charles T. Farrell to be postmaster at Stoughton, Mass., in 
place of George A. Wales. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

James H. Hoar to be postmaster at Fall River, Mass., in 
place of George T. Durfee. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Joseph L. McGrath to be postmaster at Sharon, Mass,, in place 
of Edgar H. Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

Joseph F. McManus to be postmaster at Norwood, Mass., 
place of Frank A. Fales. Incumbent’s commission aren Be 
December 12, 1915. 

Michael F. Manning to be postmaster at Bedford, Mass., in 
place of Harriet M. Mudge, 

Martin Ratigan to be postmaster at Whitman, Mass., in place 
of R. J. Considine. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
18, 1915. 

James Sheehan to be postmaster at Millis, Mass., in place of 
Jeremiah B. Daniels, deceased. 

John F. Williams to be postmaster at Marblehead, Mass., in 
place of Frank W. Goodwin. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 


MICHIGAN. 


Charles L. Bennett to be postmaster at Thompsonville, Mich., 
in place of Peter Johnsen. Incumbent’s commission expires” 
December 20, 1915. 

David R. Brown to be postmaster at Deckerville, Mich., in 
place of Robert J. West. Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

Edson ©. Brown to be postmaster at Tecumseh, Mich., in place 
of Charles Bidwell, jr. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 19, 1915. 

Stephen B, Coddington to be postmaster at Capac, Mich., in 
place of William Hunter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Fred Gibbs to be postmaster at White Cloud, Mich., in place 
of James W. Milne. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1915. 

Roy P. Hallock to be postmaster at Almont, Mich., in place of 
Ralph D. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1915. 

Archie D. Himebaugh to be postmaster at Hesperia, Mich., in 
place of Thomas McLaren. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

Charles H. Hudkins to be postmaster at East Jordan, Mich., 
in place of Harry E. Potter. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

Charles Hunter to be postmaster at Marlette, Mich., in place 
of H. A. Macklem. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1915. 

Frank D. McCaren to be postmaster at Carsonville, Mich., in 
place of Colin C. McGregor. Ineumbent's commission expires 
December 20, 1915. ` 

John O'Meara to be postmaster at Escanaba, Mich., in place of 
Michael Doherty, resigned. 

Coleman P. Morgan to be postmaster at Montrose, Mich., in 
place of A. V. Hiscock. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

Carl Pickert to be postmaster at Arcadia, Mich. Office be- 
came presidential April 1, 1915. 


1915. 


F. W. Richter to be postmaster at Niles, Mich., in place of 
Thomas C. Hance. Incumbent's commission expires December 
20, 1915. 

A. F. Skarritt to be postmaster at Edmore, Mich., in place of 


James K. Train. 
1915. 


Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 


MINNESOTA. 


Ennis N. Brandon to be postmaster at Annandale, Minn., in 
place of William H. Towle. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 21, 1915. 

John M. Brown to be postmaster at Ely, Minn., in place of 
Boron Schaefer. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 

15. 

Charles E. Gravel to be postmaster at Pierz, Minn., in place of 
Jacob M. Blake, removed. 

B. H. Holte to be postmaster at Starbuck, Minn., in place of 
B. H. Holte. Incumbent's commission expired May 25, 1915. 

A. J. Irwin to be postmaster at Belleplaine, Minn., in place of 
Patrick A. Gaffney, removed. 

John K. Jasper to be postmaster at Bovey, Minn., in place of 
grey Kingston. Incumbent's commission expires December 

, 1915. 

R. F. Lamb to be postmaster at Slayton, Minn., in place of 
Ole O. Holmen. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 
1915. 

Ludvig Jenson to be postmaster at Battle Lake, Minn., in 
place of Henry Olson. Incumbent's commission expires Decem- 
ber 21, 1915. 

Sadie A. Lane to be postmaster at Sherburn, Minn., in place 
of E. E. Lane, resigned. 

Emil Lipp to be postmaster at Waconia, Mina. Office became 
presidential July i, 1915. 

Frank Tillmans to be postmaster at Aurora, Minu., in place 
of Louis Tillmans, deceased. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Mary Eliza Luster to be postmaster at Edwards, Miss., in place 
of C. W. Montgomery, removed. 

G. S. Neal to be postmaster at Clinton, Miss., in place of Wil- 
liam L. Rice. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 
1915. 

MISSOURI. 


Arthur Aull to be postmaster at Lamar, Mo., in place of Patti 
B. McAdow. Incumbent’s commission expired August 1, 1915. 

Frank H. Caughell to be postmaster at Hermann, Mo., in place 
of Henry Grass. Incumbent's commission expired February 16, 
1915. 

Leonidas P. Driskill to be postmaster at Oran, Mo., in place 
of Frank C. Miller. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1916. 

W. A. Hendon to be postmaster at Granby, Mo., in place of 
W. W. Hamilton, deceased. 

N. C. Hickcox- to be postmaster at California, Mo., in place 
of A. L. Howard. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1916. 

William H. Johnson to be postmaster at La Plata, Mo.. in 
place of A. P. Mairens. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 15, 1916. 

William A. Roberts to be postmaster at Belton, Mo., in place 
of Charles Casper. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1916. 

B. H. Rucker to be postmaster at Rolla, Mo., in place of 
Elizabeth Cornwall. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1916. 

MONTANA. 

Nathaniel P. Evans to be postmaster at Bozeman, Mont., in 
place of Allan Cameron. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
20. 1915. ; 

Philip B. ©. Goodwin to be postmaster at Butte, Mont., in 
place of Malcolm Gillis. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1915. 

Fred B. Hedge to be postmaster at Grassrange, Mont., in 
place of Tena M. Sanderson, removed. 3 

Joseph A. Lemire to be postmaster at Ronan, Mont., in place 
of A. McL. Sterling. Incumbent's commission expires January 
11, 1916. 

J. Cliff Tipton to be postmaster at White Sulphur Springs, 
Mont., in place of George W. Harden. Incumbent’s commission 
expires December 18, 1915. 

NEBRASKA. 

James C. Badger to be postmaster at Arlington, Nebr., in 
place of Edgar F. Fassett. Incumbents commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 
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Carl Carlson to be postmaster at Valparaiso, Nebr., in place 
of Max Lawton. Incumbent's commission expired January 20, 
1915. 

A. N. Conklin to be postmaster at St. Paul, Nebr., in piace 
of Charles F. Leetham, Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 17, 1912. 

William D. Day to be postmaster at Ulysses, Nebr., in place 
of E. B. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 13, 1914. 

C. C. Davis to be postmaster at Falls City, Nebr., in place of 
Pee W. Loucks. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 

15. . 

M. G. Doering to be postmaster at Battle Creek, Nebr., in 
place of Webster L. Whitla. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Charles F. Gilbert to be postmaster at York, Nebr., in place 
of George W. Schreck. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 
ruary 1, 1915. 

E. O. Harshman to be postmaster at Minatare, Nebr., in 
place of W. B. Swindell, resigned. 

Anton B. Helms to be postmaster at Randolph, Nebr., in place 
2 H. L. Peck. Incumbent’s commission expires December 19, 
1915. 

Thomas J. Hinds to be postmaster at David City, Nebr., in 
place of Edward G. Hall. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 14, 1915. 

Samuel G. Hudson to be postmaster at Lincoln, Nebr., in 
place of Francis W. Brown, deceased. 

Leslie J. Hummel to be postmaster at Burwell, Nebr., in place 
of Joseph J. Meyers, resigned. 

E. J. Kaltenborn to be postmaster at Waco, Nebr., in place of 
rank M. Cox. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 

5. 

Danie? Kavanaugh to be postmaster at Fairbury, Nebr., in 
place of Lew E. Shelley. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 14, 1915. 

Daniel Z. Kochendarfer to be postmaster at Exeter, Nebr., in 
place of W. J. Hildreth, resigned. 

Thomas J. Lane to be postmaster at Bloomington, Nebr., in 
place of Herbert M. Crane. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

O. S. Larson to be postmaster at Shickley, Nebr., in place of 
N. Pearson, deceased. 

Nelson J. Ludi to be postmaster at Wahoo, Nebr., in place of 
William T. Mauck. Incumbent's commission expired February 
1, 1915. 

J. J. McCarthy to be postmaster at Ogallala, Nebr., in place 
of Wesley Tressler. Incumbent's commission expired Febru- 
ary 23, 1915. 

M. H. McCarthy to be postmaster at O'Neill, Nebr., in place of 
Robert J. Marsh, removed. ‘ 

P. H. McEvoy to be postmaster at North Platte, Nebr., in place 
of E. S. Davis. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 1915. 

D. E. Michael to be postmaster at Liberty, Nebr. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1913. 

Paul C. Morgan to be postmaster at Hay Springs, Nebr., in 
place of Anton Kadlecek. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 8, 1914. 

Otis L. Newkirk to be postmaster at Stapleton, Nebr. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

William F. Nick to be postmaster at Cedar Bluffs, Nebr., in 
place of John Fenstermacher, jr. Incumbent's commission ex- 
pired August 19, 1915. 

George W. Nicholas to be postmaster at De Witt, Nebr., in 
place of Frank R. Wild. Incumbent's commission expired March 
2, 1915. 

David D. O'Kane to be postmaster at Wood River, Nebr., in 
place of Seth W. Wilson: Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

Charles A. Payne to be postmaster at Clearwater, Nebr., in 
place of Julian F. Fannon. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Ellis S. Potter to be postmaster at Crete, Nebr., in place of 
Lucius H. Denison. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
27, 1915. 

William C. Rusmisell to be postmaster at Mason City, Nebr., 
in place of James W. Fairfield. Iucumbent's commission ex- 
pired January 14, 1913. 

George M. Sandusky to be postmaster at Sterling, Nebr., in 
place of D. H. Kuhlman, resigned. 

Fred W. Shively to be postmaster at Oakdale, Nebr., in place 
5 cease T. Rowe. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 

r 12, 5. 
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Earnest D. Smith to be postmaster at Mitchell, Nebr., in place 
Decem- 


of Frank M. Elliott. Incumbent’s commission expired 
ber 13, 1914. 

Oscar E. Swanson to be postmaster at Oakland, Nebr., in place 
50 ry Hopkins, Incumbent’s commission expires December 

, 1915. 

Francis A. Thompson to be postmaster at Clay Center, Nebr., 
in place of George A. Allen. Incumbent’s commission. expires 
December 20, 1915. 

S. A. Tobey to be postmaster at Gresham, Nebr., in place of 
Alonzo A. Hawley, resigned. 

Frederick J. Waugh to be postmaster at Ewing, Nebr., in 
place of John A. Wood, removed. 

Xander Y. Zuhike to be postmaster at Bancroft, Nebr., in 
place of Edward H. Mack. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Edwin M. Allen to be postmaster at Canaan, N. H., in place of 


Lilla B. Sargent. Incumbent’s commission expires January 8, 
1916. 

William H. Benson to be postmaster at Derry, N. H., in place 
of Clarence N. Garvin. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

James A. Brahaney to be postmaster at Milford, N. H., in place 
of G. A. McIntire. Incumbent’s commission expires January 11, 
1916. 

Gardner Grant to be postmaster at Salmon Falls, N. H., in 
place of E. R. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 11, 1916. 

Charles P. Johnson to be postmaster at Warner, N. H., in place 
— Andrew J. Hook. Incumbent's commission expires December 
18, 1915. 

Albert H. McLain to be postmaster at Conway, N. H., in place 
of Alice M. Sloane. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1915. 

Myrtle M. Marsh to be postmaster at Greenville, N. H., in place 
of Myrtle M. Marsh. Incumbent’s commission expires. January 
18, 1916. 

Frank R. Marston to be postmaster at Farmington, N. H., in 
place of Natt F. Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 11, 1916. 

Duncan P. Noyes to be postmaster at Henniker, N. H., in place 
of Henry E. Merrick. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
11. 1916. 

Fred E. Sanborn to be postmaster at Hampton, N. H., in place 
of Ernest G. Cole. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
11, 1916. 

George F. Sanborn to be postmaster at Meredith, N. H., in 
place of James F. Estes, resigned. 

George H. Sherry to be postmaster at Dover, N. H., in place of 
John T. Welch. Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 
1914. 

John E. Sullivan to be postmaster at Somersworth, N. H., in 
place of A. L. Faunce. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 18, 1915. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Edward W. Bovers to be postmaster at West Hoboken, N. J., 
in place of Charles Eichorn. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 17, 1915. 

James Degnan to be postmaster at High Bridge, N. J., in place 
of Elmer B. Ramsey. Incumbent's commission expired July 24, 
1915. 

Charles L. Kent to be postmaster at Hamburg, N. J., in place 
of Henry W. Edsall. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1915. 

NEW YORK. 


Sanford W. Abbey to be postmaster at Canandaigua, N. Y. 
in place of John Raines, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

George E. Barry to be postmaster at Clifton Springs, N. Y. 
in place of John H. Stephens, resigned. 

Irving D. Blowers to be postmaster at Morrisville, N. Y., in 
place of John H. Broad. 
6, 1914. 

Frank J. Brady to be 
place of Thomas A. Gibson. 
January 16, 1915. 

Fred Burns to be postmaster at Walden, N. Y. in place of 
Thomas B. Gibson, resigned. 

Clayton I. Burch to be postmaster at Earlville, N. Y., in place 
of Sidney B. Cloyes. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
16, 1915. 


Incumbent’s commission expired June 


at Oape Vincent, N. Y., in 
Incumbent’s commission expired 


George H. Carley to be postmaster at Cooperstown, N. Y., in 
place of G. M. Wedderspoon. Incumbent's commission expired 
March 3, 1915. 

Rudolph F. Chappuis to be postmaster at Dryden, N. Y., in 
place of Daniel R. Montgomery. Incumbent’s commission €x- 
pires December 18, 1915. 

Edward Coady to be postmaster at Holley, N. Y., in place of 
hers A. Edwards. Incumbent’s commission expires January 11, 

Norman Cooper to be postmaster at Athens, N. Y., in place of 
pre tay: R. Every. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 

Timothy Crough to be postmaster at Ganajoharie, N. Y., in 
place of William H. Bain. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

Edward J. Conley to be postmaster at Red Hook, N. Y., in 
place of Herbert J. Curtis. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 6, 1915. 

A. Raymond Cornwall to be postmaster at Watertown, N. X., 
in place of Bruce F. Martin. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 24, 1915. - 

Sylvester Curry to be postmaster at Richmond, N. Y.. in 
place of George D. Sharpe. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

John B. Duignan to be postmaster at Canastota, N. Y.. in 
28 Fe Judson Field. Incumbent’s commission expired March 

Thomas J. Gallagher to be postmaster at Geneva, N. Y., in 
place of Abram R. Wyckoff. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 21, 1913. 

Dominick W. Gilligan to be postmaster at Shortsville, N. Y., 
in place of Charles M. Sisco. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 30, 1914. 

Leonard A. Govern to be postmaster at Stamford, N. Y., in 
place of George H. Hager. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 18, 1915. 

Fay P. Greene to be postmaster at Franklinville, N. Y., in 
place of Blanche M, Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 21, 1915. 

Henry Guenther to be postmaster at Jamestown, N. Y., in 
place of Augustus F. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 18, 1915. 

John M. Ham to be postmaster at Millbrook, N. Y., in place 
of Henry H. Tripp, declined. 

Charles M. Hodges to be postmaster at Marion, N. Y., in place 
5 H. Curtis. Incumbent's commission expired May 18, 

4, 

George A. Hoffman to be postmaster at Floral Park, N. Y., in 
place of Walter N. Pike. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 18, 1915. 

Samuel H. Hunt to be postmaster at Palmyra, N. Y., in place 
5 ree H. Bareham. Incumbent's commission expired May 

191 

J. M. Kennedy to be postmaster at Johnson City (late Les- 
tershire), N. Y., in place of J. M. Kennedy, to change name of 
offi 


ce. 

Charles H. Kinne to be postmaster at Ovid, N. X., in place of 
William H. Kinne, removed. 

©. B. L’Amoreaux to be postmaster at Schoharie, N. Y., in 
place of Charles H. Deitz. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 1, 1915. 

Charles B. McGruer to be postmaster at De Kalb Junction, 
N. V., in place of Allerton ©. Farr, 5 

L. D. MacWethy to be postmaster at St. Johnsville, N. V., in 
place of Timothy Dinneen. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 16, 1912, 

Jerry B. Martin to be postmaster at Fonda, N. Y., in place of 
James A. Snell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 23, 
1915. 

John H. Meehan to be postmaster at Penn Yan, N. X., in place 
of George R. Cornwell. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 6, 1915. 

J. Arthur Moore to be postmaster at Hammondsport, N. Y., in 
place of George H. Keeler. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 8, 1915. 

Arthur C. Moyer to be postmaster at Phoenix, N. X., in place 
of Arthur E. Russ, resigned. 

George W. Niece to be postmaster at Port Leyden, N. Y., in 
place of Reuben Kline, resigned. 

Henry F. Pembleton to be postmaster at Central Valley, N. Y., 
in place of Henry D. Ford, removed. 

Dennis Quinn to be postmaster at Salem, N. Y., in place of 
16 3 Baker. Incumbent's commission expired December 


1915. 


George A. Ross to be postmaster at Chautauqua, N. Y., in 
place of Frank M, Potter. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1915. 

George W. Salisbury to be postmaster at Phelps, N. V., in place 
of W. L. Crothers. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
25, 1914. 

John J. Shea to be postmaster at Frankfort, N. Y., in place of 
3 H. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expires January 

1916. 

David J. Sheridan to be postmaster at Cambridge, N. V., in 
place of John G. Ward. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
nary 29, 1916. 

Addison L. Slate to be postmaster at Marathon, N. Y., in 
place of De Witt C. Lynde, deceased. 

Edward N. Skinner to be postmaster at Westfield, N. Y., in 
place of J. Robert Douglas. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

Eugene J. Smith to be postmaster at Lyons, N. V., in place of 
Edward Sautter. Incumbent’s commission expired March 25 
1913. 

Seott B, Smith to be postmaster at Warrensburg, N. Y., in 
place of Robert Murray. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 8, 1915. 

George Staplin, jr., to be postmaster at Mannsville, N. Y., in 
place of Harman S. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

Daniel B. Sweeney to be postmaster at Middletown, N. Y., in 
place of James F. Moore. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 20, 1914. 

Frank C. Sweeny to be postmaster at Valhalla, N. Y., in place 
x A. W. Southard. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

1914. 

John Toole to be postmaster at Hudson Falls, N. Y., in place 
of John Dwyer. Incumbent’s commission expired March 5, 1914. 

Isaac W. Turner to be postmaster at Mount Kisco, N. Y., in 
place of Lillian B. Davis. Incumbents commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

John E. Townsend to be postmaster at Poughkeepsie, N. Y., 
in place of Robert H. Hunter. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 12, 1913. 

Ralph E. Wilder to be postmaster at Newark, N. Y., in place of 
James M. Pitkin. Incumbent's commission expired December 
18, 1914. 

NEW MEXICO. 


Bertha M. Bartlett to be postmaster at Maxwell, N. Mex. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

John B. Harvey to be postmaster at Carlsbad, N. Mex., in 
place of John T. Bolton. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Joseph C. Swain to be postmaster at Wagon Mound, N. Mex., 
in place of Piedad Medina, removed. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


A. Wayland Cooke to be postmaster at Greensboro, N. C., in 
place of Robert D. Douglas. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 24, 1916. 

R. F. Crooks to be postmaster at Murphy, N. C., in place of 
Frank D. Dickey. Incumbent's commission expired April 27, 
1915. 

J. J. Gray to be postmaster at Sylva, N. C. Office became 
presidential October 1, 1914. 

F. R. Mease to be postmaster at Canton, N. C., in place of 
D. J. Kerr, resigned. 

Nannie McIlwaine Moore to be postmaster at Warrenton, 
N. C., in place of John B. Powell. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired May 24, 1915. 

NORTH DAKOTA, 

Edward L. Dougherty to be postmaster at Sherwood, N. Dak., 
in place of B. M. Harvey, resigned. 

J. R. Krueger to be postmaster at Flasher, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Margaret L. McCullen to be postmaster at Underwood, 
N. Dak., in place of Otis Beardsley. Incumbent’s commission 
expired July 31, 1915. 

John McPike to be postmaster at Cando, N. Dak., in place of 
Tevis 18 Ransier. Incumbent's commission expires December 

1 3 

John O'Keefe to be postmaster at Cavalier, N. Dak., in place 
s 1 5 1 Leighton. Incumbent's commission expires February 

a 

Perry Roath to be postmaster at Maddock, N. Dak., in place 
5 pe 1 Haugen. Incumbent's commission expires December 

H. K. O. Schilling to be postmaster at Drake, N. Dak., in place 
of Charles H. Burch, resigned, 
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Caroline Sprafka to be postmaster at Minto, N. Dak., in place 
2 x Me Mitchell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 

, 1916. 

W. S. Town to be postmaster at Flaxton, N. Dak., in place of 
John S. Gee. Incumbent's commission expires January 25, 1916. 

Iver K. Vick to be postmaster at Sheyenne, N. Dak., in place of 
Louis G. Soderholm. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
2, 1915. 

OHIO. 


James A. Angus to be postmaster at Genoa, Ohio, in place of 
ae H. Hassan. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 

James B. Beard to be postmaster at Newton Falls, Ohio, in 
place of Charles E. Fenton. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 24, 1916. 

James Connor to be postmaster at Torontd, Ohio, in place of 
1 C. Stewart. Incumbent's commission expires December 

, 1915. $ 

Frank G. Davis to be postmaster at Tippecanoe, Ohio, in place 
5 yey J. Favorite. Incumbent's commission expired February 

Be d 7 

Thomas M. Duncan to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Ohio, in 
place of A. C. Branum. Incumbent’s commission expires Decem- 
ber 20, 1915. 

Sol Fischer to be postmaster at Corning, Ohio, in place of 
Samuel Eichenbaum, resigned. 

Sherman A. Murry to be postmaster at Washington Court 
House, Ohio, in place of John H. Culhan. Incumbent's commis- 
sion expires December 20, 1915. 

James M. Phillips to be postmaster at Bethesda, Ohio, in 
place of Charles ©. Laws. Incumbent's commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

Harry B. Rice to be postmaster at Xenia, Ohio, in place of 
7 F. Orr. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 

D. 

Cleon K. Rockwell to be postmaster at North Baltimore, Ohio, 
in place of John W. Beckett. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 17, 1915. 

George D. Smith to be postmaster at Oakharbor, Ohio, in 
place of Ralph M. Harrison. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Henry W. Streb to be postmaster at Dover (late Canal Dover), 
Ohio, in place of Henry W. Streb, to change name of office. 

James L. Vanarnam to be postmaster at Wellington, Ohio, in 
place of Leon H. Wadsworth. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 


- OKLAHOMA, 


J. L. Burke to be postmaster at Hobart, Okla., in place of 
Jolin D. Appleby, resigned. 

James M. Loper to be postmaster at Tishomingo, Okla., in 
place of H. P. Warfield, resigned. 

B. F. Suter to be postmaster at Randlett, Okla., in place of 
James P. Officer, declined. 

Jessie A, Tucker to be postmaster at Comanche, Okla., in 
place of P. W. Tucker, deceased. 

Louie T. Tucker to be postmaster at Eldorado, Okla., in place 
of Rolland D. Barnes, resigned. 

Otis B. Weaver to be postmaster at Shawnee, Okla., in place 
of C. M. Cade, jr. Incumbent's commission expired February 23, 
1915. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Harvey M. Bard to be postmaster at Denver, Pa., in place of 
H. W. Marburger. Incumbent's commission expires December 
20, 1915. 

Roscoe H. Brunstetter to be postmaster at Clairton, Pa., in 
place of W. A. Terrill. Incumbent's commission expired April 
28, 1915. 

Warren S. Buch to be postmaster at Lititz, Pa., in place of 
A. T. Litch. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 1915. 

Walter M. Clevenstine to be postmaster at Spring City, Pa., in 
place of G. Clinton Williams. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 9, 1915. 

A. D. Colegrove to be postmaster at Corry, Pa., in place of 
John F. Austin. Incumbent’s commission expired March 2, 1915. 

Ira F. Cutshall to be postmaster at Tarentum, Pa., in place 
3 Sore C. Starke. Incumbent's commission expires December 

Denny D. Goshorn to be postmaster at Cambridge Springs, Pa., 
in place of Clark D. Eckles. Incumbent’s commission expired 
May 1, 1915. 

William C. Harvey to be postmaster at East Pittsburgh, Pa., 
in place of Frank R. Cyphers. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 
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A. S. Knepp to be postmaster at North East, Pa., in place of 
Norris S. Woodruff, removed. 

Louis W. Kopp to be postmaster at Tremont, Pa., in place of 
William E. Moody. Incumbent's commission expired December 
14, 1915. 

Robert H. Krebs to be postmaster at Norwich, Pa., in place of 
T. W. Gilroy, resigned. 

John J. McCormick to be postmaster at Bridgeport, Pa., in 
place of Samuel S. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 11, 1916. 

Thomas MeCobb to be postmaster at Cochranton, Pa., in place 
of Elizabeth J. Beatty. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
24. 1914. 

John M. Ebling to be postmaster at Schuylkill Haven, Pa., 
in place of Fred B. Reed. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

John D. May to be pcstmaster at Lapark, Pa., in place of 
Thomas A. Keller. Incumbent's commission expires December 
20, 1915. . 

Andrew J. Palm to be postmaster at Meadville, Pa., in place 
of Henry M. Dickson. Incumbent's commission expired April 
26, 1914. 

James A. Platt to be postmaster at Spartansburg, Pa., in place 
of Herbert L. Bowen, removed. 

George H. Powelson to be postmaster at Midway, Pa., in place 
of Thomas E. McLaughlin. Incumbents commission expired 
May 16, 1915. 

Clarence Reisinger to be postmaster at Sewickley, Pa., in place 
of William W. Scott. Incumbent's commission expired February 
16, 1915. 

P. B. Sheidy to be postmaster at Pine Grove, Pa., in place of 
Daniel J. Gensemer. Incumbent’s commission expired April 13, 
1915. 

Francis B. Smeltzer to be postmaster at Avonmore, Pa., in 
place of E. C. Pearce. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 23, 1915. 

Fred H. Smith to be postmaster at Athens, Pa., in place of 
James B. Maney. Incumbent's commission expired December 7, 
1915. 

J. Landis Strickler to be postmaster at Hummelstown, Pa., in 
place of Edgar C. Hummel. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 10, 1915. 

Edwin J. Wieder, jr., to be postmaster at Pennsburg, Pa., in 
place of David S. Kern. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 11, 1916. 

Oliver F. Wolf to be postmaster at Telford, Pa., in place of 
Harry Z. Wampole. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1915. 
` George W. Yost to be postmaster at Collegeville, Pa., in place 
of Joseph W. Culbert. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

PORTO RICO. 

E. W. Keith to be postmaster at San Juan, P. R., in place of 
Walter K. Landis, removed. 

RHODE ISLAND. 

Emory H. Desilets to be postmaster at Manville, R. I., in 
place of Jonathan Bateman. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

John A. Farrell to be postmaster at Westerly, R. I., in place 
of Charles J. Butler. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
24, 1914. 

Frank P. Lamb to be postmaster at Natick, R. I., in place of 
Harry E. Tennant. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
21, 1915. 

John McPike to be postmaster at Warren, R. I., in place of 
Benjamin B. Martin, deceased. 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


William Laughlin to be postmaster at Anderson, S. C., in place 
of J. R. Cochran, jr. Incumbent's commission expired December 
13, 1914. - 

J. W. Little to be postmaster at Simpsonville, S. ©. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Manton B. McCutchen to be postmaster at Bishopville, S. C., 
in place of James E. Stuckey. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 11, 1916. 

David B. Traxler to be postmaster at Greenville, S. C., in place 
of J. F. Richardson. Incumbent's commission expired January 
13, 1915. 


SOUTH DAKOTA. 
John W. Martin to be postmaster at Watertown, S. Dak., in 
place of C. B. Williamson. 
February 6, 1915. 


Incumbent’s commission expired 


Lydia Oldewurtel to be postmaster at Freeman, S. Dak., in 
place of Carl Oldewurtel, decefised. 

George A. Poe to be postmaster at Hitchcock, S. Dak., in 
place of F. M. Webb. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 14, 1914. 

H. K. Sanborn to be postmaster at Hurley, S. Dak., in place 
of J. A. Churchill, resigned. 

James S. Slaughter to be postmaster at Herrick, S. Dak. Of- 
fice became presidential January 1, 1915. 

John A. Stromme to be postmaster at Garretson, S. Dak., in 
pace ot A. H. Rudd. Incumbent’s commission expired January 

5, « 
TENNESSEE. 


Luther A. Cross to be postmaster at Oliver Springs, Tenn., in 

piace-at J. R. Richards. Incumbent’s commission expired May 
5, 1915. 

H. H. Gouchenour to be postmaster at Greeneville, Tenn., in 
oe H. F. Shaun. Incumbent’s commission expired June 
15, 3 

Thomas M. Huddleston to be postmaster at Centerville, Tenn., 
in place of H. F. Ferguson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
July 14, 1915. 

©. M. Reed to be postmaster at Athens, Tenn., in place of 
L, H. Lasater, resigned. A 


TEXAS. 


H. C. Bailey to be postmaster at Detroit, Tex., in place of 
W. D. McCaslin. Incumbent's commission expired May 1, 1915. 

Z. T. Bundy to be postmaster at Milford, Tex., in place of 
16755 Griffin. Incumbent's commission expires December 20, 
1 1 

James G. Burleson, jr., to be postmaster at Lockhart, Tex., in 
place of James G. Burleson, resigned. 

John L. Brunner to be postmaster at Taylor, Tex., in place of 
Frank S. Way, removed. 

M. P. Daniel to be postmaster at Dayton, Tex., in place of 
J. H. Carson. Incumbent’s commission expired May 1, 1915. 

W. A. Daugherty to be postmaster at Van Horn, Tex., in place 
of L. E. Lockhart, resigned. 

Lela Evans to be postmaster at Spur, Tex., in place of N. A. 
Baker. Incumbent's commission expired July 22, 1915. 

William A. Fields to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Tex., in 
pee of J. J. Cypert. Incumbent’s commission expired February 

, 1915. 

Rudolph Flach, jr., to be postmaster at Comfort, Tex., in place 
m e Incumbent's commission expired December 
16, 2 

Mark Hardin to be postmaster at Post, Tex., in place of W. T, 
Mann. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1915. 

W. D. Holman to be postmaster at Hutto, Tex., in place of 
mne Wilson. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 

15. 

Ed Howard to be postmaster at Wichita Falis, Tex., in place 
1618. T. Bacon. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 

Charles J. January, jr., to be postmaster at McAllen, Tex., in 
piaco ot F. E. Osborn. Incumbent’s commission expired April 

W. A. Kerr to be postmaster at Cotulla, Tex., in place of B. 
Wildenthal, jr., resigned. 

J. W. Longley to be postmaster at San Saba, Tex., in place of 
John Kelley, deceased. 

Charles B. McCollum to be postmaster at Waco, Tex., in 
place of W. H. Hoffman. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1915. 

M. J. Norrell to be postmaster at Santa Anna, Tex., in place of 
Laura M. Poe, resigned. 

Godfrey Petersen to be postmaster at Fort Sam Houston, 
Tex., in place of Lola Weand. Incumbent’s commission ex- 
pired March 18, 1914. 

Walter N. Ramsay to be postmaster at Eldorado, Tex., in 
place of A. Lohmann, Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

H. L. Piner to be postmaster at Denison, Tex., in place of 
W. J. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 
1915. 

John C. Sims to be postmaster at Lewisville, Tex., in place of 
J. O. Cowan. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 
1915. 

Percy L. Walker to be postmaster at Luling, Tex., in place of 
B. R. Miles. Incumbent’s commission expired July 22, 1915. 

V. T. Williams to be postmaster at Thornton, Tex., in place of 
William Gilford. Incumbent’s commission expires December 
20, 1915. 
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Claude Warren to be postmaster at Matador, Tex., in place 
of Joe H. Campbell, resigned. 

Steve B. Wright to be postmaster at Round Rock. Tex., in 
place of John A. Hyland. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Charles P. Zapalac to be postmaster at West, Tex., in place 
of James W. Griffin. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

UTAH. 


J. M. Blair to be postmaster at Logan, Utah, in place of 
Joseph Odell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 
1916. 

David R. Forsha to be postmaster at St. George, Utah, in 
place of Samuel Judd. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cembar 20, 1915. 

A. Robert Larson to be postmaster at Sandy, Utah, in place 
5 W. W. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired June 27, 
1915. 

W. F. Olson to be postmaster at Price, Utah, in place of 
H. C. Smith, resigned. 

L. C. Sargent to be postmaster at Panguitch, Utah. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1915. 

William Zowe to be postmaster at Myton, Utah. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 


VERMONT. 


A. B. Anderson to be postmaster at Swanton, Vt., in place of 
8 E. Hall. Incumbent's commission expired December 

Frank H. Clark to be postmaster at Windsor, Vt., in place of 
Poe R. Bryant. Incumbent’s commission expired February 

C. L. Gates to be postmaster at Morrisville, Vt., in place of 
eer? Ri Fisher. Incumbent's commission expired December 

1 

J. B. Kimball to be postmaster at Enosburg Falls, Vt., in place 
of Edward J. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

Michael J. Moran to be postmaster at Brattleboro, Vt., in place 
of Kittredge Haskins. Incumbent's commission expired Janu- 
ary 21, 1915. 

John Noble to be postmaster at Bethel, Vt., in place of M. W. 
Arnold, Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1915. 


VIRGINIA. 


Isaac H. Adams, jr., to be postmaster at Lynchburg, Va., in 
place of J. M. McLaughlin. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 3, 1915. 

J. L. Hart to be postmaster at Farmville, Va., in place of 
Robert W. Garnett. Incumbent's commission expired March 3, 
1915. 

Alexander T. Hull to be postmaster at Glade Spring, Va. 
Office became presidential April 1, 1915. 

©. M. Kennedy to be postmaster at St. Paul, Va., in place of 
Charles C. Bolton. Incumbent’s commission expired June 7, 
1915. 

John A. Lesner to be postmaster at Norfolk, Va., in place of 
Clinton L. Wright. Incumbent’s commission expired June 7, 
1915. 

George H. Levi to be postmaster at Berryville, Va., in place of 
Benjamin F. Foley, deceased. 

W. OC. Spencer to be postmaster at Victoria, Va., in place of 
James T. Waddill. Incumbent's commission expired April 20, 
1915. 

WASHINGTON. 


Charles F. Bensel to be postmaster at Colfax, Wash., in place 
of J. H. Sherfey. Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 
1916. 

T. Earl Brittain to be postmaster at Tonasket, Wash. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1915. 

J. ©. Crane to be postmaster at St. John, Wash., in place of 
Peter N. Johnson, resigned. 

Henry C. Dahlby to be postmaster at Kirkland, Wash. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1915. 

G. A. B. Dovell to be postmaster at Buckley, Wash., in place 
of Sherman E. Huntley, resigned. 

Antoine Faucher to be postmaster at Ritzville, Wash., in place 
of W. D. Smith, resigned. 

J. H. Gill to be postmaster at Washtucna, Wash., in place of 
anda Volz. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 
1915. 

Grover C. Houtchens to be r at Waitsburg, Wash., 
in place of Anna Arnold. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 21, 1915. 


Wilson Howe to be postmaster at Tenino, Wash., in place of 
J. F. Canon, deceased. 

T. H. McCleary to be postmaster at Centralia, Wash., in place 
of J. M. Benedict, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 1, 1915. 

J. M. MeGifford to be postmaster at Lacrosse, Wash. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

George B. Ragsdale to be postmaster at Sedro Woolley, Wash., 
in place of Hiram Hammer. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1915. 

S. A. Stanfield to be postmaster at Odessa, Wash., in place of 
Lewis C. Weik, resigned. 

Alice Sullivan to be postmaster at Spangle, Wash. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1915. 

Harvey L. Tibbals to be postmaster at Port Townsend, Wash., 
in place of A. F. Learned. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 20, 1915. 

E. J. Tramill te be postmaster at Oakesdale, Wash., in place 
of Fred W. Miller, resigned. 

©. M. Vaupel to be postmaster at Tekoa, Wash., in place of 
sre E. Truax. Incumbent's commission expires January 18, 
1916. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


Zackwell M. Ayers to be postmaster at Cass, W. Va. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1915. 

J. H. S. Barlow to be postmaster at Grafton, W. Va., in place 
of Ernest L. Love. Incumbent's commission expired December 
14, 1915. 

Thomas E. Hodges to be postmaster at Morgantown, W. Va., 
in place of Frank L. Bowman. Incumbent's commission expired 
May 25, 1915. 

W. Jack Hunter to be postmaster at Berkeley Springs, W. Va., 
in place of Simeon S. Buzzard. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

Philip H. Keys to be postmaster at Keyser, W. Va., in place of 
yer’ — Huffman. Incumbent's commission expired December 
1 z 

Edgar J. Loy to be postmaster at Romney, W. Va., in place of 
Thomas E. Pownall. Ineumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 14, 1915. 

S. C. Young to be postmaster at Charles Town, W. Va., in place 
of Henry N. Bradley. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 14, 1915. 


WISCONSIN. 


John §. Barry to be postmaster at Phillips, Wis., in place of 
Herman Anderson, resigned. 


A. J. Bolger to be postmaster at Minocqua, Wis. Office became 


presidential July 1, 1915. 

Lawrence Clancey to be postmaster at East Troy, Wis., in 
place of B. F. Schwartz. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

Jens Davidson to be postmaster at Westby, Wis., in place of 
Mae „ Incumbent's commission expired December 
15, 1914. 

A. J. Dopp to be postmaster at Waukesha, Wis., in place of 
pory E. Blair. Incumbent’s commission expired January 10, 
1915. 

William H. Dunn to be postmaster at Rice Lake, Wis., in place 
of Péter E. Olsen. Incumbent’s commission expired August 18, 
1915. 

Peter P. Dugal to be postmaster at Cadott, Wis., in place of 
Charles Marriner, removed. 

Henry H. Gleason to be postmaster at Glenwood City, Wis., 
in place of C. P. Peterson. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 15, 1914. 

Alois Goebel to be postmaster at Mount Horeb, Wis., in place of 
Henry ©. Gier. Incumbent’s commission expires December 20, 
1915. 

William Huntley to be postmaster at Neillsville, Wis., in place 
of Arthur E. Dudley. Incumbent's commission expired May 
23, 1914. 

Hans J. Jensen to be postmaster at Luck, Wis. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1915. 

John B. Kerrigan to be postmaster at Norwalk, Wis. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1914. 

Charles J. Knilans to be postmaster at Sharon, Wis., in place 
of Frank C. Densmore. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu- 
ary 12, 1914. 

Herman Lindow to be postmaster at Manawa, Wis., in place 
of John er Kinsman. Incumbent's commission expires De- 
cember 20, 19 

P. J. Love to be postmaster at Coleman, Wis. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1915. 
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W. ©. McMahon to be postmaster at Cumberland, Wis., in 


place of Herbert A. Pease. Incumbent’s commission expired 
February 17, 1915. 

Frank Mischo to be postmaster at Wabeno, Wis. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

P. T. Moore to be postmaster at Brodhead, Wis., in place of 
Alfred B. Kildow. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
28, 1915. 

James O’Hora to be postmaster at Mazomanie, Wis., in place 
3 E Parkin. Incumbent’s commission expired January 

, 1915. 

Paul A. Paulsen to be postmaster at Withee, Wis., in place of 
10 Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired February 17, 
p Elmer A. Peterson to be postmaster at Walworth, Wis., in 

place of Nathan D. Maxon. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 12, 1914. 

George I. Richmond to be postmaster at Lodi, Wis., in place 
of Samuel W. Everson, Incumbent’s commission expires De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

W. W. Sanders to be postmaster at Osceola, Wis., in place of 
1 Downend. Incumbent's commission expired February 
17, 1915. 

John J. Scanlan to be postmaster at Fennimore, Wis., in place 
of C. P. Brechler. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
20, 1915. 

Henry R. Schumann to be postmaster at Kohler, Wis. Office 
became presidential April 1, 1915. 

Clare L. Shearer to be postmaster at Eagle, Wis. Office 
became presidential October 1, 1914. 

William Shenkenberg to be postmaster at Waterford, Wis., in 
place of Alfred J. Topp. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 6, 1915. 

Charles W. Steele to be postmaster at Beloit, Wis., in place 
of D. B. Worthington. Incumbent’s commission expired Feb- 
ruary 17, 1915. 

Ray C. Stewart to be postmaster at Clinton, Wis., in place of 
Fred R. Helmer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11, 
1915. 

C. M. Tallman to be postmaster at Delevan, Wis., in place of 
Edward Morrissey. Incumbent’s commission expired August 21, 
1915. 

William Wagner to be postmaster at Thorp, Wis., in place of 
George Burke, resigned. 

Thomas Walsh to be postmaster at Oregon, Wis., in place of 
Donald H. McGill. Incumbent's commission expired December 
15, 1914. 

Carl Whitaker to be postmaster at Chetek, Wis., in place of 
John W. Bell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 17, 
1915. 

Henry E. Zimmermann to be postmaster at Burlington, Wis., 
in place of P. M. Jacobson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
December 20, 1915. 

John A. Zimpelmann to be postmaster at Eagle River, Wis., 
in place of Fred G. McIntyre, removed. 

WYOMING. 

Mary Isabelle Crilly to be postmaster at Hanna, Wyo., in 
place of Perle R. Harrin, resigned. 

Signa E. Gilkey to be postmaster at Buffalo, Wyo., in place 
of Wilbur P. Keayes. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1915. 

James L. Masters to be postmaster at Torrington, Wyo., in 
place of William E. Landau, resigned. 

C. E. Russell to be postmaster at Moorcroft, Wyo., in place of 
Icy S. Green, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 16, 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSIONER. 
C. C. McChord, of Kentucky, to be an Interstate Commerce 
Commissioner. 
COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Samuel Iredell, of Bridgeton, to be collector of internal rey- 
enue for the first district of New Jersey. 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Roscoe M. Drumheller to be collector of custonis for customs 
collection district No. 30. 
STEAMBOAT-INSPECTION SERVICE. 
George W. Harney to be supervising inspector for the third 
district in the Steamboat-Inspection Service, Department of 
Commerce. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 


Ernest Lester Jones to be Superintendent of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, Department of Commerce. 


CONSUL GENERAL, 
CLASS 5. 
William H. Gale to be a consul general of class 5. 
POSTMASTERS, 
ALABAMA, 


R. E. Blackburn, jr., Uniontown, 
J. Richard Coleman, Sheffield, 
Robert M. Crump, Collinsville. 
John L. Dickinson, Brundidge. 
Margie Gardner, Aliceville. 
Moses A. George, jr., Florala. 
Harry ©. Howze, Marion. 
William V. Jacoway, Fort Payne. 
J. William Roberts, Headland, 
Clyde Oldshue, Sulligent. 

R. B. Smyer, Birmingham. 

R. F. Wheeler, Winfield. 

Agnew S. Wilson, Fulton. 


ARIZONA, 


Thomas A. Feeney, Miama. 
Henry C. Lowdermilk, Wilcox, 
Selim J. Michelson, Phoenix. 
James A. Pitts, Seligman. 
Solomon H. Snider, Winkelman. 


ARKANSAS, 


Philip N. Buchanan, Cotter. 
Fount G. Hollabaugh, Marshall, 
Claude Mann, Malvern. 

James K. Sartain, Blytheville. 
Abbie Shearer, Bearden. 

George M. Walter, Judsonia. 


COLORADO, 
John T, Adkins, Holly. 
Harry R. Aikin, Gunnison. 
William H. Bloom, Limon. 
Ralph A. Cable, Windsor. 
John A. Cross, Loveland. 
Asa P. Dickson, Westcliffe. 
James E. Hanley, Cripple Creek. 
Hester E. House, Haxtum. 
W. J. McDonald, Fowler. 
Walter S. Kemmer, Steamboat Springs, 
Serena B. Pollock, Rifle. 
Fred H. Sanderson, Hotchkiss, 
M. J. Scanlon, Lyons. 
William B. Tallant, Estes Park. 


CONNECTICUT, 


James Bride, jr., East Haddam. 
Daniel J. Carrington, Beacon Falls, 
Clifford E. Chapman, Niantic. 
William F. Delaney, New Britain. 
Charles Harrington, Essex. 
Henry Kelley, New Canaan. 
B. F. Mahan, New London. 
Egbert A. Morehouse, Kent. 
John O’Rourke, Willimantic. 
Frederick A. Reiner, Sandy Hook. 
Patrick Riley, Killingly. 
William J. Wood, Westport. 

DELAWARE, 
Levi K. Bowen, Newark. 

HAWAII 


John G. Lewis, Waipahu. 

Arthur V. Lloyd, Lahaina. 
IDAHO. 

Arno Albrecht, Bovill. 

E. T. Bowman, Payette. 

Mae G. Burr, Genesee. 

J. C. De La Mare, Oakley. 

Frederick J. Hill, Cambridge, 

Earl J. Kidd, Ashton. 

C. A. Miller, Wendell. 

John L. Rettig, Elk River. 

W. P. Shinn, Filer. 

M. A. Stronk, Twin Falls. 

Georgia Toner, Aberdeen. 

Homer W. Woodall, Soda Springs. 
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INDIANA, 


Robert J. Barkley, Moores Hill, 
Charlie E. Clark, Knightstown, 
Harry S. Fickle, Galveston. 

L. G. Harley, Plymouth. 

James B. James, Charlestown. 
Cleo B. Keckler, Parker. 

Henry W. Key, Marengo. 
Leonard B. McCarty, Carthage. 
Joseph H. McFarland, Farmland. 
Clarence E. Magers, Newport. 
Emery A. Metz, Wolcottville. 
Edward C. Miller, Fort Wayne. 
J. A. Misner, La Fontaine. 
James W. Payne, Shelburn. 
William J. Richardson, Winslow. 
Seymour A. Thompson, Kirklin. 
George H. Weninger, Hamlet. 


IOWA, 


Theodore A. Berry, Cumberland. 
George J. Boitnott, Maxwell. 
Stephen W. Burroughs, Allison. 
Patrick Doran, Coon Rapids. 
W. F. Garrison, Swea City. 

C. H. Hamilton, Wapello. 

W. J. Hoebel, Blairstown. 
George W. Hughes, Cedar Falls, 
Alva Humeston, Humeston. 

A. J. Johnson, Brighton. 

James E. Kelley, Le Mars. 

A. J. Killmer, Mason City. 
John R. Lane, Cascade. 

Barle D. Lovell, Luverne. 
James E. Lowrie, Lehigh. 

J. S. MeLuen, Guthrie Center, 
Fred H. Moss, Osage. 

D. W. Mugan, Jefferson. 

A. D. Ocheltree, Bayard. 
George T. Porter, Afton. 
Ambrose B. Robinson, Clarinda, 
Joseph M. Rosse, Lohrville. 

J. M. Schollian, Sheffield. 

E. H. Schilling, State Center. 
John J. Sloan, Williams. 
Osmond O. Stole, Roland. 
Martin D. Swenning, Doon. 
Jacob Wenger, Wayland. 


KANSAS, 


Harry S. Bearg, Robinson, 
David F. Bruner, Norton. 

II. D. Burke, Severy. 

W. A. Caldwell, Arcadia. 
Albert B. Carney, Concordia. 
Francis J. Castle, Norcatur. 
Josiah Crosby, St. Francis. 

L. B. Davis, Elk City. 
William J. Dehler, Sylvan Grove. 
Robert Durst, Moundridge. 
James W. Frazier, Lenora. 
Cecil L. Hinds, Mound Valley. 
L. W. Knight, Burlington. 
Reuben M. Long, Barnard. 
Fred G. Meyer, Hoisington. 
Tee Oldham, Leoti. 

Abraham Peters, Mullinyille. 
William C. Polley, Republic. 
James H. Rice, Kensington. 
L. T. Smith, Argonia. 

Adna D. White, Louisburg. 
John W. Willham, Clearwater. 
Charles G. Williams, Preston. 


KENTUCKY, 


W. F. Amis, Barbourville. 

J. L. Chadwick, Vanceburg. 
Ottis Conyers, Dry Ridge. 
William W. Garrott, Pembroke. 
Lorenzo E. Morris, Patesville. 
Jesse Olive, Marion. 

Martin L. Price, jr., Van Lear. 
E. E. Pritchard, Williamsburg. 
Zula D. Spradlin, Prestonsburg. 


LItI——22 


R. E. Wallace, Greenville. | 
William A. Ward, Paintsville. 
Nehemiah M. Webb, Whitesburg. 
Henry Whelan, Bardstown. 
James B. Yates, Cave City. 


MAINE, 


Harry S. Bates, Phillips. 
Forrest G. Coffin, Harrington. 
Harry A. Greenwood, Ashland. 
Elmer E. Harris, Springvale. 
Natt R. Hubbard, Kittery. 
Edwards A. Matthews, Union. 
Thomas Quinn, Millinocket. 
Hiram W. Ricker, South Poland. 
William D. Stuart, National Soldiers Home, 
E. A. Webber, Hartland. 
Frederic R. Young, Wilton. 


MISSISSIPPI, 


Emile J. Adam, Pass Christian, 
Lillie B. Carr, Sumner. 

John B. Collier, Leland. 

Daisy M. Fisher, Friar Point. 
R. N. Harris, Clarksdale. 
William J. James, Lyman. 

M. A. McMichael, Poplarville. 
Susan R. T. Perry, Tchula. 
Emma Morris Ray, Ittabena. 
Myrtle A. Tanner, Pelahatchee. 
Margaret S. Walker, Houlka. 
Rachel Corley Wood, Hazlehurst. 


MISSOURL 


Olive De Lisle, Portageville. | 
Hugh G. Harsha, Oregon. 
Joseph J. Hoeken, Hillsboro. 
William J. Jackson, Bourbon. 
John E. Layne, Elvins. 

Solon McDaniel, Urich. 

Harry P. Mason, Fayette. 
Charles E. Mayhall, Laddonia. 
W. F. Mayhall, Bowling Green. 
Charles W. Mulinex, La Belle. 
Louis O. Nelson, Bunceton. 
Elmer Ogden, Oronogo. 

John F. Patton, Albany. 
Andrew Poe, Belle. 

Jeremiah F. Poston, Leadwood, 
E. L. Potter, Advance. 

George D. Reavis, Lamonte. 
James Robinson, Chamois. 
John C. Sanders, Carterville. 
Webb Watkins, Dexter. 


MONTANA, 


Burton S. Adams, Sidney. 
Frederick A. Barney, Roy. 
John B. Farrell, Joliet. 

Helen A. Hedrix, Gilman. 

A. B. Horstmann, Whitefish. 
Wade J. Hubbell, Poplar. 
Peter J. Meloy, Townsend. 

A. N. Smith, Columbia Falls. 
Thomas J. Waddell, Stanford. 
I, T. Whistler, Browning. 


NEW JERSEY. 


William K. Blodgett, Point Pleasant. 
Francis A. Bonville, Cliffside. 
James J. Conor, Ridgefield. 
Alexander R. Corbet, Linden. 
William E. Kastendike, Haworth, 
James V. Ludlow, Tuckerton. 
Helen G. Miller, Andover. 
George W. Roe, Branchville. 
Albert A. Sickley, Springfield. 
George C. Valentine, Stanhope. 

NEVADA, 
Harry H. Mayer, Elko. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

J. H. Aiken, Hickory. 
N. A. Brown, Red Springs. 
Samuel W. Finch, Lexington. 
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H. E. Garrison, North Charlotte. 
William C. Graham, Tabor, 

John L, Miller, Concord. 

Lula E. Parker, West Raleigh. 
Norman O. Smoak, Wilkesboro, 
D. P. Stowe, Belmont. 

Sallie F. Troy, Bolton. 

J. B. Underwood, Fayetteville. 
George R. Upchurch, Norwood. 
Olive B. Webster, Siler City- 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


O. F. Leedy, Goodrich. 
J. N. MeGogy, Ashley. 
Margaret Reese, Max. 


OKLAHOMA, 


Ada L. Andrews, Poteau. 
Cora S. Brown, Waukomis. 
Loddie W. Brodie, Skiatook. 
John A. Burch, Paden. : 
Dora V. Burton, Stroud. 
Dorothy A. Collen, Avant. 
Laurence L. Dunlap, New Wilson. 
Joseph H. English, Walter. 
W. M. Erwin, Pauls Valley. 
T. E. Futrell, Porum. 
Wiliam A. Jenkins, Beggs. 
Herbert E. Malone, Dewar. 
R. R. Morris, Coweta. 

„Frank Olsmith, Guthrie. 

John C. Puryear, Wetumka. 
Mary Alleen Quarles, Fairfax, 
John E. Reasonover, Bixby. 
James N. Ross, Talihina. 
Luther B. Smith, Marietta. 
H. F. Turner, Vian. 

David W. Wells, Mountain View. 
W. B. Williamson, Okmulgee. 


OREGON, 


John J. Cooke, Oregon City. 
John H. Brooks, Silverton. 
Andrew J. Flynn, Sheridan. 
Kenneth B. Grimm, Hubbard. 
William D. Hardesty, Freewater, 
Orrin A. Kirby, Myrtle Creek. 
John M. Parry, Moro. 

Ross A. Pickering, Pilot Rock. 
T. A. Reavis, Hood River. 

David S. Young, Dufur. 


PORTO RICO, 


Mario S. Belaval, Ponce. 
Eugenio C. Manautou, Caguas. 
Jose Mayol Alcover, Utuado. 
Juan Padovani, Guayama. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Levi S. Bowers, Prosperity. 

W. S. Hite, Batesburg. 

George I. Hutchinson, Summerville, 
James C. Jennings, Pickens. 
Joseph P. Ouzts, Edgefield. 
Malcolm J. Stanley, Hampton. 
Andrew A. Stuart, McCormick. 


TEXAS, 


Frank P. Bell, Richmond. 

P. D. Chapman, Henderson. 
J. D. Cooper, Brookshire. 

J. J. Crockett, Chapel Hill, 
Harvey C. Dorton, Freeport. 
Lula Ezell, Timpson. 

J. F. Faulkner, McLean. 

W. N. Fields, Ganado, 

Lizzie Earle Halloway, Ferris, 
Newton W. Graham, Ozona. 
Mary Harrell, Waelder. 

Ella D. Harris, Angleton. 
Charles F. Hoff, Yorktown. 
J. W. A. Jackson, Canadian. 


Florence F. Kellogg, Carrizo Springs, 


D. S. Lankford, Mineola, 


A. L. McDonald, Rising Star. 

W. H. Lankford, Sherman. 

Stephen D. Ratcliff, Rateliff. 
Gustave Reininger, New Braunfels, 
Hugo E. Schuchard, Menard. 
Walter A. Thompson, Edinburg. 

A. A. Weeks, Bellevue. 

Claude Wiley, Oakwood. 


UTAH, 
L, M. Olson, Ephraim. 


VIRGINIA, 


J. S: Agnew. Burkeyille. 
Waverly S. Barrett, Dendron. 
Lillie L. Davis, National Soldiers’ Home. 
John T, Dickenson, Castlewood. 
Zachariah C. Gold, Basic. 

John B. Hanes, Dillwyn. 
Joseph W. Haydon, Irvington. 
Pierce M. Kilmartin, Waverly, 
John E. Lewis, Bluemont. 

J. R. Perfater, Saltville. 

J. B. Richardson, Marion. 
John Peter Saul, Salem. 
William W. Wood, Clarksville. 


WASHINGTON, 


R. P. Hoskyn, Oroville. 
H. T. Jones, Riverside. 
Elmer Thackston, Ione. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 
W. Jack Hunter, Berkeley Springs. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Tuurspay, December 16, 1915. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, give us a larger, a deeper faith in 
Thee and our fellow men; a hope that shall lead us upward and 
onward to larger life and nobler living; a love so profound and 
far-reaching that it may go out in sympathy and good will to 
all mankind. The past is gone, the future is a sealed book; the 
present alone is ours. May we meet the duties and responsi- 
bilities of to-day with courage and fidelity and be the better 
prepared to meet the duties and responsibilities of to-morrow, 
that we may pass on our way rejoicing in life and its far-reach- 
ing purposes, leaving the results to Thee who knoweth the 
beginning and the end. For Thine is the kingdom and the power 
and the glory forever. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. MANN. To correct the Journal. I notice that it states 
in two places, where bills were called up on call of the commit- 
tees and considered by unanimous consent at the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apamson], “ no prior report hav- 
ing been made.” ‘They were considered by unanimous con- 
sent notwithstanding they had not been printed as reported. 
The Journal ought not to show that unanimous consent was 
given and the request made because no prior report had been 
made, because a prior report would not be made in any case. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be 
made. [There was no objection.) Without objection, the Jour- 
nal as amended will be agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. GarLrivan, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of 
absence indefinitely, on account of illness. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 

was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 

itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

the Union for the consideration of House joint resolution No. 59. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union to consider House joint resolu- 
tion No. 59. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And pending that motion, I would like to ask 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] if there is any chance 
of our agreeing on a time for general debate? 

Mr. MANN. This is the beginning of the session, and it is a 
very important proposition. We have had a great many requests 
on this side for time, which I think would take, reasonably 
granted, at least 12 hours. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Does not the gentleman consider it mighty 
important that this resolution should pass and go to the Senate 
to-day? 

Mr. MANN. I think it is more important it should be prop- 
erly considered. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I would like to say to the gentleman that we 
are perfectly willing, if it is satisfactory to him, to give his side 
3 hours and we take an hour and 15 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I can understand why that side of the House 
does not want to discuss such a nefarious proposition, but this 
side of the House would like to discuss a lot of the items included 
in this law proposed to be extended that are utterly unjust. I 
can not consent to that arrangement for time. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Question, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin] that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of House joint resolution No. 59, “ Extending the provisions 
of the act entitled ‘An act to increase the internal revenue, and 
for other purposes,’ approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 
1916,” with Mr. FrrzcEeracp in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of House 
joint resolution No. 59, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) extending the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, ane for other 
purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 


Resolved, ctc., That the provisions of the act gabe cae act to 
increase the internal revenue, and for other purposes,” roved Octo- 
ber 22, 1914 (Stat. L., vol. 38, pp. 745-764), are s in full force 
and oS until and includin. ber 31, 1916. 

BSEC, That the appropria on for salaries and expenses of collectors 
of 2 revenue, deputy collectors, surveyors, clerks, messengers, 
and itors in internal-revenue offices for the fiscal year 1916 is made 
available for all expenses arising under the provisions of this joint 
eee ou oe — last Inia = = fiscal year 9 pe 
ofice of the the’ 8 — of Internal Revenue in the District of 

olum 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Krrcutin] is recognized for one hour. [Applause.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a brief 
statement as to the necessity for this bill. When it was passed 
the House considered that the European war would last only, 
or not as long as, a year, and we therefore limited the operation 
of the bill to one year—that is, to December 31, 1915. But the 
war has continued and has no prospect of an early conclusion, 
and your committee thought it was necessary, and, in fact, we 
absolutely know it is necessary, to reenact this bill. According 
to the customs receipts while the Underwood law was in opera- 
tion before the European war began, we lost from revenues at 
least $59,000,000 in the last fiscal year. We have also lost 
about $26,000,000 from the internal revenue on distilled spirits, 
fermented liquors, and tobacco, making at least $85,000,000. 

Now, this revenue bill produces about $80,000,000 a year. The 
next half of the fiscal year 1916 it is estimated that it will 
collect, if extended, $41,000,000. If not extended, there will be 
a deficit in the Treasury at the end of the fiscal year of $81,- 
525,000. It is absolutely necessary that Congress shall provide 
some way in which to raise that amount of revenue. Even if 
we extend this act, and even if we later extend the sugar 
clause—that is, strike out the free-list sugar clause of the Un- 
derwood tariff bill—we will then have a deficit of about 
$6,000,000 a month for the remainder of the fiscal year; but 
if we do not extend this act and do not strike out the free-list 
Clause in the sugar act, we will have a deficit of $81,525,000. 

We Democrats know, of course, that this bill is unpopular. 
We know that no tax is popular in times of peace. It is difficult 
to write a tax bill that will appeal to the judgment and gain 
the approval of any man, but the country placed this Govern- 
ment and its finances in the control of the Democratic Party. 


The necessity exists to raise a certain amount of revenue. The 
deficits are there, and I believe that we would be unworthy of 
the record of the Democrats under this administration if we 
did not have the courage and the patriotism to do the unpopular 
thing and arrange sufficient revenues to meet the absolute neces- 
sities of the Government. 

We think that it is absolutely necessary that this joint reso- 
lution should be passed to-day. Gentlemen here and at the 
other end of the Capitol wish to go home and have a recess by 
Saturday, and this resolution should be passed before the ex- 
piration of the life of the emergency tax law of October 22, 1914. 
It expires December 31, 1915. If we should fail to pass it now, 
then it would take after the holidays, I think, from two to three 
months to pass any bill to supply any deficits. 

Mr. GARNER. And in that case there will not be any holi- 


ys. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And it is probable, as my friend from Texas 
[Mr. Garner] suggests, that if we do not pass it there will not 
be any holidays. But, as I say, it is absolutely necessary to pass 
it before December 31, 1915. Otherwise we would be thrown 
into the necessity of going to the expense, when we did pass 
such a bill hereafter, of completely reorganizing the whole 
internal-revenue force, and I do ask and appeal to every Demo- 
crat here to yote for this joint resolution, because it is abso- 
lutely necessary, unpopular as it may be. 

I desire now to reserve the balance of my time, and I shall 
discuss the matter at length in closing the debate. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman reserve his time? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp- 
NEY] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Krrehix] said that they, the 
Democrats, were now moved to do the unpopular but patriotic 
thing in passing this law. They are forced to pass this law in 
order to save the Treasury of the United States from bankruptcy. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

My Democratic friends, you and I disagree politically; in no 
other way. Under the Underwood tariff law the free-sugar 
clause, so called, places sugar on the free list on the 1st day of 
May next. Under that law sugar has yielded to this Govern- 
ment in customs receipts for nine months of this calendar year 
$45,000,000, and if for the remaining three months sugar yields 
a proportionate amount of revenue, the customs receipts on sugar 
this year will amount to $60,000,000. The total customs receipts 
for the calendar year 1915 will yield a fraction less than $200,- 
000,000. Sixty million dollars, as I have said, from imported 
sugar. You are compelled, in order to save your Treasury from 
a deficit, to extend this law and to repeal the free-sugar clause 
in the Underwood Tariff Act, not because you want to, but be- 
cause you are obliged to. 

During the last seven months prior to the war in Europe, at 
which time the Underwood Tariff Act was in effect, imports which 
were made were more than $100,000,000 greater than in any cor- 
responding month in any previous year in all our history, and 
customs receipts during that period averaged about $22,200,000 
a month, or an average of about $5,000,000 per month less than 
was collected under the Payne Tariff Act. For the last eight 
months of this calendar year, to the Ist day of November, the 
foreign imports, notwithstanding the war in Europe, exceeded 
the imports for the same period under the Payne tariff law in 
ested by $56,000,000, and the customs receipts were $77,000,000 
ess. 

It is not due to the war in Europe that the condition of the 
Treasury of the United States to-day is chaotic. It is due to 
your tariff law. [Applause on the Republican side.] If you 
were to have extended the Republican tariff laws upon the 
statute books when you came into power, you would collect 
more money than the Treasury of the United States under judi- 
cious management would have used during this administration. 
I say, my friends, that notwithstanding the fact that we have 
had war in Europe all those months since the 3d day of August, 
1914, the revenues of this Government, based upon the ad yalo- 
rem rates in the Payne tariff law, would have yielded to this 
country sufficient revenues to pay the running expenses of this 
Government, [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Your Treasury to-day is in a chaotic condition. Your Treas- 
urer has changed the manner of bookkeeping in the United 
States Treasury; and if there were a national bank within the 
limits of the United States to-day that would adopt the manner 
of bookkeeping such as has been adopted in the Treasury of the 
United States, the bank examiner, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, would have every man connected 
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with that bank in jail within 24 hours. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And justly so. To carry as 
a net balance in the Treasury of the United States the money 
that is there to redeem outstanding warrants, and to show it 
ns a net balance, is a kind of bookkeeping that I was never 
taught to be correct, as little as I have been taught on book- 
keeping. 

My friends, I will not occupy a great length of time, for the 
reason that there are many other men on this side of the 
House who wish to discuss this question. But first let me say 
that the Democratic administration is boasting to-day of exces- 
sive exports, a great balance of trade, such as this country 
never before has shown. My friends, I have selected from the 
exports, as furnished by the Government in the summary, a 
list of articles that have been sent abroad because of this war 
in foreign countries, and for a period of nine months of this 
year there has been an increased exportation of $765,000,000 
of war material and a falling off of $60,000,000 in that time 
of ordinary exports. And yet you boast of that ungodly gain 
made, my friends, by the people of this country in producing 
something to place in the hands of one man in Europe to take 
the life of another. It is a deplorable profit, a deplorable balance 
of trade, and yet some boast of our grand balance of trade. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Krrcnrx] desire to use some time? 

Mr. KITCHIN. No. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. Frrzceratp, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee, haying had under consideration House joint 
resolution 59, extending the provisions of the war-revenue act, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House joint resolution 
59; and, pending that motion, I move that general debate close 
in two hours and a half; and on that I demand the previous 
question, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina moves 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
House joint resolution 59, and pending that he moves that gen- 
eral debate be limited to two hours and a half, and on that he 
demands the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. Mann) there were—ayes 164, noes 173. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 208, nays 191, 
answered “ present“ 3, not voting 30, as follows: 


Price Sears Steele, Pa. 
n Shackleford Stephens Miss. ‘Tribble 
ale Shallenberger Stephens, Nebr. Van Dyke 
Rainey Sherley Stephens, Tex. Vinson 
Raker Sherwood Stone Walker 
Randall Shouse Stout Watkins 
Rauch Sims Sumners Watson, Va. 
y Sisson Webb 
Reilly Slayden Tague Whaley 
Rouse Small Talbott Williams, W. H. 
Rubey Smith, Tex. Tavenner Wilson, Fla. 
Rucker Taylor, Ark. n, 
Russell, Mo. Stengall Taylor, Colo. Wingo 
Sabath Stedman Thomas Wise 
Saunders Steele, Iowa Thompson Young, Tex. 
NAYS—191, 
Anderson Frear Kreider Reavis 
Anthony Freeman Lafean Ricketts 
Bacharach Fuller La Follette Roberts, Nev. 
eales Gardner Lehlbach Rodenberg 
Britt Gar Lenroot Rogers 
Britten Gillett Lindbergh Rowe 
Browne, Wis, Glynn Longworth Russell, Ohio 
Browning Good Lou Schall 
Butler Gould McArthur Scott, Mich, 
Callaway G McCracken Sells 
Campbell Gray, N. J. MeCull Siegel 
Cannon Green, Iowa McFadden Sinnott 
Capstick Greene, Mass. enzie Slemp 
Carter, Mass Greene, Vt. McKinle loan 
Griest cLaughlin Smith, Idaho 
Chandler, N. Y. Guernsey Madden th, 
Charles Hadley Magee Smith, Minn. 
Chiperfield Hamilton, Mich. Mann Snell 
oleman Haskell Mapes Snyder 
Cooper, Ohio H: — — Martin Stafford 
Cooper, W. Va. Hawley Matthews Steenerson 
Cooper, Wis. Hayes eeker Stephens, Cal. 
Cople Heaton Miller, Del. terling 
Co: 0 elgesen er, Stiness 
go Hernandez Mondell Sulloway 
Cramton Hill Mooney Sutherland 
Iliard Moore, Pa. Sweet 
Dale, Vt. ds Moores, Ind. Swift 
Dallinger Hollingsworth Morgan, Okla. ‘Temple 
Danforth Hopwood or Tilson 
Darrow Howell Moss, W. Va. Timberlake 
Davis, Minn. Hull, Iowa ott Tinkham 
pse; Humphrey, Wash. Mudd Towner 
Dillon us eison Treadway 
Dowell Hutchinson Nichols, Mich, Vare 
Drukker James olan Volstead 
Dunn Johnson, S. Dak. North Walsh 
er Johnson, Wash. Norton ard 
Edmonds Kahn Oakey Wason 
Ellsworth Kearns e, Mass. Watson, Pa. 
ston Keating Parker, N. J. Wheeler 
Emerson Keister Parker, N. Y. Williams, T. S. 
Esch Kelley Peters Williams, Ohio 
Fairchild Kennedy, Iowa Platt Wilson, III. 
Farr 3 R. I. Porter Wood, Ind. 
Focht Kiess, Pa. Powers Woods, lowa 
Fordney Emp tt Young, N. Dak. 
Foss Kinkaid Ramseyer 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—3. 
Austin Roberts, Mass. Switzer 
NOT VOTING—30. 
Kere Tale ae erent 
rente a er o 
nnet Galliyan McKellar Scott, Pa. 
her Gray, Ala. Maher only 
Caldwell Hamilton, N. T. Miller, Minn. Smith, N. T. 
Da venport Hamlin 
Denison Kent 
Fess Langley Riordan 


So the previous question was ordered. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Until further notice: 

Mr. Me Kran with Mr. AUSTIN. 

Mr. Boouer with Mr. FESS. 

Mr. Davenporr with Mr. MLLER of Minnesota. 
Mr. GALLAGHER with Mr, HAMILTON of New York, 
Mr. Fretps with Mr. LANGLEY. 
Mr. Haman with Mr. SANFORD. 


Mr. Pueran with Mr. Scorr of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Gatiivan with Mr. BARCHFELD. 
Mr. Scurty with Mr. ROWLAND, 

Mr. Paveerr with Mr. Ronxnrs of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Rrorpan with Mr. Bennet. 
Mr. Apar with Mr. WINSTOw. 


. YEAS—208. 

Abercrombie Coady Garner Kitchin 

mson Collier Garrett Konop 
Aiken Connelly Glass Lazaro 
Alexander Conry Godwin, N. C. Lee 
Allen Cox Goodwin, Ar Lesher 
Aimon Crisp Gordon Lever 
Ashbrook Gray, Ind. Lewis 
Asgwell 8 Gre Liebel 
Ayres Dale, N. Y. Grin Linthicum 
Baile ables Tex. Hawn FADERS 
Barkley er N. 
Barnhart t Harrison: Lobeck 
Beakes Dewalt Hart London 
Bell Dickicson Hastings McAndrews 
Black les Hay McCUntic 
Blackmon Dih ceren McDermott 

rlan Dixon H McGillicuddy 

Brown, W. Va. Doolin Helm McLemore 
Bruckner Doolittle Helvering Mays 
Prumbaugh Doremus Henr: Montague 
Ituchanan, III. Do Hensley oon 
Buchanan, Tex. Driscoll Holland Morgan, La. 
Burgess Dupré ood Morrison 
Burke Fagan Houston Moss, Ind. 
Burnett Eagle Howard Murray 
Byrnes, 8. C. Edwards Huddleston eely 
Ryrns. Tenn. Estopinal Bupi Nicholls, S. C. 
Candler, Miss. Evans Hu Blesby 
Cantrill Farley Hull, Tenn. Oldfield 
Caraway Ferris Humphreys, Miss. Ollver 
Carew Finley Igoe Olney 
Carlin Fitzgerald Jacoway O'Shaunessy 
Carter, Okla. Flood Johnson, Ky. ermyer 
Casey Fiynn Jones age, N. C. 
Church Foster Kettner Park 
Clark, Fia. Gandy Key, Ohio Patten 
Cline ard Kincheloe u 


Mr. Lies with Mr. SWITZER. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to withdraw my vote and 
to answer “present.” I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
MCKELLAR. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered, and the 
question is on limiting debate to two hours and a half. 

Mr. MANN, On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; -and there were—yeas 212, nays 191, 


answered “ present 8, not voting 26, as follows: 


Abercromble 


Black 


Cary 

Chandler, N. Y. 
Charles 
Chiperfield 
Coleman 


Elisworth 
Elston 
rson , 
Esch 
Fairchild 
Farr 
Focht 
Fordney 


Austin 


YEAS—212. 
Dickinson Humphreys, Miss. Reill 
Dies Igoe Riordan 
Din Jacoway Rouse 
Dixon Johnson, Ky. Rubey 
Doolin Jones Rucker 
Doolittle Kettner Russell, Mo. 
Doremus Key, Ohio Sabath 
Doughton Kincheloe Saunders 
Driscoll Kitchin 
Dupré * Konop Shackleford 
Fagl lee Sherley 
gle erley 
Edwards Lesher Sherwood 
Bstopinal Lever Shouse 
Evans Lewis Sims 
Farley Liebel ‘Sisson 
ak a 333 8 
e epage mall 
Fi Ar Lloyd Smith. Tex. 
Floo beck Spar! 
Flynn London Steagall 
Foster McAndrews Stedman 
Gandy McClintic Steele, Iowa 
Gard fcDermott Steele, Pa. 
Garner McGiluicuddy Stephens, Miss. 
Garrett McLemore Stephens, Nebr. 
Glass Mays Stephens, Tex. 
Godwin, x © Montague Stone 
Moon Stout 
Gordon Morgan, La. Sumners 
Gray, Ind. Morrison ggart 
Gre Moss, Ind. Tague 
Griffin Murray Talbott 
Hamill Neely Tavenner 
Hard Nicholls, S. C. Taylor, Ark. 
Ha: Oglesby Taylor, Colo. 
8 —.——.— 
Hastings ver ompson 
y Iney Tillman 
Hayden O’Shaunessy Tribble 
He Overmyer Van Dyke 
Helm Page, N. C. Vinson 
Helvering Park Walker 
Patten Watkins 
Hensley Pou Watson, Va. 
Holland Price Webb 
Hood uin Whaley 
Houston e Williams, W. E. 
o ward Rainey Wilson, 
Huddleston Raker _ Wilson, La. 
ughes Randall Wingo 
Hulbert Rauch Wise 
Hull, Ray Young, Tex. 
NAYS—191 2 
Foss Kreider Reavis 
Frear fean Ricket 
Freeman La Follette Roberts, Nev. 
Fuller ach Rodenberg 
Gardner Lenroot Rogers 
Gillett Lindbergh Rowe 
lynn 5 Russell, Ohio 
ood u Schall 
Gould McArthur Scott, Mich. 
McCracken Sells 
Gray, N. J. McCulloch Siegel 
Green, lowa McFadden Sinnott 
Greene, Mass. McKenzie Slemp 
Greene, Vt. MeKinley Sloan 
fest McLaughlin Smith, Idaho 
Guernsey Madden Smith, Mich, 
anay Magee Smith, Minn, 
Hamilton, Mich. Mann 
Haskell Snyder 
Haugen Martin Stafford 
Hawley Matthews Steenerson 
Hayes Meeker Stephens, Cal. 
Héaton Miller, Del. Sterling 
Helgesen Miller, Minn. Stiness 
Hernandez Miller, Pa. Sulloway 
Hil. Mondell Sutherland 
H Mooney Sweet 
Hinds Moore, Pa. Swift 
Hollingsworth Moores, Ind. Temple 
opwood Morgan, Tilson 
Howell 00 ‘Timberlake 
Hull, I Moss, W. Va. m 
Humphrey, Wash. Mott Towner 
ed dd Treadway 
ene Nelson are 
Jam Nichols, Mich. Volstead 
2 S. Dak. Nolan alsh 
Johnson, Wash. North Ward 
Kahn Norton Wason 
Kearns Watson, Pa. 
Keating Paige, Mass. Wheeler 
Keister Par er, N.J. 8, T. S. 
elley Parker, N. Y. Williams, Ohio 
Kennedy, hows. Peters Wilson, III. 
ig — R. I. Platt Wood, Ind. 
owers Woods, Iowa 
tt Young, N. Dak. 
Kinkaid Ramseyer 


ANSWERED “PRESENT "—3. 
Roberts, Mass. Switzer 


NOT VOTING—26. 


Adair Garland Loft Sanford 
| Barehfeld Gray, Ala. McKellar Scott, Pa. 
Bennet Hamilton, N. Y. Maher ony 
Fess Hamlin Pad. Smith, N. Y. 
Gallazh 2 — Port * 
er ey er 
Gallivan Lieb Rowland 


So the motion was agreed to. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Maner with Mr. Fess. 

Mr. Lorr with Mr. Bennet. 

Mr. Smrrx of New York with Mr. PORTER. 

The SPEAKER. On this question there are 212 yeas and 191 
nays. The motion is agreed to. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House joint resolution 
59; and, pending that, I ask unanimous consent that I control 
an hour and a quarter of the time and the gentleman from 
Michigan, Mr. Forpney, control an hour and a quarter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that he control one half of the time and the 
gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Forpney, the other half. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina to go into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. FITZGERALD 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of House joint resolution 59, extending the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and 
> approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 
the Olerk will 
lerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


olved, etc., That the provisions of the act entitled“ An act to in- 
se the internal ae and for other elusive), fr approved October 
1514 (Stat. L., vol. 88, PP: 745-764, inclusive), are continued in full 
force and effect until and incl 3 1 31, 
Sec. 2. That the th jp nce Bagi salaries 5 expenses of Bias 
—.— of internal revenue, 1 ae surveyors, clerks, m 
sengers, and tors in inte: -revenue offices for the fiscal year 1916 
is made a le for all Eeo arising under the provisions of this 
joint resolution durin, st half of the fiscal year 1916, including 
aot yy 86.050 wy payment of necessary personal ces in the 
ice of 


An the Commissioner of Internal Revenue in the District of Co 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HULL]. 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the necessities, as 
well as the merits of the pending resolution, were fully discussed 
and considered by this House in September of last year. The 
conditions imperatively necessitating the continuance of the 
present emergency tax law are even more apparent now than 
they were-then. I had no intention of consuming any of the 
time, therefore, in the further discussion of this measure, and 
except for the strange and unexpected and unfair attitude as- 
51 5 by gentlemen on the other side 1 should have remained 

ent. 

We are confronted by a Republican minority which seems to 
be disappointed, desperate, and mad. They seem to be mad 
because their wonderful prophecies of dire calamity that would 
sweep over this country under a Democratic administration and a 
Democratic tariff law have been blown to atoms and have proven 
false in every particular. They appear to be desperate because 
under this administration and under the present tariff law we 
did not have a recurrence of those awful calamitous conditions 
that visited this country under the panic of 1907, when the Ding- 
ley high-protective tariff law was in operation. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Amen. [Applause.] 

Mr. HULL of Tennessee. And of similar and even worse con- 
ditions that came upon this country in the early nineties, when 
the McKinley high-protective tariff law was in operation, and of 
still worse conditions which visited this country in 1873, when 
the Morrill high-protective tariff law was in operation, which 
was supposed and known to be a high-protective tariff law. 

What is our situation, Mr. Chairman? I had assumed that in 
this great body of intelligent and supposedly patriotic gentle- 
men a ee 2 of the committee's report recommending the 
passage of the pending resolution would have satisfied any man 
who would be inclined to respond to the dictates of peri duty 
and public patriotism. But not so. We are at once confronted 
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by gentlemen on the other side in the most narrow, vindictive, 
and bigoted spirit of partisanship, attempting at this critical 
time in the affairs cf the country and the affairs of the world to 
haggle over the precise method, the particular details, by which 
Congress, in response to the request of the President and the 
Treasury Department, shall meet a most serious emergency due 
to war conditions. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not a country 
on this planet to-day that has not had this precise question, 
this precise situation, as to emergency taxes, to deal with dur- 
ing the past few months. I here and now challenge any geutle- 
man on the other side to name a single country that has not had 
this precise emergency reyenue situation to deal with during the 
past few months. And yet gentlemen on the other side, in feigned 
astonishment and for the sole purpose of playing politics, rise 
here and undertake to impede the passage of this measure, 
which every citizen in this country at all intelligent knows is 
absolutely urgent and necessary. Canada over here lost 28 per 
cent of her customs revenues during the first few months of the 
war and levied a stamp tax on everything that could be found 
to meet the deficiency. Japan lost $41,000,000 of her customs 
revenue during the first four months, and has been busy, as we 
have, undertaking to replenish the deficiency. 

Every South American Republic lost on an average 50 per 
cent of its imports during the first few months of the war, and 
they were obliged to issue bonds, to borrow money, to declare a 
general state of moratorium, and still, in the face of these 
facts and in the face of the further facts that Spain, the Scan- 
dinavian countries, Switzerland, Holland, and every other peace 
country on earth has had to deal with this emergency treasury 
situation, we are not permitted, without the injection of narrow, 
hide-bound partisanship, to pass a little tax resolution, the neces- 
sity for which is apparent to everyone. Over in the Canadian 
Parliament, in the South American legislative bodies, and in 
parliaments of Europe, where these emergency revenue matters 
have arisen during the war, the members, without respect to 
partisanship, but in the spirit of the highest patriotism, have 
risen as one man and voted through such legislation as was nec- 
essary to tide over the situation. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I must confess, Mr. Chairman, that this is a new kind of 
patriotism which some of our friends on the other side are under- 
taking to bring into notice. It seems to be a political patriotism, 
a patriotism that places politics far above a high public duty 
and love of country. It would appear to be a kind of hyphenated 
patriotism. [Laughter and applause on Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORDNEY], 
to my deep regret and disappointment, undertook, in a spirit 
as venomous and vicious as it was ignorant, to criticize the 
Treasury Department for having corrected, in accordance with 
a piece of Republican legislation, the daily publication showing 
the exact and accurate condition of the Treasury. He says 
that the Treasury Department would have been imprisoned if 
they had been in the same category as national banks for having 
made these changes, which every expert accountant in the United 
States will say are accurate and true. 

In 1890, under the administration of President Harrison, 
there was a deficit confronting the administration. Hon. John 
Sherman drew and secured the passage of a measure under 
the terms of which money deposited in the National Treasury 
to redeem national-bank notes should go into the general fund 
under the head of miscellaneous, and that the notes directed 
to be retired should be classed as a part of the public debt. 
Complying with the exact letter of that law, one part of the 
change, which the gentleman from Michigan so viciously con- 
demned, was made to conform to it. Again, the gentleman from 
Michigan seems to set the pace of those on his side of the House, 
which is, on every occasion during the coming session and the 
coming year, to undertake to hinder and impede the efforts of 
the majority to deal with the important legislative questions 
of the country. So far as I am concerned, Mr. Chairman, I 
want to notify the gentleman from Michigan now that I do not 
on my part as one Democrat among several millions intend to 
assume the defensive, in view of the wonderful record of hon- 
esty in the administration of every department of this Govern- 
ment, with its absolute freedom from scandal in every respect, 
with a record of constructive achievement that challenges the 
comparison of any former administration; and I want to say 
to the gentleman that during this session and during next 
year, so far as I am concerned, I propose to go out with other 
Democrats in an aggressive manner, without explanation or 
apology, standing flat-footed upon this record of honesty and 
constructive ability on the part of the present administration, 
and to meet them in the open field of battle. I do not propose 
to assume the defensive, to be dodging, to be evading, to be 
halting, or hesitating whenever some gentleman, purely for 


partisan purposes, undertakes to impede legislation or to thwart 
ve pameus of the majority. [Applause on the Democratic 

e. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to show, as I conceive it, the utter in- 
consistency and utter lack of patriotism on the other side. When 
the Spanish-American War came on and they were in the ma- 
jority, they made no suggestion or offer to attempt a general 
overhauling of the tariff law, although the Dingley tariff of that 
year was yielding oniy $147,000,000, as against $176,000,000 for 
the previous year under the Wilson bill. No; their attention 
Was not on that subject at that time, as it seems to be now, 
The first thing they did was to issue 8199.000,000 of bonds and 
throw their proceeds into the National Treasury. They had a 
general balance of $118,000,000 in the Treasury. The next 
thing they did was to call upon their colleagues in Congress to 
aid in passing a comprehensive emergency tax law, from which 
the present law was identically taken. They did that, and 
within 12 months’ time, although the danger then was not so 
great as the danger and the necessity is now, they thus threw 
into the National Treasury more than $300,000,000. But on 
this present occasion, when they are called upon in a spirit of 
nonpartisanship and of earnest patriotism to perform a duty 
that is as plain as it is urgent, we are confronted only by an 
exhibition of narrow, blind, stand-pat partisanship. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one 
of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a joint resolution and bills of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 61. Joint resolution authorizing payment of the 
salaries of officers and employees of Congress for December, 
1915; ` 

H. R. 663. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Citizens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Burlington Iowa; and 

H. R. 3638. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution of the following title, in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested : 

S. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to transfer the Government 
exhibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to 
the Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Vice President had ap- 
pointed Mr. Jones and Mr. Lane members of the joint com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate as provided for in the act of 
February 16, 1889, as amended by the act of March 2, 1895, 
entitled “An act to authorize and provide for the disposition 
of useless papers in the executive departments,” for the dis- 
position of useless papers in the Treasury Department. 


INTERNAL REVENUE. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN]. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, when a great political 
party introduces a measure imposing $80,000,000 in taxes and 
presents it for immediate passage without affording any oppor- 
tunity for correcting its conceded injustice and imperfections, 
it becomes the duty of the leaders of that party to frankly con- 
fess that an emergency exists which brooks no delay and to 
frankly and clearly set forth the condition of the national 
finances. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Kircuin], 
the distinguished leader of the majority, has accepted this duty 
and has performed it on his part; but the administration, 
whose announcements have been heralded abroad by the press, 
not only has refused to admit the existence of the emergency 
but has carefully concealed the condition of the Treasury, and 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HULL], who has just spoken, 
has followed the administration regardless of where it led him. 

On the second day of this session the President of the United 
States addressed Congress on the condition of the state of the 
Union in general, and, among other things, on the condition and 
state of the Treasury. It had been announced beforehand that 
he would recommend enlargements of the Army and Navy, which 
would enormously increase our annual expenditures. These ex- 
penditures had in the last fiscal year heavily exceeded the re- 
ceipts, and the balance in the Treasury continued to shrink as 
each day went by. I hoped, therefore, that when the President 
called upon Congress to furnish additional revenue that a full 
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and accurate statement of the condition of the Treasury and of 
the demands which were likely to be made upon it would be set 
forth in his message. I knew, of course, that in these seasons 
of shrinkage in revenue and increase of deficits, the inevitable 
attributes of a Democratic administration, such a statement 
would be somewhat humiliating and anything but pleasant read- 
ing for the American people. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
It necessarily involved a confession of failure on the part of the 
Democratic Party to properly manage the finances of the coun- 
try, but unless it was made the country would not understand 
how nearly exhausted the Treasury was and what it would need 
in the future. The administration not only owed such a state- 
ment to this House for the proper consideration of this bill, but 
it owed it to the Nation, and probably the mass of the people 
thought they received it, but they did not. The fatal faculty of 
our Democratic friends for mixing their imagination with their 
mathematics was everywhere manifest [laughter], and the state- 
ment which was furnished was misleading and incorrect to an 
astonishing degree. 

Let me emphasize at this point that I am not holding the 
President responsible for the figures he gave in his message, 
which, of course, were furnished under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. I would not want to make that 
kind of a charge against the Chief Executive. It is too serious. 
Besides it was unnecessary for him to make computations when 
he had a calculator in his family; and what reason, indeed, 
could be given why he should not rely on the Secretary of the 
Treasury for any figures that he should give out? If, then, we 
wish to obtain an explanation of the surprising figures found in 
the message, we must turn to the source of his information. 

For myself, I wished to learn particularly how and where the 
President had discovered that on June 30 last there was a bal- 
ance in the Treasury of $104,170,105.78. On that date I had re- 
ceived a statement; issued by the Treasury Department, stating 
that the balance was $82,025,716.03. This difference of $22,- 
000,000, while it may seem small in comparison with some other 
changes, I thought was worth looking after in interest of the pub- 
lic. At this point I recalled that the Secretary of the Treasury 
had recently given the press a statement in which the conditions 
of the Treasury was set forth in glowing colors. You may re- 
member that this statement was published in the newspapers, 
and that it not only represented that there was now a large bal- 
ance on hand, but also that there would be the comfortable sur- 
plus of $76,000,000 in the Treasury at the end of the fiscal year 
of 1916, if the present taxes were continued. As this statement 
appears to be the one upon which the President based the figures 
used in his message, and is repeated in the report of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury it becomes necessary to analyze it. 

It is not often that one can introduce a flavor of romance into 
cold figures, but Mr. McAdoo has done it. [Laughter.] The 
statement of the condition of our national finances which he 
gave to the press is one of the most interesting of the recent 
works of fiction, although probably not one of the “best 
sellers.” [Laughter.] After examining it, I was irresistibly 
reminded of one of the famous characters in Dickens’s works— 
Mr. Micawber, in the novel “ David Copperfield.” Mr. Micaw- 
ber was the originator of the celebrated maxim— Annual 
income £20, annual expenses £19 6s.; result, happiness; an- 
nual income £20, annual expenses £20 6s.; result, misery "— 
an expression peculiarly adapted to the condition of the Na- 
tional Treasury under the present Democratic régime. But 
Mr. Micawber was an optimist, and, like the Secretary of 

the Treasury, present deficits did not oceupy his mind so 
much as visions of a large surplus in the future. Diekens's 
famous character has often been considered an exaggeration, 
but Mr. Micawber’s peculiar characteristics are portrayed in 
. this statement of the Secretary of the Treasury. Let us see 
What the real facts are with reference to the condition of the 
Treasury, and compare them with the statement of Mr. McAdoo 
‘and the outline presented by the President's message. 

On June i of last year the balance in the Treasury was less 
‘than $15,000,000, according to the daily statement. At that 
time nearly $30,000,000 of the resources of the Treasury con- 
sisted of subsidiary silver and other minor coins. It was 
obvious that if the Government was ealled upon to meet its de- 
mand obligations it would have to dip into this fund of nickels, 
dimes, quarters, and so forth, and the balance in the 
began to look like “thirty cents,” indeed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TOWNER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will. 

Mr. TOWNER. I notice that the President said in his address 
that this is an “available balance.” Will the gentleman be 


kind enough to give the House what is meant by “ available 
balance” in the Treasury? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I can not state what is meant by an 
“ available balance“ in the Treasury as understood by the Presi- 
dent, but I will give the House my opinion of what an available 
balance is later on. 

About this time the Treasury, through the collectors of inter- 


nal revenue, began to send out frantic calls for help, requesting 


everyone to send in their income tax as soon as possible, and the 


balance began to rise. On the last day of June $44,000,000 was 
paid in and it reached $82,000,000, including silver bullion, sub- 


sidiary silver, minor coins, and so forth, and everything else 


that could then be thought of. 


Do you ask how this $82,000,000 could be changed to 
$104,000,000? Of course the change should not surprise you, 
as changes are always in order with this administration. The 
message that contained these interesting figures announced a 
very important change of policy with reference to the Army 
and Navy which would affect the Treasury. Prior to this time 
the form of the daily statement had been changed and the sum- 
mary of the receipts and disbursements for the year given in 
the daily statement of June 30 last is different from that given 
by the Secretary in his report recently received by Congress, 
A still more surprising change in the Treasury accounts will be 
found later. Everyone has heard of the postmaster who said 
that the administration could not change quicker than he could, 
but he was referring to a different administration—he had 
never held office under Mr. Wilson. If he tried to keep up with 
this administration, he would find himself hopelessly distanced 
on the first quarter of the track. 

Evidently this balance of $82,000,000 in the Treasury on June 
30 as then made up did not seem large enough to Mr. McAdoo 
[laughter], as he added to it over $19,000,000 from the national 
bank note redemption fund and over $2,000,000 cash deposits 
that he said were included in the revised details, although 
not received by the Treasury until after that date. [Laughter.] 
In this way he succeeded in bringing the balance up to a little 
over $104,000,000, as before stated. His excuse for including 
the amount due of the bank note redemption fund in the as- 
sets is that it was made by law a part of the public debt and 
was included therein; but it was a current liability, changing 
from day to day, payable on demand, which could not properly 
be part of a working balance. As to the cash deposits, as 
a matter of course they had never been counted except on the 
day they were received. An interesting fact in relation to this 
two million and odd dollars of cash deposits which the Secre- 
tary counts as of June 30, although not received until July 1, 
is that the balance in the Treasury on July 1 dropped to 
$76,157,831.33, including the selfsame cash deposits which Mr, 
McAdoo now counts in with those of the day before. Apparently 
the Treasury officials had been doing some window dressing“ 
by withholding large payments until after the fiscal year. This 
would not matter so much if Mr. McAdoo had not taken this 
same balance of June 30, which he had raised $22,000,000, and 
in his press statement made the amount of the balance the 
same for July 1 as for June 30, namely, $104,170,105.78, when 
the daily statement for July 1 showed that there was in fact 
only a little over $76,000,000 on that day. Even if we include 
the amount of the redemption fund for July 1, which was 
$19,484,788, Mr. McAdoo’s press statement would be over 
$8,000,000 in error for July 1. These changes aptly exemplify 
Mr. McAdoo’s financial genius. We have had some great Secre- 
taries of the Treasury, but never before one who could succeed in 
haying the same deposit credited on two different days or who 
could change a liability into an asset. 

However remarkable the statement prepared by Mr. McAdoo 
and used by the President may seem, it is modest compared to 
some of the figures created by the Secretary. 

After June 1 for the next three months the balance shrunk 
over $35,000,000, or nearly $12,000,000 per month. The excess of 
disbursements was larger than for the same months of 1914, and 
at the same rate for three months more would have found the 
Treasury practically empty. The balance in the Treasury as 
found in the daily statement of September 30 last was $40,- 
898,894.97. The situation was somewhat alarming, but Mr. 
McAdoo promptly arose to the occasion. In fact, he took a 
Zeppelin excursion into the clouds and marked the balance up 
overnight to $128,063,545.23. Webster said Hamilton smote the 
rock of the public resources and abundant streams of revenue 
gushed forth, but Hamilton never achieved such a stroke as this. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] With such a Secretary 
it is evident that our Treasury never can become bankrupt, no 
matter how much the disbursements may exceed the receipts. 
But do you ask how the Secretary arrived at these figures? 
Easy enough. He not only put in the amount of the redemption 
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fund before referred to, but included $61,089,225.97 which had 
been placed to the credit of disbursing officers with which to 
meet various debts of the Government. It was very simple, but 
somehow no one had ever thought of it before, and consequently 
disbursing officers’ balances after being taken out of the Treas- 
ury were not counted as if they were still in it. 

What I have said does not present a complete view of the 
statement given to the press by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
In it he hopefully predicted that the disbursements for the 
ensuing fiscal year would be less than for the previous year. 
At the outset I had a distinct reluctance to accept his prophecies, 
remembering his predictions for the year before, and that 
when June 1 came the disbursements had exceeded the re- 
ceipts by $64,165,416.78, according to the daily statement to 
which I always adhere. These figures, of course, have been 
changed also and are now given differently in the report of the 
Secretary and in the President’s message. The excess of dis- 
bursements oyer receipts as given in the Secretary’s report is 
$57,442.509.75. I pass this over, as one who is reviewing the 
changes in the reports can hardly afford to pay attention to 
little discrepancies of six or seven millions. 

I have not time to take up in detail the estimates made for the 
fiscal year of 1916, but why should the Secretary of the Treasury 
estimate the disbursements for 1916 at $7,000,000 less for this 
fiscal year than for 1915? Instead of being less, it is extremely 
likely that they will need many millions more, as it will take 
at least $10,000,000 to make up the deficiency in the Post Office 
revenues alone. According to the Secretary’s own estimates, the 
disbursements will exceed the receipts by $27,000,000, even if 
the war tax and sugar duties are continued. How serious the 
situation is can best be understood by considering the condition 
of the Treasury for the last month, in which there were many 
days when, if the amount of subsidiary silver coin, minor coin, 
silver bullion, bank-note redemption fund, and disbursing officers’ 
credits were deducted, the balance would actually be on the 
wrong side, The President told us quite properly that there 
should be a working balance of $50,000,000 in the Treasury. 
This bill will not satisfy the needs of the Treasury. There will 
be no such working balance in the Treasury at the end of the 
fiscal year unless additional taxes are laid above those provided 
by the bill and now in force. The working balance and the 
McAdoo balance are two very different things. 

When we consider the necessities of the Treasury for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1917, we are informed by Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD, the very able chairman of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, that at least $137,000,000 of additional reyenue will 
be required for the increase asked for by the War and Navy 
Departments. Then there are other large items which must 
be included—at least $5,000,000 for railroads in Alaska, to 
say nothing of any appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
public buildings, Reclamation Service, and $40,000,000 for the 
Ship-purchase bill. How, under these conditions, it can be 
considered that it will be sufficient for the next fiscal year, 1917, 
to obtain $112,000,000 of new revenue, as stated in the Presi- 
dent’s message, is beyond me. It would seem that $150,000,000 
or $200,000,000 additional would be nearer the amount required, 
which, of course, can not be definitely determined until the 
appropriation bills are made up. 

Whatever may be thought with reference to the additional 
revenue needed, it is quite plain that the administration has 
brought the Treasury dangerously near bankruptcy, and by 
twisting and shifting its methods of bookkeeping has sought 
to conceal the real situation. The burdensome and vexatious 
direct taxes which have been levied in times of peace are clearly 
insufficient to maintain a reasonable working balance in the 
Treasury, but the prospect is that the American people will 
have still more stamps to moisten, in view of the need of the 
Treasury for additional revenue and the disposition of the 
administration to put the burden of its failure upon those who 
ought not to bear it. The Micawber of the Treasury will 
doubtless continue to exploit his visions, but out of all these 
masses of contradictory figures, in spite of the fog with which 
they have been covered, the people will understand that the 
National Treasury no longer has a real working balance. 

Mr. Speaker, much will be said at this session with reference 
to proper preparation for defense, and we will be told that 
war may come suddenly and unexpectedly, like a bolt from a 
clear sky. Such being the situation, the first preparation that 
we should make is to create in the Treasury a free fund of at 
least $50,000,000, which could be used for any emergency 
which might arise overnight. Until the Treasury is so supplied 
we will not be prepared for war, nor even for the incidents 
of peace. This bill is insufficient for that purpose and will not 
create such a fund, which will only be supplied by a protective 


the Ist of October than there was on the day previous. 


tariff under a Republican administration. [Long applause on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Loxa- 
WORTH] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this 
resolution, not on account of the resolution itself so much as 
because it seeks to fasten for another year upon the American 
people a tax that I believe to be essentially wrong in principle, 
because it is a tax burdensome and oppressive, and imposed on 
objects and ordinary transactions of business never before taxed 
in the history of this country except in time of war. 

I realize, however, the condition that confronts us, and there- 
fore I shall content myself with merely recording my name 
against the passage of this resolution and not attempting to 
block it either by obstruction or by amendment, much as it 
needs amendment. 

The situation simply is—and it was brought out in the strenu- 
ously enthusiastic speech of the leader of the majority an hour 
ago [laughter on the Republican side]—that if we do not pass 
this resolution before the Christmas adjournment or recess the 
Treasury will be bankrupt. 

It is useless to attempt to conceal the true state of affairs, 
either by wit or sophistry or financial legerdemain. To anyone 
who has at all followed the history of the Treasury balance for 
the past year the situation to-day is obvious. The fiscal year of 
1915 started with a balance in the Treasury of $145,835,502.10. 
On the 11th of the following June the balance had shrunk to 
$17,780,831.39, a loss of more than $127,000,000, or an average 
loss of more than $10,000,000 a month. In the last few days of 
June, however, a windfall came; the screws had been turned and 
twisted to exact the last pound of flesh out of the payers of the 
income tax, and the balance rose on the 30th of June to $82,025,- 
716.03; not $104,000,000, but to about $82,000,000. Again the 
process of erosion set in, to such an extent that on the 30th of 
September the balance had fallen to $40,898,894.26, a loss of 
more than $41,000,000, or an average loss per month of more 
than $13,000,000. Then, maryelous to relate, we awoke the next 
morning to find that the balance in the Treasury was announced 
to be $128,063,545.23. 

Was this another windfall, such as had come in the closing 
days of June? Had any money come into the Treasury? Had 
$88,000,000, like manna from heayen, fallen into the Treasury? 
Not at all. There was actually less money in the Treasury on 
We 
were told that the reason for it was that the Treasury Depart- 
ment had adopted a new method of bookkeeping; that the old 
method hitherto pursued by the administration had become 
antiquated, and a newer and more enlightened method had 
been adopted instead. As a matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, there 
is nothing new about this method. It is as old as the hills, 
It has been going on ever since figures were invented. It is 
simply the process of padding figures to give to those interested 
a roseate, but an entirely false, view of the situation. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 


You have done, gentlemen, what you would have been the first 
to condemn if it had been done by any others. I shall refer to 
only one of the items that you have included in your Treasury 
available cash balance. Suppose a railroad company, for in- 
stance, in its statement to the public should include as a part 
of its available cash sums that have been appropriated for 
specific purposes only. What would you call it? I venture to 
believe that you gentlemen on the other side of this House would 
have called that “high finance” of the most pernicious kind, 
and you would have been right. You may call this ‘system 
modern finance. I call it jugglery. But even these new and 
enlightened methods have not prevented the process of erosion 
of your Treasury balance from going on. Your $128,000,000 had 
shrunk on the opening day of this Congress, December 6, to 
$116,871,284.79. Yesterday morning it was $107,600,970.35. You 
had lost over $20,000,000 from the ist of October, and you have 
lost over $9,000,000 since this Congress has been in session. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, there is a perfectly easy way to find out.what the 
Treasury balance is to-day. Subtract $88,000,000, the amount 
you padded it with in October, from the present balance of 
$107,000,000, and what is the answer? About $20,000,000. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], now presid- 
ing over this House, need give himself no concern that the knowl- 
edge on this side of the House of the true state of affairs will 
encourage our rapacity. On the contrary, I will say to the gen- 
tleman from New York that it simply inspires in us only feelings 
of grave concern for the future of this country, so long as the 
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Democratic administration shall remain in power. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

The fact is that our condition to-day is substantially the same 
as it was about the middle of last June, but we have not any wind- 
fall to look forward to, such as took place then. We have got to 
wait six months before the returns of the income tax come in, 
when we had then to wait only a week ; and this paltry $20,000,000 
that to-day represents the real balance in the Treasury, when 
we consider that we have been losing about a million dollars a 
day since this Congress went into session, is apt right speedily, 
like the yoyagers in the“ Hunting of the Snark,” “to softly and 
suddenly vanish away and never be heard from again.” 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

You are right in one thing. There is urgent necessity, under 
your revenue system, of passing this resolution. We on this side 
have no disposition to prevent you, although we have been called 
unpatriotic. But we do not propose to stultify ourselves by vot- 
ing to perpetuate even for a year a system of taxation odious 
and unjustifiable in time of peace in this country. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] That it is necessary now is only because 
your tariff law has proved itself not only destructive of industry, 
but impotent to raise the revenue necessary for the maintenance 
of this Government, war or no war. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

The American people are patriotic. They are willing to pay 
their share of the expenses of Government, and they are will- 
ing to pay heavily of their treasure in time of stress and danger. 
But you will find that they do not like to pay emergency taxes 
when no emergency exists. You will find that they do not like 
to pay war taxes when there is no war. There would never have 
been any necessity for the taxes you are about to continue if 
you had not destroyed—deliberately destroyed—a large part of 
the revenue formerly collected at the customhouses of this coun- 
try. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield five minutes more to the gentleman. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. You can not substantiate the claim that 
the European war is in any real degree responsible. Your deficit 
was growing before the war started or was even dreamed of, in 
spite of the fact that importations of enormous proportions haye 
continued to flow and are to-day flowing into this country. It 
is not the quantity of the imports, but the duties imposed and 
collected upon them, that have made the deficit and played hob 
with your revenue. 

As a discourager of American industry your tariff is a brilliant 
success. AS a producer of reyenue it is a sorry failure. The 
history of this administration abundantly illustrates the essen- 
tial difference between the rival revenue policies of the Republi- 
can and Democratic Parties. Under our method stimulated 
trade and industry go hand in hand with adequate revenue. 
Under yours inadequate revenue walks over prostrate industry. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

You may reply that to-day prosperity prevails in the land. 
Of course it does, but it is a sporadic prosperity, due almost en- 
tirely to our prodigious export trade, with which you have 
nothing whatever to do, and based upon the greatest calamity 
of the ages. Woe to American industry, I say, if this war shall 
cease and competitive conditions be restored before the Under- 
wood law is repealed. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
Heaven protect American labor if this thing happens before pro- 
tective duties are restored. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

You say that this is but the beginning of the imposition of 
other and far-reaching direct taxes, If you are sincere, as we 
are on this side of the House, in your desire for adequate pre- 
paredness, you will need them, unless you are willing to adopt 
our method of raising revenue. 

But this is not the time for the discussion of these questions. 
That will come latet. In the meantime, we will not seek to pre- 
vent the prolongation for a year of your present method of direct 
taxation, but we suggest to you that in the future you may not 
find it so easy. We are for preparedness and we are willing to 
pay for it, but we propose to have something to say about the 
method by which necessary revenue shall be raised. 

I now yield back the remainder of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman used two minutes and 
yields back three minutes to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr, FORDNEY. Will the gentleman from North Carolina use 
some of his time now? 

Mr. KITCHIN. We shall have but one more speech on this 
side, which will close the debate. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Sroan], 
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Mr. Chairman, the approaching holiday season, 


Mr. SLOAN: 
with all its various festivities, is anticipated by all of us. There 
are special celebrations of events, important to some and ob- 


Served with interest by all. In other times and other seasons 
great rulers and statesmen, on festal occasions like those now 
approaching, would undoubtedly have extended to the common 
people of the Nation the hand of generosity; but to-day this 
Congress, with the infliction of this burden of taxation, lands 
on the American people with the clenched fist of oppression. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The time is short, but I deem it a duty to protest against this 
burdensome, offensiv e, and repugnant tax. 

But we are advised that we should not resent it, that we should 
not wince, and perhaps that is true; for to-day the distinguished 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. KırcHIN] is punishing the 
American people with a whip for their indiscretion in 1912, 
while from yonder platform on the Tth of December the Presi- 
dent of the United States announced that later on we would be 
punished with a scorpion in the form of a bill that will add to 
the terms of this burdensome law. 

But the people are patient. The people are long-suffering. I 
presume they will bend under the load and punishment of that 
indiscretion which turned the control of this Government over 
to cunning contrivers of taxes. But it seems to me that they 
will be warranted in being patient; because, looking forward, 
they know that there must come an end of all things, and that 
among the days that are to come, March 4, 1917, looms up in 
the distance. Were not the elections of last November to the 
party in control an emphatic notice to quit? [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

The leader of the majority in his speech presenting this reso- 
lution said it was thought when this bill was presented last year 
that the war would have closed by the Ist of January, 1916. If 
that was true, then the bill was not drawn with reference to that 
thought, because the bill that was presented in this House and 
voted upon in this House fixed no limitation to the life of the 
tax law, save and except the stamp tax. It was so cunningly 
arranged that the bill would not only outlast the European war, 
but so far as this administration is concerned it would be a 
perpetual tax. Although I called this fact to the attention of 
the majority of this House in that Congress—a great deal larger 
majority, by the way, than the present one—no attention was 
paid to it, and it remained for the Senate to take up the feature 
of limitation and place upon the bill the limitation which we find 
in the present law. 

I am sorry that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HULL] 
saw fit to impugn and attack the patriotism of this side of the 
House. Yet my sorrow is diminished a great deal when I re- 
member that if from any source on earth the great body of 
people represented by those on this side of the House would have 
their patriotism impugned, it would be by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. [Applause on the Republican side.] The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Hur] said that in the next campaign he 
would “go out and stand flat-footed ”—I would like to see the 
gentleman standing flat-footed—upon the Baltimore platform, 
with its bending, warping, breaking, vanishing planks, A mov- 
ing picture of that spectacle sold to advantage would finance the 
next campaign of almost any anti-Democratic Party to victory. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman said that we had a panic in 1907 and would 
charge it to Republican policies. I say this to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that during the first calendar year in which 
the Underwood tariff law was in operation there were more 
failures in the United States, carrying a larger excess of liabili- 
ties over assets, than in 1907, 1908, or any other year in the his- 
tory of this Nation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I submit a record of the number of failures and the excess of 
liabilities over assets for certain record calendar years in our 
recent history. 


Excess of 


Number. liabilities 
over 


$162,313, 407 


This shows 1914 as haying 1,251 more failures than the next 
highest year in our history. It shows the excess of liability 
over assets for 1914, $11,713,407 more than in 1893 and $66,- 
513,407 over 1907, 
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And during 1914, which had seven months of the Underwood 
tariff law—and there was no war going in Hurope—there was 
a greater shrinkage in values of sound and stable properties 
and securities, more idle freight cars, and more laborers thrown 
out of employment than in any other year in our national 
history. 

I oppose this bill because it is founded on two definite wrongs. 
One is that if the party in power had lived up to their pledge 
solemnly made in Baltimore, for that economy for which the 
chairman of this committee so vainly pleaded, there would be 
money in the Treasury now to run this Government. Further 
than that, if the Underwood tariff law had been fair to all the 
industries of this country, and if it had been drawn in line 
with its pledge for the raising of revenue, and had not been a 
rank discrimination between industries and between sections, 
there would still be considerable money in the Treasury to run 
this Government and this infamous tax need not have been 
extended. 

Ah, but the gentieman from Tennessee [Mr. HULL] said that 
on a former occasion, when this side of the House presented a 
revenue bill of similar character, that side—the Democratic—of 
the House, substantially to a man, patriotically supported it. I 
have before me the record of the votes on that bill. The bill 
was passed April 29, 1898. As I read that list I find that not 
only on the passage of that bill but when it came back from 
the Senate and House conferees the vote was Republicans for 
the bill and Democrats against it, with a few marked exceptions 
on either side. I find that Mr. Cummings, of New York, and 
Gen. Joseph Wheeler stood almost alone on their side of the 
House supporting the bill, while the great mass of their parti- 
sans voted against the bill, although this Nation was then 
actually involved in a great war. 

I note among those voting against that bill, not to reflect 
upon them, but to refute the statement of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Hurx], the following, who are still in public 
life: ADAMSON, BROUSSARD, CLARK, Henry, LLOYD, Moon, SHar- 
ROTH, Sirus, SLAYDEN, SPARKMAN, STEPHENS, SWANSON, TAD- 
BOTT, and UNDERWOOD. 

I recently reread, Mr. Chairman, that matchless lecture of 
Wendell Phillips on “The Lost Arts.” I was interested in the 
manner in which he read into the record of the ancient ruins and 
writings, the inventions, discoveries, and appliances that we call 
our modern arts. But in all the list presented in his matchless 
manner and eloquence I found not the art of bookkeeping. That 
noble art seems not to have been rediscovered by the ingenious 
and eloquent Wendell. A reference might be found to it in the 
writings of the recording angel; but whatever there was an- 
ciently to that profession it never reached the perfection of 
modern official application. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Nebraska two minutes more. 

Mr. SLOAN. We who in our homes from day to day during 
vacation saw the falling column of cash in the National Treas- 
ury with grave apprehension, wondered what soon must occur. 
On the last day of September or the first of October, or in the 
witching hour between the months when “ graveyards yawn,” 
that a magician in the Treasury waved his wand, and sud- 
denly debts became credits, liabilities became assets, and obli- 
gations became resources. It exemplified what old Si Smith 
in our country said after he failed in business. When he was 
asked what he was going to do, he said: “I am going to live on 
the interest of my debts.” So it is expected that the Treasury 
of the United States will prosper and grow on what it owes. 
[Laughter.] 

The people object to this expense, because if they have a magi- 
cian in the who can by the waving of a wand, or 
the exercise of a decree or fiat, breathe into or wish $80,000,000 
into the Treasury, what is the use of the tax? Why McAdoo 
about it? [Laughter.] Wave the wand and do away with the 
tax, or else what is the use of having a magician in the Treasury. 

I was at Leavenworth a few years ago, taking depositions in 
the institution down there belonging to the Government, where 
the long-term guests of the United States are housed, fed, and 
worked. My attention was called to a group called “the bank- 
ers squad.” I asked one of them why he was not in his bank. 
He said: “ Well, I evolved a new system of bookkeeping, which 
I followed for a couple of years until the authorities uncovered 
it, and that is why I am not in the bank.” [Laughter.] 

That is one reason why the bookkeeper at the end of the Ave- 
nue will not be long retained by the people of the United States. 
If there is one important fact established from the authoritative 
statements of the majority leader in the preference of his party 


for taxes upon persons, business, and industries of Americans, 
rather than upon the foreign products, I believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the foreign producers who would enjoy the American 
market, which heretofore was and is to be the best 
in the world, should pay a large share of the American taxes, 
and not the American laborers, farmers, and business men, 
[Applause.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. I[Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, in five minutes’ time I can 
not undertake to exhaustively talk about this bill or the condi- 
tion of the Treasury. In that five minutes of time, however, I 
desire to be entirely practical and entirely nonpartisan. 
[Laughter.] Gentlemen on the other side laugh, all right. 
The proof of the pudding is in the eating ef it I am an 
American citizen; I am a Republican. I disagree with the 
other side of the House touching taxation, in many other 
respects, but especially from an economic standpoint. They 
had full power to put their policy on the statute book. Prob- 
ably they were bound to do it. I guess they were, under their 
platform, and they kept it in that respect. We have had a 
trial of it. You say on account of the war there is a deficit; we 
sny the deficit happened before the war. 

But what I say and what you say does not make it correct. I 
have not the time to discuss what the fact is, but it is absolutely 
certain that, as an American citizen and a Representative, it is 
my duty to contribute to the welfare of the Republic, and I am 
ready to do it. And yet I must be allowed the poor privilege 
of saying how you might have done it better, not only for public 
sentiment, but for the Treasury and the well-being of all the 
people. 

Here is a revenue law called a war-revenue tax law that will 
expire the last day of this year. You want to extend it. Your 
President, when he addressed the House a few days ago, to which 
address I listened with great attention, said that to continue 
this law would not be sufficient; that you have large amounts 
of money to gather into the Treasury from taxation, and he 
recommended how that should be done. I do not agree with 
his recommendations. I am for appropriating money where the 
public welfare requires and for providing money to pay 
the appropriations. Now, I put it to that side of the House in 
all fairness. You gave notice and your President has given 
notice that this is only a starter; that later on in this session, 
between this and the close of the fiscal year on the 30th of 
June, you are again to bring in revenue bills that will increase 
taxation. Do you not think that when you pass this bill you 
might limit it to three months or six months, or, perchance, to 
the end of this session of Congress? It seems to me that it 
ought to be so limited, and then when you bring in other tax 
bills you can include this bill and we can take the dose all at 
one time. 

There is another way tọ get revenue. The President is not 
pleased with it. There are $222,000,000 of Panama bonds in the 
Treasury. We proposed when we authorized that work to build 
it by bonds, but lo and behold, under a Republican policy, with 
constantly increasing expenses, the Treasury was filled and 
filled until we paid all the expenditures, and then, lo and behold, 
there were $222,000,000 of these bonds that we did not use, be- 
cause we paid all of the expenses out of the Treasury, money 
that came in under the Republican policy. [Applause.] These 
bonds can be, under the law, issued by the President at any 
time and the proceeds placed in the Treasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes more to 
the gentleman from Tlinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, during this Congress I hope 
to ease my mind and have an hour, and possibly, if I could get 
a good start, an hour and a half [laughter]; but that is in the 
future. Oh, you say, we do not want to increase the debt—get 
the money by internal taxation. That is what the President 
said. Great heavens! Under Republican policies we paid sub- 
stantially three billions of dollars of debt that was made to 
preserve the Union, and since that time we have paid five billions 
of dollars, under Republican policies, without borrowing to pay. 
the pensions, and the expenses of the Government mounted up 
and doubled again and again, and you the first year you came 
into power increased appropriations so that the aggregate ap- 
propriated was greater than ever made to carry on the Gov- 
ernment. As an American citizens, I stand to-day ready to do 
my duty. Oh, memory! Mr. Chairman, I had the honor of be- 
ing the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations when 
Mr. Reed was in the Speaker's chair at the of the 
Spanish War. We made at that time a revenue bill. You would 
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not vote for it. You offered a substitute, and the present hon- 
ored Speaker of this House, if my recollection does not play me 
false, at that time said as to a man who has since crossed over 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cummings, possibly apply- 
ing it to four or five other Democrats—that he was a traitor to 
his party. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has again expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, as I shall not 
be able to say what I desire in 10 minutes, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, if I were a 
cartoonist I would draw two pictures which I think would ade- 
quately describe the predicament in which the Democratic 
Party finds itself on the reyenue question. First, I would de- 
pict a happy home in the country, labeled 1912,“ with every- 
thing bright and cheerful, and the children jumping into the 
family wagon, on their way to school. I would have the young 
teacher, who had just arrived from the city, offer his services 
as driver, with a query floating up from the old farmer as to 
whether he knew how to drive, and a monosyllabic ‘ Sure” 
emerging from the lips of the theoretical young man. In the 
second picture, labeled “1915,” I would have the farmer and 
his friends rushing to the scene of a disaster along the road- 
side, where the horse, wagon, and children had all been dumped 
into the ditch. I would picture the young schoolmaster whis- 
tling on high ground. When the farmer and his friends come 
upon the scene inquiring as to the reason for the upset, I would 
have the young man ejaculate something about “ the European 
war” [laughter on the Republican side], and if this did not ap- 
pease the irate parent, I would have him answer in honeyed 
phrases, “It is only psychological, my dear man, and therefore 
easy of adjustment. If you and your friends will erect a der- 
rick and apply a little of your valuable time to our new system 
of bookkeeping efficiency it will be perfectly easy for me to con- 
tinue to guide the footsteps of your children in the pathway of 
knowledge.” [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, we all ought to sympathize keenly and deeply 
with our friends on the other side this afternoon. The elo- 
quent speech of the brilliant leader of the Democratic majority, 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KrrehiN], is worth 
treasuring in our memory for many years, because it went so 
thoroughly into details as to the reasons why the Democratic 
Party dumped our apple cart over in the roadside and as to 
why that party is now appealing to us to kindly erect a der- 
rick to help it out. 

I do not believe I have ever heard the gentleman more con- 
vincing, more zealous, or more earnest in the cause of the ad- 
ministration than he was this morning when he presented his 
resolution. [Laughter.] 

And the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HULL]. How he did 
lambaste the Republicans for their indifference to this proposi- 
tion! He intimated even that we were unresponsive and “ mad.” 
The gentleman from Tennessee seemed to think our tempers 
to-day were uncontrollable and that we were intensely unpatri- 
otic. But the gentleman from Tennessee entirely overshot the 
mark. 

There are some of us on this side of the House, most of us, 
I am confident, who are in a most delightful frame of mind 
to-day. We understand now exactly how deep is the hole into 
which the Democratic Party has sunk. They dug that hole for 
themselyes, and we observe how anxious they are that we shall 
join them in helping to get them out of that hole. [Applause 
and laughter on the Republican side.] 

Do the new Members of the House who have come in this 
session recall reading any of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorps prior 
to 1912? If not, I commend to them some of the powerful utter- 
ances of gentlemen on the other side, who charged that all we 
said about prosperity under the protective tariff in the United 
States was moonshine. 

Now when they have got control and have had a chance to put 
into effect their theories and policies there is a change over the 
surface of the moon. We can not help making note of it. 

Do any of you Members who sat in the House and listened in 
former years to denunciations of Republican policies and pros- 
perity—do any of you recall how unpatriotic then were those 
who stood for a protective tariff? Do you recall that the men 
who established industries were crooks and criminals? Do you 
remember how the trusts that were supposed to control the Gov- 
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ernment then were to be dethroned when the Democratie Party 
came into power? Do you recall the platform of the Baltimore 
convention and those fierce denunciations of the party in power? 
Do you remember how the appeal for economy welled up from the 
hearts of the people’s champions on the other side, and how they 
were going to afford the people relief from the burdens of taxa- 
tion “placed upon them by Republican prosperity,” and how 
everything would be lovely and the goose would honk high when 
they came into power? Well, it is all over. [Applause.] It 
was all the result of a split in the Republican Party, enabling a 
minority party to slip into power. 

Do you remember also how the distinguished gentleman [Mr. 
FITZGERALD] who ornaments the chair at the present time rose in 
his place as chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and 
in one of his most eloquent speeches undertook from his own side 
to show the utter incompetency of the Democratic Party to man- 
age anything, appealing in the name of high heaven, as it were, 
that those who were seeking loot from the Government, who were 
undertaking to obtain positions from the Government, should be 
held in check lest the Democratic Party should go down in dis- 
grace? Well, it all comes back to us now. And the remarks, 
also, of the distinguished gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Srs- 
son], who said that he did not care if the Republican Members 
did make capital of his utterances. Why, in the light of all these 
incidents, should Republicans go “mad” in contemplating the 
predicament of our Democratic friends? i 

And who does not recall the first message of the President of 
the United States when, following the lead that has not been 
followed since the days of Thomas Jefferson, he mounted the 
throne yonder, and told us that the industries of the United 
States were to be overthrown if there was anything in them in 
the nature of artificial protection? Do you recall how we were 
told that the manufacturers, those who employed labor in the 
United States, must “match their wits against the wits of the 
world”? How, in effect, they must go out and pay $3 a day 
for labor in the United States and compete with Germany, 
paying $1 a day, and other countries paying less? Do you 
recall how in the six months following that pronunciamento 
from “ the throne" yonder the entire country felt the effects of 
Democratic rule, and how in six months the importations piled 
up in the customhouses and the revenues steadily decreased? 
Yes; the revenues went down as the imports increased; the 
mills in the United States stopped running, and our purchasing 
power went over to the foreigner. The foreigner, you remember, 
got our business; wages and profits made under a Republican 
administration were dispelled, and still there was no war. 

Then, do you remember how they destroyed the trusts? I 
wish you would look over the lists they presented us and tell us 
whether they destroyed the Sugar Trust when they took the 
duty off, or promised to, proposing to pass into the pockets of 
the great importers more than $50,000,000 per annum that had 
formerly gone into the Treasury to the relief of the consumers 
of sugar in the United States. I wish, also, you would con- 
sider how they reduced the cost of living. Yesterday, from 
the rostrum there, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TAVENNER], 
a sturdy young Democrat, received intense and thunderous 
applause when he told us how the cost of living had raised 
higher and higher during the period the Democrats had been 
in power. He evidently did not intend to 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, under leave to 
extend my remarks, I wish to quote briefly from a speech made 
by me on the war-tax question September 21, 1914, when the 
Underwood low-tariff law had been in effect for more than 11 
months and when the European war had been under way for 
only about 7 weeks. The statement therein made is in full 
accord with the report of the minority of the Ways and Means 
Committee, which insists that the effect of the low-tariff law 
has been to decrease revenue and to increase imports, and that 
an extension of the war tax is inexcusable. 

On September 14, prior to the passage of the original war-tax 
law, I said: 

TERRIFIC LOSSES TO AMERICANS, 


in imports under the Democratic law of more than $39,000,000. 


fn imports of materials for further use in manufacturing such as work- 
men might have made in the United States there was a decrease of 
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approximately $27,000. In other onda the low tariff in these 

ve s 3 the foreigner and took it away from the 
workmen in tie “United . pe Carryin; e illustration further, it 
developed that the balance of rt trade in our favor under the Payne 


law in 1913 say 


$308, 000,000, while under the Democratic law in 1914 
it was $60, ee „000, While 


or a Hof more than 8248, 000,000. 
d gi him additional work to 
and seers | ourselves 


ve enjoyed, and all this in 
the very few months the Democratic law was on 
like these do not sustain the Democratic contention that the 
war Europe is the basic. cause of the disarrangement of our Govern- 
ment finances. Nor do they entertain this view who have enced 
the disturbance of business and the loss of labor ‘from month to month 
as the Democratic tariff proceeded along its deadly course. 
DOES NOT LOOK LIKE A WAR 33 
The accident of the war does not explain the 
imports in certain of our porta; Lor So month of fen 
nor the continued decrease of rts upon whi 
conditions me: wone now be devising: a return of e in 
Figures quoted by the Public Ledger, of Philadelp: ja, indicate that 
the — 25 ot that port in 8 were practically © ine dati the same in value 
nding e 


increase of 


as in the correspo: month F and tha duties collected 
decreased $959,000 ; —— that while ton im creased $3,700,000 
in A the duties coll 5 falling. off 
int revenue, of $1,641,000 in two, cities notwi g an increase in 
The business done at the customhouse in New York gives only 

5 K juntifica tion to the t the total August decrease -of 
000,000 8 pee is due to the war, for the value of imports fell 

1 500,00 amount of duty collected decreased $7, 000. 
But the . 7 of duty in New Lork in st last year was 25 
a year it 5 19.8 yy It same rate of duty 


collected this year 
than $4, 852000 000 instead Voß T 7-000,000 “and if the same rate of npe 


had been collected in Philadelphia and in Boston the decrease in reven 
— dead e a TTT in ee eities would have been only $3, 800,000 
0 


000. 
$3,000,000) of the decrease in.reyenues at the three ports is 
tariff ‘ood 


“Near! 
2 the changes made in the ta by the Underw 


traceable directly to 


law. The present Sonera is responsible for this deficit apa the conn- 
py will 2 us f that fact before the congressional campaign 
many g ro ae 


THE DEMOCRATIC LAW IN OPERATION. 


Figures showing duties beg a from green glee with increases and de- 
ereases under ‘the Payne and Underwood la’ respectively, as I have 
been able to get them from the Department of Commerce, aie as follows: 

Duties collected from customs. 


Underwood 
law, 1913-14. 


291,066, 989. 27 


WE Ann NOT MAD. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, deficiencies were inevitable un- 
der the low-tariff law, apart from the fearful consequences to 
labor and business which our friends upon the other side .are 
now prone to forget, because the European war has given them 
an excuse to talk about prosperity. 

Why should we be “mad,” as the gentleman from Tennessee 
IMr. Horz has indicated, when the whole Republican case has 
been proven, and when even the President of the United States 
in his proper person has been obliged to admit the Democratic 
financial delinquency to the Members of Congress? Gentle- 
men upon the other side persist in saying that the European 
war is responsible for their dilemma. 


which they contend the country now enjoys. For one I do not 


like to forget the stress that was laid upon the “ iniquity” of, 


protection during the campaign of 1912. The Democratic plat- 
form of Baltimore was filled with denunciation of ‘this whole- 


some Republican policy, and during his campaign the President 


stood upon that platform, contending that it was not“ molasses 
to catch flies.” 
DENOUNCING THE TARIFF SYSTEM. 

The President talked then-as the Democratic leaders gener- 
ally talked. They were all against the Republican doctrine. 
As they saw it, and as they made others believe, protection was 
the “‘ breeder of trusts; it was the cruel agency of monopoly; 
it was the handmaiden of the capitalistic class. A glossary of 
the hideous adjectives applied to the protective system in the 
campaign of 1912 would fill a book, and the President did not 
go back on this plank of the platform in his ‘first message to 
Congress. He said we should not protect those things that 


With equal facility 
they point to the European war as the cause of the prosperity. 


were artificial, but should get back to nature.“ We should 
“whet our wits against the wits of the world.” There was no 
war cloud visible in the European sky when this declaration was 
made, so that the President and his followers had a free foot 
to work out their theory and to abide by the result. It is only, 
recalling history to observe that the ‘first six months of the 
new system were months of uncertainty, unemployment, and 
business loss. That the new law would produce sufficient reve- 
nue to run the Government on “the tariff for revenue” basis 
was soon disproven. 


: THE 'WILD HORSES UNBESTRAINED. 


That the Democratic Party could or would practice economy 
was not to be tolerated. “The proof of the pudding is in the 
eating of it,” and having ‘the pudding, the hungry wild horses 
of Democracy were not to be kept from the trongh. Witness 
the eloquent utteranees.of the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SissoN] a member of the Appropriations Committee of the 
Democratic Congress now in complete control of the revenues 
of the Nation. In the second session of the Sixty-third Con- 
gress, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 178, Mr. Sisson said: 

‘You all recall that some a Soedan the ge a of frey 


man on the floor of this 3 billion- 
dollar Congress, and it wes like a- fire. bal at Mr. Reed -was 


eaker, and we were spending a billion dollars 8 83 or 
$ 00,000,000 a year. You Republicans will remember how the 
Were rung then over all the country t you. 5 
Mr. Reed’s laconic to the effect we had a billion-dollar. Gov- 
ernment. That was the only answer that could be made to the propo- 
sition. Now the Democrats are in power, and I am afraid, gentlemen 


of-the House, pid swe will. expend more money this 
— in the history of this Government 
erhaps re spay. be necessary and the . N be demanding 
25 the 3 

r 


— 5 in the administra- 
vernment. 
EXTRAVAGANCE RUNNING RAMPANT. 

Later on, April 3, 1914, struggling to stem the tide of extrava- 
gance in which the Democratic Congress was indulging, Mr. 
Sisson again dared to speak the truth. 

Principle 

He said 


down in the hist of 
and most criminally extra 
American Continent „ œ+, I said. 
last session, and Ty I made that 


Peers in any one 


u of th 


tha 
tina Speera; before, in the 
Members of the age ann 0 


House came to me 7 asked — not Fea sox) sere 5 into the we ger, because 

it would be used ok. iat th a 

use it. 8 “the 8 now, ee 

when “Democrats Ta 55 e so violently extravagant that it Iakes. 118 

own d as compared to the very marked record of the 
. — 190 lin a to you Republicans for —— 

the words 5 vagant in criticizing the appropriations 

that you eect for that odi the Bng! “criminally extra’ t’ 

propa ai to app pply to you, m; the En has never ane 

an ‘ong eno’ to apply to cratic extravagance. 


EASIER ‘TO SPEND THAN | EARN. 


But the gentleman from Mississippi was not the only Mem- 
ber upon the other side of the House who gave conscientious 
expression to his innermost thoughts. ‘We have another witness, 
than whom no other more expert in the finances of the Govern- 
ment can be summoned. It was the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations himself, the distinguished Representative 
from New York [Mr. Frrzarranp]. Not once but often did the 
chairman of the Appropriations Committee sound warnings of 
the rocks ahead of the administration. Coming from a great 


community, which is often the subject of criticism because of 


‘the ‘bigness of its commercial and financial transactions, ‘the 
gentleman from New York knew the difference between raising 
funds for the maintenance of the Government and the spending 
of them. He knew from practical experience that While it is 
easy to spend money it is not so easy to earn it. And so by 
reason of the exactions of those sections of the country which 
are ever ready to spend more money ‘than they contribute to the 
common ‘fund, we find him saying (CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, 3d 
Sess., 62d Cong., Feb. 11, 1918) : 
THE CHAIRMAN’S ADMONITION. 


I believe that there is in the contingent fund of the House to-day, 
or there was about a week a 55 ides fe and there are ests oe for 
ge ingen e — eesi Earm encies for the balance of fiscal year. 

Mr. Mann] has not 8 on 
acters as i 8 is i el 


ppen at this session of 
one can ‘tell just how mu pr tions at this ene will 1 55 


but I think it is a conservative 
will tar exceed the . — that ä 8 any 
in = history of the Government. 


I have done my part and have done: ae Ae best in 
the expenditures; not to interfere with the legitimate tenes and 
‘services of the Government, but pret stop the expenditure of public 
moneys to gratify every whim and to please every fancy, either of im- 
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dividuals or of Members. Everyone seems possessed, however, of a de- 
termination to obtain moneys maintain and extend that 
branch of the public service in which he or his constituents is cu- 
Jariy inte and to make 8 spasmodic orts to 
gave in some other direction in which neither he nor his constituents 
will be affected. 

Such a 2 can not long — — I understand that the bills 


reported at this session of 8 3 — for the ex- 
penditure of eee ee oe it 1 anti ted will be raised 
an income tax. me po neni of an incident that occur: 


in the Committee on Appro tions when $27,000 was requested for a 
certain c service in an panon of the enactment of some legisla- 
tion at the next org 5 of Con 

I want to say, Mr, Speaker, ess this side of the House wakes 
up to a sense of its e — 22 will the appropriations be 
grossly extravagant, but they amount to so much that talk of a 
revision downward of 1 5 tariff will be the most hollow mockery. 


LAVISH IN PROMISE; SCANT ON PERFORMANCE, 


Prior to all this the Democratic Party, at Baltimore, in its 
platform of 1912, after denouncing the Republican tariff and 
eharging to it responsibility for the high cost of living, made 
this deliberate but now seemingly ridiculous pronouncement to a 
credulous world: 


the $ people’ s toil. 
that sim plist, and economy which befits a democratic government and 


Lavish in promise, but scant on performance. The profligate 
waste ” which the Demoerats were going to correct was made to 
exceed anything that has ever occurred in the way of extrava- 
gance in the history of the Nation. That part of the Baltimore 
platform which promised to check waste was as sticky as 
molasses only, in that it did fool many of the people. 

And as to the charge that “recent Republican Congresses ” 
“have kept taxes high and reduced the purehasing power of 
the people’s toil,” we have these deplorable evidences of the 
saccharine quality of the Baltimore platform. Taxes were not 
reduced ; they were increased. The loss of tariff revenue obliged 
the party to impose an income tax, which is likely to grow more 
burdensome, and a war tax of $100,000,000 in time of peace. All 
this the people are directly bound to pay. 


A MEDLEY OF BROKEN PROMISES. 


The extension of this unnecessary and burdensome war tax, 
as contemplated by the existing resolution, is a confession of 
Democratic inadequacy to the task of raising revenue to run the 
Government. The sugary provision about“ the purchasing power 
of the people's toll“ was almost a sacrilege in view of the unem- 
ployment and distress that prevailed immediately after the 
Democratic Party came into power. As for “simplicity and 
economy which befits a democratie government,” inquiring minds 
are referred to the luminous remarks of the gentleman from 
Mississippi and the gentleman from New York. There has been 
ho “simplicity,” nor has there been any economy“ under the 
new régime. “A reduction in the number of useless offices” 
was a promise which has been responded to by a constantly in- 
creasing demand to provide for “ deserving Democrats” in con- 
tinental United States, throughout our colonial possessions, and 
wherever the ramifications of our diplomatic and consular serv- 
ices extend. 

“Simplicity and economy” are terms which, carried to the 
immortal Jefferson in the silent shade of Monticello, would 
cause him to turn in his grave. 


A QUESTION OF MONEY; THAT IS ALL, 


And the ‘administration does not deny it. Leading Demo- 
crats do not deny it. Thinking men, like former Goy. Colquitt, 
of Texas, assert it. The able Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shaped up our Federal reserve act for the distribution of public 
funds to the four corners of the earth, and who devised the ship- 
purchase bill to still further increase the volume of Democratic 
expenditures, has given us statements from day to day which 
attempt to convince Congress that we are still in funds, while 
his official reports indicate that we are steadily falling behind 
not only in revenue collections through the customhouses but in 
internal revenue collected from liquors and tobacco. And it is 
noteworthy that liquor and tobacco are in the nature of luxuries 

- that have borne heavily of our taxes, and if rumor be true are 
to serve further as burden bearers in that capacity. 

In the closing pages of his report the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of an administration that was to conduct the Government 
on a tariff-for-revenue basis, that was to destroy the Republi- 
can tariff, dissolve the trusts, reduce the cost of living, and prac- 
tice economy, tells us in the mildest possible language that it will 
be necessary to raise at least $112,000,000 for the fiscal year 1917 
Over and above all that we are now raising, plus the customs 


revenue, plus the internal revenue, plus the income and corpora- 
tion taxes, and plus the burdensome war tax. 
BACK TO THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

It is evident— 

Says the Secretary— 
that the emergency revenue measure and the existing duty on raw 
sugars can be continued with advantage. 

Horrors! Are we to accept the Republican doctrine on sugars 
for the protection of the planters of Louisiana and of the 


Hawaiian Islands. “If we are so soon to be done for,” we 


tariff-for-revenue Democrats, what were we ever begun for?” 
This being done 
Continues the Secretary 
we now have to consider me: aor forms of taxation which must be 
eed th a PA ee E roviding the additional revenues re- 
of which ie needed to carry out the enlarged pro- 
gram et 5 — — The total amount so required for the year 
917 is $112,806,394.22, 
SOME MORE THINGS TO TAX. 


The Secretary does not like the idea of issuing Panama Canal 
bonds, but he thinks additional funds to save the Nation’s 
credit can easily be raised by internal taxation without appre- 
ciable burdens upon the American people.” 

Then suggesting that more money may be obtained by ex- 
tending the income tax and by imposing a tax on “such prod- 
ucts as gasoline, crude and refined oils, horsepower of auto- 
mobiles and other internal-combustion engines, and various 
other things.” 

He will “be glad to place at the disposal of the Congress all 
information in the possession of the department which may be 
useful to the Congress to put this program over on the people. 

Here is the pleasant job that the Democratic administration 
is putting up to a Democratic Congress, and the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Hutt] may be assured that the Republican 
Members are not so “mad” about it as are some of their 
brethren upon the Democratic side. The hole was not dug by 
Republicans. It was the inevitable consequence of the sugar- 
coated platform which the Baltimore convention passed along 
to the voters of the country, who occasionally have a sweet 


tooth. 
THE PRESIDENT STANDS BY. 


But to the credit of the President of the United States be it 
said that he stands by his Secretary of the Treasury. In his 
address to both branches of Congress December 7, 1915, the 
President told us of the influence of the European war upon 
our revenues. Prosperity was returning, but the revenues 
were shy. When the President disposed of the other questions 
eonfronting the Nation and took up for discussion the condition 
of the Treasury he said: 

THE PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE. 


On the 30th of June last there was an available balance in the gen- 
eral fund of the Treasury of $104,170,105.78. The total estimated re- 
ceipts for the year 1916, on the assumption that the emergency Toreon 
measure by the last Congress will not be extended beyond its 

P 1 delays the Bist of December, 1915, and that the present duty of 
F 810 on an r will be discontinued after the Ist of ay, 
1916. 1 be $67 The balance of June last and these esti- 
mated revenues aar "therefore, to a nd total of $774,535,605.78. 
228 total estimated disbursements for t resent fiscal year, including 
5,000,000 for the Panama Canal, $12, 12,009,000 for probable deficiency 
2 8 and $50,000 for miscellaneous debt redemptions, will be 
91,000; and the balance in the general fund of the Treasury will 
be reduced to $20,644,605.78. The eme: cy revenue act, if continued 
beyond its —.— t time e would produce, during the half 77 
then remaining, about $4 The duty of 1 cent per poun: 
sugar, if continued, w oh Sy paid pro 8 durin: vary two months of the fiscal 
year remaining after of May, ia. . These two 
sums, amounting together £ to $56, ed to the revenues of 
the second half of the fiscal year, ne r eld th Gy hese aes at the end 
of the year an available balance of $76,644,605.7 


FINANCES FOR 1917. 


The additional revenues required to carry out the program of mili- 
and nayal p 3 1 1 of Which 1 ies poaren would, as at present 

mated, be for fiscal year 1917, $93,800,000. Those figures, taken 
with the figures for the present fiscal year, which I have aiready given. 
disclose our financial problem for the year 1917. Assuming that the 
taxes imposed by the emergency-revenue act and the present duty on 
Sugar are to be discontinued, a rY Fhe the baiance at the close of the 
resent fiscal year will be only 644,605.78, that the disbursements 
‘or the Panama Canal will N be about $25,000,000, and that the 
additional eee for the Army and Navy are authorized by the 
„ the deficit in the general fund of the Treasurry on the 30th 

of June, 1917, will be nearly $235,000,000. To this sum at least 
$50,000,000 should be added to represent a safe working balance for 
the Treasury, and 000 to include the usual deficiency estimates 
in 1917; and these additions would make a total deficit of some 
$297,000,000. If the present taxes shonld be continued throughout this 
year and the next, however, there would be a balance in the Treasury 
of some $76,500,000 at the end of the present fiscal year, and a deficit 


at hw end of the next year of only some $50,000,000, or, reckon- 
ing in $62,000,000 for deficiency „> ppropriations and a safe aa 
balance at the end of the year, deficit of some $112 


The obvious moral of the figures is that it is a plain counse or —.——— 
to continue all of the present taxes or their equlvalents, and confine 
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ourselves to fhe propieta of providing $112,000,000 of new revenue rather 
than $297,000,000, 
SOURCES OF EXTRA REVENUE. 


How shall we obtain the new revenues? We are frequently reminded 
that there are many millions of bonds which the Treasury is author- 
ized under existing law to sell to reimburse the sums paid out of cur- 
rent revenues for the construction of the Panama Canal; and it is 
true that bonds to the amount of itp ers 63180 are now 
available for that pu . Prior to 1913 $134,631,980 f these bonds 
had actually been sold to recoup the expenditures at the Isthmus and 
now 5 s 5 ie or e pais debt. rat I tor one 
do not eve e ple o coun approve of postponing 
the payment of their bills. Borrowing money is short-sighted faance, 
It can be justified only when permanent things are to be accomplished 
which many generations will certainly benefit by and which it seems 
hardly fair that a single generation should pay for. The objects we 
are now proposing to spend mcney for can not be so classified, except 
in the sense that everything wisely done may be said to be done in the 
interest of posterity as well as in our own. It seems to me a clear 
dictate of prudent statesmanship and frank finance that in what we are 
now, I hope, about to undertake we should pay as we go. The people 
of the country are entitled to know just what burdens of taxation 
they are to carry, and to know from the outset, now. The new bills 
should be paid by internal taxation. 


EXTEND INCOME TAX, 


tion which the gentlemen of the House of Representatives are expected 
under the Constitution to propose an answer to that you will hardly 
expect me to do more than discuss it in very general terms. We should 


the revenues we 
By somewhat et shel, in present limits 


$10,000, 


it ou 


Therefore, Mr. Chairman, we are no longer in doubt as to the 
situation. It is no longer a question of the iniquitous tariff or 
of grinding trusts and corporations, of increased cost of living, 
or of Republican extravagance—the one sole and absorbing 
problem of the administration is deficiency, a Democratic de- 
ficiency in the place of a Republican surplus, a deficiency that 
must continue to grow, with increasing taxes and burdens upon 
the people, through no fault of the Republican Party, but in 
spite of all its admonitions and warnings. The Democratic 
platform at Baltimore may not have been a platform with which 
to “catch flies,” but it was sufficient to prove the utter ineffi- 
ciency of the pet Democratic theories. Look at it as we may, 
the cold, hard facts stare us in the face. The Government is in 
financial distress, the people are unduly burdened now, and 
unless and until a just and equitable protective-tariff system 
is restored no remedy is in sight. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield seven minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappen]. [Applause.] 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I read a squib in a newspaper 
the other day to this effect: An Italian appeared before a court 
to make application for naturalization papers, and in the course 
of the examination the judge inquired of him if he belonged 
to any society that was inimical to the interests of the United 
States, and he said that he was a Democrat. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And I think that no society that 
could be organized anywhere within the boundaries of the United 
States could have done more harm to the American people than 
the Democrats have done since the inauguration of President 
Wilson to the Presidency. 

They have opened the ports of America to the markets of the 
world. They haye closed the factories and the workshops and 
thrown all the American workmen out of employment. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] They have taxed them beyond 
every hope and reason, and to-day we pay every kind of a tax 
under the sun. 

They came into power on the promise of an economical ex- 
penditure of the public money. They have been most reck- 
lessly extravagant in that respect of any party that ever ex- 
isted. During the last Congress they spent $166,000,000 more 
than the greatest expenditure during any Republican Congress 
in the history of America. If you had kept yourselves within 
reasonable bounds of expenditure, you would not be called upon 
to tax the people under this iniquitous law that is before us 


to-day. If by any chance some frugal man during prosperous 
times in this country was able to accumulate money enough to 
buy a home, and he bought it at any time since the enactment 
of this law, he would find himself compelled to pay into the 
Treasury of the United States 50 cents on every $500 of the 
purchase price. And if by some unfortunate chance he was 
thrown out of employment since the Democratic Party came 
into power and he had a little home which he had been able to 
buy before that, but was obliged because of his idleness to put 
a mortgage on it, he would feel himself obliged to pay 50 cents 
on every $500 of the mortgage as a result of this law. 

The people throughout the land everywhere are protesting 
against the iniquity of this law. They do not want it renewed. 
It ought not to be. It ought never to have been enacted. It 
was enacted at the request of the President of the United States, 
in the name of war in days of peace. It was enacted because of 
the necessity for funds. It was enacted because of the reckless 
extravagance of your administration and your utter disregard of 
the necessities of the American people. And I want, as one citizen 
of America, to file my protest against the reenactment of this law. 
We are patriotic. No man can wrest away the patriotism of 
the men on this side of the House, and, least of all, can it be 
done by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Hur]. We resent 
the imputation of unpatriotic action on this side. We speak for 
the best thought of the American people. We speak in the 
name of economy, of decency, of good government, of honest 
expenditure of the public money, and we protest against the 
reckless extravagance of the Democratic Party and against the 
reenactment of this iniquitous law. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has 18 minutes remaining, 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. JoHNnson]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have a 
number of nonpartisan and important letters protesting against 
the extension for another year of this so-called war tax, one, in 
particular, a protest against the continuation of the stamp tax 
on conveyances in connection with mortgages which have be- 
come necessary in western Washington largely on account of 
the workings of the Underwood Tariff Act. Another man 
writes a protest against the unjust discrimination of this act 
against jobbers and wholesalers in fruits, vegetables, and other 
farm products, which, roughly speaking, is five to ten times as 
much as the corporation income tax. 

This letter says: ; 


Hon. ALBERT JOHNSON, Member of Congress. 

Dran Sin: Press dispatches indicate that the present administration 
will endeavor to have the so-called war tax, which expires by limita- 
tion December 31, reenacted for an indefinite period. 

We desire to call your attention to the unjust discrimination of this 
act to jobbers and wholesalers of fruits, vegetables, and other farm 
products. The tax is so burdensome that it makes it class legislation 
as applied to these lines of business. Roughly speaking, it is m five 
to ten times as much as the corporation income tax. Some of the 
signers of this letter are paying $50 and upward per month under this 
stamp tax. is is equal to ten times a 1 per cent tax on a net 
profit of $5,000 per year, or 5 per cent on a net profit of $10,000. 

We are taxed under the income-tax law on our net profits; we are 
further taxed under the corporation-tax law on our net rofits ; and 
now we are unduly taxed under the stamp act of the so-called war tax. 

We hope you will use all the force at your command to secure such 
amendments to the so-called war tax as will relieve us of some of this 
triple burden. 

t seems to us there should be a limit somewhere to the continual 
taxation of brains and industry. 
Yours, very respectfully, f 

E. S. GILL, Secretary. 


Not only does this war-tax extension which is being shoved 
over to-day continue a tax which catches. the small shipments of 
produce, but it is actually proposed, when the act is revamped 
after the holiday, to increase that tax to 3 cents from 1 cent. 
I have a letter from W. H. Paulhamus, president of the Puy- 
allup and Sumner Fruit Grovers’ Association, as follows: 

Hon. ALBERT JomNsON, Member of Congress. 


With kind personal regards, 
W. H. PACLHAMUS, President. 
I am glad of the opportunity to present these, even if given 
yery brief time, and I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The man who complains 
about the excess of stamps on conveyances, which haye resulted 
from shingle mill, lumber mill, and other failures, also complains 
of the tax on other legal papers which have been necessary by 
the hardships the low tariff act of Mr. Unprrwoop have imposed 
upon our great Northwest. He concludes his letter with the 
sentence: 

It may be necessary that the stamp tax be reenacted to prevent a 
national deficit but the burdens of the present administration are cer- 
tainly a sufficient handicap on business up to date. 

He says further: 

The Issuance of stock certificates under the laws of this State does 
not represent any business done whatever. It merely represents the 
change of the property: sane 1 into corporation form, and 
is not In any sense a on business because no business is done. It 
it were a tax on the sales of stock in which money was received it 
would be far less objectionable because some. benefit would be re- 
ceive But, as you know, under the laws of this State, the stock is 
issued usually in consideration of the turning over of the business or 
the pinnt which is thus given corporate form merely, or the stock is 
issued to the persons who subscribe out of the payment of any mone. 
or the turning over of the property, and does not In any sense represen 
any business actually done, amely, to illustrate ; 

15 Mr. Hyde's case he turns over his patents to the corporation in 
order to do business as a corporation, No real sale is made; the value 
is largely. tive aud is the umount of business energy that is put 
into the business in the future that will make it su The tax on 
the stock to be issued for the patent, merely makes a wet blanket on 
the business and on his ability to make the stock of value. 

Mr. Chairman, I am told that n Hvely exchange of words 
occurred in the Democratie caucus Monday night when the vote 
to extend this war” tax was sewed up. One Democrat wanted 
to know why there was necessity for it. The southern Demo- 
erat who was leading the fight for it snid that it was a long 
story—too long to be explained. The inquiring western Demo- 
erat insisted on knowing why the “ war” tax had to be renewed. 
“Well, I'll tell you,” was the reply. “Mr. Unpenwoop and his 
Democratie colleagues on the committee wrote a tariff measure 
which they thought would raise enough revenue to keep the coun- 
try going. Mr. Unperwoop took their bill to President Wilson. 
The latter objected. Mr. UNDERWOOD wrote another bill and took 
it to the White House. That was turned down. Then the 
President wrote his own ideas into. the bill, and the deficit is the 
result.” 

That, Mr. Chairman, is one explanation for this ill-considered 
and ill-balanced measure, which is about to be extended for a 
year, and which before the year is up will be, so the President 
has said, made stiffer; or, in other words, more odious und more 
oppressive. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL]. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Mr. Ohalrman, it has always been a 
mystery to me why the Democratic Party prefers to tax the 
American people when they want to raise revenue to putting a 
tax on importations that came into the United States. That 
mystery has not been solved. There is an opportunity here 
to-day to impose taxes on importations that would raise revenues 
to the amount of $77,000,000 if you simply taxed the importa- 
tions that are coming in now, as they were taxed under the act 
of 1909. But you prefer to tax the people of the United States. 
The man who borrows must pay a tax upon the note he gives. 
You tax telephone and telegraph messages. You tax everybody 
in the United States rather than tax the foreigner for the 
privilege of selling in this market. [Applause on the Republican 
Side.] You are proposing to plaster the people of the United 
States all over with stamp taxes. 

I promised many men in my district, and some of them 
Democrats, that I would vote at the earliest opportunity to get 
rid of these stamp taxes, and venture that more than the 
two Democrats who have admitted it publicly in Washington 
made the same promise to their constituents, 

What are you Democruts going to do to-day? Vote to con- 
tinue these stamp taxes, contrary to the expectations of your 
constituents, omitting the opportunity of imposing taxes on 
foreign producers who are selling in the American market to- 
day? Goods were sold to the amount of $56,000,000 more in 
eight months of 1915 than in a corresponding eight months’ period 
in 1913 under the Payne law. Your reyenues have not fallen 
off because of n falling off of importations, but because of your 
reduction in the tax imposed upon foreigners for the privilege 
of selling in this country. [Applause on the Republican side.! 
But you are just beginning to impose special taxes. If you 
raise all the money asked to be appropriated by the President 
in lis annual address a few days ago, there will not be room 
on the American people for stamp taxes. They will be so 


thoroughly plastered over that you will have to put one stamp 
on top of another. You backed up on putting sugar on the free 
list. Why do you not back up on wool? Why do you not back 
up on corn, on wheat, on cattle, horses, hogs? Why do you not 
back up on a dozen other things that are produced by the 
American people? Why do you not back up on hay, on eggs, 
on butter, on cheese? You can raise revenue in abundance if 
you will without imposing taxes on industry, taxes on the 
people who have to borrow money, taxes on the people every 
time they turn around. This is not a war tax, because our 
country is not at war. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Suerter). The time of the gentleman 
from Kansas has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Mann}. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 
for five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I think we are all agreed, so long 
as we have extravagant appropriations made by a Democratic 
Congress, that we shall need to raise additional revenue over 
that now provided for by law. We differ as to the means of 
raising the revenue. The Democrats are in a majority in the 
House and in the Senate, and have the Presidency. They believe 
in raising revenue by applying internal taxes against the people 
rather than in imposing additional duties upon imports from 
abroad, which additional duties might in some way give protec- 
tion to American industries. They have the right to their belief. 
They have the power to enact it into law. 

They passed the present law, which expires on the 3ist of this 
month, somewhat In haste, obtaining votes on the Democratie 
side of the House by the plea that it was only for a short time, 
and that while it might contain inconsistencies, while it might 
contain oppressive features, they would not last long; and hav- 
ing obtained votes on that side of the House by that method, 
what is now proposed? Well, there is more than one way of 
skinning a cat. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Instend of coming into the House and proposing to extend 
even this bad law until it could be revised, they propose to ex- 
tend it over the next presidential election, and then, if they 
should by accident be successful, they would make it permanent. 
If we should win they would be glad to leave a deficit in the 
Treasury. 


Why do you not revise the law? Gentlemen on that side of the 
House bave told constituent after constituent that they never 
would vote to retain certain unjust features in that law, It is 
oppressive, unfairly oppressive, upon certain industries of the 
country. It has ruined more than one manufacturer in the 
country. It is unfair in many of its provisions, and you would 
not dare as a new proposition to reenact it as it stands. But, 
unwilling to be courageous, you propose to do that indirectly 
which you are not willing to do directly. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

I leave it to you to answer to your constituents. There is a 
large number of people in the United States unjustly and un- 
fairly oppressed by many of the provisions of this act who will 
remember what you do. The original act did not take effect 
until after the congressional elections of 1914. You extend this 
for one year. It will be the last time for many years when you 
will baye any power whatever over any revenue proposition. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

You have the responsibility, and those of you who have 
promised your constituents never to vote for the oppressive fea- 
tures of this law can answer to your constituents. We will call 
it to their attention. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpexr]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox- 
DELL] is recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, in the good old days—in the 
good old Republican days—Uncle Sam, proud, dignified, prosper- 
ous, sat in the place of customs and from the goods and wares 
offered there In competition with the labor and industry ef our 
country collected goodly sums without burden to our people, 
which met abundantly the public needs. But to-day Uncle Sam, 
worried, abashed, apologetic, stands hat in hand, begging pen- 
nies at the telephone booths [laughter on the Republican side}, 
levying tribute on little children and sweet girl graduates in 
the tax on gum. [Laughter.] 

Even the chastened joy with which we pay our debts by giving 
u new note is chilled and dampened by the shadow of the clutch- 
ing fingers of the Treasury taking its toll of our hard-earned 
promises to pay. [Laughter.] Whetuer we buy or sell or bor- 
row, the Democratic administration stands at our shoulders, a 
beggar of picayunes, while geek, fat, well-fed publicans in the 
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forin of Democratic tax gatherers take a large toll from the 
dimes and pennies wrung from a burdened people ere they fling 
the limited remainder into the yawning vaults of an empty 
Treasury. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 

The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Krrcmin] called 
on you to perform what he was pleased to call a patriotic and 
unpopular duty. If he will move to strike out the word “ pa- 
triotic,” I will guarantee him a unanimous agreement to his 
proposition swelling from the Atlantic to the Pacific. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

If this legislation were the only means for the rehabilitation 
of a bankrupt Treasury, we would join you in passing it; but you 
nll know it is not. You all know that instead of thus burdening 
our people and leaving the foreigner to bring here his wares 
untaxed while our factories and mills remain idle, all the funds 
necessary could be obtained by a slight increase of even a few 
tariff schedules. Your Treasury deficit is not due to decreased 
imports, but to reduced duties on the goods we do import. A 
reusonable duty on wool and the old duty on sugar would alone, 
on the basis of our imports under the Underwood bill, have 
brought more Into the Treasury than all the receipts from the 
war-reyenue tax. 

What we should do is to protect our labor and tax the foreign 
importer rather than burden labor with taxes and give the for- 
cigner our market untaxed. 

If our Democratic friends learned anything by experience or 
heeded the rising tide of popular dissatisfaction this tax, as 
unnecessary as it is unpopular, would give way to a measure 
providing for revenue and protection at the customhouses. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, if I am correct, I have three 
minutes remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has three minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. HuLL] should speak so unkindly to me. He 
said that my statements were suturated with unkindness and 
ignorance. When I speak truthfully but unkindly to my wife, 
that is exactly the way she answers me. [Laughter.] However, 
later on she comes back and apologizes, just as this gentleman 
will do. 

I want to say to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HELL] 
and the gentlemen on that side of the House that so far as the 
measure that is being discussed here to-day, the interest in this 
bill and other matters pertaining to the tariff are concerned, 
which the President snys will be the only thing we will have to 
talk about, we will meet you in this Congress, on the floor of 
this House, and on the platform throughout the country in the 
coming campaign, and you will fly before us as grasshoppers will 
squirm and fly before a road roller. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lcnn side.] I know what I am talking about when I say that 
if the manner of bookkeeping practiced in the Treasury.state- 
ment were to be practiced by a national bank in this country, 
to show a net balance of money in the bank, a portion of which 
is there to take care of drafts issued prior to that date, the 
bank examiner would put every man connected with that kind 
of bookkeeping in that bank in jail. That is the statement I 
made, and I have nothing to retract in it. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, in doing my duty to my district and to the 
country I shall record my vote against this measure. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. KITCHIN rose and was recognized for one hour, amid 
applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I am not surprised and I am 
sure no intelligent man is surprised to see the Republicans in 
the House to a man oppose this measure. Every dollar col- 
lected from the people under this act goes directly from the 
people into the Federal Trensury and not a dollar goes into 
the pockets of any favorite of the Republican Party. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] In the last 14 years since I have been 
a member of this House It has been my observation that nothing 
makes a Republican so mad as when an honest dollar collected 
from the people goes, where it properly belongs, into the 
Treasury for the benefit of the Government and of all the people, 
and nothing makes a Republican so happy as when a dollar col- 
lected from the people through a protective tariff goes, not into 
the Treasury, where it honestly belongs, but into the pockets 
of the tariff-fattened favorites of the Republican Party. 
[Applause on the Democratie side.] Of course they are against 
this bill. My friend from Michigan [Mr, Forpnrx] says that 
if any national banker kept his books as the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury keeps his as to the financial condition of the Treasury 
he would be put into the penitentiary. What is the offense of 
the Seeretary of the Treasury? It is that he puts down every 


single item of receipts and disbursements, so that every man, 
woman, and child in this broad land can understand it. In 
other words, he puts down the truth with candor and clearness, 
and they want to penalize the Secretary of the Treasury for 
his candor and his truth. I want to say to my distinguished 
friend that if it was a penitentiary offense to make—I will not 
say a deliberately false statement—an absolutely false state- 
ment on this floor in regard to the Democratic tariff and the 
so-called Democratie extravagance not a Republican who has 
spoken here to-day could be kept out of the penitentiary, if 
properly prosecuted. [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

I am sorry that the Republicans are so sensitive as to take 
offense at the words of the distinguished gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Hurt]. Of course he said you are not patriots. 
Now, between us, whoever said you were patriots except your- 
selves? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] I think you are 
patriots from your standpoint. Patriotism is love for and 
loyalty to one's country. The real difference between you and 
the gentleman from Tennessee is the meaning of country.“ You 
think just a few little manufacturers in New England and Penn- 
sylyania constitute the whole country, while the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Hurt. thinks that the whole United States, 
with its hundred million people, constitute the country. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] You are loyal and loving and 
devoted and submissive to that which you think is the country, 
and so is the gentleman from Tennessee loyal and devoted to 
what he believes to be the country. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

It has been charged in this debate by several Members on 
that side, and they were but repeating the charges made daily 
for the last two years by the Republican press throughout the 
country, that the present administration and the last Demo- 
cratie Congress were recklessly extravagant; that the Under- 
wood Act was a failure as n revenue producer; that it, together 
with Democratic extravagance, had caused large deficits in the 
Treasury ; that it had greatly reduced the amount of the gen- 
eral surplus fund; that it had drained the Treasury of its gold. 
I here and now challenge the truth of every one of these charges 
and propose to show their absolute falsity in every particular. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.! I do not pretend to say 
that the Republicans deliberately make misstatements and mis- 
representations on the floor of the House in respect to Demo- 
cratic legislation, the Democratic tariff, and the so-called Demo- 
cratic extravagance. But I do say this, that if they are not 
deliberate and willful you are the most ignorant set of men that 
ever got together in this world. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side.] Let me here give you a little illustration of that ig- 
norance. There is not a better or more patriotic or more faith- 
ful Representative in this House than my friend from Wash- 
ington [Mr. JohN SON], and in his charges against us he is per- 
fectly sincere as he is perfectly ignorant. In his speech a few 
moments ago he denounced the stamp tax on the poor man's 
mortgage, which he declared the Democrats put on in the 
emergency act. He read a petition from his constituents pro- 
testing indignantly against the continuation of such a stamp 
tax on mortgages. The truth is, my friend, that the emergency 
act expressly exempts mortgages from the stamp tax, and so 
there is no stamp tax on mortgages. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side,]! Let me read to you the act: i 

Provided, That nothing contained in this paragraph shall be so con- 
ed as to impose a tax upon any instrument given to secure a debt, 
e 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. For a question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I desire information only. 
Is a tax placed on notes that accompany mortgages? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; on notes that accompany mortgages and 
on those that do not necompany mortgages. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Oh, well, what is the dit- 
ference? Your tariff act and your stamp act have placed great 
burdens on the far Northwest. We have had collapses of busi- 
ness, many failures, and we are trying to bring the business 
back, but we find ourselves confronted with a promise of more 
so-called war taxes. [Applause on the Republican side.] Our 
people out there are not deceived, and will stand It only until 
they can make a change. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And you can not bring business back because 
of the stamp tax on mortgages which does not exist. I want 
my friend from Washington to tell his petitioners that there is 
no tax on mortgages. I want him to let them know another 
truth. Let them know that the Republican act of 1898 taxed 
notes and taxed mortgages, while the Democratic act exempts 
mortgages. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. But we repealed it. [Laughter.] 
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Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; after nearly three years. 

Mr. KREIDER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; for a question; but make it short and 
easy, because I have but an hour. - 

Mr. KREIDER. The tax on notes is 2 cents for every $100, 
is it not? - 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; we followed the old Republican stamp 
act in respect to notes. 

Mr. KREIDER. What is the tax on a $500 debt secured by 
mortgage? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Ten cents on the note, whether secured by 
mortgage or not; but nothing on the mortgage. Having an- 
swered the gentleman’s question, I wish to proceed. ; 

Gentlemen have charged Wilson’s administration and the 
Democratic Congress with being extravagant. Four Repub- 
lican speakers, including the leader of the minority, said that 
the reason that we have deficits in the Treasury is because of 
the reckless extravagance of the Democratic Party since it 
has been in power, and the new Republican Members loudly 
applauded every statement. The old Republican Members 
remained silent, because they knew how absolutely false it 
was; that there was not a word of truth in it. Let me make 
to you new Republican Members a little friendly suggestion, 
which may be of profit to you. If you are going to applaud 
every time you hear an untruth or a misrepresentation from an 
old-time Republican on this floor, you are going to wear out 
your hands or else you will have to get you some hand pads. 
(Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. : 

Mr. MANN. We expect to wear out our hands on this side 
of the House with applause because here is where the enthusi- 
asm is. There is not much enthusiasm over there. 

Mr. KITCHIN. What I want you to do is to say something 
that will make these old Republicans applaud and bruise up 
their hands a little and not impose all the burden on the new 
Members. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. This side of the House has never acquired the 
habit of ‘relying upon untruths to gain applause. That per- 
tains to the other side. ; 

Mr. KITCHIN, Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to show that 
there is not one word of truth in the charge of Democratic 
extravagance. I do not believe that a Republican would get 
up in the House and willfully and knowingly make a false 
statement, While you gentlemen state on this floor many 
palpable untruths, I do not attribute it so much to design as I do 
to the force of habit on your part. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, as to the charge of extravagance. The fact is that, 
exclusive of the Post Office appropriation—and this is always 
excluded, because, when we appropriate for the Post Office De- 
partment, it comes back in post-office receipts—the -Wilson 
administration and Democratic Congress appropriated for its 
first year $17,258,000 less than the last year of the Taft adminis- 
tration and for the last year—this fiscal year—over $10,000,000 
less. 

Mr. GILLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. - 

Mr. GILLETT. Who had control of the House the last year 
of the Taft administration? 

Mr. KITCHIN. We had control of the House, we have con- 
trol of it now, and we will have control of it in the next Con- 
gress. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I ask you who had 
the majority in and control of the Senate? Who had control 
of the White House? If the Democrats of the House passed a 
dollar of appropriation that was not right, or not in the interest 
of the Government and the people, why did not the Republican 
majority in the Senate defeat it? Who was in the White House? 
If there was a single dollar of needless appropriation, if there 
was a wrongful or extravagant dollar in any appropriation 
passed by the Democratic House, why did not your Republican 
President, Mr. Taft, veto the bill? [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will be glad to yield to the gentleman, or 
any other, if my time can be extended. 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes. This is just one question. 

Mr. KITCHIN. All right, just one. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr. SLOAN. The gentleman from North Carolina said that 
I made misstatements about the Democratic Party in this House. 
I may be wrong; and, if so, I want to be corrected. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am correcting you now. {Laughter.] 


LIII— 23 


Mr. SLOAN. The authority that I have is the Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Frrzceratp], and the gentleman from Mississippi IMr. 
Sisson]. Does the gentleman question that authority? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. [Laughter.] I want to say here that 
Republicans have never been able to sustain themselves re- 
spectably in any way except by quoting Democrats as authority, 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Let me say this before I yield: Now, gentle- 
men, you know that I do not object to any Republican or Demo- 
crat interrupting me at any time, but I have some important 
things to say that will, I hope, enlighten the Republicans here, 
especially the new ones, and unless you are going to extend my 
time I shall have to ask you all to wait until I get through, and 
then I will be pleased to answer any question anyone may ask. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has an hour 
and I had only 10 minutes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And nobody interrupted the gentleman. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. But the gentleman from North 
Carolina has referred to some of us by name, incorrectly under 
the rules. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Well, it is almost unparliamentary to refer 
to the gentleman by name in this House. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] If you have a real good and wise question, it 
will keep. Now, I will ask the gentleman to take his seat, and 
when I get through and if he will consent to an extension of 
time, I will answer ever question that he or anyone will ask. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman does not want 
to have the record quoted? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield when I get through. Let me re- 
turn to this alleged Democratic extravagance, the appropria- 


tions for which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Gm- ` 


LETT] reminds us were made in a Democratic House. It is true 
that the Democrats had control of the House. It is equally 
true that the Republicans had control of the Senate and a 
Republican President was in the White House. Before proceed- 
ing further I wish to remind the House and the country that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. GILLETT], the minority rank- 
ing member of the Appropriations Committee, who now com- 
plains of Democratic extravagance, voted for every dollar of 


the $1,109,000,000 that that Democratic House appropriated. . 


{Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT. Oh, I deny that statement. 

Mr. KITCHIN. How can the gentleman deny it when h 
record shows it? 

Mr. GILLETT. But my record will not show it. 4 

Mr. KITCHIN. Very well; let us see. The gentleman was on 
the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. And of course if there was anything wrong 
on that committee he would know about it. He is the ranking 
member on the committee. He had six Republicans with him, 
did he not? 

Mr. GILLETT. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, gentlemen, in all fairness, he sat there 
for months and months—— . 

Mr. GILLETT. And 14 Democrats—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. Helping to frame those bills, and he knew 
every item in every one of the bills.. Members of the House not 
on the committee have not time to look into all the details of 
the bills. Now, my friend, if there was a single dollar in those 
appropriations that ought not te have been expended why did 
you not file a minority report and come in on this floor and 
warn the House and the country against it? [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] But the gentleman did not. He came in 
and voted for every one of the bills that came from his cem- 
mittee, and if he shows me a single vote on record where he 
or any other Republican on the Appropriations Committee voted 
against a single item, then I will vote against this resolution. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GILLETT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. ; : 

Mr. GILLETT. If the gentleman will consult the Recorp he 
will find a great many arguments which I made against the 
appropriations. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, arguments! [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.] Arguments! Why, gentlemen, I have 
heard Republicans argue against this and that, and then go and 
vote right squarely against their arguments. [Applause on the 
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Democratic side.] No doubt you did, but I do not recall it, 
because your arguments will go back to your people for political 
purposes; but what I am talking about is the vote—your vote. 

Mr. GILLETT. I have always voted the way I have argued. 
` Mr. KITCHIN. Then the gentleman did not argue against 
these bills, because I have looked up the votes of every one of 
you. There is another thing I desire to ask the gentleman. Did 
he file a minority report against a single item in the bills? 

Mr. GILLETT. I do not remember. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman does not remember, I do— 
I know. [Applause and laughter on the Democratic side.] And 
he did not. Why, gentlemen, I know more about Republicans— 
these old Members—than they do themselves, and I am going to 
teach you young Members something before I get through. 
[Laughter.} We have other committees that make appropria- 
tions. On every committee in this House there are Republican 
Members. There were seven Republican Members in the last 
Congress on every committee that made appropriations, and if 
there was a dishonest, needless, extravagant dollar in any one 
of the bills reported to the House, it was their duty as Repre- 
sentatives, it was their duty as honest men, to come into this 
House and file a minority report against it and call attention 
of the House and country to it; but not a minority report by a 
Republican against a single dollar recommended by any appro- 
priation committee. 

Instead of being more extravagant, we were $17,258,000 more 
economical than the Republicans were. But if we were extrava- 
gant, you Republicans are estopped from protest or complaint 
because you approved and voted for such extravagance. Your 
charge that we appropriated more money under Wilson than 
you did under Taft, if true, coupled with the fact that you voted 
for the appropriation under Wilson, is a splendid tribute you 
pay to the patriotism and integrity and wisdom of Woodrow 
Wilson and his administration. If more money was appro- 
priated, it was needed when Taft was President as weil as 
when Wilson was President. Did you withhold it from Taft 
because you did not have the confidence in the patriotism and 
integrity of the Taft administration? And did you grant it to 
Wilson because you had such confidence in the patriotism and in- 
tegrity of his administration that you knew that every dollar 
put into its hands would be expended for the Government’s 
needs and the public good? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, as to the repeated assertion by Republicans that the 
Underwood Act is a failure as a revenue preducer—why, Unele 
Jor, I apologize; it is unparliamentary, but I wish to say that 
these gentlemen over here on the Republican side have gotten 
so keen and shrewd that they even fool you about this revenue 
business and got you to talking about the Underwood Act being 
a failure. [Laughter on the Democratie side.] 

To the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpney], the ranking 
Republican Member on our committee; the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. Stoan]; the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore}; and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LonawortH]; and 
other Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee, 
all of whom have declared that the Underwood Act was a failure 
as a revenue producer, I am going to lay down this proposition, 
and I will give you and all other Republicans from now until 
Congress adjourns to refute it. 

Instead of the Underwood Act being a revenue-produeing 
failure, the fact is, that from the time it went upon the statute 
books, October 8, 1913, to August 1, 1914, the date of the break- 
ing out of the European war, the Underwood Act produced 
$10,889,000 more than the Payne Act for the same months in 
the preceding year did. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. MANN. It is not so. 

Mr. KITCHIN. It is not so from a Republican standpoint, 
but I am talking from the standpoint of truth and facts. [Loud 
laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] In the last 
four years every answer a Republican has been able to make 
against a sound argument and a plain fact is, Tain't so.” 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] All right. Let us see if it 
is not so. The Underwood bill became a law on October 3, 
1913: I repeat, from October 3, 1913, to August 1, 1914, the 
day the European war began, the Underwood Act produced 
$10,889,000 more than the Payne Act for the identical months 
of the preceding year—its last year. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


Mr. KITCHIN. I will. 
Mr. MANN. Are those import duties? 
Mr. KITCHIN. Import duties and income tax. [Laughter 
and cries of “ Oh!” on the Republican side.] 
` Mr. MANN. How candid my friend was te the House! 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. KITOHIN. I said the Underwood Act—not the tariff pro- 
vision of it, but the whole act, and compared it with the Payne 
Act, not the tariff provision of it, but the whole act. The 
Payne Act was not all an import act, was it? You recognized, 
and it was so stated on the floor by Mr. Payne during the pen- 
dency of the Payne bill, that to make up the deficit in eustoms 
receipts it was necessary for you to put a corporation tax into 


that bill, and you did it. [Applause on the Democratic side.} 
So the Payne Act was not all an import tariff act. It included 
the corporation tax. This was as much a part of the act as 
the tariff provision. We declared expressly on this floor during 
the pendency of the Underwood bill that what we lacked in 
custom receipts. we would make up with the income tax, whieh 
is as much a part of the aet as the tariff provision of it. We 
knew, as you know, that the late Senator Dolliver, of Iowa, a 
loyal, staunch Republican, was right when he said that under 
the standpat Republican protective tariff for every dollar that 
went into the Treasury $5 went into the pockets. of the protected 
manufacturers and monopolists. We resolved that that outrage 
on the American people and that robbery of them should not be 
tolerated, and we largely reduced the tariff tax. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] We put inte the act an income tax 
which raised $80,000,000 and every dollar of that went. directly 
inte the Treasury for the benefit of the people. To collect that 
amount under a Republican protective tariff—the Payne Act 
the people would have to pay $480,000,000—$80,000,000 to the 
Treasury and $400,000,000 to the protected interests. I will 
now give the revenue figures. From October 3, 1913, to August 
1, 1914, we collected under the Underwood Act 8306, 776.000, 
while for the same identical month under the Payne Act, the 
year before—its last year—we collected only $295,887,000, mak- 
ing a difference in favor of the Underwood Aet over the Payne 
Act, as stated before, of $10,889,000. 

But it may be said—and I think so claimed in the minority 
report on this bill at the last session—that this is not a fair 
comparison, for the reason that wool did not go to the free list 
until December 1 and that woolen goods did not go to a lower 
rate until January 1, and that, therefore, in those figures I 
take a part of the revenue under the Payne-Aldrich Act. 

Well, let us take the period when the Underwood Act was in 
full operation. It was in full and unhampered operation from 
January 1, 1914, to the breaking out of the war in Europe 
is, to August 1, 1914—except as to the little matter of $2,000, 
from sugar, to which the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forp- 
NEY] is about to allude, as to which the act did not go into 
effect until March 1, 1914. How did it stand in comparison with 
the Payne Act, with the corporation tax in it, for the same seven 
months of the previous year? ` 

Mr. FORDNET. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from North Carolina 
yield to the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. FORDNEY. For five months during that time, for the 
first time in 40 years, our imports exceeded our exports. That 
was in 1914, in April, May, June, and July. Our imports exceeded 
our exports for those months. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. All right; young Members, be careful about 
applauding that, because he has put himself right into a hole, 
and will drag you in before you know it. [Laughter.] The gentle- 
man says that for the months of April, May, June, and July, 
four months, during the first year’s operation of the Underwood 
Act, our imports exceeded our exports. This is true. But he 
does not tell you, which is equally true, that for the two 
months of February and March in the first year’s operation of 
the Payne Act the imports exceeded the exports by over 
$24,000,000 ; that the excess of imports over exports for only two 
months under the Payne Act was over $4,000,000 more than the 
excess of imports over exports for the four months of April, May, 
June, and July under the Underwood Act. [Loud applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Gentlemen, it is a natural thing for the young Members to 
applaud a statement like that made by the gentleman from 
Michigan; but I suggest to you to save your hands until you 
get the whole truth. [Laughter.] To be more exact, from 
April, May, June, and July, the four months to which the 
gentleman refers in the first year of the Underwood Act, there 
was a balance of trade against us of $20,500,000, while in the 
two months, February and March, of the first year of the Payne 
Act, there was a balance of trade against us of $24,901,000; and 
yet he has the audacity to interrupt a gentleman about such a 
little thing as that when he is trying to enlighten the House, 
[Laughter.] i 
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All right, Let us return to a comparison of the reyenue- 
producing virtues of the Payne and Underwood Acts. From 
Jannarx 1 to August 1. 1914, the seven months in which the 
Underwood Act hnd its full, free operation, unhandicapped by 
the European war, it produced revenue to the amount of 
$234.954,641, while the Payne Act for the same seven months of 
the preceding year produced only $215,756,042. The Underwood 
Act, therefore, produced for the seven months, from January 1, 
1014, to August 1, 1914, the beginning of the European war, 
518.198.899 more revenue than the Payne Act did for the same 
seven months the year previous. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratie side.! Did you catch those figures, Brother Forpxey? 
Ianghiter.!] 

Mr. MANN, Mr. Chairman, I hope the gentleman hereafter 
Will comply with the rules of the House. He is one of the 
oldest Members of the House and the leader of the majority 
sile of the House, so that at least by his example the young 
Member will not be led astray. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. MANN. I rise to a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I hope 
the gentleman will observe the rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of 
order. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from North Carolina is constantly 
referring to Members, out of order, by name; constantly doing 


it. I did not desire to do anything more than to make a friendly 


suggestion, If the gentlemen on that side of the House do not 
know how to be courteous, it would be unfortunate. Except to 
make a friendly suggestion I would not have mentioned it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will be courteous. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. It will set to new Members n bad example. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I assure the gentleman I would not set a 
bad example. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will admonish gentlemen that 
gentlemen must be addressed in the third person. The Chair 
also wishes to suggest to gentlemen of the committee that it is 
a breach of order for gentlemen to sit in their seats and inter- 
rupt the Member who has the floor. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. KITCHIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, indulge me in just a 
little apology. If I had thought about it, I would not have vio- 
lated any rule in that respect. I may have done so, but I was 
not conscious of it. But I do not see why it should be out of 
order to address the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Forpyry] 
ns“ Brother Fonp xx.“ [Laughter.] But maybe it is. Another 
thing, I just felt so sorry for these gentlemen who had made such 
rash misstateinents, and, getting caught, looked so humiliated 
nnd penitent. that I naturally addressed them in the affectionate 
term of “ brother“ without thinking. [Laughter and applause.]} 

I wish to hupress upon the House some further facts with 
respect to the revenue during the operation of the Underwood 
Act before the commencement of the European war. From 
October 1, 1913, to August 1, 1914, we raised from all sources, 
including the Underwood Act and internal revenue, $20,743,893 
more than was raised for same period the preceding year 
from the Payne Act and all other sources. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

From January 1, 1914, to August 1, 1914, when the Underwood 
Act was in full operation, we raised from all sources $27,240,127 
more than was raised for the same months the preceding year 
by the Payne Act and all other revenue sources. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] That is not all. Comparing same 
months from October 1 to August 1 of Underwood Act and 
other sources of revenue with Payne Act and other reyenues 
fur 1912, the excess of the Underwood Act period over the 
Payne Act period is over $40,000,000. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

In face of these facts I want to ask you seriously this ques- 
tion: Would it be honest or fair or right for any of you Repub- 
licans to ever again get up on the floor of this House or alse- 
where and talk about the Underwood Act being a failure as a 
revenue producer? Do not do it any more, gentlemen. You 
know better now. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

If I ean proceed without interruption for a few minutes, I 
propose to refute tlie oft-repeated charges by Republicans on 
this foor and elsewhere that the Underwood Act had caused 
large deficits in the Treasury. I at once remind the House and 
the country that August 1, 1914—the date of the outbreak of the 
European wir—under Woodrow Wilson's administration and 
the Underwood Act, was the first August 1 in five years when 
the books of the Treasury Department showed an actual surplus 
of ordinary receipts over ordinary disbursements. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.]! Every single August 1 in the four 
years of Taft's administration and the Payne Act showed a 


deficit. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] Gentlemen, 
let us see about these deficits. Just take a pencil, you gentlemen 
of the minority, and make a note of the truth about deficits! 
Tet us take conditions on August 1. I do not arbitrarily fix that 
date, The European war fixes that date. Up to August 1, 1914, 
the Wilson administration and Underwood Act was unhampered 
by war. Now note: On August 1, 1913, the last year of the 
Payne Act, there was a deficit of ordinary disbursements over 
ordinary receipts of $9,563,000, That is one year. On August 
1, 1912, there was a deficit of $282,000. That is two years, On 
August 1, 1911, there was a deficit of $15,524,000. That is three 
years. Now here comes the first year of the Payne Act, the 
year with which we can more properly compure ours; On August 
1, 1910, the deficit was $10,055,000, On the first August 1 after 
Taft was inaugurated as President the deficit amounted to 
$14,000,000. 

But on the first August 1—1914—after the Underwood Tariff 
Act had been in force 10 months, under Woodrow Wilson as 
President, for the first time in five years the deficit was turned 
into a surplus, and that surplus was $1,500,000. [Loud applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Let me also remind the House and the country that, exclud- 
ing the Civil War period, the three largest deficits in the history 
of this Government before the outbreak of the European war 
occurred when Republican tariff bills were on the statute books. 
Under the McKinley Act, at the close of the fiscal year of 1894, 
there was a deficit of $69,000,000. In 1899, under the Dingley 
Act, there was n deficit of $89,000,000; and in 1909, again under 
the Dingley Act, and Taft as President, there was a deficit of 
$58,000,000. There never had been another time, except during 
the Civil War—not even during Tafts administration—until the 
European war, when a fiscal-year deficit ever reached any of 
those figures, S 

Mr. LENROOT. Win the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. 

Mr, LENROOT. I should like to have the gentleman inform 
us of the expenditures for the Panama Canal during those 


years. 

Mr. KITCHEN. All right; and I wilt take 1911 and 1912. 
The Republican administration issued $50,000,000 of bonds to 
help swell the surplus fund and prevent deficits. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I want to answer your question, 

Mr. LENROOT. That is what I want. 

Mr. KITCHIN. In 1911 Taft issued $33,000,000 of Panama 
Canal bonds, and pùt that amount into the general surplus. 
Aguin in 1912 he issued $18,000,000 more of ennal bonds, and 
put that into the general surplus. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. KITCHEN. Yes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Is it not a fact that over $300,000,000 had 
been spent by the Treasury for the Panama Canal and only 
$134,000,000 obtained by the sale of bonds, and is it not fair for 
the gentleman from North Carolina to state that? 

Mr. KITCIIIS. No; it would not be fair, because it would 
not be so, for the Taft administration never spent $300,000,000 
on the canal, and you have got the figures wrong. Please sit 
down one minute. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The 
Republicans saw that they were going to get into a hole in 1911, 
and they sold $33,000,000 of Panamn Canal bonds to put that 
money back in the general surplus fund to swell it, and in 1912. 
when their campaign was coming on, they issued $18,000,000 of 
bonds to add to the general surplus fund. But we Democrats 
have spent more than $40,000,000 on the Panama Canal ont of 
current funds, and we have not issued a bond to help out the 
general surplus fund. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

At this point I will answer, once for all, the Republican per- 
sistent charge that Wilson's administration and the Underwood 
Act had caused the general surplus fund to dwindle away or 
to be largely reduced. 

I make bold this statement, and I challenge you to dispute 
it, Exclusive of the proceeds of Panama Canni bonds, on the ist 
day of August, 1914, after the Underwood bill had had seven 
months of untrummeled operation, we had a larger surplus fund 
on land in the Federal Treasury by over $15,000,000 than you 
had on the ist day of August in any year of the four years 
of Taft's administration. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
side.] When the Underwood bill passed on October 3, 1913, up 
to which time all the revenues had been collected under Repub- 
lican statutes and all money expended under Republican appro- 
priation acts, we found in the Treasury only $123,000,000 of 
the general surplus fund, but under the operations of Woodrow 
Wiison’s administration and the Underwood Tariff Act we in- 
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creased that surplus until on August 1, 1914, on the breaking out 
of the European war, we had the magnificent surplus of $158,- 
884,000, the highest figure that it had reached on any Ist day 
of August in any of the four preceding Republican years, [Loud 
applause on the Democratic side.] I want these Republican 
gentlemen who are continually denouncing—without a shadow 
of fact on Which to base such denunciation—the administration 
and the Underwood Act for destroying or reducing the general 
surplus fund to take a pencil and note these facts: 

On August 1, 1913, there was a surplus of $131,454,000. 

On August 1, 1912, less canal bonds, there was a surplus of 
$138,485,000, 

On August 1, 1911, less canal bonds, there was $135,054,000. 

In 1910, the first year of the Payne-Aldrich Act, the surplus 
was only $91,999,000. 

But on August 1, 1914, under the Wilson administration and 
Underwood Tarif Act, the surplus reached the amount of $158,- 
384,000, or $66,000,000 more than under the first yeur of your 
blessed Payne Act [applause on the Democratic side], and $20,- 
000,000 more than the best year of the Puyne Act and Taft 
administration, [Applause on the Democratic side.} Do you get 
that? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Just a little while. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Just to correct a statement. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield to any Republican to correct any 
statement made by a Democrat, if he can, because it would be 
such an unusual thing—almost a phenomenon. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. A Democratic document shows that the total 
expenditures to December 14, 1915, on the Panama Canal, some 
of them under this administration, were $375,200,000 and the 
receipts from the sale of bonds were $134,631,000, so, therefore, I 
was right in my question a minute ago. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I was right in my statement that every dollar 
received for a canal bond was received under n Republican ad- 
ministration, Wilson's administration never issued uny canal 
bonds to recoup the amount puid out for construction of the 
canal. 

Mr, FORDNEY. I do not deny that. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] But there has been but a small amount of 
money expended under Democratic administration in proportion 
to the amount that was expended under the Republicun adminis- 
tration for the construction of the Panama Canal. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I understood the gentleman to say that the 
Republican or Taft administration, as we were diseussing the 
surpins under Taft's administration, had expended over 
$300,000,000 for Panama Canal construction. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman permit me to correct 
him. I sald that over $300,009,000 had been spent in the con- 
struction of the Panama Canal, and that only $134,000,000 of 
— money had been obtained by the sale of Panama Canal 

n 


Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman is right; but I did not so 
understand him in his first statement. I thought he referred 
to the amount paid out by the Taft administration as we were 

g that administration, 

Mr. FORDNEY. I beg the gentleman's pardon, but that is not 
what he snid at all. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Republicans charge that the Underwood Act 
drained the Treasury of gold. Let us now ascertain the truth 
about this. 

On August 1, 1910; n year after the Payne Act had passed, 
the gold surplus (over the $150,000,000: legal reserve) in the 
Treasury was $78,421,000. 

On August 1, 1911, another year of the Payne Act, the gold 
surplus was $112,780,000, 

Ou August 1, 1912, another year of the Payne Act, it was 
$118,747,000. 

But on August 1, 1914, under Woodrow Wilson's administra- 
tion and the Underwood Act, the gold surplus was more than 
$130,000,000, [Applause on the Democratic side.] In other 
words, instead of causing the Treasury to lose gold, Wilson's 
administration and the Underwood Act in its first year up to 
August 1 put $52,000,000 more gold into the Federal 
for the people of the United States than was there at the same 
time the first year of the Payne Act and $18,000,000 more than 
was there on August 1 of the best year of the Taft administra- 
tion. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Les. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylyania. As I understand it, the gen- 
tleman regards the Underwood tariff law as a complete success 
as a revenue raiser, 


I do not regard it so—I know it is. 
Pennsylvania. Then, why was it necessary 


Mr. KITCHIN. 

Mr. MOORE of 
to impose an income tax and a war-revenue tax? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Why was it necessary for the Republican 


Party to enact a corporation tax? I will tell you why it was 
necessary to impose un income tax. It was because we felt and 
believed, with the late Senator Dolliver, that when you raise 
revenue by a protective tariff, your method, for every dollar that 
goes into the Wederal Treasury five go into the pockets of the 
protected interests In and out of your State; but when revenue 
is raised by an income tux, every dollar collected goes to the 
Treasury and not a dollar to the special Interests, [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

In other words, if you raised $80,000,000—as we did by the 
income tax—by the gentleman's plan we would have to tax the 
people 400,000,000 more, not for the Treasury but for the tariff 
barons. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

A war or emergency revenue measure sucli as is now pending 
was enacted becnuse the European war stopped a large portion 
of dutinble importations, and we had to rnise enough to make 
it good. But, gentlemen, I do not hesitate to assert—and the 
assertion is susceptible of the plainest proof—that there would 
be larger deficits in the Treasury if the Payne Act had been 
in operation during the European war instead of the Underwood 
Act, [Applause on the Democratie side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Was it the European war? 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, E appeal to the gentleman 
from IIlinois [Mr. Mann] please to get the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moors] to take his seat and not interrupt 
me until I get through. [Lnughter.] Then I will answer any 
questions, if I haye time. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KITCHIN. No; I can not, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I ask if the gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania after 
addressing the Chair must not address further remarks to the 
gentleman from North Carolina until the gentleman from North 
Carolina has indicated that he is willing to yield, and all 
Members of the House must observe the rules. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I am willing to, but I have not the time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, when he 
addresses the Chalr—— 

Mr. KITCHIN. I do decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina will 
suspend. The gentleman from Illinois rises to n question of 
order. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvanian, when he 
addresses the Chair, if he desires to know whether some gentle- 
man will yield, must make the inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, Let the Chair make this statement: All 
Members of the House can readily see that when a gentleman 
addresses the Chair for the purpose of asking whether a Member 
occupying the floor will yield, it would be a gross discourtesy for 
the Chair to attempt to Interrupt the gentleman occupying the 
floor in the middle of a sentence; and gentlemen should not 
persist in repeated attempts to interrupt a gentleman while he 
is endeavoring to speak. The rules are easy to observe, and the 
Chair will insist that no gentleman shall persistently address 
the Chair when it is very apparent that the gentleman oecupying 
the floor does not desire to yield. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. KITCHIN. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; it will not. 

Mr: MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania addressed the 
Chair and asked if the gentleman from North Carolina would 
yield. The gentleman from North Carolina has yielded on a 
number of oceasions, and I think he has been very lenient; but 
that inquiry 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that the Chair 
inquired of the gentleman from North Caroling if he would 
yield, and the Ohair was inclined to think, from the gentle 
man’s actions, that perhaps he was preparing to yield; but 
the gentleman did nothing that would indicate that he had 
yielded. The Chair can not attempt to regulate two gentle- 
men addressing the House at the same time. Members must 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have asked 
several times 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend. He will 
not even permit the Chair to speak. Gentlemen must realize 
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thnt unless the gentleman: occupying the floor will yield that 
they must, under an observance of the rules, refrain from in- 
dulging in audible comment during the remarks. of the gentle 
man who is entitled to speak. 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inguley; 

The CHAIRMAN. Parliamentary inquiries are not in order 
while a gentleman: has the floor: Does the gentleman: from 
North Carolina yield? The Chair hopes that when the ques- 
tion is answered the gentleman from North Carolina will indi- 
cate in some emphatic manner what he proposes: to do. 

Mr. KTITCHIN. I decline to yield, with this explanation and 
apology, I have only a few minutes more to speak. I yielded 
to the gentleman three times. I yielded once and le asked a 
question andi I answered it the best I could; though not to his 
satisfaction. I have something else I desire to say before I 
close. If I had the time, I would yield to everyone on that 
side, and the gentleman knows that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Without asking the gentleman 
a.question, will he permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. KITCHIN, Let me get through this point. Let me first 
show that if the Republican Payne Act were on the books 
instead of the Underwood Act we would have a much larger 
deficit and you wo) ve had to raise many millions dollars 
tion than we are going to raise under 


ORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman refuses to yield, 
erstand? 

. KITCHIN. Yes; I do decline to yield, and I do it with 
regrets and on account of lack of time. Now, I have 
shown you that in peace times, before the European war, when 
importations were unobstructed by war, the Underwood Act, 
with its income tax, raised $18,000,000 more than the Payne 
Act, with its corporation tax. If in times of peace the Under- 
wood Act produced more revenue than the Payne: Act did, by 
what process. of reason do you conclude: that during this war it 
would produce less than the Payne Act would, which, in addi- 
tion to the war, would be a further handicap to importations by 
its prohibitive tax on imports? It has been the opinion and the 
assertion of Republicans from time out of mind that if we 
lowered. the tariff more importations would come into the coun- 
try. In fact, when we passed the Underwood Act: they made 
many and loud protests and predictions that a great flood. of 
importations would rush in over the low tariff which would 
drown all American: industries. 

Their contention lias always been that a low. tariff induces in- 
crease of importations and that a high tariff, such as the Payne 
Act, obstructs and prevents large importations: Under the 
Underwood Act, imposing a. low. tariff, importations of dutiable 
goods have largely decreased since the war- begun; how could 
you expect more importations and a larger revenue during this 
almost world-wide war with importations. further: handicapped 
by a higher tariff, such as the Payne Act, enacted for the pur- 
pose of keeping them out? [Applause on the Democratie side. 

If the Payne Act had been on the statute books during this 
war, and the same amount of dutiable articles had come in as 
lias been coming in under the lower Underwood Act, Which is 
an impossible assumption from both a Democratic and Repub- 
lican. theory, and if the same articles which were transferred 
from the dutiable list over to the free list in the Underwood 
Act were being imported to-day in the same quantities as were 
imported under the Payne Act in 1913, which is. another im- 
possible assumption, the Payne Act would only have raised 
$24,000,000 more than the Underwood Act. But if we compare 
the proportionate difference between importations under the 
Payne Act and the Underwood Act before the war, and the 
excess of revenue of the Underwood income tax over the Payne 
corporation tax and consider the natural and inevitable de- 
crense of importations by reason of the higher tariff rates of 
the Payne Act, if it were now in operation, it would yield under 
present conditions at least $25,000,000 less than the Underwood 
Act is now producing. There is not a thoughtful man, there is 
not a student of the revenue subject who, if he will make a 
thorough investigation, will not be forced to the conclusion that 
if the Payne Act had been in force during the war we would 
have to raise many million dollars more than we have to raise 
now, and that we would have many million dollars more: of 
ceau: in the Treasury than we have now. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been interrupted so often I trust that 
the House will indulge me, in conclusion, in a brief reeapitulation: 

Republicans charge: 

First. That the Wilson administration and Demoeratic Con- 
gress have been extravagant in appropriations—more: extrava- 
gant. than the Taft administration. There is no truth in this 
charge. 


The fact is that exclusive of the Post Office appropriation bill, 
for which every Republican: in the House voted; for the first 
year of the Wilson administration we appropriated’ $17,258,000 
less than the last year’s appropriation acts of the Taft admin- 
istration, and for the last year—the present fiscal year—we ap- 
propriated over $10,000,000 less than the last year of Taft's 
administration. 

Suppose we had been extravagant, Republicans are estopped 
from making the charge. Not a protest, not a minority report 
from a single Republican Member of a single appropriation 
committee against a single dollar appropriated. The Republi- 
cans in Senate and House voted for every one of the appro- 
priation bills. 

Second. That the Underwood Act has been a failure as a 
revenue producer. 

There is no truth in this charge. 

The fact is that from October 3, 1913, date of passage of 
this act, to August 1, 1914, date of tlie outbreak of the European 
war, the Underwood Act produced $10,889,070 more than the 
Payne Act did for the same months the preceding year. 

And from January 1, 1914, to August 1, 1914, the period of 
its free and untrammeled operation, the Underwood Act pro- 
duced $18,198,599 more than the Payne Act did in the same 
months.of the preceding year. 

From January 1, 1914, to August 1, 1914, from the Underwood. 
Act and other revenue sources there was collected $27,240,127 
more than from the Payne Act and other revenue sources for 
the same montlis the preceding year. 

The figures of record as to revenue collected are: 

From Oct. a 1913, to Aug. 1 1914 (Underwood Act) $306, 776, 456 
295, 887, 386 


From Oct. 1, 1912, to Aug. 1, 1913 (Payne Act) 
Excess of Underwood Art.- 10, 889, Oro 
From Jan. 1. 1914, to Aug. > 1914 (Underwood Act) aa 954, 641 
From Jan. 1, 1913, to Aug. 1, 1913 (Payne Act 215, 756. 042 
Excess of Underwood Act... 18, 198, 599 
Revenue [rom Underwood Act and all sources, 
From Jan. 1. 1014, to Aug. 1; 1914 (Underwood Art and 
all unene, eZ ——___..-.. $456, 798; 552 
From Jan. , 1913, to > Aug. Liz 1913 (Payne Act and all 
renee LER T E DIC GROSSES E SER ST a a — 429, 558, 425 
Excess of Underwood Act and all sources 27, 240, 127 


Comparing same months of the Underwood Act and all revenue 
sources with same months of Payne Act and all revenue sources 
for 1912 there Is an excess of the Underwood Act and all sources 
over the Payne Act and all sources of over $40,000,000. 

Third. That Wilson's administration and the Underwood Act 
Have caused deficits in the Treasury. 

There is no truth in this charge. 

The fact is that until the beginning of the European war the 
Treasury’ was in a better and stronger condition than at any 
time under the Taft administration, and that on August T of 
every year under Taft there was a deficit; and that August 1 
under Wilsen’s- administration was the first August 1 in five 
years when there was an actual surplus, 

On August 1, 1913, there was a deficit of $9,563,165. 

On August 1, 1912, there was-a deficit’ of $292,000. 

On August 1, 1911, there was a deficit of $15,534,935. 

On August 1, 1910, there was a deficit of $10,055,338. 

On August 1, 1909, there was a deficit of $14,005,564. 

While on August 1, 1914 (at the beginning of the European 
war) under the Wilson administration and the Underwood Act 
there was a surplus of $1,484,685. 

Let it be noted that on August 1, 1910) the first year of the Taft 
administration and the Payne Act, there was a deficit. of over 
$10,000,000, while the first year under the Wilson administration 
and the Underwood Act there was a surplus: of $1,484,685. 

Fourth. That the Wilson administration and the Underwood 
Act had largely reduced the general surplus fund. 

There is no truth in this charge. 

The fact is that on August 1, 1914, under the Wilson adminis- 
tration and the Underwood Act, the amount of the general sur- 
plus fund, exclusive of proceeds of canal bonds, was $20,000,000 
more than on any Ist day of August during Taft's entire term. 

The figures of record are: 

On August 1, 1913, the general balance was 8131,44. 000. 

On August 1, 1912, the general balance was 8138, 485,000. 

On August 1, 1911, the general balance was 8135, 054.000. 

On August 1, 1910, the general balance was 591,999,000. 

On August 1, 1909, the general balance was $109,570,000. 

But on August 1, 1914, under the Wilson administration and the 
Underwood Act, there was a balance of $158,384,000) $20,000,000 
more than the best year of the Taft administration. 


D 


* F got. 
F The CHAIRMAN. 
Phe Chair hears none, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
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There was on the ist day of the first August under the Wilson 
administration and the Underwood Act an excess over the ist 
day of the first August under the Taft administration and the 
Payne Act of $66,385,000. 

Fifth. That the Wilson administration and the Underwood 
Act drained the Treasury of its gold. 

There is no truth in this charge. 

The fact is that on August 1, 1914, under Wilson’s adminis- 
tration and the Underwood Act, the gold balances in the Treas- 
ury, exclusive of the $150,000,000 gold reserve redemption fund, 
was over $10,000,000 more than on August 1 of any year of the 
Taft term. 

The gold balances, according to the figures of record, in the 
Treasury, exclusive of the $150,000,000 reserve for redemption 
of the United States notes, were: 

On August 1, 1912, $118,747,660. 

On August 1, 1911, $112,780,235. 

On August 1, 1910, $78,421,383. 

While on August 1, 1914, under the Wilson administration and 
the Underwood Act, the gold balance was $130,551,354. 

It will be noted that while there was an excess of the Wilson 
administration and the Underwood Act over each of the Taft 
administration and the Payne Act years the excess of the first 
year of the Wilson administration and the Underwood Act over 
the first year of the Taft administration and the Payne Act was 
$52,129,971. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be conceded by all fair-minded men, 
Republicans and Democrats alike, that the just and proper way 
to judge and assess the value and virtue of the Underwood Act 
is to consider the effect of its operation from its passage on 
October 3, 1913, or at least from January 1, 1914, to August 
1, 1914, the time of the outbreak of the European war, which 
disturbed and dislocated the revenue conditions of every Goy- 
ernment as well as the business and financial conditions 
throughout the entire world. 

Taking this period of its full and free operation, unhampered 
by war, as I have in my argument to-day, the Democrats assert 
with confidence that from every standpoint of the Government’s 
interest and the people’s good the Underwood Act is far superior 
to any tariff or revenue bill that the Republican Party has ever 
put upon the statute books. [Long-continued applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired> 

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, may I ask unanimous consent 
to address the committee for 10 minutes on the subject under 
discussion? 

Mr. MANN. May I ask for order, so that we may hear? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Loxpon] asks unanimous consent to address the committee for 
10 minutes on the subject under discussion. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, who makes the 
request? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Lox DON J. Is there objection to his request to address the com- 
3 18 go 10 minutes on the subject under discussion? 

Lee MANN. I will not object. I wanted to get plenty of 

Pto talk on this side, and that is more than the time that 

Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Lonpon] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. LONDON, Mr. Chairman, I hope you will forgive my 
lack of modesty in attempting to address the House on an im- 
portant subject of this kind during the first two weeks of my 
service in Cangress. I intend to vote for the joint resolution 
{applause on the Democratic side], and I will do this notwith- 
standing that it contains a number of oppressive provisions 
which are burdensome to the people. This is an emergency act 
in the full sense of the word. We deal with an emergency which 
cah not be controlled by the people of the United States. The 
peoples of Europe would have been glad to exchange their sor- 
rows and afflictions for the burdens imposed by the emergency 
act. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I do not believe in the sincerity of the Republicans in oppos- 
ing this measure. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I have 
not heard a new word from them or a new idea. It was per- 
fectly sickening to listen to those worn-out repetitions of “ tariff, 
tariff, tariff,” just as if the whole field of human thought had 
been exhausted by the idea of the tariff; just as if the entire 
vocabulary of the human race had been limited to the word 
“ tariff.” 

They said nothing instructive, nothing definite, nothing that 
would lead us to better things. 


I wish you would realize that the entire system of taxation 
needs revision. It is not scientific. It does not face things as 
they are to-day. The Democratic and Republican parties are 
both at fault in that they fail to comprehend that new times 
require new methods. 

At some future time, with the indulgence of the House, I will 
explain the position of the radical democracy, of the industrial 
democracy, of the advanced democracy, the social democracy of 
the world on the subject of taxation. I believe in an income 
and in an inheritance tax. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I would make it impossible for incompetent men and unfit men 
to inherit by the mere accident of birth the power of millions 
of dollars and the control over millions of people. 

I believe in taxing land that is not actually occupied and that 
is not used. I believe in a tax on land held for speculative pur- 
poses. 

I make this short talk more to explain my vote than for any 
other reason. I can do a great deal better than I am doing now. 
[laughter.] And I promise the House at some future time to 
be a great deal better. [Laughter and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. The 
Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. AUSTIN rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Tennessee rise? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
AUSTIN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD, 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, of 
course the committee itself can not give general leave to print. 
I see a number of gentlemen rising to address the Chair. What 
is the disposition on that side of the House? 

Mr. GARNER. I do not think there could be any objection to 
a general extension on this particular bill. 

Mr. MANN. I hope gentlemen will defer their requests until 
we get into the House, and then if general leave is not granted 
they can make their individual requests. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
KircHtn]} asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) extending the provisions of the act 


entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 1916. 


Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the act entitled “An act to 
increase the internal revenue, and for other purposes,” approved Octo- 
ber 22, 1914 (Stat. L., vol. 38, pp. 745-764, inclusive), are continued in 
full force and effect until and ‘including December 31, i916. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, on 311516 = Jine 8, after the word “ including,” by striking out 
“December 3 916,” and inserting in lieu 3 “the expiration of 
three months from and after December 81, 1915 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on marosing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the “ noes ” seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks for a 
division. 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 161, noes 193. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


, Amend, on 18 1, line 8, after the word “ including,” W re out 
December 31, 1916,” and inserting in lieu thereof “April 30, 1916.’ 
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Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, this will give four months after 
Congress reconvenes to consider revenue legislation, and it is 
the intention, so we are informed, of the Democratic side of the 
House to consider revenue legislation prior to May 1, in any 
event, concerning other matters. 

Gentlemen of the House can not fail to have noticed that during 
an entire hour’s speech by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. Krreur], the leader of his party in the House and the 
gentleman in charge of the bill to extend a tax measure, he 
never by inference referred to the propositions upon which the 
Howse will vote. Never a word was said about the tax law 
which it is proposed to extend; no defense of any of the items 
in it; a speech which met with approval and applause on the 
other side of the aisle, but which made some of us wonder if the 
character of the House had changed any for the worse on that 
side of the House since the last Congress. 

Here is a proposition to let this House consider the items in 
the law and not to hide, as the gentlemen seek to. Not a 
discussion of the question has been had in the House. The 
people are entitled to have their items of taxes considered by 
the legislative body when it is proposed to put burdensome taxes 
upon them and to have the different questions involved in it 
as to taxation voted upon by Members of the House. There is 
no discussion and no thought of ever letting the House itself 
consider the items in this law, which every day Democratic 
Members will say are unjust and unfair, and then go home and 
tell their constituents that they had to vote with the Democratic 
Party because they had no opportunity for considering the 
items. I give you the chance. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. 
Krrenr and Mr. Mann to act as tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 183, 
noes 189. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer another amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read = follows: 

Amend, on page line 8, after the word “including,” strike out 

“December 31, Die and insert in lieu thereof the fo lowing : the 
expiration of six months from and after December 31, 1915.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr, LENROOT rose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
desires to address the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 

nized for five minutes. 
Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, we all upon this side of the 
House realize that it is utterly useless to offer any amendment 
to this bill with any idea of its being adopted. All that we can 
do is to make a record of our position upon it. 

During the general debate the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Hurt] made a very eloquent plea for nonpartisanship in 
the consideration of this measure; and yet, Mr. Chairman, if 
it were not for the fact that Members on the Democratic side 
themselves first made this a partisan question, first took it into 
a secret Democratic caucus and tied the hands of every Demo- 
crat upon that side, with two exceptions; if it had not been for 
the fact that they have made it a partisan measure, it might 
have been possible to have adopted some of these amendments, 
and particularly the one now before the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment proposes to continue this 
emergency tax law until June 30 next, which will be the end of 
the present fiscal year. Some argument can be made that that 
ought to be done, in view of the fact that the obligations for 
the present fiscal year have already been incurred and that 
revenue must be provided to meet these obligations. But, Mr. 
Chairman, I want to impress upon the new Members, upon tha 
side especially, that by voting for this proposition extendig 
this tax law until December 31 of next year they cut thé 
selves off during this session of Congress from considering 
revision or amendment of any item that is found in the prese 
law, except as the Committee on Ways and Means may gra 
ciously give them the opportunity to consider them. 

Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield? 

> Mr. LENROOT. Certainly. 


Mr. BORLAND. Would not a new revenue measure repeal 
this law at any time? 

Mr. LENROOT. A new revenue measure can repeal the law, 
provided, and provided only, this same Committee on Ways and 
Means will give the House an opportunity to consider a new 
revenue measure. All of us on both sides of the House have had 
many letters from our constituents asking us and begging us to 
consider some of the unjust and inequitable items that are now 
found in thislaw. By this vote you will say that you do not choose 
to reconsider those items; and when you write to your constitu- 
ents, as you have done, that you will give consideration to these 
things, remember that by the vote you cast here to-night you 
who vote for the measure deny to your constituents your right, 
representing them, to reconsider those items, except as the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means may graciously give you the oppor- 
tunity to consider some of them, for under the rules of this 
House no amendment will be in order to any proposition that 
the Committee on Ways and Means may bring amending the 
present law, except upon the particular item that that committee 
itself selects and chooses shall be considered. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, if the Republicans were in power to-day, 
the most that they would do would be to extend this law until 
June 30, because if they were in power, instead of extending it 
until December 31, they would seek to economize in the expendi- 
tures of this Government, so that instead of keeping up these 
very large expenditures, making these very large revenues nec- 
essary, they would make the expenditures accord with the in- 
come so far as possible, and if the European war necessitated 
expenditures beyond our income, we would meet that by the 
issuing of bonds, which would be paid and redeemed out of cur- 
rent reyenues as soon as normal conditions returned and the 
Republicans could put into force a proper tariff law. This would 
be good business; it would be economy; but that is a question 
which our friends upon the other side have never given any con- 
sideration to, except in their platforms and upon the stump. 
{Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Mann), there were—ayes 167, noes 182. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which. I 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 8, after the word“ until, strike out “and 3 
December 31. 1916,” and insert in lieu thereof the fol lowing: 
expiration of the present session of Congress." 

Mr. MANN. If this amendment should prevail, it would leave 
this law in effect until the end of the present session of Congress, 
whether that occurs next summer or next fall or possibly next 
winter. Of course if there is any intention whatever on the 
part of the Democratic side or of the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee to revise this tax law, there should be no objec- 
tion to this amendment. If you intended to do anything with 
it before the next eleetion, you would do it during the present 
session of Congress. There will be no other opportunity to 
change it until the Members of this House have been elected or 
defeated, and to some of them the latter word will apply, and 
they had better take warning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
hoes appeared to have it. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for a division. I will not ask for tellers if 
I get a real square count 

The committee divided ; and there were—ayes 165, noes 180. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the joint 
resolution. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise 
eport the joint resolution to the House, with the F 
dation that it do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and- the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, Mr. FITZGERALD, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration House joint 
resolution 59, extending the provisions of the act entitled “An 
act to increase the internal revenue, and for other purposes,” 
pproved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 1916, and had 
d him to report the same back to the House with a 
fa vorabte recommendation. 
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Sumners Thomas Walker Wilson, Fla. Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
Taggart Thompson Watkins Wilson, La. from Ohio. I voted “ yéa.” I desire to withdraw that vote and 
Tague Tillman Watson, Va. Wise ORI} t.” 
Tavenner Tribble Webb Young, Tex. answer present. Ne) 
Taylor, Ark. Van Dyke Whaley The name of Mr. ALLEN was called, and he answered “ Pres- 
Taylor, Colo. Vinson Williams, W. E. ent.” 

NAYS—191. Sasi : Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Wyoming, 
And — 

e Fal a Ricketts Mr. MONDELL, recorded? 


Fuller Lehlbach Rowe 
Gardner Lenroot Rowland 
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Cary Greene, Vt. Magee Smith, Mich, 
Chandler, N. Y. Mann Smith, Minn. 
Charles Guernsey Mapes Snell 
Chiperfield Hadley Martin Snyder 
Coleman Hamilton, Mich. Matthews fford 
Cooper, Ohio Haskell eeker ephens, Cal, 
Cooper, W. Va. Miller, Del. Sterling 
Cooper, Wis. Hawley Miller, Minn, Stiness 

‘ople: Hayes Miller, Pa. Sulloway 
Costello Heaton Mooney weet 

rago Helgesen Moore, Pa. Swift 
Cramton Hernandez Moores, Ind. ‘Temple 

“urry Hill organ, Okla, =» Tilson ~= + 
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Dallinger Hollingsworth Moss, W. Va. Tinkham t 
Danforth Hopwood ott Towner 
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Davis, Minn, — Hull, Iowa Nelson Vare : 
Dempsey Humphrey, Wash. Nichols, Mich, Volstead - 
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—6. 
Allen Roberts, Mass, Switzer Talbott 
McCulloch Sabath 
NOT VOTING—29. . 

Austin Hamilton, N. X. 2 Slayden 
Adair Hamlin McKellar Smith, N. Y. 
Bennet Hinds Mondell Steenerson 
Fess Jones Padgett Sutherland 
Fields Kent Phelan Winslow 
Gallagher Langley Sanford 8 
Gallivan Lieb Scott, Pa, 
Gray, Ala. Loft Scully 


So the joint resolution was 8 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

On the yote: 

Mr. Pavererr (for resolution) with Mr. Roserts of Massachu- 
setts (against). 

Mr. GALLAGHER (for resolution) with Mr. Haarmron of New 
York (against). 

Mr. Jones (for resolution) with Mr. Sreenerson (against). 

Mr. Sarra of New York (for resolution) with Mr. Scorr of 
Pennsylvania (against). 

Mr. Staypen (for resolution) with Mr. Fess (against). 

. Scutty (for resolution) with Mr. Benner (against). 

. HALIN (for resolution) with Mr. SANFORD (against), 

. Lies (for resolution) with Mr. Swirzer (against). 

. McKerrar (for resolution) with Mr. Austin (against). 

. Sanark (for resolution) with Mr. Monpetr (against). 

. ALLEN (for resolution) with Mr. Loncworru (against). 

. TALBOTT (for resolution) with Mr. Hrxps (against). 

. Apatr (for resolution) with Mr. MeCurroch (against). 

. GALLIYAN (for resolution) with Mr. Winstow (against). 
. PHELAN (for resolution) with Mr. SUTHERLAND (against). 

Mr. McCULLOGH. Mr. Speaker, did the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Apatr, vote? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. . 

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gen- 
tleman from Indiana. I voted “nay.” I desire to withdraw 
my vote and answer “ present.” 

The name of Mr. McCuttocu was called, and he answered 
“ Present.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
LonewortH, recorded? 

The SPEAKER. He is not. 


Kreider Roberts, Nev, f 
Lafean Rodenberg 
La Follette —— Rogers 


The SPEAKER. He is not. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I voted “yea.” I am paired 
with the gentleman from Wyoming. I desire to withdraw my 
vote of “ yea” and answer“ present.” 

The name of Mr. SasarH was called, and he answered 
“ Present.” 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
ASHBROOK, recorded? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. ASHBROOK voted on the first 

oll call. He was standing in the center aisle. I remember it 
and a number of others heard him. 

Mr. BARNHART. I heard him vote. 

The SPEAKER. How did he vote? 

Mr. ALLEN. He voted “ yea.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, on the statement of the gentlemen, 
I have no objection to Mr. AsHBRooK’s vote being recorded. 

i The SPEAKER. The Clerk will record Mr. ASHBROOK as vot- 
ng “ yea.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening 
when his name was called? - 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No; I had been called out of the Cham- 
ber on important business. 
The SPEAKER. The 

within the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. Krrehix, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members who desire to do so may extend their remarks in 
te. Sores January 4, 1916. 

r, SA Does that mean all Members wh spok 
Misr MaDe? bers who have spoken, 

Mr. MANN. All Members. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that all Members may have until January 4, 
1916, to extend their remarks in the REcorp on the joint resolu- 
tion which has just been passed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


gentleman does not bring limself 


MOROS AND NON-CHRISTIAN TRIBES IN PHILIPPINE ISLANDS (H. DOC. 
NO, 422). 


The Speaker laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States, which, together with the ac- 
companying documents, was referred to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs and ordered to be printed : 7 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I submit herewith act No. 2403 of the Philippine Commission, 
entitled “ An act making applicable to that part of the Philippine 
Islands inhabited by Moros or other non-Christian tribes certain 
acts of the Philippine Legislature.” 

Among the acts of the legislature extended to that part of the 
Philippine Islands inhabited by Moros or other non-Christian 
tribes is act No. 2325, which is amendatory of the Philippine 
public-land act, and which, under the provisions of section 13 of 
the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, may not go into 
effect or have the force of law until approved by the President 
and the Congress. 

Act No. 2325 was duly approved as required by law, and I 
recommend that the accompanying act of the Philippine Com- 
mission be also approved. I transmit herewith a letter of the 
Secretary of War which explains the necessity for the enact- 
ment of this law. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THE WHITE House, December 16, 1915. $ 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendment joint 
resolution of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested : , 

H. J. Res. 60. Joint resolution making appropriation to supply 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1916. 
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ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 663. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Citizens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Burlington, Iowa; 

H. R. 3638. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark.; and 

II. J. Res. 61. Joint resolution authorizing payment of the sal- 
aries of officers and employees of Congress for December, 1915. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HAYDEN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of William Wooster, H. R. 4895, Sixty- 
first Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

Mr. Rucker, by undnimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 


gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table House joint resolution No. 60, 
with Senate amendment, and consider it in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, without waiting to hear it read, 
as it is rather late to-night and we will be in session to-morrow, 
this question can come up with other things. So I shall object. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I thought as the gentleman wanted to 
take 12 hours of debate he would not mind taking more time 
now for business. 

Mr. MANN. It is on account of the requests from fhe Demo- 
cratic side of the House, where so many gentlemen want to go 
to the opera house to-night, that I make the objection. 


ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 19 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Friday, December 
17, 1915, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Westport Harbor and Saugatuck River, Conn. (H. Doc. No. 404); 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed, with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Hiwassee River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 405); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief.of Engineers, report.on preliminary exami- 
nation of Plattsburg Harbor, on Lake Champlain, for a deep- 
water connection with the New York State Barge Canal (H. Doc. 
No. 406) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed, with illustrations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Brier Creek, Ga. (H. Doc. No. 407) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illus- 
trations. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Quincy Bay, III., and channel and slough connecting 
bay with Mississippi River (H. Doc. No. 408) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illus- 
trations. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Novato Creek, Cal. (H. Doc. No. 409); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Seeretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of New York Harbor, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 410); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Cape Anne, Mass. (H. Doc. No. 


411) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Cane River, La., from Grand Ecore to Colfax (H. 
Doc. No. 412); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Gull Lake Reservoir, Minn. (H. Doc. No. 413); to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on pagiminary ex- 
amination of South Fork of Kentucky River, Ky., with a view 
to an additional lock and dam (H. Doc. No. 414); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Port Clinton Harbor, Ohio (H. Doc. No. 415); to 


the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be print 
the papers in the case of Nathan MeDaneld, Sixty-third Con- Ling the 


13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 


letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex- 


amination and survey of Leaf and Pascagoula Rivers from the 


mouth of Bowie Creek to the junction of the Pascagoula and Dog 


Rivers, Miss. (H. Doc. No. 416); to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 
14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 


‘letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary sur- 


vey of Connecticut River between Hartford, Conn., and Holyoke, 


| Mass. (H. Doe. No. 417); to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


bors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Bayou Plaquemine Brule, La., with a view to the ex- 
tension of the improvement (H. Doc. No. 418); to the, Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 


Illustrations. 


16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Missouri River from Kansas City, Kans., to the 
northern limits of Florence, Nebr. (H. Doc. No. 419); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a detailed statement of the refunds of customs duties for the 
fiscal year ended June 30, 1915; also Treasury decisions, ab- 
stracts of the decisions of the Board of the United States Gen- 
eral Appraisers, and court decisions cited in the report (H. Doc. 
No. 420) ; to the Committee on Ways and Means and ordered to 
be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
the commanding officer of Watertown Arsenal of “tests of iron 
and steel and other materials for industrial purposes” made at 
that arsenal during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1915; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

19. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, submitting an urgent estimate of deficiency in the appro- 
priation for printing and binding for the Patent Office, Depart- 
ment of the Interior, fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. 
No. 421) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 

Mr. QUIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4954) directing the Secretary of 
War to reconvey a parcel of land to the Anshe Chesed Congrega- 
tion, Vicksburg, Miss., reported the same with an amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 10), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1022) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edmond C. Hausel, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 6023) for the reduction 
of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 


1915. 
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local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 6024) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Ladysmith, 
Wis.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6025) to repeal section 5 
of an act making appropriation for payment of certain claims 
in accordance with findings of the Court of Claims reported un- 
der the provisions of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 
3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman and the Tucker 
Acts, and under the provisions of section 151 of the act approved 
March 8, 1911, commonly known as the Judicial Code, approved 
March 4, 1915; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6026) appropriating $1,000,000 for the use 

of the United States Public Health Service in encouraging rural 
sanitation, with special reference to the prevention and suppres- 
sion of malaria and typhoid fever; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6027) providing for the erection of a joint 
monument or memorial to Col. John Adam Treutlen, and to mark 
the settlement of the Salzburger colony at or near Ebenezer 
Church, in Effingham County, Ga.; to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6028) to provide for medical treatment of 
Confederate veterans in Government hospitals and appropriat- 
ing $1,000,000 with which to build and operate a home and hos- 
pital for Confederate veterans and their widows at Claxton, 
Ga.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H, R. 6029) for the erection of an 
addition to the public building at Springfield, III.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 6030) referring the 
claim of the State of Rhode Island to the Court of Claims for 
adjudication ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 6031) for the reduction of 
the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6032) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Peru, in the State of Ilinois; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 6033) making an appropria- 
tion to establish a national park at the Oriskany (N. Y.) battle 
field; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 6034) to make available 
a portion of the appropriation for the immigration station at 
Baltimore, Md., for such counters, booths, screens, railings, 
seats, bunks, kitchen and laundry equipment, etc., as necessary 
in connection with said station; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 6035) for the reduction 
of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6036) to provide for the payment of a 
yearly license tax by manufacturers of native wines, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNBSSY: A bill (H. R. 6037) providing for 
the construction and equipment of a laboratory for research 
work at Newport, R. I.; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 6088) for the appointment 
of second lieutenants in the United States Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY: A bill (H. R. 6039) to provide capital for 
agricultural development; to create a standard form of invest- 
ment based upon farm mortgages; to equalize rates of interest 
upon farm loans; to furnish a market for United States bonds; 
to provide a method of applying postal-savings deposits to the 
promotion of the public welfare, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 6040) for the reduction of the 
rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for local 
delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 6041) for the acquisition 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Wake- 
field, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 6042) reducing the postage 
rate on local letters to 1 cent per ounce or fraction thereof; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 6043) to provide for a com- 
mission to codify and suggest amendments to the general min- 
ing laws; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6044) making an appropriation to enforce 
the provisions of an act to regulate the sale of viruses, serums, 
toxins, and analogous products and to regulate interstate traffic 
in said articles, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 6045) for the prevention and 
eradication of the foot-and-mouth disease; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. BURNETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 6046) to 
further regulate the entrance of Chinese aliens into the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6047) to 
further regulate the admission of Chinese persons and persons 
of Chinese descent; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 6048) to create a national arbi- 
tration tribunal and to define the duties and powers thereof; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6049) to 
amend section 36 of an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
immigration of aliens into the United States,” approved Feb- 
ruary 20, 1907; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 6050) providing for the erection 
of a suitable memorial to John Ericsson; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 6051) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Lowville, N. X.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 6052) to provide for 
stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 6053) for the reduction of the 
rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for local 
delivery ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 6054) for the relief of the Ken- 
tucky drafted men; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6055) to create the department 
of transportation; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 6056) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to create a legislative assembly in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, and for other 
purposes,” approved August 24, 1912; to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6057) to amend section 14 of 
the reclamation extension act, approved August 13, 1914; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6058) for the purchase of a site for a public 
building at Yuma, Ariz.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 6059) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Effingham, III.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr, AYRES: A bill (H. R. 6060) to amend section 914, 
chapter 18, of the Revised Statutes of the United States of 1878, 
relating to the judiciary ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6061) to provide for the 
erection of a lighthouse on Pilar Point, at the entrance to 
Half Moon Bay, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6062) to regulate the coming into and the 

residence within the United States of Chinese, Japanese, 
Koreans, Tartars, Malays, Afghans, East Indians, 
Hindoos, and other persons of the Mongolian or Asiatic race 
and persons of Chinese, Japanese, Korean, Tartar, Malayan, 
Afghan, East Indian, Hindoo, or other Mongolian extraction, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6063) providing for the payment of cer- 
tain claims of the State of California growing out of the Indian 
wars; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6064) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building at Princeton, in the State of West Virginia; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 6065) to provide for Federal 
aid to good roads, to permit the several States to utilize the 
superior credit of the United States in raising road construc- 
tion funds, to aid the States in maintenance of roads, and to 
create a national highway commission; to the Committee on 
Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6066) for the enlargement of 
the Federal building at San Jose, Cal.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6067) to further regulate the immigration 
of aliens into the United States; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

By- Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 6068) to establish an agri- 
cultural, plant, shrub, fruit and ornamental tree, berry, and 
vegetable experimental’ station at or near the city of Colquitt, 
Miller County, Ga.; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6069) to establish a fish-hatchery and fish- 
culture station in the second congressional district’ of Georgia 
or near Albany; Ga.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KAUANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 6070) to ratify, ap- 
prove, and confirm an act duly enacted: by’ the Legislature of 
the Territory of Hawaii amending the franchise held by the 
Hawaiian Electrice Co. (Ltd.) by extending it to include all of 
the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii; to the Committee on 
the Territories: 

By Mr. BEALES: A bill (H. R. 6071) providing for the 
protection of Antwerp or homing pigeons when in an interstate 
flight’; to the Committee on Agriculture: 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R: 6072) to amend the act to 
regulate commerce; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 6073) to authorize the Secre- 
tary’ of the Interior to issue patents for certain lands to the 
town of Myton, Utah; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also; a bill’ (H. R. 6074) to provide for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building thereon at Nephi, Utah; to the 
Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill’ (H. R. 6075) providing for the establishment and 
maintenance of a Weather’ Bureau station at Brigham City, 
Utah; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6076) to provide for an increased annual 
appropriation for agricultural’ experiment stations, to be used 
in resenrches in home economics, and regulating the expenditure 
thereof; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6077) to amend an act entitled 
“An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and 
officers, who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico,“ 
approved February 6, 1907; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 0078) for the reimbursement of the legal 
representatives of James Harvey Dennis for moneys: expended 
by the said James Harvey Dennis for the improvement of the 
‘Tennessee River ; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6079) for the erection and maintenance of 
a: steam fog whistle on Point Pinos, Cal.; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6080) to establish a lighthouse of the first 
order on Point Pinos, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, u bill (H. R. 6081) to provide for the erection of a monu- 
ment at the summit of Fremonts Peak, Cal., to comemorate the 
unfurling of the flag of the United States upon that spot by Gen: 
Fremont’ at the outbreak of the War with Mexico; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6082) granting certain lands to the State 
of California to form a part of Galifornia Redwood Park in said 
State; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6083) to amend the naturalization laws; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6084) to regulate the coming into and the 
residence’ within the United States of certain classes of aliens, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6085) to limit denomination of silver certi- 
ficates, United States notes, and Treasury’ notes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

Also; u bill (H. R. 6086) to provide for the establishment of a 
life-saving station at Half Moon Bay, south of Point Montara 
and near Montara Reef, Cal.; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 6087) to establish public 
highways or roads along all section lines in the Seneca, Wyan- 
dotte, Ottawa, Eastern Shawnee, Peoria; West Miami, and 
Quapaw Tribes of Indians in the Quapaw Agency, in eastern 
Oklahoma; and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6088) providing for the removal of restric- 


tions from certain lands in the Cherokee Nation; Okla:, and for |- 


other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6089) authorizing. a pre- 
liminary: examination and survey of Sea Gate, Coney Island, 
N: V., Ambrose Channel, and connecting waters to Gravesend 
Bay; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE: 


DECEMBER 16; 


By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H: R: 6090) to amend section 
3342 of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 6091) for the reduction 
of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
. to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads: 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 6092) for the aecquisi- 
tion of additional ground and the erection and construction 
thereon of an addition to the United States post-office building 
at Atlantic City, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill. (H. R. 0093) to 
increase the tax on beer and playing cards; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also; a bill (H. R. 6094) to establish a fish hatchery at Itta- 
bena, Miss.; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. ? 

By Mr: SABATH® A bill (H. R. 6095) to create a legislative 
drafting and reference bureau; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 6096) in reference to a 
national military park on the Plains of Chalmette, below the 
city of New Orleans; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6097). to 
ratify the compact and agreement between the States of Oregon 
and Washington regarding concurrent jurisdiction’ over the 
waters of the Columbia River and its tributaries in connection 
with regulating, protecting, and preserving: fish; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ABERGROMBI®B: A bill (H. R. 6098) for the reduction’ 
of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
N to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill’ (H. R. 6099) to amend section 72 of 
an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating’ to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 6100) to provide for the eree- 
tion: of à public building at Sparta, III.; to the Committee: on 
Public Buildings and ‘Grounds; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6101) to provide for the erection of a publie 
building at Carbondale, III.; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6102) to provide for the erection of a publie 
building at Herrin, Il; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Resolution (H. Res. 64): authorizing the 
Committee: on Banking: and Curreney to make a thorough: and 
searching: investigation of the charges against certain banks by 
the Comptroller of the Currency; to the Committee on Rules: 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Resolution (H. Res. 65) providing: for 
an amendment to the rules of the House as to the manner of 
consideration: of bills and resolutions to amend! the rules and 
for the consideration of any. bill or resolution introduced in the 
House or passed by the Senate; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM; Joint resolution (H. J. Res: 68) to cede 
to the State of Maryland temporary: jurisdiction over certain 
lands in the Fort McHenry, Military Reservation; to the Com- 
mittee on Military: Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYES: Joint resolution (H. J, Res. 69) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of: the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PARK: Joint resolution. (H. J. Res. 70) to refund 
under certain conditions a portion of the offers in compromise 
for failure to make the return required under section 38, act of 
August 5, 1909, said offers in compromise having: been covered 
into the Treasury, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By. Mr. KENNEDY. of Rhode Island: Joint resolution (H. I. 
Res. 71) granting permission for the erection of a monument in 
the Arlington National Cemetery, Và, to the memory and in 
honor. of the members of the various orders-of sisters: who gave 
their services as nurses: on battle-fields; in hospitals, and on 
floating hospitals during the Civil War; to the Committee on the 
Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 6103) granting a pension to 
Eliza J. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6104) granting an increase of pension to 
James Wasson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6105) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Stitsworth ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6106) granting an increase of pension to 
Ezra Deeren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6107) granting an increase of pension to 
James F. Dakins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6108) granting an increase of pension to 
John Buettner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 6109) for the relief of 
Reuben McKroskie; to the Committee on War Olaims. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6110) granting a pension to 
Edward A. Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6111) granting an increase of pension to 
Helen M. Lind; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6112) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6118) granting an increase of pension to 
Nina B. Pugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 6114) granting a pension to 
William Fuller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 6115) granting a pension 
to Solomon Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6116) granting a pension to Hannah Powell; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6117) granting a pension to Jane Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6118) granting an inerease of pension to 
James R. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6119) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6120) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Stroup; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6121) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Harman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6122) granting an increase of pension to 
John Favinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6123) granting an increase of pension to 
John Rockwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6124) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Medick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6125) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6126) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Warman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 6127) for the relief of the 
estate of Austin O. Banks, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. i 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6128) for the relief of the estate of Lewis 
Willson Smart, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6129) for the relief of the estate of William 
Thompson, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 6130) to authorize the 
issue of a patent to certain land in Alabama to William M. Wil- 
son; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 6131) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah Hughes; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6182) granting an increase of pension to 
Samantha J. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6183) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah R. Sampson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 6134) granting a pension to 
John W. Barnes; to tiie Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6135) grant- 
ing a pension to William J. Grimm; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6136) granting an increase of pension to 
Pary McNair; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6187) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6138) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6189) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Elliott; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6140) for the relief of Theodore Copen- 
haver ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 6141) granting a pension 
to Mary Walls; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6142) granting a pension to John C. Row- 
land; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6143) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert C. Stevenson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6144) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Windgoetter ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6145) for the relief of Edward F. McDer- 
mott, alias James Williams; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6146) for the relief of Zachary T. Heal; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 6147) granting a pension to 
Luella Kirtland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6148) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Wilkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6149) granting an increase of pension to 
Eron B. Wallace; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6150) granting an increase ef pension to 
Oscar H. Cox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 6151) granting a pension to 
Addie R. Kite; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, & biil (H. R. 6152) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis B. Lomax; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6153) granting a pension to Bessie I. 
Griffith ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 6154) 
granting a pension to Dera Dee Walker; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6155) for the relief of William G. Ruddell, 
administrater of the estate of Reuben R. Turner; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6156) for the relief of the heirs of George 
W. Croft; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6157) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of the Beaufort Library Society; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. A. 6158) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Milton H. Smith; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6159) granting a pension to 
Veroniea Werner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6160) for the relief of Paul Wallerstein; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES: A bill (H. R. 6161) granting an increase 
ef pension to Alfred Yauchler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 6162) granting an increase of 
area to Hannah A. Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
‘sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6163) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 6164) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza R. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 6165) granting a pension to 
Mary Carroll; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6166) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Wheeler; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COSTELLO: A bill (H. R. 6167) for the relief of 
ee Taheny and John W. Mortimer; to the Committee on 

aims. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 6168) granting a pension to 
‘Theresa B. Streibig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 6169) granting 2 pen- 
sion to James W. Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6170) granting a pension to John T. 
Biggers ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 6171) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Merriss; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6172) granting an increase of pension to 
William R. Hendricks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6178) for the relief of Carl Puckett; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 6174) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry ©. Linn; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6175) for the relief of Hiram B. Calvert; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRUKKER : A bill (H. R. 6176) granting a pension to 
William R. Claxton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6177) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna F. Haase; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAGAN: A bill (H. R. 6178) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Dippel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6179) granting a pension to Theresa De 
Villeneuve; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 6180) for the relief of 
Lillie B. Randell ; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6181) for the relief of Letitia W. Garrison; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6182) for the relief of the 
rath of Samuel Way, deceased; to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 6183) granting a pension to 
Eliza Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6184) granting a pension to 
Lodema C. Hodges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6185) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6186) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Spragg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GLASS: A bill (H. R. 6187) granting a pension to 
Pyrrhus Williams; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6188) granting a pension to Hiram O. 
Howard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 6189) granting an increase of 
pension to Alpheus Demond; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6190) granting a pension to 
James Daly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6191) to place Rey. John A. Ferry, captain, 
upon the unlimited retired list of the Army; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 6192) to correct the mlli- 
tary record of William C. Pearson; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 6193) for the relief of J. A. 
Niddel; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6194) for the relief of 
William Wooster; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6195) conferring jurisdiction on the Court 
of Claims to hear, determine, and render judgment in the 
claim of James W. Pearce v. The United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension to 
Gertrude M. Farrar; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6197) granting a pension to Alta M. 
Comstock ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6198) granting a pension to William Trots; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6199) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel M. Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6200) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Lambert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6201) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry B. Haines; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6202) granting an inerease of pension to 
Russell B. Tripp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6203) for the relief of Thomas Bingham ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6204) for the relief of Owen Barnes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6205) for the relief of Andrew J. Law- 
rence; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6206) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Parker S. Rouse, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6207) for the relief of Isabel E. Rockwell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6208) for the relief of William E. Camp- 
bell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6209) for the relief of the heirs of Ellery B. 
Wilmar; to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6210) for the relief of Albert C. Walten- 
spiel; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6211) for the relief of the widow and the 
heirs of Samuel A. Bishop; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6212) for the relief of R. S. Thornton; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6213) for the relief of W. F. Durand; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HEATON: A bill (H. R. 6214) granting a pension to 
Joseph Weiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6215) granting an increase of pension to 
John Stack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 6216) to correct the 
military record of Ramon Padilla; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6217) for the relief of A. W. Sudduth; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6218) for the relief of Juan Paiz; to the 
-Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6219) for the relief of Juan Ocana; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 


By Mr, HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 6220) to correct the military 
record of Thomas Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6221) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Burdick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6222) for the relief of Daniel M. Frost; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6223) for the relief of Margaret Lafferty; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 6224) for the relief of E. D. 
Judkins ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6225) for the relief of the estate of Wil- 
liam H. Moores; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 6226) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mack Rittenberry; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6227) 
granting an increase of pension to Lou Emma Newsom; to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6228) granting an increase of pension to 
William House; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 6229) granting 
a pension to Burnetta K. Brafford; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6230) granting a pension to Christopher C. 
Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6231) granting a pension to W. W. Cooper; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6232) granting an increase of pension to 
C. W. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6233) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Knizley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6234) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6235) granting an increase of pension to 
Dock J. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6286) granting an increase of pension to 
Buford P. Moss; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6287) for the relief of the heirs of William 
Hardman ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6238) for the relief of Franklin Nix; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6239) for the relief of John T. Warden; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6240) for the relief of the heirs of Ruben 
Settle, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill (H. R. 6241) to ratify, 
approve, and confirm an act amending the franchise granted 
to H. P. Baldwin, R. A. Wadsworth, J. N. S. Williams, D. G. 
Lindsay, ©. D. Lufkin, James L. Coke, and W. T. Robinson, and 
now held under assignment to Island Hleéctrie Co. (Ltd.), by 
extending it to include the Makawao district, on the island of 
Maui, Territory of Hawali, and extending the control of the 
Public Utilities Commission of the Territory of Hawaii to said 
franchise and its holder; to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 6242) for the relief of 
Ralph M. Johnson; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6243) for the relief of Richard Prender- 
gast; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6244) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Alva French; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 7 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 6245) granting an increase 
of pension to Jordan J. McCann; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 6246) granting an increase 
of pension to James R. Mills; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: A bill (H. R. 6247) granting a pension to 
Alice McDowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6248) granting a pension to Ann Roueche; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6249) granting a pension to Lucinda W. 
Hurtley; to the Committe- on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6250) granting a pension to Elizabeth I. 
Lyons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6251) granting a pension to Augustus O, 
Hartel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6252) granting a pension to John J. Dona- 
van; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6258) granting a pension to John Dowdy; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6254) granting a pension to Eva Kern; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bin (H. R. 6288) granting a pension to Bridget E. 
Reid; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6256) granting a pension to Frank L. 


Prue; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6257) granting a pension to John Salchli; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 0258) granting a pension to William F. 
Volk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6259) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar K. Stinson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6260) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Wetherall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6261) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank L. Weiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6262) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Bauschard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6263) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis R. Montague; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6264) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6265) for the relief of Anson Martin Hart- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6266) for the relief of John W. Heald; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 6267) to reimburse 
Tennie A. Anderson, postmaster at Maplewood, Fayette County, 
W. Va., for money, money orders, and postage stamps stolen; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6268) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Daulton ; to the Committe on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6269) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert J. Walsh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6270) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline M. Carruth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6271) granting an increase of pension to 
Augustus A, Prugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6272) granting an increase of pension to 
William M. Harrod ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6278) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia Hawkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6274) granting an increase of 
12 to Samuel Sigman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6275) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Van Valkenburg; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 6276) granting an inerease 
of pension to Freeman H. Bentley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCLINTIC: A bill (H. R. 6277) for the relief of 
Lucius K. Osterhout; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 6278) granting an 
increase of pension to Myra A. Putnam; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. MEEKER: A bill {H. R. 6279) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Kesselring; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 6280) for the relief of the 
Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potomac and Richmond & Peters- 
burg Railroad Connection Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6281) granting a 
pension to Jane Little; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6282) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth G. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6283) granting a pen- 
sion to Jasper Stoops; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6284) granting a pension to Sarah Wishard ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6285) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Camp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6286) granting 
a pension te Elijah Sullivan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6287) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Chadock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6288) granting an increase of pension to 
William Satow; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6289) granting an increase of pension to 
William Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6290) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph C. Gluck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 6291) granting an increase of 
pension to David McMillen; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ns. 


By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 6292) granting an increase of 
eee to Mary Adamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 6293) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah M: Haskins; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6294) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Greene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 6295) granting an increase of pension to 
Rachel A. Ballou; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6296) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline L. H. Chesebro; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6297 ) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline F. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (HI. R. 6298) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelius Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6299) granting an increase of pension to. 
Ella A. Wood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6300) granting am increase of pension to 
Henry Dana; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 6801) for the relief of John Healy; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6302) for the relief of Frank M. Horton; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6803) for the relief of John McKenzie; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6304) for the relief of William H. Riddens- 
dale; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6805) for the relief of Mary Randall; 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6306) for the relief of Bellevadorah Steele; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6807) for the relief of Iver Boreson; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6308) granting an honorable discharge to 
Patrick Bolan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6809) granting 
a. pension to Everett L. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6810) granting a pension to William P. 
La Croix; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6811) for the relief of the estate of Mary 
Davis Denny; to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 6312). granting a pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6313) granting a pension to Harriett 
Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PARKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 6314) granting 
an increase of pension to James A. Buck; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 6815) granting an increase of 
pension to Rebbeeca Ramsey; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 6316) for the relief of the 
Overland Trust & Realty Co.; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands 


to 


By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 6317). granting a pension to 
Mary J. Brophy; to the Committée on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6818) granting a pension to Herbert B. 
Holloway; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6319) granting a pension to Fred G. Reed; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6820) granting a pension to Stephen Mur- 
phy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6821) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Tweedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6322) granting an ‘increase of pension to 
William H. Bent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6323) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel G. Gallion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6824) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew C. Freshour; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6825) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6826) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Flook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin A. Linville; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6328) granting an inerease of pension to 
Martin Schoonover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6329) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. O'Neal; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: A bill (H. R. 6330) granting a pension to 
Joseph F. Flynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6331) granting a pension to Herman E. 
Jansen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6332) granting a pension to Michael Grace; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6333) granting a pension to Rusetta M. Gay- 
lord ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6334) granting a pension to John Delaney; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. H. V. Holdsworth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6336) granting an increase of pension to 
Matthew J. McKeon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6337) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Curtin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6338) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Houlihan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6339) for the relief of William E. Farrell; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6340) for the relief of Bridget McGrane; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6341) for the relief of Thomas Crowley ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6342) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Delaney; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6343) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Washington E. Hall, alias John 
Duffy ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6344) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Green; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6845) for the relief of Laban H. Davies; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 6346) for the relief of 
F. Simons, R. J. Stemm, T. H. White, and others; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 6347) ranting: a pension to 
Thomas Lamb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6348) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Brookover, Jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6349) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia Tomlin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6350) for the relief of Nathan McDaneld; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6351) granting 
a pension to Thomas Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) granting a pension to Scott Roberts; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 6353) granting a pension 
to Samantha March; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6355) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip Reubel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 6356) for the relief of Frank 
Andress; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 6357) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas D. Tweedy; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH or Idaho: A bill (H. R. 6358) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary K. Plowman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 6359) granting a 
pension fo Arthur S. Hurlburt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6860) granting a pension to Alonzo Sidman; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6361) for the relief 
of the legal representative of Thomas W. Daugherty; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEENERSON;: A bill (H. R. 6362) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Patrick Martin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6363) granting a pension to Emma L, 
Wallace; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6364) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George D. Mayes ; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6365) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Logue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6366) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Albrey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6867) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6868) for the relief of John McKendry; $ 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6369) granting 
an increase of pension to Matildia F. Hedrick; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6370) for the relief of Moses C. Tingley, 
an Indian allottee; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6371) to cancel allotments made to threo 
members of the Wintu Tribe of Indians on the public domain 
in California ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 6372) granting an increase of 
pension to Elizabeth A. Morris; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 6373) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth Hakes ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6874) granting a pension to David Oliver 
Spencer ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6375) granting an increase of pension to 
George E. Boyer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6376) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Durflinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6377) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6878) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Marshall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6879) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles La Fayette Wilson Neff; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Pemble; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6381) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Rawley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6382) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 6383) granting an iucrease of 
pension to William F. Neal; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6384) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Boehmler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. £ 

By Mr. SWIFT: A bill (H. R. 6385) granting a pension to 
Alexander T. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6386) granting a pension to Humphrey D. 
Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 6887) granting an increase 
of pension to William Shaner; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6388) granting a pension to 
Howard E. Tolson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6389) granting a pension to Julia M. Con- 
nolly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6390) granting a pension to Charles B. Me- 
Conn; to the Committee on Inyalld Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6391) granting a pension to Mary E. Conn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6392) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Caulk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6393) granting an inerease of pension to 
James T. Rider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6394) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph R. Kemp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6395) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Copenspire; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6396) granting an increase of pension to 
Donna M. Blatter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6397) to authorize the President to ap- 
point Col. Rogers Birnie a brigadier general and place him on 
the retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 6398) granting an increase 
of pension to James Blue; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6399) granting an increase of pension to 
Lorenzo B. Morey; to the Committee on Invalid Pension. 

By Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6400) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert W. Johnson ; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6401) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel V. Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN DYKE: A bill (H. R. 6402) for the relief of A. E. 
Kuester ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VARÐ: A bill (H. R. 6403) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet I. Barrett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 6404) granting a pension to John F. Cas- 
sedy ; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6405) for the relief of John A. Healey ; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6406) granting the sum of $480 to Clara 
Kane, dependent parent, by reason of the death of William A, 
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Yenser, late civil employee, killed as a result of an accident at 
Philadelphia Navy Yard; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylyania: A bill (H. R. 6407) grant- 
ing an honorable discharge to John Prickett; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6408) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli C. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6409) for the relief of the heirs of James 
H. Harris, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6410) to carry into effect the finding of the 
Court of Claims in the case of Amanda E. Macfarlane; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 6411) granting a 
pension to Josephine Burnett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6412) for the relief of John M. Green; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6413) granting a 
pension to Eliza A. Beeber; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SELLS: Resolution (H. Res. 63) for the relief of the 
heir of Robert H. Key, late an employee of the House; to the 
Committee on Accounts, 


! PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Shamokin 
(Pa.) Woman's Christian Temperance Union, urging adoption 
of Hobson amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of the president of the Sparta 
(Wis.) Woman's Christian Temperance Union, urging adoption 
of the Hobson prohibition amendment; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of churches of Aberdeen, Miss., 
urging adoption of the Hobson prohibition amendment; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of Missouri Grange, urging the 
enactment of a national rural-credits law; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany the claim of 
Rachel Thompson for special relief; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Ohio Stogies Manufacturers’ Association, 
asking the elimination of the classification of quantity on cigars 
in war tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion 
of the United States of America, favoring the congressional 
medal of honor; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the trustees of the Newark (Ohio) Mer- 
chants’ Association, indorsing the so-called Stevens bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Petition of Harold Reyer 
and others, of Colby, Wis., in favor of the Burnett immigration 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Petitions of sundry citizens of New 
York, protesting against tax on perfumery and toilet articles; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of National Lace and Embroidery Co., relative to 
exemption from war-tax bill of mutual insurance; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Sons of the Revolution of the State of New 
York, favoring suitable measure of preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, 
relative to purchase of Chesapeake and Delaware Canal; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petitions of James H. Bryans and Edward C. Reeger, of 
New York, favoring military preparedness; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of New York, protesting against war 
tax on liquors; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CLINE: Papers to accompany House bill 3143, grant- 
ing un increase of pension to John Hanes; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of the Sacramento Young Men’s 
Christian Association, of Sacramento, Cal., favoring Federal 
censorship of motion pictures in interstate commerce; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of Fidelity Storage Co., 
of Washington, favoring an amendment to the antitrust laws; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Chicle Co., of New York, protesting 
Senos tax on chewing gum; to the Committee on Ways and 
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By Mr. EAGAN: Memorial of Sons of the Revolution in 
favor of preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: Petition of Men's Association of St. 
Matthew's Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia, favor- 
ing retirement of civil-service employees; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSS: Memorial of Glencoe Men's Club, of Glencoe, 
IN., favoring adequate national defense; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Memorial of Sons of the Revolution, favor- 
ing preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief 
of Caroline Sprangy; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting a pension to 
Lodenna C. Hodges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. M. Jewett and others, of Mazon, III., 
favoring a national prohibition amendment; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GORDON: Remonstrances of Lorenz Leopold and 
1,877 other citizens of Cuyahoga County, Ohio, against any ad- 
ditional increase of special taxes now. imposed upon the brewery 
and liquor industries; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of National Lumber Manufac- 
turers’ Association in reference to agreements upon lumber in- 
dustry ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of William Anthony and others, in favor of the 
Stevens bill; to-the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Coin- 
merce. 

Also, memorial of the National Foreign Trade Council, in 
favor of a sound national foreign-trade policy; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce: 

Also, petition of Federal Sugar Refining Co., in favor of a 
revenue tax on sugar; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition in favor of the repeal of Schedule B of the 
emergency revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Dort & Brandt, of New York, against re- 
striction of our commerce; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, petition of Sons of the Revolution, in favor of prepared- 
ness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Federal Sugar Refining Co., against retaining 
the present duty on sugar ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Dry Goods Economist, in favor of the bureau 
of foreign and domestic commerce of the Commerce Department ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Loose-Wiles Biscuit Co., against repeal of the 
so-called mixed-flour law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Charles War Hall, in fayor of preparedness ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CROSSER: Petition of citizens of Cuyahoga County, 
Ohio, protesting against any additional war-revenue tax on the 
beer and liquor industries; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of Peace Army of Construction, 
ugainst preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of board of supervisors of San Luis Obispo 
County, Cal., asking support for the Oil Industry Association; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Memorial of the Ohio Stogie 
Manufacturers’ Association, against unjust revenue taxes on 
stogies ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of sundry citizens 
of Harstine, Mason County, Wash., protesting against increase 
in Army and Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: Papers to accompany bill for pension to 
Alice McDowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to John M. Robinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany application to remove charge of 
desertion from record of Anson Martin Hartson; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Lewis R. Montague; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Oscar K. Stinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for pension to Charles Bans- 
chard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for pension to John Salehli; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for pension for Frank L. 
Prue; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Thomas 
Wetherall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHER: Petition of Sons of the Revolution, in 
favor of preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of fourth assembly district Woman Suffrage 
Party, in favor of woman suffrage; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Woman Suffrage Party of the sixth as- 
sembly district, Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of woman suffrage; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of tenth assembly district Woman Suffrage 
Party, in favor of woman suffrage; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Army and Navy Medal of Honor Legion of 
the United States of America, pledging loyalty to the United 
States Government; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of residents of Alexandria Bay, 
N. Y., for discontinuance of war-revenue act; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., favoring passage of the Stevens standard price bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition of Confederate soldiers of Okla- 
homa, favoring a return of the $68,000,000 collected from 1863 to 
1868, and known as the cotton tax; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of Julia M. Starling, of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., for amendment of subdivision 5, section 1, Article IT, 
of the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. $ 

By Mr. NORTH: Petitions of members of the Church of the 
Immaculate Conception, of Clarion, Pa.; St. Charles Catholic 
Church, at New Bethlehem, Pa.; St. Joseph’s Catholic Church, at 
Lucinda, Pa.; St. Mary’s Catholic Church, of Crown, Pa.; and 
St. Michael's Catholic Church, at Fryburg, Pa., in favor of 
amending the postal laws; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of C. Taubert, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., protesting against taxation as proposed in the Presi- 
dent’s message; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Purity Baking Co., of Providence, R. I., pro- 
testing against the repeal of the mixed-flour law; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Stillwater Worsted Co., of Harrisville, 
R. L, protesting the British embargo on stick logwood; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: Memorial of Second Luth- 
eran Church, First Swedish Lutheran Church, Sven Lodge No. 
55, Order of Vass, and other lodges, all of Gardner, Mass., pro- 
testing against exportation of arms by the United States; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: A resolution of the Pineville, Ky., Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, asking Congress to submit an 
amendment for national constitutional prohibition to the States 
at this session of Congress; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of Margaret A. R. Hollenbeck, Ange- 
Une D. Goodrich, Mrs. A. D. Bogardus, Eliz. Teeter, Emma At- 
water, Cecil G. Tarbell, Fredrica Marshall, L. A. Willis, Cora 
French, Evelyn Field, and Jane E. Teeter, opposing bills that 
weaken our day of rest; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition of Mildred Lanterman, C. H. Terpering, Olar- 
ence Collins, John Sears, C. H. Gupenning, George Armstrong, 
Ralph Robinson, Clyde Teeter, Ethel Teeter, Andrew Tarbell, 
Ed. Ozmun, Mary Morgan, Lucy Robinson, Jessie Ozmun, 
Flora Armstrong, Jennie Austin, Hattie Lauterman, Bessie 
Seaman, F. J. Allington, George Jewell, William H. Collins, Belle 
Collins, B. W. Jewell, H. K. Drake, J. B. Atwater, A. C. Hagin, 
George French, and Mrs. Marcelle, opposing bills to weaken our 
day of rest; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany 
House bill granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Memorial of Commercial Club of 
Sandpoint, Idaho, favoring an appropriation to construct and 
maintain a road through Glacier National Park; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 


By Mr. SNELL: Protest of E. C. Gray and A. G. Terwilliger, f 


of Heuvelton, N. X.; George Gardner, Norfolk, N. Y.; Campbell 
& Kennedy, Potsdam N. X.; Daniel Coughlin, Massena, N. V.; 
Fred J. Chartrand, William Gilbo, James McGovern, A. L. 
Webb, A. Kennedy, Hugh J. Martin, Patrick Ware, J. R. Brandy, 
George H. Wall. John Lavarnway, A. F. McConville, W. L. Mer- 
ritt, Mrs. Rose E. White, W. E. Coppins, and James W. Lynch, 
of Ogdensburg, N. Y., against the reenactment of the war-tax 
measure; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of North Star Farmers’ 
Club, of Thief River Falls, Minn., protesting against prepared- 
ness for war; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of New Haven Drug Club, favor- 
ing the passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of New Haven Medical Association, for amend- 
ment of the narcotic-drug laws; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of 
the State Camp of Pennsylvania of the Patriotic Order Sons of 
America, favoring civil-service pensions; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WATKINS: Petition of sundry citizens of Shreveport, 
La., favoring Federal censorship of motion pictures; to the 
Committee on Education. 


SENATE. 


Fray, December 17, 1915. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, we thank Thee that the ethics of our national 
life has its source and the measure of its power in the prayer life 
of the people. Our standard of values has come from the 
unchangeable will of God. Thou hast taught us to take in the 
spiritual as well as the material in counting the riches of life. 
Day by day we come to Thee that our hearts may be attuned to 
the divine standard, that we may know the pleasure of the divine 
will. May we not deceive ourselves. Long ago we have been 
taught that a good name is to be preferred to great riches and 
loving favor to silver and gold. So may we be exemplars as well 
as leaders of the people and receive our guidance from God. For 
Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 


SOURCES OF REVENUE (S. DOC. No. 227), 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of December 16, 1915, certain information 
relative to the probable revenue to be derived from duties and 
excise taxes on tea, sugar, etc., which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 


TRAVEL OF DEPARTMENTAL EMPLOYEES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a statement showing In detail the travel of officers and employees 
from Washington to points outside the District of Columbia dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1915, which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


TESTS OF MATANUSKA COAL (S. DOC. NO. 26). 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, on December 10 a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy, transmitting the report of the tests of 
Matanuska coal for use of the ships of the United States was 
received and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. It develops that there are a great many 
illustrations in the report, and in order that they may be 
printed the Senate must give its consent. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the illustrations be printed with the document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and consent is given. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HQUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 59) extending the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and for other 
p ” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 1916; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


H. J. Res, 59. Joint resolution extending the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 
1916, was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented petitions of sundry citizens of 

Texas, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con- 
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stitution to prohibit polygamy, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. . 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of San Antonio, 
Tex., praying that the Government of the United States use its 
good offices to secure the complete emancipation of the Jewish 
people, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Hill County, 
Tex., praying for moderation in levying taxes to increase the 
armament of the Army and Navy, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Comanche, 
Tex., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion granting the right of suffrage to women, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 1331, Farmers’ 
Union, of Vernon, Tex., praying for the creation of a system 
of rural credits, which was referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

He also presented a memorial of Bangs Local Union, No. 2398, 
Farmers’ Union, of Brownwood, Tex., remonstrating against an 
increase in armaments, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON. I present memorials numerously signed by 
citizens of the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against any 
increase in the armaments of the Army and Navy. I ask that 
the memorials be received and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that action will 
be taken. 

Mr. THOMPSON presented memorials of the Society of 
Friends of Prairie Center, Alton, and Hallowell, and of sundry 
citizens of Hugoton and Liberal, all in the State of Kansas, re- 
monstrating against an increase in armaments, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Church 
of Christ of Larned and of the members of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union and of sundry citizens of Whiting, 
all in the State of Kansas, praying for national prohibition, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. KERN presented memorials of the congregations of the 


Methodist Episcopal Church of Wabash and of the Church of 
the United Brethren of North Manchester, in the State of 
Indiana, remonstrating against an-increase of armaments, which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present a petition on behalf of the mem- 
bers of the National League of Commission Merchants residing 
in Chicago, III. I will state that there are 40 cities represented 
by branches of this organization. Thirty-nine cities are pre- 
paring or have prepared similar provisions protesting against 
the further continuance of the charges mentioned in the head- 
ing of this petition. The National Apple-Shippers'’ Association, 
With headquarters at Rochester, N. Y., and the Western Fruit 
Jobbers’ Association of America, with headquarters at Denver. 
Colo.. comprise similar membership and representation and 
are likewise forwarding similar petitions. They are interested 
and directly affected under the provisions mentioned above. 
They all join in the petition favoring relief from certain pro- 
visions of the emergency tax of October 22, 1914. I move that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented memorials of the Society of Friends 
of Richmond, Sugar Grove, Oak Ridge, Newcastle, Noblesville, 
Fairmount, Marion, and Indianapolis, all in the State of In- 
diana, remonstrating against an increase in armaments, which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Richmond, 
Ind., praying for a congress of the neutral nations of the West- 
ern Hemisphere to discuss vital problems of international rela- 
tions connected with the permanent peace of the world, which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CLAPP presented memorials of sundry citizens of Big 
Stone County, Minn., remonstrating against an increase in arma- 
ments, which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. WADSWORTH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Cayuga County, N. Y., praying for national prohibition, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
Legislature of Iowa, praying for a reduction of weights of 
parcel-post packages and a readjustment of the rates charged. 
I ask that the concurrent resolution be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Concurrent resolution. 

Whereas the glory and prosperity of Iowa has rested not alone in her 
wonderful farms, but also in her prosperous and beautiful cities and 
towns as well, and the prosperity of her entire citizenship requires 
a symmetrical development of both farm and city, for the injury of 
either is sure to bring a loss and dep tion to the other and a 
decline in the population of the State; and 

Whereas the rates of the parcel post are so low for excessive distances 
and the charge for shipment is in such unjust and unfair proportion 
to the haul that neither the Government nor the railroads are re- 
ceiving sufficient com sation to cover cost of service rendered 
and a large amount of trade that legitimately belongs to the inhab- 
itants of the State of Iowa is being diverted to the great cities of 
the land in distant States. This policy is depriving thousands of our 
best and brightest young men and women of their birthright by 
forcing them to emigrate from the State in order that they may have 
a chance in the world; and 

Whereas these great concerns in distant cities do not contribute in any 
mer to the revenues of the State of Iowa, nor do they in any way 
assist in the education of the youth of our State; they build no roads 
or bridges and bear none of our many burdens incident to the devel- 
opment of Iowa; and 

Whereas they are waxing fat upon the trade they take from our State 
and are fast developing into great monopolies that bid fair to equal if 
not excel in size the greatest manufacturing concerns in the land; and 

Whereas it is the policy of Iowa to provide work and opportunity for 
all its children, and we believe the Federal Government, of which 
we are a part, should not tax the people to reimburse losses in the 
Parcel Post Service when these losses are incurred in establishin 
great monopolies that are fast sapping the life of our cities an 
towns and depriving our children of a place and opportunity in their 
own community; and 

Whereas thousands of Iowa's citizens have petitioned the General As- 
sembly of the State of lowa to memorialize the Postmaster General 
and the Congress of the United States to limit the weight of the 
parcel-post package to a maximum of 40 pounds and make such 
readjustment in the postal rates as will eventually make each class 
self-supporting; Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Senate e General Assembly of the State of Iowa 

(the House concurring), at the Postmaster General and the Con- 
gress of the United States be, and they are hereby, requested and peti- 
tioned to reduce the weight of the e st package to a maximum 
of 40 ponios and make such readjustment in our postal rates and zones 
as will eventually make each class self-supporting, to the end that 
justice may be done as between all of the citizens of the United States 
and that the unjust discrimination that now exists against the State 
of Iowa may be removed. 

The resolution was adopted. 

STATE or Iowa, SECRETARY or STATE. 

I, W. S. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Iowa, and as such 
officer the custodian of the acts and resolutions of the general assem- 
bly of said State, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and 
correct copy of a preamble and resolution passed by the thirty- 
sixth general assembly of said State at its session commencing January 
11, A. D. 1915, as the same appears of record at page 1554 of the 
official senate journal of said general assembly now on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
official seal of the secretary of state of the State of Iowa. 

Done at Des Moines this 14th day of December, A. D. 1915. 

[SEAL.] W. S. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 


Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of St. Mary’s Total Ab- 
stinence and Benevolent Society, of Norwich, Conn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to grant pensions to civil-service 
employees, which was referred to the Committee on Civil Service 
and Retrenchment. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Henry M. Wood- 
ward, of East Rindge, N. H., praying for the monthly payment 
of pensions, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the International Reform 
Bureau, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in the 
Philippine Islands, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

He also presented a petition of the International Reform Bu- 
reau, of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prevent sectarian appropriations, which was referred 
to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I present a memorial from the National 
Association of Vicksburg Veterans of Mississippi, appealing to 
the Congress of the United States to authorize and grant an ade- 
quate appropriation to enable the proposed celebration and the 
reunion to be held on the United States domain in the Vicksburg 


National Military Park during the month of October, 1917. Lf 


ask that the memorial be received and printed in the Record. 
There being no objection, the memorial was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
A memorial to the Congress of the United States. 
The National Association of Vicksburg Veterans, an organization 
composed of surviving Civil War veterans who served in the War be- 
tween the States—1851 to 1865—through its officers respectfully 


memorialize the Congress of the United States with a request for recog- 
nition and assistance in carrying out the commendable purposes of com- 


memorating the events leading to the peaceful upbullding to perpetuity 

the brotherly and fraternal amity between the North and the South. 

Whereas in July, 1913,.a memorial celebration and peace jubilee, sup- 
ported by the United States Government and the several States, was 
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held at Gettysburg, Pa., on the fiftieth 8 of the battle 
fought at that place during the War between the States, and such 
celebration gave to the yeterans of the Union Army, known as the 
Army of the Potomac, and the Confederate Army, known as the 
Army of Northern Virginia, an opportunity of moeting in such gather- 
ing of peace and amity; and 
Whereas coincidentally with that battle an lly important event to 
this country occurred in July, 1863, in the siege and defense of 
Vicksburg ; the remaining vors of the Armies of the Tennessee 
and of the 83 in 32 of mental and physical vitality 
now desire to join in th last national memorial celebration and 
perce jubilee to commemorate the victories and virtues leading to the 
alf Tas Sood ce and prosperity to the American Nation, and 
further to strengthen the fraternal ties of brotherly amity in a united 
nation of States; and 
Whereas of the 53,497 Civil War veterans that attended the 8 
celebration in July, 1913, 22,103 came from PERTIS and 22,07 
came from 15 A tie Coast States—total, 44,175—while from 23 
Western States, in which about 60,000 more veterans reside than in 
the Eastern States, and contributed 23 
[RSS for that celebration, only 6,244 veterans attended. It will 
noticed that the Get — celebration was distinctly an Atlantic 
coast affair, which established a precedent to the benefi 
War veterans of the North and of the South which we trust will be 


recognized ; and 

Whereas the Grand aoe of the Republic, in national encampment 
September 20, 1913, and September 30, 1915; the Military er of 
Loyal Legion of the United States and the Society of the Army of 
the Tennessee, October 1, 1914; and also the United Confederate 
Veterans, y girene at various dates, have indorsed and render 
support in proposed reunion and peace jubilee; and 
hereas none of the States, 8 in the t West and the 
South, enjoy the financial ability to bear the burdens of expenditures 
adequate to successful advancement of this proposed celebration, 

except to provide tran tion and necessary incidental expenses 
to enable attendance of the veterans. 


Now, therefore, the National Association of Vicksburg Veterans, in 


behalf of the surviving Federal and Confederate veterans who served 
in the War between the States—1861—1865—most 


T cent of the State appro- 


th t 
mine NATIONAL ASSOCIATION O- VICKSBURG VETERANS, 
F. A. ROZIENE, President. 
J. M. VERNON, Secretary. 5 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I also present a letter in the nature of a 
memorial from the Society for the Development of American 
Shipping, of New Orleans, La., and ask that it be printed in the 
RECORD. A 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
dered. 
The memorial referred to is as follows: 
Tue SOCIETY ror THE DEVELOPMENT 


OF AMERICAN SHIPPING (INC.), 
New Orleans, December 6, 1915. 


Hon. Jons S. WILLIAMS, 
1607 Sixtcenth Street, Washington, D. O. 


Dran Sir: A phlet issued by this society was recently mailed to 
yous address. e hope it has proven worthy of your earnest consid- 
eration. 


The absence of 9 ocean transportation facilities for the export 
of our surplus products, serious at the moment, grows daily more threat- 
ening. We are rapidly approa a condition of “ peaceful blockade.” 

Unless we are to pay the cost of the European war in excessive ocean 
freights levied by foreign shipowners, American yessels must be provided 
for the transportation of our over-seas commerce. 

The gravity of the emergency forbids indifference. 

We ask only the assurance of your moral support in this movement 
to arouse our people to the necessity of immediate and concerted action 
that will avert the threatened disaster to our foreign commerce with 
its depressing influence upon our domestic prosperity. 

If your spirit is with the endeavor, a word of approval and encour- 
agement will aid the cause. 

Please write us if publications reporting the continued progress of 
the society will be welcome, and oblige, 

Yours, very truly, Gro. S. TAYLOR, 
Secretary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SIMMONS. On behalf of the Committee on Finance, I 
report back favorably House joint resolution No. 59, extending 
the provisions of the act entitled “An act to increase the internal 
revenue, and for other purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to 
December 31, 1916, and I submit a report (No. 17) thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be placed 
on the calendar. 

Mr. PITTMAN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment and submitted reports thereon. 

S. 898. A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
designate certain tracts of land in the State of Nevada upon 
which continuous residence shall not be required under the 
homestead laws (Rept. No. 6); 

S. 2519. A bill to encourage the reclamation of certain arid 
wean the State of Nevada, and for other purposes (Rept. 
No. 4); 


S. 2520. A bill granting to the State of Nevada 7,000,000 acres 
of land in said State for the use and benefit of the public schools 
of Nevada and the State University of the State of Nevada 
(Rept. No. 5); and : 

S. 2521. A bill legalizing certain conveyances heretofore made 
by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the State 
of Nevada (Rept. No. 7). 

Mr. LEA of Tennessee, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was re- 
ferred Senate resolution 18, authorizing the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to hold hearings, employ a stenographer, etc., re- 
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 8) 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
Senate resolution 33, to continue during the Sixty-fourth Con- 
gress the authority vested by resolution of February 20, 1909, 
in the Committee on the District of Columbia, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
Senate resclution 34, authorizing the Committee on the Dis- 
trict- of Columbia to employ a stenographer to report hearings, 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
Senate resolution 35, granting authority to print and bind 
certain papers and documents for the use of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
Senate resolution 36, authorizing the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, or any subcommittee thereof, to hold hearings, etc., 
reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 
Senate resolution 37, to authorize the Committee on the Philip- 
pines to hold hearings, etc., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WORKS, from the Committee on Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1351) providing for the discovery, de- 
velopment, and protection of streams, springs, and water holes 
in the desert and arid, public lands of the United States in the 
State of California, for rendering the same more readily acces- 
sible, and for the establishment and maintenance of signboards 
and monuments locating the same, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 9) thereon. 

Mr. STERLING, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1053) to provide for stock-raising 
homesteads, and for other purposes, reported it without amend- 
ment and submitted a report (No. 10) thereon. : 

Mr. MYERS, from the Committee on Publie Lands, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 1062. A bill relating to the duties of registers of United 
States land offices and the publication in newspapers of official 
land-oflice notices (Rept. No, 11); and 

S. 1066. A bill authorizing leave of absence to homestead 
settlers upon unsurveyed lands (Rept. No, 12.) 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill (S. 733) providing for 
patents to homesteads on the ceded portion of the Wind River 
Reservation in Wyoming, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 13) thereon. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, from the Committee on the Philippines, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands and to provide a more au- 
tonomous government for those islands, reported it with amend- 
ments and submitted a report (No. 18) thereon. 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 790) to repeal an act entitled 
“An act to amend section 3 of the act of Congress of May 1, 1888, 
and extend the provisions of section 2301 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States to certain lands in the State of Montana 
embraced within the provisions of said act, and for other pur- 

” asked to be discharged from its further consideration and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which 
was agreed to. 7 

ROCK RIVER BRIDGE, ILLINOIS. i 

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 968) 
granting an extension of time to construct a bridge across Rock 
River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois, and I 
submit a report (No. 14) thereon. I direct the attention of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN] to the report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to take up and con- 
sider and pass this bill. It is one providing for a wagon bridge 
over the Rock River between Rock Island and Henry County, III. 
A similar bill passed the Senate at the last session of the Sixty- 
third Congress and it went to the House and failed to pass in 
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that body. This is precisely the same bill, and I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

FOX RIVER BRIDGES, ILLINOIS. | 

Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1230) to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges across the Fox River, at Aurora, III., I report 
the bill favorably with amendments, and I submit a report 
(No. 15) thereon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the present consideration of this 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 13, at the end of the 
line, after the word “point,” to insert“ suitable to the interests 
of navigation“; on page 2, line 4, after the word “ point,” to 
insert “suitable to the interests of navigation”; in line 7, 
before the word “and,” to insert “Sec. 2”; and at the end of 
the bill to insert as a new section: 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved 

So as to make the bill read: 


Congress entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges across 
navi le waters,“ approved March oll 


of na tion about 400 
over the Fox River. 

(2) A bridge over the west branch or channel of the Fox River ata 
point suitable to the interests of navigation about 1,600 feet below 
the North Avenue Bridge, in the city of Aurora, State of Minois. 

Sec. 2. And it is further authorized that the work which has already 
been done upon these bridges, which may be approved by the Chief of 
emo acon ther the Secretary of War, may be used as a part of the 

ro p es. 
x BC. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendinents were coneurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
GRACE L. O'BRIEN AND MARY A. REILY. 


Mr. LEA of Tennessee. From the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back 
favorably, without amendment, Senate resolution 25, to pay 
Grace L. O’Brien, widow of John H. O’Brien, late assistant 
clerk to the Committee on Additional Accommodations for the 
Library of Congress, a sum equal to six months’ salary at the 
rate he was receiving by law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the calendar. 

Mr. LEA of Tennessee. From the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, I report back 
favorably, without amendment, Senate resolution 19, to pay Mary 
A. Reily, widow of Peter Reily, late a messenger in the employ 
of the Senate, a sum equal to six months’ salary, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed on 
the calendar. 

Mr. WILLIAMS obtained the floor. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has already recognized 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAus J. Does the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. ‘Two resolutions have been reported from 
the Committee on Contingent Expenses by the Senator from 
Mississippi giving the usual six months’ allowance of pay 
to the widows of former employees of the Senate. I was 
about to ask unanimous consent to have the resolutions passed 
at this time. I do not suppose the Senator from Mississippi 
will have any objection. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is speaking under a misapprehension. I am no. longer 
the chairman of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses of the Senate; the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Lea] is now the chairman of that committee. 

Mr. PENROSE. I had forgotten that for the moment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I happen to have some personal knowledge 
with regard to these particular matters, and I do not think 


there will be any objection to the passage of the resolutions, 
The Senator from Pennsylvania, however, had better address 
himself to the Senator from Tennessee, who is the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator from Mississippi kindly 
yield to me to ask for the present consideration of the reso- 
lutions? I have no doubt that the money to be appro- 
priated will be welcome on account of the approaching holiday 
season. i 

Mr. KERN. I hope that unanimous consent will be given for 
the immediate consideration of the resolutions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; I yield for that purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolutions? The Chair hears none, The 
Secretary will read the first resolution reported by the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

The read the resolution (S. Res. 25), and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay, from the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate, to Grace L. O’Brien, widow of John H. 
O'Brien, late assistant clerk to the Committee on Additional Accommo- 
dation for the Library of Congress. a sum equal to six months’ sal: 
at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of his demise, sai 
sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all other 
allowances. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the second 
resolution reported by the Senator from Tennessee. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 19), and it was 
considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and direeted to pay, from the miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate to peng? eos Reily, widow of Peter Reily, 
late a messenger of the United States te, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary at the rate he was receiving by law as the time of his death, 


said sum to be red as incl funeral expensese and all ether 
allowances. 


THE CORBETT TUNNEL. 


Mr. MYERS. I report from the Committee on Public Lands 
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 51) appropriating money for the 
payment of certain claims on account of labor, supplies, mate- 
rials, and cash furnished in the construction of the Corbett Tun- 
nel, and I submit a report (No. 16) thereon, I ask unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the measure after 
it shall have been read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the joint 
resolution just reported by him. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I dislike to interpose any 
objection. 

Mr. MYERS. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will 
not do so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator from Montana will give assur- 
ance that the joint resolution will not lead to any considerable 
debate, I shall not object to its consideration. 

Mr. MYERS. If it leads to any considerable debate, I will 
withdraw the request. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, reserving the right to make 
an objection, I, at least, should like to know to what the joint 
resolution relates. 

Mr. MYERS. I should like to have the joint resolution read so 
that Senators may know whether or not they will desire to object 
to its consideration. I ask for the reading of the joint resolu- 


tion. 
The Secretary will read the joint 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


resolution. 

Resolved, cte., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
moneys in the reclamation fund in the Tren supplemental and 
additional to the appropriation made in public resolution No. 56, Sixty- 
second Congress, the sum of $15,750, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, for the payment of and to be paid to those persons who have 
presented claims accep i unpaid on aceount of labor, supplies, mate- 
rials, or cash furnished to the contractor or the subcontractor and 


r 
used in the construction of the Corbett Tunnel, including the spillway 


eonnected therewith, as a of the Shoshone irrigation = ect, in 
the State of Wyoming, er any contract or contracts Jet for that 
pu the Government of the United 


rpose by States; and the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to forthwith, and as 
soon as may be, inves te, hear evidence about, determine, and de- 
clare the several amounts due and remaining unpaid, if any, on ac- 
count thereof, and to whom so due, and to certify the amounts due to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who is hereby authorized to pay the 
several amounts so ascertained to the persons entitled to the same: 
laim not now filed shall be considered: And 


by 
rected to certify, out of any of 
roved claims, such reasonable amount to be paid to any rson 
rough whose services said claims were presented to the attention of 
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Congress as shall fairly compensate such person for expenses incurred 
in such presentation. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND, Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Montana from what committee does this report 
come? 

Mr. MYERS. The joint resolution has been reported from the 
Committee on Public Lands, I desire to say that the appro- 
priation provided for by the joint resolution, substantially in 
` the same form, has been approved by the Senate two or three 
times, measures very similar having been passed by this body 
more than once. Such appropriations have been favorably re- 
ported by at least two committees of the Senate, once by the 
Senate Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands 
and on this occasion by the Senate Committee on Public Lands, 
and similar appropriations have, with practical unanimity, 
passed the Senate two or three times, It is now considered 
urgent that it should be passed immediately, so that it may go 
over to the House and be considered there. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Was not a bill similar to this intro- 
duced at the last session and referred to the Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands? 

Mr. MYERS. It was at one time since I have been here, but 
some members of the Committee on Public Lands other than 
myself—I was not one of them—Members on the other side of 
the Chamber, Republican Members, expressed a desire to have 
this joint resolution referred to the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands; and at their request it was so referred—not upon my 
request. I did not have any choice of committees. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, I do not intend to make 
any objection to the consideration of this joint resolution. My 
recollection is that the subject matter of it was at one time con- 
sidered by the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of 
Arid Lands, and I have a pretty well-settled impression that the 
joint resolution is à just one. At the same time it involves an 
expenditure from the irrigation fund, and I think the joint reso- 
lution properly should have gone to the Committee on Irriga- 
tion and Reclamation of Arid Lands, which deals with that spe- 
cific subject. 

Mr. MYERS, I would merely like to say that it is my under- 
standing that the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] was one of 
the Senators who preferred that this joint resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands; it was not so referred at my 
desire. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator how this measure differs in principle from many other 
claims which are presented to the Congress and referred to the 
Committee on Claims? I think it is a case where the con- 
tractor, for some reason or other, was unable to pay his bills, 
and the Government is proposing to relieve the employees who 
failed to obtain their money. It so happens that we have many 
claims before the Congress where contractors have failed, ara, 
while I am not objecting to the payment of such claims if they 
are just, I wonder why it is that a claim of this kind can 
receive consideration at the hands of a special committee—I 
mean by “special” a committee other than the Claims Commit- 
tee—whereas all other claims bills must go to the Claims Com- 
mittee and come in on an omnibus bill, although they have just 
as much virtue and just as much justice connected with them 
as there is in this particular case. 

Mr. MYERS. My answer to that will simply be to state the 
facts as I know them. The original appropriation in this mat- 
ter was asked for in the form of a bill by former Senator Dixon, 
of Montana, who at one time was my colleague here. The meas- 
ure was referred at that time to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. I had nothing to do with the 
reference of it; I do not know how it happened to go there, but 
it was reported out by that committee. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. MYERS. With pleasure. 

Mr. WORKS. I should like to say to the Senator from Mich- 
igan [Mr. TownsEeNpD] that the difference between this and other 
claims mentioned by him is that this is to be paid out of the 


reclamation fund; it is connected with the Reclamation Service. 


I think the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] is probably 
right, that the appropriate committee would have been the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands, but this 
case does differ in that respect from the ordinary claims that 
are sent to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MYERS. I think that answers the question. As I recall, 
too, one measure containing a like appropriation was passed 
by the Senate without being referred to any committee, because 
it was felt that the matter was thoroughly understood by the 
Senate, As I have said, this joint resolution was referred to the 


Committee on Public Lands at the request of certain Senators 
on the other side of the Chamber, not at my request. I think the 
committee which gives it its sanction is immaterial. It has been 
reported favorably by a committee after due consideration; it 
is meritorious and I hope it may pass. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


FARMERS’ SAVINGS BANK, OF BRANDON, IOWA, 


Mr. KENYON. On December 10 I introduced a bill, being 
Senate bill No, 1293, to reimburse the Farmers’ Savings Bank, of 
Brandon, Iowa, for currency destroyed by fire, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. It clearly should 
have gone to the Committee on Claims. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Appropriations be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, that 
action will be taken. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: i 

By Mr. HARDWICK: 

A bill (S. 2686) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Henry D. Geddings: 

A bill (S. 2687) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
the estate of Benjamin Hamilton, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2688) for the relief of the heirs of Solomon Cohen; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Abney ; 

A bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to Edward H. Carter; 

A bill (S. 2691) granting an increase of pension to Alice 
Pollock ; and 

A bill (S. 2692) granting a pension to George E. Grubbs; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 2693) to provide an additional judge of the district 
court of the United States for the eastern district and the west- 
ern district of the State of Oklahoma; and 

A bill (S. 2694) to provide for an additional associate justice 
for the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia; to the, Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 2695) to regulate the height of buildings on Six- 
teenth Street in the city of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GORMAN: 

A bill (S. 2696) to authorize the President to award a medal 
of honor to Dr. John T. Nagle for conspicuous bravery at the 
Battle of Kernstown, Va., on July 24, 1864, while serving as an 
acting assistant surgeon of the United States Army ; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, 

A bill (S. 2697) granting a pension to Nana E. Sears; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD (for Mr, CULBERSON) : 

A bill (S. 2698) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Fort Worth, Tex., 
and for the remodeling, altering, etc., of the present post-office 
building; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

‘A bill (S. 2699) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Francis Busch, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 2700) for the relief of John W. Healey ; and 

A bill (S. 2701) for the relief of William Walters, alias 
Joshua Brown; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A bill (S. 2702) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
to the commanding officer, National Guard Armory, Anoka, 
Minn., two condemned bronze or brass cannon; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 2703) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act to regulate commerce,’ approved February 
4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission,” approved June 
29, 1906; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
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A bill (S. 2704) for the relief: of Albert L. Ream ; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2705) granting an increase of pension to Aaron B. 
Waggoner (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2706) granting an increase of pension to Hubert P. 

Butts (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2707) granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
Henson (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2708) granting a pension to Harriet F. Foster (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POMERENE > 

A bill (S. 2709) to establish a Reserve Officers’ Training 
Corps; to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 2710) to encourage the establishment of an interna- 
tional peace-keeping tribunal and, pending such establishment, | 
to insure ‘the military preparedness of the United States of 
America. i 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, with reference to the bill 
which I have just introduced, I will ‘state that I have not put 
upon it any request as to the committee to which it should be 
referred. It is a bill which it seems to me might go to either | 
of two committees, and I should like to have the Vice President 
determine where the bill should go. 

I will state that the bill is one which might properly be con- 
sidered by the Committee on Foreign Relations or by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. It relates to the appropriation | 
that may be made for preparedness, with the limitation that the 


“expenditure, covering a period of eight years, shall cease when- | 


ever an agreement of some kind shall be made with the nations 
as to the ceasing of war. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to ‘the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 2711) to provide for the acquiring of ‘additional 
lands by railroad companies through Indian reservations, In- 
dian tands, and Indian allotments, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2712) to amend an act entitled An act to provide 
for the acquiring of rights of way by ruilroad companies 
through Indian reservations, Indian lands, and Indian attot- | 
ments, and for other purposes,” approved March 2, 1899; and 

A bill (S. 2713) for the relief of Indians who ‘have taken | 
allotments on the public domain and their respective families 
and descendants; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2714) to remodel the public building at Billings, ` 
Mont., so as to accommodate the United States court, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2715) to provide for furnishing modern approved 
and efficient artificial limbs and apparatus for resection to 
persons injured in the United States service; to fhe Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Lydia F. Goodaker; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 2717) granting a pension to C. M. Hughey ‘(with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2718) granting a pension tọ Leander Thomas (with | 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: 

A bill (S. 2719) providing for the purchase or construction of | 
cutters for the Coast Guard ; to the Committee on Commerce. | 

A bill (S. 2720) for the relief of Frank Payne Selby; to the | 
Committee on Claims. | 

A bill (S. 2721) granting an increase of pension to Louise M. 
Swift; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. BURLEIGH) : 

Soi bill (S. 2722) granting an increase of pension to Eliza E. 


zs bill (S. 2723) granting an increase of pension ‘to Pawara 
Mason; mä 

A ‘bill (S. 2724) granting an increase of pension to Percival 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 2725) granting a pension to ‘Sophronia Meeks (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2726) granting u pension to Joseph C. Chilton; to 
the Committee on Pensions. | 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

A bill (S. 2727) to amend the provisions of section 12, act of 
February 8, 1875, as amended ‘by section 2, act of March 1, 1879, 
and section 3149 of | the Revised ‘Statutes, as ameniied by ‘section 
2, act of March 1, 1879, as to the appointment und —.— Of 
peda collectors ‘of internal revenue; to the Committee on 

nuance. 


A bill (S. 2728) granting an ‘increase ‘of pension to Elizabeth 
J. Burt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2729) for the relief of Eliza Orr; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2730) to fix the compensation of assistant appraisers 
of merchandise, uud for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 2731) granting an ‘increase of pension to Charles 
Fletcher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 2732) to secure reduced postal rates between the 
United States und Norway and Sweden; to the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 2783) granting an increase of pension to Ruth Allen 
Smith (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LEA of Tennessee: 

A bill (S. 2734) for the relief of Charles Cooper Gill; 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 2735) granting a pension to Elizabeth Boxtey; and 

A bill (S. 2736) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Warburton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2737) granting a pension to Ole Field; 

A bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to Phebe J. 
Asher (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2739) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. 
Ross (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 2740) to amend sections 5, 9, 11, 12, and 25 of an act 
entitled “An act to amend and consolidate the acts respecting 
copyrights,” approved March 4, 1909, and as amended August 
24, 1912; to the Committee on the Library. 

; A ‘bill (S. 2741) to correct the military record of Jacob Metz- 
nger; 

A bill (S. 2742) to correct the military record of A. G. Vin- 
cent; 

A’ bill (S. 2743) granting an honorable discharge to Curtis V. 
Milliman; 

A bill (8. 
nell: 

A bin (S. 2745) for the relief of Caleb Aber; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

A-bill (S. 2746) for the eee of John E. Frymier; 

(By request.) A bill (S. 2747) for the relief of Sylvester 
Bonuaffon, J : 


A bill (S. 2748) for the relief of Cecelia Barr; and 

A bill (S. 2749) for the relief of George IL. Thomas (with ac- 
company ing paper); to the Committee on ‘Claims. 

A biH (S. 2750) for the relief of the American Fire Insurance 
Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., and others; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A bill (S. 2751) granting an increase of pension to Lucy L. 
Wessels; 

A bill (S. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Cerenious 
| M. Wykoff; 

A bill (S. 2753) granting a pension to Amelia Harmon; 

A bill (S. 2754) granting a pension to Susan A. Graden: 

A bill (5. 2755) granting a pension to Frederick Wagner; 

A bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Mary A. McCullough; 

A bill (S. 2757) granting a pension ‘te Mary A. Walker; 

A bill (S. 2758) granting a pension to William H. Rogers; 

A bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to Laura L. Junkin; 

A bM (S. 2760) granting a pension to James C. Reardon; 

A bill (S. 2761) granting an ‘increase of pension to Margaret 
E. Mepherran; 

A bill (S. 2762) granting a pension to Laura D. McIntire; 

A bill (S. 2763) granting a pension to Mary E. Walls; 

A bill (S. 2764) granting a pension to George W. Johnson 
(with accompanying paper): 

A bill (S. 2765) granting an increase of pension to Laura V. 
(Brooke (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2766) granting a pension to Mahala Bittenbender 
(wich accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2767) granting u ‘pension | to Katharine E. Bocaskey 
(With accompanying paper) > 

A bill (S. 2768) granting u pension to William ‘Force; 

A bill (S. 2769) granting a pension to William W. Beden; 

A bill (S. 2770) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Ross; 
roe will (S. 2771) granting an increase of pension to Harry J. 

rr; 


to the 


2744) to correct the military record of Isaac Pur- 
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ao bill (S. 2772) granting an increase of pension to M. P. 
olter ; 

A bill (S. 2773) granting an increase of pension to Samuel P. 
Shaffer ; 

A bill (S. 2774) granting a pension to Joseph L. Robinson ; 

A bill (S. 2775) granting a pension to Henry G. Klingensmith ; 
and 

A bill (S. 2776) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Stocker, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 2777) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust the accounts of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
Railway Co. in accordance with the decision of the Court of 
Claims in case No. 24409; and 3 

A bill (S. 2778) for the relief of the heirs of John Kirk; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: è 

A bill (S. 2780) granting a pension to Edward W. Lenfesty ; 

A bill (S. 2781) granting an increase of pens:on to Charles C. 
Meckel; 

A bill (S. 2782) granting a pension to Minnie Kinder ; 

A bill (S. 2783) granting a pension to Wilson Zurmehly ; 

A bill (S. 2784) granting a pension to William Meyers; 

A bill (S. 2785) granting a pension to Cynthia A. Hissim ; 

A bill (S. 2786) granting an increase of pension to Edwin W. 
Haynes; 

A bill (S. 2787) granting a pension to Mary I. Fawcett; 

A bill (S. 2788) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
England ; 

A bill (S. 2789) granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 
Davidson ; 

A bill (S. 2790) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Carey; 

A bill (S. 2791) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Conrad ; 

A bill (S. 2792) granting an increase of pension to James 
Bosley ; 

A bill (S. 2793) granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Young (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2794) granting a pension to May Vandiver (with 
necompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to Daniel E. 
Washburn (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2796) granting an increase of pension to William 
Withrow (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Paton H. 
Walters (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2798) granting an increase of pension to John 
Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2799) granting a pension to Rebecca Wayman (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2800) granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Weissert (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2801) granting a pension to Edward Walker (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2802) granting an increase of pension to Andrew S. 
Young (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2803) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Bond (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2804) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
T. Hamilton (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2805) granting a pension to Ambrose Givens (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2806) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Fisher (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2807) granting a pension to Melvina J. Davis (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2808) granting an increase of pension to James Dan- 
ninburg (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 
Coe (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2810) granting a pension to Indiana Blair (with 
ncecompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2811) granting an increase of pension to Albertus 
Bowen (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2812) granting a pension to Elizabeth W. Broadhead 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2813) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 
Thompson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2814) granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
Lane (with.accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2815) granting an increase of pension to Louisa M. 
Kaslmer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2816) granting an increase of pension to Bulzer K. 
Kramer (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 2817) granting an increase of pension to Claude S. 
Kellog (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2818) granting a pension to Mary A. Hilt (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2819) granting a pension to Homer Jolly (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2820) granting an increase of pension to Theophilus 
Jacobs (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2821) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
F. Jones (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2822) granting a pension to Edgar Hoop (with ac- 
companying papers) ; ` 

A bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Todd (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2824) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
Reser (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to James 
Russell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2826) granting an increase of pension to Richard H. 
Perisho (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2827) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Purdy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
O'Neal (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2829) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Mahoy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S: 2830) granting an increase of pension to John Mer- 
chant (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2831) granting a pension to William A. Roberts 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2832) granting an increase of pension to Milton A. 
Rhodenbaugh (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2833) granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Scott (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to Edward D. Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2835) granting an increase of pension Elizabeth 
Shaw (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2836) granting an increase of pension to William 
Smith (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2837) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Mills (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Mosier (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2839) granting an increase of pension to Elmira E. 
Morrison (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2840) granting an increase of pension to Balser 
Minges; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 2841) granting an increase of pension to Abbie A. 
Upson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 2842) granting a pension to Logan Schaeffer (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARREN: ; 

A bill (S. 2843) for the relief of the Merchants Transfer & 
Storage Co., of Washington, D. C.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERN: e 

A bill (S. 2844) to create a Bureau of Labor Safety in the 
Department of Labor; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 2845) authorizing the sale of the marine-hospital 
reservation in Cleveland, Ohio; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 57) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEEKS (by request) : 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 58) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: e 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 59) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to cause the settlement of the accounts of Special 
Agents Moore, Woodson, and Whitfield, under the treaty of 1854 
with the Delaware Indians, etc.; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

CAPTURED AND ABANDONED PROPERTY ACTS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. On December 7 I introduced a bill, being 
Senate bill No. 458, to revive the right of action under the cap- 
tured and abandoned property acts, and for other purposes, I 
ask unanimous consent that that committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill, and I now introduce a bill 
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on the same subject as a substitute and ask that it be read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2779) to revive the right of action under the cap- 
tured and abandoned property acts, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. I introduce a joint resolution providing for 
the appointment of a subcommittee of the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce of the Senate and of the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce of the House to make certain in- 
vestigations. I ask that it may be printed in the Rxconb and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. i 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 60) creating a joint subcom- 
mittee from the membership of the Senate Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce and the House Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce to investigate the conditions relating to 
interstate and foreign commerce, and the necessity of further 
legislation relating thereto, and defining the powers and duties 
of such subcommittee was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 


Joint resolution creating a joint subcommittee from the 5 of 
the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce and the House Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to investigate the condi- 
tions relating to interstate and foreign commerce, and the n 
of further . relating thereto, and defining the powers an 

duties of such subcommittee. 


Whereas a number of bills are now pending in Congress having for their 
object the 5 regulation of carriers engaged in interstate com- 
merce; and 

Whereas the Interstate Commerce Commission has, from time to time, 
made recommendations to Congress in relation to the general subject 
of regulation, some of which are now under consideration but have 
not yet been acted on; and 

Whereas a system of governmental regulation of interstate commerce 
has now been in effect for 28 years, during which period the extent 
and powers of regulation have been, from time to time, varied and 
enlarged, and there has thus been accumulated valuable experience for 
the guidance of Congress in the premises; and 

Whereas the growth of interstate commerce and the enlargement of 
the powers and duties of regulation have so increased the exactions 
on the Interstate Commerce Commission as to necessitate, in the 
public interest, the consideration of the best method of dealing with 
the situation and of expediting the public business ; and 

Whereas adequate and well-managed transportation facilities constitute 
a prime necessity of business prosperity and are a common interest 
of all the people, and in order to afford these facilities and to en- 
large them as the needs of commerce increase the credit of the car- 
riers and proper regulations of their operations are matters of funda- 
mental public concern; and 

Whereas as a basis for any further legislation that may be undertaken 
170 Congress in this regard the whole subject of governmental regula- 
tion should be deliberately and thoroughly studied in the light of the 
experience and 5 of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
of the carriers, of the shippers, and of the general public, with a view 
to adequately safeguarding the interests of the public, securing the 
establishment and maintenance of transportation facilities adequate 
to the needs of a growing and expanding commerce, and assuring to 
private owners and the investing public just consideration and pro- 
tection of their legitimate rights of property : Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved, etc., That the Interstate Commerce Committee of the Senate 

and the Committee of the House of Representatives on Interstate and 

Foreign Commerce, through a joint subcommittee, to consist of five 

Senators and five Representatives, who shall be selected by said com- 

mittees, respectively, be, and they hereby are, appointed to investigate 

and report upon the subject of the regulation of interstate and foreign 
commerce, with authority to sit during the recess of Congress and with 
power to summon witnesses, to appoint necessary experts, clerks, and 
stenographers, and to do whatever is necessary for a full and compre- 
hensive examination and study of the subject, and report to Congress 
on or before the third Monday in December next; that a sum sufficient 
to carry out the purposes of this resolution and to pay the necessary 
expenses of the subcommittee and its members is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise — ed. Said 
appropriation shall be immediately available and shall be paid out on 
the audit and order of the chairman or acting chairman of said sub- 
committee, which audit and order shall be conclusive and binding upon 
all ac rtments as to the correctness of the accounts of such sub- 
committee, . 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. POMERENE. I introduce a resolution similar to one 
which was passed at the last session of Congress, authorizing 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry to make certain 
investigations touching the foot-and-mouth disease of cattle. 
The committee has not been able to complete its work, and they 
have arranged to take certain testimony during the holidays. I 
submit the resolution in order that it may be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, and I shall ask to call it up after the matter now pend- 
ing before the Senate has been disposed of. 

The resolution (S. Res. 39) was read and referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the 
Senate, or any subcommittee thereof duly authorized by said committee, 
be, and it is hereby, instructed to make inquiry concerning and report 
to the Senate thereon: 


First. The extent and location of the territory affected by the foot- 
and-mouth disease and the number of cattle, hogs, sheep, and other 
animals affected thereby or exposed thereto. 

Second. What quarantine or other measures have been adopted by 
ON or State authorities for the prevention or eradication of 
sa Sense. 

Third. What changes, if any, should be adopted by the Federal or 
oa authorities in their methods of quarantine. 


What remedy or remedies are known or used in preventing ; 


urth, 
or eradicating said disease. 

That said committee or subcommittee is authorized to sit during the 
sessions of the te and during any recess of the Senate; to hold 
sessions at such place or places as it shall deem most convenient for the 
purposes of the investigation; to employ stenographers and such other 
assistants as it may deem nece ; to send for persons, books, rec- 
ords, and papers; to administer oaths, and as early as practicable to 
report to the Senate the results of its investigation, including all testi- 
mony taken by it; and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved 
by the chairman of the committee. 


ADDRESS ON “ THE NEW JURISPRUDENCE.” 


Mr. POMBRENE. Mr. President, I have a very interesting 
address delivered by Mr. Francis B. James, commerce counsel, 
of Washington, D. C., at the dinner of the National Industrial 
Trafic League at the Toledo Club, Toledo, Ohio, on Thursday 
evening, September 9, 1915. I ask that it may be printed as a 
Senate document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that it may be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. POMERENE. I have no objection to that course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The document will be referred to 
the Committee on Printing. Morning business is closed. 


EMERGENCY REVENUE LEGISLATION, 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion extending the time of the emergency revenue act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 59) 
extending the provisions of the act entitled An act to increase 
the internal revenue, and for other purposes,” approved October 
22, 1914, to December 31, 1916. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the provisions of the act entitled “An act to in- 
crease the internal revenue, and for other parr „ approved October 
22, 1914 (Stat. L., vol. 38, pp. 745-764, inclusive), are continued in full 
force and effect until and including December 31, 1916. 

Sec. 2. That the appropriation for salaries and e ses of collectors 
of internal revenue, deputy collectors, surveyors, clerks, messengers, and 
janitors in internal-revenue offices for the fiscal year 1916 is made avail- 
able for all expenses arising under the provisions of this joint resolu- 
tion during the last half of the fiscal year 1916, including not exceeding 
$6,050 for payment of necessary personal services in the Office of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue in the District of Columbia. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, in October, 1914, when the 
Congress enacted the present emergency law we were in the 
midst, as we are now, of a war; and as the result of the cur- 
tailment of imports following the reduction which had been 
made in duties, together with the almost certainty that there 
would be increases in expenditures incident to the war, the 
Treasury Department estimated that there would probably be 
a lacking in funds of something over $100,000,000 if the falling 
off which had been indicated by the few months between that 
period and the outbreak of the war continued. I do not now 
recall the exact amount, but I am inclined to think it was about 
$105,000,000. At that time it was not supposed that the falling 
off in the internal-revenue taxes of the country would be very 
heavy. There had already been a falling off of the revenues 
from this source of several millions of dollars, but the final 
loss to the Treasury has been very much greater than was then 
anticipated—the aggregate loss on tobacco and beer and dis- 
tilled spirits for 1915 amounted to about $26,000,000. To meet 
the conditions then existing we were asked to pass an emergency 
bill which would yield to the Treasury, reasonably, a sufficient 
fund to recoup these losses, then estimated, as I said, at about 
$105,000,000. 

As the bill passed the Senate it was estimated that it would 
yield about that amount, but owing to some irreconcilable dif- 
ferences in conference between the two Houses certain sources 
of revenue in the bill as it passed the Senate were eliminated, 
and it was recognized that the bill probably would not yield 
more than $90,000,000. As a matter of fact, it has yielded, I 
believe, about $80,000,000 between October of last year and the 
Ist of November of this year, which is practically one year, 
with a few days over. 

The situation of the Treasury as a result of the loss of this 
revenue probably can be better stated by me by giving the 
figures with reference to receipts and expenditures during the 
present fiscal year, 
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Under the existing law it is estimated—and, of course, we can 
do nothing more than estimate as to the remaining six months 
of the fiscal year—that the total receipts will amount to 
$670,365,500, and that the total disbursements for the year will 


be $741,891,000, without providing for supplemental estimates. 
and deficiencies now estimated to be about $12,000,000. That, 


of course, can not be definitely determined until the bill pro- 
viding for those deficiencies is ready to be passed. This makes 
the aggregate disbursements for the year, including these 
estimated deficiencies, $753,891,000, showing an excess of all 
estimated disbursements over all estimated receipts of 
$83,525,500. This includes the payment of $25,000,000 for the 
current expenses of the Panama Canal. 

That would be the condition of the Treasury if this emergency 
net is permitted to expire, by the limitation imposed in the act, 
upon the 81st day of December. It is estimated that the exten- 
sion of the emergency act and the continuation of the existing duty 
on sugar would bring in $41,000,000 and $15,000,000, respec- 
tively. That is, the emergency act, if extended, would bring 
into the Treasury during the next six months $41,000,000; and 
if we should before the Ist day of May continue the present 
duty on sugar, there would be received during this fiscal year 
from that source $15,000,000, which otherwise would not be 
receiyed. The passage of this resolution and the extension of 
the sugar duty would give $56,000,000 of additional revenue 
during the next six months. Deducting this sum, which it is 
expected to realize from these two sources if these two meas- 
ures are passed, from the $83,525,500 that is estimated as the 
amount of the deficit at the end of the fiscal year providing 
these measures are not passed, there will then be an estimated 
excess of disbursements over receipts of $27,525,500. 

If we do not extend this act, the moneys necessary to meet 
the current expenses will, of course, have to be taken from the 
general fund; and the sum which will be taken from that 
fund—amounting June 30 to $104,170,105.78—will be $83,500,500. 
If the emergency revenue act shall be extended, it will still be 
necessary for the Treasurer to resort to that fund, if there is no 
additional legislation between now and the end of the fiscal 
year, to the extent of $27,525,500; that is to say, even if this 
extension is made, and if the sugar tax is extended, at the end 
of the present fiscal year the general fund will have been 
reduced from $104,000,000 in June to $76,644,605.78. 

Mr. President, I think this statement of the situation of the 
Treasury makes it just as imperative that this measure should 
be extended as its passage was imperatively required by the 
conditions which existed at the time of its enactment. It will 
not altogether relieve the situation, but it will reduce the 
extent to which the income of the Government is below the 
disbursements to an average of about $2,300,000 a month for the 
fiscal year. 

It is true that the bill provides for an extension until next 
December. I can not say to the Senate—and I want to be frank 
about that—when further action will be taken; but I think it is 
apparent to all of us that in the present situation it is neces- 
sary, if the Treasury is to be unhampered in its finances, that 
it should have additional funds. Under any circumstances it 
will be exceedingly embarrassing if the Treasury shall be denied 
for the next six months a reyenue now estimated to be from six 
to seven million dollars a month. 

Mr. President, it is not my purpose to enter into any discus- 
sion of this matter. The circumstances which surround the 
‘Treasury and the country are well understood by all Senators. 
There has been no material change in the situation so far as 
revenue from imports are concerned since the act was passed. 
When the act was passed we all expected, confidently expected, 
that the war would terminate by or before the expiration of the 
act. Unfortunately our expectation has been disappointed. 
No man can now see the end of this regrettable conflict, involv- 
ing practically a whole continent and our largest customers in 
international exchange, 

We may reasonably expect that the war will continue to the 
end of the present fiscal year, probably to the end of the coming 
year; and while the war continues we may expect a continu- 
ance of the conditions which have existed since its beginning 
with respect to our customs revenue. Revenues from this 
source for the fiscal year 1914 were $292,000,000, while it is 
estimated that during the fiscal year 1915 they will only be 
about $209,000,000. 

The war has not only caused a falling off of imports, but it 
has brought about a change in the character of imports, and 
until these conditions are changed we will not realize from our 
customs taxes the amount of revenue anticipated from this 
source when the existing law was passed. 

Of course, the large falling off in receipts from internal 
revenues, while to some degree attributable to industrial con- 


ditions produced by the war, has, in the main, been attributable 
to the rapid spread of temperance and temperance legislation, 
and in some part to frauds against this class of the revenues. 

Mr. President, with these observations showing the necessities 
of the Treasury and the importance of extending this net, which, 
it is estimated, will yield about $6,800,000 a month, I shall 
content myself for the present. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate 

at this time with any extended remarks upon this measure, as 
the necessity of passing some kind of a bill to relieve the 
necessities of the Public Treasury is obvious to everyone. The 
propriety of adjourning this week until after the first of the 
year is generally admitted, and in order not to jeopardize that 
adjournment this joint resolution will probably have to be 
8 hed the majority of this body against the protest of the 

ority. 

I have listened to the laborious effort of the chairman of the 
Finance Committee to prove that there is a deficit in the 
Treasury. That deficit, Mr. President, is generally admitted. 
In my opinion, the figures cited by him give but little idea of 
the deplorable condition which that deficit will present when 
the figures are presented by the minority in this Chamber after 
the 1st of January. 

This condition is blamed on the war in Europe, and the 
necessity for this so-called war tax bill is argued on account of 
the war in Europe. Mr. President, I say without hesitation, 
and it will be fully shown when this general subject comes up 
for discussion, that the very large amount of imported goods 
coming into the country now and ever since the war in Europe, 
did they carry a proper duty collected at the customhouse, would 
be largely sufficient to defray the expenses of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. But they are coming in free, the large part of them, 
comparable in amount, although perhaps differing in detail, 
with the importations coming in before the war, but bringing no 
return to the Treasury of the United States. 

These conditions, which are blamed on the war in Europe, 
would, in my opinion, Mr. President, be a thousand times worse 
were it not for the war in Europe. The war in Europe has 
been the only cause which has saved the fiscal policy of the 
party now in power from the most gigantic collapse ever wit- 
nessed in a civilized country. In my conservative and’ absolute 
conviction, I believe if we had not had the war in Europe we 
would have had the blackest times in the history of the Ameri- 
can Republic, compared to which the depression under Cleve- 
land's second administration and under the Wilson-Gorman law 
would have been insignificant. We would have witnessed pov- 
erty and starvation all over the country, bread riots, the Army 
of the United States out to preserve order and universal dis- 
tress and misery. Instead of the war in Europe being the cause 
of such a condition, it has been the cause of the alleviation 
of a condition too dreadful for any lover of his country to 
desire to contemplate. 

I take it that more war taxes are to be levied after Con- 
gress shall assemble after the holidays. Perhaps the current 
expenses will be met by the issue of bonds, or, as some have it, 
no further effort will be made to levy war taxes, so called, but 
the expenses of the Government during the remainder of the 
present Democratic administration will be discharged by the 
issue of Government bonds. Be that as it may, the majority 
in this Chamber is more fully advised than I am. 

In my opinion, Mr. President, the deliberate thought ran 
through this free-trade legislation of impoverishing the Treas- 
ury of the United States when the Underwood tariff law was 
passed in order to justify the enactment of an income tax and 
other direct taxes. How else can we explain the folly which 
deliberately threw away the forty or fifty million dollars of 
revenue from sugar at a time when the American people were 
getting sugar more cheaply than any other nation in the world, 
perhaps with the exception of England, and there the differ- 
ence was small, and at the same time destroying the great in- 
dustries and financial interests of the great State of Louisiana 
and causing prostration and paralysis in the beet-sugar indus- 
tries of the western country. 

We have had another experiment, Mr. President, after 18 
years of extraordinary prosperity under protective legislation, 
with the economic doctrines of free trade. Since the foundation 
of the Government two economic thoughts seem to have run 
through our history—one of free trade and one of protection— 
and more strongly every year, not only with us but with the 
nations of the world, the protective principle seems to be more 
and more strongly intrenched. Just as nearly every other 
nation in Europe and every other civilized nation in the world 
has established high protective tariffs the American people, 
in the desire for a change, voted to experiment with the free- 
trade propaganda and the Democratic Party was placed in power 


1915. 


in the executive and legislative branches of the Government. 
We have had our lesson. In my opinion, the lesson has been 
hitter enough to justify the prediction that at the earliest op- 
portur..cy the people will again return to the protective prin- 
ciple and that another generation of men will pass before they 
will ever again think of abandoning it. 

What are these great Commonwealths to do if the Govern- 
ment of the United States absorbs all the direct taxes and at 
the same time forbids them from collecting money through the 
customhouses, while the Federal Government at the same time 
refuses to avall itself of that easy and indirect method of rais- 
ing revenue? These great Commonwealths, empires many of 
them in themselves, are growing to an extent that was never 
thought of a generation ago. Good roads, health departments, 
compensation bureaus, and a hundred matters of activity, all 
requiring large sums of money, must be established and main- 
tained by the States. Some are larger than others now, but 
there is not one of them which will not contain many millions 
of people in the years to come and be the seats of empire. What 
are our great municipalities to do, strangled as they are by 
the inability to raise money for the great and growing munici- 
pal needs of the twentieth century—sewage disposal, health 
departments, and all the many needs of a great center of popu- 
lation—costing millions of dollars, if unable to obtain the revenue 
except from real estate and a very few other subjects of 
taxation? 

Everyone of these direct taxes ought to be repealed. Uf per- 
chance a part of the income tax should be retained certainly its 
harassing features ought to be eliminated. There is hardly a 
tax in this alleged war measure which is not harrassing and 
burdensome and a severe handicap to business at a time when 
raw material entering into the various commodities affected are 
rising greatly in price. There is not a dollar raised under this 
measure which could not be raised just as quickly and much more 
easily by placing, even taking the Democratic point of view, a 
moderate ad valorem tax on importations coming into the coun- 
try at the present time. And yet we have this monstrous meas- 
ure presented to us here levying a war tax upon the American 
people greater, I am informed, in some respects than the war 
taxes which are paid by some of the belligerents in Europe so far 
as concerns the articles affected. 

But, Mr. President. I have spoken longer than I intended. 
This whole subject will have to come up in January when the 
measures are presented by the majority providing for additional 
revenue or for the issue of bonds. A full discussion will then 
be had as to the real condition of the public Treasury as analyzed 
and viewed by the minority, and an opportunity will be offered 
for a full discussion regarding amendments imposing adequate 
protective duties to furnish the necessary revenue. 

I referred a moment ago, Mr. President, to the condition which 
the industries of the country were gradually getting into prior 
to the breaking out of the war in Europe. In Philadelphia the 
city councils were called upon to make an appropriation of some 
$200,000 to aid the efforts of charitable organizations to estab- 
lish soup houses for the unemployed. All over the great indus- 
trial Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with eight or nine mil- 
lion people, the unemployment in large industrial centers was 
more and more a matter of alarm. That, of course, ceased with 
the advent of the war; but still, deep down in the minds of the 
people of Pennsylvania, and, in my judginent, in the minds of 
the people of the United States, is the grave and well-founded 
apprehension of what will happen when the war is over, when 
the millions of men in the armies of the billigerents return to 
the occupations of peace, when they will manufacture the cheap 
products of the cheap labor of Europe and dump them upon the 
greatest and best market in all the world, a market equal to all 
the other markets put together certainly at this time—the Ameri- 
can market. That apprehension seems to be shared by many 
who gave no evidence of sympathy with the suggestion two 
years ago. 

In the last Congress, when the present tariff measure was up 
for consideration, I offered an antidumping clause, such as has 
frequently been discussed in Congress in connection with tariff 
legislation, such as is found in the tariff laws of Canada and 
other countries. It was voted down, Now it seems that every- 
one admits the necessity of some antidumping regulation. 

Mr. President, we should have an antidumping regulation 
based on adequate protective rates and should not rely on the 
inadequate and temporary suggestions that have been made re- 
cently and are not accompanied with a provision for a protec- 
tive tariff. This problem can only be met by reenacting all along 
the line a law which shall protect American industry and render 
us independent industrially of every other nation in the world. 


To-day, Mr. President, the textile industries of New England 


and Pennsylvania are threatened with absolute stoppage in a 
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few months unless the dyestuff materials can be had. We have 
deliberately in the course of years permitted the chemical sched- 
ule of the protective tariff laws to become weakened on the 
demand of those whose constant cry has been to reduce duties, 
and as the result 3,000,000 people will be thrown out of work 
in the United States in the next two or three months unless 
those dyestuffs can be had. After a careful examination of the 
situation, for one, I do not see where they can be obtained. If 
there ever does come—as I believe there will come—a majority 
in the Senate and in the other House to take up a protective tar- 
iff measure and enact it into law, we should protect those dye- 
stuff industries and all other industries in the United States to 
an extent adequate to make us independent of any other war 
that may occur in Europe or any other foreign complication. 

With these few words, Mr. President, to record my protest 
against this measure and with the full intention of discussing the 
matter at length when the general subject comes up in January, 
I shall not detain the Senate any longer, but shall vote against 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I doubt whether there is a Sen- 
ator who would dispute the statement made by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Simmoxs] that the Treasury of the United 
States is in dire need of funds. It is imperative that Congress 
furnish the money or the Treasury will become bankrupt. 

I listened very carefully to the figures given by the Senator 
from North Carolina; they were very familiar to me, because he 
used the precise figures that were used by the Secretary of the 
Treasury in his statement issued on November 26, 1915. T want 
to say now that in that statement every estimate of the revenues 
to be received by the Government is magnified and that every 
expenditure therein referred to is minimized. 

The Senator from North Carolina referred particularly to the 
revenue that would be received from the duty on sugar during 
this fiscal year if the free provisions of the present law are 
repented, and he used the same figures that were used by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, claiming that the revenue would be 
$15,000,000. Senators, the duty upon sugar will remain as it 
is until the Ist day of Muy, 1916. All, therefore, that could 
possibly be collected from the duty on sugar until the end of 
the fiscal year would be for the months of May and June, 1916— 
one-sixth of a year—yet it is assumed that there will be collected 
during these two months $15,000,000 from sugar. In other 
words, we are asked to believe that there will be derived a rev- 
enue from the collection of duties upon sugar equal to 
$90,000,000 a year. There is not a Senator here who does not 
know that is not true. : 

On the other hand, the Senator referred to the deficiency that 
will occur as being $12,000,000, There is no Senator here who 
does not know that the deficiency will be more than $12,000,000. 
So I repent that, so far as the estimates of the revenue are con- 
cerned, they are greater than can possibly be realized, and so 
fur as the expenditures of the Government are concerned, or 
the payments to be made by the Government, they are less. 

{ hold in my hand the daily statement of the United States 
Treasury for December 16, 1915—only yesterday. What are the 
ordinary receipts of the Government and of what do they con- 
sist?) What are the differences from the corresponding months 
of the fiscal year of 1915? The customs receipts for the fiscal 
year 1915 were $100,970,781.35; for the same period for the 
fiscal year 1916 they are $90,200,616.37, or an amount a little 
above $10,000,000 less than they were the year before. 

No, Senators, it is not because of the difference in the collec- 
tion of duties for the fiscal years 1915 and 1916, nor is it on 
account of the necessity for the greater expenditure of money 
for military preparedness for the defense of our country, for 
not one cent for the Jatter is involved. 

Take the appropriations and what do they show? The Sixty- 
third Congress for the fiscal year 1915 appropriated $1,116,118,- 
138.55; for the fiscal year 1916 it appropriated $1,114,937,012.02, 
or a total for the Sixty-third Congress, under a Democratic ad- 
ministration, of $2,231,055,150.57; whereas in the Sixty-second 
Congress, under a Republican administration, for the fiscal years 
1913 and 1914 the total amount of the appropriations was 
$2,020,666,3840.47, showing an increase ef appropriation for the 
Sixty-third Congress over that of the Sixty-second Congress of 
$210,388,810.10. 

I have not time, Mr. President, to go into the details of all 
of these figures, but I hope to refer to them before I get through. 

I am opposed to this joint resolution, for it seeks to fasten on 
our people for another year burdensome and oppressive taxes, 


imposed, as has been alleged, because of the European war; 


but our own country is not involved in that frightful struggle, 
and so this is a war measure in time of peace. I am opposed to 
direct taxation unless it is uniform, which the present law 


is not. 


W e 


I intend at the close of what little I have to say to-day to 
offer an amendment to the joint resolution extending the exist- 
ing war-revenue law until June 30, 1916, the end of the present 
fiscal year. What reason can possibly be given for the exten- 
sion of the law for a longer period? Why extend it for a year? 
There must be some reason that is not shown on the face of 
the joint resolution or in its wording. 

The fact must appeal to the minds of all Senators that before 
the close of this fiscal year there must be something done, there 
must be some action taken, to increase the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States or the Treasury will be bankrupt. 
Is it possible, Mr. President, that such action is to be delayed 
until after the next fall elections? Is it possible that our 
Democratic friends want to, avoid until after the presidential 
election the imposition of further direct taxes on the people of 
the United States, which they must do in order to pay the 
running expenses of the Government? 

I never would take the position, nor do I at this time, of re- 
fusing the Government of the United States sufficient revenue 
to pay the running expenses of the Government. It shall never 
be embarrassed by a vote of mine; and I want to go this far, 
Senators, and say that I would actually vote for increased taxes 
and for the joint resolution now pending if it became abso- 
lutely necessary to do so; but it is not necessary. 

We may talk ourselves black in the face, but we are not going 
to conceal from the American people the true condition of the 
Treasury of the United States. We may juggle figures every 
morning, but I promise the Senate and the country that the 
people shall know exactly what their financial standing is. 

There have been some very queer things undertaken and car- 
ried out successfully thus far. In this connection I want to say 
that the fiscal year 1915 opened with a balance in the Treasury 
of the United States, as shown by the statement from the 
Treasury, of $145,835,502.10, and on June 11 following it had 
shrunk to $17,780,831.389, or a loss during that time of 
$128,054,670.81; in other words, a loss of a little more than 
$10,000,000 every month. It is true that at the end of that 
month, June 30, the revenue from the income tax was poured 
into the Treasury of the United States and raised the balance 
in the Treasury, so that on June 30 of that year there were 
$82,025.760.03 in the Treasury; but note the rapid reduction. 
From June 30 to September 30 the balance was reduced to 
$40,898,894.26, or an average monthly loss of more than 
$13,000,000. 8 

Strunge things happened on the niglit of September 30, 1915. 
The statement of the Treasury Department was juggled over- 
night. With a decrease of actual money in the Treasury of the 
United States, there appeared a statement from the Treasury 
showing a balance in the Treasury the next morning of 
$12S,063,545.23. 

Mr. President, I studied the statement that was issued by the 
Secretary of the Treasury on Friday, November 26, 1915, and I 
prepared a brief statement in answer to it, and perhaps that 
statement will give just as much information to the Senate as 
if I went into the details at greater length. Therefore, I am 
going to take the privilege of referring to it; and I want to 
say to Senators here that every figure that is in this statement 
-and all the figures I shall give to-day are taken from the 
Treasury reports themselves; they are figures as given by that 
great department of our Government. 

This is the statement: 

Having read with care Secretary McAdoo’s statement, which was 
probably prepared with even more care, I am at a loss to determine 
whether or not it presages another change in the form of the dally 

tury statement, which has already undergone so many metamor- 
phoses. Certainly Mr. McAdoo’s statement issued this morning does not 
correspond with the daily statement of the United States Treasury 
issued on the date with which he begins his tabulations. 

That is to say, the ry declares that on July 1, 1915, there 
was a credit balance in the general fund of $104,170,105, and yet the 
official daily statement of the United States Treasury bearing date of 
July 1 and 2, 1915, shows the net balance in the general fund to be 
$76,157,831, and this latter item is printed in the daily statement in 


bold type and shows a shrinkage from the previous 228.6 statement of 
nearly $5,000,000. This difference alone amounts to „012,274. 


NET BALANCE JUMPED. 


Again, on September 30, 1915, the daily Treasury statement shows 
the net balance in the general Taaa was $40,898,894.26. The next 
day's statement, without the addition of the proceeds of a bond sale 
and with an actual decrease in the revenues of the Government over 
expenditures, shows the balance as $128,063,545. 

is apparent increase of $87,164,650 in the Treasury balance was 
in bookkeeping alone and was procured by the transfer from the Habili- 
ties to the assets side of the ledger, the disbursing officer’s balances, 
the Government bank-notes redemption fund, both of which always 
have been r ized as liabilities of the Government, and further by 
the inclusion of subsidiary silver coin, minor coins, and silver bullion 
none of which had ever been reckoned as available for the payment of 
the Government expenses. The only way that I can account for this 
change in bookkeeping is the imperative necessity to make it appear 
that the Federal Treasury is not practically bankrupt. 
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At the close of business March 8, . — the Republican Party turned 
over to its Democratic successors a sury containing a net general 
balance of $149,335,711. On September 30, 1915, the eve of the first 
appearance of McAdoo's new and misconceived form of dail 
Statement, that balance had been diminished by 8 whic 
represented the cost to the American people o emocratic adminis- 
tration to that date. Nor is this all. 


BIG BALANCE DECREASED. 

The mythical balance of $128,063,545 which Mr. McAdoo so proudly 
boasted on the Ist of last October had decrease by the end of that 
month nearly $6,000,000, So that the total deficit under this Demo- 
cratic administration in the Treasury up to the Ist of November of 
this year amounts to more than $114,000,000. 

And, Senators, since the convening of this Congress, on the 
6th day of this month, the Treasury of the United States has 
lost approximately $9,000,000. Is it because we are not import- 
ing goods into this country? Is that the reason? No, Senators; 
that is not the reason, for I call your attention to the absolute 
figures of importations as given by the Treasury Department. 

For nine months of the fiscal year 1913, under Republican 
law, when there was peace in all the world, the imports 
amounted to $1,327,000,000, and the Government collected duties 
upon those imports of $242,624,000—an average duty rate of 18.3 
per cent. In nine months of the fiscal year 1914, under Demo- 
cratie law, with two months of war, the imports were $1,410,- 
000,000. Note the increase. The duties collected by the Govern- 
ment of the United States were $193,166,000. Note the decrease, 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. What was the average rate of duty then? 

ae SMOOT. The average rate of duty had fallen to 12.3 per 
cent. 

In nine months of the fiscal year 1915, the whole period being 
during the continuation of the war, the imports were $1,302,- 
000,000, only a few dollars short of the imports for the nine 
months of 1913, Instead of collecting $242,624,000 revenue, how- 
ever, the Government collected only $148,225,000, or a difference 
of $94,000,000, that the Democratic Party is now trying to im- 
pose upon the people of the United States in the way of direct 
taxation, thus imposing hardship upon them, interfering with 
business, placing a burden upon all, when their own figures show 
that if the principle that always has made this country pros- 
perous—the great principle of protection—had been in force, it 
would have given ample means to the Treasury of the United 
3 without the imposition of this burdensome so-called war 
ax. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator to yield for a ques- 
tion merely. The Senator has shown that there has not been 
any great decrease in imports, but there has been an enormous 
decrease in the revenues to the Government because of the low 
rates in the existing tariff law. I will ask the Senator if in his 
investigations he has discovered that this loss of revenue, this 
change in our fiscal system, has greatly reduced the cost of liv- 
ing to the American people? 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President; the cost of living has not 
been reduced, but on the contrary it has gone skyward. The 
great hue and cry of the representatives and press of the De- 
mocratic Party that the cost of living should be reduced if the 
Democratic Party was put into power has fallen flatly to the 
ground, and they will have to manufacture some issue besides 
that in the next campaign. 


And this splended result has been achieved without the expenditure 
of a single additional dollar for the national defense, and in spite of the 
fact that the Treasury in the meantime had received the benefit of the 
burdensome war taxes and the cumbersome and inefficient income tax. 

Is the program for national defense to be slaughtered in order to 
show a favorable Treasury balance? Nothing is provided in the state- 
ment of disbursements by the Secretary of the Treasury for the build- 
ing of the railroad in Alaska, nor is one cent provided for the adminis- 
tration’s ship-purchase scheme, and with these few items and many 
more that could be mentioned, the total new revenue to be raised for 
the fiscal 11 of 1917 Instead of being 5112, 806,394, as the statement 
shows, will be nearer 5300. 000,000. 

Mr. President, the leader of the Democratic Party in the 
House agrees that that will be the minimum shortage; and I say 
that no man can go into the condition of the Treasury of the 
United States, no man can study this question, without being 
convinced beyond a shadow of doubt that Congressman KITCHIN 
is right. 

Why, you are declaring that prosperity is prevalent all over 
the United States. Mr. President, I admit that we have prosper- 
ous times in many parts of the country at present; but I want 
to say to you, Senators, that the kind of prosperity that I want 
in this country is not dependent upon the roaring of cannon and 
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the bursting of shrapnel on the other side of the ocean, nor is it 
measured by the number of orphans and widows being made in 
foreign lands. I would that we had the old-time prosperity. 
when peace covered the world, when the American laboring man 
und a million American industries all shared in that universal 
prosperity that brings contentment, happy homes, and a_blessed 
country. 

What a political blessing the European war has been to the 
Democratic Party. Before the war that party had demonstrated 
its inability and unfitness for the task of maintaining prosperity 
and providing adequate revenue to meet the extravagant appro- 
priations made by it for the ordinary running expenses of the 
Government. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I want to ask the Senator, when he com- 
ments upon the extraordinary appropriations that have been 
made, whether he has ever voted against a single one of those 
large appropriations? 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, yes, Mr. President; a good many of them. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to have the Senator point 
out one of them. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the record here now. The Senate 
knows as well as I know that I haye called the attention of the 
Senate frequently to the appropriations that have been made. I 
want to say to the Senator that I do not know of anyone who 
has called to the attention of the Senate more frequently than I 
the unnecessary appropriations that have been made. I will ask 
the Senator's colleague if I have not on many occasions when he 
has been in the Chamber, and perhaps his colleague was not 
here, called attention to them. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, it gives me pleasure to testify 
that in that respect the Senator from Utah has been a pleasing 
exception to his colleagues on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
further yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SMOOT. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to have the Senator admit, if 
he will, that there is hardly ever a yea-and-nay vote on the pas- 
sage of the big appropriation bills that are presented in this 
Chamber, the nays consenting to the passage of the bill on the 
final vote. Is that not a fact? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, after items have been voted 
down in this body and after every contested item has been passed 
upon it would be a waste of time and, generally speaking, would 
be bad judgment on the part of any Senator then to call for the 
yeas and nays on the passage of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. You take a yea-and-nay vote on every bill 
that you are opposed to except an appropriation bill, do you not? 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no, Mr. President. As far as that is con- 
cerned 90 per cent of them, perhaps, are passed here without a 
roll call. I have no doubt that 90 per cent of them are so passed. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes. Then should one party be held re- 
sponsible for bills 90 per cent of which are passed by the 
unanimous vote of the Senate? Should they be considered ex- 
travagant appropriations? 

Mr. SMOOT. They are not passed by unanimous vote. They 
are passed because of the fact that Senators have votéd against 
the items as they were reached, and then, as a whole, the bill 
is passed without any further discussion. That does not mean 
that the passage of the bill was an approval of it—not in any 
way, shape, or form. 

I was referring when interrupted to the extravagant appro- 
priations that have been made by the present administration. 
The figures that I quoted here in the very beginning show that 
one Congress, the very first Congress held under this adminis- 
tration, increased the appropriations $210,000,000; and there 
were not any items in those appropriations providing for the 
. defense of the country, either. 

In this connection we must not forget that the balance of trade 
against the United States during the four months preceding the 
war, at a time when the Democratic policies and a tariff law 
were in full force, was $248,000,000. A couple of more such 
four months and conditions such as obtained in 1894 to 1897, 
under the Wilson tariff law, would have been repeated, only ina 
magnified form, and at the same time the Government rev- 
enues were failing to meet Government expenses by approxi- 
mately $1,000,000 per day. Eliminate the market created by 
a temporary, artificial European demand and American industry 
would be prostrated. 

The first industries of the country to suffer from the present 
Democratic tariff law when conditions are again normal will not 


be the powerful corporations and great trusts, but the thousands 
of manufacturers with small capital, independent concerns mak- 
ing such goods as require the highest type of workmen and 
workmanship. In fact, I might say that as soon as the war is 
over and things become normal and the vast armies of men, 
women, and children are again put to work manufacturing 
articles of commerce, in order to keep body and soul together, 
with the only country able to pay for their wares, namely, 
America, God help our industries and our workingmen who will 
have to compete with such conditions. It is for this class of 
American workmen and industries that I am interested and I 
now tell all such that the only safe way to protect themselves 
is to see that the party that believes in protection is restored to 
power. In the past I have visited the leading industrial coun- 
tries of the world and have seen there the value placed upon 
human labor. I have seen the poverty, the squalor and suffer- 
ing to which the laborer is subjected, and I shrink from con- 
templating what it will be after the present European war is 
ended. I have seen the effect of such conditions on the men, 
women, and children of those countries, and I have made a vow 
that no act of mine shall ever place an American workman in a 
position of having to compete with such conditions. There is 
only one way to prevent it, and that is by a protective tariff, 
and, therefore, I declare that I am opposed to the burdensome 
and oppressive so-called war taxes in time of peace and shall 
vete against the pending joint resolution. 

Mr. President, I now offer an amendment to the joint resolu- 
tion by striking out, in section 1, “ December 31” and insert- 
ing June 30,” and in this connection, as I referred to it be- 
fore, I will say that that is the end of the fiscal year, and 
whatever action the party in power decide upon ought to be in 
force before then. I see no reason why the time should be 
extended beyond the present fiscal year. Mr. President, I offer 
the amendment as stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re- 
ported. 

The Secretary. On page 1, section 1, in lines 8 and 9, strike 
out the words “ December 31” and insert “ June 30.” 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I am conscious of the fact 
that the approaching holiday season imposes. upon the Senate 
a somewhat brief discussion of the pending measure. I shall 
endeavor, therefore, to limit what I shall have to say to as small 
a space of time as possible. 

I have noticed, Mr. President, during my somewhat short 
experience in this Chamber that the two great parties in the 
country alternate in accusing each other of extravagance in the 
administration of public affairs. I am conscious also that 
in each instance the accusation is well founded. I had hoped 
that, in view of the change of administration which took place 
on the 4th of March, 1913, the majority of Congress would 
appreciate the importance of minimizing public expenses wher- 
ever and whenever possible and of making a record which 
would commend itself both to its friends and to its opponents. 
But, Mr. President, I have long since reached the conclusion 
that extravagance in fiscal administration is something for 
which no party is directly and solely responsible. The party 
advocating protection is largely, though perhaps indirectly, so. 
The people of the United States are more and more coming to 
depend, and therefore to make demands, upon the National 
Treasury for financing various purposes never anticipated nor 
comprehended in the experiences of those who organized the 
Government. As each locality has multiplying interests of its 
own for which it desires appropriations, so individuals, in- 
creasing in number, are constantly clamoring for fiscal recog- 
nition through the agency of special bills. Consequently, there 
seems to be no end to these accumulating extrayagances 
until the people shall themselves not only make a demand 
but by their conduct and cooperation see to it that the demand 
is obeyed. 

I have run my eye casually, Mr. President, over the list of 
bills which, up to this time, have been introduced in the two 
Houses of Congress. They already run into the thousands. 
They have been presented by all the Members of both Houses 
of Congress. Indeed, I am unable to recall a single exception, 
save those who, up to this time, have not answered a roll call. I 
think I am entirely within bounds when I assert that fully 90 
per cent of the four or five thousand bills already introduced 
in the two Houses call for appropriations whose aggregate is 
enormous. 

Now, it must not be surmised that I am an exception because 
I am commenting upon these facts. Such is not the case. Many 
of my own constituents, alike with those of all other Senators, 
to be imbued with a notion that there is no bottom to the 
Treasury of the United States, and that while economy in the 
abstract is an admirable thing it should not begin at home. 
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I have, therefore, Mr. President, reached the conclusion, as 
before stated, that extravagance in the administration of the 
financial affairs of the Government is a national disease, for 
which constituencies are largely if not wholly responsible. 

But I am equally convinced, Mr. President, that this growth 
of extravagance, this vast increase of appropriations, is the 
logical result of that system of protection with which men and 
women are chloroformed and then robbed by indirection. Their 
consciousness of the extent to which the burden of taxation is 
placed upon them is dulled and deadened by the fact that the 
taxation is indirect, and the interests which have been builded 
up, which are founded upon and which support the party advo- 
cating the policy necessarily encourage, directly or indirectly, 
all these increasing expenditures to the end that the sacred 
system of protection may not only continue to flourish but in- 
crease its bounties to themselves and their privileged posterity. 
Hence, the change of our fiscal system substituting direct taxa- 
tion on wealth for indirect taxation on consumption, which 
happily was begun with this administration, and which, T trust, 
will be continued regardless of predicted consequencies hy its 
enemies, will go far toward awakening in the minds of the tax- 
payers that feeling of self-interest which may cause them to take 
some part in and concern about expenditures of public money 
as well as their acquisition. 

Mr. President, so much for the question of extravagance, the 
issue concerning which has been so early injected into our public 
discussions. But let me say, in passing, that the assertion of 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Sacoor] regarding his protests 
against many past appropriations is correct. I have not wit- 
nessed, however, any cordial support to his position by those on 
the other side of the Chamber, and candor requires the con- 
fession that neither have I witnessed much support of it on 
this side. So as to the general question, if there is any politics 
in it whatever, honors seem easy. 

But, Mr. President, all present evils, the necessity for the 
continuance of the emergency revenue law, the necessity for 
raising additional revenues hereafter, are being pivoted upon 
the repeal of the so-called Payne-Aldrich protection measure, 
which had it been permitted to remain in all its activities would 
in the eyes of its votaries and mourners not only have relieved 
us from all financial embarrassment and enabled us to avoid 
financial pitfalls, but led us to a higher level of fortune and 
universal prosperity. Indeed, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Penrose], in his enthusiastic devotion to that great meas- 
ure, the enactment of which caused the retirement of a great 
number of his then associates in this Chamber, goes so far as to 
assert in deploring the repeal of that act—to assert that but for 
the war our fiscal condition would be a thousand times worse 
than it is. He also referred shortly afterwards to the consery- 
atism of his judgment. 

Now, the Senator is not given, generally speaking, to superla- 
tives. He has made a close study of the pending situation and 
announces his intention to discuss it hereafter at great length, 
and I doubt not with his usual exhaustive ability. Hence I 
assume that when he stated that but for the war the fiscal con- 
dition of the United States would be a thousand times worse 
than it is, he spoke deliberately and based his statement upon 
eareful information and investigation. 

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Soor] has informed us of 
the actual deficiency of the Treasury, the figures concerning 
which he declares have been and will perhaps continue to be 
juggled, that, notwithstanding the fact the deficiency on De- 
cember 6 was $123,000,000 in round numbers, I must, there- 
fore, conclude, taking his statement in connection with the 
assertion of the Senator from Pennsylvania, that but for the 
war the deficiency would be one thousand times as great as it 
is, or one hundred and twenty-three thousand million dollars, 
an amount which is almost equal to the total wealth of the 
American Republic; and I must assume that if our actual con- 
dition has been minimized so enormously by the war, the pros- 
perity of the country would have been proportionately increased 
in spite of the war but for the action of a Democratic Con- 
gress, and that our revenues instead of reaching the paltry 
figures presented by the Senator from Utah would have swollen 
to billions of dollars, giving us all the money necessary for ex- 
penses, justifying their duplication, and creating navies and 
armies compared with which those of Germany and Great 
Britain would be as nothing. 

If this be true, Mr. President, certainly it should be equally 
true that the moderate reduction of duties effected by the 
Underwood law does not deserve the imputation that it is a 
Pandora’s box of national ills. 3 

The Senator also says that the sooner the Democracy recog- 
nizes the wisdom of raising revenues by duties the more it will 
be in accord with popular sentiment, I might retort that the 


sooner the Republican Party recognizes the wisdom of confining 
the taxing power of the United States to the raising of revenues 
and abandons that protective principle which means the rob- 
bery of the many for the enrichment of a few, the more will it 
be in accord with the sentiments of justice and political 
righteousness everywhere. 

Another gloomy foreboding is cast upon the troubled waters 
of present-day politics by both the Senators, who have assumed 
the rôle, if not of prophecy, at least of apprehension, as to our 
industrial fate when this war shall have ended, when untold 
millions of cheap goods will be dumped at pauper prices upon the 
shores of America and when the people may be able to obtain the 
needs and comforts of life for about what they are worth. 

Mr. President, the pauper labor of Europe and the pauper 
laborer of Europe have always occupied distinct positions in 
the Republican mind. The pauper labor of Europe is that 
dreaded specter which Republicans always see, and to which, I 
am sorry to say, they appeal with frequent success when argu- 
ing that protection is designed solely for the benefit of the Ameri- 
ean workingman. Pauper labor is their menace to American 
prosperity, and has been ever since there was an America to be 
prosperous. And now when pauper labor, killed off by millions, 
mutilated by hundreds of thousands, their property, if a pauper 
may be said to have any, has been destroyed, is far more dan- 
gerous, fur more potent in its productive and therefore in its 
competitive energy, far more of a menace to American labor 
than it ever was before. Alive he was a formidable menace; 
dead he has become a more potent one; mutilated we stand 
aghast at the awful consequences that will inevitably follow 
when the surviving remnants of the contending armies return on 
crutches to their factories to work there and renew the manufac- 
ture of pauper-made goods for the American market. 

Mr. President, when we consider this tremendous destruction 
of life and property, not only that which has passed, but that 
which will continue until this terrible war shall have ended, 
and there is no prospect of an early end, when we consider that 
industrial Europe is to-day prostrate and desolate and that at 
the end of this awful conflict she must gather her depleted and 
exhausted energies about her and strive to rebuild that splendid 
civilization which for the time has been destroyed, what time 
or opportunity will be vouchsafed to them to manufacture sup- 
plies for the purpose of dumping them upon the shores of this 
continent to the bankruptcy of the factory and the ruin of its 
artisans? 

I confess, with surprise, Mr. President, that some men in high 
position entertain this apprehension, I deny that it is among 
the possibilities of the future. And how desperate must be the 
situation of that policy which needs such resort to so-called 
arguments for its support? My friends, the distinguished 
Senators from Utah and Pennsylvania, wring their hands this 
morning in imaginative anguish over the awful consequences 
menacing the American workingman at the end of this war in 
a threat of cheap goods in abundance to our people. But has 
either of them said a word regarding the pauper laborer him- 
self, who may cross the seas in company with his pauper goods 
or without them? Is it not possible that we may be deluged 
with an army of pauper laborers whom our protected industries 
may thrust in the places of American workmen, and manufac- 
ture their pauper goods here for our protected magnates at star- 
vation wages instead of making them over there and sending 
them to us? If we may judge by experience, that will be the 
situation. It is precisely what the protected industries want, 
precisely what they have at all times encouraged, the importation 
duty free into this country of thousands upon thousands of 
cheap laborers from their so-called pauper homes, through whose 
competition the American workman may be forced to accept 
reduced scale of wages as the alternative of starvation. No 
apprehension has thus far been expressed here concerning that 
contingency. 

We know, Mr. President, that the class of laborers we fear 
may come from the older countries of the world, like many of 
those whose coming has preceded them, will not be desirable or 
wholesome, that their coming will reduce to a yet lower stand- 
ard our scale of living and of civilization, and pushing the 
working class of this country harder and harder against the 
stern conditions which drastic competition for the necessities 
of life always produce. 

So much, Mr, President, with regard to the improvidence or 
want of necessity of the passage of this measure for the reasons 
assigned. At bottom, Mr. President, the objection to it is that it 
continues a measure for direct taxation, and to the extent to 
which it raises revenue interferes with a return to unlimited 
protection, a system which has been justly condemned by en- 
lightened public opinion. 
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It has been said that while our imports have not sensibly de- 
creased, the duties which we have received for them have 
yery sensibly decreased. Thank God for it. This simply means 
that the amount of the decrease for which we deliberately pro- 
vided is that much saved to the consumers of the country. 
It was expected, it was designed, when we enacted the present 
revenue measure to produce those conditions, to increase im- 
ports and reduce revenues from them and place the needed 
surplus revenues upon wealth, where they belong. 

Mr. President, we are raising money, and we will continue, I 
hope, to raise it by making the burden of taxes equal. 

I want to remind my friends on the other side that but for 
the enactment of the Underwood law, but for the presence fn that 
bill of an income-tax law, the amount of governmental de- 
ficiencies, had we been dependent upon the preexisting revenue 
law, would have been far greater than it is. 

Mr. President, I shall say nothing whatever upon the de- 
ficiency itself at this time. That it exists no man can doubt. 
That it will continue until the revenne is replenished is an ob- 
vious situation which the party in power must meet and which, 
with the more courage and promptness it meets it, will be better 
for itself and for the country. 

We hear much about preparedness in these days. I shall only 
refer to that subject now to express the view that preparedness 
to those dissatisfied with Democratic fiscal policies means 
about 75 per cent protection and about 20 per cent of profit 
hoped for from other public expenditures and about 5 per cent 
patriotism. Of course I am speaking generally. 

Mr. President, if we are menaced by the possibility of war, if 
because of that menace it is the part of wisdom to make due and 
prompt preparation, then I want to see the men and the women 
who own the bulk of the property of this country, and which 
offers the temptation drawing hostile fleets and armies from 
across the seas, pay their proportion of the cost in full measure. 
Who own the millions of this country? There is, of course, a 
widespread degree of prosperity, property is somewhat distrib- 
uted, but its great masses, the wealth of the Nation, are concen- 
trated in the hands of a comparatively few individuals, inter- 
ests, and corporations. It is they, Mr. President, whose appre- 
hensions conjure up the specter of the coming invader, and it is 
upon that wealth, protected by the arms and the brains of the 
average citizen, which should bear the chief financial burden of 
the pending crisis. 2 

I want to see direct taxes so graduated, Mr. President, that 
every man and woman, every corporation, and every interest, 
high and low, rich and poor, shall bear each his or its respective 
part of the burden, not a system 50 per cent of whose pro- 
ceeds will reach the Treasury and the remainder the pockets of 
well-protected interests. In order to accomplish this, direct 
taxation is essential. I want to see the income tax increased 
progressively. I am willing to see a reduction in the amount of 
the exemption, and I want the great concerns which furnish the 
implements, the manufacturers of powder, of armor plate, of 
ships, of cannon, and of all the equipment that is necessary for 
the “pomp and circumstance of glorious war,” however much 
the country will profit and prosper, required by a system of 
direct taxation to respond to what they declare to be the immedi- 
ate and menacing financial need of the hour. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I should like to ask the Senator if he has 
any hope, even remotely, of the enactment of such legislation as 
that? 

Mr. THOMAS. Oh, Mr. President, I have not much hope of 
enacting anything that can not command the unanimous consent 
of this body, and I have not any hope that such a measure will 
command its unanimous consent; but we can put every man on 
record upon the subject, and that I hope we will do. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I want the Senator to understand that I 
am very much in sympathy with the purpose which he has de- 
clared, and I only wish that there were others who shared his 
broad and altruistic views. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, Mr. President, if war comes the Senator’s 
son and mine must go into the ranks, submit to the rigors 
and hardships of the camp and the trenches, imperil their lives, 
and meet the shock of battle. Shall they be also required by a 
system of indirect and unwholesome taxation to bear the prin- 
cipal burden of the cost? Not, Mr. President, if it can be 
avoided; and the way to avoid it, Senators, is to stand by the 
Underwood bill, and provide an added system of direct taxation 
so graduated as that all interests will fairly respond to it. This 
should include provisions requiring the great munition-armor 


trust and supply plants, which expect to furnish our equipment 
to do so for a profit of not to exceed 6 per cent upon the cost of 
material and construction; failing to do which, let the Govern- 
ment of the United States, in this its hour of peril, reach forth 
its mighty arm and take possession of these great plants, operate 
them and manufacture at its own cost all that is essential to 


repel enemies, both real and imaginary, from our shores. That, 
Mr. President, may not be feasible, but it is justice, and, from my 
standpoint, it is Democracy. : 

My friend the Senator from Utah says that he is in favor of 
direct taxation only when it is equal. The Senator, however, is 
in favor of indirect taxation, which is unequal. You can not 
make it equal; it is impossible. Logically, the Senator is in 
favor of unequal taxation when it is indirect, because of his 
devotion to the protective theory. As suggested by the Senator 
from Arizona [Mr. Sarr], it is impossible to make indirect 
taxation equal; that is true; and the Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. Gore] well suggests, if it were possible to do so, it would 
be undesirable and the most unpopular tax to the great interests 
of this country that could well be imagined. 

Why, Mr. President, protection eo ipso means inequality. 
Why should I be protected against my neighbor from Mississippi 
{Mr. WIIIans!] unless I can secure something of value that is 
denied to him? Protection! Why its inequalities and favorit- 
ism have spread over this country like an epidemic from which 
the Nation may never recover. What are your railway rebates 
but protection? What is the license given by the police to 
the violators of law and of decency in the great cities in our 
Nation but protection carried to its logical sequence? I do not, 
I neyer will, believe in it. And I will oppose its extension at all 
times and with all my heart. 

I concede that the present measure is, in its operation, pro- 
ductive of some inequalities, perhaps a good many. I also 
concede that it is net a popular tax. With the exception of a 
tax levied upon a man and collected from him when he does 
not know it, because chloroformed by indirection, I never 
beard of a tax that was popular. I never knew a tax, with the 
possible exception of that to which the Senator is devoted, that 
was not evaded wherever possible. I think I can say with 
some degree of certainty, including myself in the category, that 
when we go to the assessor's office we take great pains to mis- 
represent our material condition. I do not hesitate to say that 
it is the custom in my country, and I am afraid that it is prac- 
tically universal. And if my friend the Senator from Utah 
can in any way devise a system of taxation that is popular, 
that will not create resentments, he will confer a great boon 
upon humanity. My principal indictment against his favored 
system lies largely in the fact that it operates subconsciously 
and unconsciously and produces all of the evils and more of 
the inequalities than are possible in a system of direct taxation. 
So we propose, if we can—because we must—to continue this 
measure. If it can be supplemented by enlarging or restricting 
it, to the end that as much as possible of the revenue needed 
for present and future emergencies can be secured through its 
agency, that, to my mind, is the thing to be done. 

When you tax a man and he knows it, when he has to “ walk 
up to the captain's office,” so to speak, and pay in coin to the 
collector, he is apt to take some interest in the methods and 
purposes of its expenditure; otherwise he is apt to be indifferent 
regarding it, and extravagance and corruption ensue. 

Mr. President, at another time I shall occupy the attention 
of the Senate regarding the subject for which additional reve- 
nues must be raised and which is generally known as prepared- 
ness. It involves, as has well been said, the entire question 
of revenues and of expenditures. Meantime, I earnestly hope 
that my Republican brethren will get behind the Senator from 
Utah and that my Democratic brethren on this side of the - 
Chamber will foliow his good example in the effort to cut out 
every unneeded expenditure which in the aggregate now con- 
stitutes such an enormous drain upon the Public Treasury, 
and that when we run our eyes over this vast catalogue of per- 
sonal bills already introduced and of other bills to follow for ap- 
propriations for nearly everything under the sun we try to forget 
politics for a while and subordinate them to the general press- 
ing needs of the Treasury. I know, Mr. President, how diffi- 
cult that is going to be; I know how your constituencies and 
mine will clamor for what they regard as their peculiar and 
overshadowing interests which should be excepted from the 
general rule of economies; but there must be a commencement 
somewhere. 5 

For my part I earnestly hope that I may be able to practice 
what I preach and make as few exceptions to the rule as pos- 
sible; but economy is possible only until and when constituen- 
oe representatives join together in team work to bring 
t abou 
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The late leader of the Republican majority here declared some 
time ago that an adequate administrative scheme properly de- 
vised and enforced would annually save the country $300,000,000. 
I think there is no question about it, and unless something of 
that kind is done—I want to make a prediction, though I am 
neither a prophet nor the son of a prophet. This morning the 
Senator from Utah introduced figures showing that the total 
appropriations of the Sixty-second Congress were in excess of 
two billions—I am giving round figures—and that the total 
appropriations for the Sixty-third Congress were about $2,200,- 
000,000. If in the providence of God, displeased with His peo- 
ple and desiring to inflict upon them a deplorable calamity, the 
next presidential election should be a Republican success and 
the Senator from Utah again assumes the leadership of the ma- 
jority, I predict that the appropriations of the Sixty-fifth Con- 
gress will be greater than those of the Sixty-third Congress, not 
because his party will design it but because of the system, which 
is unbreakable, until a real start and a start altogether is made 
for real and genuine retrenchment. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to detain the Senate so long as 
I have, and I now yield the floor. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I merely wish a few moments to 
enter a protest against the passage of this joint resolution. I 
am opposed to it for two reasons: First, I am opposed to a war 
tax in time of peace; second, I am opposed to it because it would 
be unnecessary if the affairs of this Government were economi- 
cally administered by this administration. 

I was somewhat surprised at the reasons given for the passage 
of this joint resolution by the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, and I want to read his statement. He said: 

In October, 1914, when the Congress enacted the present emergency 
law, we were in the midst, as we are now, of a war. 

Mr. President, I deny that statement; we are not in the midst 
of war; the United States is at peace with the world. 

Second, the chairman of the Finance Committee said: 


And as the result of the curtailment of imports following the redue- 


tion which had been made in duties, together with the almost certainty 

that there would be increases in expen the 
robably be a lackin; 

lling off which ha 


Treasury Department estimated that there would 

in funds of 5 over $100,000,000 if the 

been indicated by the few months between that period and the outbreak 
of the war continued. b 

I wonder why the chairman could not be fair with the Senate 
and state how much has been lost because of the falling off in 
collections from customs? The report of the majority of the 
Ways and Means Committee in the other House gives these 
illuminating figures in answer to that question: 

The receipts from customs for this fiscal year to December 9, 1915, 
were $86,259,626.28, as compared with $96,610,506.45 for a like war 
period last year, thus indicating a continuing decline in this source of 
revenue. 

This shows in the period indicated a decrease in customs reye- 
nues, according to the report of the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee of the other House, of only $10,000,000 in 
round numbers. 

The decrease in internal revenue for the same period was 
only $11,000,000, so, according to that report, you have a falling 
off of $21,000,000 in all; and yet the chairman of the committee 
says that over $100,000,000 are needed. : 

If the Senate please, I desire to call their attention to the 
fact that in 1912, when there was appropriated for the year 
1913 the sum of $967,123,359, the Democratic convention met 
and passed this resolution: 

We denounce the profligate waste of the money wrung from the 
people by oppressive taxation age — the lavish appropriations of 
recent Republican Congresses, which have kept taxes high and reduced 
the purchasing power of the people's toil. We demand a return to that 
simplicity and economy which befits a Democratic government and a 
reduction in the number of useless offices, the salaries of which drain 
the substance of the people. 

Yet the very next session of Congress, under the Democratic 
administration, appropriated, not $900,000,000 but $1,053,000,000 ; 
the next session of Congress, $1,116,000,000; the next, 
$1,114,000,000; and the estimates for next year amount to 
$1,285,000,000. That shows why the money is needed—not 
because of the loss of $10,000,000 collected from customs, not 
because of the $11,000,000 lost in the collection of internal reye- 
nue, but because of the enormous expense of this Government 
under the administration that condemned the Republican Party 
some three years ago, You have asked for the next fiscal year 
$318,734,449 more than was appropriated by the Congress you 
condemned. 5 

Now, Mr. President, I want to call the attention of the Senate 
to an extract from the message of the President. He said: 


Assuming that the taxes imposed by the emergency revenue act and 
the present duty on sugar are to be tinued, and that the balance 


at the close of the present fiscal 
the disbursements for the Panama Canal will again be 


year will be only $20,644,605.78, that 
u about twenty-five 


deficiency estimates 1 181555 tesa thaws 
additions would make a total deficit be some two handed and ninety. 
seven millions. 

That is the additional amount we are asked to provide when 
the revenues have been decreased only $21,000,000, according 
to the report of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee 
of the House. I say again that with a proper administration 
of the affairs of this Government not another dollar would be 
needed, and if extravagance were eliminated this joint resolu- 
tion would be unnecessary. 

I want to say, although I dislike very much to oppose the 
amendment that is going to be proposed by the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Smoor], that, so far as I am concerned, I shall vote 
against the continuation of this infamous tax for any period of 
time, I am opposed to it because it is wrong, it is unjust, it is 
unnecessary, and, that the record may be straight, I want to 
say here and now that I am not only opposed to a waf tax in time 
of peace, but I am opposed to the issuing of bonds in time of 
peace. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, assuming that it will be neces- 
sary later to have some general legislation with a view of 


-| furnishing proper revenues to the Treasury, I shall reserve any 


discussion of systems of taxation which I desire to enter into 
until that time. Perhaps my assumption is a hasty one. It 
may be that we shall go on borrowing money to pay our cur- 
rent expenditures, which was what was done under the last 
Democratic administration; but, in view of what the President 
has said, in view of what the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee has said, I think it is only civil to assume that some- 
thing will be done toward supplying the Government with the 
absolutely necessary revenue. Therefore I shall occupy only a 
few moments in what I have to say about this joint resolution. 

I think the law which it is proposed to extend, the law im- 
posing emergency taxes, is a bad measure from the point of 
view of those who believe in direct taxation. I think it is also 
a bad measure on general principles. That law was constructed 
on the basis of getting money by taxes which would cause the 
least alienation of votes. That is a doctrine which appeals to 
every right-feeling man, of course, but as an economic system 
it leaves something to be desired. I suppose also it may be 
termed altruistic, as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. VARDA- 
MAN] has applied that excellent word to the thoroughly sound 
idea of taking taxes out of somebody else and from some other 
part of the country than your own, but neither of those ideas 
seems to me to be a sound economic proposition. If we are 
going to have direct taxes, they ought to be laid with some 
reference to the principles which should govern all taxation, 
ease and certainty of collection among others, and if we are 
anxious to have everyone appreciate them, as the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. THosras] desires so earnestly, I think it would 
be well to arrange them so that they would not all fall on one 
part of the country. Perhaps the part of the country that 18 
relieved by this Democratic system of taxation will not realize 
very vividly how much money is being spent, and, according to 
the doctrine of the Senator from Colorado, it is desirable that 
everybody should realize how much money is being spent by 
the Government. In that I quite agree with him; but, Mr. 
President, this whole system, from my point of view, is un- 
sound. Iam not entering at all on the question of protection or 
free trade, the two economic doctrines; I am speaking simply 
from the point of view of taxation. 

The Constitution gives to the National Government the ex- 
elusive control of that great field of taxation known as import 
duties. It excludes the States from that same field ; and I think 
one of the intentions of the framers of the Constitution, when 
they gave that entire field, as it was necessary they should, to 
the National Government, was to leave the other fields of taxa- 
tion as far as possible to the State governments. Putting it 
solely on the ground of taxation, considering merely the question 
of raising money by taxes, here is this great field of taxation en- 
tirely abandoned, and the National Government carried into the 
field of direct taxation, where it comes in immediate collision 
with all the States and cities. 

I am perfectly aware of the fundamental objection in the 
Democratic mind to any duties on imports, and that is the under- 
lying fear that that duty on imports may give an advantage to 
some American producer. I know that duties, whether for 
revenue or whether embracing the idea of protection also, are 
objectionable to the Democratic Party because they suggest that 
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some American producer is going to make money, and they have 
2 well-founded belief that any man who is successful in business 
and makes money commits a crime. They start on that general 
proposition; but, laying that aside, and looking only at the tax, 
at the mere raising of revenue, they have deliberately thrown 
away great sources of revenue, such as the sugar duty, which is 
certain of collection, which is enormous in amount, and which is 
felt as little as any tax can be felt upon an article. In the case 
of sugar there has been substantially no advance in the price in 
recent years, and the duty distributes itself, on the whole, very 
fairly in proportion to the wealth of the persons paying it. 
Half of that was thrown over in the tariff law and the other 
half is to go in May, according to the original plan. Now they 
are obliged to retain it. That is only one of many things. There 
are innumerable articles that come in to our ports and on which 
a tax could be imposed. I am not speaking of a protective duty, 
but of a revenue-raising tax which would be felt but slightly, 
which would be well distributed, easily and certainly collected, 
and paid by the whole country. Instead of that, they substitute 
for it taxes like this, harassing to business, interfering with 
trade, taxes which ought not to be resorted to except under the 
stress of war or some great demand of that kind, and which are 
put on when the whole field, or practically a large part of the 
field, of import duties is abandoned and left unoccupied. 

I only desired to point out very briefly the absolute and 
total unsoundness of the method of raising revenue embodied 
in such bills as the one which we are now asked to renew, when 
we can get all the revenue we require in other more reasonable 
und less oppressive ways. And if getting it in other and less 
oppressive ways is also a benefit to American industry, I am 
so constituted that I can not see anything very vicious in that. 

We are asked to renew this legislation for a year. I think it 
would be much better to renew it for a shorter period, so that 
we could judge the whole of the system of taxation which it 
will be necessary to impose, and judge it once and judge it 
comprehensively. z 

I shall therefore vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Utah, and I shall vote against this joint resolution be- 
cause I do not believe it is a sound method of raising revenues, 
and they can be easily raised in other ways. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

ifr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if the passage of this resolution would preclude 
the Congress from limiting it later? If we should enact general 
legislation, could not this resolution be repealed or set aside? 

Mr. LODGE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. So the passage of this resolution would 
not bind the Congress in any way to the continuation of this 
law for another year, would it? 

Mr. LODGE. It would not prevent our repealing it, of course, 
nor would it prevent extending it. I assume, however, from 
the fuct of its being put on for a year, that it is the intention 
of those responsible for the Government to keep it in operation 
during that time. I think it ought to be revised when the other 
and additional forms of taxation are taken up; and I much 
regret that it should not have been left so that when the ques- 
tion of the repeal of the act removing the sugar duties is taken 
up, as it will have to be, this could be taken up, too, and could 
be considered either by the Committee on Finance, the recog- 
nized and official organ of the Senate, or by the Democratic 
caucus, the unrecognized and unofficial organ of the Senate. I 
regret that they could not consider it all together and have 
some coherent plan, irstead of having a parcel of taxes like 
these, which, as I recall the mode of their imposition, were put 
on here and taken off there and put back there, according as 
the shriek rose loudest from those who would have to pay the 
tax. I hope when we do come to it that we shall leave the 
alienation of votes a little more in the background and try to 
get a better system of taxation. 

In the meantime, however, I merely wish at this moment, so 
that my silence may not be misunderstood, to have it appear 
in the Recorp that I am opposed to this whole system of sub- 
stitution of direct taxation, oppressive, harassing, and trouble- 
some to business throughout the world, instead of a system of 
indirect taxation much less oppressive and much more certain 
to raise revenue. 

I ask to print with what I have said the statement of the 
views of the minority of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the House, which puts most admirably some of the points and 
details which I should like to have appear in the RECORD. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Ts there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and permission is granted. 
The matter referred to is as follows : 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


The majority members of the Committee on Ways and Means, by 
unanimous vote, report back to the House this resolution (H. J. Res. 
59), which provides for the extension of the emergency revenue law 
for one year after December 31, 1915, without amendment, and recom- 
mend that it do pass. 

The necessity for this resolution assigned by the majority members 
in their favorable report is, in part, as follows: ¢ 

“ Section 24 of the emergency revenue act of October 22. 1914, pro- 
vides that on the day after the 31st day of December, 1915, the taxes 
levied under this act shall no longer be levied and collected, but all 
taxes arising or accruing before said date shall continue to be collectible 
under the terms of this act." This act was enacted as an emergency 
measure to cover the reduction of revenue due mainly to the loss of 
customs receipts caused by the disturbed conditions resulting from the 
war in Europe. At the time the law was enacted it was thought that 
the Euro n war would probably not be of longer duration tban 
January 1, 1916, and that there would be no necessity for this addi- 
tional taxation beyond that date, but the end of the war is still beyond 
sight and the Treasury will need the additional revenue contemplated 
by the extension of the act.” 

They then set forth a table com ring total imports and customs 
receipts for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1914, and June 30, 1915. 

We, the minority members of the Ways and Means Committee, agree 
with the majority that the Treasury of the United States is in a dis- 
tressing condition, and that additional revenues must be raised to meet 
the current byl eye of the Government. We deny the statement of 
the majority that the necessity for an emergency revenue law is due 
mainly to conditions resulting from the war in Europe, and we assert 
that the deficit is due mainly to reduced rates of duty on imports 
provided for in the Underwood Tariff Act. 

On September 4, 1914, when the President of the United States 
delivered his Lrg r to Congress urging the immediate enactment of 
additional revenue egislation, he compared customs receipts for the 
month of August, 1913, when the Payne Tariff Act was in effect, with 
the month of August, 1914, when the Underwood Tariff Act was in 
effect, and showed a loss in customs receipts of some $10,000,000. How- 
ever, during the cight months 8 the war in Europe customs 
receipts averaged but $22,200, per month, while the month of 
August, 1913, produced $30,934,952. The loss in customs receipts was, 
therefore, very evident prior to the war in Europe. 

Contrary to the impression conyeyed by the majority report, im- 
ports at this time are not below normal. Imports for the eight months 
ended November 1, 1915, amount to $1,203,452,698, an increase of 
$56,000,000 over the corresponding eight months of 1913, when ade- 
quate customs receipts were being collected by the Government. In 
the table presented by the majority imports for the recent months are 
ignored completely. During this eight-month period, showing an in- 
crease of imports of $56,000,000, the customs revenue receipts have de- 
clined to the extent of $77,000,000. The average ad valorem rate of 
duty collected on imports during the 1913 period was 18.4 per cent, and 
during the 1915 period it was 11.1 per cent. This is due to the change 
in revenue laws and not the war in Europe. It is interesting and 
instructive to compare importations and customs receipts for the 
month of August, 1913 (the month on which the President based his 
calculations showing the necessity of additional revenue), with the 
month of August, 1915. 


Imports, August, 1913 


$137, 651, 553 
Imports, Avgust, 1915... 


— 141. 804, 202 
4, 152, 649 


30, 934, 952 
15, 780, 540 


Loss in reyenue 15, 154, 412 


The majority members in their report point to the decreasing per- 
centage of total imports that are dutiable and infer that it is due to 
the European war. They compare the fiscal year of 1914 (which is 
partly under the Payne Tariff Act) with the fiscal year of 1915 (en- 
tirely under the Underwood Tariff Act). In fairness it should be 
stated that many imports which were on the dutiable list during a 
portion of the fiscal year of 1914 were on the free list during the fiscal 

ear of 1915. The following is a 5 list of imports on the free 
ist during the nine months eine, À tober 1, 1915, which were on the 
dutiable list under the Payne Ta Act: 


Gain in imports 


Customs receipts, August, 1913 
Customs receipts, August, 1915 


$12, 189, 000 
731, 000 

3, 092, 000 

2, 192, 000 

Fish - 6,661, 000 
Beef and veal. — 7,892,000 
Milk and cream . 650, 000 
Lumber, lath, and shingles — 17, 245, 000 
Wool 68, 016, 000 


127, 157, 000 


The 3 report shows a loss in dutiable imports during the 
fiseal year of 1915, compared with the fiscal year of 1914, amounting 
to $125,779,000, It is unfair to make no mention of the large quan- 
tities of imports formerly on the dutiable list which are now on the 
free list, which is the chief cause for the decline of dutiable imports. 

We assert that the direct taxes levied in the emergency revenue 
law are burdensome and uncalled for, that the 3 revenue can 
be raised by means of an adequate tariff law, and that the Underwood 
tariff law has failed completely, both as a producer of revenue and a 
means of fostering American industries. Further, we assert that the 
party in power is concealing the fact that imports are in an almost 
normal condition at the present time, and that they are using the war 
in Europe as a cloak to cover the inefficiency of existing revenue laws, 
Further, that had the party in power lived up to its pledge of econ- 
omy, solemnly made at Baltimore, the necessity for the proposed legis- 
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lation, or that for which it is to be an extension, 
been and will be upon the people, would ndt have arisen. 
Jos. W. FORDXET. 
. AUGUSTUS P. GARDNER, 
J. HAMPTON Moors. 
WILLIAM R. Green. 


burdensome qs it has 


+ CHARLES H. SLOAN, 
EBENEZER J. HILL. 
Nichotas LONGWORTH, 
Grorce W. FAIRCHILD, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I would not occupy the 
time of the Senate now in discussing the pending measure, which 
I assume will be enacted into law, and the necessity for the 
enactinent of which is apparent to everyone, if it were not for 
the fact that a challenge has been given that the present revenue 
laws were incapable of producing the revenue necessary to run 
the Government at the time of their enactment. No man is wise 
enough, no man can: see so far into the future when he enacts 
revenue legislation, as to determine with eertainty what effect 
subsequent events will have on the legislation if it becomes the 
law of the land; and, therefore, in the eyes of an intelligent 
public, it is not necessary to defend present conditions, which no 
man could foresee a week before the war in Europe began. 

But it is a very proper challenge to a great party’s ability to 
run the affairs of a Government if it. could be truthfully and 
fairly stated that in their efforts to produce the revenues neces- 
sary to take care of the Government's finances they were in- 
eapable of writing effective legislation; and, as one of the 
authors of the law which is now on the statute books, I feel 
that I would not properly represent my constituency if I re- 
mained silent at this time, when the fact is challenged as to the 
ability of the present law to produce the revenue necessary to 
run the Government at the time it was placed on the statute 
books, 

The country should bear in mind that when the present rev- 
enue system was inaugurated, the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government for that fiscal year (1912) amounted to $654,553,963. 
Every year since that time the exigencies of the Government have 
required inereased expenditures, until to-day it is estimated by 
the Secretary of the Treasury that for the next fiscal year (1910) 
the ordinary expenditures of the Government, exclusive of any 
additional preparedness for war purposes, will amount to $741,- 
891.000 or $87,387,037 in excess of the ordinary expenditures of 
the Government the year the present revenue inw was enacted. 

It is not necessary at this time to discuss whether those ex- 
penditures have been wisely made or not. They have been made 
hy the representatives of the American people, and there has 
been but little criticism in the public press or by the people of the 
country of the additional moneys that have been expended. If 
you should take the roll calls of this body and the roll calls of the 
House at the other end of the Capitol, and compare the votes on 
that side of the Chamber with the votes on this side of the Cham- 
ber when the legislation was enacted into law that increased 
expenditures, I think it would be shown that the percentage of 
votes: on that side of the Chamber for the new legislation was 
equally as great ns, if not greater than, the percentage of votes in 
favor of it on this side of the Chamber. 

It matters not what sum is carried in an appropriation bill, 
when you put laws on the statute books providing for building 
new railroads in Alaska, the creation of a Federal Reserve Bank 
Systein, or other expenditures for public improvements, the ad- 
ditional cost must be met. If you assist by your votes in enact- 
ing laws which require the expenditure of money, you must stand 
responsible for the increased expenditures, or be willing to con- 
fess that you voted for legislation in order to embarrass your 
political opponents. 

I say that the expenditures of the Government to-day have 
very greatly Increased over what the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment were when. the fiscal legislation was. written; 
that it was written to meet the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment in 1913, not for the fiscal year 1916. 

But it is claimed that even for the year 1918 the revenues 
produced were not sufficient to take eare of the Government's 
expenditures. There never was a claim made in this body that 
was so little justified by the facts as that statement. There 
can be no question as to what the facts are, because they are 
diselosed in the governmental reports that are furnished to all 
of us. I do not refer to the receipts of the Post Office Department 
and the expenditures of the Post Office Department, because 
the receipts of the Post Office Department are expected to take 
care of the expenditures of that branch of the Government; 
and in recent years they have, in the main, done so. It was 
assumed at the time the present law was written that 
postal receipts would take care of postal expenditures, and I 
believe that can be assumed to be a fact to-day and for the 
immediate future. But counting all other receipts as 
receipts, we find that the reports of the Secretary of the 


Treasury show that all ordinary receipts for the fiscal year 
1912 amounted to $691,778,465; for the fiscal year 1913, to 
$724,111,229; and for the fiscal year 1914, the first year that 
the present revenue law was on the statute books, tu 
$734,343,700. 

In other words, Mr. President, comparing. the last year that 
the Payne law was on the statute books with the first year 
after the present law was enacted, counting all ordinary re- 
ceipts—and, mark you, the law was the same as to the collec- 
tion of taxes except where the present law modified the Payne 
tariff law—there was an inerease of $10,232,471 in revenue col- 
lected under the present law as compared with that collected 
under the Payne law the last year it was on the statute books, 
and $43,565,235 more revenue than was produced under the 
Payne law in 1912. 

The difference in the Iaw is the change of taxes levied at the 
customhouse on imports, and the writing of an income tax in 
place of the corporation tax which was placed in the Payne bill. 
I challenge any man on the floor of the Senate, or outside of it, 
to deny the facts that I have just stated. 

But, you say: “The Payne tariff law produced more revenue 
at the customhouse than the present Iaw.” Undoubtedly it did. 
It was the intention of the men who wrote the new Iaw to de- 
crease the taxes that were raised from consumption and to in- 
augurate in this country a system of taxing wealth in place of 
taxing individnals. That decrease, however, was not so great as 
some would have us believe. 


The receipts at the customhouse for 1912 amounted to 
$311,321,672. In 1913, the last year of the Payne law, the 
customs receipts amounted to $318,891,395; and in 1914, the 
first year of the present law, the receints at the customlouse 
amounted to $292,128,527. In other words, the falling off of 
receipts at the customhouse, comparing 1914, the first year of 
the present law, with 1912, was only $19,193,045; and compar- 
ing it with 1913, the last year of the Payne Inw, it was 
$26,762,868. You can-not dispute the facts. 

The point before the European war began where there was 
the greatest difference in receipts at the customhouse between 
the present law and the Payne law was the fiscal’ year 1913, 
when it amounted to $26,762,868. And yet, notwithstanding the 
decrease from customs, our legislation increased the amount 
collected under the corporation tax by extending the scope of 
the law to all corporations and by the enactment of the exist- 
ing income-tax law. 


What is the result? You charge us with an inability to 
produce the necessary revenue at the customhouse to take 
care of the expenditures of the Government. There is only 
one place where that reyenue could fall off, or has fallen off, 
that may be chargeable to our legislation, and that is ut the 
customhouse. We admit, and the record shows, that we col- 
lected $26,000,000 less at the customhouse than you collected 
the last year the Payne law was on the statute books. But the 
record also shows that you collected only $35,006,299 under 
your corporation tax, and we, with our amendments, made it 
produce $39,144,581, a gain of over $4,000,000 to the Treasury; 
that we wrote a new law that has collected $41,046,162 from 
individual incomes, thereby increasing the revenues collected 
from the increase on the corporation tax and from individuai 
incomes by over $45,000,000 as against a loss at the custom- 
house of $26,000,000, or a net gain of revenue in favor of exist- 
ing law of over $19,000,000. 

Is there any other place where revenues have fallen off that 
can be charged to legislation coming from this side of the 
Chamber? If you say the receipts from internal-revenue tix- 
ation have fallen off, I answer you by asking who wrote the 
laws, who is chargeable with the responsibility for the laws, 
to collecting internal-revenue taxation at that time? Your side 
of the Chamber; not ours. 

Then what is there in this charge you make? Oh, you may say 
that I am talking about the fiscal year 1914, and the Payne law 
was on the statute books from the ist of July to the 13th day 
of October of that year. Well, that is true; and you may go 
further than that. You may say that the wool schedule in the 
present law did not take effect until the Ist day of January, 
1914. That is true. Then let us compare the status of the 
Treasury under these two laws from the Ist day of January to 
the Ist day of August, the day on which war was declared in 
Europe, and you find that from January 1, 1914, to August 1, 
1914, the total revenues collected were $456,798,552. That was 
under the present law. From the Ist day of January, 1913, to 
the Ist day of August, 1913, the revenues collected were $429,- 
558,425. That was under the Payne law. The excess collections 
in favor of the present law during that period of time amounted 
to $27,240,127. 
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It is manifestly fair to compare the last year of the Payne law 
with the first year of the present law in determining the revenue 
power of each law. 

I might go much further in making the comparison, and if ata 
later day it is necessary to do so I will put a full and complete 
comparison of these two laws in the Recorp. I am ready now 
and at all times to challenge the statement of anyone who dis- 
putes the facts I have stated or who attempts to show that the 
Republican revenue laws produced more revenue than the Demo- 
cratic revenue laws produced before the great debicle took place 
in all of Europe. 

Mr. President, it has always been charged by the leaders of the 
Republican party that the lowering of taxes at the customhouses 
meant the increase of importations ; and it ought to result in the 
increase of importations when you lower the tariff on many 
articles that were taxed under Republican laws, because you 
levied your taxes for monopoly, you levied your taxes to exact 
burdensome profits from the American consumer, you built your 
walls of taxation for the deliberate purpose of preventing com- 
petition, and at times you built those walls so high that there 
were practically no importations that came into the country at all. 

When the present tariff laws were written your tax walls 
were so high in the iron and steel schedule that the importa- 
tions amounted to not more than 1 per cent of American con- 
sumption. If my memory serves me right, in the cotton schedule 
your tax law was so high that the importations amounted to but 
little more than 2 per cent of American consumption. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama 
IMr. Unperwoop] yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not desire to address an inquiry to the 
Senator if it interrupts the continuity of his remarks. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not at all. I shall be glad to have the 
Senator interrupt me. 

Mr. PENROSE. I merely wanted to call attention, under 
the duties which are in the tariff law, to the results in Penn- 
sylvania and to cite a few striking instances. The Baldwin 
Locomotive Works, which had been employing 20,000 men for a 
number of years, were employing only 4,000 or 5,000 men. The 
Reading Iron Works, which had been employing 10,000 or 15,000 
men, when I was in Reading during my campaign for reelection 
were employing 2,000 or 3,000 men. The day I was in Reading 
I went to a neighboring town. The Thomas Iron Works were 
shut down for the first time in 60 years, and I remember a 
crowd of the wives of the employees there came and implored 
me to do all I could to secure legislation to open those works and 
keep their families from starvation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, will the Senator allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; in one moment. Not one of the con- 
cerns I refer to was in any combination or in any trust. Many 
of them were small independent concerns, and all of them oper- 
ating in a beneficial way in their neighborhoods. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
a question while he is on his feet? 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. So that we may fairly understand each 
other. I come from a great iron and steel district, and know 
something about industrial conditions in the country. You 
claim, theoretically at least, that a Republican tariff law helps 
the iron and steel industry or other industries, because it keeps 
out undue competition from abroad. Is not that your theory? 

Mr. PENROSE. No. As a matter of fact the duties in the 
metal schedule have been steadily reduced for the last 20 or 30 
years. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand. 

Mr. PENROSE. In the Payne bill they were lower than they 
ever had been in the history of any tariff act. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the Senator does not think that 
the iron and steel industry is injured by importations from 
abroad? 

Mr. PENROSE. The argument is frequently made that the 
result of Republican protection is to stop competition. That is 
an argument made in campaigns but it does not exist in fact. 
Under a protective law three-quarters of the structural iron 
and steel used in the rebuilding of San Francisco came from 
Germany, having been brought there in vessels, and a number of 
notable buildings were constructed in New York, such as the 
Singer Building, by steel of German fabrication, showing that 
there was competition. 

To state that the result of the Payne law or any other Repub- 
lican protective law was to abolish competition is simply to con- 
jure up a great octopus which only exists in the imagination of 
a Democratic orator when he is out of office during a campaign. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the Senator does not answer my 
question, 

Mr. PENROSE. If I have not done so, I will try to answer it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to know whether the Senator 
contends that the importation of goods into this country from 
abroad injures American industry or does not injure American 
industry. 

Mr. PENROSE. If it comes in unduly, so that the American 
establishments are reduced to pay the wages of the cheap labor 
of Europe, it is not only an injury to the employer, but an 
injury to the employee and the destruction of American industry. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what I understood the Senator's 
position to be. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the 
fact that during the time he has spoken of, under the present 
law, when industries were out of commission in his State, the 
imports in the iron and steel schedule, all along the line, were 
less than they had been under the Payne law. Therefore, idle 
mills and idle foundries could not have been caused by increased 
competition or the enactment of the Democratic tariff law. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. Theories are very fine and figures can be 
presented to prove almost anything. There is only one test 
of success of a party or a government or an economic policy 
and that is whether prosperity attends it or whether the con- 
trary is the result. All I can say is that we were rapidly 
reaching a point under the present law in Pennsylvania and 
Ohio and New England and every other place to which attention 
was called, when the greatest misery and destitution prevailed, 
where men were tramping the highways by hundreds and 
thousands with all their little belongings on the end of a stick, 
and sleeping under fences, hunting employment, six months 
after the passage of this law, where six months before its 
enactment employers had been hunting up and down through 
every part of Pennsylvania and other States endeavoring to 
procure unskilled labor and give large compensation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
another question right there? 

Mr. PENROSE. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator admits, because I take it, 
it is a fact, that the importation of goods from abroad did not 
put these industries out of blast because the importations did 
not come in, but he says that industrial depression existed in his 
State and that the party in power should not be entrusted with 
the Goyernment, because it is responsible for the industrial con- 
ditions of a year ago but how, if increased imports did not effect 
our industries? ; 

I ask him now if the Baldwin Locomotive Works are out of 
blast or if they are not making a greater profit at their factory 
than they ever did in their existence? 

Mr. PENROSE. There is no doubt, Mr. President 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And if the other great iron and steel in- 
dustries in Pennsylvania are not running their output to the 
limit to-day and employing every available man? Is not that a 
fact? 

Mr. PENROSE. That is almost entirely due to the so-called 
war orders. It is looked on as a transient, meretricious pros- 
perity. I see that the Senator from Alabama looks on these 
things as psychological, but unfortunately the psychology of a 
starving man is to be reckoned with. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator says the present prosperity 
that exists in his State and mine in the great iron and steel in- 
dustry is due to the war. I admit that to some extent it may be 
due to the war. I am not foolish enough to claim that legislation 
enacted by Congress has produced the results that exist to-day, 
but I do think when gentlemen on the other side say that the 
growing prosperity in America to-day to a large extent may be 
attributed to the war conditions, it is but just and fair for them 
to admit that war conditions that came on in the first part of this 
administration were entirely responsible for the depressed times 
that the country had to face. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania, a man of splendid executive 
ability and business sagacity, knows full well that when war 
was declared in Europe it paralyzed credit, it destroyed confi- 
dence, the New York Stock Exchange was closed, business men 
feared that millions of American securities would be dumped on 
the American market by European holders, development ceased, 
and business was paralyzed, due entirely to war conditions in 
Europe and lack of business confidence at home. It can be only 
a political subterfuge to charge it is due to any other cause. In 
one great section of this country it reduced the price of its crops 
far below the cost of production. This condition of business not 
only happened in the United States but in every neutral country 
in the world. Gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber would 
charge to the great party in power the responsibility for those 
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evil times that came about by conditions over which they had no 
control. And yet when the cornucopia of plenty is poured forth 
in their States and in their country they would hide behind the 
excuse that it came not from the party in power, it came not from 
legislation on the statute books, but was the result of the war 
in Europe. I say, gentlemen, that when we approach the country 
on this question we can afford to be fair on both sides of it. 

I wish to say, in justification of the bill now under considera- 
tion, that the receipts from customs for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1914, were $298,913,000; for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1915, the receipts from customs were $212,146,000, resulting 
in a loss in customs receipts of $86,766,000. There was no change 
of law in the meantime to change results, but factory hands had 
gone to the trenches in Europe, and the seas had been closed to 
great nations who were large exporters to our country before 
present war conditions arose to disturb our customs revenues, 

In addition to the loss of revenue at the customhouses there 
has been a falling off of internal-revenue receipts that heretofore 
have been collected on whisky and fermented liquors to the 
nmount of $25,000,000. Your party wrote the internal-revenue 
laws of our country. It is your legislation. Is it due to your 
legislation or our legislation that the receipts from liquor fell 
off $25,000,000 last year? It is due to conditions in the United 
States, conditions that were in no way brought about by fiscal 
legislation, and you know it. You know that it is not fair, it 
is not just, to charge those conditions against the party in 
power which had no more control over them than you had. 

Mr. President, I think the discussion that has taken place here 
this afternoon, although it may not have been very illuminating 
on the question of finance and of the fiscal conditions of the 
Government, has clearly defined one thing, and that is the issue 
which exists between the two great parties in this country on 
the question of levying taxation. The distinguished senior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobonl, whose eminent ability, 
long service, and commanding character entitle him to speak for 
his party, declared that we are committing an error against the 
American people to withdraw taxes levied at the customhouse 
that must fall and be collected per capita throughout the Union, 
and put in their place taxation that rests solely upon the wealth 
of the country. He said: 


This whole Pon th from my point of view, is unsound. I am not 


enteri at all on the question of ey gre or free trade, the two 
eco a I am . 
taxation. Constitution ves the National Government the ex- 


clusive control of that ld of taxation known as import duties. 
It oe the States tae same field; and I think one of the in- 
tentions of the framers of the Constitution’ when th gave that entire 
field, as it was n they should, to the National Government, 
was to leave the other fielas of taxation as far as possible to the State 
governments, 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] has challenged 
this side of the Chamber for enacting legislation that taxes 
wealth; and, indeed, he is correct in his challenge. When the 
present fiscal legislation was written, the Democratic Party in 
the House of Representatives, where the legislation was in- 
augurated, reduced taxation at the customhouse deliberately 
for the purpose of making room in our fiscal system for a tax 
on wealth. As the chairman of the committee which re- 
ported that bill and as the spokesman of my party at that 
time, I wish to say to you and the country that that change of 
system was not haphazard; it was not written to meet revenue 
exigencies; it was done with great deliberation, because the 
party that I then had the honor to represent on the floor of the 
House believed that it was only just to the great body of the 
American people that at least a portion of the burdens of this 
great Government should be borne by the wealth of the country 
as well as by the toiling masses. 

It has been said here this afternoon on the other side of the 
Chamber that a tax on sugar is distributed in proportion to a 
man’s wealth. I have never known just the time when a very 
rich man could consume more sugar individually than a very 
poor man. There is not a man in this Chamber who can sus- 
tain such a proposition. The statistics printed in reference to 
that industry and as to all other taxation that is levied in- 
directly on consumption show that taxation levied on consump- 
tion does not fall in proportion to wealth, but that its burdens 
rest in proportion to numbers. I am not one of those who 
would decry wealth, or who would tear down the great indus- 
tries of our country. 

I am proud of the great industrial growth of America. There 
may be some men in the country who have not been fair and 
honest in the way they have acquired wealth, but I am ready to 
believe that the great number of American citizens who have 
been successful and acquired the wealth of our country have 
done so in honest dealing and by legitimate toil, and I for one am 
ready at all times to recognize it. I for one stand ready at all 
times to protect their property by the strong arm of the law, 


because when you fall to protect the property of our country you 
pull from under it the prep that sustains our civilization. But I 
know and you know that the great wealth of this country re- 
ceives far greater protection from the Government of the 
United States than does the man who toils each day for his 
daily bread. When you levy your taxation at the customliouse 
on consumption you levy it per capita, and you make the man 
who toils for his daily bread bear approximately the same bur- 
den as the man who counts his wealth in the millions. But when 
you collect your revenue through an income tax you say, he that 
hath shall be the man who shall pay; and you say further that 
the Government of the United States with its strong arm pro- 
tects the property of the rich and protects the property of 
the strong, that it is but just, it is but fair, and it is but 
right, that the great wealth of this country which receives that 
protection should at least pay a fair proportionate share of the 
taxes which are necessary to sustain and maintain this great 
Government of ours. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I do not propose at this late 
hour to take the time of the Senate in entering into a general 
discussion of the tariff question. I do, however, wish as briefly 
as I possibly can to give some facts which are based upon the 
reports made by the various departments during the time this 
administration has been in power. I hope at some time in the 
near future to be able to give my views or my conclusions as to 
which will be the proper policy from a Republican standpoint. 

Mr. President, the Republican Members of the Senate have no 
desire to delay the passage of this resolution. We realize that 
while there are many serious objections to the law which this 
resolution continues in force it is necessary to continue to raise, 
in some manner or other, the revenue at present collected under 
the emergency revenue act, and that unless this act is continued 
in force the interval which would necessarily occur between 
the day on which this act expires and the enactment of another 
revenue measure would, besides resulting in a loss of revenue, 
result in serious confusion in the transaction of much of our 
business. 


I deem it proper to state at this time, however, that it is my 
conviction that the necessity for the imposition of taxes like 
these—some of which bear heavily and unequally on certain mem- 
bers of each community—arises from the mistaken fiscal policy 
of the present administration. In former years we have found 
it possible to raise the revenue necessary for the support of the 
Government in time of peace without imposing taxes on many of 
the common transactions of life in the manner this act does. 

This administration came into power pledged to a program 
of economy, which, it was stated, would reduce the appropria- 
tions far below what they had been under Republican adminis- 
trations. Yet the expenditures of this administration have been 
greater than under any administration since the Civil War. And 
there is no apparent reason why they should have been. The 
Government has not in the last three years been called upon to 
shoulder any burdens that it did not carry during the preceding 
administrations. And yet the expenditures during the first 
year of this administration were greater than those of the pre- 
ceding year, and they have kept on increasing with each suc- 
ceeding year. 


The report of the Secretary of the Treasury gives the ordinary 
receipts for the fiscal year ended last June, disregarding the 
postal receipts, as almost $698,000,000. This has been exceeded 
only three times in our history-——in 1911, 1913, and 1914. And 
yet, according to the Secretary's report, there was u deficit on 
ordinary receipts of more than $33,000,000. The ordinary re- 
ceipts for the fiscal year 1912 were about $6,000,000 less than 
for 1915. Yet in that year we had a surplus, again according to 
the figures of Secretary McAdoo, of more than $37,000,000. And 
if we go back a few years we find that in the year ended June 30, 
1907, when the ordinary receipts were $663,000,000, we had a 
surplus of more than $111,000,000. 


The figures I have been discussing include only what are 
termed the ordinary receipts and disbursements. If we include 
the postal receipts and the postal and Panama Canal expendi- 
tures, the receipts for last year will in round numbers be $990,- 
400,000 and the disbursements $1,047,800,000, resulting in a 
deficit of more than $57,000,000. 

Of the revenue collected during the fiscal year ended last 
June, more than $52,000,000 was collected under the emergency 
revenue law, which we are now called upon to extend by this 
resolution. The income tax brought in $41,000,000 and the cor- 
poration tax somewhat more than $39,000,000. The customs col- 
lections, however, were only $209,786,672. The customs collec- 
tions under the Payne tariff law the second year it was in force 
totaled $333,683,445, and the last full year this law was in force, 
1913, the collections amounted to $318,891,395. As a revenue 
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producer, therefore, the Underwood tariff falls more than $100,- 
000,000 short of the amount produced by its predecessor, 

It is often urged that the war in Europe is responsible for 
the failure of the Underwood Act to produce the needed reve- 
nues. While it is possible that our revenue from the tariff 
might have been somewhat greater if there had been no war, 
the main reason must be looked for elsewhere. Our imports 
during this war have not fallen off to the extent that many per- 
sons appear to believe. During the first nine months of the 
calendar year 1913 our total imports were valued at $1,827,- 
000,000 ; for the same period in 1914, during two of which months 
war existed, they totaled $1,410,000,000; and during the same 
nine months in 1915 their total value was 51,802,000, 000, or only 
$25,000,000 less than for the same period in 1918. But while 
in 1918 we collected for the nine months duties amounting to 
$242,624,000, in 1915 the duties collected totaled only $148,- 
225,000, or almost $100,000,000 less. 

I shall not at this time discuss the failure of the tariff bill to 
reduce the cost of living, nor the unstable character of the pros- 
perity which a certain class of papers is at presemt so busy ad- 
vertising, but I believe it proper to call attention to the fact 
that the deficit in our revenues should not be attributed to the 
war, but must be charged to the defect in legislation which re- 
duced our revenue from tariff duties without making adequate 
provision for raising from other sources the revenues required. 
I do not believe a bill of this kind, extending taxes which should 
be imposed only in case of war or other emergencies, should be 
passed without calling attention to the facts which make its en- 
actment necessary. 

Mr. President, I do not care further to delay the Senate. I 
simply want to add that I shall vote against the passage of the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. McCUMBBDR. Mr. President, my purpose in rising is 
more to secure information than to impart it. I think we have 
discussed the figures relating to this proposition quite thor- 
oughly. I should like to ascertain something of the purpose of 
the administration. I know of no one to whom I can better 
turn for such information than to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Finance. Whether or not there should be amendments 
offered to this proposition depends to a great extent upon the 
purpose of the administration or those who represent the admin- 
istration as to the length of time this provision is intended to be 
enforced. 7 

I call the attention of the Senator from North Carolina to the 
fact that in the joint resolution itself, while it provides for the 
continuation of this method of taxation until December 31, 1916, 
in the second section of the same joint resolution provision for 
the added salaries and necessary expenses of carrying this pro- 
posed law into effect is continued only until the 30th day of June 
next. There is that which indicates the purpose of the framers 
of this joint resolution, or a possible purpose at least, to revise 
this whole matter before the 30th day of June. We shall have 
to make provision between this and that date for a general law 
affecting the finances for the fiscal year of 1917. If this portion 
of the joint resolution, this little piece of legislation, is to be con- 
tinued until December, and then possibly continued for another 
year, we ought to know it. If it is the purpose to have a general 
bill, which we may amend and may discuss before the end of 
this fiseal year, which will take the place of the provisions of this 
joint resolution, we ought to haye some information on it. On 
the other hand, if it is the purpose of the administration and the 
purpose of those who represent it on the other side of the Cham- 
ber to continue this special method of taxation until December, 
1916, until after the November elections, and to sell Panama 
bonds, for instance, to meet the deficit between that time and 
December, the public ought to know it now, and Congress ought 
to know it now. 

I do not know to just what extent the rules with reference to 
these running debates are going to be rigidly or liberally en- 
forced. There has been an indication in the last week or two 
of forcing out entirely the ordinary running debate of questions 
and answers. I would, therefore, fearful that I might not be 
able to obtain the floor for a further question, be highly gratified 
if the Senator having this measure in charge, and the Senator 
who will have all of like measures in charge, will, with his 
usual eandor, inform the Senate and inform the country whether 
or not the real present intention of his party is to continue this 
provision without amendment until the 31st of December next 
or whether they intend to provide for an additional emergency 
taxation measure or whether they intend to let this run until 
December 31, 1916, to have no general law of taxation, and to 
issue bonds, if that be necessary. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, of course it would be im- 
possible for me to answer the questions of the Senator cate- 


gorically. The Senator knows that in our form of government 
there is nobody who absolutely controls the course of legislation. 
I can speak only for myself and express my own opinion. In 
doing that, I want to say that I know of no formal understand- 
ing anywhere about the subject. I speak, therefore, not from 
a formal understanding with the majority members of the 
Finance Committee or persons representing the administration, 
for there has been no formal understanding about it, so far as 
I know. What I know about it I have gathered from conver- 
sations with Members of the other House representing the ad- 
ministration and Democratic Senators, especially those on the 
Finance Committee. 

It is my understanding that it is the purpose of the Demo- 
cratic Party, at some time after the holiday recess has expired, 
to take this matter up and pass additional legislation provid- 
ing fer the raising of additional necessary revenue. I could not 
indicate to the Senator exactly when that program will be en- 
tered upon. Something might depend upon the developments 
with respect to preparedness. 

If it should be clear and unmistakable that we are going to 
carry out the program of the President as outlined in his 
message and the recommendations of the Secretary of the Navy 
as outlined in his report to Congress, that would require the 
raising of additional revenue, but the exact amount of additional 
revenue that we will have to raise by some supplementary 
legislation is not altogether certain at this time. It is dependent 
upon things that are expected to happen, but may not happen. 
In any circumstances, however, I think, as I indicated in my 
opening statement to-day, that it will be necessary for us to 
raise some additional taxes. 


One of the reasons why we are anxious to have this joint 
resolution passed before Congress adjourns for the holiday 
recess is because it is impossible for us to pass a bill providing 
additional revenues before the recess, and, failing to do that, the 
war-emergency act would expire by the limitation fixed in the 
act itself, namely, on the 31st day of December, 1915, and be- 
tween that time and the time when a new measure could go into 
effect the Treasury would be deprived of the $6,800,000 that 
are now being received from this source. 

Of course the Senator understands that we can not say we 
will pass a new measure by the 30th day of June next. Nobody 
knows how long the debate which might be precipitated, and 
which almost certainly would be precipitated, by a new bill 
would last. The Senator knows very well the time it takes in 
this body to pass a revenue measure. He knows also that in 
present conditions, with a campaign coming on, the Republican 
Party desiring to make an issue and to discuss this question, 
debate after the bill is before the Senate would probably con- 
sume a considerable length of time. We could not say, even 
if a bill were introduced as quickly as it could be prepared after 
the holidays, that it would pass before the 30th day of June next. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator will per- 
mit me, we all agree with him upon the necessity for the speedy 
enactment of a measure of this kind. What we are more in- 
terested in is what the purpose of the administration is in the 
future along the same line. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I want to state very frankly to the Senator 
that, according to my understanding, it is the purpose after 
the holidays—at what time I can not now indicate; I suppose 
that will depend to some extent on the developments; we might 
wait a little while to see how much additional money we will 
need—ultimately, as soon as we can be wise enough to take 
it up, with something like full possession of the facts upon 
which it should be based, it is the purpose, as I understand, to 
pass another measure or to amend the existing law. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think the Senator will 
agree with me that the proceedings to-day clearly indicate that 
this side will never delay the passage of an emergency measure of 
this character. We will have a vote upon this joint resolution un- 
doubtedly in a very short time. If the pending measure continued 
what is called the emergency internal-revenue law only until 
the 30th day of June next, and it were necessary then to con- 
tinue it until Deeember, 1916, I am equally positive that the 
Senator would have no difficulty in getting a speedy decision 
ef the Senate on that question; but the Senater has not fully 
answered the query I presented to him. I understand the 
proposition is te add a great deal of expense for what is called 
national preparedness. Is it the purpose of the administration 
and the purpose of the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
that the sum to cover this expense shall be raised entirely by 
taxation, or that any portion of it shall be raised by the issuance 
of Panama bonds or any other bonds? z 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will state very frankly to the Senator that 
my impression is—of course I can not speak authoritatively 
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upon that subject but my impression is, and it is a very strong 
one, gathered from the same sources of information to which 
I have just referred, that there will be no bonds issued for the 
purpose of raising money to meet the emergency which now 
exists or to pay the expenses incident to an enlarged Navy or 
an enlarged Army. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I am going to detain the 
Senate but a moment. I voted against the enactment of the 
law a year ago, the life of which is now sought to be extended by 
this resolution. I thought then and still believe it to have been 
prudent for Congress to have reduced appropriations, or, rather, 
to have made the appropriations suit the income which our gen- 
eral revenue laws would have produced, without resorting to 
this extraordinary measure. I thought then, and believe now, 
that such a course would have been best for the American people 
and in accord with Democratic platform promises.. The people of 
the State whom I have the honor in part to represent in this 
Chamber were not in a condition then, nor are they now, to bear 
the taxation which this law imposes. The South is the only 
section of the Republic whose people haye suffered pecuniarily 
on account of the European war. They have suffered grievously. 
The stagnation of business in the fall of 1914 on account of the 
war caused the producers of cotton to be forced to sell it for less 
than one-half of its real worth. The embargo put upon cotton 
by Great Britain this year has robbed the cotton growers of not 
less than 30 per cent of the value of their product. I do not 
think this administration has done what it should have done 
for the relief of the southern cotton farmer. But those matters 
have happened, they are things of an unhappy past, and can not 
be helped now. The wrong has been inflicted and the southern 
people are bearing the injustice with patriotic fortitude. The 
obligations of the Government of the United States must be met. 
Liabilities assumed under the law are debts of honor which must 
be paid. The only immediate source of revenue is through the 
operation of this law, and it expires by limitation the 31st of 
December, 1915. So there is nothing left for me to do except to 
vote for the resolution which extends its life for a year. It has 
been suggested that the revenue derived from this law may be 
used for“ preparedness.” Mr. President, if I thought one dollar 
of the money to be raised by this measure would go for “ pre- 
paredness,” as that term is understood, I should not vote for the 
resolution. But to meet an emergency, to enable the Govern- 
ment to absolye promptly its obligations, I shall vote for the 
resolution, and for that reason only. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as a member of the Finance 
Committee I thought I would occupy a few moments in the dis- 
cussion of the pending joint resolution, but I have changed my 
mind to the extent that I will occupy the attention of the Senate 
but a single moment. 

The position of the two parties on the matter of taxation is 
well known, and the attitude which the Republicans take on 
the question of raising revenue is historical. Inasmuch as the 
Senator from North Carolina has assured us that some time 
between now and the adjournment of this session of Congress 
a comprehensive bill will be submitted to the Senate to raise 
the necessary funds to carry on the affairs of the Government, 
I shall withhold any discussion that I may wish to participate 
in until that time comes. When that time comes, and the ques- 
tion as to whether we ought to raise this money by import 
duties or whether we ought to raise it by levying direct taxes 
upon the people, overburdened as they are with taxation to-day, 
will be a subject of legitimate discussion in which I hope to 
have an opportunity to participate. 

Mr. President, there is an emergency now, and when the Gov- 
ernment needs money to carry on its affairs partisanship ought 
to cease and we ought to approach it in a spirit of patriotism 
rather than of party feeling. For that reason I will vote for the 
amendment which the Senator from Utah [Mr. Suoor] has sub- 
mitted, limiting the continuance of this tax to the 30th day of 
June, 1916, and if that shall be voted down I shall then exer- 
cise my judgment as to whether or not I shall vote for the 
joint resolution in its present form. If I should vote against it, 
I know. that there will be a majority of the body for it, so that 
no harm will come. But, Mr. President, later on there will be 
a debate upon this question, and it is fortunate for those of us 
who believe in free and full debate in the Senate of the United 
States that there will be no cloture rule to prevent us from 
expressing our views at that time. If the existing tariff law is 
operating to the advantage of the people of this country then, 
surely it is doing what no other low-tariff law has done in the 
history of our Government; and I feel sure that it will be dem- 
onstrated that like all other Democratic laws of this kind it is 
destined to destroy the industries and the welfare of our people. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Utah [Mr. Satoor]. 


Mr. KERN. Mr. President, an order was made the other day 
providing for an adjournment at 5 o'clock on each day unless 
otherwise ordered. I ask unanimous concent that that order 
may be suspended for to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the order is suspended for to-day. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I promise to be brief. I have an 
added motive for brevity, because I must also be obliged to be 
tedious—perhaps I should say more tedious than usual. 

I appreciate the patriotic position of Republican Senators in 
permitting the pending joint resolution to pass prior to the 
holidays. The necessity for this measure was demonstrated by 
the chairman of the Finance Committee. The necessity for 
additional revenues is admitted on both sides of the Chamber, 
without reference to the character of the pending measure. 

I have listened with attention to the indictment, the arraign- 
ment, the ex parte conviction of the Underwood Act as a fail- 
ure so far as being a revenue-producing measure is concerned. 
I have listened with rapt attention to the fervid eloquence of 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber, I do not like to 
refrigerate their fevered declamations, I merely desire to try 
those declamations upon the touchstone of facts. 

I shall eliminate from my remarks any discussion of mere 
questions of opinion and shall confine my observations to one 
or two points of fact. I shall not follow the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Penrose] in his declaration that but for the Eu- 
ropean war this country would be immersed in calamities which 
have no precedent in all the industrial history of the Republic. 

Mr. President, that statement is easy to make. I do not un- 
dertake to say~nothing but infinite wisdom can say—what 
would have happened if what did happen had not happened. 
That is reserved for the senior Senator from Pennsylvania, 
who is never so happy as when he is miserable. I shall elimi- 
nate from this discussion any question as to whether direct 
taxes be better or worse than indirect taxes. That involves a 
fundamental distinction between the Democratic Party and the 
Republican Party. The Democratic Party believes that every 
dollar extracted from the taxpayer ought to go into the Treas- 
ury of the Government. The Republican Party believes that for 
every dollar going into the Public Treasury, one, two, three, 
four, or even five dollars ought to go into the gilded treasuries 
of great industrial concerns that reciprocate favors with the 
Republican Party. 

I adjourn to some future time any question as to whether an 
income tax is a just or an unjust tax. That is a matter of 
principle. That is a matter of opinion. That is another funda- 
mental distinction between the Democratic Party and the 
Republican Party. The Democracy believes that wealth should 
be taxed rather than want. It believes that taxes should be 
imposed upon the citizen in accordance with his ability to pay, 
and not in accordance with his necessities or misfortunes. We 
have imposed a tax upon the wealth of the country, obliging 
the wealthiest to share with the humblest citizen of the Re- 
public the burdens as well as the blessings of the State that 
protects them, 

I adjourn to some future time the question as to the danger, 
real or fancied, of “dumping.” I doubt not that it will be met 
in due season. This specter was raised by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], who has a penchant for night- 
mares “past all surgery.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. GORE. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Am I mistaken in the view that the Sec- 
retary of Commerce has raised this same specter in the public 
press and in public declarations? 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, in so far as it is a real danger it 
will be not only raised and considered, but it will be laid, will 
be settled by patriotic Senators on this side of the Chamber in 
conjunction with Senators on that side of the Chamber. I do not 
intend to permit that question to be thrust into this discussion, 
so far as I am concerned. I intend to confine my part of this 
discussion to this one issue, the indictment and conviction of the 
Underwood measure as a reyenue failure. 

That measure needs no defense. It has justified itself, as I 
shall demonstrate. To that question and to the related question 
as to the effect of the war upon revenues shall I restrict my 
observations, 

Mr. President, what was expected of the Underwood Tariff 
Act as a revenue-producing measure? The last estimate, as I 
recall, was that the Underwood Act would produce customs 
revenues amounting to $270,000,000. How did the event answer 
that expectation? In point of fact, it produced $293,000,000 
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of customs .revenues—$23,000,000 more than was required of 


the measure. It behaved better than was expected. It did 
its duty, and even more than its duty. 

What was expected of the Underwood Act in respect of in- 
come and corporation tax?- The estimate, I believe, was $95,- 
000,000; and that expectation was not realized. It fell to 
$71,000,000, owing to the difficulty of erecting and operating 
the new machinery. But taking all the revenues from the 
. Underwood Act during that period, they aggregated a little 
more than $368,000,000, as against the estimated revenues of 
$365,000,000. So far as the performance of its promises is con- 
cerned—not the worst test—the measure was a success, not a 
failure. 

But, Mr. President, for the purpose of judging the fitness of 
a reyenue measure, like any other trial, we must have a stand- 
ard of some sort—a standard of fitness, a standard of excel- 
lency, a standard of efficiency. I know of no better standard to 
invoke in this presence than the Payne-Aldrich tariff measure. 

It is admitted on all hands that the Payne-Aldrich Act was 
the perfection of revenue-raising measures. The Payne-Aldrich 
law was a model revenue measure. It was an ideal. It was 
an exemplar. It was a paragon. It was the sine qua non, the 
ne plus ultra—whateyer that may chance to mean. There is 
nothing better beyond. The Payne-Aldrich Revenue Act is 
the sea level from which we must measure all the heights of 
success, from which we must sound all the depths of failure. 

No one can expect the Underwood Act to measure up to that 
magnificent, that matchless standard. What is the verdict of 
time and truth? During the first 10 months of the Underwood 
Act, from October 1, 1913, to August 1, 1914, when the Euro- 
pean war broke out, the Underwood Act rendered into the 
Treasury $306,800,000. How much more did the Payne-Aldrich 
law pour into the Treasury during the corresponding 10 months 
of the preceding year? During the 10 months from October 1, 
1912, until August 1, 1913, this paragon of Republican finance 
and finesse turned into the Treasury $296,700,000—$10,000,000 
less than the Underwood failure. How much do Republicans 
expect and exact of Democratic legislation? It averaged 
$1,000,000 a month more than your nonpareil tariff measure, 
whose repeal you still recall“ with many sighs.” 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oklahoma 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. GORE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply wish to ask the Senator, if that is 
true, why should we have a war tax? 

Mr. GORE. I am coming to that. 

Mr. SMOOT. Why should we not have a revenue tax, if the 
receipts from the Underwood law and all other avenues of 
revenue have increased since the beginning of this adminis- 
tration? 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I do not wonder that the Senator 
asks that question. If he had known that to be the truth, he 
would not have made the speech that he delivered in this pres- 
ence to-day; neither would several other Senators who have 
enchanted us with their eloquence. 

They say that during 3 months of this 10 months, from 
October 1, 1913, to January 1, 1914, the Underwood Act received 
assistance from the Payne-Aldrich law, from the duties on wool 
and woolen goods; that we are appropriating the posthumous 
blessings of the Payne-Aldrich law. That is true. Let us forego 
those blessings, let us take another lesson in history. I do not 
follow the Senator from Pennsylvania in his flights of fancy. 

During the first seven months of 1914, from January 1 to 
August 1, when the war began, the Underwood Act produced 
$232,000,000 of revenue. I repeat it—$232,000,000 of revenue 
as I hear a Senator denying it under his breath. What of the 
Payne-Aldrich Act during the corresponding seven months of the 
preceding year? From January 1, 1913, to August 1, 1913, 
the Payne-Aldrich law delivered to the Treasury $218,000,000 
of revenue. I include all revenue. The Underwood Act during 
those seven months produced $18,000,000 more than the Repub- 
lican model, than the Republican ideal. 

I think Democrats are doing pretty well when they excel 
perfection by $18,000,000. In order to be exact, we ought to 
subtract from that $18,000,000, $2,000,000 for the remnant of 
sugar duty running from January 1 to March 1, 1914, which still 
leaves n balance of more than $15,000,000 in favor of Democratic 
incommpetency as ngainst Republican omniscience. 

But that is not all. Take all the revenue from all sources 
during the first seven months of 1914 and we realize $456,000,000. 
The Underwood Act was in operation during that time. Take 
all revenue from all sources during the corresponding seven 
months of the preceding year under the Payne-Aldrich beau 
ideal, and the total was $429,000,000—$27,000,000 more under 


Democratic administration and laws than under Republican. 
From this should be subtracted, of course, the $2,000,000 rem- 
nant of sugar revenue and the $12,000,000 for the two battle- 
ships sold to Greece. This leaves a balance still of $12,000,000 
in favor of the Democrat fiscal failure as against the paragon 
of Republican revenue perfection. 

Mr. President, I have been equally amused and amazed at the 
arguments of Senators on the other side. 

It is asserted by the Senator from Pennsylvania that but for 
the European war prosperity would be a reminiscence instead 
of a reality in this Republic, and that the misfortunes of our 
stricken neighbors have been our own fortune, our only re- 
demption. This is another instance of rhetoric, rather than of 
reason, a mere matter of fancy, not of fact. I own that a part 
of the prevailing prosperity is due to the calamities of our 
neighbors across the sea. It would be uncandid to deny, and it 
would be unsafe to deny, so self-evident a truth. Nay, sir; it 
would be as uncandid for Democrats to deny that a part of this 
prosperity is due to the war as it is uncandid for Republican 
Senators to deny that the reduction of our imports and the re- 
duction of our revenues have been due to this unexampled, this 
unspeakable strife. 

Now, let us see. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Sacoor] proved 
that during the fiscal year 1914 imports greatly increased as 
compared with the fiscal year 1913, the former year being under 
the Underwood Tariff Act. That is undoubtedly true. We ex- 
pected imports to increase, and we expected the increasing im- 
ports to compensate for the reduction of tariff duties. But, sir, 


there is still a better comparison to determine whether or not 


this war is responsible for the falling off of imports and the 
falling off of revenue. 

Compare the fiscal year 1915, all of which was under the 
Underwood Act, and all of which was during the war, saving 
the month of July, 1914, with the year closing June-30, 1914, 
nine months of which were also under the Underwood Tariff Act. 
In other words, compare the operation of the Underwood Act 
in war with the operation of the Underwood Act in peace. 

In the fiscal year 1915, the duty-free articles fell off $120,- 
000,000; the dutiable articles fell off $140,000,000, a total falling 
off of $260,000,000 in our imports during the fiscal year 1915— 
the war-stricken year—as compared with the fiscal year 1914, 
prior to the war. 

Let us come a little more to details. Details confirm this 
truth. During the fiscal year 1914, nine months of which were 
under the Underwood Act, our imports under the metal schedule 
aggregated $50,700,000. During the next fiscal year, closing 
June 30, 1915, metal imports declined to $31,000,000. Revenues 
went hand in hand with imports. Was that due to the Under- 
wood Act or was it due to the European war? If I had the 
power of putting Senators upon their honor, I would be willing 
to be bound by their answer. 

Take Schedule D—wood and manufactures of wood. During 
the fiscal year 1914, nine months of which were under the 
Underwood Act, our imports under this schedule aggregated 
$12,200,000. During the fiscal year 1915, under the Underwood 
Act and during the war, those imports fell from $12,200,000 to 
$4,400,000. Was that due to the Underwood Act? Did im- 
ports fall off because duties had been reduced? Will you re- 
pudiate the Republican theory by committing yourself to such 
an admission as that? 

I come now to “ Schedule K, the keystone in the arch of pro- 
tection.” In the fiscal year 1914, from six to nine months under 
the Underwood Act, the imports were $39,000,000. During the 
succeeding year, under the Underwood Act and during the 
war, they fell to $30,000,000. Did less woolen goods come in 
beeause the duty had been reduced? Did less woolen goods 
find their way into this inviting market because Democrats had 
reduced the Republican tariff rates? Did foreign exporters 
withhold their products out of consideration for the wounded 
feelings of the Republicans, whose protection was dismantled 
and who had no recourse save in the humanity of their foreign 
competitors? 

Mr. President, I have seen an estimate made—I have not 
verified the figures and do not vouch for their accuracy—that 
if the Payne-Aldrich law had continued during the fiscal year 
1915, article for article and duty for duty, it would have raised 
only $24,000,000 more of customs revenue than the Underwood 
Act. I say I do not vouch for the statement, but if that be 
true this balance was more than compensated by the increases 
resulting from the income tax under the Underwood law, and 
the latter yielded a larger net revenue than would have been 
yielded by the Payne-Aldrich law under existing war conditions. 

Mr. President, I was sorry to hear my friend from North 
Dakota [Mr. Gronna] say that the embarrassed condition of 
the Treasury was not due to the war, but was due to our un- 
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wise fiscal system. I am astonished that a man of his intelli- 
gence, his patriotism, and his statesmanship should have bound 
himself to the mast of a sinking craft of that description. We 
can only arrive at conclusions in a matter of this kind by com- 
parison. Now, let us see. 

How has the existing European war affected the revenues of 
other countries in the Western Hemisphere? Take the port of 
Buenos Aires, in the Republic of Argentina. During the month 
of August, 1913, before the war, her revenues at that port were 
$14,000,000, paper money. During the month of August, 1914, 
the first month of the war, her reyenues fell to $7,000,000, a 
decline of 50 per cent in the revenues at that port, which was 
typical of the whole country. Was that falling off due to the 
enactment of the Underwood bill in the United States? Was it 
due to some local Underwood Act in the Republic of Argentina? 

Our revenues in August, 1913, were $30,000,000. In August, 
1914, the first month of the war, they declined to $19,000,000, a 
falling off of 37 per cent in the United States, as against a fall- 
ing off of 50 per cent in the port of Buenos Aires, Argentina. 

But let us assume that both the United States and Argentina 
had perpetrated the fclly of enacting an Underwood tariff meas- 
ure. How stands the account in Chile? 

During the months of August and September, 1913, the cus- 
toms revenues of Chile amounted to $12,400,000. During the 
months of August and September, 1914, the first two months 
of the European war, they declined to $8,300,000, a falling off of 
83 per cent. Was that due to the Underwood Act in the United 
States or was it due to the European war? 

Take the account in the United States for the same months. 
In August and September, 1913, our customs reyenues amounted 
to $58,100,000. During the months of August and September, 
1914, the first two months of the war, they declined to $37,400,- 
000, a decline of 35 per cent during those two months in the 
United States, and a decline of 38 per cent in the Republic of 
Chile. 

Mark the percentages. Are you shocked when I call upon you 
to attribute these declines in far-distant countries to an inter- 
national, to a world-wide, cause rather than attributing the de- 
cline in those countries to the enactment of the Underwood law? 
But perhaps there was something local in both Argentina and 
Chile. Perhaps they were both swept into the vortex of folly 
and reduced their tariff protection by enacting an Underwood 
law. How stands the account in Uruguay? 

During the months of August and September, 1913, the cus- 
toms revenues in Uruguay aggregated 2,800,000 pesos. During 
the months of August and September, 1914, the first two months 
of the war, her customs revenues aggregated 1,700,000 pesos—a 
falling off of a little more than 1,000,000 pesos, a decline of 39 
per cent. I have already shown that the decline in our revenues 
for the same months was 35 per cent. May it not be possible, 
Senators, that the European war interrupted imports here and 
interrupted imports into those countries and occasioned the 
corresponding decline in revenues in Argentina, in Chile, and in 
Uruguay? 

Let us take a little longer period. Two months is hardly a 
broad enough foundation for such general deductions. Take eight 
months in Uruguay—from July, 1913, to February, 1914, in- 
clusive—prior to the war. During those months her customs 
revenues aggregated 10,600,000 pesos. Take the eight months 
beginning with July, 1914, and ending with February, 1915, in- 
cluding seven months of war, her revenues amounted to 7,000,000 
pesos—a falling off of 31 per cent in the revenues of that Repub- 
lic during those eight months, 

How does history testify upon this point in the Republic of 
the United States? During the eight months from July, 1913, 
to February, 1914, inclusive, our revenues were $199,900,000. 
During the corresponding eight montlis of the next year, from 
July, 1914, to February, 1915, inclusive, they fell to $138,- 
700,000, “What a fall was here, my countrymen,” a fall of 
50 per cent in the United States during those eight months, as 
against a decline of 31 per cent in Uruguay during the cor- 
responding eight months. Mark the percentage. 

Does it not at least suggest itself to Senators, particularly 
to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna], where we 
see this effect practically world-wide, or at least as broad as 
the Western Hemisphere, that these corresponding effects may 
be due to the selfsame cause that was operating upon the 
imports and the revenues of all these Republics, occasioning a 
similar loss everywhere? 

It was said of President McKinley that he had the faculty of 
crystallizing statistics into poetry. I profess no such faculty, 
and must beg pardon for inflicting this array of statistics upon 
worn and weary Senators. One more illustration, however. 

Take the Republic of Brazil—the largest Republic, terri- 
torially, in South America. In January, 1914, before the war, 
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her revenues from customs aggregated 7,900,000 milreis. During 
the month of January, 1915, after the war broke out, her cus- 
toms revenues shrunk to 8,100,000 milreis—a falling off of 60 
per cent. In the United States in January, 1914, prior to the 
war, our revenues were $23,700,000. In January, 1915, after 
the cloudburst of blood in Europe, they shriveled to $16,500,000— 
a shrinkage of 87 per cent, 

Mr. President, remembering that the Underwood measure 
produced all the reyenue required of it, that during the first 
10 months of its existence it produced more than the Payne- 
Aldrich law in the corresponding months of the year preceding, 
that in the first 7 months preceding the war of 1914 it pro- 
duced more revenue than the Payne-Aldrich Act in the 7 months 
of the preceding year, are we not justified in demurring to the 
evidence adduced under the indictment against the Underwood 
Act? Are not Senators on the other side willing to enter a 
nolle-pros? They have instituted these charges against the 
Underwood law; and I answer that tried by every test, meas- 
ured by every standard, the Underwood Act has produced more 
revenue in a given period than did the Payne-Aldrich Act—the 
final flower and fruit of Republican statesmanship. 

Even a Democratic tariff measure has a right to a fair trial. 
May we not appeal to Republican Senators to discontinue this 
idle, this unfounded, impeachment of the Underwood tariff 
measure when, judged in the white light of history and truth, 
it not only is not a failure but it has no superior in the history 
of the fiscal legislation of the Republic. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, it is one of the prime duties of 
Congress to supply the funds necessary to carry on the Goyern- 
ment. It is a conceded fact here that some legislation is necessary 
to supply additional revenue for that purpose. I am opposed to 
Greet taxation so long as the necessary revenues can be derived 
from reasonable tariff rates, and I should prefer to see the addi- 
tional revenues raised by that means. But that seems to be out of 
the question, The party in power would not consent to legislate 
in that way. That being impossible, I should prefer to see bonds 
issued to meet this temporary emergency rather than to resort 
to direct taxation. But, as I have said, it is the duty of Con- 
gress to meet the situation in some way. If my yote were neces- 
sary under these conditions to carry this legislation, I should 
not hesitate to support the resolution if no other means could 
be agreed upon. : 

I am sorry that this means of raising money is to be continued 
in force and, if it must be, that it is not limited to a shorter 
time, so that some permanent legislation might be brought about 
that would meet these conditions more satisfactorily. It does 
not make very much difference, Mr. President, whether the 
Underwood law is right or wrong in the present emergency or 
whether the Payne-Aldrich law was right or wrong. We have 
reached a condition where it is necessary to raise additional 
revenue, and whatever may have been the reason for it we are 
under obligation to so legislate as to meet that condition, and I 
regard it as a patriotic duty on the, part of Congress to so legis- 
late as to meet the needs of the Government.“ 
` I shall vote against the joint resolution because my convic- 
tions are against this mefins of raising revenue. If it were nec- 
essary in order to raise the revenue, and there was no better 
way to do it, I might waive my conyictions under the circum- 
stances and support the resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I do not intend to detain the 
Senate more than a couple of minutes. I simply wish to refer 
to the remarks made by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore]. 

I want to say to the Senate that all the figures which have 
been given by the Senator from Oklahoma proving that the 
Underwood Tariff Act is a greater revenue producer than the 
Payne-Aldrich Act are based entirely upon the fact that within 
the Underwood Act was placed the income tax provision, and he 
has not confined himself to the duties collected upon the importa- 
tion of articles into this country. 

For the first nine months of 1913, under the Payne-Aldrich 
Act, there were imports to the amount of $1,327,000,000. The 
duties collected (and every dollar of it went into the Treasury 
of the United States nothwithstanding indications to the con- 


‘ trary) were $242,634,000. The average rate of duty was 18.3 


per cent. 

For the same nine months of 1914 under the pending Under- 
wood Act, and two months of the period when war was in force, 
the imports amounted to $1,410,000,000, a great increase over 
the previous year. But the duties collected were only $143,- 
166,000, or an average duty rate of 12.5 per cent instead of 18.3 
per cent. 

That is not all. For the same nine months of 1915, when war 
was in force all of that time, the importations were $1,302,- 
000,000 and the duties collected were only $148,225,009, or an 
average rate of duty of 11.3 per cent. ; 


1915. 


I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that with 
the same amount of goods imported into this country, with the 
exception of a very few dollars, during 1913, under the Payne- 
Aldrich Act, the Treasury was enriched with the duties col- 
lected to the amount of $242,000,000, whereas the Government 
collected for the same amount of goods in 1915 only $148,225,000, 
or a difference of $94,399,000. That is why you are asking for 
the continuation of this burdensome tax. 

I simply want to say that much, Mr. President, because it is 
absolutely true. Of course the Senator might just as well have 
added this so-called war tax to the amount of revenues col- 
lected at the ports of entry as to have added the income tax, 
which amounted, in the very figures he quoted, during that year 
to over $87,000,000. We can go and pile up these taxes and then 
say that the amount of income to the Government of the United 
States under this administration is more than it was under the 
Republican administration. The more they are added, my 
friends, the more the burden falls upon the backs of the people 
and the more right have the people to complain. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, in closing the debate on the 
resolution, I shall detain the Senate only a few minutes, per- 
haps not over five minutes. 

An attack has been made in the course of the debate upon the 
bookkeeping of the Treasury Department. At this time I do 
not desire to go into that question, but I desire to place in the 
Rconp as an appendix the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which I send to the Clerk's desk, explaining fully 
the reasons for the change in method of bookkeeping. That 
statement will be all the reply that it is necessary to make to 
that attack. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? Without objec- 
tion, the matter referred to will go into the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


The daily statement of the United States Treasury and the monthly 
public-debt statement of the Government have been revised by a com- 
mittee appointed by order of Secretary McAdoo so as to make them 
more intelligible and clear to the public. The new daily statement will 
represent the actual condition of the Treasury, so far as it is possible 
to present it, at the close of business each day. The new public-debt 
statement will show the actual condition of the Treasury and the state 
of the public debt at the close of business each month. The new form 
for the daily Treasury statement becomes effective October 1, 1915, and 
that for the public-debt statement October 31, 1915. 

The most important points in which the new form of daily statement 
differs from the old are the following: 

The assets and liabilities of the Government have heretofore been 
published under two general classifications, viz: (1) The general fund, 
and (2) the currency trust funds, the general fund, and the gold re- 
serve fund. „ 

The new form shows the assets and liabilities divided into three 
classes. viz: (1) Gold, (2) silver dollars, and (3) the general fund. 
This gives at a glance the amount of gold and the amount of silver 
dollars in the Treasury, the liabilities against such coin and bullion, 
and the actual condition of the pooni fund. 

In the new form the item bursing officers’ balances ” is excluded 
from the liability side of the general fund and included in the net bal- 
ance. These disbursing officers’ balances consist of amounts placed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to the credit of disbursing officers, against 
which they are authorized to draw checks in payment of public obliga- 
tions. These amounts are funds of the United States in the same sense 
that the balance remaining, subject to the warrant of the Secretary 
alone, is money of the United States. In the past, whenever the Sec- 
retary has placed an amount to the credit of a disbursing officer, it has 
been the custom to prt Serer on the Treasury statement as a disburse- 
ment. As a matter of fact, the money in many instances is not spent 
for months, and sometimes not at all, being returned to the Secretary's 
account. Funds are placed to the credit of disbursing officers prac- 
tically as a bookkeeping arrangement, and they are as much a part of 
the working balance of the Treasury as the money which is subject to 
the warrant of the Secretary. As the net balance should represent the 
funds in the Treasury available for paying the current obligations of the 
Government, the amount placed on the books to the credit of disbursing 
officers should be included therein. 

The amount 3 by national banks for the retirement of na- 
tional-bank notes but not yet d out for that purpose is also included 
in the net balance. In the old statement this amount was carried on 
the liability side of the general fund. This was an error, because by 
law deposits for the retirement of national-bank notes are a rt of 
the 1 debt. The act of July 14, 1890, prescribes that such deposits 
shall be covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, and that 
the notes thus rend subject to retirement by the United States shall 
be carried as a t of the public debt. This fund is not the 5 per cent 
fund provided for the redemption of the current circulation of national 
banks, but is a fund for the redemption of the notes of national banks 
which have ceased to circulate notes, or which have reduced their cir- 
culation. As directed by the act of July 14, 1890, the amount to the 
credit of this fund was placed in the general fund balance, where it was 
carried continuously until the early part of this administration (1913), 
when the form of daily Treasury statement was rye ee The item 
is now restored to the general fund balance, where it belongs, and will 
appear as a liability on what was previously known as the monthly 
public debt statement. 

Following the general fund statement appears the daily trial balance 
of the general fund, entitled “ Receipts and disbursements this day.” 
This is a simple statement of the day's transactions. One important 
change contained in this table, as well as in the Comparative analysis 
of rocnou eee disbursements,” on page 3, is the segregation of Panama 

nal recei 

In the past it has been customary to set forth Panama Canal dis- 
bursements rately as extraordinary expenditures, but receipts from 
tolls, profits from the sales of material on account of the canal, etc., 
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have been included In the ordinary miscellaneous receipts. In future 
these Panama Canal receipts, iike the disbursements on account of the 
Panama Canal, will appear separately. 

The new daily statement is on a cash basis. Receipts have been re- 
orted on a cash basis, while disbursements have been on a mixed basis. 
his has proved confusing. Under the new form disbursements, like 

receipts, represent cash transactions. 

It will be impossible to state outstanding checks in the column of 
liabilities in the daily statement, because it is not practicable to get the 
information daily from disbursing officers. Outstanding checks and 
warrants are offset in large measure, however, by receipts which are 
in transit to the Treasury. All outstanding warrants and checks will 
be shown monthly in what previously was known as the public-debt 
statement. 

Several tables that appeared on the fourth page of the old statement 
are either omitted entirely as unimportant or uninforming, or are in- 
cluded in the new items on page 4—“ Federal reserve notes and naticnal- 
bank notes outstanding” and “ Transactions affecting Federal reserve 
and national bank-note circulation.” Bonds held in trust for national 
banks” still 3 1 but the table of Pay warrants drawn has 
been omitted. is believed that a daily statement of these warrants is 
of no value, and it will hereafter appear in the form of “ Pay warrants 
issued,” monthly, in what previously was known as the public-debt 
statement. 

The new statement will give an accurate idea of the actual condi- 
tion of the Treasury as far as it is ascertainable from day to day. The 
old statement, with its cumbersome notations of purely bookkeeping 
transactions within the Treasury Department, which had little bear- 
ing upon actual expenditures, has been very confusing and has led to 
much misconception as to the actual condition of the Treasury. 

The public-debt statement in the new form is changed to Financial 
statement of the United States Government.” 

Instead of reproducing the daily statement for the last day of each 
month on the public-debt statement the new statement will include a 
table of cash available to pay, maturing obligations, or, in other words, 
the working balance of the Treasury, with the liabilities against it. 
On the asset side of this table will be the net balance in the Treasury. 
On the liability side of this statement will be set up outstanding war- 
rants, checks, and matured coupons, While it will not be practicable 
as stated above, to get daily from disbursing officers a statement of 
their outstanding checks, it will be possible to get this information 
once a month. 

The montai statement will also include a table of warrants and 
Checks issued by departments which will show the expenditures accord- 
ing to this classification, 

It will be necessary to get information from disbursing officers all 
over the country for the monthly statement, but it is believed that this 
can be so expedited that the department will be able to issue the state- 
ment on the 15th of each month, 


Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Ssoor] has 
called in question the estimate which I submitted to the Senate 
as to the amount of revenue to be raised from sugar, in case that 
tax is extended, to include the last two months of the present 
fiscal year. Of course, what I stated was a mere estimate, but 
it was a Treasury estimate. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I said. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In support of that estimate I wish to sub- 
mit the following: Under the present tax upon sugar the duty 
collected for the fiscal year 1915 was, in round numbers, 
$50,000,000, or an average of $4,200,000 per month. The esti- 
mate which I submitted allowed for the last two months about 
$7,500,000 per month, The reasons why the department has 
made this larger estimate for the last two months of the year 
are briefly stated, first, because there is a constantly increasing 
demand for sugar; second, May and June are among the 
months in which the largest amount of sugar is imported; and, 
third, withdrawals from bond after an extension of the present 
rate on sugar. That is to say, in anticipation of the expiration 
of the law on May 1 the natural temptation and course of 
business of sugar importers would be to accumulate the product 
in bond in large quantities and draw it out immediately after 
the act expires. 

Mr. President, I had intended to pursue a different course 
from that which I am going to pursue. This morning when I 
presented the report of the committee recommending the passage 
of the joint resolution I thought it would be amply sufficient 
for the purposes of the situation to make a brief statement of the 
condition of the Treasury showing the necessity for an exten- 
sion of this tax. That was all I proposed to do at that time. 
I thought that would be sufficient. However, I anticipated that 
on account of the exigencies of politics our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber might see fit to enter upon a tariff discus- 
sion at this time, although it seemed to be entirely unnecessary, 
irrelevant, and unwarranted. 8 

When that discussion began and took the scope it did, I 
sent for data and made preparations to meet the misleading 
statements and arguments being advanced by the other side; 
but the speech of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], 
our new and greatly esteemed colleague, has been so clear, 
full, and conclusive along the lines that I should have followed, 
and that of the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gore] has been 
so strong upon certain other lines to which I had intended to 
direct my attention, that I do not see any necessity for pro- 
longing debate, indeed I think it would be superfluous, so com- 
pletely have they answered and demolished every assault made 
by the opposition upon the existing tariff act. However, Mr. 


President, this debate has served a good purpose, I thought it 
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unnecessary because irrelevant to the subject before the Senate, 
but we have had it, and I want to say now that I am glad we 
have had it. The facts that have been presented and estab- 
lished with respect to the operation of the Democratic tariff 
before the beginning of the war and since show clearly and con- 
vincingly the flimsiness of the grounds upon which the Re- 
publican Party propose to wage its next campaign and so de- 
molish their paramount if not their only issue. 

Mr. President, it has been shown, yea, demonstrated, because 
the facts prove it, and because there is no escape from the con- 
clusion to which those facts lend, that the present tariff prior 
to the beginning of the European war yielded not only enough 
revenue, as the sponsors of that measure had promised it would 
yield, to pay all the expenses of the Government, but after 
paying all those expenses of the Government, exclusive of Pan- 
ama Canal disbursements, it left a surplus of $34,000,000 in the 
Treasury of the United States. 

It is said that during that period of time we were enabled to 
make this showing because until a late period in the calendar year 
1913 the Payne-Aldrich bill was in force. It is further said that 
we were able to make this showing because after the present 
tariff law went into effect the Payne-Aldrich duties upon raw 
wool and manufactured wool were continued for several months. 
Mr. President, that that argument does not meet the situation 
has been demonstrated beyond peradventure by the facts stated 
by the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Gong]. During the period 
from the Ist day of October, 1913, three days before the Demo- 
cratic tariff went into effect, until the Ist day of August. 1914, 
the Democratie bill brought to the Treasury $10,000,000 more 
than the Payne-Aldrich bill brought to the Treasury during a 
like period for the preceding fiscal years; but our opponents 
answer that this calculation Included a period when some of 
the duties, namely, those on wool and woolens, under the Payne- 
Aldrich law were still in force. Let us then begin with January 
1, 1914, when the Democratic tariff was in full force and effect, 
except as to sugar. Between that period—January 1, 1914, and 
the Ist day of August, 1914—the Democratic tariff brought into 
the Treasury $18,000,000 more than the Payne-Aldrich bill 
brought into the Treasury during a like period of the preceding 
years. 

An almost equally striking result is shown by comparing the 
receipts from customs, incomes, and internal revenue for those 
periods. I have the figures here. They show that from January 
1, 1914, to August 1, 1914, including receipts from customs, 
incomes, and internal-revenue taxes, the Democratic tariff 
brought into the Treasury $25,000,000 more than the Payne- 
Aldrich law brought to the Treasury from the same sources 
during a similar period in the preceding fiscal years. 

So, Mr. President, when we had no tariff dislocations as the 
result of a continent-wide war in another quarter of the world, 
When business was based upon normal conditions, during the 
first fiscal year of its operation this Democratic law, now so 
‘viciously assailed, yielded not only enough revenue to support 
the Government and left a surplus of $34,000,000, and, taking 
the shorter period, when its provisions went into operation, 
between January 1, 1914, to August 1, 1914, it yielded from 
customs and incomes $10,000,000 more than the act whieh it 
superseded yielded for a like period in the preceding fiscal years, 
and when from internal revenue, customs, and incomes it brought 
into the Treasury for those seven months $27,000,000 more 
than the act which it superseded yielded for a like period in the 
preceding fiscal years. 

Unquestionably, Mr. President, the war has greatly affected 
our revenues. I do not think that proposition can be denied 
by anybody who has given any study to the facts. During the 
last fiscal year our imports fell off, in round numbers, 
$219,000,000. This, of course, resulted in a large loss of reve- 
nue, but there was a loss of revenue not only on account of the 
lesser importations, but on account of the changed character 
of importations since the beginning of the war as compared 
with the character of those before the war. 

The falling off of these importations has been largely, almost 
entirely, confined to importations from countries in Europe 
since the war. 

There have been increases in our importations from South 
America. Our imports from Cuba have increased, and there 
have been other increases; but there has been a marked falling 
off in our imports from Europe. Our total importations from 
Europe during the fiscal year 1914 were $895,602,868, while dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1915 they were $614,358,645—a total falling off 
of $281,000,000 in round numbers, The significance of these 
figures as they bear upon our customs revenues will be ap- 
parent when we consider that the countries at war in Europe 
are the countries from which we import those manufactured 
products that bear the highest rate of duties and from which 


the greatest revenue is derived. The decline in our customs 
revenues is due not only to a decrease in imports since the war 
but to the changed character of those imports. 

Mr. President, I say I am glad this debate has taken place. 
It has given the American people the facts; it has given the 
American people conclusive answers to the arguments which an 
industrial publicity propaganda has been so studiously and en- 
ergetically disseminating throughout the country, raising all 
the confusion and doubt that misrepresentation and unfair 
statement of facts and figures often bring. It will show to the 
country, as it has shown to the Senate, how untenable and in- 
defensible are the grounds upon which the Republican Party 
rest their assaults on the Democratic tariff act of 1913. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, before the Senator 
from North Carolina takes his seat, I desire to get a direct un- 
derstanding of one of the Senator’s statements as I understood 
it. I understood the chairman of the committee to say that in 
the fiscal year 1914 the present tariff act paid the expenses of 
the Government and left a surplus in the Treasury of $84,- 


000,000. I understood the Senator to make that statement. 
Mr. SIMMONS. In the first year of the operation of the 
tariff act. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wanted to ask the Senator if 
we are to understand from that statement that at the end of 
that first year there were $34,000,000 more in the Treasury of 
the United States than there were at the beginning of that year? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator understands exactly what is 
meant by “ surplus.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand the Senator, then 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is playing on words. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. When I speak of “surplus” the Senator will 
understand that I mean it in the ordinary acceptation in which 
that word is used. I mean, of course, that, after paying the 
expenses of the Government for that fiscal year out of the 
receipts for that fiscal year, excluding Panama Canal disburse- 
ments, there was that much left. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Just one moment. I am not yet 
clear what, if any, amount of money was in the Treasury of the 
United States when that law began to operate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not able right now to furnish the 
Senator the figures. There may have been a considerable 
amount in the general fund, as there is now. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I thought the Senator might en- 
lighten us. a 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator understands I was not speak- 
ing about the amount of money that was in the Treasury when 
the law went into effect; I was speaking about the amount of 
money that was collected during that fiscal year from the cus- 
tomhouses, from the income tax, and from internal revenue, and 
I was offsetting that amount with the disbursements that were 
made in that year under the appropriations for that year. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. What I wanted to find out, if the 
Senator could tell me, was how much less of a surplus was in 
the Treasury of the United States or how much less money 
there was in the Treasury of the United States at the end of 
that fiscal year, if any, than there was at its beginning; but, 
unfortunately, I could not make my inquiry understood by the 
Senator. I wish the Senator could understand me. He can 
not understand me or he would answer candidly. I ask him, 
as chairman of the committee, and therefore as being well 
informed 

Mr. SIMMONS. I tried to state very frankly to the Senator 
the facts. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I asked him, for instance, how 
much money we had in the Treasury of the United States when 
the Underwood Act began to operate. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have tried to state very frankly to the 
Senator that I have not the facts or the figures with reference 
to the money in the general fund of the Treasury at that time. 
I was speaking solely with reference to revenue derived under 
the act during the fiscal year 1914. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will state to the Senator that 
there was in the Treasury of the United States at the time I 
have mentioned something like $140,000.000 or $150,000.000. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I trust I have not less 
patriotism than other Senators, yet I shall vote against the 
joint resolution, not that I am unwilling to provide sufficient 
money to meet the necessary expenses and the valid obligations 
of the Government, but because I have a choice as to the way of 
raising the money. 

I realize that there is a condition which confronts the coun- 
try to-day and that it must be met by action rather than by 
theory, and that condition is twofold. There is trouble in the 


1915. 


The Government needs more money, and the coun- 
try needs relief from the method of taxation which has already 
been imposed and which this resolution proposes to perpetuate 
for another year. There is a way to relieve the Treasury which 
will also relieve the burden the people are now bearing be- 


Treasury. 


cause of this misnamed “war tax.“ That it is an emergency 
tax is conceded by Senators who advocate the extension of the 
law. They undoubtedly believe that it is a tax that ought to 
be taken off of the people. They do not dare to fix the time 
at which it should be removed, but say “in the possibly near 
future ” it is to be terminated. 

Mr. President, I realize that it is hardly in place at this time 
te discuss the tariff, and I am not going to do so. I have been 
impressed all afternoon, however, by the fact that Senators 
who favor this resolution have attempted to defend the Under- 
wood tariff law by insisting that it has furnished relief to 
the people by removing a tax from them which they had car- 
ried under the Payne-Aldrich law. Why, sir, I am thoroughly 
convinced, as I think you are, that if, for instance, the sugar 
tariff had remained as it was under the Payne-Aldrich law 
there is not a consumer in the United States who would now 
be paying more for sugar than he is at present paying for it 
under the reduced duty of existing law. I believe that the 
same thing is true as to a majority of articles upon which duties 
are reduced. What have we done? We have granted a benefit 
to the importer of articles which have been consumed in the 
United States and we have placed a burden of direct taxation 
upon our people to recoup the loss to the Treasury. Prices to 
the consumer have not been reduced because of reduced duties, 
but the Public Treasury has been depleted by more than the 
amount of taxes taken from our people by this emergency tax 
law. You have made a present to the importer by practically 
the amount of reduced duties and have taxed our people to 
make that present. Nothing is clearer to me than that. 

I do not agree with many of my colleagues on this side who 
say that your tariff bill would not have raised more revenue 
had it not been for the war. I think that revenue was one of the 
objects of the bill, and that without any regard to the effect 
upon domestic industry. Democrats intentionally disregarded 
the fact that by flooding this country with foreign goods, by 
furnishing competition, as the Senator from Alabama has stated, 
abundant, unfair, destructive competition from abroad, we would 
render American capital unremunerative and deny opportunity 
for work to American laboring men, and thus place upon them 
a burden which ought not to be placed there. 

I shall vote against this joint resolution, with the vain hope 
that it can be defeated, because I would know that Congress 
in case of such defeat could and might immediately set about 
raising the money to meet the obligations of the Government in 
a proper and just manner. At any rate the Senate would have 
an opportunity to correct some of the glaring defects of the ex- 
isting law. Why are Senators so anxious to adjourn so long 
before Christmas? Shall we have to extend the session through 
next summer and into the fall to make up for this waste of time 
now? Why ought not Senators to have been as active in pre- 
paring at this time a bill that would be just and equitable to the 
people as they have been active heretofore in preparing bills 
in committee to present for our consideration? 

I would rather stay here now and consider upon its merits, 
if it has any, a measure which a majority of this body, as it 
exists to-day, believes is an unjust law. Why, there are Sena- 
tors here who are going to vote for this emergency measure who 
believe it is unjust, who believe there are better ways of raising 
the revenue and meeting the expenses of the Government. Why 
this haste? Why not consider it at least up to the 30th day of 
December and try to get a measure that will relieve the people? 
They have been petitioning you, as they have been me, in protest 
against this iniquitous tax which was unwisely placed upon the 
statute books in the first instance. It is evidently your purpose 
to put them off with the indefinite, unsatisfactory hope that at 
some later, more politically convenient time you will consider 
their prayers. 

So, while I trust I am as patriotic as my colleague from 
California [Mr. Works] in wanting to raise sufficient money to 
meet the legitimate expenses of the Government, I have a choice 
as to the way it shall be raised. I shall vote against this joint 
resolution, and would more eagerly vote against it if I knew 
that my vote would defeat it, because I would know that that 
would not necessarily embarrass the Government, but would 
give at least an opportunity to secure a more just law. We 
have time enough to consider properly legislation in the interest 
of the people, and we should do that rather than rush measures 
for the supposed political interest ef a party which has legis- 
lated unwisely and does not have the courage either to repeal 
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its mistake or resubinit it for correction. I realize the embar- 
rassment of the administration, but the passage of this resolution 
will only add to that embarrassment. 

So, Mr. President, I shall take much pleasure in voting against 
this, to my mind, unwise joint resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Sstoor]. 

Mr. SMOOT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, may the amendment be 
stated, so that we may understand exactly what we are vot- 
ing on? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On lines 8 and 9 it is proposed to strike out 
the words “ December 31” and in lieu thereof to insert the 
words “ June 30.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona (when Mr. AsHuRsT’s name was 
called). I announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. ASH- 
urst] on account of sickness. If he were present, he would 
vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE (when his name was called). 
with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. SxHretps]. 
were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. BURLEIGH’S name was called). 
I desire to announce that the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. 
Bvurtercy] is detained by illness from attendance upon the Sen- 
ate. He is paired with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
SHIVELY]. 

Mr. CATRON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen]. If he were 
present, I should vote ven.“ I understand he would vote“ nay ” 
if he were here. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ortver], which I transfer to the junior Senator from ponta 
Carolina [Mr. Surra] and will vote. I vote“ nay.’ 

Mr. BRYAN (when Mr. FLetcHer’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. FLETCHER] is necessarily absent. He is paired 
with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Brapy], If my col- 
league were present, he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. GOFF (when his name was called). Were I not paired 
with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], 
I should vote“ yea”; but as he is not in his seat I must withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. WEEKS (when Mr. Lopce’s name was called). The 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] has a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Sanru]. I 
should like to have this announcement stand for the day. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote“ yea.” 

Mr. SWANSON (when the name of Mr. Martin of Virginia 
was called). My colleague [Mr. Martin] is detained from the 
Senate on account of sickness. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
bill with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marrin], and 
on that account withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, 
I should vote“ yea ” on this amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Oriver’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. Ou] is absent from Washington; and his 
pair with the senior Senator from Oregon has been transferred, 
as already stated. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
“i yea 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warren]. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON] and will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). I have a pair with 
the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Smrrx#]. I transfer that 
pair to the senior Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsHurst] and 
will vote. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. KERN (when Mr. SHivery’s name was called). I desire 
to announce the unavoidable absence of my colleague [Mr. 
SuHivery]. He is paired with the junior Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Burretcu]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 
“nay.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. Warren’s name was 
called). My colleague [Mr. WARREN] is unavoidably absent 
from the city. His pair has already been announced by the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Overman]. If my colleague 
were here he would vote “ yea.” $ 

The roll call was. concluded. 


I am paired 
If I 
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Mr. BORAH. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Brapy] is detained on account of illness. If he were present he 
would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. HARDWICK. My colleague [Mr. Saar] is absent on 
account of important business. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. That pair has been 
announced by the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Weeks]. If my colleague were present he would vote “nay.” 

Mr. HARDING. There is a colleague on the other side with 
whom the Secretary sometimes gets me mixed up on the roll call. 
If the Secretary recorded the vote as given by the Senator on 
the other side, I am quite willing to let it stand as “nay,” but 
from a different point of view than that from which he would 
cast that vote. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio is recorded 
in the affirmative, and the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HARD- 
Wick] in the negative. 

Mr. HARDING. I desire to be recorded in the negative. 

Mr. CLAPP. I desire my vote to be in the negative, intend- 
ing to vote against the original resolution. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 50, as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Borah Fail Norris Ster 
Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Page Sutherland 
Colt Gronna Townsend 
Cummins Lippitt Poindexter Wadsworth 
Dillingham M ber Sherman eeks 
du Pont McLean Smoot Works 
NAYS—50. 

Bankhead Hollis Myers Simmons 
Beckham Hughes Newlands Smith, Ariz. 
Broussard Husting O’Gorman Smith, Md. 
Bryan James erman Stone 
Chamberlain Johnson, Me Phelan m 
Chilton Johnson, 8. Dak. Pittman Thomas 
<a ones Pomerene Thompson 
Clarke, Ark. Kenyon Ransdell Underwood 
Curtis ern Vardaman 
Gore Robinson 
Hardin; x Saulsbury Williams 
Hardwi Ma. Shafroth 
Hitchcock Martine, N. J. Sheppard 

` NOT VOTING—20. 
Ashurst Fletcher Martin, Va. Shively 
Brand Gof Nelson Smith, Ga. 
Burle! La Follette Qliver Smith, Mich, 
Catron Lewis Owen Tillman 
Culberson Lodge Shields Warren 


So Mr. Suoor's amendment was rejected. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and was read the third 
time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the passage of 
the joint resolution. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona (when Mr. ASHUERST’s name was 
called). I wish to repeat the announcement of the illness of 
my colleague [Mr. AsHurstT], and to state that he is detained 
from the Senate on that account. 

Mr. BORAH (when Mr. Brapy’s name was called). I again 
announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. Brapy]. If he were 
present, he would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE (when his name was called). Again an- 
nouncing my pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
Surerps], I withhold my vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I 
would vote “nay.” 

Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. Burteren’s name was called). 
I again announce that the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. BUR- 
LEIGH] is paired with the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Sutvety]. If the Senator from Maine were present, he would 
vote “nay.” 

Mr. CATRON (when his name was called). I again announce 
that I am paired with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Owen]. If I were at liberty to vote, I would vote “nay.” ` 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (when his name was called). Again 
announcing my pair and its transfer, I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. BRYAN (when Mr. FrercHer’s name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. FrercHer] is necessarily absent. He is paired 
with the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Brapy]. If my col- 
league were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. GOFF (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] on this question. I regret that I can not vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WEEKS (when Mr. Lopge’s name was called). I again 
announce the absence of my colleague [Mr. Loner] and his pair 
with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. SmxrrH]. If my col- 
league were present, he would vote“ nay” on the vote now being 
taken. 


Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. MARTIN]. 
If I were at liberty to vote, I would vote “ nay.” 

Mr. PENROSE (when Mr. Oxitver’s name was called). As 
has been already explained, my colleague [Mr. OLIVER] is ab- 
sent and is paired with the senior Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
CHAMBERLAIN]. If my colleague were present, he would vote 

nay. 

Mr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). Announcing, 
as I previously stated, my pair and its transfer, I will vote. I 
vote “ yea.” 

Mr. VARDAMAN (when Mr. Suretps’s name was called). I 
announce the unavoidable absence of the junior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Suretps]. He is paired with the senior Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE]. If the Senator from Ten- 
nessee were present, he would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. KERN (when Mr. Suivery’s name was called). I again 
announce the unavoidable absence and pair of my colleague [Mr. 
Survety]. If he were present, he would vote yea.” 

Mr. HARDWICK (when the name of Mr. Sxrru of Georgia 
was called). I again announce the absence and pair of my col- 
league [Mr. SmirH]. If he were present, he would vote yea.” 

Mr. TOWNSEND (when the name of Mr. Smiru of Michigan 
was called). The senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Suirz], 
who is absent, is paired with the junior Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. Reen]. If my colleague were present, he would vote nay.” 

Mr. REED (when his name was called). I again announce 
the transfer of my pair with the senior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. SacrrH] to the senior Senator from Arizona [Mr. ASHURST] 
and will vote. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. Warren’s name was 
called). I desire to announce the necessary absence and pair 
of my colleague [Mr. Warren], and to say that if present he 
would vote “nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 45, nays 29, as follows: 


YERAS—45. 
Bankhead Husting Overman Smith, Md 
Beckham James Phelan Stone 
Broussard Johnson, Pittman Swanson 
Bryan Johnson, S. Dak. Pomerene Thomas 
Chamberlain Kern Ransdell Thompson 
Chilton Lane Reed Und 
Clarke, Ark. Lea, Tenn. Robinson 
ore Lee, Md. Saulsbury Walsh 
Hardwiek Martine, N. J. Shafroth Williams 
Hitchcock Myers Sheppard 
Hollis Newlands Simmons 
Hughes O’Gorman Smith, Ariz. 
NAYS—29. 
oe Fall eo 3 
a Gallinger orris ywhsen 
Clay Wyo. Page Wadsworth 
Colt Harding ‘ose Weeks 
Jones Poindexter Works 
Curtis Kenyon Sherman 
Dillingham Lippitt t 
du Pont M Sterling 
NOT VOTING—20. 
Ashurst Fletcher Martin, Va, Shively 
B Goff Nelson th, 
Burleig! La Follette Oliver Smith, Mich. 
Catron Lewis Owen 
Culberson Lodge Shields Warren 


So the joint resolution was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. 
Hempstead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the bill (S. 696) authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad 
Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the 
Allegheny River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa. 

The message also announced that the House agrees to the 
amendment of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 60) 
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies in certain 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 38) to transfer the Government 
exhibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the 
Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
joint resolution (S. J. Res. 56) extending the time for filing the 
report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal Rela- 
tions between the District of Columbia and the United States 
with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions, 
and they were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 
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H. R. 663. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Citizens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Burlington, Iowa; 

S. 696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa.; 

H. R. 3638. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark. ; 

S. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to transfer the Government ex- 
hibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the 
Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 60. Joint resolution making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 80, 1916; and 

H. J. Res. 61. Joint resolution authorizing payment of the 
salaries of officers and employees of Congress for December, 1915. 


FOOT-AND-MOUTH DISEASE INVESTIGATION, 


Mr. LEA of Tennessee, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was 
referred the following resolution (S. Res. 39), submitted by Mr. 
POMERENE this day, reported it without amendment: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the 

te, or subcommittee thereof duly authorized by said commit- 
tee, be, and ft is hereby, instructed to make inquiry concerning and 
report to the Senate thereon: 

rst. The extent and location of the territory affected by the foot- 
and-mouth disease and the number of cattle, hogs, sheep, and other 
animals affected thereby or thereto. 

Second. What quarantine or other measures have been adopted by the 
Federal or State authorities for the prevention or eradication of said 


disease. 
if any, should be adopted by the Federal or 


Third. What chan 
State authorities in methods of quarantine. 


Fourth. What remedy or remedies are known or used in preventing or 

9 said disease, 
That said committee or subcommittee is authorized to sit during the 
sessions of the Senate and garwa any recess of the Senate; to bold 
sessions at such place or places as it shall deem most convenient for the 
purposes of the investigation; to employ stenographers and such other 
assistants as it may deem necessary; to send for persons, books, rec- 
orðs, and pa ; to administer oaths, and as early as practicable 
report to the t the results of its investigation, includ all testi- 
mony taken by it; and that the expenses of the inquiry shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved 
ly the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. POMERENE. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of this resolution. In explanation of the request, 
I may state that this same resolution was introduced by me 
about a year ago authorizing the Committee on Agriculture 
ond Forestry to make an investigation of the foot-and-mouth 
disease, They continued that investigation, but were not quite 
able to complete it, and it is their desire to take some testimony 
during the holidays so as to be able to make a final report at 
the reconvening of Congress. I therefore ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent that Senate reso- 
lution 37, providing for the employment of a stenographer to 
take testimony before the Committee on the Philippines, be con- 
sidered at this time. It has been approved and reported by the 

Jommittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate. 

There being no objection, the resolution was considered by 

unanimous consent and agreed to as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Philippines. or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be authorized during the Sixty-fourth Congress to subpcena 
ee —. send — opoka Ape papers, to 3 N wary and to 
employ a stenographer, at a ce no exceed per n page, to 
re ore such hearings as may be had or have been held in connection 
with any subject which may pending before the sald committee; that 
the committee may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate; and 
— in thereof shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 

jenate, 


DISTRICT FISCAL RELATIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 56) extending the time for filing the report of the 
joint committee of Congress on the fiscal relations between the 
District of Columbia and the United States, which was, in line 
6, to strike out Ist day of February” and insert “10th day of 
January.” 

Mr. CHILTON. 
amendment, 

The motion was agreed to. 

RELIEF FOR PEOPLE OF POLAND. ‘ 

Mr. KERN. I offer the following resolution and ask that it 
be read, after which I shall ask unanimous consent for its pres- 
ent consideration. 


I move that the Senate concur in the House 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 38), as follows: 


Whereas the attention of the ple of the United States has been from 
time to time directed to the appalling situation in Poland, where 
practically the entire population to-day is homeless, and where men, 
women, and children are perishing by the thousands for lack of shel- 
ter, clothing, and food ; and 

Whereas the ple of the United States have demonstrated their sym- 
pY for the suffering people on all sides in the great European war 

y their splendid and successful charitable work in Belgium, Servia. 
and other places; and feeling that the American people would quickly 
respond to an appeal for help in Poland, once the tragedy of the situa- 
tion there is brought home to them: Be it b 


Resolved, That, appreciating the suffering of that stricken people, it 
is ‘suggested that the President of the United States set aside a day in 
the forthcoming holiday season upon which day a direct appeal to the 
sympathy of all American citizens shall be made, and an opportunity 
8 1 ee ven an all to contribute to a much-needed holiday fund for 
relief in Poland. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Is there any objection? The Chair hears none. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. KERN. In this connection I desire to ask permission 
to have printed in the Recorp a short statement as to the condi- 
tions in Poland, written by Mr. Louis E. Van Norman who 
speaks knowingly of the matter. He is the author of a work 
entitled“ Poland, the Knight Among Nations.” It is a short 
ee and gives a very graphic account of the suffering 

ere. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


The cause of prostrate Poland should appeal to the 8 consid- 
eration of the American people even more than that of Belgium. The 
Belgians have already received help and comfort from the civilized 
world, Moreover, they have had the satisfaction of all suffering to- 
8 for their country. With Poland the war has been fratricidal— 

terally brothers of the flesh fighting against each other in the armies 
of Russia, Austria, and Germany. There are more than 17,000,000 
Poles directly in the zone of the fighting—in that strip of perhaps 200 
miles wide over which from east te west and west to east the armies 
of Russia and the Teutonic allies have swept in turn. The ruin and 
desolation of this country is so complete that it is almost im ble 
to belleve the testimony of eye witnesses. More than 250 cities and 
more than 8,000 villages and hamlets have been burned, to say nothing 
of the farms, factories, and isolated chateaux. Many of the inhabitants 
are literally without shelter or food. When asked recently, a returned 
newspaper correspondent said to the writer: 

“Live! They don't live, They are dying of hunger. That small 
portion of Poland that has been sparon the backward and forward 
shift of the fighting is now no more t a desert, sprinkled with tombs 
and smoking rubbish. ATURE Merge people homeless and without shel- 
ter, wander, stupified and without realizing what has come upon them. 
They keep themselves alive as best they can on roots and d animals. 
It is reported that the once famous opera singers, the brothers De 
‘Reszke, are living in a cellar.” 

Relief committees have been established at Posen, Cracow, Petrograd, 
Moscow. and in Switzerland. In the United States there are several. 
mg to the present, however, the need has been too vast for the ability 
of these more or less sporadic efforts. There are close to 4,000 P: 
in the United States who make excellent American citizens. In our 
Revolutionary War two of Poland's idealistic soldiers, Kociusco and 


Pulaski, 1 ot us to win our independence. Perhaps it may be said 
truthfully that we owe something to this unfortunate. eople. 
Lovis E. VAN NORMAN. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. + 
A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp- 
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House has passed 
a concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 7) providing that when 
the two Houses of Congress adjourn it be until Tuesday, Janu- 
-ary 4, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled joint resolutions, and they 
were thereupon signed by the Vice President: 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution extending the time for filing 
the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal Re- 
lations between the District of Columbia and the United States; 
and 

H. J. Res, 59. Joint resolution extending the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 1916. 

HOLIDAY RECESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives, which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Appropriations : 

House concurrent resolution 7. 


Resolved by the House of 8 (the Senate concurring) 
That when the two Houses of Con 5 they stand adjourned 
until Tuesday, January 4, 1916, at 12 o'clock m. 


Mr. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the foregoing resolution, reported it without 
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amendment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 30 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened and (at 6 o'clock 
and 40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned, the adjournment 
being, under the concurrent resolution of the two Houses, until 
Tuesday, January 4, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Beecutive nominations received by the Senate December 17, 
1915. 
AMBASSADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


Henry P. Fletcher, of Pennsylvania, now ambassador ex- 
traordinary and plenipotentiary to Chile, to be ambassador 
extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to Mexico. 

JUDGE OF MUNICIPAL COURT. 


George C. Aukam, of the District of Columbia, to be a judge 


of the municipal court of the District of Columbia. (Reappoint- 
ment.) 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate December 17, 
1915. 


COUNSELOR FoR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
Frank Lyon Polk to be Counselor for the Department of State. 
Envoy EXTRAORDINARY AND MINISTER PLENIPOTENTIARY. 


William W. Russell to be envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to the Dominican Republic. 


MINISTER RESIDENT AND PLENIPOTENTIARY. 
James L. Curtis to be minister resident and consul general to 
Liberia. 
SECRETARIES OF EMBASSIES OR LEGATIONS. 
CLASS 2. 
James G. Bailey to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 2. 
CLASS 3. 
Elbridge Gerry Greene to be secretary of embassy or legation 
of class 3. 
Alexander C. Kirk to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 3. 
Glenn Stewart to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 3. 
Ralph W. Hills to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 3. 
Stewart Johnson to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 3. 
° CLASS 4. 
Henry R. Carey to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 4. 
Eugene C. Shoecraft to be secretary of embassy or legation 
of class 4. 
John Latta Ryan to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 4. 
John F. Martin, jr., to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 4. 
Frederic R. Dolbeare to be secretary of embassy or legation 
of class 4. 
CLASS 3. 
L. Lanier Winslow to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 5. 
Francis White to be secretary of embassy or legation of 
class 5. 
Sumner Welles to be secretary of embassy or legation 
class 5. 
CONSUL GENERAL. 
CLASS 5. 
E. Haldeman Dennison to be a consul general of class 5. 
CONSULS. 
CLASS 3. 
John Edward Jones to be a consul of class 3. 
CLASS 5. 


William F. Kelley to be a consul of class 5. 
Chester W. Martin to be a consul of class 5. 


of: 


CLASS 6. 
Emil Sauer to be a consul of class 6. 


CLASS 7. 
Bertil M. Rasmusen to be a consul of class 7. 
William J. Grace to be a consul of class T. 
CLASS 8. 


John K. Davis to be a consul of class 8. 
Robert N. McNeely to be a consul of class 8. 
Charles Forman to be a consul of class 8. 
Henry H. Balch to be a consul of class 8. 


CLASS 9. 


Edward A. Dow to be a consul of class 9. 
Harry Campbell to be a consul of class 9. 
William A. Pierce to be a consul of class 9. 
David B. Macgowan to be a consul of class 9. 


CoMPTROLLER OF THE TREASTRY. 
Walter W. Warwick to be Comptroller of the Treasury. 
ASSISTANT COMPTROLLER OF THE TREASURY. 
Charles M. Foree to be Assistant Comptroller of the Treasury. 
ASSISTANT TREASURERS. 


Robert G. Hilton to be assistant treasurer at Baltimore. Md. 
Arthur Espy to be assistant treasurer at Cincinnati, Ohio. 


AUDITOR FOR THE TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 
Samuel Patterson to be Auditor for the Treasury Department. 
COLLECTORS or Customs. 

Charles W. McCune to be collector of customs for customs col- 
lection district No. 46. 

W. Burr Gongwer to be collector of customs for customs col- 
lection district No. 41. 

Robert E. Latimer to be collector of customs for customs col- 
lection district No. 21. 

Coast GUARD. 
CAPTAIN COMMANDANT, 


Ellsworth P. Bertholf to be captain commandant. 
SENIOR CAPTAIN. 
Capt. Horace Breneman West to be senior captain. 
CAPTAINS. 
First Lieut. Bernard Holt Camden to be captain. 
First Lieut. Randolph Ridgley, jr., to be captain. 
First Lieut. Charles Satterlee to be captain. 
FIRST LIEUTENANTS. 
Second Lieut. Ralph Waldo Dempwolf to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Le Roy Reinburg to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Archibald Howard Scally to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Roger Chew Weightman to be first lieutenant. 
SECOND LIEUTENANT. 
Third Lieut. Stephen Safford Yeandle to be second lieutenant. 
CAPTAIN OF ENGINEERS. 
First Lieut. of Engineers Denis Francis Xavier Bowen to be 
captain of engineers. 
FIRST LIEUTENANT OF ENGINEERS. 
Second Lieut. of Engineers George Warren David to be first 
lieutenant of engineers. 
Second Lieut. of Engineers Lucien Joseph Ker to be first 
lieutenant of engineers. 
SECOND LIEUTENANTS OF ENGINEERS. 
Third Lieut. of Engineers Milton Rockwood Danieis to be 
second lieutenant. 
Third Lieut. of Engineers Benjamin Cribby Thorn to be 
second lieutenant of engineers. 
THIRD LIEUTENANTS OF ENGINEERS. 
Cadet Engineer Charles Temple Henley, jr., to be third lieu- 
tenant of engineers. (Original vacancy.) 
Cadet Engineer Edward Frederick Palmer to be third lieu- 
tenant of engineers. (Original vacancy.) 
Cadet Engineer Roderick Stanley Patch to be third lieutenant 
of engineers. (Original vacancy.) 


DISTRICT SUPERINTENDENTS. 
Peter Jensen to be district superintendent. 

Chester Arthur Lippincott to be district superintendent. 
John William Richardson to be district superintendent. 
Simon Ray Sands to be district superintendent. 
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Pusric HEALTH Service. 


Senior Surg. Henry Rose Carter to be Assistant Surgeon 
General. i 

Surg. James Clifford Perry to be senior surgeon. 

Surg. Claude Conor Pierce to be senior surgeon. 

Surg. Joseph H. White to be senior surgeon. 

Asst. Surg. Louis Schwartz to be passed assistant surgeon: 

Asst. Surg. George Parcher to be passed assistant surgeon, 

Passed Asst. Surg. George L. Collins to be surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Harvey G. Ebert to be surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Herbert M. Manning to be surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Norman Roberts to be surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Frederick C. Smith to be surgeon. 

Dr. Thomas B. H. Anderson to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. William S. Bean, jr., to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. Richard Laurens De Saussure to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. Warren Franklin Fox to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. Gleason C. Lake to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. David Johnston Prather to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. Herbert A. Spencer to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. Henry V. Wildman, jr., to be assistant surgeon. 

Dr. Louis Laval Williams to be assistant surgeon. 


DIBECTOR OF BUREAU oF MINES. 
Vannoy H. Manning to be Director of the Bureau of Mines. 
REGISTERS OF THE LAND OFFICE. 


William Healey to be register of the land’ office at Timber 
Lake, S. Dak. _ 

James Wylie to be register of the land office at Susanville, Cal. 
ae A. Kelly to be register of the land office at Del Norte, 

0. 

8 ae M. Dameron to be register of the land office at Pueblo, 

olo. 

Ben R. Gray to be register of the land office at Hailey, Idaho. 
x Harry Carlton Green to be register of the land office at Topeka, 
Kans. 
ot L. Heffernan to be register of the land office at Marquette, 

ch. 

George W. Myers to be register of the land office at Miles 
City, Mont, 
8 9 7 J. O'Keefe to be register of the land office at Alliance, 

ebr. 
8 wee E. Byrne to be register of the land office at Bismarck, 

Da 

William B. Dickson to be register of the land office at Dickin- 
son, N. Dak. 

George A. ©. Rochester to be register of the land office at 
Seattle, Wash. 

William Reid to be register of the land office at Cheyenne, 
Wyo. 

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


A Julius B. Alvord to be receiver of public moneys at Susanville, 
al. 

James B. Orman to be receiver of public moneys at Pueblo, 
Colo. 
: Perry H. Ross to be receiver of public moneys at Marquette, 
Lich. 
William E. MeMurry to be receiver of publie moneys at Mis- 
soula, Mont. 

John C. Morrow to be receiver of public moneys at Alliance, 
Nebr. 

Frank L. Brandt to be receiver of public moneys at Bismarck, 
N. Dak. 

Jacob W. Oyen to be receiver of public moneys at Seattle, 
Wash. 

William A. White to be receiver of public moneys at Walla 
Walla, Wash. 

Kurt A. Beyreis to be receiver of public moneys at Wausau, 
Wis. 

James K. Clark to be receiver of public moneys at Lemmon, 
S. Dak. 

Woodbury W. Sparks to be receiver of public moneys at Tim- 
ber Lake, S. Dak. 


SUPERINTENDENT LIBRARY BUILDING AND: GROUNDS. 
Frank L. Averill to be superintendent of the Library Building 
and grounds. 
POSTMASTERS. 

ARKANSAS, 

J. H. Garison, El Dorado. 
ARIZONA. 

William Schuckmann, Nogales. 


CALIFORNIA, 


Charles J. Adair, San Pedro. 
George A. Barnett, San Luis Obispo, 
J. C. Barthel, Venice. 

George M. Belles, Azusa. 

Herman Burmaster, Torrance. 
Maria Carr, Templeton. 

A. R. Coffman, Fairfield. 

William J. Debenedetti, Half Moon Bay, 
Davis C. Earhart, Hornbrook. 
Nettie Fausel, Independence. 
Steve A. Glassell, Beverly Hilis. 
A. G. Griffith, Wheatland. 

O. W. Grove, Cupertino. 

Frank T. Hawes, Centerville. 

A. A. Heeser, Mendocino. 

E. P. Higgins, San Gabriel. 

W. B. Higgins, Baypoint. 

A. T. Kimbell, Perris. 

John E. King, Hemet. 

Maxwell Longfellow, Maricopa. 
Anna McMichael, San Juan Bautista. 
Lucille F. Merrill, Sisson. 

George C. Murphy, Porterville. 
Raymond P. O'Connor, Atascadero, 
Joseph L. Osborn, Gridley. . 
William D. Parker, Biggs: 

Jane M. Powell, Angel Island. 
Charles B. Randall, Kerman. 

Leon V. Roberson, Sanitarium. 

F. D. Robertson, Quincy. 

Joseph J. Rosborough, Oakland. 
Mamie L. Royce, Pittsburg. 

Mary S. Rutherford, Truckee. 

E. H. Shoemaker, Sausalito. 
William E. Taylor, Westwood. 
Mathilda V. Smith, Wilmington. 
Nora J. Street, Cedarville. 

Joseph S. Todd, Whittier. 

M. S. Trigueiro, San Miguel. 
George W. Wentner, Weed. 


DELAWARE, 
Harry V. Tubbs, Selbyville. 
FLORIDA, 


Susie M. Bryan, Fort Lauderdale. 
Levy E. Carter, Green Cove Springs. 
Turner A. Duren, Largo. 

William B. Gray, Millyille. 

John J. Johnston, St. Cloud. 

John A. McDonald, De Funiak Springs. 
L. lt. Nixon, Homestead. 

Lundy L. Sutton, Bushnell, 

John R. Walker, Titusville. 

Waiter Williams, Graceville. 


GEORGIA. 


William A. Adams, Fitzgerald. 

A. C. Aldridge, Glennyille. 

J. T. Bird. Oxford. 

Frances E. Chapman, Buena Vista. 
Thomas E. Dixon, Pavo. 

Wesley S. Kickliter, Alma. 

Henry M. McWhorter, Summerville. 
L. S. Marlin, Doerun. 

Clyde F. Selman, Douglasville. 

F. M. Smith, Lyons. 

John C. Thomas, Maysville. 

J. W. Turner, Helena. 

George E. Youmans, Adrian. 


ILLINOIS. 
A. M. Clavin, Sterling. 
Nellie C. Ebinger, McLean. 
William J. Hinze, Beecher. 
Elmer E. Linn, Argo. 
John E. Mackin, Lockport. 
R. B. Miner, Findlay. 
Nora E. Moulton, Metamora. 
J. J. O'Rourke, Harvey. 


Alexander Z. Rice, Worden. . 
Daniel S. Small, Mazon. 


Frank Storckman, Mount Carmel. 
John F. Wendt, Huntley. 
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INDIANA. 


Edward S. Edger, Winchester. 
Joseph T. Stahl, Kendallville. 
KANSAS. 
Frederic C. Herdman, Le Roy. 
KENTUCKY, 
R. T. Huffman, Pikeville. 
Thomas J. Kelly, Hawesville. 
E. Thurston Royse, Salt Lick. 
, LOUISIANA. 
P. D. Allbritton, Clarks. 
M. M. Bonham, Mooringsport. 
Janie Bridges, Longville. 
Daniel Crowe, Vivian. 
Des Fuqua, Naborton. 
Herbert M. Gordon, Melville. 
Lucy Rochel, Patterson. 
Thomas F. Sheahan, Fullerton. 
Green H. Wilcox, Bogalusa. 
MARYLAND. 
Oliver B. Clark, Silver Spring. 
J. Vernon Padgett, jr., La Plata. 


Alexander H. Radcliffe, St. Michaels. 
MASSACHUSETTS, 


Isabelle Crocker, Cotuit. 
Martin H. Hickey, Shrewsbury. 


Chestina B. Robbins, East Templeton. 


Fred C. Small, Buzzards Bay. 
Samuel L. Wildes, Montague. 


MICHIGAN, 


David H. Allen, Galien. 

Mae J. Campbell, Gwinn. 
Harry W. Denham, Litchfield. 
Joseph R. Gump, Milan. 

Guy F. Hackman, Burr Oak, 
Mark B. Hawes, Parma. 
Thomas Heffernan, Baldwin. 
Frank H. Koebbe, Manchester. 
James O. La Berge, East Tawas. 
Arthur W. Muir, Clinton. 
Charles Myers, Clarkston. 
Orley L. Prouty, New Lothrop. 
Michael C. Scully, Marquette. 
Harold J. Smith, Deerfield. 
Daniel A. Lacrosse, Painesdale. 
John C. Yeakey, Wayland. 


MINNESOTA, 


Cornelius Berghuis, Clara City. 
James D. Markham, Rush City. 


MISSISSIPPI, 
Mary Eliza Luster, Edwards. 
MISSOURI. 


Arthur Aull, Lamar. 

Frank H. Caughell, Hermann. 
W. A. Hendon, Granby. 

N. C. Hickcox, California. 

B. H. Rucker, Rolla. 

George B. Sproule, Drexel. 


NEBRASKA, 


John J, Adams, jr., Crawford. 
Gustav Blassl, South Sioux City. 
Homer T. Davey, Ponca. 
William P. Dunning, Spalding. 
Henry J. Dunkin, Gibbon. 
Herman F. Friedrichs, Bloomfield. 
John Grabenstein, Eustis. 

C. E. Hendrix, Bertrand. 

George Adam Herzog, Harvard. 
Delbert J. Howard, Chester. 
Hans Jensen, Cozad. 

F. J. Kovar, Schuyler. 

Will H. Lamm, Gering. 
Alexander Lowry, Harrison, 
John E. McClure, Axtell. 

P. H. McEvoy, North Platte. 
Elizabeth McGuire, Hampton. 
A. E. Maun, Laurel. 

F. H. Marnell, Nebraska City. 
Albert E. Pratt, Tobias, 


NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


George H. Duncan, East Jaffrey. 
Edward J. Maley, Newport. 
George F. Plummer, Ashland. 


NEW JERSEY, 


Emil Groth, Wechawken. 
Adolph Lankering, Hoboken. 

NEW YORK, 
Willis P. Beal, Macedon. 
James O. Bennett, Silver Creek. 
Joseph D. Betting, Lowville. 
Frank J. Brady, Cape Vincent. 
Clayton I. Burch, Earlville. 
Rudolph F. Chappuis, Dryden. 
Thomas Clougher, Piermont. 
Norman Cooper, Athens. 
Edward J. Conley, Red Hook. 
A. G. Colby, Spencerport. 
Keeler M. Cole, Windham. 
Archie Campbell, Downsville. 
A. Raymond Cornwall, Watertown. 
Charles H. Corwin, South Fallsburg. 
Robert B. Cox, Scottsville. 
John Cronin, Portville. 
Timothy Crough, Canajoharie. 
Ira B. Cushman, Bainbridge. 
Will J. Davy, Bergen. 
George Diefendorf, Chaumont. 
John J. Drumm, Cedarhurst. 
John B. Duignan, Canastota. 
James English, Chateaugay. 
George P. Forbes, Larchmont. 
Alfred H. Ford, Berkshire. 
©. V. Ford, Clyde. 
Carl Fuller, Williamson. 
Robert H. Goss, Locust Valley. 
Henry Guenther, Jamestown. 
Jobn A. Hendrickson, Farmingdale. 
George A. Hoffman, Floral Park. 
Bert E. Holden, Peru. 
Frederick B. Huxley, Ontario. 
Patrick D. Kane, Lincoln Park, 
Simon J. Karin, Dunkirk. 
J. M. Kennedy, Johnson City. 
Henry S. Ludington, Patterson. 
John MacKenzie, Whitney Point. 
James E. McWilliams, Prattsville. 
Clara S. Mallery, Hillsdale. 
Edward S. Mason, East Bloomfield. 
J. Arthur Moore, Hammondsport. 
Arthur C. Moyer, Phoenix. 
William Nacey, Oswego. 
T. W. O'Driscoll, Norwood. 
Charles W. Owens, Antwerp. 
Clinton A. Parsons, Long Beach. 
Patrick T. Quigley, Auburn. 
Louis F. Robert, Au Sable Forks. 
jeorge A. Ross, Chautauqua. 
Wilmer D. Sharpe, Loomis. 
Frank W. Shumaker, Castile. 
H. D. Sibley, Olean. 
Edward N. Skinner, Westfield. 
George W. Slaight, Tottenville. 
Allison L. Slate, Marathon. 
William H. Sobey, Roslyn Heights. 
Charles S. Stanton, Clymer. 
Pearl H. Steely, Fort Terry. 
Howard R. Stevens, Hopewell Junction. 
Frank Timm, Attica. 
George Uhl, Great Neck Station. 
Frank J. Walsh, Cornwall on the Hudson, 
Henry Webster, Wyoming. 
James T. Welch, Malone. 
Frank T. White, Southampton. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 

R. F. Crooks, Murphy. 

J. J. Gray, Sylva. 

Nannie McIlwaine Moore, Warrenton, 
NORTH DAKOTA, 


Leo E. Behan, Mohall. 
W. E. Brophy, Rhame. 
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Mabel Burchard, University, 
John W. Campbell, Ryder. 

C. OC. Chamberlain, Enderlin. 
J. B. Christensen, Litchville, 
D. F. Dick, Wimbledon. 
Lydia Doering, Kulm. 

Marion Edwards, Rolette. 
Albert ©. Grant, St. Thomas. 
Jesse C. Ireland, New England. 
Freda E. Johnson, Washburn. 
Edward P. Starr, Tower City. 
L. F. Tavis, Glen Ulin, 
George D. Tripp, Hettinger. 
E. O. Larson, Crosby. 

Fred A. Young, Courtenay. 


NEW MEXICO, 


William A. Cloman, Tularosa. 
William G. Johnson, Roy. 
Wilna L. Matson, Elephant Butte, 


OHIO, 


Albert Q. Arbaugh, Jewett. 
Roscoe Carle, Fostoria. 

Frank G. Davis, Tippecanoe. 

J. A. Dressel, Conyoy. 

Sol Fischer, Corning. 

Frank Garver, Degraff. 

James E. Gates, Ashland. 
William H. Gerding, Pemberville. 
Jerome J. Gies, West Park. 
William V. Goshorn, Galion. 

‘Earl R. Keselring, Lewisburg. 
Daniel L. Kilbride, Berlin Heights. 
Joseph P. Larocco, East Youngstown. 
A. J. Leahy, Liberty Center. 

John M. McMullen, Hillsboro, 
Frank T. Mercer, Newark. 

Aymer Nye, Orwell. 

Orville T. Place, Leipsic. 

Walker Prall, Bellefontaine, 
William B. Price, Forest. 

Edward T. Purvis, Bremen. 

K. H. Robinson, Bellville. 

Cleon K. Rockwell, North Baltimore, 
George B. Saltsman, Irondale. 
William J. Schafer, Caldwell. 
George D. Smith, Oakharbor. 
Homer Southard, Marysville. 

J. C. Steel, jr., Chagrin Falls. 
Louis H. Stein, Woodville. 
Henry W. Streb, Dover. 

Elmer A. Taylor, MecConnellsville, 
James L. Vanarnam, Wellington. 
Simeon O. Weaver, Batavia. 

Roy H. Webster, Willoughby. 

©. R. Wing, Ashley. 

William H. Young, Cumberland. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


William M. Carter, Punxsutawney, 
Charles H. Casey, Marcus Hook. 
Horace L. Cobb, Ulysses. 

Simon E. Devlin, St. Clair. 
Edward J. Doggett, Freeland. 
John J. Gorman, Houtzdale. 

J. Richard Hancock, Williamstown. 
Robert M. Hoover, Penbrook. 
Peter Z. Kramer, Coplay. 

Charles H. Lapsley, Glassport. 

C. C. Sterling, Masontown. 
Elwood M. Ludwick, Honey Brook, 
J. Robert McClure, Dillsburg. 
George W. McNeil, Pittburgh. 

John W. Mills, jr., Koppel. 

Léyi A. Moore, East Downingtown. 
George F. Reichneder, Wyomissing. 
John F. Schreck, Ephrata. 

John S. Sheirich, Millersville. 

R. R. Souser, Rockwood. 

Allen F. Smith, Orwigsburg. 
Emilie D. Stoneback, Black Lick. 
William D. Werkheiser, Windgap. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA, 


Elmer M. Anderson, Veblen. 
J. P. Croal, Sisseton. 

S. B. Dwight, De Smet. 

Fred C. Falkinburg, Scotland, 
Henry H. Hatch, Alpena. 
Robert B. Lipes, Morristown, 
Ailt J. Miller, Lennox. 

W. R. Russell, Lake Andes. 
Thomas H. Ryan, Elk Point. 
George Schlunsen, Marion. 
Albert Vauk, Avon. 

Elmer E. Wilson, Platte. 


TENNESSEE, 


Oliver Benton, Jackson. 

Davy Crockett, Troy. 
Hammond Fowler, Rockwood. 
M. W. Jackson, Mountain City. 
Wiliam C. Smith, Oneida. 


TEXAS, 


William A. Fields, Hillsboro. 
Charles B. McCollum, Waco. 


VIRGINIA, 


Isaac H. Adams, jr., Lynchburg. 
J. L. Hart, Farmville. 
Alexander T. Hull, Glade Spring. 
C. M. Kennedy, St. Paul. 
John A. Lesner, Norfolk. 
George H. Levi, Berryville. 
W. C. Spencer, Victoria. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 


Zackwell M. Ayers, Cass. 

John W. Bailey, Berwind. 

J. H. S. Barlow, Grafton. 
Thomas E. Hodges, Morgantown. 
Julius A. de Gruyter, Charleston. 
George W. Jackson, Webster Springs. 
Philip H. Keys, Keyser. 

Edgar J. Loy, Romney. 

Walter L. Morris, Elkhorn. 
Griffith T. Smith, Point Pleasant. 
Buren Stephenson, Clay. 


WISCONSIN, 
P. A. Badour, Oconto. 
James H. Beirne, Oakfield. 
Lewis G. Brown, Lake Geneva, 
E. I. Bunker, Grantsburg. 
M. J. Carey, Shell Lake. 
W. N. Coffiand, Viroqua. 
James A. Corcoran, Webster. 
John Een, Amherst. 
Clarence H. Elisworth, Ripon. 
Leo J. Evans, Marinette. 
James Gorman, Kenosha. 
M. Joseph Heffron, Cudahy. 
Paul A. Herberg, Mayville. 
Willard S. Hollister, Kendall. 
Frank A. Johnson, Spring Valley. 
Arthur A. Kleimenhagen, Kilbourn. 
Harry J. Koltes, Waunakee. 
Erskine E. McCoy, Lancaster. 
Milton McDonald, Bloomer. 
Thomas McNulty, Spring Green. 
John Maegerlein, Sauk City. 
Edwin T. Mattison, Blair. 
Johan G. A. Mollenhoff, Iron River. 
Galen Moore, Lone Rock. 
Emery A. Odell, Monroe. 
James E. O'Neill, Dodgeville. 
Nels Pederson, Galesville. 
Edward Porter, Cornell. 
Julius Prenzlow, Clintonville. 
E. J. Pynn, Hartland. 
Henry W. Radcliff, Balsam Lake, 
John Ring, Osseo. 
M. M. Sanderson, Ellsworth. 
Herman C. Schuette, Manitowoc. 
Walter H. Smith, Mondovi. 
Hubert A. Wagener, Sturgeon Bay. 
Charles F. West, Eau Claire. 
E. H. Wilford, Baldwin. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Frmay, December 17, 1915. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, offered the following 

rayer: 
$ Good Lord, deliver us from hate and revenge, from sordid 
hearts and greed, from all ignoble desires and selfish ambitions, 
from the muckraker and gossip monger, from strife and con- 
tention among ourselves, and entangling alliances with other 
nations, that we may pursue the even tenor of our way and 
promote the highest interests of our people “with malice; 
toward none and charity for all,” doing unto others as we would 
be done by, that we may hasten the coming of Thy kingdom in 
the earth. For Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. | 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed joint resolution and bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House was 
8 i 

. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution extending the time for filing. 
5 report of the joint committee of Congress on the fiscal rela- 
tions between the District of Columbia and the United States; 
and 

S. 696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa. 


CLERK TO CONTINUE DIGEST OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
resolution from the Committee on Accounts. 

The SPEAKER.. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. LLOYD] 
offers a resolution from the Committee on Accounts, which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolution (H. ane 53, Rept. 55 —— providing Hae 3 47 appointment 
of the N ue Digest of Ciat prs 


Resolved, That, until 9 “provided, the clerk to continue 
Digest of Claims shall be appointed in the manner now provided by law 
for the i) ae tat of the clerk of the Committee on War Claims. 

Sec. 2. That the salary of the said clerk, at the rate now provided 
by law, shall be peia from the contingent fund of the House until other- 
wise provided by law. 

With a committee amendment, as follows: 


Amend, in line 7, by striking out the words “until otherwise pro- 
vided pe law and inserting during the first session of the Sixty- 
fourth Congress.” 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, there is an amendment in the form 
of a substitute, the last one. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. x 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Substitute : Strike out all of the resolution after the word “Resolved; 2 
In the first line, and insert the following in lieu thereof, viz: “ That the 
chairman of the Committee on Wat Claims be authorized to appoint a 
clerk to continue Digest of Claims during the first session of the Sixty- 
fourth Congress, at the salary of $208. 33 per month, to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House.” 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, on the 4th of March, 1888, there 
was provided a clerk to make a digest of war claims, and he was 
specifically named—Mr. Holloway. He continued te perform 
that duty, and was provided for from year to year by the annual 
appropriation until June last, when he died. 

The Committee on War Claims finds it necessary to have 
some one to discharge the duties which Mr. Holloway performed. 
That original provision stated that Mr. Holloway was the person 
who was to do the work. He was appointed. There was no 
provision in the original resolution for naming his successor, 
so that it became necessary in providing for such an officer to 
provide for it by resolution, and this resolution provides that 
this person shall be appointed by the chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims to perform the duties performed by Mr. Hollo- 
way, during the first session of the Sixty-fourth Congress, at the 
salary which Mr. Holloway received. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Sus] 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] 
is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, the position which Mr. Holloway 
held under the law as it then existed was a necessary and im- 
portant position in view of the service to be performed. Mr. 
Holloway was thoroughly familiar with the work, as his long 


experience made him familiar with all the laws relating to 
war claims, and that committee has jurisdiction of no other. 
There were a number of acts, one called the Bowman Act and 


another called the Tucker Act, and different amendatory acts 


thereto, relating to the payment of war claims, by which the 
Court of Claims was given jurisdiction of war claims, to pass 
on the facts and report the bills back to this House. Vast num- 
bers of those claims were reported, and they were considered in 
bills known as “ omnibus bills,” 

In the Senate there is only one committee haying jurisdiction 
of that subject—the Committee on ‘Claims—having jurisdiction 
of war claims as well as all other claims. In the House we 
have two committees, a Committee on War Claims and a Com- 
mittee on Claims. The result was, while I was a member of the 
Committee on War Claims for 14 years, that when the omnibus 
war claims bills went to the Senate they were amended not only 
| by adding claims of like character contained in the House bills, 


| but they also added claims which would naturally be reported 


in this House from the Committee on Claims, During the 


| Sixty-second Congress an omnibus war claims bill went over to 


the Senate, and there a large number of claims were added 
which had not been considered by any committee in this House, 
not being war claims, and among other amendments there 
was an amendment offered and passed in the Senate, which I 
believe was section 4 or 5 of that bill, and the conferees failed 
to agree. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Morse, the gentleman 
from Georgia, Mr. Ler, and myself, as chairman of the com- 
mittee, were the House conferees. We could not agree to the 
Senate amendments in many respects. Among other amend- 
ments was one which has now become Jaw, having been made a 
part of the last war-claims’ bill, offered in the Senate by Sena- 
tor Crawford, by which the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 
ceases absolutely on all war claims referred to it under the 
Tucker and Bowman Acts, and by which the statute of limi- 
tations has been revived against all those claims, It appears 


| from the Recorp that when this amendment was offered in the 


Senate it was objected to by Senator Rur, and that seems to 
have been the only objection that was made to it. Subsequently 
his objection was withdrawn and the bill was passed with that 
amendment in it, which is now a part of the law. The omnibus 
claims bill came to this House with that amendment in it, 
The bill was laid upon the Speaker’s table and did not go to 
the Committee on War Claims. Unanimous consent was asked 
to take the bill from the Speaker's table and disagree to all 
the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. Objection 
was made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Manns] unless 
an amendment which he proposed was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, the gentleman is incorrect. 

Mr. SIMS. I mean the objection of the gentleman from 
Illinois—I want to state it correctly. 

Mr. MANN. Of course. I would not interrupt the gentleman 
if I did not know that he wanted to state it correctly. 

Mr. SIMS. I know that. The gentleman's suggestion was 
that we concur in all the Senate amendments except such as 
were then specified by the gentleman from Illinois. That sug- 
gestion was agreed to, and the bill was passed in that way. The 


| House concurred in all the Senate amendments except such as 


were named by the gentleman from Illinois; Therefore the bill 
went back to the Senate with the Crawford amendment agreed 
to by this House. I am satisfied, however, that the chairman 
of the committee, Mr. Greac, did not know about it at the 
time, because the bill was not read in the House, and the effect 
of that amendment was, as has been decided by the Court of 
Claims, not only to prevent the further consideration by the 
Court of Claims of war claims that might be sent to it under 
the Bowman and Tucker Acts hereafter, but absolutely to 
dismiss from the court’s calendar several thousand claims that 
had already been sent there by the action of the House and 
Senate, in a number of which cases the proof had already been 
taken in that court. 

Now, you have practically no use for the War Claims Com- 
mittee itself unless we are going to repeal that Senate amend- 
ment in toto and restore to the dockets of the Court of Claims 
those claims which have been dismissed by the court as a result 
of that amendment. That is the only way in which they. can 
be further considered by the court. Not only do we have no 
use for Mr. Holloway or anybody to take his place, but we 
have practically no use for the Committee on War Claims itself, 
unless that amendment be repealed, because I know from long 
experience that this House is not going to pass war claims that 
have not been passed upon by the Court of Claims or some other 
body that gives an impartial consideration and report on the 
facts and the law. 


Mr, BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield there? 
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Mr. SIMS. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BORLAND. Was it not the intention simply to stop the 
referring of any more war claims to the Court of Claims, but 
not to stop the consideration and jurisdiction by the Court of 
Claims of the claims that had already been referred and in 
which testimony had been taken? 

Mr. SIMS. Mr, Speaker, I can not answer what was the in- 
tention of the Senate, except from what appears in the act. 
This same amendment, word for word, was in a bill that was 
considered by the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. Ler, the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, Mr. Morse, and myself, the House con- 
ferees in the Sixty-second Congress, which we refused to agree 
to, as well as numerous other amendments, and killed the 
bill; and if this bill had taken the same course, if the House 
had not concurred in the Crawford amendment, without even 
knowing that it was in the bill, several thousand claims would 
now be on the calendar of the Court of Claims which have been 
dismissed as the result of that amendment. I believe Senator 
Crawford knew what he was doing when he drew that amend- 
ment, and that it would have the effect which it has had, because 
I was on the conference committee with the Senator in which 
there was a controversy over this provision in a former bill. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will give me credit for 
knowing whut I was doing. 

Mr. SIMS. I have no doubt that the gentleman not only knew 
what he was doing, but intended what he was doing. [Applause.] 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman from Tennessee was on the 
War Claims Committee for 14 years. 

Mr. SIMS. Yes. i : 

Mr. BORLAND. Does not the gentleman think it would be the 
fair thing for us to permit the Court of Claims to proceed with 
the consideration of claims that Congress has referred to them 
and in which they have taken testimony, in which the parties 
have introduced their evidence, and to conclude those cases, and 
then let the statute of limitations prevent the further considera- 
tion of additional claims? 

Mr. SIMS. I must admit that it is not only fair, but it is 
right and proper; but until we pass a bill repealing the Craw- 
ford amendment we have practically no use for the Committee 
on War Claims; and unless we do pass it, war claims, prac- 
tically, are dead for all time to come. I know that in order 
to secure an immediate appropriation for the payment of the 
claims that were then in the omnibus war-claims bill some 
Senators were willing to dismiss every other claim from the 
Court of Claims, that Senators themselves in part had sent 
there, and which the committees of this House had sent there, 
and I want the country to know what I am satisfied is a fact, 
that neither the chairman of the Committee on War Claims nor 
any member of it—though I was not a member of it at that 
time—knew anything about the amendment. I was a con- 
feree on a former bill which we refused to agree to, and we let 
the bill die rather than put such a piece of injustice upon those 
claimants who had filed their claims and employed lawyers and 
taken their proof. Now these claimants find themselves turned 
out of doors. In other words, by accepting this amendment we 
repudiated our own action. I want to call attention to this 
matter, because I intend to introduce a bill to repeal that part 
of the Senate amendment and restore the claims to the court 
in the same condition that they were when they were dismissed. 
The reason I feel satisfied that the members of the committee, 
as well as all other Members, did not know of the Crawford 
amendment is that the bill with the Senate amendments was 
not read, as it was not necessary to read it in order to disagree 
to all the Senate amendments and ask for a conference, which 
was the request made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
GREGG], the chairman of the committee, and therefore no neg- 
lect of duty by him or any Member of the House can be charged, 
as it was late at night, and to have read a long bill of several 
hundred pages would have made it impossible to get the bill 
into conference at all and would have defeated it most effectu- 
ally. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. GREGG]. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Snts] who has just taken his seat showed to a certain ex- 
tent the great injustice that was done by what was known as 
the Crawford amendment. He said that he was going to in- 
troduce a bill to remedy the evil and to restore to the Court of 
Claims those claims which had already been referred by this 
House, and that were then pending in the court. I wish to 
inform the House that that bill has already been introduced, 
and the purpose is to press it and to permit the court to hear 
and pass upon the cases that were already pending before it, 
and also the cases that were referred to the Court of Claims in 
the last Congress without objection from anyone, 


Mr. DUPRE. How about future cases? 


Mr. GREGG. It will take care of all of them. Gentlemen 
seem to think that there is no use for this employee. I want 
to explain that the use is greater than it ever was, because if 
the Court of Claims can not consider these claims, then the 
Committee on War Claims has got to consider them, and the 
burden on the committee is increased from ten to fifty fold. 

I call attention to another fact showing the necessity for this 
clerk. There had not been any war-claim bill passed for 12 
years until the last Congress passed a bill. That raised the 
interest throughout the country. The committee has received 
letters from everywhere—the North, from the West, from the 
East, and from the South. All of these letters require a courte- 
ous and full answer. When Mr. Holloway was there he had 
been on the committee 39 years, ‘and when these letters of 
inquiry came all we had to do was to turn them over to him. 
He had the whole thing in his mind by reason of his long con- 
nection with the committee. Now letters of inquiry are com- 
ing, the number having increased from five to ten fold. Not hav- 
ing Mr. Holloway to aid us, we have to make a separate inde- 
pendent investigation in each case in order to intelligently and 
fairly answer these inquiries. The help we have in that com- 
mittee, with that additional burden placed upon them, is not 
sufficient to do this work. We have got to have somebody who 
can make this independent thorough investigation, so that we 
can give the people a courteous and intelligent answer to their 
letters of inquiry. Every man who writes to that committee 
is entitled to a courteous and fair answer and is entitled to the 
information that he asks for. 

As I said, if Mr. Holloway was living, all we would have to 
do would be to ask him and he could furnish the information. 
Now every letter of inquiry calls for a separate independent 
investigation, and to answer courteously and intelligently the 
letters, as we should, is impossible, because we have not the 
help to do it. 

We only ask for it—the resolution only provides for it—for 
the first session of this Congress. We want to be prepared to 
answer all of these letters. If any of your constituents write 
us a letter about any claim, we want to be prepared to answer 
it intelligently, courteously, and within a reasonable time, and 
with the help that we now have we can not do it. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] 10 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
Texas a question in reference to this matter? Has this digest 
of war claims been kept down to date? 

Mr. GREGG. During the last year or two Mr. Holloway's 
health has been so bad that it has not, and we have quite a lot 
of that work to bring up. 

Mr. MANN. Is it possible for any Member of the House to 
send to the Committee on War Claims and obtain any informa- 
tion about a war claim? 

Mr. GREGG. It is; we furnish pretty full information, but 
we can not furnish all information; that is, we do not have 
the time to answer everything, not having the benefit of Mr. 
Holloway’s information and knowledge. It takes a separate and 
independent investigation. 

Mr. MANN. I am glad that the gentleman makes the state- 
ment, and I hope his desire may be complied with. I never 
myself was able to obtain any information from the Committee 
on War Claims about any claim, either under a Republican 
or a Democratic administration. I try to keep track of these 
war claims. I keep the files when they come from the com- 
mittee and from the Court of Claims. 


Mr. GREGG. Will the gentleman allow me? 
Mr. MANN. Certainly. 
Mr. GREGG. I want to say to the gentleman that so far 


as I know, no request that he has ever made of that committee 
has been unanswered. I will gladly give him full and courteous 
information to every inquiry he makes. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, that goes without saying. When I wanted 
to obtain information from the Committee on War Claims I 
did not go threugh the form of writing a letter. I had my secre- 
tary telephone to the committee, but I never yet got any informa- 
tion from it. : 

I keep track of the war claims, and I think it is advisable that 
the committee should have some one who keeps a digest of war 
claims to date, at least for the benefit of the members of the 
committee or the chairman of the committee, if not for the bene- 
fit of other Members. 

Gentlemen have made reference to the action of the last Con- 
gress concerning the so-called Crawford amendment. Person- 
ally I think the method of referring war claims to the Court of 
Claims is very objectionable. I would constitute somewhere in 
the Government an authority which could dispose of these 
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claims. We refer claims to the Court of Claims for findings of 
fact and conclusions and recommendations, and frequently it has 
happened that the Court of Claims has reported that a claim 
ought not to be paid, but specified the amount involved, and then 
the claim appeared in an omnibus bill to be paid in conformity 
with the report of the Committee on Claims. If the Court of 
Claims renders a judgment we pay it as a matter of course in the 
deficiency bill, but when the Court of Claims has made a finding 
it is only the beginning of the controversy. I would constitute 
somewhere, in some way, an authority which could pass upon 
these matters and have the judgment of that authority taken as 
final and the Congress make an appropriation when an appro- 
priation was demanded. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I am somewhat amused at my friends on 
the other side of the aisle, the distinguished former chairman of 
the Committee on War Claims, who rendered great service to 
the House and the country as chairman of that committee, the 
gentleman from Tennessee, Mr. Sims, and the distinguished 
present chairman, who has rendered great service to the country, 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. Grece, who admit that in the last 
Congress they knew nothing about the matters that they were 
voting upon. 

We had passed an omnibus war-claims bill which we sent to 
the Senate. That body added several hundred amendments to 
it. It came over here in the last 24 or possibly 18 hours of the 
session. I obtained a copy with all the work I had to do in the 
House of every one of those Senate amendments and examined 
every one of them. The chairman of the committee said that 
he did not know what they were. It is strange—more than pass- 
ing strange—that the leader of the minority, busy on the floor 
of the House, would have the time and the opportunity and take 
the occasion to obtain the Senate amendments, examine them, 
and see whether in his judgment the amendments ought to pass, 
but that the chairman of the committee, the former chairman of 
the committee, all the members of the committee on the mi- 
nority side should have neither the opportunity, the occasion, 
nor the foresight to find out what the Senate amendments were, 
and yet propose to agree to them. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that gentlemen sought to send the bill 
to conference and that I 9 I had been over the amend- 
ments. I supposed the gentleman on the other side had been 
equally careful and that they had examined them. I stated to 
the gentlemen privately, and afterwards publicly in the House, 
that as far as I was concerned I was willing that certain Senate 
amendments should be agreed to if the House would disagree 
to the other amendments—and I indicated each amendment by 
number—with the understanding, also previously obtained, that 
the Senate would ratify our action. Thereupon they agreed to 
an amendment which they all say is vicious and bad. I do not 
think it is good faith on the part of the majority to enter into 
an agreement of that kind and then, the first crack out of the 
box, seek to repudiate what they agreed to. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Delaware, Mr. MILLER, a member of the Committee 
on Accounts, 

Mr. MILLER of Delaware. Mr. Speaker, the only reason that 
I rise is to say, speaking for the minority members of the 
Committee on Accounts, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Heaton] and myself, that we were present at the meeting of the 
Committee on Accounts when this matter was considered. It 
was the only resolution that was before us that was the cause 
of considerable discussion, and I might say that it was amended 
to provide for this clerk only until the end of the present session 
of Congress rather than for the whole Congress, as the resolu- 
tion originally was introduced. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Greac} gave us the same explanation that he has given the 
House to-day, and it was brought out in the discussion before 
the committee that the salary of Mr. Holloway is now included 
in the legislative, judicial, and executive act, which expires on 
June 30 of next year. The money is already appropriated. This 
resolution, as will be seen, provides for the payment of this clerk 
out of the contingent fund of the House until the end of the 
present session, which, of course, will probably extend beyond 
June 30 of next year. I only wanted to substantiate what the 
chairman of the committee has said and the gentleman from 
‘Texas has said, namely, that they need this man over there, and 
only ask for him until the end of the present session. I am 
speaking for the minority members of the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. BORLAND]. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I concur with the gentleman 
from Tennessee, that the House did a substantial injustice in 
adopting the Crawford amendment, having the far-reaching 


effect of dismissing claims that this House had already referred 
to the Court of Claims, of which the Court of Claims had taken 
jurisdiction, in which the claimants had been invited and, in 
fact, compelled to submit evidence, and in which the examiners 
of the Government had gone into various portions of the United 
States to take evidence. 

It seems to me that it must have been a matter of inadvertence 
that at that stage of the proceedings we passed a bill dismiss- 
ing the claims. I can understand how there may be a time 
when the statute of limitations ought to run against the be- 
ginning of new proceedings, but the faith of the United States 
ought to be pledged to pay the claims that we have submitted 
to the Court of Claims. 

I agree in part with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
that there ought to be in the Court of Claims power to 
adjudicate these claims, and not to make a mere recommendation 
and finding of facts which can be acted upon or not by this 
Congress. There ought to be a final judgment rendered against 
the United States in the case of such claims as are found just. 
It seems to me it is more dignified, proper, and just for the 
United States to submit to a tribunal of justice the validity of a 
claim and have the claimant prove by his evidence the existence 
of the right, and pay the debt, than it is to have that kind of 
claim established before a committee. The difficulty of having 
this thing thrown back again into a committee of Congress is 
this: Some gentleman presents a claim which he says his 
father suffered, possibly during the Civil War, and he thinks 
the claim is for a thousand dollars or $5,000 or $10,000. He 
honestly thinks this, but when he comes to submit his claim 
to the arbitrament of a court of justice he finds it amounts 
to $250 or $750 or $923, or some such sum. We all know that 
a man sues for $5,000 and occasionally gets only $1. The Federal 
Government is at the mercy of that kind of evidence before its 
Committee on Claims, but a court of justice has its rules of evi- 
dence, by which it can test the validity of a claim. I will under- 
take to say, without fear of dispute, that it is almost as easy 
to get before a committee of Congress and get favorable con- 
sideration of a $5,000 claim as it is of a $5 claim. So that 
there is no way of testing the merits of a claim by the amount 
demanded. It depends largely on the diligence of a man who 
is presenting the claim. By all means, we ought to restore the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and we ought to make it 
finally conclusive, and when those claims are adjudicated against 
the United States we ought to pay them. 

The difficulty was that in the Sixty-second Congress we passed 
an omnibus claims bill, as I recollect. It went to another body, 
and there a number of claims were added in the nature of the 
French spoliation claims. This House would not submit to the 
payment of those French spoliation claims, and the whole bill 
failed, regardless of the merits of claims that had been adjudi- 
cated by the Court of Claims. In the Sixty-third Congress we 
did the same thing. Gentlemen with great industry and fidelity 
got up-their claims bill and it went to the other body, and there 
some claims were annexed that were for overtime, as I recall, 
of certain officers of the Army, which had not been adjudicated 
anywhere. This House was not willing to submit to the payment 
of those claims, which had not been before a court of justice; 
and, in order to get the bill through and finally pay some very 
deserving claimants who had had their claims adjudicated, we 
finally passed the bill after eliminating all the objectionable 
amendments that we could. 

Now, we did not eliminate this particular Crawford amend- 
ment which was objectionable. We might have done so, and 
possibly we should have done so, even at the risk of the failure 
of the bill. But those claims against the United States ought 
to have been paid and were honestly paid by that bill and should 
have been disposed of. The bills which have been referred 
by this House to the Court of Claims and have been in the 
process of adjudication there should be completed, and, when 
completed, they should be finally paid. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. GREGG]. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I can not sit quietly by and hear 
the gentleman from Tennessee and the gentleman from Illinois 
state that we did not know what was in that bill. I want to 
say to you that we did know and we acted advisedly. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES], who was the rank- 
ing member, and would have been one of the conferees on the 
committee, and I went to the Senate. We saw the Senate mem- 
bers who would have been conferees, and we discussed this 
very provision, and we were informed by the Senate members 
that the bill would be defeated if we did not accept that amend- 
ment, Remember, that that Congress had to adjourn on the 4th 
of March. This was between 12 and 1 o'clock of the night of 
the 8d of March, and we had no time. We were assured by the 
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Serators that Mr. Crawford would filibuster against the bill 


and defeat it. The time was so short that we knew he could 
do it without any trouble, and so we accepted it advisedly, re- 
lying upon the fairness of this House to repeal it at this session 
of Congress. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I stated I did | 
not think the gentleman knew, by reason of the fact that it | 


was not read in the House. 

Mr. GREGG. We read it. 

Mr. SIMS. I stand corrected. I did not know the gentleman 
had done that. I know that [ did not know anything about it. 

Mr. GREGG. Here is the position, gentlemen. There were 
1,100 claims in that bill against which nobody had any objection. 
They had been passed upon by the Court of Claims, the amounts 
had been adjudicated, and the loyalty of the claimants had 
been established by the court. Those people had been trying 
for 50 years to get the money that the Government fairly owed 
them; and the prospects were that if we did not agree to that 
amendment and let that bill pass those 1,100 claimants would 
have been denied their just demands against this Government. 
And knowing that and realizing that 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GREGG (continuing). We agreed knowingly to that 
suonano rather than to make those 1,100 people suffer any 

nger. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I yield twọ minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I represent a district which is 
very much interested in the matter under discussion. During 
my service in this House I have sent 40 or 50 war claims to 
the Court of Claims for investigation and report. The claim- 


ants employed their attorneys. They have spent some time 


and not a little money procuring evidence to be submitted to 
the court, and on the adjournment of the last Congress I ascer- 
tained for the first time that this House had agreed to an 
amendment offered in the Senate practically throwing out of 
that court these identical claims. None of us had any informa- 
tion in this House of this proposed plan except the members 
of the War Claims Committee who were dealing with the Senate 
amendment. We were in absolute ignorance of it. There never 
was a statement made on the floor of the House or an intimation 
that we were going to commit ourselves to this unjust and 
unfair action which is a denial of justice to claimants whose 
eases we have submitted to a court in order that that court 


might submit a finding to this House. When I returned home | 


I had to admit that Congress had passed such a bill without 
the knowledge on the part of the Members of this House, except 
the members of the Committee on War Claims and perhaps a 
half dozen others, of what they were doing in the closing hours 
of that session. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, the gentlemen of the House will 
observe there has been no objection to the passage of this resolu- 
tion; that this discussion has been on another subject altogether. 
I think there can be no question about the merit of the resolu- 
tion. Mr. Holloway, if he had lived, would have drawn the 
salary during the vacation. No one has drawn any salary for 
this service, although it was provided for by law since July 
last. If Mr. Holloway had lived there would have been no 
necessity for any resolution of any kind and he would have 
drawn his salary to the 30th day of June, 1916. I ask for the 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LLOYD. Now, the substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended by the substitute was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ALLEGHENY RIVER, OIL CITY, PA. 


Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, there lies on the 
Speaker’s table a bill (S. 696) authorizing the construction of a 
bridge over the Allegheny River at Oil City, Pa. It passed the 
Senate on the 16th. A similar bill has been prepared by the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and I ask to have 
the Senate bill taken from the Speaker's table and passed. 

Mr. MANN. It does not require unanimous consent. It is 
automatic. 

Mr. ADAMSON. It is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the bill 
(S. 696), which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 696) authorising ma Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to construct, 
maintain, and ems a bridge across the Allegheny River at O11 City, 

Venango County, Pa. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Pennsylvania. Railroad 2 Pa mes 
corporation organized and existing under the laws of State 


Pennsylvania, be, and aE h hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, 
and operate a roaches thereto across u Allegheny 
River, at a_point s tation to e interests of 1 Oil City, 
-county of Venango, State rdance wi 


and of Pennsylvania, 

the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regul nate ee construction 
‘of brid, over na ble waters,” approved March 

the to alter, amend, or repeal thle act is hereby 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Apamwson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by whieh the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPHAKER. Without objection, the House bill of a 
similar tenor will be ordered to lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker’s table House joint resolution No. 60 
and consider the Senate amendment in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House joint reso- 
lution No. 60, with a Senate amendment, which the Clerk will 
| report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

arent dettiencian In CATERI anpropeintions: Tor the Seca year: CAAA 
June 80, 1916, with Senate amendment. 
| Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, let the Clerk read the Senate 
amendment. 

The SPHAKER. The Clerk will read the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, that is not the question, although 
I have no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, 
for its immediate consideration in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to agree to the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Has the request already been granted to con- 
sider it in the House as in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asked that 
it be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from New York yield to me 
a little time? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I shall make a statement explaining it 

Mr. Speaker, some time about the ist of July a bomb was 
exploded at the Senate end of the Capitol, doing some damage 
to the building, The situation was such that the Sergeant at 
Arms of the Senate took up with the Superintendent of the 
Capitol the question of providing in some way for additional 
watch service for the Capitol Building. The Superintendent of 
the Capitol arranged to carry on certain pay rolls, out of certain 
appropriations under his charge, 16 additional watchmen. at 
the compensation of $60 per month. He did it upon condition 
that the captain of the Capitol police should personally select 
the men, and after they had been selected they were sent 
to the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds, 
in order that he might be satisfied that they were physically 
and otherwise qualified for the police duties to which they were 
to be assigned. 

The men were appointed about the 5th of July and carried on 
the appropriations under the control of the Superintendent of 
the Capitol Building and Grounds until the 15th of December. 
The total expenditure was $5,250. One-third of the sum was 
charged to the appropriation for the maintenance and repair of 
the Capitol Building, one-third to the maintenance of the House 
Office Building, and one-third to the maintenance of the Senate 
Office Building. The condition of the appropriations did not 
permit the Superintendent of the Capitol Building and Grounds 
to have any additional expense for this purpose charged against 
his appropriations after the 15th of December. I am informed 
that the men originally selected are still performing the service. 

There are provided by the legislative act 47 privates, 3 lieu- 
tenants, and 1 captain of police. The privates receive $1,050 
per annum, and they, with the 16 additional privates, at $720 
a year, making a total of 67 employees, are now performing the 
duty of policing the Capitol and the two office buildings. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will wait until I fin- 
ish a statement of what has been done, I shall be glad to yield. 
I wish to have a complete statement. 

In the Sixty-second Congress there were dropped from the 
Capitol police force 1 lieutenant, at $1,200, and 34 privates, at 
$1,050 each; 35 employees, at a total annual compensation of 
$36,900. In the first session of the Sixty-third Congress there 
were added 1 lieutenant, at $1,200, and 14 privates, at $1,050 each, 
or 15 employees, at the total annual compensation of $15,900. 
The net reduction from the beginning of the Sixty-second Con- 
gress was 20 employees, with a total annual compensation of 
$21,000. 

The Senate added in the pending bill 16 employees, at $720 
each, which leaves a net reduction from the Sixty-second Con- 
gress of 4 employees, with a total compensation of $9,480. 

I yield now to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I do not know whether the 
gentleman can give the information I was seeking. How many 
of these police are on duty at the same time? They are in three 
shifts, are they, of eight hours? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes; three shifts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. You say there are 40 or 50 of 
them? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Fifty-one, including both the office build- 
ings. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Can the gentleman tell how 
many of them were on duty at the time this bomb was exploded? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No; I have not the information. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. The gentleman would not know 
whether there was one or anyone? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I have no information on the question. 
If they were equally divided in three shifts, it would give 16 
privates on each shift to police the House Office Building and 
the Capitol and the Senate Office Building. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. How many? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Sixteen for each shift, if the number of 
men were equally divided in three shifts. That would make 
16 men, if that is the way the division is made. I am not cer- 
tain, but I believe there are more on duty during the day, when 
more persons are in the Capitol, but I am not positive about it. 

Mr. Speaker, the Sergeant at Arms of the two Houses, in view 
of what happened, are of the opinion that it is highly important 
that these additional men should be employed for the balance 
of the fiscal year. If any accident should occur and the Con- 
gress denied to those officials the additional help that they insist 
is essential properly to police the Capitol Building, they would 
justify themselves from liability on the ground that the Congress 
had declined to furnish the force necessary to enable them to do 
the work. If we give them the force which they say is required 
properly to police the Capitol Building, then we can hold those 
in charge of the work rigorously to account in the event of any 
untoward accident. For that reason I submit the motion to 
agree to the Senate amendment, in order to test the wish of the 
House regarding the matter. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it is very likely that we need the 
additional Capitol police. I do not know whether the gentle- 
men who have already been employed by the Superintendent 
of the Capitol are to fill these places or not. The police are 
appointed, I believe, by the Sergeant at Arms, one-half from the 
House and one-half from the Senate, and if we add to the num- 
ber of Capitol policemen, probably the desire for pie will result 
in the appointment of new men, unless the patronage committee 
on the other side have already selected the men who were em- 
ployed last summer. 

Four years ago our Democratic friends, having obtained a 
majority in the House, came in with great professions of 
economy, They held a caucus and decided to abolish a lot of 
the places in the House, most of which have since been restored. 
Among the other places they proposed to abolish were quite a 
number of the Capitol police. Under the leadership of that dis- 
tinguished and able Member of the House, Mr. Palmer, of Penn- 
sylvania, they determined to abolish the number of the Capi- 
tol police and other offices. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Palmer, has since been rewarded by the administration, 
which appreciated his proper efforts for economy, though, I 
think, they were never fully appreciated even on that side of 
the House. [Laughter.] But right after the Democratic caucus 
the House considered and passed this resolution : 

That the provisions in the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation acts approved June 17, 1910, and March 4, 1911, making ap- 

ed by reducing 


propriations for the Capitol lice, are hereby a y 
the number of lieutenants from 3 to 2, by reducing the number 


the Capitol police to such’ sums as may be n 

That was the result of caucus action on the Democratic side 
of the House. Mr. Roddenbery, of Georgia, had charge of the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Accounts, and on 
May 26, 1911, he said: 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution completes, or is designed to complete, 
the caucus action of the rity on the ist of April. The caucus 
action and the report of the committee favored the abolition of 34 
private policemen of the Capitol force and 1 lieutenant of the Capitol 

ce, and the joint resolution seeks to carry into effect this resolu- 
tion by reducing the number of lieutenants from 3 to 2 and by re- 
ducing the number of privates from 67 to 33, and we submit this reso- 
lution for the purpose of executing this mandate of the caucus. 

Now it is proposed, by unanimous consent, with no Member on 
the Democratic side objecting—and any one of them could have 
stopped this—to override the action of the Democratic caucus. 
When they took this action four years ago they advertised all 
over the country, “ Here we show you our economy. Here are 
some Republican policemen on the force, and we propose to 
discharge them.” 

We told the Democrats at the time that they would in the 
end, when they learned more, increase the police force and re- 
store those various offices which they were then abolishing. 
Now it is proposed to do it, not by a contest in the House, but 
by unanimous consent. The only real economist that the House 
eyer had on the Democratic side—barring the distinguished 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrzcrratp]—was Mr. Palmer, 
of Pennsylvania; and his constituents haying dispensed with 
his services, there is nobody left over there to speak for econ- 
omy. [Laughter.] No one objects to this “gross extrava- 
gance,” as you described it four years ago, and I do not wonder. 
Since that time the country has learned that, whatever else may 
be expected or received from Democratic control, economy never 
will be. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman. è 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 
is in error. This amendment is not to be agreed to by unanimous 
consent. It will be agreed to, if at all, by the House upon a vote. 
I expect the gentleman from Illinois and quite a number of other 
gentlemen on that side of the House will vote to adopt the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Did not the gentleman bring it before the House 
by unanimous consent? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I brought it before the House by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. MANN. Could not anyone have prevented it by objecting? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. He could have prevented its considera- 
tion to-day, but that would simply have delayed it until to-mor- 
row, when the committee could have reported it. 

Mr. MANN. But when nobody objects, that shows that there 
is no objection to it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. -There is a particular reason for it. No 
one on this side of the House will object to a resolution at this 
time increasing the force of the Capitol police. There are so 
many more Republicans in this Congress than in the last one 
that more police are necessary around the Capitol. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. Then you had better increase the number for the 
next Congress. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the next Congress there will be so few 
Republicans upon that side that we can then dispense with a 
large number of the Capitol police; so that it is very apparent 
to everyone in the House that no one will object to the con- 
sideration of the resolution. 

The fact is that everyone is familiar with existing conditions, 
and the responsibility is upon the House itself to determine 
whether it is the part of wisdom at this time to provide these 
16 additional men to police these three buildings from now until 
the 30th of June. If they be continued it will give 67 men to 
do all of the watch and police service in the two office buildings 
and the Capitol during the time Congress is in session. As I am 
somewhat solicitous for my own welfare, I intend to vote for the 
resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield. 

Mr. MANN. In view of the statement of the gentleman that 
they were increasing the number of Capitol police because of 
the increased number on the Republican side, I should like to 
ask the gentleman, as we are going to have a new Member on 
the Republican side in the person of Mr. Hicks when next we 
meet, the court of appeals of his State having decided that Mr. 
Hicks is elected, whether the gentleman from New York does 
not want to increase the number of the Capitol police beyond 
that now proposed? 


of privates from 67 to 33, and by reducing the total appropriation for 
ecessary. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, Mr. Speaker, if every time a Re- 
publican Member is added to the membership on that side of 
the House it becomes necessary to add four or five policemen 
to the Capitol police force, I will not be the one to stand in the 
way of the proper policing of the Capitol; and if the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] will give me his personal assurance 
at this time that the fact that the gentleman from the first 
district of New York, who will receive a certificate more or 
less permanent, and will take his seat on that side of the House, 
will necessitate a further addition to the Capitol police force, 
I shall be glad to modify the motion which I have offered, and 
to offer one to agree to the Senate amendment with an amend- 
ment increasing the police force to such a number as the gentle- 
man from Illinois may think will be adequate. 

Mr. MANN. I will give the gentleman the assurance that 
when we meet again we will have one increase of Members on 
this side of the House and not on that side. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would not take that unction to my soul, 
because his term on that side of the House may not be of 
sufficient duration to give much joy to the gentleman from 
Tilinois and his colleagues, from what I have been informed are 
the facts in the case. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt the gentleman from New York 
hastily says that, he is willing to override the decision of the 
Supreme Court in New York, the decision of the appellate 
division of the Supreme Court in New York, and the decision of 
the court of appeals in New York; but I imagine that there will 
be some Members on the majority side of the House who will 
pay some attention to the decisions of the courts in the gentle- 
man’s own State, although he is not permitted to make it. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman need not worry that the 
decisions of the courts of the State of New York will not be 
properly honored in this House. The only thing decided by the 
courts in the State, so far as the facts are concerned, is that 
upon certain facts as presented a Republican candidate was 
entitled to have denied an application to stay further the is- 
suance of a certificate of election. The difference in the vote 
as reported thus far is three. The Democratic candidate has 
been struggling ever since the congressional election to have 
counted in the courts of the State the ballots that were cast at 
the election, but his attempts to have them counted in a judicial 
tribunal has been resisted at every stage by his Republican 
opponent. 

What I have to say is this: That when these ballot boxes are 
opened and the ballots are counted, whichever way an honest and 
impartial review of them will show the result to be, this side 
of the House will acquiesce in it. It will not be like those 
early days which I experienced in this House, when all that was 
necessary for a man to do was to come to this Chamber claim- 
ing a seat on the Republican side and submit a contest and be 
assured of a seat. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

However, we will settle the election case some other time. 
I may add that the fact that I was willing to assume a position 
where I should be free to criticize decisions of the courts of 
my State perhaps has taken away from me some of the awe with 
which the gentleman from Illinois looks upon those distin- 
guished tribunals. 

Mr. MANN. I do not propose to discuss the election, case 


now. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will pardon me, I do 
not wish or intend what I say to be construed as meaning that 
this side of the House has any intention, in any way, of doing 
an act that will not be strictly in accordance with the rights 
of the contestants. 
Mr. . Mr. Speaker, I have been long enough in the 
House and have known the gentleman from New York long 
enough to distinguish between his serious remarks and his face- 
tious partisan remarks, and I never take them seriously. I made 
a facetious reference to the gentleman from New York a moment 
ago showing that I had knowledge that he had been defeated 
for election as judge in the State of New York. I think that his 
- election to any position outside of this body would have been a 
distinct loss, not only to this body but to the country at large. 
[Applause.] If he had been elected judge, I would not think 
that he should be judged by some of his remarks this morning 
on election cases, because he would have made an able, impartial 
Judge, 1 good as any who ever had sat upon the bench. [Ap- 
plause. 
nis 5 FITZGERALD. It is such compliments as that that made 
very embarrassing and instructive. [Laughter.] 
The PHARER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
arhendmenit, 


The question was taken, and the Senate amendment was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Firzceratp, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the Senate amendment was agreed to was laid on the 
table. ; 


REPORT OF THE INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION (H. DOC. NO. 425). 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of Labor, transmitting the report of the 
Industrial Commission. It is a very lengthy document and, 
unless there is some special reason for reading it, it will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor. [After a pause,] The Chair 
refers it to the Committee on Labor and orders it printed. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following motion, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That of the report 1 5 the United States Commission on Industrial 
Honat oj including all the testimony taken at its 8 10,000 addi- 

ies be printed, bound, and 1 the usual manner 
Fr tolding rooms of the House and that of the final 

—.— of the said commission 200,000 saditional” coples be printed and 
bound and likewise distributed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, is this a resolution which requires unanimous consent? It 
is not privileged under the rule. 

Mr. LEWIS. It is relevant to that very subject. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that this is not a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to hear any gentle- 
man on the point of order, which seems never to have been 
settled since the rules of the House have been changed. In the 
ordinary course of business the reports are referred by the 
Speaker and ordered printed or not, as the case may be; that 
is done practically by unanimous consent. This is not a com- 
mittee of the House, not even a commission of the House. It 
was a separate and independent commission, and the Chair is 
very much in doubt as to what his own procedure ought to 
be in it. 

Mr. BARNHART. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BARNHART. It is an established rule of the House, in 
any event, as I understand it, that any request for printing com- 
ing before the Congress must be accompanied by an estimate 
of costs of the same, together with a showing of the amount 
appropriated for printing and the amount already expended, 
Am I right about that? 

Mr. LEWIS. We have the estimate here ready to submit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana is correct. 

Mr. LEWIS. I would like to be heard, Mr. Speaker, on this, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear all gentlemen. The 
Chair thinks the motion of the gentleman from Maryland is a 
privileged motion. What the gentleman from Maryland is 
doing, or ought to be doing, at present is asking for the present 
consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a short state- 
ment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I desire to make a statement myself. 
As to whether additional copies of this report should be printed 
I do not wish to express any opinion at this time. I do not 
know. The Industrial Commission had, all told, if I recollect 
correctly, an appropriation of $450,000, and in the last appro- 
priation of $100,000 made for the commission it was provided 
that the commission should complete its work by a certain 
date and should do all of its printing, including the printing 
of its final report, with the funds that had been made available. 
Whether additional copies of the report or of some things that 
have not been printed should be printed, I am not in a posi- 
tion to say, because I do not know; but I think it is impor- 
tant, Mr. Speaker, in view of what I do know about what 
happened when the appropriation was made, that the printing 
be done and that the final report should be paid for out of that 
appropriation; that at least some committee of the House hav- 
ing proper jurisdiction should réport the resolution providing 
for any additional printing. Under the rule all resolutions 
excepting certain ones of a privileged character can be intro- 
duced only through the basket and are referred to the appro- 
priate committees. There is no provision in the rules making 
privileged a resolution to print copies of any report for dis- 
tribution. Either the objection that it is not in order or a 
demand for the regular order prevents consideration. The 
importance of the matter is this, Mr. Speaker. Whatever is 
printed now is charged against the congressional allotment for 
printing. A few years ago an investigation disclosed that there 
was great abuse in the sending to Congress of all sorts of 
reports and documents to be printed and charged against the 
congressional allotments which should have been paid for out 
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of specific appropriations made for printing for various public 
services of the Government. 

One law to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARN- 
HART] has referred requires all orders for printing to contain 
certain detailed information regarding the cost of the printing 
of the document, and such information is usually included in the 
reports of the Committee on Printing, so that the House, with 
information of the character of document to be printed, could 
determine whether it was wise to expend the sum required for 
any particular document. It seems to me that this resolution 
provides for an extraordinary number of copies of some portion 
of the proceedings—some two hundred thousand copies. My 
recollection is that outside of the edition of the horse book, which 
at various times is provided for distribution by Congress, there 
never has been an authorization by Congress for the printing of 
such a large edition of any document; and I doubt very much 
whether any considerable portion of the 200,000 copies would 
ever be read. I believe this matter should be considered by the 
Committee on Printing and that that committee should report 
a resolution providing for the printing of additional copies of 
the reports which have already been printed or of some portion 
of the proceedings which have not been printed, with a detailed 
statement required by the rule as to the cost of printing, and a 
recommendation of what should be done. For that reason I 
make the point of order, because if this other practice be fol- 
lowed, that every time a report is transmitted here from else- 
where, the House should, without the information it should have, 
adopt resolutions providing for an extraordinary number of 
copies, it would be absolutely impossible ever to gauge the 
amount of money that would be required for the congressional 
printing. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I recall it was said that there was a com- 
mission in a former Congress which had taken much of evi- 
dence and much of communication, and that the report and the 
accompanying documents, exhibits, and so forth, would make 
two carloads. I do not know as to this report, as to how exten- 
sive it is, but I understand the gentleman thinks it ought to be 
referred to the proper committee before the report of the ex- 
hibits are printed, or, at least before the exhibits, if they be 
enormous, of which I have no knowledge, should be printed. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I understand there is a 
very large volume of matter. I haye some requests for copies 
of the report, and I hope that some provision will be made for 
printing copies of the report, and if it be deemed advisable that 
some provision be made for printing the testimony. I do not 
know whether it is desirable to do so; I did not follow the work 
of the commission sufficiently to tell. But I do believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that it is unwise to provide for the printing in this 
way. Rule 22 provides for the manner in which petitions, 
memorials, resolutions, and bills of all kinds shall be intro- 
duced. The only resolutions or bills or motions that can be in- 
troduced otherwise are motions that are privileged. This reso- 
lution to print can not get before the House except by unanimous 
consent. There is no rule by which it can come before the 
House in any other way, unless reported from the Committee on 
Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Lew1s] on the point of order as to whether this 
resolution which he offers is privileged. That is the only ques- 
tion before the House now. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the fact to be that 
the Speaker in his reference of the matter has ordered it to be 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has withdrawn that part of it. 

Mr. LEWIS. That question is raised with the other. With 
reference to the gentleman’s point of order, to which a very 
small portion of his remarks, as usual, were devoted, I wish to 
say that I do not think the matter before the House is in the 
character of a resolution at all. A resolution would be joint 
or concurrent in character and would involve the joint action, 
therefore, of Congress. This is in the rature of a motion that 
is relevant to and is acted upon while the matter is in passage 
before the House. It is in the nature of a qualification of the 
reference of the subject matter by the Speaker himself to the 
Committee on Labor. It is therefore germane, and an element 
in the reference itself, and does not take the character of a 
joint or concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman make it out that it 
is a privileged motion? 

Mr. LEWIS. I think it is a privileged motion, as it merely 
qualifies the action of the Speaker himself in making the refer- 
ence, which is in order. 


The SPEAKER. The printing and reference are two sepa- 
rate propositions. 

Mr. LEWIS. With all respect, the declaration that both 
propositions involve but one matter, that is an argument that 
amounts only to assertion. The practice of the House has been, 
I submit, to dispose of both as one matter. 

The SPEAKER. But the distinction the gentleman fails to 
make is this: Executive communications that come over here 
are directed to the Speaker, and they are disposed of offhand; 
an are just referred. Everyone has heard that done time and 
again. 

This is a report from a commission and it is addressed to the 
House. Now, query: Can any gentleman who wants printing 
done at any time offer a resolution and claim that it is privi- 
leged? It is a sort of new question since the rules have been 
changed, 

Mr. STAFFORD, May I ask attention to the rule which, 
I think, is directly applicable to the question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lewrs] 
has the floor. If he desires to yield, the gentleman may do so. 

Mr. LEWIS. I would like to get the gentleman's reference 
to the rule. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I think the rule of the House that is 
directly applicable is Rule XI, clause 51, which says: 

All r legislation or orders touching . — xelerred 
to the Joint Committee on Printing on the part of the H 

This certainly is an order providing for 555 and that 
rule is especially applicable to the situation at hand, and it 
should be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS. I will. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, if we would proceed in this 
way it will certainly be necessary to first repeal the printing 
law. I quote from an extract from the printing laws, Statutes 
at Large, page 1012, as follows: 


Either House may order the printing of a document not already pro- 
vided for by existing law, but only when the same shall be accom 3 
by an estimate from the Public Printer as to the probable cost eof, 


And paragraph 2 of that section says: 


Resolutions to print extra copies, when 1 in on House, 
shall be referred immediately to the Commit on Prin 


Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman from sagt n ques- 
tion? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Is that law lived up to? Does the Public Printer 


pay any attention to it whatever? 

Mr. BARNHART. He ought to pay attention to it. 

Mr. MANN, But, does he? The gentleman is chairman of the 
committee, and knows. 

Mr. BARNHART. Ordinarily, yes. 

Mr. MANN. Does the Public Printer ever refuse to print 
documents of either House of Congress? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman from Mary- 
land yield? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. s 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I would like to state, gen- 
tiemen, the House did violate that law on Wednesday of this 
week 

Mr. MANN. They do it every day. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Because they did order printing 
done by unanimous consent, It seems to me that every Member 
of this House knows there is an urgent demand from the labor- 
ing people of this country for the printing of this report. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. And farmers, too. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. And farmers, too, as suggested 
by my friend from Texas [Mr. Davis]. And is it true that 
these objections are only raised when this matter is wanted by 
the great masses of the people? I will say to you that this will 
be printed. You may delay it if you desire, but this report is 
going to be printed. The people are not going to be denied such 
an important report as this when there is such a great demand 
for it. 

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman from Maryland per- 
mit? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the statement of 
the gentleman from Illinois, I would like to call the attention 
of the House to this fact: I am not saying that I am opposed to 
the printing of this report, but before it is peremptorily ordered 
we ought to know something about existing conditions. 

As stated by the gentleman from New York, this commission 
was given an appropriation of $450,000 to conduct this work. 
The sundry civil bill of 1915 provided an appropriation of 
$100,000 to be available for necessary printing, including the 
final report of this commission. 
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Mr. KEATING. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 

Mr. BARNHART. I want to answer the gentleman’s ques- 
tion, and then I will yield. 

Mr. KEATING. But from that point of view—— 

Mr. BARNHART. I wish to finish my statement. The proba- 
bility is that the commission, as a good many other commissions 
have done, and which is not infrequently done by departments, 
has exceeded its financial authority. And then it comes to the 
Congress and asks by a resolution calling for unanimous consent 
to be given this appropriation. 

Mr. KEATING, Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. BARNHART. No. I want to answer the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

The commission says it printed 10,000 copies of its final 
report. Two copies of each were allotted to each Member of 
Congress, That is a total of 25 copies to each congressional 
district. I wonder how many of you Members of the House 
have written to the commission and been advised that they have 
no copies for distribution? Ten thousand copies were printed, 
and where are they? 

Mr. Speaker, I think this is a question of much importance, 
involving, as it will, the expenditure of, at the least calculation, 
$100,000 ; that some committee of the House—and, I assure you, 
I do not want the duty to devolye upon me—should make an 
investigation and see what the Industrial Commission did with 
this $100,000 which was given, as I am informed, for its print- 
ing. And until that has been dene, any Member of the House 
offering a protest against a full investigation of the matter is 
certainly not within the bounds of proper precedent; but it is 
his duty to do so in behalf of the welfare of the people, who 
want these reports. There ought to be something in that reso- 
lution providing for the distribution of these reports; it does 
not carry a word of that kind; and I submit, Mr. Speaker, that 
the point of order ought to be sustained and that the matter 
ought to come up in the regular way. If it comes to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, the gentleman from Maryland may be as- 
sured that he will be given the largest and most impartial 
hearing possible, so far as the chairman of the committee is 
concerned. 

Mr. LEWIS and Mr. KEATING rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lewis] 
has the floor on the point of order, and nobody has touched the 
point of order in the last 30 minutes. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KEAT- 
ING] is recognized. 

Mr. KEATING. If the Speaker will bear with me for just a 
moment, I desire to reply to the statement of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART]. Anybody who knows the gen- 
tleman from Indiana knows that he would not misrepresent 
any individual or any commission, and especially a commission 
appointed by the Government; and yet unfortunately in his 
quotation he has done the Commission on Industrial Relations 
a grave injustice, and I am sure that when I call the facts to 
the attention of the gentleman he will be the very first to 
make a correction. 

He has stated to this House that in the sundy civil appro- 
priation bill $100,000 was set aside for the specific purpose, as 
he quoted it, of providing for “all necessary printing, includ- 
ing the final report of the commission”; but the gentleman did 
not quote the entire provision. The memorandum prepared by 
some one and submitted to the gentleman, upon which he based 
this statement, is incorrect, because this is what the $100,000 
was appropriated for. Permit me to quote from the sundry 
civil bill as it passed the House: 

For completing the inquiries and investigations authorized by the act 
of August 23, 1912, entitled “An act to create a Commission on Indus- 
trial Relations“ and to provide the expenses of such inquiries and inves- 
tigations as are enumerated in section 2 of said act and for all necessary 
prating including the final report of the commission, $100,000, to be 
mmediately available. 

The commission so expended the money. The commission con- 
ducted the investigations just as it told the Committee on Appro- 
priations it would conduct the inyestigations, and an examina- 
tion of the hearings, which contain a statement by Chairman 
Walsh of exactly what he intended to do with the $100,000, or, 
rather, with the $140,000 that he requested, will reveal the fact 
that he never intimated that he intended to print the evidence 
with this money. He carried out his exact contract and his 
instructions under this appropriation bill. He did pay for the 
necessary printing for the commission and he did print the final 
report of the commission, and 10,000 copies have been made 
available. Those are the facts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not going to hear anybody 
arguing the merits of the case. If the gentleman from Mary- 


land [Mr. Lewis] has anything to say about this point of order, 
the Chair will be glad to hear it. s 

Mr. LEWIS. I have one further suggestion to offer that may 
bear upon it. 
dustrial Commission, reading from section 3, provides that— 

Said commission may report to Congress its findings and recom- 
mendations and submit the testimony taken from time to time, and 
shall make its final report, accompanied by the testimony not previ- 
ously submitted. 

The SPEAKER. Now, that has been done. 

Mr. LEWIS. That has been done on their part, but it seems 
to me the purpose and implication in that clause clearly re- 
quires a printing, because, practically speaking, their report 
and the testimony can not be submitted to this or any other 
human body unless it is printed. That is a physical fact, and 
however astute the economist of the House, he can not meet it 
with an answer. Those reports can not be intelligibly sub- 
mitted to the Congress except in print, therefore the implica- 
tion of existing law is that they shall be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to inquire of the gen- 
tleman why he makes that statement that it can not be printed. 
Information came to the Speaker as to the bulk of this report 
and the evidence, and inquiry was made as to what to do with 
it, and somebody suggested that it be brought in here, There 
was not room enough in the well of the House for it, and the 
Chair ordered it not brought in. It is out in the lobby, and if 
anybody wants to inspect it, he can go out there and see it. 
[Laughter. ] 

Now, the only question is whether or not this resolution which 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lewis] offers here is a privi- 
leged resolution. If it is, we will consider it here now. If it is 
not, you can not consider except by unanimous consent; and 
while this thing is a sort of big thing in itself, that is not the 
largest part of it. It sets a precedent for what shall be done 
about printing matters hereafter. . 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I want to suggest that the 
argument presented is a sound as well as a sincere argu- 
ment. It is true, perhaps, that in a sense it may be said 
that the report of the testimony is submitted when it is placed 
in the custody of the Speaker, but it is not actually presented 
to the Congress. The Speaker is only the technical conduit 
through which it may be submitted to the Congress. The actual 
submission to a Congress that operates through its brains, and 
not through technical inference, requires that it be printed that 
it can actually be considered by the Members of this House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to me for 
a question? 

Mr. LEWIS. I do. 

Mr. MANN. Does the law require that the commission shall 
submit this to Congress? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Then, if the gentleman’s argument is correct, 
it is the duty of the commission to print it. 

Mr. LEWIS. They have tried to submit it to the Congress, 
and they have put it in the conduit through which all reports 
must be submitted to the Congress. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman states that it is printed, his 
argument falls to the ground. 

Mr. LEWIS. The testimony is not printed. 

Mr. MANN. If they have submitted the testimony as the law 
requires the submission of the testimony it must be printed, and 
it is not our duty to submit it to Congress. 

Mr. LEWIS. I think the gentleman will give greater aid to 
this discussion by endeavoring to understand the point I am 
making. 

Mr. MANN, 
ter.] 

Mr, LEWIS. The gentleman exploded himself, but not the 
point. [Laughter.] Now, I submit to anyone in this House 
whether a matter of this kind, containing 7,000 pages of testi- 
mony, can be submitted to the understanding of this House 
without printing. If that inference be a sound inference, then 
there is an existing law upon which the Speaker’s original ruling 
in this matter automatically ordering it printed may be sus- 
tained, and under these circumstances I think the first ruling 
of the Speaker ordering it printed should be sustained. 

I would like, in connection with my remarks, to submit a letter 
from Prof: Manly 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that he has not had the 
remotest idea of ordering the testimony printed, himself. The 
House has an absolute right to order the whole thing printed. 

Mr. LEWIS. I should like, if the House will permit, to sub- 
mit a letter upon the subject by Prof. Manly, one of the principal 
agents of the commission, giving estimates as to the quantity of 


I did understand it, and I exploded it. [Laugh- 


The joint resolution itself, constituting the In- ; 
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Mr. WINGO. I want to know if the report of the Commission 
on Industrial Relations, with the accompanying testimony, has 
been laid before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. What disposition was made of it, and under 
what rule was that disposition made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair referred the report to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

Mr. WINGO. Did the Chair dispose of the testimony; and if 
so, under what rule? 

The SPEAKER, Yes. The whole thing goes to the Committee 
on Labor. 

Mr. WINGO. Under what rule did the Chair so dispose of it? 

The SPEAKER. Under the ordinary rules of the House, 
which provide that the Chair must refer these things somewhere. 

Mr. WINGO. I doubt if the Speaker catches the parlia- 
mentary inquiry I want to submit. I understand the situation 
to be this, that under the mandate of law the Industrial Com- 
mission has reported to Congress, not simply its report, but also 
the accompanying testimony? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO, And pursuant to custom and the rule the 
Speaker has laid both before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. Now, does it follow, as a matter of fact, that 
the House can not make any disposition of either the report or 
the accompanying testimony, and that the Speaker is bound by 
some rule to exercise a discretion and refer it to some particular 
committee? Can not the House at that particular moment dis- 


matter involved, and also an estimate of the cost of the printing, 
made by the chief clerk of the Public Printer. 

The SPEAKER. That would not throw any light on the point 
of order. That would be a subsequent consideration. If the 
Chair should hold that this resolution is in order, why, then, 
this estimate would be pertinent. 

Mr. LEWIS. May I inquire of the Speaker whether, if his 
ruling should be adverse, a motion to suspend the rules and take 
up this resolution would be in order at this time? 

The SPEAKER. Not on this day. It would have been on 
Monday a week ago and it will be next Monday. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in 1880 the House of Representa- 
tives adopted a rule providing— 

All documents referred to committees or otherwise disposed of shall 
be printed, unless otherwise specially ordered. 

If that were now the rule of the House, this document, re- 
ferred to a committee in the regular order, would automatically 
be printed. That was the rule of the House until our friends 
on the other side of the aisle obtained control of the House in 
the Sixty-second Congress. 

Mr. BARNHART. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. Yes. 

Mr. BARNHART. How many copies would be printed under 
that order to print? 

Mr. MANN. It would be printed. It would be put in type, 
and that would cover the cost of printing in the main. 

Mr. BARNHART. It would be the regular number. 

Mr. MANN. It sete be Sina she usual number. pal res 
gentleman from ryland [Mr. J. my colleague 
Illinois [Mr. BucHanan], and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Pose of either the report or the accompanying testimony by 
KEATING] were present here at the opening of the Sixty-second | ordering the printing, or ordering it referred to a committee for 
Congress. In the discussion of the rules of the House at that | consideration looking to the printing of the testimony? 
time I pointed out the fact that our friends on that side were | The SPEAKER. The remedy is 
leaving out the rule under which documents would be printed| Mr. MANN. Rule XXIV covers it. 
land [Mr. Lewis], my colleague from Ilinois [Mr. BUCHANAN], it. Here is the point I want to get at: It would be a useless 
and the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. KEattna] all voted for | Practice and a useless rule for the Speaker to go through the 
the new rules, on the plea that this was reform, and the reform | Mere mechanical performance of laying before the House a 
provided that these things shall not be printed. There is no report and testimony that the law requires to be made. Now, it 
authority of law for printing them. As a matter of fact, the | does occur to me that the moment the Speaker does that, any 
Speaker, by unanimous consent of the House in reference to Member has the right, while it is then before the House, to 
most of these documents which come before the House, and make a motion for its disposition, for that is the matter which 
because of the lack of a rule on the subject, orders the docu- | iS before the House. And at the time it was laid before the 
ments printed. But that is a unanimous-consent proposition, | House, the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lewis] was on his 
An order to print must go to the Committee on Printing. I feet offering his motion to print. 
myself am inclined to think that anything anybody wants The SPEAKER. But that is a distinct and separate proposi- 
printed and that we want to make use of ought to be printed. tion. It has nothing whatever to do with the reference. 

I am very liberal about that. While I do not have the greatest | Mr. WINGO. I am not talking about the reference, I am 
confidence in the world in the Walsh Commission, that is neither | talking about the disposition of this testimony which the Speaker 
here nor there. I have no doubt these documents will be printed, had laid before the House, and the gentleman from Maryland 
because there is a demand on the part of people to obtain them. offered a motion to print, which, if carried, would have been a 
This is an official report. That being the case, it will un- | disposition of the matter before the House. s; 
doubtedly be printed in sufficient number. But I hope hereafter The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the rule. Rule XXIV, 
when I warn my friends on the other side of the House of these | Clause 2, says: 

in advance they will take the warning seriously. 2. Business on the S er's table shall be sed of as follows: 
[Laughter and applause. ] A E deals. Ruperts: aot CONILE AENA hones 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, following the suggestion of departments, and other communications addressed to the House, and 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], I am taking this bills, resolutions, and messages from the Senate my Re referred to the 
matter seriously. I understand the practice to be that when a | SPPropriate committecs in the same by AMember:. the Same right of 
thing mi to a liamentary body, it must be put in 
eee pr tangible condition as to be utilized, ae and| Now, it is the universal practice under that rule for the 
understood; and, my God, I can not understand those boxes out | Speaker to refer these matters, and if any gentleman thinks that 
there in the hall. [Laughter.] Furthermore, while I am not the Speaker has erred in the matter, the same rules provide 
familiar with your rules and regulations and the ruts in which | a way in which he-can get at it. He can ask for a rereference. 
you have run before, I understand this to be a very inopportune | On the first day of this session there were 2,000 public bills 
time for any man to become parsimonious or picayunish over | introduced, and in the rush some of them were referred to the 
the printing of a matter that the whole country and the whole | wrong committees and some of them had the names of certain 

“civilized world has got its eyes on. There are more than 


Members wrong. Members came in and asked that the error 
40,000 farmers in my State who are interested in the develop- | be corrected and that they be rereferred. 

ments made in that investigation as to the land monopolies of Mr. WINGO. A further parliamentary inquiry. The Chair 
Texas, and they are anxious and heart-throbbing about it, and | holds under that rule that the Speaker is limited in his action 
the Federation of Labor and the bankers and business men all | in laying the matter before the House, and that when he lays 
through the State have insisted that this report and these pro- | it before the House for the purpose of making a reference, under 
ceedings of this commission must be put in such tangible shape | that rule the House can not dispose of the matter laid before it? 
that they can get the facts and that the whole matter must be The SPEAKER. The Chair is not going to decide that ques- 
put before them. The press paraded the fact that there were 


tion until it comes up. 
two carloads of it and that it ought to be sent to the junk pile. 


y Mr. WINGO. Is it not true that that situation has arisen 
I want to notify you right now that if there is a man from Texas | inasmuch as when the Speaker laid before the House the report 
who votes to have it go to the junk pile, he will meet me on the 


with the accompanying documents, the gentleman from Mary- 
stump when he gets back to Texas in the next campaign. [Ap- | land immediately arose and offered his motion to print? 

plause.] The SPHAKER. No; they have no connection with each 
Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. other. The matter was completed when the Speaker referred 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. it to the Committee on Labor. 


1915. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. All 


Mr. WINGO. Then, Mr. Speaker, I make this parliamentary 
inquiry. Did not the gentleman from Maryland have a right 
to sumbit his motion at that time? Is it not a fact that when 
these reports are laid before the House the Speaker says, 
„without objection, it is referred“? 

The SPEAKER. As a matter of fact, the Speaker was not 
obliged to lay the report before the House; he might have 
referred it without doing so, but it being a matter of great im- 
portance, he did lay it before the House. 

Mr. WINGO. Then, under the rules, the House can not dis- 
pose of that until some committee presents it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided that; it is too 
late to raise the question, and we have enough on hand to decide 
the question raised by the gentleman from New York against 
the resolution of the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. WINGO. I want to say to the Chair that I take this 
view of it—I may be wrong. ‘This matter being brought before 
the House, not by the gentleman from Maryland but by the 
action of the Speaker in laying before the House the matter un- 
der consideration, and at that time the Speaker said he referred 
it to the Committee on Labor, the gentleman from Maryland 
offered his motion immediately. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, but they have 
no connection with each other. The proposition before the 
House is the point of order made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Frrzcerarp], that this resolution or motion for print- 
ing offered by the gentleman from Maryland is not a privileged 
matter. Now, if any gentleman has an opinion about that he 
wants to express, and will stick to that point, the Chair will 
hear him. 

Mr. WINGO. I desire to stick to the point, but I would like 
to ask the Chair at what stage of the parliamentary proceeding 
would the Speaker hold that a gentleman on the floor could offer 
a motion to dispose of the accompanying documents? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Mary- 
land had nothing to do with the question which the gentleman 
from Arkansas is talking about. He could have come in next 
week with his motion just as well as to-day. 

Mr. WINGO. But the gentleman from Maryland offered his 
motion at the time the matter was before the House. I submit 
that the report was before the House when the gentleman from 
Maryland offered his motion. There should be a connection 
between the two if there is not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the gentleman’s view 
of it. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we are in 
danger of losing the point and strength of the proposition that 
was urged by the chairman of the committee [Mr. Lewis] when 
we consider the question as to whether or not this is a privileged 
resolution. It would have been certainly within the Speaker’s 
power, if he had chosen to do so, to have referred it to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, in so far as the report was concerned, and it 
would have been within the province of the Speaker to refer 
the matter regarding the printing of the report to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. But the Speaker did not do so. I say it 
would have been within his province to have taken that course. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa what authority the Speaker had to take that course. 

Mr. TOWNER. Under the rules that have been quoted. A 
few minutes ago the Speaker said that they were separate ques- 
tions, the question of printing was separate and apart from the 
question of the report. If that be true, it would have been 
within the power of the Speaker to refer to the Committee on 
Printing the matter regarding the printing of the report, and to 
the Committee on Labor the consideration of the report, but the 
Speaker did not do so. He refers the entire matter to the Com- 
miitee on Labor, which includes, if it was not differentiated, 
the printing of the report, and now here is a part of the report 
of the committee to which the Speaker has committed the en- 
tire matter, and the chairman of the committee to which the 
report is committed makes a motion or recommendation as to 
the printing of the report. 

Mr. SUERLEY. Mr. Speaker, if the Chair will indulge me 
a idoment, I think we are all confusing what is a practice by 
consent and what is the right of the Chair. Under the rules the 
Chair has no right to lay before the House this or any other 
report of its nature. The Chair had the right under the rules 
to refer this report, and the practice is for the Chair in such 
matters of importance, in order to inform the House, to say that 
the Chair lays before the House certain documents and without 
objection refers them to a designated committee; frequently 
without saying that, they are referred to such and such a com- 
mittee. 

The Chair sometimes goes further and orders, without objec- 
tion and by consent of all Members, the printing either of the 


report and the accompanying documents or of part of them. But 
gentlemen are confusing here the practice that is concurred in 
by consent and the rights and privileges of the Chair. The rule 
expressly says that the Chair as to certain matters shall lay 
them before the House for the consideration of the House, and 
that is so in regard to certain bills that have reached certain 
stages, but it is not true that anywhere there can be found 
within the rules the right of the Chair to take such a report 
that comes to the Congress and submit it in the sense that it 
is up to the House then for consideration as to what determina- 
tion shall be made of it. That is the reason the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Towner] is in error. He is confusing the ordinary 
practice that we concur in with the right of the Chair. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. TOWNER. Would it not have been within the power of 
the Speaker, and would he not have been perhaps compelled, 
if the question were called to his attention, to refer the matter 
of printing to the Committee on Printing? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think not. I do not think he has any 
power whatever to do it except by consent. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, a matter of printing in the regular way the 
Speaker refers in the regular way. 

Mr. SHERLEY. But that is not the question of the gentle- 
man from Iowa. The question of the gentleman from Iowa was 
whether when the Chair lays a matter before the House it is 
not then in order to have the Chair to indicate what committee 
shall consider the question of printing. I answered no. 

Mr. TOWNER. If the gentleman will pardon me, would it 
not be the duty of the Speaker at any time when his attention 
is called to this matter to have referred it to the Committee on 
Printing? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Not at all. The gentleman seems to think 
that the printing of documents must follow the presentation of 
them to Congress. 

Mr. TOWNER. No: I do not, unless it coincides, as in this 
case, with the report of the committee. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I think the Chair has only one power, and 
that is to refer this report to what he considered to be the 
proper committee, except by unanimous consent, and then, if any- 
one felt that that reference was improper, the rules provide a 
method whereby the change of reference may be made either 
by proper motion then or subsequently. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this is a report which was required 
to be made to Congress by the terms of the law creating the 
commission making the report. When it is sent to the Speaker 
it comes officially to him as the presiding officer of the House. 
The rule provides: 

s of as follows : 

Paian on o Spa pA 5 ent Shall Re erred 5 
committees without debate. Reports and communications from heads 
of departments and other communications addressed to the House and 
bills, resolutions, and messages from the Senate may be referred to the 
appropriate committees.” 

This was business on the Speaker's table. I think it was his 
duty to lay it before the House, although the Speaker suggested 
that he might have referred it without reference in the House. 
It was “business” on the Speaker’s table. The rule does not 
say that the Speaker shall make the reference, but the rule 
provides that the only thing that can be done with a-communi- 
cation is to refer it to a committee, or, by implication, to lay 


it on the table. The House can take no other action in regard 


to it, and as a matter of common practice the Speaker makes 
the reference, although it is always in order at the time to 
make a motion for a reference to some other committee, or 
afterwards to come in on the motion of a committee itself 
for a change of reference. This matter being on the Speaker’s 
table and he laying it before the House, under the rules could 
only do the one thing by unanimous consent—refer it to the 
Committee on Labor. If he had offered to refer it to some 
other committee, the gentleman from Maryland, I think, could 
have made a motion that it be referred to the Committee on 
Labor. The question of printing is not involved in that propo- 
sition at all. While it is the practice of the Speaker on these 
ordinary propositions to order them printed, that is by unani- 
mous consent only. Any gentleman can stop it if he wishes 
to object. a 
The SPEAKER. This debate on subjects not pertinent prob- 
ably is not without its uses in addition to the debate on the 
point of order. Some gentlemen mix up the matter of the 
proposition of reference and the importance of these docu- 
ments, and as to whether or not this resolution to print addi- 
tional copies which is pending here now is privileged. If the 
Chair had any opinion about it, he would agree with some of 
these gentlemen that there is a demand for the printing of 
this document. Perhaps there is. The Chair has received sev- 


412 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


DECEMBER: 17, 


eral requests himself; but that is neither here nor there. The 


only question the Chair has to decide is whether this resolution 
of the gentleman from Maryland at this particular juncture 
is a privileged resolution, The gentleman: from New York [Mr.. 
Frrzceranp| and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY] 
and the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Mann] in their state- 
ments have very clearly stated everything there was to be said 
about it, except that the phrase the Speaker's table” is liable 
to mislead some people. This desk is not the Speaker's table. 
In the British: Parliament they had a table down in front. of 
the Speaker's: stand where they put these documents, and that 
was literally the Speaker's table, and we still hold to the 
pie: but the Speaker’s table is around here almost any- 
where, 
whether or not this report ought to be printed and not whether 
we ought to: print 200,000 or 500,000 copies of it, or whether it 
ought to be printed at all, or whether it is any good after it 
is printed, or whether it is the most important document that 
ever was printed, or whether everybody or nobody wants it. 


The question is whether, under the rules and practices of the 
take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R. 3681, which has 
been reported favorably from the Committee on Interstate and 
‘Foreign Commerce and also favorably from the War Depart- 


House, this resolution is privileged. The Chair thinks it is not 
and that it will haye to go through the basket and be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


PANAMA-CALIFORNIA EXPOSITION, 


Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker’s table Senate joint resolution 38 and put 
it on its passage.. I desire to state that this is an identical reso- 
lution to one which has been introduced in the House and been 
favorably reported by the House committee. It permits the Gov- 
ernment exhibit to be removed from the Panama-Pacifie Inter- 
national Exposition at San Francisco down to the Panama-Cali-. 
fornia Exposition at San Diego. 

The SPEAKER. When did this resolution come over? 

Mr. CANTRILL. It was reported yesterday. That is my in- 
formation. It is my recollection that it was reported by the 
Clerk of the Senate here yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. What is the number of it? 

Mr. CANTRILL. Senate joint resolution 38, which is iden- 
tical with House resolution No. 3, which has been favorably 
reported by the House committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of gentlemen from 
California if any of them got that resolution that came over 
here? There were two or three of the gentlemen up here looking 
at it. In the meantime, we will go ahead with something else 
until it is found. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 900. An act amending sections 476, 477, and 440 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States. 


OREGON AND CALIFORNIA LAND GRANTS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print in the Recorp a decision of Judge Wolverton, of the 
United States District Court of Oregon, in. reference to the 
Oregon and California Iand grants. His decision was rendered 
on December 9 last, and it is a decree his court enters on the 
decision made by the. Supreme Court of the United States on this 
matter in June last. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Record by printing 
the document named. Is there objection? [After a pause. ] 
The Chair hears none. 

BRIDGE ACROSS BLACK RIVER, MO. 


Mr.. RUSSELL. of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 


consent te take from the Speaker’s table and consider the bill- 


H. R. 4717—a bridge bill. $ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (B. R. 4717) to authorize Butler County, Mo., to construct a 
bridge across Black River. 

Be it enacted, etc., That Butler County, Mo., is hereby authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and soprosonas thereto across 
Black River, ata point suitable to the in ‘of navigation at or near 
the south line of section 10, to 23 north, 7 east, Butler 
County, in the State of Missouri, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of dges over 
navigable waters,“ roved March 23, 1906. 

Sac. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Has this already been reported? 

Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri, It has been favorably reported. 


The clerks. have these documents. The only question is 


Mr. MANN. This morning? 
Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri.. By the committee. 
Mr. MANN.. It was reported this morning, was it? 


Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri. Reported: this morning. 

Mr. MANN. I shall not object to that, although we all under- 
stand the circumstances. I believe there are several of these, 
Ordinarily we do not let them pass until they have been in print. 

Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri. I am anxious to get this through 
before the holidays. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a: pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed. and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed: 

On motion of Mr. Russert of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER, TULSA, OKLA. 
Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 


ment. It relates to the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River, by Tulsa: County, at or near Tulsa, Okla. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani+ 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3681) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Arkansas River, at or near Tulsa, Okla. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the county of Tulsa, in the State of Okla- 
homa, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate 
a bri across the Arkansas River at a point suitable to the interests. 
of navigation, at or near Tulsa, Okla., in accordance with the provisions 
of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of dges over 


navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 
Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


expressly reserved 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin rise? 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask a question, What is the urgent necessity 
for passing this bill at this time, without having it referred 
and 

Mr. DAVENPORT. It has been referred and reported favor-. 
ably by the War Department and reported from the committee 
favorably this morning. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I did not mean without having 
it referred, but without having it printed. 

Mr. DAVENPORT. I can answer the gentleman’s question.. 
The county thought, as the railroad company and the toll-bridge: 
company had been permitted to construct bridges there without 
any authorization, that they could go ahead and do the same 


thing. 

When the county did that the War Department called atten- 
tion to the fact that it had been declared a navigable stream 
up to where the county wished to construct a bridge. In the 
meantime they have several thousand dollars’ worth of material 
on the ground, and they can not go ahead without getting this 
authority. For that reason it seems important to them to go 
ahead at this time. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I shall not object. I wish to 
say, however, that it will not be long before objection will be 
made to the granting of unanimous consent for the construction 
of bridges across navigable streams unless the titles of the bills 
arè printed in regular order on the Unanimous Consent Calen- 
dar, so that the House and the country, and especially the 
people of the localities where it is proposed to erect these strue- 

may be thus duly notified that such legislation is pending. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to.the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Apamson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


FISCAL RELATIONS BETWEEN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND THE 
UNITED STATES. 


Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker’s desk Senate joint resolution No. 56, and ask 
its immediate consideration. 

The SPHAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table Senate joint resolution 
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56, and proceed to the present consideration thereof. The Clerk 
will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (S. J. Res. 56) extending the time * filing the report 


of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Relations between 
the District of Columbia and the United States. 


Resolved, etc., That the joint committee of the two Houses of Con- 
gress, appointed ursuant to the act of Congress approved March 3, 
1915, is hereby given until the Ist day of February, 1916, in which to 
file the report required by the said act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
what is the necessity for this? That is, why did not the com- 
mission meet and do business? 

Mr. RAINEY. I will state, for the information of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, that the printing of the testimony taken 
before the joint commission is not yet completed. We devoted 
to these hearings the greater portion of the months of October 
and November, and the hearings are very voluminous, We 
heard everybody who wanted to be heard, and the hearings will 
probably take up 2,000 printed pages. As yet they have not 
been even indexed. 

Mr. MANN. When did the commission first meet here? 

Mr. RAINEY. The commission met, I think, on the 20th of 
October. 

Mr. MANN. How long did they sit then? 

Mr. RAINEY. They sat almost continuously until the con- 
vening of this Congress; until two or three days before the 
session opened. 

I will say that I do not think we shall meet until the 1st of 
February, but the printing of the hearings not having been 
completed yet, and the hearings not being indexed 

Mr. MANN, I came down here about the middle of November 
and saw. in the papers every day statements that the commission 
was going to meet some time in the future; that it was not 
convenient to meet here now, and so on, and so on. 

Mr. RAINEY. I am surprised that the gentleman saw those 
reports on the 15th of November, because we were in session on 
the 15th of November, and had been in session from the 20th of 
October, and we continued in session beyond the 15th of 
November, : 

Mr. MANN. Then you must have quit shortly before that 
time. I came here about the end of November, and saw no men- 
tion of any meeting at all. 

Mr. RAINEY, We shall not meet again until the 1st of 
February. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man permit an interruption? 

Mr. RAINEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As I understood, the gentleman 
was to move to concur in this change of date with an amend- 
ment making it the 10th of January? 

Mr. PAGE of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
from Illinois will permit, I was going to offer the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Illinois, and if it is in order 
now, Mr. Speaker, I will do so if I can be recognized for that 


purpose. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order now to get unanimous consent 
2 5 it. Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 ? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAGE of North Carolina. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to 
amend the resolution by striking out “ the 1st day of February ” 
and inserting in lieu thereof “ the 10th day of January.” 

Mr, RAINEY. I have no objection to that amendment, I will 
say. The only thing we want to do is to be able to come back 
here after the holidays and carefully consider the report before 
we present it, and the 10th day of January will be satisfactory. 

Mr. GARD. Mr, Speaker, as a member of this commission, 
I am frank to say to the House that personally I regret that 
there has been any request for an extension of time. It seems 
to me, and has seemed to me, that this commission could do its 
work, and do its work well, and report by the time given to it 
by this House in which to report, which was the 1st of January. 

This commission began its work under the call of the chair- 
man on the 20th of October. It sat nearly every week day from 
the 20th of October until the 16th of November. Its sessions 
were from 10 o'clock in the morning until 1 o’clock in the after- 
noon, and from 2 o'clock in the afternoon until 5. A great 
amount of testimony was heard, and so far as I am concerned, 
as one of the members of the committee, I am entirely ready 
at this time, even if Congress adjourns to-day, to present a 
formulated report of what I believe to be right on the question 
submitted to us for determination by this House. 

I realize that this question should be settled, and settled in 
a way that could be brought to the attention of the Committee 


on Appropriations and the Committee on the District of Oo- 
lumbia at a time when the House can take it up, and at a time 
when it can be studied and when the information obtained shall 
be available and valuable. I say, therefore, that I regret there 
has been a request for an extension of time on the part of this 
commission, for I think the commission ought to be able to pre- 
sent its report at the time mentioned in the authority given it 
by the House and by the Senate, but in view of the short time 
now asked beyond the time first assigned, I will interpose no 
objection to the request as amended, 

The SPEAKER. Question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I am a member of 
that joint select committee, have attended all of its meetings, 
and wish now to say a word in reply to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The committee, as the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp] has 
just said, began its hearings of witnesses on the 20th of October 
and continued them until the 18th of November. Each day the 
session lasted from 10 o’clock in the morning until 1 in the 
afternoon, and from 2 to 5 in the afternoon. 

There has been delay in printing the testimony. The last 
half of the printed pages of revised testimony—there are, in 
all, more than 1,750 pages—were not received by me nor by 
other members of the committee until last evening after the 
House adjourned, and then only in the form of loose sheets. 
The sheets were still wet from the printing press. 

The matters which this committee was appointed to investi- 
gate and report upon have long been in dispute, one of them for 
more than 75 years. The questions involved are of exceeding 
importance to the people of the District of Columbia, and also, 
in many respects, to all of the people of the country. Like the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp], I would be glad if the com- 
mittee could have filed its report before this time. I felt sure 
that it could do so by the 1st of January. But because of the 
great delay in the printing and of the consequent necessary delay 
in preparing an index to the testimony, and in view of the fact 
that the committee must consult the revised printed pages in 
order that its recommendations may be based upon accurate 
statements of fact, I approve the motion of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. RAINEY], as amended by the motion of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Pace], and sincerely hope that 
the resolution with the amendment will be adopted without 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Pace], making the exten- 
sion to the 10th of January. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to a third read- 
ing, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution and bills 
of the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested : 

S. J. Res. 51. Joint resolution appropriating money for the 
payment of certain claims on account of labor, supplies, ma- 
terials, and cash furnished in the construction of the Corbett 
Tunnel ; 

S. 968. An act granting an extension of time to construct a 
bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State 
of Illinois; and 

S. 1230. An act to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Fox River at Aurora, III. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution 
of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 60. Joint resolution making appropriations to sup- 
ply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1916. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: . 

S. 696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa. 

THE “ EASTLAND” DISASTER. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, on the 14th instant the 
Speaker laid before the House the report and testimony taken 
by the Department of Commerce on the Fastland disaster at 
Chicago. As I understand it, the report embraces the testi- 
mony taken by the Steamboat-Inspection Service. It was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
I think the testimony and report should have been referred to 
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the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, as it 
relates to questions affecting our navigation laws, and we have 
bills now pending before the committee growing out of that 
disaster and intended to remedy the conditions in the future and 
make such disasters less liable to occur. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that change of 
reference will be made. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I should like to say that so far as I have been advised that in- 
vestigation refers not to the rates and practices of transporta- 
tion, but to the structure and rules for navigating vessels. For 
that reason, perhaps, I ought not to object to this request. But 
while I am perfectly willing to yield to the jurisdiction of other 
committees the things to which I am not entitled, I am beginning 
to think I ought to complain at their taking and the giving to 
some of them of bills to which my committee is entitled. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the committee of the 
gentleman from Georgia has too much business now and that he 
brings in more bills than anybody else in the House. 

Mr. ADAMSON. We do not complain at all of the work we 
have to do. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the change of refer- 
ence will be made from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

There was no objection. 


BRIDGE ACROSS ROCK RIVER, COLONA FERRY, ILL, 


Mr. STERLING. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, I should like to make an in- 
quiry about Senate resolution 38. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Kentucky IMr. CANTRILL] 
called up a resolution.a few moments ago. There are several 
gentlemen on this side who desire recognition. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the Chair will recognize anybody 
who wants to be recognized. The Chair recognizes the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. STERLING]. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 186) granting an 
extension of time to construct a bridge across Rock River at 
or near Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the commencement of the bridge 
authorized by the act entitled “An act to construct a bridge across 
Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois,” approved 
August 19, 1911, is hereby extended to one year from the date of the 
passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. That the construction, maintenance, and 9 
bri and approaches thereto therein authorized by the aforesaid act 
shall be in a ts in accordance with and subject to the provi- 
sions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Has this bill received consideration and been 
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and the War Department, too? 

Mr. STERLING. It has. 

Mr. ADAMSON. There are some amendments to be read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Let the amendments be read first. 

The Clerk read the amendments, as follows: 


Page 1, line 5, after the word “ Illinois,” insert the words “by the 
counties of Henry and Rock Island, in the State of Illinois.” 


ration of the 


ge 1, line 8, after the word “act,” add the words “and the time 
for completion of the bridge extended three years from the date of 
2 of this act.“ 
trike out all of section 2 


Renumber section 3 to be section 2. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what is the reason for the demand for the extension of the time? 

Mr. STERLING. As I understand it, the people of these two 
counties have voted to construct this bridge. There was some 
delay in getting action by the people of the counties on the mat- 
ter, and they have not been able to begin the construction of 
the bridge until this time. The matter was submitted to the 
people there, and that has caused some delay. 

Mr. NORTON. It is a county bridge? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. The two counties join in the building. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, what was the date set in the original act for the com- 
mencement of the work? 

Mr. MANN. One year after its passage. 


Mr. STERLING. It was passed in August, 1911. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The last extension was in 1913. 

Mr. STERLING. The bill was passed in August, 1911. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What was the time set in that 
act for the beginning of the work of construction? 

Mr. STERLING. One year. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
in 1912. 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 
extending the time? 

Mr. STERLING. There was. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What was the date of that? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Nineteen hundred and thirteen. 

R Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And that extended it to what 
me? 

Mr. ADAMSON. It expired last year, or, rather, this year. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What was the reason given for 
ee the work within one year, as fixed by the original 
act? 

Mr. STERLING. As I understand it, the authorities did not 
get a vote of the people soon enough to begin the construction of 
the bridge until this time. s 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The work of construction under 
the first act should have begun in 1912. Then, an amendatory 
act was passed in 1913 extending the time. Why did they not 
begin then? 

Mr. STERLING. For the same reason, as far as I know. My 
colleague from Illinois may know the particulars about it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit 
me, the matter has been before the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce a number of times. There are two bodies 
politic trying to join themselves by this bridge. The gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] will realize that it is exceedingly 
difficult for two political bodies to move in harmony and get 
ready at the same time, or sometimes to get ready at all. They 
have had one hitch after another, until they have missed the 
time on both occasions, because they could not get their finan- 
ciering ready. It is reported to the committee now that they 
have at last reached a point where they can work together and 
build the bridge, and they want this extension for that reason. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This extends the time how long? 

Mr. ADAMSON. It gives them one year from now to begin 
the bridge, and three years from now to complete it. 

Mr. TAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] that the time for the building of 
this bridge has been extended twice, and the reason for the 
delay is that some of the supervisors were against it, because 
they thought their constituents did not want it, and they par- 
leyed and delayed, and finally said, “ We will put this thing up 
to the people and let them vote upon it.“ So they did put it 
to a vote, and the proposition to build the bridge carried by a 
very substantial majority at the last election. That is the 
reason why we are trying to get the bill passed now. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. KING. Is it true that a bill of this character was passed 
through the Senate at the last session? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Yes. 

Mr. KING. What became of it in the House? 

Mr. TAVENNER. The bill was introduced by Senator SHER- 
MAN, of Illinois, but I never was asked to take any interest 
in the bill. The fact is, I did not know that there was such a 
bill until the day after Congress was adjourned the secretary of 
Senator SHERMAN called me up and asked me what I had done 
about it. Since I had not had the bill called to my attention, 
of course, I did not know that the bill was pending. 

Mr. KING. It is true that the bridge is to extend from 
Rock Island County, in the gentleman’s district, to Henry 
County, in the fifteenth district, and Henry County has delayed 
the matter on account of having submitted it to a vote of the 


ple? 

Mr. TAVENNER. Rock Island County submitted it to a vote 
of the people. 

The SPEAKER. 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Apamson, a motion to reconsider the vote 


That would have begun the work 


Was there any subsequent act 


Is there objection to the present considera- 


whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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PANAMA-CALIFORNIA INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr, CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Senate joint resolution 38 be taken from the Speaker’s table 
and put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the Senate joint reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read the Senate joint resolution, as follows: 

Senate joint resolution 38. 


Resolved, ete., That all laws and parts of laws relating to foreign 
exhibits at the nama-Pacific International Exposition, including im- 
portations of the same, and of material necessary for buildings, or 
otherwise, for their proper exhibit are made applicable to the Panama- 
California Internationa osition now in operation at San Diego, 
Cal., during the remainder of the year 1916, or during the continuance 
of the latter exposition during said od. 

Sec, 2. That the Government exhibit at the Panama-Pacific Interna- 
tional Exposition, or such pornon thereof as may be determined by the 
President is advisable, is nsferred to the Panama-California Inter- 
national Exposition during its continuance at San Diego, Cal., and 
until not later than December 31, 1916. And any 2 balance 
of the appropriation of $500,000 made in the sundry civil 3 
tion act for the fiscal year 1914 fs reappropriated and made available 
for expenses attending the transfer and maintenance of said Govern- 
ment exhibit during said period ending not later than the close of the 
year 1916; and all laws or parts of laws relating to said Government 
exhibit and constituting a vernment exhibit board and authorizing 
the detail of civiliaus and Army and Navy officers of the United States 
in connection with sald Government exhibit at the Panama-Pacific In- 
ternational Exposition are continued and made applicable so far as 
the same may be applicable to the Panama-California International 
Exposition at San Diego, Cal., during its said continuance. 

EC. 3. That in the passage of act the United States does not 


assume any liability of any kind whatever, and does not become respon, 


sible in any manner for any bond, debt, contract, expenditure, expense, 
or liabilty of the said Panama-California International Exposition, its 
officers, agents, servants, or employees, or incident to or growing out of 
the said exposition beyond the reappropriation of the unexpended balance 
of 50 e heretofore made in connection with the said Govern- 
men 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr, FOSTER. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Kentucky what the unexpended balance 
of the $500,000 is? 

Mr. CANTRILL. I understand that there is about $75,000 
unexpended of the original appropriation, which of course would 
be used to transfer the exhibits back to the different points from 
whence they came. This bill simply permits the transfer of the 
exhibit to the San Diego exposition on its way back to the orig- 
8 r where the exhibits belong. It calls for no new appro- 
Priat ion. g 

Mr. FOSTER. The original law requires that the exhibits 
shall be taken to California and returned without additional 
expense to the Government. Can the gentleman give us some 
information as to what it would require to return that exhibit 
to the National Government? 

Mr. CANTRILL, I could not tell the gentleman, for I am 
not advised as to what it would cost to return it from San 
Francisco to the National Government, but it would cost very 
little more if it is returned by the way of San Diego Exposition. 
It is to be returned, and there is this balance of about $75,000. 
Section 3 of the bill specially provides that there shall be no 
additional expense assumed by the Government. 

Mr. FOSTER. There is about $76,000 remaining, and it is 
proposed that this shall be used for transferring the exhibit 
by the way of San Diego to Washington, D. C., so as to give 
the exposition of the city of San Diego a chance to see the Gov- 
ernment exhibit. I judge from that that all of the people of 
San Diego have not had an opportunity to go to San Francisco 
and see that great exposition, and that this will afford them an 
opportunity at San Diego. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes. 

Mr. KAHN. I think the gentleman narrows the scope of the 
matter very considerably. There are many thousands of peo- 
ple who visit San Diego and the southern part of California 
every year, especially during the winter season. This appro- 
priation will enable them to see this splendid Government ex- 
hibit at San Diego, where, as I say, many thousands of people 
may go next year who perhaps did not see it at San Francisco; 
under this resolution they will still be enabled to see something 
of the Government's activities. 

Mr. FOSTER. That is just what I was referring to. I 
think the exposition at San Diego, from what I have read about 
it, is worthy of consideration. Of course, I realize that the en- 
terprising people at San Diego found out that there was $75,000 
of this appropriation left unused at San Francisco 

Mr. KAHN. I think the gentleman is unfair. 

Mr. FOSTER. And, in order to see that it might be kept in 
California, these most enterprising people of the city of San 
Diego, for whom I have a wonderful admiration, as well as for 
the State, have asked that the exhibit be sent to the San Diego 
Exposition. They want to keep the exposition open another 


year, so that the people of California and visitors going there 
may have an opportunity of seeing the exhibit, showing what 
the Government is doing. f : 

Mr. KAHN. The gentleman from Illinois evidently does not 
understand, I take it, that a large amount of this sum will be 
expended to bring the exhibit back to the city of Washington. 
The amount that it will cost to transfer the exhibit to San Diego 
is comparatively small, and the balance of the money will have 
to be expended anyhow to bring the exhibit back to the city of 
Washington. So that the additional cost to the Government for 
this transfer is exceedingly small. 

Mr. MANN. It will cost just about as much to bring it to 
San Diego from San Francisco as it would cost to bring it from 
San Francisco to the city of Washington. 

Mr. KAHN. Oh, no; I think not. g 

Mr. MANN. The main cost of trunsference is not the freight 
rate. I understand that the principal reason for this resolution 
is to have the Government give recognition to the exposition at 
San Diego, for the reason that without that recognition the 
people who have the foreign exhibits at San Francisco will not 
take their exhibits to San Diego. These foreign exhibitors at 
San Francisco are now breaking up their exhibits, and this is the 
prime object of the resolution. Unless this resolution passes 
speedily they will have been transferred elsewhere. It is now 
4 minutes of 3 o’clock. This is a Senate resolution, and if it 
passes the House it goes back to the Senate. It has been put 
in an enrolled form so that there will be no delay. Unless it 
passes both bodies and gets the signature of the President 
immediately it will be valueless for the main purpose, because 
we are going to take a final adjournment for the holiday recess 
to-day. 

Mr. FOSTER. Let me say, Mr. Speaker, that in view of my 
high regard for the Representative from that district, Mr. 
Kerrner, and my great admiration for California and its people, 
and the fact that they have been able to run two expositions for 
one year,and one exposition for two years, I think the Govern- 
ment should lend some assistance, and I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

By unanimous consent, House resolution 3, of similar import, 
was laid on the table. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. Scorr of 
Michigan to withdraw from the files of the House, without leav- 
ing copies, the papers in the case of C. Horatio Scott, H. R. 18703, 
no adverse report having been made thereon. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. McArrHur 
to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Minnie Anderson, H. R. 19682, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

S. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to transfer the Government ex- 
hibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the 
Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 


Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that this day they had presented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. J. Res. 60. Joint resolution making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1916; 

H. J. Res. 61. Joint resolution authorizing payment of the sal- 
aries of officers and employees of Congress for December, 1915 ; 

H. R. 663. An act granting the consent of Congress to the Oiti- 
zens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Burlington, Iowa; and 

H. R. 3688. An act to extend the time for constructing a bridge 
across the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, for two 

days, to Mr. Konop, on account of illness in family. 
OBSERVANCE OF THE RULES. 

The SPEAKER. Under special order of the House the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, Mr. GARDNER, is entitled to an 
hour, at this time in which to address the House, and the gen- 
tleman from Wyoming, Mr. MONDELL, to an hour at the conclu- 
sion of Mr. GARDNER'S address. 

In view of the heat which developed in the discussion yes- 
terday, the Chair wishes to state that there are two or three 


416 


rules of the House to which no one seems to pay very much 
attention. One of them is that a Member sitting in his seat 
shall not inject any remarks into the speech of the gentleman 
who has the floor. Another is about the way of getting recog- 
nition to interrupt the Member who has the floor. The third 
rule which the Chair has in mind is that one Member shall 
not refer directly and personally to another. All of these 
rules were passed in the interest of decency and order, and 
the Chair hopes, no matter how heated the discussion may 
become, that they will be observed. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. GARDNER, is recog- 
nized for one hour. [Applause.] 


PREPAREDNESS. 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I recognize that what the 
Chair says is true. The Constitution itself says that no one 
shall be questioned elsewhere for what he says on the floor of 
this House, but that makes it doubly necessary for this House, 
in defense of its own dignity, to see to it that characters are not 
assailed without some opportunity for defense being offered. 

LET US INVESTIGATE BOTH SIDES. 


I have introduced a resolution for the investigation of certain 
organizations: The Navy League, to which I do not belong, 
although I have been instrumental in starting a branch of the 
Navy League in Massachusetts; the National Security League, to 
which I do not belong, although I was one of those who encour- 
aged its organization in the first place; Labor's International 
Peace Council, to which I do not belong; and the American De- 
tense Society, to which I do not belong. If the Committee on 
Rules feels that for international reasons it is not wise to investi- 
gate Labor's National Peace Council, well and good—cut that out 
of my resolution; but investigate all of these organizations 
which have been assailed, not alone in this House but by pa- 
cifists all over the country. Those assaults—and the clippings I 
have seen show very clearly what is being said in the country— 
mention my name and those of other reputable persons and 
charge that the origin of this campaign for preparedness rests 
with the makers of munitions of war and armor plate. Very 
well. If the Committee on Rules is prepared to protect the 
Members of the House and citizens who have no other protection 
from assault on the floor of the House, it will report my resolu- 
tion; it will investigate me, and not only investigate me, but it 
will investigate the former Secretary of State and find out if he 
is making any money out of his propaganda, and it will investi- 
gate other gentlemen, on whichever side of the question they 
may be found. [Applause.] 

LET US HAVE FACTS, Nor ARGUMENTS. 


Mr. Speaker, I am going to say very little about the general 
principles governing the problems of our national defense. We 
all have sufficient knowledge of this question of preparedness 
from that point of view. What we want now is particular 
knowledge of the facts. We want to know what military force 
we have to-day as well as what is proposed. Before I get down 
to details, however, I desire to leave two thoughts for your 
reflection. In considering whether it is wise for the United 
States to enter into treaties providing for the arbitration of all 
questions, ask yourselves whether the labor unions of this 
country would consent to arbitrate the Asiatic-exclusion doc- 
trine. Reflect on California’s experience with Chinese cheap 
labor, and then ask any labor man of your acquaintance whether 
he would ever consent to arbitrate before a world court a 
demand for the repeal of the Chinese-exclusion law. Ask your- 
selves whether the American people would ever arbitrate the 
Monroe doctrine. Here is another thing I want you to think of: 
Mr. Bryan advocates treaties by which we bind ourselves not 
to go to war without a year’s warning. Furthermore, he pro- 
poses that at the end of the year the people shall vote on the 
question of war or peace. Is that a safe system? Would the 
nature of the political campaign which would be conducted in 
that year be such as to enable us to go to war a united nation 
when the year had expired and the vote had been taken? Con- 
sider what the effect would have been if we had delayed a year 
before resorting to arms in the Revolution and in the Civil War. 

A MANUAL FOR DEBATERS, 

I prepared last January what I called a Manual for Debaters. 
Copies are at the disposal of anyone who asks for them. In that 
manual I gave original references to public documents or to the 
evidence on which my statements were based. Since then there 
have been developments, so that many of the facts which I shall 
allege this afternoon can not be substantiated from that manual. 
The very first statement which I shall make refers to an oc- 
currence of a date more recent than the manual; but I propose 
to tell you where its substantiation can be found. In fact, I 
shall endeavor to follow that policy throughout the whole of 
this address, which will relate almost entirely to the Navy. 
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THE NORTH SEA BATTLE. ; 
There has been only one naval battle in this war in which 
fleets of great modern fighting ships were engaged on both 
sides. That engagement took place in the North Sea on January 
25, 1915. Taking the British fleet and the German fleet together, 
there were nine great fighting ships in the line of battle, not to 
mention the smaller fry—the destroyers, light cruisers, sub- 
marines, and so on. Of these nine fighting ships in line of 
battle, eight were capital ships, and the ninth, the Bluecher, 
was a capital ship when she was completed in 1909. The term 
“capital” ship is applied to a ship capable of taking its place 
in the first line of battle. In present-day usage the term is only 
applied to battle cruisers and dreadnaughts; although, as a 
matter of fact, in the North Sea engagement Germany actually 
neq the powerful armored cruiser Bluecher in the first line of 
attle. 

There were nine big ships engaged, five on the British side 
and four on the German side. The British ships were the Lion, 
the Tiger, the Indomitable, the New Zealand, and the Princess 
Royal, The German ships were the Seydlitz, the Derflinger, the 
Moltke, and the Bluecher. One of those vessels, the German 
armored cruiser Bluecher, was sent to the bottom of the sea. 
Why was she sent to the bottom of the sea? Because the 
Bluecher was slower by 4 nautical miles per hour than any 
other of those nine ships. So when the German fleet turned 
toward Helgoland the Bluecher lagged behind and became a 
target for the British fleet, and she was sent to the bottom of 
“the sea. The Bluecher, which was sent to the bottom of the sea 
largely because she was 4 nautical miles slower than any other 
vessel in that battle, was faster than the fastest capital ship or 
armored cruiser in the American Navy, built or building. You 
will find coroboration of that statement on pages 853 and 854 
of the United States Navy Yearbook for 1914. (S. Doc. No. 637, 
63d Cong., 3d sess.) 


THE GENERAL BOARD OF THE NAVY. 


At home a great many people have said to me, “ GARDNER, 
why is it you people down in Congress do not have a board or 
commission or something—we do not care what you call it—to 
decide what sort of a navy we need to make us safe, and then 
you can go ahead and provide it?” Now, that is a sensible 
question, and the answer is that we have had precisely such a 
board ever since 1903. Year after year we have kicked the 
board’s recommendations into the waste-paper basket. That 
board is called the General Board of the Navy. It was insti- 
tuted in 1903, the same year in which we voted for five battle- 
ships. In 1903 Secretary Moody and President Roosevelt decided 
that they ought to have a report as to what we needed to make 
us safe, and so they constituted this General Board of the Navy. 
Along in October, 1903, the General Board made its report. 
Since that time, year after year, the board has sent in an annual 
report, recommending a building program for each year. In 
1908, after examining into the building programs of other 
nations, and after taking into account our geographical situation 
and all the other elements of the problem, the board reported 
on what we needed to make us safe. Safe against what? Safe 
against any nation except Great Britain. Now, why except 
Great Britain? Because the board assumed the friendliness of 
Great Britain. It used Germany as a standard by which to 
measure our necessities. Germany was not actually mentioned 
by name as our strongest probable enemy; but in the memo- 
randum attached to the report that country was indicated both 
by its geographical situation and by a citation of its naval 
legislation, 

This 1903 report called for a navy centering around a fleet of 
48 battleships. Later on the program was amended so as to 
call for 48 battleships less than 20 years old. Nothing in the 
original report was said about the age of superannuation. The 
board has changed from time to time its recommendations as to 
the number of destroyers, but never, unless this year, in its 
most recent report, has the board changed its estimate as to the 
number of battleships required. As I shall indicate later, the 
board’s recent report was submitted under instructions which 
forced it to offer a restricted program. I shall take that matter 
up when I compare the new program of the Secretary of the 
Navy and the new program of the General Board with that old 
program for 48 battleships. 

HOW DOES OUR NAVY RANK? 

In considering a building program we must take into account 
what other nations have done and are doing. Let us see what 
story our Navy Department tells us. I hold in my hand a bul- 
letin of the Office of Naval Intelligence of the United States 
Navy Department. It is entitled “Warship Tonnage of the 
Principal Naval Powers.” It is reproduced on a smaller scale 
to face page 850, United States Navy Yearbook, 1914. It is 
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dated July 1. 1914, just before the war broke out, and is the last 
bulletin of the kind which has been published by our Navy 
Department. In this bulletin is given the relative warship ton- 
nage of ali the principal nations of the world. Ships over 20 
years old are not included; neither are ships authorized but not 
begun. The table comprises warship tonnage both built and 
building. 

I read from the first column, headed, “Present order. Ton- 
nage completed.” The date is July 1, 1914, remember: 

Great Britain, 2,157,850 tons; Germany, 951,713; United 
States, 765,133 tons. Now, mind you, those are the figures for 
tonnage complete a year ago last July. Let us see how the score 
would have stood if we add to the tonnage complete the tonnage 
then building. Here I read from the second column in this table. 
It shows the tonnage complete, plus tonnage building: Great 
Britain, 2,714,106 tons; Germany, 1,306,577 tons; France, third, 
899.915 tons; United States, fourth, 894,889 tons. 

Now let us see how we stand in the list of modern fighting 
ships, the capital ships—as I said, vessels authorized but not 
begun are not included. This bulletin which I am exhibiting 
shows, of course, that Great Britain leads in battleships of the 
dreadnaught type. By the way, my friends, any battleship ante- 
rior to the dreadnaught type is about as much up to date as a 
one-cylinder automobile. This table of our Office of Naval Intelli- 
gence, dated July 1, 1914, gives us the following figures of the 
world’s dreadnaughts : Great Britain, 36 built and building; Ger- 
many, 20 built and building; the United States, 12 built and 
building. Since that day we have started three more dread- 
naughts building and last March we authorized two additional, 
but no work will be done on either of them for months to come. 
Next let us look at the international figures in the matter of bat- 
tle cruisers. You know what battle cruisers are. A battle 
cruiser, except that it is lightly armored, is nothing more nor 
less than a dreadnaught which is speeded through the water at 
the rate of a railroad train. For instance, take the battle cruiser 
Queen Mary. She is a ship of 27,000 tons, the same size as the 
New York and the Teras, our latest dreadnaughts in commis- 
sion. We are building bigger ones now.. The speed of the dread- 
naughts New York and Teras is 21 nautical miles per hour. 

The dreadnaught Nevada on her trial trip the other day beat 
that record by a fraction of a mile. 

What do you suppose is the speed of the British battle cruiser 
Queen Mary? According to the latest United States Navy Year- 
book, 1914, page 852, her speed is no less than 35.7 nautical miles 
per hour, 12 nautical miles an hour faster than the Nevada. 
Jane's Fighting Ships” assigns a speed of 33 nautical miles 
an hour to the Queen Mary. 

Let us see how we stand in the matter of battle cruisers ac- 
cording to this same official bulletin which I hold in my hand. 
On July 1, 1914, I find the following figures: Great Britain, 
battle cruisers, built and building, 10; Germany, battle cruisers, 
built and building, 8; United States, battle cruisers, built and 
building, 0. 

Now, why have we no battle cruisers? More than once Capt. 
Hobson, of Alabama, has offered amendments providing them. 
In 1912 both the General Board of the Navy and Secretary 
Meyer recommended their construction. One of the principal 
reasons why we have no battle cruisers is because they cost a 
good deal more than battleships, and we do not want to pay the 
bill. 

If you want to understand the situation in this House, turn to 
the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp for February 5, 1915, and read the 
words of the Hon. Oscar W. UNpbrerwoop, at that time chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means. Mr. UNDERWOOD 
proposed that we should only authorize one single solitary battle- 
ship in 1915 on account of the expense. He said that in his opin- 
ion we should never be obliged to go to war to maintain Ameri- 
can principles. That sounds well, of course, and it is a certainty 
that you can save money that way—for a while, at least. 

STOP HUMBUGGING, 

Mr. Speaker, if we are going to build a Navy, let us build a 
real Navy. Let us quit this make-believe pretense that all 
cur geese are swans. Let us face the music and see what an ade- 
quate Navy is going to cost us. Do not go ahead with the idea 
that by stopping a little picayune logrolling here and there and 
by dismantling a useless navy yard or so and by abandoning 
some political Army posts that we shall thereby save enough 
money to cut some figure in the aggregate bill that we have got 
to face. We have got to face a perfectly stupendous bill if we 
want to make this country safe. The question is, Do we or do 
we not. want to face that bill? 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the ‘gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHertey). Does the gen- 
tleman yield? 


LIII— —2T 


Mr. GARDNER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARNER. What does the gentleman consider a safe 
navy as compared with other navies? 

Mr. GARDNER. I have repeatedly said that an adequate navy 
for the United States is a navy large enough to take the sea and 
keep the sea against any navy which any nation can bring to 
attack us. For instance, our Navy must be large enough to 
hold the sea against such part of the British battle fleet as 
8 Britain could mass for an attack on us at any particular 
time. 

DREADNAUGHT VERSUS SUBMARINE. 

Many people think that the days of the dreadnaught are at 
an end and that the days of the submarine have come. If that 
were true, Germany would have had control of the sea last 
summer, when her submarines were so active. If that were 
true, it would not be German ships that we should see interned 
in New York Harbor. It would be British ships. If the sub- 
marine were mistress of the sea, Great Britain would not be 
able safely to move one and three-quarter millions of men from 
Australia and Canada and Africa and the British Isles to the 
battle fields of the Continent. If the dreadnaught had lost its 
supremacy, letters addressed to England would not be delivered 
except by the grace of Germany. Yet each one of you knows 
that the letter which you mail in Washington to-day will be 
delivered in London with very slight delay. 

WHERE ARE OUR SUBMARINES? 


But let us, for the sake of argument, admit that the day of 
the dreadnaught has gone by and that the day of the sub- 
marine has come. My friends, where are our submarines? On 
the Atlantic coast we have just 18 submarines, of which 5— 
the “C” boats—are kept down at the Panama Canal. The re- 
maining 13 submarines includes, among others, the G-3, au- 
thorized in 1909. For some reason which I do not understand 
the Navy Department carries the G—$ as in full commission. 
while the Bureau of Construction and Repair calls it 93 per 
cent completed. I have been told that it can not submerge 
and that it remains tied up to the surface of the water in 
the Brooklyn Navy Yard. At all events, G-3 was not in the 
Hudson River parade last summer nor did it take part in the 
subsequent maneuvers. 

We have, therefore, only 12 submarines with which to guard 
38,000 miles of coast from the St. Croix River to the Rio Grande, 
I do not know the condition of those submarines just now. I 
know their condition when they were tried out in maneuvers 
last May, for Secretary Daniels publicly admitted the break- 
down of five or six of them. (Daily papers, May 28, 1915.) I 
know about their condition in November, 1914, when Admiral 
Fletcher ordered the submarine flotilla to mobilize, for I heard 
the evidence before the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
House of Representatives. 

The New York Tribune about a year ago published a series 
of Navy articles. In one of these articles the assertion was 
made that at the November mobilization only one submarine 
was in condition to dive. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
started to investigate the facts. On December 15, 1914, Com- 
mander Yates Stirling, jr., testified. At that time he was in 
command of the submarine flotilla. Representative ROBERTS, of 
Massachusetts, a member of the Naval Committee, called atten- 
tion to the newspaper article, and then he said to Stirling: 

I am asking you that question because some newspapers state that 
there is only 1 submarine ont of the 17 that will dive. 

Commander STIRLING. I think I can explain where they got that im- 
pression. The Commander in Chief ordered the mobilization of the 
Atlantic submarine flotilla at Hampton Roads on the Ist of November 
of all available vessels. He left it to me to say what vessels I would 
bring down there. He did not consider the at Colon. That re- 
duced the number in the flotilla to 12. 

Commander Stirling goes on to tell why this boat and that 
boat were not available, and then he winds up by saying: 

So when we got down there the admiral wanted to know what we 
could do. I told him we had then only 1 submarine that I thought could 
efficiently take part in the maneuvers at sea off the coast. (Naval bill 
hearings, Dec. 15, 1914, pp. 866, 867.) 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. ELSTON. Does the gentleman mean to say that this 
country can not produce submarines that are efficient at all, and 
that over-sea countries are the only ones that can build them 
in such a way as that they can go to sea? 

Mr. GARDNER. What I have told you is our exact ex- 
perience. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield further? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman ase 
further? 

Mre GARDNER. Certainly. 
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Mr. ELSTON. Can the gentleman give any reason or ex- 
planation from his experience for this condition? 

Mr. GARDNER. It is a long story. If the gentleman will 
read the evidence before the Committee on Naval Affairs last 
year he will get a fair idea of the situation. The trouble is a 
good deal a question of batteries. Perhaps the shortage of offi- 
cers and crews may be partly to blame. 


WHERE ARE OUR AIR CRAFT? 


A great many people think that the days of the submarine 
have gone by, and that air craft are now able to detect sub- 
marines and point them out for destruction. That may or may 
not be the case; but, for the sake of argument, let us admit that 
air craft can master the submarine danger. 

Mr. Speaker, where are our air craft? I am going to cite the 
evidence of Capt. Mark Bristol, in charge of the air fleet of the 
Navy. (Naval bill hearings, Dec. 8, 1914, p. 299.) Capt. Bris- 
tol told of the air fleets of various countries at the breaking 
out of the war. He stated that at that time, according to his 
information, France had 22 dirigibles and 1,400 aeroplanes, 
Russia 18 dirigibles and 800 aeroplanes, Germany 40 dirigibles 
and 1,000 aeroplanes, and so forth, and the United States 23 
aeroplanes. Of those 23 aeroplanes, 10 belonged to the Army 
and 11 belonged to the Navy. I noticed that when the senior 
naval advisor of the Secretary of the Navy spoke at the Naval 
Academy alumni dinner at Annapolis he told his hearers that 
at that time the Navy had only three good aeroplanes. (Morn- 
ing papers, June 4, 1915.) Secretary Daniels’s report of Decem- 
ber 1, 1915, informs us that the Navy now possesses 15 such 
craft. 

Few as are our aeroplanes we have no airships at all unless 
the situation has changed very recently. It is true that the 
Secretary of the Navy has ordered one dirigible at a yery mod- 
erate expense, but the newspapers say that the contract speed 
is only 25 to 35 miles. So leisurely a craft would not cut much 
figure against the swift airships of the European war. 


HOW MANY DREADNAUGHTS? 


We constantly hear incorrect accounts as to the actual 
strength of our Navy at the present time. Desire to confuse 
the issue is sometimes the source of the difficulty, but more 
often loose statement is responsible. For instance, just as soon 
as a new dreadnaught is authorized by Congress it is added 
to the list of dreadnaughts just exactly as if it were ready to 
fight. The two battleships which we authorized last March will 
not be begun for months to come and will not be finished for 
nearly four years; yet in debate in this House and in published 
lists they are reckoned as if they were actually in full commis- 
sion. Four submarines which we voted to build on June 80, 
1914, had not been begun one year later on June 80, 1915. (See 
Navy and Marine Corps List and Directory, Aug. 1, 1915, p. 104.) 
Nevertheless they are spoken of in debate as if they constituted 
an actual part of our Navy. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. KELLBY, I noticed in the newspapers some time ago— 
I do not know whether it was true or not—that the Bethlehem 
Steel Co. had finished quite a large number of submarines for 
a foreign navy within a period of four months. Does the gentle- 
man know whether that is true or not? 

Mr. GARDNER. I know it to be a fact that the Fore River 
Shipbuilding Co. in a very short space of time finished the 
parts of a large number of submarines, which were speedily put 
together and sent abroad within a very few months after the 
order was received; but it is fair to say that they were small 
craft for the most part. 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, if I remem- 
ber correctly, last year there were some 19 submarines previ- 
ously authorized which had not yet been delivered, and since 
that time we have added 25. Out of that 44, does the gentleman 
know how many have been delivered? 

Mr. GARDNER. I will tell the gentleman exactly. At the 
present time we have 87 submarines completely built. That 
includes every submarine we ever built except the old A-1, 
which was scrapped, and the-F—4, which was sunk off Hawaii. 
I am reading now from the Navy and Marine Corps List and 
Directory for December 1, 1915, pages 106 and 108. In addition, 
we have at this moment 19 more which are building. They were 
authorized in 1912, 1913, and 1914. (See U. S. Navy Yearbook, 
1914, p. 735.) Furthermore, we have another 19 which have 
been authorized but are not even begun. One of them was 
authorized on June 30, 1914, and the others on March 3, 1915. 

Mr. NORTON. Can the gentleman tell us why they have not 
been begun? 

Mr. GARDNER. No; I can not tell you. I think one of the 
minor difficulties is that Congress has not given to the Navy 


Department a sufficient number of draftsmen. I think there 
has been a good deal of disputing as to the type of batteries to 
be used. About four years ago some young officers of the Navy— 
I rather think Lieut. Miles was one—went to Thomas A. Edison 
and asked him if he could develop a battery for submarines. 
I am told that Mr. Edison has been four years experimenting. 
I hope Congress will get a fair, unsterilized report on the Edison 
batteries. I hear very divergent stories as to their success. 

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. NORTON. The gentleman's argument seems to impress 
me as carrying the inference that our military officers are alto- 
gether incompetent, or inferior to the officers of Germany or 


England. 

Mr. GARDNER. I am not going into that. 

Mr. NORTON. Is that the purpose of the gentleman’s argu- 
ment? 


Mr. GARDNER. No; that is not the purpose. ; 

Mr. SNYDER. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. GARDNER. All right. 

Mr. SNYDER. I should like to ask the gentleman if he knows 
whether the submarines or parts of submarines that have been 
furnished by the Schwab or Bethlehem steel companies have been 
operating successfully ? 

Mr. GARDNER. I do not know anything about the Schwab 
or Bethlehem companies. I know about the Fore River Ship 
Building Co., and that is the only one I know about. I am told 
that Schwab has bought up the plant. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to continue 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. GARDNER. Les. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. You seem to object 

Mr. GARDNER. Is this a question for information, or do 
you want to discuss some general principle? 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Oh, no; I just want to ask you a question. 

Mr. GARDNER. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. You object to our contention that sub- 
marines that have been ordered should be counted when we go 
to considering a new program? 

Mr. GARDNER. No; I do not object to that. I object to 
your sending out information to the people that is not correct. 

SLOW CONSTRUCTION OF BATTLESHIPS. 


I hold in my hand the Navy and Marine Corps List and Di- 
rectory for December 1, 1915. On pages 106 and 107 you will 
find the name of every first-line battleship we possess. I am 
not talking about ships that are building or ships whose con- 
struction we have authorized. I am talking about what we 
actually possess to-day. How many do you suppose there are? 
There are just eight, of which one is in reserve—the North 
Dakota—because four times already in its short career it has 
had to have its turbines repaired. 

The Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, New York, Tegas, Utah, 
and Wyoming are the only first-line battleships which we have 
in full commission to-day. They are all dreadnaughts. To be 
sure, the Oklahoma and Nevada also are practically ready, but 
when do you think that their construction was authorized? It 
was authorized on the 4th day of March, 1911, four years and 
nine months ago. (U. S. Navy Yearbook, 1914, p. 834.) 

It is true that in each case there has been a substantial 
delay owing to exceptional causes. So we have, as a matter 
of fact, 8 first-line battleships finished, 2 practically ready, 
5 in process of building, and 2 authorized but not begun. Yet 
you will repeatedly hear on the floor of this House the glib 
statement that we possess 17 dreadnaughts. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Certainly. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. This is the type of vessel that the gentle- 
man says is the necessary fighting unit of the Navy? 

Mr. GARDNER. I am simply giving my opinion. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. And that is supplemented by the swift 
type of battle cruiser? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes; that is my idea. 

Mr. FARR. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. FARR. Has the gentleman any information how long 
it takes a foreign nation to build a superdreadnaught? 

Mr. GARDNER. In England it takes about two years, or a 
little more, from the date of the laying of the keel. That is 
to say, in peace time. I think that recently it has been taking 
us 8 or 10 months longer than that; but, in addition, we delay 
prodigiously before the keel is. laid. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER, Les. 
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Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Did I understand the gentleman to 
state a while ago that the fastest ship we had in the first-class 
line was slower than the slowest ship that Germany had in the 
first-class line? : 

Mr. GARDNER. No; I did not say so. I said that the 
fastest battleship or first-line ship of any sort which we own, 
built or building, is slower than the slowest ship of the nine 
which were engaged in the battle line of the North Sea fight. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. One more question. 

Mr. GARDNER. No; I decline to yield further. 


FIVE YEARS AWAY FROM PREPAREDNESS. 


The most significant evidence that was given last year before 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was given by Rear Admiral 
Bradley A. Fiske, at that time senior naval adviser of the 
Secretary of the Navy. In response to a question, Admiral 
Fiske said that it would take us about five years to get our 
Navy into shape to fight successfully and effectively against an 
effective enemy. (Naval bill hearings, Dec. 17, 1914, p. 1023.) 

I have not seen a single denial of that statement, nor have 
I heard its soundness questioned. 

CAN AN ENEMY LAND? 


Last year Admiral Fletcher, commander in chief of the 
Atlantic Fleet, testified that a foreign foe, after disposing of our 
Navy, could land almost anywhere on our coast. (Naval bill 
hearings, Dec. 9, 1914, p. 536.) Of course, there was a storm 
of denial of Admiral Fletcher's testimony. Recently I took 
the matter up with Admiral Dewey, chairman of the General 
Board of the Navy. Here is the admiral’s letter, in which he 
describes our exposure to the landing of a hostile force: 

OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL OF THE NAVY, 
Washington, December 10, 1915, 
Hon. A. P. GARDNER, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dran Mu. GARDNER : I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of December 9, asking me to write you setting forth my views on the 
question of the possibility of large hostiie forces landing on our coast, 
and inviting my attention to an article by Eric Fisher Wood, which 
appeared in the Century last month. 

he part of the Atlantic coast mentioned in Mr. Wood's article 
extends from Eastport, Me., to cape Henry, Va., and in this area we 
have permanent defenses on the Penobscot and Kennebec Rivers, at 
Portland, Portsmouth, Boston, and New Bedford Harbors, at Narra- 
gansett Bay, at the eastern entrance to Long Island Sound, at the 
entrance to New York Harbor, on the Delaware River, at Baltimore, 
on the upper Potomac River, and at Hampton Roads. Of these defenses 
only those at Portland, Narragansett y, entrance to Long Island 
Sound, and the entrance to New York protect the coast; the others are 
solely harbor defenses. 

It is true that a large hostile force can land on the open coast 
wherever the transports can get within reasonable distance of the 
shore, and especially so where their landing is covered by the gunfire 
of the naval escort, even i ag the landing be opposed by troops. The 
most recent example of this is the landing of the allied troops on the 
Gallipoli Peninsula. We have similar examples in our own history, 
as the 1 of Scott's army near Vera Cruz, the landings near Fort 
Fisher, and the landing of Shafter’s army on the south coast of Cuba. 

From Eastport, Me., to Cape Henry, Va., there are but very few 
places where large ships can not approach with safety to within 2 
miles of the coast, and the extent of this shore line that is too 

recipitous or too ragged to make a landing impracticable is small. 

e only force that can prevent such a landing is a navy of our own 
strong enough to prevent such an expedition from reaching our coast. 

In saying that a hostile expedition can land upon our coast at will, 
outside the range of our coast-defense guns, I mean that it is physically 

ible and with no very great difficulty. I do not mean that such a 
orce could accomplish its object by landing anywhere on our coast. 
No commander would desire to have his force isolated on the penin- 
sulas of Maine nor on the sand dunes of New Jersey, Delaware, Mary- 
land, or Virginia, with inland waters between them and the mainland. 
They will prefer to land where there are railroads and good roads lead- 
ing to their objective, which would probably be one of our large cities. 
Such places are numerous along the coast of Massachusetts, both shores 
of Massachusetts Bay, the eastern end and south shore of Long Island, 
and in the Delaware and Chesapeake pare: 

A landing place sheltered from the force of the sea would greatly 
facilitate the disembarkation of a hostile force, but is not a vital neces- 
sity. Such sheltered places are too numerous to name, but among them 
are Frenchmans Bay, Penobscot Bay, Blue Hill B Sheepscott River, 
Casco Bay in Maine, rt, Gloucester, Salem, İymouth, Province- 
town, Vineyard Sound, and Buzzards Bay in Massachusetts, Fort Pond 
Bay, and then to the southward Delaware and Chesapeake Rays. 
Only the Navy can prevent landings at those places, and that Navy 
must be strong enough to defeat the enemy; and should we have such a 
1 2 ane enemy would not attempt an invasion as long as it remained 
n existence. 

Our main defense and protection from invasion must therefore al- 
ways rest with the Navy, which must ever remain our first and 
line of defense. This defense, unless adequate, is impotent; and, as 
before stated, adequacy is not reached until the Navy is strong enough 
to meet on equal terms the navy of the strongest probable adversary. 

Sincerely, yours, 
GEORGE Dewey. 


SECRETARY DANIELS’S BUILDING PLAN. 

Now, let us take up the President’s message and Secretary 
Daniels's building program. The program of the General Board 
of the Navy we can not take up, because it will not be released 
until next Wednesday. It has just been sent to us all in 
confidence. I shall not comment on it except as to certain 
matters of which I was cognizant prior to the reception of this 


confidential report. To those particular matters I shall not 
hesitate to allude. 

In the first place, as I publicly stated on November 18, the 
General Board of the Navy has made two reports. Only the 
second report will be published next Wednesday, and the second 
report was made under instructions limiting the board’s free- 
dom of action. The first report was untrammeled. It was made 
in compliance with the President's query as to what naval 
strength we need for our protection. 

What the Secretary has done with that first report no one 
knows. Instead of communicating it to Congress, he has sent 
us the board’s hampered report. This hampered report was pre- 
pared in compliance with the Secretary’s order to cut the new 
construction cost down to about one hundred millions a year. 
In other words, instead of letting the General Board tell us 
what it thinks we need and leaving it to us to judge of the 
amount of expenditure which we are willing to devote to the 
Navy, Secretary Daniels instructed the board as to just how 
much expenditure they should be permitted to recommend. If 
you want to know what the General Board really thinks, order 
out the withheld report of July 30, 1915. 


AN EIGHT-YEAR PROGRAM, 


As I said a little while ago, the previous program of the 
General Board called for a Navy large enough to meet the 
German Navy building program. This previous program called 
for a fleet centering around 48 battleships less than 20 years old. 
This new program of the General Board, prepared under the 
financial restrictions imposed by Secretary Daniels, calls for 
only 46 battleships and battle cruisers less than 20 years old 
when the building is completed in 1924. I think 1924 is a fair 
date to fix for the actual completion of Secretary Daniels's pro- 
gram. That allows eight years from the time we accept the 
Secretary’s program, provided that we accept it during the 
present session of Congress. We are proposing to vote the 
money in five successive years. Three out of the sixteen new 
capital ships are not to be authorized until the last year. As it 
takes four years after the date of authorization to build a 
dreadnaught, and probably about the same length of time to 
build a battle cruiser, 1924 is a reasonable date to set for the 
completion of the program. 


ARCHEOLOGY. 


Now suppose we verify my statement as to our battleship 
fleet. It differs radically from that of President Wilson and 
Secretary Daniels. To be sure, in arriving at their conclusions, 
they have taken the year 1921 to figure on instead of the year 
1924, just as if dreadnaughts and cruisers were complete the 
minute that their construction was authorized by Congress. 

For the sake of argument, let us assume that it is fair to 
take the year 1921 for our comparison. According to the Presi- 
dent, we shall have in 1921 the following “ effective” battleships 
built and building, to wit, 27 battleships of the first line, 25 
battleships of the second line, not to mention 6 battle cruisers, 
making 58 capital ships in all, built and building. Secretary 
Daniels arrives at the same figures, but he does not say that 
those second-line battleships will be “effective.” All he says 
is that he accepts “ the General Board estimate of survival for 
present vessels.” 

Of course everyone agrees that under Daniels’s plan, in 1921 
we shall have 27 first-line battleships and 6 battle cruisers, if 
we count every ship authorized whether the keel has been laid 
or not. But how about the second liners? 

The President says that in 1921 we shall have 25 effective 
battleships in the second line. The President must be a real 
lover of antiques, for neither he nor anyone else can count those 
25 battleships without including in the list the dear old Spanish 
War veterans, the Massachusetts, the Oregon, and the Iowa. 
They were authorized in 1890, and they are not even carried 
in the list of battleships in our own Navy Yearbook. (U. S. 
Navy Yearbook, 1914, p. 854.) Nevertheless, they can be resus- 
citated and counted by a passionate archeologist, like President 
Wilson. In the Navy Yearbook we shall find only 22 battleships, 
but by the end of 1921 six of them will be over 20 years old, 
and at the end of 1924 only 13 of them will be less than 20 years 
old. Hence my statement that the new program set forth by 
Secretary Daniels calls for only 46 battleships and battle 
cruisers less than 20 years old when the building program is 
actually completed in 1924. 

Twenty-seven dreadnaughts, 6 battle cruisers, and 13 pre- 
dreadnaughts less than 20 years old in the second line. In all, 
46 battleships and cruisers when the program is complete. You 


can not add a single battleship to that total to save your life, 
unless you disregard the 20-year superannuation rule laid down 
by the General Board of the Navy. 
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Yet Secretary Daniels claims that there will be 25 battleships 
of the second line in 1921. Furthermore he declares that he 
accepts “the General Board estimates of survival for present 
vessels.” I simply can not understand that declaration, In 
November; 1914, the General Board wrote to Secretary Daniels 
that already, prior to May, 1910, “ experience had shown that 
the three older battleships, the Indiana, Massachusetts, and 
Oregon, then 20 years old from date of authorization, were ap- 
proaching the limit of their effective life.” (Report of General 
Board of Navy, Nov. 17, 1914, sec. 10.) If those ships were ap- 
proaching superannuation in 1910, what will be their condition 
in 1921? Here is another sentence from the General Board’s 
report for 1914: “ Further studies from our own experience and 
from that of other navies and from practice abroad convinces 
the General Board that the effective life of battieships is about 
20 years from time of completion.” I can not reconcile that re- 
port -with Secretary Daniels’s statement that in preparing his 
table of battleships he accepted “the General Board estimate 
of survival for present vessels,” 

As a matter of fact, if Secretary Daniels’s program is accepted 
the building will be completed in 1924. Instead of 25 battle- 
ships in the second line at the end of 1924 we shall have but 18 
battleships not superannuated. Of these 13 ships only 3 will be 
less than 17 years old, to wit, the New Hampshire, the Michigan, 
and the South Carolina. (U. S. Navy Yearbook, 1914, p. 854.) 

Nore.—December 25, 1915. The General Board’s report of 
October 12, 1915, was released for publication three days ago, 
The very same 25 battleships which Secretary Daniels classes as 
second-line battleships in 1921 are classified as follows by the 
General Board: Predreadnaughts, second line, 18; superannu- 
ated prenra shine or third line, 9; harbor-defense battleships, 3. 
Total, 25. 

The year selected by this General Board happens to be 1922 
instead of 1921, but that does not affect the classification. 
(Report of Secretary of Navy, 1915, pp. 83 and 85.) 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. : 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts state what he thinks this Congress ought to do 
on the subject of making battleships? 

Mr. GARDNER, I think that our true policy is to build our 
Navy into second place, and a strong second place at that, just 
as quickly as the capacity of our shipyards and the training of 
officers and men will permit. Ultimately I think that our Navy 
must be strong enough to meet on even terms such part of the 
British fleet as can be brought against us at any one time. Even 
if we are in danger of being swindled in the matter of prices, I 
believe in going ahead just as fast as we can. 

If, as events unfold themselves, there appears to be a real 
assurance of disarmament after the war, there will be plenty 
of time to call a halt. By the way, talking of naval disarma- 
ment, did it ever occur to you that Great Britain is even further 
ahead of the rest of the world in her merchant marine than she 
is in her navy? Suppose that every navy is abolished. In that 
case Great Britain will, in comparison to other nations, be 
stronger at sea than ever, for she can easily put guns aboard 
half her merchant fleet and still do her carrying trade with the 
remainder. 

I am inclined to think that we ought to vote seven or eight 
new dreadnaughts and battle cruisers this year. As near as I 
can find out the building capacity of our shipyards, public and 
private, is adequate for the simultaneous construction of at 
least 18 of these big capital ships. Of course it would be 
necessary to build more battleship ways in the yards, but I 
um told the ways can be constructed in nine months or so. 
At all events they can be constructed in plenty of time to be 
ready when the constructors are to lay the keels. It 
must not be forgotten that three of the battleships already voted 
by Congress will in all probability not have been launched on 
January 1, 1917, so that we can not count on the entire capacity 


of our yards. 
THE SNAIL’S PACE. 


No matter whether our Navy-building program is big or little, 
common sense tells us to go ahead on it as fast as possible. 
That at least is the view of the General Board of the Navy. 
Secretary Daniels’s plan is based on precisely the opposite view. 

The Secretary recommends that the appropriation to pay for 
his new building program shall be divided into five parts, and 
that in each of the next five years Congress shall vote one of 
these parts. He then proceeds to recommend that the smallest 
of these appropriations shall be the one which we are to vote 
at this session of Congress. 

The administration speaks of Secretary Daniels's program 
as a five-year program. It is nothing of the sort. It takes, to 
be sure, only fiye years to vote the program; but four more 


goara must elapse before the actual shipbuilding is complete, 
the date when the construction of a battleship is voted 
to the date when it is commissioned it is safe to assume that 
four years will elapse. If we adopt the Secretary’s plan, the 
entire new fleet will not be commissioned, at the earliest, before 
the summer of 1924. 

NAVY BOOKKEEPING, 


The Secretary says that his grand total for new construction 
is $502,000,000; but an analysis of his figures, on page 7 of his 
report, shows that in this amount he has included about 
$48,000,000 to pay for construction already authorized by Con- 
gress. In his recommendation for this year the Secretary 
has included $28,000,000 to pay for vessels already provided by 
Congress or under construction. For actual new construction, 
then, instead of $95,000,000 this year, he has recommended only 
$67,000,000, and that amount, by the way, includes the pro- 
vision for reserve ammunition and the aviation service of the 
Navy. It seems to me that if we are going to have a new con- 
struction program we ought not to charge in $28,000,000 worth of 
old construction. 

CREWS. 

Mr. Speaker, I think that 20,000 men added to the Navy would 
probably at the present moment be more valuable than three 
times that number added to the Army. But Secretary Daniels 
does not suggest the addition of anywhere near 20,000 men, 
Yet Admiral Badger and Assistant Secretary Franklin D, Roose- 
velt testified last year before the Naval Affairs Committee that 
we were eighteen to twenty thousand men short. (Naval bill 
hearings, December, 1914, pp. 482, 951.) The Secretary now. 
comes before us and he says that next year he will need 7,500 
more men and 2,500 more apprentices. That is the additional 
number of men which he requests for the Navy proper, and for 
the Marine Corps he asks an increase of 1,500 men. When there 
is so much difference of view between Secretary Daniels and 
the Navy experts, it is almost imperative that Congress should 
find out what the average officer of the Navy thinks about the 
matter. We want to hear from men outside the department’s 
sphere of influence. : 

You will find out about the shortages of men in Admiral 
Fletcher's fleet if you call for his report of August 15, 1915, 
and insist upon having it. 

ARMY PLANS. 

I have very little time to-day to discuss the proposed increase 
in the Army. There are several different plans, and there are 
more coming, I am told. There is the plan known as the “ Gar- 
rison plan“; there is the plan known as the Glenn plan,” sup- 
posed to have been drawn up by Col. Glenn, of the Army. Then 
there is Senator CHAMBERLAIN’s plan and the plan favored by 
Congressman Hay, chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs of the House. There is the War College plan, which 
was sent to your offices the other day. I am not going into the 
difference between those plans. The War College plan calls 
for a Regular Army of 281,000 officers and men, all told. (State- 
ment of Army War College, September, 1915, p. 21.) The Garri- 
son plan calls for 141,843 officers and men, all told. (Report of 

of War, 1915, p. 24.) Both plans calls for a conti- 
nental army—400,000 men in the Garrison plan and 500,000 men 
in the War College plan. 

I am not prepared to give you my opinion of these various 
plans to-day. I am seriously anxious to see something done in- 
the way of practical legislation, even if it does not entirely meet 
my own views. If I can not get a full loaf I shall be forced 
to take half a loaf. That is all there is to it. 

: PAYING THE BILL. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. I think it quite in the cards that a plan may be afoot 
to prevent the report out of that committee of a bill to finance 
the proposed increases of our Army and Navy. Some people 
believe that the Republicans on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee will say, “ We shall not vote to report a bill raising 
revenue for your increased military and naval expenses unless 
that bill provides that the revenue shall be raised by a higher 
protective tariff.” With the Democrats on that committee who 
are against a greater Army and Navy added to the Republicans 
who are insistent on tariff legislation, the wiseacres think they 
can see a majority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
against any new revenue bill at all. I can not speak for any 
other Republican member of the committee, but if the pacifists 
are counting on me to countenance such a plan they are quite 
mistaken. I may not like the kind of bill which you Democrats 
will frame in the Ways and Means Committee. If so, I shall 
try to improve it, which, of course, I shall not be able to do. If, 
however, that bill is designed for the purpose of paying for 
an increased Army and Navy, and if the alternative is no reve- 


1915. 
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nue bill at all and therefore no increases, I shall vote to report 
your bill out of committee. 
DOCUMENTS WHICH CONGRESS SHOULD INSIST ON HAVING. 

I am going to ask this House by resolution, if necessary, to 
call for the report of the General Board of the Navy, made in 
reply to the President’s directions that an adequate naval pro- 
gram should be formulated. That report is dated July 30, 1915. 
You must get that July 30, 1915, report if you wish the real 
opinion of the General Board of the Navy. 

Admiral Fletcher is commander in chief of the Atlantic 
Fleet. You must require Admiral Fletcher's report of August 
15, 1915, if you wish to know the true state of our Navy at the 
present moment. Furthermore, you must insist on having his 
confidential order of February 13, 1913, if you desire to get track 
of the target-practice question. You must call for the letter of 
the General Board of the Navy to the Secretary of the Navy, 
written August 8, 1914, if you wish to get the opinion of the 
General Board of the Navy as to the necessity of our immediate 
preparation lest we be involved in this European war. 

{Notre.—December 25, 1915. The July 80, 1915, report of the 
General Board of the Navy was made public to-day.] 

CONCLUSION. 


Here are some lines written by one of the gentlest writers of 
American verse, Dr. Oliver Wendell Holmes, the benevolent 
“Poet at the Breakfast Table”: 


NONRESISTANCR, 

Perhaps too far in these considerate days 
Has patience carried her submissive ways; 
Wisdom has taught us to be calm and meek, 
To take one blow and turn the other cheek; 
It is not written what a man shall do 
If the rude caitiff smite the other, too! 
Land of our fathers, in thine hour of need 
a ageet 

s the lone „ 
When Red thy testes rings the wolf's howl; 

dea prow 


As the poor pheasant, with his peaceful mien, 

Trusts to his feathers, shining golden-green, 

When the dark plumage with the crimson beak 

Has rustled shadowy from its splintered peak, 

So trust thy friends, whose babbl tongues would charm 
The lifted saber from thy foeman's arm, 

Thy torches ready for the answering peal 

From bellowing fort and thunder-freighted keel! 


APPENDIX. 
THE PHILOSOPHY OF PREPAREDNESS. 


[Extract from the annual report of Hon. L. M. Garrison, Secretary of 
War, November, 1915.] 
+ a 


ev correct process of reasoning 
This is so w. ether ‘the subject is considered in the 


term itself 1s 


there is anarchy. Indi 
when they form themselves into or 
The progress and advancement of that which 
word Svilization ” have been made possible solely because of gov- 
ernment, n and his ark abd 
he has neither time nor inclination to devote himself to the cultiva- 
tion of the mental, moral, or spiritual side of his nature. That security 
is assured to him by government, and government can only meet its 
responsibility of assurance by the possession of sufficient force to 
secure und preserve it. In our own earlier days the continued progress 
of the arts of peace was constantly interrupted by the necessity of band- 
ing together to prevent destruction by aggression from without. 
Later, and even after many of our largest civil communities were 
established, the individual citizen had to repared to protect him- 
self, his family and property, against the depredations of criminals, 
until the community organized and prepared a police force suficient 
to assure the citizen of protection. 

The identical neces: a exists as to the nation. Unless the citizens 
thereof are assured that they can cultivate the arts of peace behind 
a barrier of force which will protect them from a ion and secure 
them in their rights, they are not free to cultivate such arts. Alike 
in the case of the individual, the internal municipality, and the 
nation, there must be a realization of the responsibility and a willing- 
ness and preparation to measure up to and meet it. This is eq M 
true in wien igs to the threefold aspects of men and nations—physical, 
mental, an iritual, Strength of mind, of body, and of spirit are 
prerequisites for pro: along right lines. ‘The essential basis of 
civilization is maintained by the trlumph of what is right over what 
is wrong, and its progress can only be continued and assured so long 
as those who sustain the ri 
Weakness inevitab 


cities, and nations. 
mind that is free 


o 
udice to clear ng. 
* here are some who do not feel free to base their conduct u 
consideration of facts or conclusions of reason because of their 
pretation of divine injunction. They do not believe in resistan 
hysical force, and those whose consciences are so convinced surrender 
firs and all that they cherish and love at the behest of the aggressor. 
This attitude concerns the individual and him alone. Since it does not 
assume to be based upon fact or reason, it can not be dealt with on 


sion 


na 


that basis. It can not be made the general rule of conduct under our 


form of government without departing from the basis upon which our 
Government is founded. Our Government is enjoined by the law of 
its being to use whatever force is necessary to protect the rights of the 
citizen. Before leaving this one is impelled to query upon what proper 
consideration there is Cased any distinction between the right or neces- 
sity or desirability of using mental force to zepo error, moral force to 
repel evil, and physical force to repel wrong. It would seem, if reason 
were applied, that in each instance the situation is identical, and that if 
we should properly prepare our minds to be strong so that we can 
maet error and our moral characters to be strong so that we can 
reject evil we should likewise make our physical force strong in order 
that we may maintain the right as against those who would physically 
impose the wrong upon us. 

here are others concerning whose clarity of vision we are not ad- 
vised and concerning whose soundness of reason we are not informed 
because the attitude which they take is admittedly not based upon 
either vision or reason. They are those who predict that war will 
never come to this country, and assert that therefore precautions with 
respect thereto are unwisé and needless. Since wars have come upon 
nations from the earliest date of recorded history to this moment, there 
is no basis of fact for such a position but an actual demonstration of 
the nonexistence of such basis. We were early warned that there would 
be wars and rumors of wars, and that nation would rise against nation 
and Sa — against kingdom, and the end was not Ta and that pre- 
diction has been fully verified. There is no basis and no foundation to 
conclude that this great evil has been eliminated, and it therefore must 
be treated as are all other existing evils and must be prepared against. 
Surely, as between resting upon prediction or upon preparation, wisdom 
would not hesitate, 

There are others among us who.are too intelligent and clear-sighted 
not to see the facts and to realize their significance, but who counsel 
inaction because they mistrust themselyes and the Nation. Those to 
whom I now refer do not believe in the doctrine of nonresistance; they 
do not rest n the prediction that an evil which has existed since the 
world began ceased to exist and been abolished and should not there- 
fore be considered as one to be prepared against ; they even point out our 
— ot force, but they counsel against any preparation thereof. 

hey base this counsel upon the expressed fear that if we possess 
force we will be induced to use it when we should not. ‘This position 
ignores certain things which are essential to be maintained and is based 
upon certain assumptions which are not justified. It ignores the re- 

nsibillties which we have undertaken and which we must maintain 
at any self-sacrifice. It ignores the fact that if nations which possess 
force are AAA to use it when they should not, some nation which has 
such force is likely to use it against us when it should not. It assumes 
that our Nation may not be trusted with force for fear that it may 
misuse it. I know of nothing which justifies such an indictment of our 
people and our Nation. 

The eyes of many are blinded to fact and their minds closed to 
reason by an abhorrence of what t term “ militarism,” without any 
actual conception of just what this means or how it should effect the 
proper consideration of the subject. If by militarism they mean the 
placing of the military authority over the civil authority, or if they 
mean the ordinary processes of government shall in any way 
subservient to military authority or influence, no argument is needed to 
secure unanimity of opinion that this is rot only undesirable, but in 
this country im ble. If they mean, however, that any reasonable, 
sensible precaution of a military nature is militarism, then they haye 
reached a conclusion without the aid of clear vision or sound reasoning. 

Those who really fear militarism, or, more accurately stated, those 
who dread real Itarism, should be the strongest advocates of rea- 
sonable preparation. The latter is the preventive of militarism. If 
they unwisely defeat reasonable preparedness, they leave the country 
in a condition where the inevitable result of defeat, humiliation, or 
acute apprehension will be and ill-advised provisions as to arma- 
ment far beyond anything which calm reason and wise provision would 
deem necessary. 


There will be those who assert that the proposed policy opposes the 
traditions of the people and runs counter there, This A mere asser- 
tion ; it is not the fact, and in truth the fact is to the contra The 

roposed policy is exactly in keeping with our traditions. Such tradi- 

ons are for a standing force, small in relation to 8 and a 
trained and equipped force much larger in 5 ereto, but not 
constantly under arms. This is exactly what the plan proposes. 

There will also be those who will express regret that the policy here- 
tofore pursued of lack of proper military precautions is to departed 
from, because it has been invaluable as an example to the rest of the 
world, and should not remedy the lack because we would then cease 
to be such an example. It should be observed, first, in considering this 

int of view, that it entirely overlooks the vital and imperative duty 
o ourselves which requires that we should protect and defend that 
which we cherish and hold dear. Furthermore, it overlooks the fact 
that, although we have been just the example that they desire through- 
out the more than a century and a quarter of our existence, the results 
existing in the world to-day do not warrant the belief that our example 
has had any beneficial effect. 

There are some who decry taking any 
preparations of the military power of the 
will not prevent war, but will provoke it. Taking up the last qu 
first, the answer has a dy been made to this. en and nations must 
prepare to meet their responsibilities; if it is inadvisable to develop 
strength sufficient to repel wrong because such developed strength may 
be misused, human nature has indeed reached an impasse. Why should 
it be presumed that a just man or a just nation will cease to be just 
because it has the power to be unjust? We must either trust others 
or trust ourselves. 

As to 1 for war preventing war, that misstates the posi- 
tion of the sensible advocate of preparedness. It is not asserted that 
it prevents it, but it is asser that it tends to prevent it, and in 
eae instances has been demonstrated to have prevented it. The 
military force prepared by the municipality—that is, the pollce—does 
not prevent crime, but it tends to prevent it, and it undoubtedly 
minimizes the aggressions of the wrongdoer against the lives and prop- 
erty of the rightdoer. 

So long as right and wrong exist in the world there will be an in- 
evitable conflict between them. The right-doers must be prepared to 
protect and defend the right as against the weng.. Their preparation 
will tend to prevent the umph of wrong; and those instances in 
mice 2 does not prevent the attempt it can prevent the success of the 
attem — 

Somewhat in the same vein is the insistence of those who say “I 
will not consent to the Nation having arms until I know against whom 


recautions or making any 
ation because they m7 it 
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it intends to use them.” Identical reasoning would result in sayin 
I will not place a club or revolver in the hands of a 8 un 
he tells me the name of the he intends to use them upon,” or, 
I will not agree to prepare fire apparatus unless you point out where 
the fires are going to be.” Wisdom demands precaution; precaution 
— preparation ; preparation is against the day of evil from any 
uarter, 
s lf the only protection against evil was such as was undertaken after 
the evil was upon us there would be constant and steady retrogression 
in human affairs, 

Another stumbling block to some is the suggestion that no preparation 
should be made and no precaution should be taken because no one can 
fortell how much we may have to meet and what we will require to 
meet it. Here again the idea embodied in this su tion would stay 
all human progress. No one can foretell the fu with accuracy 
with respect to anything in human life. Health, wealth, outbursts of 
nature, and human outbreaks—no one can surely foretell anythin 
concerning them. If we should not prepare ourselves reasonably wit! 
respect to these things because we can not be sure that we have pro- 
tected ourselves against all conceivable possibilities, we would be de- 
liberately choosing the path of folly and not that of wisdom. The two 
extremes of any E pontian are the foolish ones; the reasonable mean 
is the wise one. 

There will be some who assert that the devastating effects and the 
horror produced by the war now being waged make it certain that war 
will be avoided for a long period of e after the close of the present 
war. They will argue that the exhaustion of resources and the recol- 
lection of the awful suffering will have the effect of deterring nations 
from entering upon war. 

"What 3 in there for such bellef? Certainly such basis can not 
be found in history—our own or that of other nations. 

The colonists had barely passed through the exhaustive and devastat- 
ing wars with the Indians before they engaged in the Revolution. That 
war was surely as exhausting to our meager resources and as productive 
of horrible conditions as can well be imagined, and yet within a very 
short time after its close we were on the verge of war with two of the 
greatest nations of the world, and finally went to war with one of 

hem. 

; The War between the States bad every element of exhaustion and 
every untoward effect which war produces, and yet at its close we took 
a position in support of the Monroe doctrine which would inevitab] 

have brought on war with one of the great nations of the world if it 
had not yielded to our insistence. 

History literally abounds with examples, Without going further 
back than the era of the Napoleonic wars, we find that the strain upon 
resources and the horrors produced by war did not result in the avoid- 
ance of war. Probably as striking an example as any is the most re- 
cent—the Balkan States have engaged in two wars within three years, 
n material resources to the utmost and attended by all the 


horror that war produces, and, 1 that, some of them are 
already en ed in the present war and there is much discussion as to 
whether others will not also be so en 


The only conclusion that can possibly drawn from the facts is that 
there is 25 justification for the belief that because there has been war 
there will be no more war. 

There will be those who believe and assert that the time when war 
can be avoided by negotiation or arbitration or other like means will 
be advanced if we refrain from adopting © pener military 2 but 
will be set back if we do so. It is difficult to comprehend on what 
basis such a belief can . rest, and therefore it is difficult to 
reason about it. It seems to rest upon the idea that if we are feeble 
and weak in action we will be strong and persuasive in counsel; that 
by avowedly neglecting to prepare to protect our rights we will be the 
better able to secure their protection by appeal, by arbitration, or by 
argument. This is not so in any analogous case, saving only that in 
which the patronizing recognition of weakness induces the strong to 
abstain from assaulting the weak. In all other instances he who has 
taken up his burden in a manly mr has seen his duty and has done it, 
is the one who realizes the necessity of justice, insists upon its being 
meted out to others, and secures it for himself. No one need have the 
slightest fear that our voice for peaceful settlement of the quarrels of 
nations will receive any the less attention because we stand for the 
right and are prepared to maintain it at any proper cost. On the 
contrary, the voice of such a one is always listened to and usually 
controls, 

There will be some who approach the subject from the wrong end, 
and who, by failing to take the 22 steps, fail to reach the proper 
conclusion. Without any accurate knowl of the causes, they will 
point to the aggregate of cost, and by failing to consider the necessity 
of incurring the cost they will fail to appreciate its necessity. Primarily 
it is true that when a matter is considered from the standpoint of 
responsibility no one has a right to count the cost. An individual or 
a nation who has undertaken a nsibility or duty must measure 
up to it in the fullest spirit of self-sacrifice. But without necessity 
of resorting to such radical considerations, it is obvious that on neces- 
sary cost of government is not.only justified but imperative. e first 
consideration, therefore, should be, Has the nation a responsibility 
and a duty in this respect? If it has, what is necessary in order that it 
should take the means commensurate with such duty or responsibility? 
Secondly, what is the proper cost of taking such means? And, thirdly, 
how shall we secure that which supplies the means? 

In this connection it is essential to keep certain things constantly 
in mind. In conntries where the service of the individual is required 
by the nation in the same way that his money is required of him b 
taxation the cost to the nation is minimized and is largely occasion 
by the eat tg in of material supplies. It is likewise true that the stand- 
ard of living is much higher in this country than elsewhere; that rent, 
fuel, clothing, food, and other necessaries of life are higher, just as 
wages and salaries are. It should also be remembered t the vast 
territory and the small number of troops therein increase the cost of 
transportation here over its cost elsewhere to a very great amount, 
Comparisons between the cost of a military establishment in this coun- 
i7 and in any other country are not only useless but harmful and 
misleading if they fail to take into account and accurately determine 
the effect of the matters just referred to upon the totals in the respec- 
tive nations concerned. 

Any present consideration of the subject of military policy requires 
us to recognize that at this time the people of the a kak believe 
that a safe reliance can be placed upon their patriotism, and that it 
is not necessary to resort to compulsory requirements to provide 
assurance for the Nation's safety. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. KELLEY. To ask unanimous consent for a couple of 
minutes to make a statement relative to the degree of comple- 
tion of the submarines already authorized, in order that it may 
follow the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. KEL- 
LEY] asks unanimous consent for two minutes in order to make 
n statement in regard to submarines, notwithstanding the special 
order. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, there are at the present time 39 
submarines authorized. Some have not yet been begun. There is 
one ship, authorized in 1911, which has not yet been completed. 
There are eight ships, authorized in 1912, that have not yet been 
delivered, but it is expected that they will be delivered early in 
1916. There are five ships, authorized in 1913, that are in vari- 
ous degrees of completion, but it is not expected they will be 
delivered until 1917. There are seven ships, authorized in 1914, 
and they are expected to be delivered at various times through 
1917 and 1918. There are 16 ships, authorized on the 3d of 
March, 1915, none of which have yet been begun. In addition 
are the two seagoing submarines authorized in March, 1915. 
which have not yet been contracted for; making a total of 39 
submarines authorized, but either not yet begun or in various 
stages of completion. 

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield there? Can the 
gentleman tell us why the completion of those is so long de- 
layed? Why could they not be completed within a year? 

Mr. KELLEY. I want to say to the gentleman from North 
Dakota I do not know. I asked the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts if he knew of any reason why these ships could not be 
completed more rapidly, and the gentleman from North Dakota 
heard what the gentleman from Massachusetts said in reply. 

Mr. NORTON. Have appropriations been made for those 
vessels? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL] is recognized, under the special order of the House, for 
one hour. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, at the outset of my remarks 
I want to take the House into my confidence. I had not in- 
tended to make a speech on preparedness at this time. I had 
not thought particularly of making a speech on preparedness at 
any time, though I have some very definite views with regard 
to the matters that are embraced in that all-embracing term. 
When, however, the other day the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
'TTAVENNER] and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARD- 
NER] asked and obtained time to talk on that subject, and I 
realized that what they said, as entered in that entertaining fam- 
ily journal, the ConaressionaL Record, would go to the people 
during the Christmas holidays containing the views they held, 
it occurred to me that perhaps other and somewhat different 
views ought to be voiced, in order that the very few people who 
do read the Recorp might know that there were some differ- 
ences of opinion on the subject in the House. It follows, there- 
fore, that what little preparation I have made, and it has been 
limited, has been made in the last couple of days in the midst 
of other duties, and I apologize to the House, for this is so 
important a question that one ought not discuss it at length 
without a good deal of thought and preparation. 

I am for preparedness, I want to thark the Speaker for 
the word “reasonable” as a qualifying adjective. I am for 
“reasonable” preparedness, and, being for preparedness, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] has rather dis- 
couraged me, and after hearing him I enter upon my discussion 
in a rather disturbed frame of mind, for, as I understand it, 
he tells us tuat although we have expended in 12 years $1,831,- 
821,082 on our Navy, to-day we have a Navy whose fastest 
ships are slower_than the slowest ships upon which the nations 
now at war are depending and have actually used in this 
awful struggle; and although we have been all these years 
building submarines, and were really the people who first be- 
gan to build them, we have but one that can dive. [Laughter.] 
And while Americans were the inventors and first promoters 
of the flying machine, we haye only a measly half dozen that 
ean fly. And being for preparedness, praying God that my 


country may be prepared, you can imagine the frame of mind 
I am in when I think of how little we have, in the opinion of 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, for all the millions we haye 


expended. 
Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Amen! [Laughter and applause.] 
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Mr. MONDELL. Well, of course I do not altogether agree 
with my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. I am 
rather inclined to think that the Navy and every factor of it 
would give a good account of itself if it were brought into con- 
flict with a foreign navy. I can think of no subject with 
regard to which it is so important that it shall be discussed in 
a spirit of nonpartisanship. That being so, I am thankful that 
the leaders of our party in the House and Senate have assured 
the country that this great question of national defense will be 
discussed from a nonpartisan standpoint and without partisan 
feeling, so far as we can prevent that sort of thing creeping 
into our discussion. And because I believe this question should 
be considered without partisanship, I am delighted that I am 
able. to say that I agree very largely—very largely, indeed— 
with the substance of what has been said by the President of 
= ea States on this great question of preparation. [Ap- 
piause. 

My agreement, however, is not with what the President said 
on December 6, 1915, but with what he said on December 8, 
1914. [Applause.] I will never forget those words, for they 
were splendid, manly words. The language was that fine, clear- 
eut, beautiful English of which the President is a master. At 
the close of that message I said to a friend, “I have only one 
criticism of what the President. has said, or of his having said 
it, and that is it seems to me the President has set up a straw 
man and then proceeded to demolish it, for surely nowhere 
within the Republic are there any considerable number of 
people who would propose or suggest a plan of militarism and 
bristling, stupendous armament such as he warned us against.” 
Possibly some of the gentlemen who were here on that occa- 
sion have forgotten what was then said. Some gentlemen were 
not here then who are here to-day, and with your permission 
I will read a few of the patriotic words of the President, de- 
livered to the Congress of the United States on the 8th day of 
December, 1914. The President, after having discussed a va- 
riety of subjects, finally, in closing, said he would refer to two, 
the question of economy in expenditures and the question, then 
agitating the country, of preparedness. After discussing the 
question of economy he said: 


The other topic I shall take leave to mention goes deeper into the 
ciples of our national life and policy. It is the subject of national 
se. 


ít can not be discussed without first answering some very searching 
questions. It fs said in some quarters that we are not prepared for 
war. What is meant by being prepared? Is it meant that we are 
not ready upon brief notice to put a nation in the field, a nation of 
men trained to arms? Of course we are not ready to do that; and 
we shall never be in time of peace so long as we retain our present 
political principles and Institutions. And what is it that it is sug- 
gested we should be prepared to do? To defend ourselves nst 
attack? We have always found means to do that, and shall find 
them whenever it ts necessary without calling our people away from 
8 necessary tasks to render compulsory military service in times 
of peace. 
low me to speak with great plainness and directness upon this 
1 5 matter and to avow my convictions with deep earnestness. I 
what her people think, what 


ve tried to know what America is, 
they are, what they most cherish and hold dear. I hope that some of 
their finer ons are my own heart—some of the great con- 


in 
ceptions and desires which pe birth to this Government and which 
have made the voice of this le a voice of peace and hope and 
liberty amo the peoples of world, and that, speaking my own 
tho: ts, E „ at least in gey speak theirs also, however tly 
and inadequately, upon this vi matter. 

t pence with all the world. No one who speaks counsel 
based on fact or drawn from a just and candid interpretation of 
realities can say that there is reason to fear that from any quarter 
our independence or the integrity of our territory is threatened. 
Dread of the power of any ot nation we are incapable of. We 
are not jealous of rival the fields. of commerce or of any other 

ceful achievement. e mean live our own lives as we will; 
ut we mean also to let live. We are, indeed, a true friend to all the 
nations of the world, we threaten none, covet the possessions 
of none, desire the overthrow of none. Our friendship can be accepted 
and is accepted without reservation, because it is offered in a spirit 
and for a Durpose which no one need ever question or suspect. Therein 
lies our ess. We are the champions of peace and of concord. 
inction which we have sought 


nations. 
resolve to keep: our stren, by self-possession, our influence by pre- 
serving our ancient . 5 — of. action. 


The President then went on to discuss certain matters relat- 
ing to our naval policy and the National Guard, and then pro- 
ceeded as follows: 


More than this carries with it a reversal of the whole history and 
character of our polity. More than this, ES gre at this time, permit 
me to say,, would mean merely that we lost our self-possession ; 
that we had been thrown off our balance by a war with which we have 
nothing to do, whose causes can not touch us, whose. very existence 
affords us opportunities of friendship and disinterested service which 
should make us ashamed of any thought of hostility or fearful prepara- 


tion for trouble. This is assuredly the opportunity for which a people 
and lh, heb nens like ours were raised up, the opportunity not only 
to sp but actually to embody and exemplify the counsels of ce 


and amity and the lasting concord which is based om justice and fair 


and generous dealing. 


[Applause. ] 

Then the President said that he turned from this subject— 
that it was not new; that there was really no need of discuss- 
ing it; that “we shall not alter our attitude toward these 
things,” and closed with the admonition, “ Let there be no mis- 
conception. The country has been misinformed. We have not 
been negligent of national defense. We are not unmindful of the 
great responsibility that rests upon us.” The President closed 
his message with the following paragraph: 

I close, as I began, by reminding you of the great tasks and duties 
of 15 „ which challenge our powers and invite us to build what 
will last, the tasks to which we can address ourselves now and at all 
times with. free-hearted zest and with all the finest gifts of constructive 
wisdom we possess. To develop our life and our resources; to sopply 
our own people, and the people of the world as their need 
from the abundant plenty of our fields and our marts of trade; to 
enrich the commerce of our own States and of the world with the 
products of our mines, our farms, and our factories, with the creations 
of our thought and the fruits of our character—this is what will 
hold our attention and eur enthusiasm steadily, now and im the years 
to come, as we strive to show in our life as a nation what liberty and 
the inspirations of an emancipated spirit may do for mem and for 
societies, for individuals, for states, for mankind. 

That was the view of the President a year ago. Since that 
time the war in Europe has widely extended its area. Fright- 
ful and appalling happenings, blotting out the lives of many of 
our citizens, and acts on the part of belligerent Governments de- 
structive of our commerce, haye brought us into trying diplo- 
matic relationship with several of the warring powers. A 
considerable part of our industrial and commercial aetivities 
have been diverted from their usual and normal channels and 
turned to the processes of making and supplying the instru- 
ments and instrumentalities of war. Out of this war business 
have grown mushroom fortunes. Its development has been at- 
tended by feverish speculation, incredible stoek inflation, and 
all of the unhealthy and regrettable brood of influences and 
tendencies: which such blood merehandising always produces. 

Out of the excitement, fever, and hysteria of the times has 
come every imaginable form, plan, purpose, and propaganda of 
extension, expansion, and enlargement of military establish- 
ments. It is a time when we may well recall Kipling’s prayer- 
ful refrain: 

O Lord of hosts be with us yet, 
Lest we forget, lest we forget! 

In the midst of the eonditions I have described and out of 
the atmosphere which they produce, we have recently heard a 
message from the President profoundly differing in tone and 
temper from his utterances of a year ago. The President re- 
minds us that the European war has swept. within its flame“ 
some portion of our own hemisphere, but he assures us that he 
has “no thought of any immediate or particular danger arising 
out of our relations with other nations,” and expresses a con- 
fident hope “that no question in controversy between this and 
other Governments will lead to any serious breach of amicable 
relations.” And yet in these conditions of safety and of con- 
fident hope of peace, present and future, the President; in his 
message of December 7, at the opening of this Congress, out- 
lined and recommended a military and naval program of vast 
dimensions and involving tremendous expenditures, a program 
the like of which has, so far as I can now recall, never been 
heretofore suggested, much less approved or recommended, by 
anyone occupying a responsible civil position in the Nation. A 
program which, had it been presented to him a year ago, would, 
I am quite confident, have been instantly and emphatically 
spurned by the President. Had it been suggested at any time 
by a Republican occupying a position of responsibility and au- 
thority it would have met, in the severest terms, the instant 
and unanimous condemnation of practically every Democrat 
in the land. 

THE COST OF THE PROGRAM. 

The revolutionary chararter of the President's proposal can 
perhaps be more quickly grasped by a consideration of its cost 
than of the items which constitute its framework. The carry- 
ing out of the plan would necessitate estimated increased ex- 
penditures, over our present large expenditures for military 
purposes, amounting in five years to approximately $725,000,- 
000, or a total expenditure for military purposes of over 
$2,000,000,000. This would be followed by am estimated annual 
expenditure of $265,000,000: for the Navy and $162,000,000' for 
the Army, or $427,000,000 annually for military purposes. Inas- 
much as the sum estimated for the Army at the end of the 
five-year period is $56,000,000 less than the sum estimated for 
the fourth year of the program, we have so good an authority 
as the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], the chair- 
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man of the Committee on Appropriations, in a recent article in 
the North American Review, that this reduction is not likely to 
be realized; and, further, when we take into consideration the 
fact that additional and supplemental estimates are already 
coming in, and that first estimates of this sort are uniformly 
notoriously low, we may conservatively estimate the expenditure 
for military purposes alone, under the President’s plan, of at 
least $500,000,000 per annum. That is more than the total net 
annual expenditures of the Government for all purposes up to 
about 10 years ago. It is considerably more than double our 
average annual expenditure for the past 10 years for military 
purposes. It is approximately three times the sum which Ger- 
many has been expending annually the last 12 years on her vast 
army and her navy. With the amount of money thus proposed 
to be absorbed for military purposes, we could build five Panama 
Canals every four years. 

France and Germany have been held up to the children In 
our schools ever since we can remember as horrible examples 
of a republic and a monarchy burdened with militarism, and 
our President proposes we shall spend three times as much as 
they have been spending for military purposes. 

Mr. GARDNER, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER. Of course the gentleman knows that the 
difference in the pay roll of the German Navy and the German 
Army alone is very great, and that we expend $27,000,000 a year 
more in pay, does he not? I am not speaking of pay in the 
navy yards, I am speaking just of the pay of the men in the 
fleet. 

Mr. MONDELL. I realize that the difference in cost of both 
our Army and Navy is largely due to the difference in the 
pay; that in Switzerland a soldier receives practically no pay; 
that in Germany he receives about $2 a month and in France 
something less. The very fact that the shadow of other enor- 
mous military establishments compels those people, in their 
opinion, to submit to this grinding militarism, which our people 
would not tolerate for a moment, is one of the strongest reasons 
why we should stop and consider when we propose to enter on 
such a plan. Is it your idea that the boys of America will 
serve for a few cents a day? Aye, freely, if necessary, when a 
foe invades, and to the extent of millions, but never in the piping 
times of peace. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Will the gentleman yieid right there? 

Mr. MONDELL. In just a moment. Does the gentleman 
recall that we spent a round $1,000,000,000 in 12 years on our 
Navy, which the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] 
thinks so slow and inadequate, more than Germany spent on 
hers, which now huddles cowering and shivering behind the 
fortifications of Heligoland. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Do you think the difference in the pay of 
the men makes up that amount? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I am not sure about that. I think 
perhaps the gentleman from Missouri, who is a member of the 
Naval Committee, is better informed on that than Iam. It is 
the biggest item. There are some other important items, but 
it is the largest. 

In the Bulgarian Army officers of the lower grades receive 
about the same amount we pay a raw recruit in the ranks. A 
brigadier general receives about what we pay a captain. 

I- think it may illuminate the subject somewhat to place in the 
Recorp the figures of expenditures of the leading nations of 
Europe for military purposes for the 12 years prior to the out- 
break of the European war compared with ours. They are as 
follows: 


Army and naval expenditures. 


I $19,308, 951 $67,079,011 
1902.. 20,685, 413 59, 217, 558 
1903. 22, 198, 093 59, 740, 222 
1904. 23, 769, 250 60, 178, 623 
1905. 25, 060, 233 61, 565, 779 
1906.. 27, 454, 942 59, 516, 296 
1 28,761,305 60, 685, 813 
1908.. 31,844, 661 62, 194, 916 
1909.. 34, 681, 907 64, 899, 589 
1910... 37, 113, 101 74, 102,439 
1911. 39, 372, 030 80,371, 109 
IE 43, 715, 102 692, 832 


Army and naval erpenditurcs—Continued. 


Great Britain, United State: 


Army. Navy. Army. 
£442, 929,623 | {145,792,550 | £144,015, 007 
450; 331,547 15, £62, 199 112,272, 216 
234, 876, T41 120, 678, 207 118, 619, 520 
17 x) 501,683 173, £48, 058 118, G35, 411 
140, 432,732 | 180,037,952 | 122,175,074 
138,407,474 | 161,117,947 | 117,846,602 
128, £16, £03 152, 954 342 122, 578, 465 
151, 968, 380 141, £80, 618 137, 746, 524 
150, £38, 193 150, 400, 161 161, 067, 462 
132, 404, 889 172, 650° 312 165, 911, 706 
° 123,89 ,526 106, 436, 972 100, 135, 975 
Ssi 34,390,402 | 106,133,389 | 148, 705, 422 
TAN cca 2, 486,126,900 1, 981, 200, 08S | 1,616, Ses, 165 
1, 981, 20 88 . 1,331, 821,032 
Grand total... 4, 467, 833, 88888 2, 948, 712, 197 


Total Army expenditures, 1901-1912. 

$1, 616, 898, 165 
1 453. 041 
1) 774, 631. 558 
2. 486, 126, 900 


. 


United States $1, 331, 821. 032 
eee 055.978 
—T—T—T—T—T—T————— j —— 789, 242. 108 
Great“ Britain 1, 981; 209; 088 
Grand totals for Army and Navy, 1901-1912. 
Ue BEES oo Rares et Ee PANN ESR ELEN i Ss — $2, 948, 719, 197 
France. SE A ec en ee ae ne ee ee 2, 


0, 508, 119 
„ 873, 726 
4, 467, 335, 988 
As all these figures, except those for Great Britain, are for 
a period of peace. the total for Great Britain should, in order 
to make the showing a fair one of peace conditions, be reduced 
by about one and a half billion dollars as the estimated expendi- 
ture on account of the Boer War. This would leave her ordi- 
nary military expenditures for the period about the same as ours. 
I do not quote these staggering figures with the idea that 
we should neglect necessary or adequate provision for defense 
on account of cost. If I shared in the fears and forebodings 
which encompass some of our people in a nightmare of appre- 
hension, I should not hesitate to help appropriate even as vast 
sums as I have mentioned. I am fortunate in that I am not 
panicky in my disposition and that none of my constituents 
deal in war munitions; furthermore, we have the assurance 
of the President, who ought to know more about it than anyone 
else, that we are not fronting any impending or probable assault. 
[Applause. ] 


WHEN WE ARE TO DE ENGULFED. 

The favorite period selected by amateur military strategists 
and alarmist scribblers for staging the impending military 
cataclysm that is to engulf us—now that we seem temporarily 
to have escaped the Japanese peril—is immediately after the 
close of the European war. The selection by our alarmist 
friends of this period of exhaustion and impoverishment and 
weariness of blood letting as the date of our overthrow as a 
people affords striking evidence of the fact that their fears and 
their imagination have grown in proportion as their sense of 
humor has diminished. That time can not be very far distant. 
It is certain not to be five years hence. It is more likely to be 
within the neighborhood of five months. Therefore the Presi- 
dent, in common with all who are advocating enormous ex- 
penditures for dreadnaughts and preparations available five 
years hence, have aimed their artillery so high that they have 
completely overshot the mark. 

If we stand in the danger that the alarmists claim we do, 
the great and ambitious military programs running into the 
distant future are pathetically and ridiculously inadequate to 
meet the situation and afford us the protection that it is claimed 
we require. If our situation is as alarming as some seem to 
think, we need preparation at once; and troops to fully man 
our fortifications, reserves of field artillery, aerial fleets, 
submarines, destroyers, and mines for coast and harbor de- 
fense, the most effective of all defense material, can be provided 
in a few months and at a comparatively small cost. If I gave 
credence to the sinister designs credited by the alarmists to some 
European powers, I should not want to depend on a limited and 
uncertain continental army four years hence; I should want 
a million men at least under arms at once. 

If we are confronted with the danger that some of these folks 
say that we are, and that our good President has unfortunately 
seemed to catch a glimpse of, great heavens, a continental army 
five years from now will never save us. [Laughter and ap- 
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plause.] If I were as trembling and fearful as some folks 
seem to be, and had the authority, before 24 hours had passed 
the trumpets would sound and a million men would be called 
to the colors for immediate defense. If our condition is such 
as has been suggested by some of the authors of the scare 
literature that has been so widely and freely circulated, in 
Heaven's name let us cancel all of the profitable contracts which 
our folks have with foreign nations, and set them to work turn- 
ing out artillery, submarines, and aerial fleets now for our de- 
tense. [Applause.] If we can build submarines for Germany 
and Russia and England and have them available before this 
talk of peace shall crystallize, in Heaven's name why can we not 
get them for our own use? We can buy and make, if necessary, 
in six months, more than anybody has claimed we need of 
field artillery, flying machines, mines, and submarines, and 
secure the needed force to fully man our splendid coast de- 
fenses, and for less outlay than the sum that my friend from 
Massachusetts fixes as the cost of one or two of these swift 
heavily armed ships that he wants built and equipped and ready 
for action from five to eight years from now. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 
SUPERDREADNAUGHTS VERSUS DEFENSIVE CRAFT. 


I have said, and I repeat, that so far as military preparation 
and national defense is clearly necessary and imperative we 
can not stop to count the cost. The President has assured us 
that not only are we at peace, but we are likely to remain at 
peace. It is my personal opinion that we would have a hard 
time getting into war with anybody now or in the near future, 
were we ever so anxious for a scrap, and for a variety of rea- 
sons, which I should be glad to elaborate had I the time. 

It is true, however, that the European war has taught us 
some things, and has clearly suggested others, as to the manner 
and method of modern warfare, of which we certainly ought to 
take heed. The most unquestioned of these relates to the in- 
creased use of artillery; the most impressive, to the value of 
mines and submarines and destroyers as weapons of offense and 
defense, and back of all looms the portentious question as to 
whether or not the dreadnaught shall, in the future, play a 
commanding rôle in war. 

Why, gentlemen, the mightiest of them all, the most powerful 
and glorious of England’s dreadnaughts, the Queen Elizabeth, 
steamed past Gibraltar’s frowning heights to the Dardanelles 
only to be ingloriously driven back by a Turkish smoothbore. 
[Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER. Do I understand the gentleman to com- 
pare the amateur strategists with the naval experts? 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, I am an amateur. I admit that. 

Mr. GARDNER. So am I, 

Mr. MONDELL. I am, however, like the fellow I once knew 
who, having been criticized for expressing a certain view in 
regard to a matter to which he had given some thought, said: 
“I may not know much, I grant that, but what little I do know 
I know just as well as anybody.” [Laughter.] 

I do know, and the gentleman from Massachusetts knows, 
what happened to the Queen Elizabeth. She steamed up to the 
Turkish batteries, but she promptly backed out. She is too 
valuable to fight. [Laughter and applause.] 

The President told us about being too proud to fight. That 
was some time ago. He now wants ships to be launched a few 
years from now that are too valuable to be placed in danger. 
An $18,000,000 boat costs too much money to be recklessly ex- 
posed to hostile gunfire. The sinking of such a ship leaves 
too big a hole in the battle line, and you can not afford to 
fight with that kind of a machine. It is a good thing to bluff 
with. [Laughter.] It uses a lot of the people's money, keeps 
the munition factories going, and looms large on the sea and 
in the pages in the naval yearbook. [Applause.] 

Referring for a moment to the matter of naval experts, to 
whom the gentleman from Massachusetts has referred, I recall 
that in the message of the President, from which I have quoted, 
he said, among other things: 

When will the e ts tell us just w kin 
and when will thay he. right for 10 7.5 T 
ciency of craft of different kinds and uses continues to ge as we 
have seen it change under our very eyes in these last few months? 

Clearly the President had in his mind at that time, as every- 
one else had and as a great many people still have, a serious 
doubt of the effectiveness of dreadnaughts and superdread- 
naughts. The Queen Hlizabeth still keeps out of reach of the 
Turkish batteries. The German fleet is still seeking safety 
behind land batteries. The mighty English fleet rides uselessly 
somewhere, cowering behind a cordon of steel nets and small 
craft. Only a year ago the naval experts were all for super- 


dreadnaughts. Elaborate arguments were made before com- 
mittees and printed in service journals to prove that one super- 
dreadnaught, by the enormous weight and force of its broad- 
side fire, could smother and crush and sink or put out of com- 
mission, in detail, a whole bevy of lighter and smaller ships, 
even though their guns were as large and their combined 
strength vastly greater. The very latest pronouncement we 
have had on the subject from the head of the Navy, and that 
within the last few days, is that we must depend on the number 
more than the size of our ships. What has become of all of 
the convincing arguments of the experts relative to the neces- 
sity, the overwhelming advantage, of vast tonnage and size 
and enormous weight of metal in broadside fire; and how about 
the change of heart with regard to the battle cruiser, the ship 
that is to cost $18,000,000, according to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts. F 

An $18,000,000 dreadnaught is the picture that rises in the 
minds of a lot of people, when they think of preparedness. The 
humble but terrible submarine, the effective flying machine, the 
deadly mine, those things which you can get quickly and 
cheaply do not appeal to them. ‘They do not cost enough. 
[Laughter.] Their manufacture would not keep all the facto- 
ries at work. While I am anxious to have the factories work- 
ing, I am not in favor of their working on that class of mer- 
chandise. 

While I have very serious doubts of the necessity of any 
considerable expansion of our nayal and military establish- 
ments, I shall support, as I always have, a reasonable pro- 
gram—what I think is a reasonable program. That is what I 
have done in the last 20 years. I shall go just as far as T 
feel that it is proper and right and necessary to do, in view of 
the kind of people we are and of the conditions that surround us. 
I have always supported a program for a steady and uniform 
development of the Navy. In that respect my record is very 
different from that of certain gentlemen who are now approv- 
ing vast increases. In the present state of affairs, with the 
uncertainty which exists in the mind of almost everyone, except 
a few experts, as to the character of the big ship of the future 
and in view of the fact that big ships can not, in any event, 
judging from our past record, be completed in less than three to 
six years, I should be inclined to halt the big-ship program as 
to new authorizations, to hurry forward work on those already 
authorized and building and turn our attention to small craft 
which can be quickly built and which the history of the Euro- 
pean war has proven can effectively protect our coasts agninst 
the near approach of battleships or troop ships. If the large 
number of submarines already authorized—some 40, I think, 
have been referred to by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
KELLEY ]—were speedily built and such additional number as is 
deemed advisable, we need have no fear of attack, particularly 
if we utilize mines as effectively as they have been utilized in 
the European war zone. 

I did not believe it was advisable to fortify the Panama Canal. 
I believed, and I still believe, that the canal would be safer 
without fortifications. Congress took another view of it, and I 
have voted for the fortificaticns and for the necessary expendi- 
ture for the housing of a garrison. Congress having, apparently 
with the approval of the country, provided for the fortification 
and the garrisoning of the canal, we must add, as I suggested 
at the time would be necessary, several thousand men to our 
Army to provide for the Panama garrison. There seems to be 
general approval of a goodly garrison in Hawaii. That will call 
for some addition to our regular establishment. Our coast de- 
fenses, the splendid character of which is clearly pointed out 
in the recent report of the Chief of Coast Artillery, need several 
thousand more men for their complete manning. We need a 
larger air fleet. 

All of these things can be provided quickly and without great 
cost, without any additional expenditure above the average 
expenditure of the past, if we do not authorize new big ships 
which may be out of date before they are in commission. We 
should immediately remedy the foolish mistake, made under 
this administration, of a long-term enlistment in the Army and 
provide for a comparatively brief term of enlistment, which 
will give us a better class of recruits, and if we discourage 
reenlistment will furnish us a considerable number of trained 
men available in time of necessity. President Wilson’s conti- 
nental army will not, in my opinion, meet the approval of any 
considerable number on either side of this House. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

8 75 SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox). Does the gentlemar 
eld? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I yield for a question. 

Mr. BORLAND. Am I right in believing that the gentle. 


man will continue to support Fort D. A. Russell? [Laughter.] 
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Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is eminently right, because 
Fort D. A. Russell is a splendid post, and, eontrary to the views 
of gold-laced fellows who every time they go to one of Wilhelm's 
reviews of a hundred thousand men in a bunch want. that kind 
of thing at home, and in spite of the fact that they want to 
put all of the troops near the big cities, E still believe the place 
to keep them is in the posts throughout. the country, and Fort 
D. A. Russell is one of the best. [Laughter.] 

AN INVASION THAT IS CERTAIN. 

But turning our thoughts from this. fear of armed invasion, 
let us recall that there is another invasion that. is impending, 
the certainty of which is not denied by anyone who has given 
thought. to it. That invasion has been discussed within the 
last 24 hours by the Secretary of Commerce of this administra- 
tion. It is an invasion that is certain to come upon us at the 
end of this war, an invasion of the cheaply produced products 
of the impoverished people of the late warring countries. 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question right there? 

Mr. MONDELL. I can not yield. I have not the time. I 
would like to, but I will yield a little later if E have the time. 
In preparing in a reasonable way for the armed invasion, which 
is. in the last degree improbable, will you gentlemen on the 
ether side adopt and aceept as an instrument for supplying 
the sinews of war, supplying them in abundance and without 
direct burden, a methed which will unquestionably protect. us 
from that other invasion of which I speak, the industrial in- 
vasion which is impending? Will you do it? Why, of course 
you will not. I feel confident that whatever program you adopt 
you will insist on laying the burden of it unfairly, inequitably, 
directly, and I can not justify myself in having directly or 
indirectly by any act of mine given you the excuse for laying 
additional direct burdens in time of peace on an already over- 
burdened people for an expenditure the necessity for which is 
very questionable. ` The program which I shall support, which 
I hope will be a program more for immediate defense than for 
future offense, will be even more moderate than it otherwise 
would be, because I know the funds to pay for it will, under 
your legislation, be levied. directly, inequitably, unjustly, on 
a comparative few of our people. 

I do not propose to be put im the position of having voted for 
enormous expenditures and then having refused to help pay the 
bills, and I do not approve the President’s proposed tax on 
automobiles, gasoline, bank checks, and other things any more 
than I do his military program. Therefore, my disposition te 
be moderate is strengthened by the fact that I do not propose 
to help give you gentlemen on the Democratic side oppor- 
tunities to pass from chewing gum: to: gasoline in laying addi- 
tional burdens upon our people. If you will agree that what 
ever you raise will be raised at the customhouses, making the 
importer pay for the preparedness you say is. necessary against 
his evil intent, making the foreigner pay for the preparedness 
you provide out of the fear you have of him as a future armed 
foe, I will be inclined to be a little more liberal in my view 
of what out of excess of caution it may be well to do. 

Mr. OGLESBY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will yield only for a question, as my 
time is short. Mr. Speaker, the trouble with a lot of people 
in this time of war and stress: and nervous. strain is that they 
have lost sight of the fact that our defense is, after all, no 
matter how many battleships we build, how many men we have 
in arms, not the force ready at any given moment to hurl at 
an. enemy, but the reserve of a hundred million earnest, patri- 
otic, virile citizens. ‘The trouble with all the gentlemen who 
edit these alarming stories of possible invasion is that they 
assume that if all the impossible, improbable things they conjure 
up in their feverish imaginations were to happen, and some 
great city of the const were levied upon, the American people 
from the Pacifice to the Atlantic, in all the glorious South and 
the splendid Mississippi, on the plains and im the mountains, 
would be so miserably pusillanimous that they would forthwith 
make terms with the invader. I believe it to be a fact that there 
is not any nation on this earth, armed and equipped as well 
us the best of them is or has been, that would dare or that has 
the slightest purpose of attempting to invade our territory. 

I wish I had the words to express the scorn: I feel for those 
yellow-streaked, soft-hearted Americans, those almost treason- 
able Americans, who write tales of imaginary invasions which, 
if what they suggest were in any wise possible, would prove us to 
be the most pusillanimous, spineless, and unworthy folk that 
ever lived on the face of the earth, instead of being what we 
are, the most upstanding, individually effective, intensely patri- 
otic, vigorous, and forceful people in the world. Why, even 
though every city of the coast were laid waste, between the 


two oceans we have men enough and resourees enough to drive 
into the sea, beyond the sea, and punish in a way that would 
never be forgotten. to the end of time any people who would 
dare invade our territory or haye the temerity to attempt to 
conquer us. [Applause.} 

Gentlemen, every minute since you left your homes this morn- 
ing you have been the possible victims of assault, deadly and 
murderous. There is not a man you have met who could not 
have armed himself and attempted your life had he been so dis- 
posed. It would be just as sensible to talk about arming our- 
selves and loading ourselves. with artillery, because we might 
be killed any minute, because the land is full of people with 
the physical power to kill us, as to talk of being constantly 
prepared for foreign attacks, which gentlemen of lively imagina- 
tion anticipate or suggest but which are utterly unlikely. When 
I was a boy and a young man F lived in regions. where it was 
fashionable to pack guns, and some carried them on both hips 
and under both arms. My recollection is. that the fellow who 
bad the most was generally the fellow who got shot. [Ap- 
plause.} I never carried any, and I am still here. 

THE PAN AMERICAN PLEA. 

The President largely predicates his plea for enormous armies 
and armament on an elaborately developed argument as to the 
importance of defending this hemisphere against. possible en- 
croachments by monarchial powers. The enormous and expen- 
sive establishments he proposes and approves he views as a 
sort of Monroe doctrine, Pan American crusading force. As- 
suming for the sake of argument that there may be some pos- 


-sible danger of the war-exhausted nations of Europe discovering 


an inclination, or finding an excuse for violating our sister re- 
publics on this hemisphere, are the American people prepared 
for a continuous expenditure of $500,000,000 to guard against 
that possibility? 

On the other hand, what will Pan America think about it? 
The entire spasm of frightful anticipation which seems to pos- 
sess some of our people is based on a suspicion or a belief that 
a certain nation of Europe, with whom we have never had a 
quarrel; a nation which, notwithstanding the excesses of some 
of her military commanders, is composed of enlightened, humane, 
and Christian people; a nation whose proper and legitimate 
ambitions in no wise conflict with ours, is suddenly, out of 
victory or from the ashes of defeat, to pounce upon us, destroy 
our cities, and levy on our wealth. 

Tf we have reached the time and condition when our national 
policies are builded on such fantastic and unworthy suspicions 
and assumptions as that, what may we expect South and Cen- 
tral America will think of our vast-preparation and expendi- 
ture, ostensibly for their protection and defense? Our Latin- 
American friends have not all of them at all times been fully 
convinced of our peaceful and altruistic intentions toward 
them. What may we expect of them when they see our vast 
military preparations? They could find no reason, I grant you, 
in the present purpose or intention of any American to feel 
alarmed, but what an unhappy outcome it would be if, having 
armed and equipped ourselves to protect the Americas, as the 
President would have us, we frightened all America into arming 
and equipping against some possible future inclination, de- 
veloped when we found ourselves with a costly military estab- 
lishment and a growing itehing to use it. The plan now proposed 
might well lead to a duplication on this eentinent and in this 
hemisphere of the conditions of armed and bristling militarisin 
which have burdened, impoverished, and brutalized Europe. 

T still hope that out of the suffering, misery, and impoverish- 
ment of the present European war there will come a desire and 
disposition to put a limit to the mad race for the upbuilding of 
military establishments. If it does, how important that we 
shall not, when these matters are considered, be in the midst 
of the development of ambitious military programs. If the 
war should not have that result, but should enthrone the mili- 
tary idea, rob the nations of conscience, and inspire them with 
a wicked desire for conquest, then the programs that have 
been proposed are all of them pitifully inadequate. If such a 
condition arose, universal compulsory service would be neces- 
sary, and our war outlay would run into billions annually. I 
am not willing to believe that such a condition is possible. In 
the meantime, whatever we do, let us do it strictly on a basis 
of defense, and quick defense at that. 

Let us not forget that we are a people of peace, and that we 
hope when around the council table at the close of this war the 
question of disarmament shall be discussed it can not be said 
in favor of the maintenance of awful military burdens through- 
out the world that the great Republie of the west, secure in 
her strength, as all the world knows she is, is leading the 
world in feyerish preparation for war. [Applause.} 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts rise? 

Mr. GARDNER. To ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GREENE of Vermont. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend my remarks in the Record by inserting a speech 
delivered by Hon. L. C. Dyer, a Member of this House, and 
commander in chief of the United Spanish War Veterans, at 
the laying of the corner stone of the William McKinley Memorial 
at Niles, Ohio, on the 20th of last month. The speech is upon 
the subject of national defense. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Record by printing 
a speech of the Hon. Leonrpas C. Dyer, at the laying of the 
corner stone of the William McKinley Memorial at Niles, Ohio. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BRITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of preparedness 
for the national defense. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the 
subject of the national defense. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

WAR REVENUE ACT. 


Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Grass! 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for 15 miautes. 
Is there objection? . 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday, in the course of 
debate on the joint resolution to extend the operation of the 
war-revenue act, there was a good deal of criticism directed 
against the form of financial statement now made by the Treas- 
ury Department. Some of this comment was fair and perfectly 
admissible, involving a reasonable difference of opinion with 
the accountants of the Treasury Department as to the method 
of bookkeeping which prevails there. Some of the comment, 
on the other hand, was utterly unfair—it might almost be said 
to have been vituperative—involving unwarranted aspersions 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, charging that member of 
the Cabinet, implicitly, witb an attempt to “juggle” the figures 
of his department with intent to deceive the public as to the 
true condition of the Treasury. Of course, Mr. Speaker. if a 
gentleman has it in mind, as seemed to be the case with the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Grren], to give expression to a 
mood of levity by indulging in sarcastic strictures on a Cabinet 
minister, he is within his rights; he is at liberty to give free 
rein to his humor. If another Member has it in mind, as ob- 
viously was the case with the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Forpney], to severely asperse a high public official, why he 
could not be expected to experience any difficulty in finding 
words suited to that species of objurgation. But it does seem 
to me that the dignity of this House would better be observed. 
and the fairness of debate respected, if Members would confine 
themselves to facts and to an orderly discussion of the problems 
we are sent here to solve. 

I shall not affect a knowledge of accounting which I do not 
possess. I am not an actuary. I know nothing about book- 
keeping. I must assume that the gentleman from Iowa had that 
ticket as a part of his classical course in Oberlin College, for he 
spoke upon the subject in a most didactic fashion. Neverthe- 
less, I venture to think I have a reasonably clear understanding 
of plain propositions in ordinary accounting, and in fairness to 
the Treasury Department I want to put into the Recorp certain 
statements from experienced accountants, with whose opinions I 
quite fully agree, as to the method of bookkeeping at the Treas- 
ury Department. One of the criticisms made yesterday of two 
major items in the statement of the Treasury Department was 
directed to the fund provided for the retirement of the notes of 
banks which have discontinued or reduced their circulation. 
The charge, by implication, was that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had juggled the figures“ as to this item by making a crim- 
inal alteration in the method of accounting. Perhaps it would 
astonish the gentlemen making this aspersion if they were told 
that what the Secretary of the Treasury had done was to return 
to a system of accounting from which he had no lawful right to 
depart and which had prevailed at the Treasury Department for 
23 years, under every Republican Secretary of the Treasury 


from the incumbency of Harrison to that of Taft, inclusive. 
Thus the bitter criticism leveled at the present Secretary of the 
Treasury shot over the head of Mr. McAdoo and found its mark 
in the person of every Republican Secretary of the Treasury 
who presided over the department within the last quarter of a 
century. 

The simple fact is, Mr. Speaker, that pretty soon after the 
advent of the present administration this particular trust-fund 
item of the Treasury statement, which had been carried as an 
asset, was altered upon suggestion of a board of efficiency ex- 
perts assigned to the department by the Civil Service Com- 
mission. The alteration, which was in contravention of law, 
transferred the item to the liability column of the financial 
statement, where expert accountants generally agree it belongs. 
The transfer, entirely proper from an accounting point of view, 
was contrary to the act of Congress passed July 14, 1890. 

The Secretary did not know this at the time, and evidently 
the efficiency experts did not know it. Subsequently the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury ascertained the fact, and on the Ist day of 
October of the current year he gave directions that the state- 
ment be changed to the form provided by law, and which had 
been used at the Treasury Department for 23 years. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman a single 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GLASS. Certainly I do. 

Mr. HILL. It does not make any difference who is right or 
wrong about that statement, but as a matter of fact ought 
trust funds belonging to a bank be counted as a part of the 
available funds of the Treasury? 

Mr. GLASS. If the gentleman wants my opinion, I will give 
it for what it is worth. 

Mr. HILL. I do. I value the gentleman's opinion more than 
the opinion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. GLASS. I thank the gentleman for the compliment; I 
do not so highly value my judgment. However, I venture to 
think that trust funds should not be counted as available Treas- 
ury funds. Moreoyer, the efficiency experts of the Civil Service 
Commission and the committee on efficiency did not think so; 
they transferred this item to the liability side of the ledger. 
But, as I have already said to my friend from Connecticut, it 
subsequently appeared that a Republican Congress and a Re- 
publican administration thought that trust funds should be 
counted asan available balance; hence the law of 1890. That 
being the case, I say, it is utterly unfair—it nearly approxi- 
mates shamelessness—for gentlemen to accuse the Secretary of 
the Treasury of “ juggling” upon an item of that sort. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. GLASS. I do. 

Mr. MANN, The gentleman is criticizing very severely, in 
their-absence, gentlemen on this side of the House in reference 
to one item in the Treasury statement. -It is true, is it not, 
that the gentleman’s statement of facts is contained in the 
Treasury statement every day as a footnote, and has been so 
contained for a long time? : 

Mr. GLASS. Yes; that is precisely the point I am trying to 
accentuate. 

Mr. MANN. 
fact? 

Mr. GLASS. If they were, they did not mention it in their 
criticisms; and that is exactly of what I complain. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think the gentleman understood the 
speeches, 

Mr. GLASS. I heard some of them; others I did not hear, 
nor are they yet printed in the Reconp. I heard the suggestion 
made that the Secretary of the Treasury ought to be put in 
jail for conforming the Treasury statement to a law that was 
passed by a Republican Congress and approved by a Republican 
President. 

Mr. MANN. It was not in reference to that item. Of course, 
the gentleman ought to know that. 

Mr. GLASS. The comment which I heard and to which I 
refer made no distinction as to items. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman would not intentionally mislead 
the House, but unintentionally he has misled the House. 

Mr. GLASS. Of course the gentleman knows I have no pur- 
pose to mislead the House; moreover, I had not noticed the 
absence of the gentlemen to whom I have referred. I will not 
continue my remarks if it is thought that I would better wait 
until those gentlemen are here. 
> 255 MANN. I do not make any special question about that, 
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Mr. GLASS. I desire to repeat that I did not observe the 
absence of the gentlemen. However, I am not saying anything 
disagreeable about them. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is criticizing them very much 
more severely than they criticized the Secretary. 

Mr. GLASS. As to that, there is a distinct difference of 


opinion. One of these gentlemen apparently wanted to see the 
Secretary of the Treasury put in jail. Surely I would not wish 
that in respect of the gentleman from Michigan. [{Laughter.] 
I simply wanted to point out that the judgment passed by him 
on the present Secretary of the Treasury would have incar- 
cerated every Republican Secretary of the Treasury who held 
the office under four Republican Presidents within the last 25 


years. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is calling attention now to a 
matter and talking about a matter that is contained in a foot- 
note of the Treasury statement and has been contained for a 
Jong time. 

Mr. GLASS. That being so, is it fair to bring the accusation 
against the Secretary of the Treasury of trying to conceal some- 
thing, trying to “ pad the figures” of the Treasury Department? 
If what has been done is so plainly stated upon this Treasury 
exhibit that anybody can understand, is that “juggling”? Would 
you call that“ padding”? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly not. That is not what the criticism 
made by gentlemen on this side of the House was directed to. 
The gentleman ought to know that. 

Mr. GLASS. I do not know it. The criticism from that side 
was directed against items that are clearly explained. I heard 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Green] make the criticism. His 
speech has not yet appeared in the Recorp, hence I can not 
directly quote from it, but I heard him make that criticism: 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentieman from Virginia yield to 
the gentleman from North Dakota? 

Mr. GLASS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. NORTON. Is it not a fact that what the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Forpney] said was that if any national banker 
in the United States employed the same system of bookkeeping 
as that employed by the ent, he would by the 
bank examiner be arrested and prosecuted and sent to jail? 

Mr. GLASS. Which means—— 

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman state whether in his 
opinion the Treasury Department would permit any national 
banker to use the same system of bookkeeping as they are using 
in the Treasury Department to-day? 

Mr. GLASS. I will say that at the very least 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman's time be extended for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bon- 
LAND] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman's time be 
extended 15 minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. HILL. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I, too, 
would like a little time; say, 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. HILL. No; I do not object. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hm! 
says he desires 10 minutes when the gentleman from Virginia 
has concluded. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman who 
last addressed an inquiry to me [Mr. Norron] that the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Fonů xxx] was, in 
the Inst degree, extravagant. No national bank official would 
be put in jail for using a system of accounts that was merely 
contrary to the judgment of a particular expert accountant. 
Expert accountants differ widely as to how books should be kept. 
A national bank keeping its accounts contrary to the method 
prescribed by the Comptroller of the Currency would be directed 
to alter its system; its officers would not be put in jail. But if 
the suggestion of the gentieman from Michigan had any appli- 
cation at all it meant that the Secretary of the Treasury is re- 
sponsible for a financial statement so intentionally misleading 
that only his high official station shields him from criminal 
prosecution; that if somebody else in a subordinate place had 
committed a like offense he would have been put in jail. 

Mr. NORTON. No; I think the gentleman from Virginia is 
mistaken in that. The inference that the statement made by the 
gentleman from Michigan carries to most of the Members of this 
House is, I believe, that a different system is employed in the 
Treasury Department than is permitted to be employed in 


national banks, and that is the only fair inference that can be 
drawn from the statement, which is as follows 

Mr. GLASS. Well, that is an interpretation of his language 
that differs from the conception which I have. 

Mr. NORTON. The gentleman from Michigan yesterday said, 
as appears on page 339 of the RECORD: 

Your Treasurer has changed the manner of bookkeeping in the 
United States Treasury; and if there were a national within the 
limits of the United Biates to-day that would adopt the manner of 
bookkeeping such as has been adopted by the Treasury of the United 
States, the bank examiner, oder tua direction of the Secretary of the 
las rrp would have every man connected with that bank in jail 
within 24 hours. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield to the gentleman 
for a speech, nor to permit him to project into my remarks a 
quotation from somebody else's 

Mr. NORTON. It is only fair to read the gentleman’s exact 
statement, is it not? 

Mr. GLASS. A great many things are fair that are not per- 
missible when a Member has limited time in which to present 
his views. I do not want to yield all my time to the gentleman. 

Mr. NORTON. But, let me ask the question 

Mr, GLASS. The difference between the gentleman and me 
is very simple. He attaches to the remarks of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Forpney] a meaning that I do not think 
they convey. ; 

Mr. NORTON. Isit not a fact that the Treasury Department 
would not to-day permit any national bank tọ use the same kind 
of bookkeeping that the Treasury Department is using? 

Mr. GLASS. I do not think the same kind of bookkeeping 
3 n the Treasury Department could be adapted to a national 

nk, 

Mr. NORTON. Oh, that is it; one system for the Treasury 
Department and another system for national banks. 

Mr. GLASS. There is nothing remarkable about that. One 
successful business house may not use the same system of ae- 
counting that another employs. 

Mr. NORTON. But the gentleman—— 

In GLASS. The gentleman does not want to take all my 
e 

Mr. NORTON. No; Ido not; but it seems to me 

Mr. GLASS. Well, the gentleman is taking my time and 
without my consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia will proceed. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, the whole trend of the criticism 
of the Treasury Department yesterday betrayed a purpose to 
severely arraign the Secretary of the Treasury for attempting to 
“deceive the public”; to “ juggle” with the Treasury figures; 
to “pad” them, and to make it appear that the balance in the 
Treasury was greater than it really was. If that was not the 
purpose of the debate, what was it? 

It was nothing else; and I want to indicate to the House how 
utterly unfair were these imputations upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I have already shown that one major change in 
the Treasury statement involved a return to the old Treasury 
form in vogue since July, 1890, based on a Federal statute 
passed by a Republican Congress and approved by a Republican 
President. All of the items in the Treasury exhibit, including 
the one just cited, were explained clearly and in detail by the 
Secretary of the Treasury when the change of statement was 
first made. In confirmation of this I hold in my hand a Treas- 
ury statement, as of date October 1, 1915, the whole front page 
of which is taken up with a detailed explanation of the altera- 
tions made in the old form. Now, I appeal to the fair judg- 
ment of the House to say if anything could be more straight- 
forward than that? Can any critic honestly say that it be- 
trays any purpose whatsoever to mislead the public? The 
whole transaction was aboveboard. Every solitary change made 
was explicitly pointed out on this front page of the Treasury 
statement. 

I have here, Mr. Speaker, and shall insert in the RECORD, an 
article from the New York Commercial and Financial Chronicle, 
obviously written by a man thoroughly familiar with every 
phase of accounting, who manifestly knows what he is talking 
about. This writer does not agree in all respects with the 
financial form of statement now being issued by the Treasury 
Department. In some ways the article is critical, but the writer 
has the fairness to declare that— 


It is due Secretary McAdoo to state that the nature of the changes 
by which this new result was reached and the reasons for them were 
set out at comsiderable length and with indisputable clearness in an 
announcement which occupied a whole page in the Treasury statement 
for October 1, 1915. 

This Financial Chronicle justly arraigns those who “ affect to 
believe that Secretary McAdoo’s explanation is obscure,” and 
adds, “ The truth is what has been done could hardly have been 
set out with greater clarity.” 
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In the course of yesterday’s debate, when gentlemen were 
recklessly directing their bitter attacks upon the Secretary of 
the Treasury, was there one among them frank enough to tell 
all the truth as this public journal tells it? Can you point to a 
sentence in any speech made by a gentleman on that side from 
which it may even be inferred that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, when he altered the form of the financial statement, issued 
a detailed explanation of the changes made, clearly defining the 
reason for every alteration, so there was no possibility of 
deception? Mr. Speaker, this statement which I hold in my 
hand is literally free from any suspicion of disingenuousness. 
There is about it no semblance of a desire to “ juggle figures,” 
and I assert that the accusation against the of the 
Treasury of having “ padded the Treasury statement“ in order 
to deceive the public is grossly untrue. 

In further evidence of this I shall insert in the RECORD a 
portion of this article from the Commercial and Financial 
Chronicle, of New York. 

Mr. STEENERSON. 
the whole article? 

Mr. GLASS. Unquestionably I would. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I would like to have you do that. 

Mr. GLASS. I will do that; there is no part of it that I 
desire to conceal. The gentleman heard me say distinctly that 
the writer criticizes in some respects the form of statement 
used by the Treasury Department, 

Mr. Speaker, the other of the two major items in the Treasury 
statement which have been made the subject of criticism is the 
fund placed to the credit of disbursing officers, Should any- 
body ask a layman’s opinion as to the proper place of this ac- 
count on the ledger, I would be disposed to say that it should 
be segregated in the accounting as well as in fact. But that 
would be the opinion of a person who knows nothing of ac- 
counting. Totally disagreeing with that view, and strongly up- 
holding the form adopted recently by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, are some of the best expert accountants in the United 
States, 

I have here an article contributed to the Annalist, an aux- 
iliary publication of the New York Times, devoted largely to 
financial and commercial matters. It is an article prepared by 
F. L. Gilbert, who is a certified public accountant of the State 
of New York, and manager of one of the largest business con- 
cerns in the country. Mr. Gilbert discusses this matter in de- 
tail, and I shall ask permission to insert his article in the 
Record. This certified public accountant of New York takes 
the view that the Secretary of the Treasury was perfectly right, 
from an accounting standpoint, in making the alteration indi- 
cated in the Treasury statement. 

Mr, STEENERSON. What alterations, the $25,000,000 one? 

Mr. GLASS. There is no question, there can be no question, 
of the fact that the Secretary was right in returning to the old 
form in respect to that item. It is a statutory form which pre- 
vailed for 23 years. He had no legal right to depart from it. 
Does the gentleman deny that? 

Mr. STEENERSON. We will admit that it looked a little 
suspicious when the Treasury Department cut down the surplus 
turned over to him by the Republicans, and then when the sur- 
plus got low he increased the balance $85,000,000 over night. 

Mr. GLASS. As a matter of fact, it was $34,000,000. 

Mr. STEENHERSON. Sixty-two million. 

Mr. GLASS. Counting both ways, it was $68,000,000. I have 
stated to the House that this alteration was mistakenly made 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, in the first instance, on the 
recommendation of a committee of efficiency experts supplied 
by the Civil Service Commission. 
scientifically right, but unlawful. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I have not criticized that, but the gen- 
tleman must admit that it looks suspicious when the general 
balance got down to $40,000,000, that by a change in bookkeep- 
ing it was swelled to $85,000,000 over night. 

Mr. GLASS. If the gentleman wants to persist in his sus- 
picion that the Secretary of the Treasury could be capable of 
intending to deceive the people of the United States 

Mr. STEENERSON. I did not intend that; I said it was a 
suspicious circumstance that they changed the bookkeeping, 
swelling the amount to $85,000,000 over night. Why did they not 
change it back immediately after they found it was illegal? Why 
did they wait until the balance got down to $42,000,000? 

Mr. GLASS. What the gentleman means, in the last analysis, 
is that he persists’ in his suspicion that the Secretary of the 

altered the statement to deceive the publie into 
believing that there was a larger balance in the Treasury than 
actually existed. I do not believe that the present Secretary of 
the Treasury is capable of such meanness, nor am I willing to 


Would the gentleman just as soon insert 


Their recommendation was 


believe that any Republican Secretary of the Treasury was ever 
capable of it, 

Mr. STHENHRSON. I do not claim that, but I say it looked 
a little that way. 

Mr. GLASS. Oh, yes; the gentleman still persists in his 
suspicion, He is like the fellow who says: “If I have said 


anything offensive, I apologize for it, but am glad of it.“ As 
a matter of fact, what the Secretary did was to return to the 
old form of statement which he had mistakenly departed from, 

Mr. STEENERSON. Why did he depart? 

Mr. GLASS. I have told you; on the recommendation of 
efficiency experts supplied by the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Why did he depart from it? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. GLASS. I think the Speaker states the case correctly, 
hence I ask for five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, when interrupted by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota and diverted from the point, I was say- 
ing that I would insert in the Recorp an article by F. L. Gil- 
bert, contributed to the Analyst, an auxiliary publication of 
the New York Times, devoted to financial matters, which points 
out in detail the changes in the Treasury statement, comments 
on them fairly, and justifies the Secretary of the Treasury in 
every item but one, from a strictly bookkeeping and accounting 
point of view. Thus it would seem, upon the testimony of an 
experienced public accountant of the State of New York, that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, from an accounting standpoint, 
was perfectly right in the alterations in the Treasury state- 
ment made by him. 

Mr. Speaker, whatever may have been the Secretary’s pur- 
pose—whether it was te foree a larger Treasury balance, as the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] seems to suspect, 
or whether it was to obey the law-——he was indisputably right 
in returning to that form of Treasury statement which was re- 
quired by the Federal statutes, a form of Treasury statement, 
however, which this certified public accountant says is utterly 
defective, and which the New York Commercial and Financial 
Chronicle says is utterly defective, although it had been used in 
the Department for 23 years under Republican admin- 
istrations. I hereto append first the article contributed by Mr. 
F. I.. Gilbert to the Analyst, of issue Monday, December 6, 
1915, and next the article from the New York Commercial and 
Financial Chronicle of November 20, 1915, They both afford 
a thorough vindication of the Secretary of the Treasury from 
the more or less absurd and, in some cases, malignant asper- 
sions to which he has been subjected. I will also append, 
under leave to extend, the “Announcement” made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the front page of the state- 
ment of October 1, 1915, explaining in detail the alterations 
made and giving the reason for each change. 

An O. K.” on MrR. McApoo’s ACCOUNTS— FROM a CAREFUL ANALYSIS 


AN Expert ACCOUNTANT REACHES THE CONCLUSION THAT THE DAILY 
STATEMENT Gives A TRUE PICTURE OF THE URY’S CONDITION. 


Written for the Anal by F. L. Gilbert, C. P. A., New York ma 
f : l 80 ORE 
The public generaliy has been very much interested in the new form 
of daily statement adopted by the Secreta > 
ury, William G. McAdoo, w 
1915. Many criticisms have 
claim the new statement is 


oe 


ugh 
resent Treasury administration, been developed gradually from the old 
Sonn of statement in use until June 30, 1913. 

The principal change made then was in the form of the statement at 
that time. e old statement, before any changes were made in it b; 
the present Secretary, was simply a statement of various kinds of 
on hand and funds on deposit with certain current liabilities deducted 
at different convenient places in the statement. On July 2, 19 the 
statement of the general fund ap the form of an ordinary busi- 
ness balance sheet showing both assets and Habilities. From an account- 
ing standpoint we believe this important change was a distinct improve- 
ment and is entirely correct. The current liabilities deducted at different 

in the old statement, which we believe were hardly noticed at all 
the ordin: layman, are in the new statement all grouped together 
and footed ‘They stand out plainly and distinctly. 


A SEPARATE LIABILITY. 


One other important change made in the statement on July 2, 1918, 
was the incl as a liability the national bank notes 0 EEA fund, 
amounting to ,060,756. ‘his, of course, reduced the net balance in 
tan gon fund by that amount, The plan of carrying this fund amo 
the liabilities was continued to Septem) 30, 1915, when it amoun 
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to $23.096,069.50, This liabilit; 
beginning October 1, 1915. This fund represents money deposited for 


was eliminated in the new statement 
the redemption of circulating national bank notes by national banks, 
which have discontinued or decreased their circulation. It is entirely 
separate from the 5 per cent redemption fund. Under the act of July 
14, 1890, such deposits must be carried as a part of the public debt and 
not as a liability of the Treasury Department. It would certainly not 
be proper to carry the fund as a liability in both places. If strict ac- 
counting practice were followed without regard for the law we believe 
this fund would continue to be carried as a current liability. The law 
says it must be treated otherwise, and this appears to be the reason for 
dropping it In the new statement of October 1, 1915. The Secretary in 
his announcement forming the foreword to his latest revised state- 
ment frankly states that it was an error on his peer to place this fund 
on the 1 side of the general fund commencing with the statement 
of July 2. 1913. 

In answer to any criticism which might be made as to dropping this 
liability for the purpose of increasing the balance of the general fund, 
it should be said that a footnote appears on the statement of October 1, 
1915, stating that the outstanding national bank notes for which de- 
posits have been made and which must be paid out of the general fund 
amount to $23,096,069.50. Anyone who so desires can, therefore, deduct 
the amount from the net balance in the fund. 

On September 1, 1913, a change was made in the asset side of the 
statement by siete ine ee expression free and available balance in 
Treasury and banks.“ y this omission the silver bullion, subsidiary 
silver coin, fractional currency, and minor coin which were formerly 
among the assets as “balances in Treasury offices, limited tender or 
unavailable,” were moved up as part of the cash “in Treasury offices.” 
Inasmuch as it is clearly stated just what each item represents, we 
believe the change is fully justified. 


FORM AND SUBSTANCE, 


The Segoe which has received the most comment in the revised 
statement of October 1, 1915, is the elimination from the liability side 
of the statement “balances to the credit of disbursing officers.” On 
October 1, 1915, these balances aggregated $61,089,225.97. In the past 
it has always been the policy to treat these balances as disbursements, 
whether the money was actually paid out or not. We can not see how 
these funds in themselves differ gely from other money of the Gov- 
ernment until actually pe out. è believe, therefore, the plan of 
treating them as part of the general fund balance is entirely justified, 
Uy so when a notation appears 25 ire the net balance in the 
fund stating the exact amount to the cr of the disbursing officers. 

In the new statement no liability for outstanding checks will appear, 
as the Secretary claims it is not practicable to get this information daily 
from disbursing officers. We, of course, are not familiar with the ob- 
stacles in the way of getting this information, but the figures are, of 
course, incorrect to the extent of these oustanding checks. Proper 
accounting practice req that when checks are drawn they must be 
treated as a disbursement and deducted from the available cash bal- 
ance. As an offset, however, to these outstanding checks the Secretary 
calls attention to cash receipts in transit to the Treasury. He also 
states that the monthly statement, which was formerly known as the 
public-debt statement, and which will be issued about the 15th of the 
month for the previous month, will show these outstanding checks. 

On the whole, we fail to see the slightest evidence indicating a 
desire to decelye the public in the daily statements of the Treasury or 
to make the balances 3 larger than they really are. It is our 
opinion, from an accounting standpoint, that the latest revised statement 
is a great improvement over the former statements. In order that the 
public may fully understand the new statement the Secretary had printed 
on the first page on its first . on October 1, 1915, a full aud 
frank explanation regurding all important changes which have been 
made. 


THE FINANCIAL SITUATION. 
{From the Commercial and meet Chronicle, New York, Noy. 20, 


Newspaper columns have been filled this week with sensational 
reports bearing upon the condition of the United States Treasury. As 
these have emanated from political sources and obviously been -circu- 
lated for political effect, they would ordinarily be entitled to no notice 
or consideration. It happens, however, that Government disbursements 
have been rupning in excess of ee and that Government cash 
has, as a result, been contracting. It also well known that admin- 
istration circles are casting about for new forms of taxes with which 
to raise additional revenues. This makes it important to examine into 
the charges, As it happens, too, a basis for the allegations exists in 
certain changes that have been made in the form of the daily and 
monthly Treasury statements. 

The ‘author of the charges is ex-Senator Jonathan Bourne, jr., of 
Oregon, and he speaks as president of the Republican Publicity Asso- 
ciation. The statement put out is quite a gry one, and though its 
purpose is palpably obvious, we reproduce it in another column, since 
the newspapers have featured it with all sorts of startling headlines, 
such as Says McAdoo’s United States millions are phantoms,” “ Assails 
McAdoo as a money juggler,” “ Finds Treasury balance padded more 
than $100,000,000," etc. The ast of the allegations is that under the 
present administration repeated chan have been made in the form 
of the Treasury statements, this part of the assertion being, as we have 
already indicated, correct. The latest change dates from October 1, 
and the principal point in it is that it has increased very materially the 
so-called N cash balance. Changes of that kind are always 
viewed with icion, even when sound or unobjectionable, and it is 
important, therefore, to inquire into this departure with the view to 
see whether it can be considered justified. 

It fs an unfortunate feature that in recent years nearly every new 
head of the y Department has deemed it expedient to revise 
the debt and Treasury statements. Usually some improvement is 
effected as a result of the revision, though by no means invariably sọ, 
and often the amendments deal with very minor matters. Congress, 
on its part, has at times given directions as to how particular items 
should be treated. Altogether the effect, as far as the ordinary layman 
is concerned, has been distinctly confusing. ‘The peculiar mischief in 
such charges as those made by ex-Senator Bourne is that most persons 
do not consider themselves competent to decide questions of bookkeep- 
ing and accounting, and yet are inclined to give credence to reports or 
iitimations of irregularities, on the theory that if they were not at 
least in part true or did not rest on substantial foundations their 
authors would not dare to give publicity to them. 


On the present occasion the Treasury figures and accounts have been 
entirely recast. Many innovations are introduced. Some of these are 
distinct improvements. In particular is this true regarding the tabu- 
lations ng with the gold and silver holdings and the trust funds 
existing in connection therewith, to take care of the gold and silver 
certificates that are outstanding against large amounts of the holdings, 
Under the old form of return the “free” gold available for the gen- 
eral use of the Treasury could not be told except after considerable 
figuring, nor the balance of silver on hand. Now the accounts are so 
stated as to show the surplus gold and the available silver dollars 
with exact precision. hat is an important point ined. On the 
other hand, in some other directions information ee furnished 
is materially curtailed. 

The advantages referred to appeal. of course, to all those who are 
obliged to consult and study the Government figures for their own 
enlightenment or that of the public. The general reader is concerned 
mainly about the truth of the assertions that the Treasury balance 
has been padded as a consequence of the recasting of the accounts. 
It is true that the net balance in the general fund now stands very 
much larger than it did under the old arrangement of the figures. An 
idea of the extent of the change wrought in that particular is found 
in the fact that the Treasury statement for September 30 under the 
old form gave the net balance as $40,898,594. whereas the statement for 
the next day (October gave the available balance under the new form 
as $128, „545. Plainly, therefore, the effect of the change has been 
to add a very large sum to this balance. 

It is due to Secretary McAdoo to say that the nature of the changes by 
which this new result was reached and the reasons for them were set out 
at considerable length and with ning yee clearness in an “ announce- 
ment“ which occupied a whole ps e in the Treasury statement for Octo- 

er 1. Mr. Bourne affects to believe that this explanation is obscure. 
The truth is, what has been done could hardly have been set out with 
greater clarity. 

The increase in the available balance is due to two main alterations, 
both che large sums, and we imagine opinions will differ as to the 
popi of the changes. As to at least one of them, however, Mr. 

cAdoo has authority of law behind him. The two changes consist (1) 
in excluding from the liability side of the general fund the item of 
“disbursing officers' balances” and (2) in excluding also the amount 
1 by national banks for the retirement of national bank notes, 
but not yet paid out for that purpose. This last amounted on Septem- 
ber 30 to $34,340,866, and is the item as to which the Secretary has au- 
thority of law for his act. The item is in every sense a current liability, 
since the money has been deposited with the Government for the express 
purpose of retiring the notes and under accurate accounting methods it 
would be set aside in a specific fund to take care of the notes as they 
came in. The Secret recognized the character of the item soon after 
his advent to office and, changing previous practice in that respect, he 
had the item marshalled among the current liabilities, thereby diminish- 
ing the amount of the available current balance. Experience has shown 
that the notes in process of retirement are very slow in coming in, and 
while of course this does not change the character of the liability, the 
fact remains that Congress had long previously directed by statutory 
enactment that such deposits should be treated not as a current liability, 
but as 1 555 of the public debt. 

The Treasury Department really went outside the pale of the law 
ears ago it began to enter the item in its true character as 
a current 1 The Secretary says frankly now that this was an 
error. The act ot July 14, 1890, prescribes that such deposits shall be 
covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts and that the notes 
thus rendered, subject to retirement by the United States, shall be 
carried as pare of the public debt—that is, that the item shall be ex- 
hibited each month on the 8 statement of the public debt under 
the heading Debt of the United States bearing no interest.” As di- 
rected by the act of J u 14, 1890, the amount to the credit of this 
fund was mingled with the general cash and carried there continuously 
until the early part of the present administration, when the form of 
the Treasury statement was changed. The item has now been restored 
to the general in accordance with the requirement of the law. 
The change made in that particular, therefore, is good law, though not 
in consonance with sound accounting practice. 

In the case, however, of the item of disbursing officers’ balances, 
which is of much larger magnitude, it aggregating September 30 $60,- 
409,181, the Secretary makes a departure entirely on his own responsi- 
bility. He points out that these happen Si cers’ balances consist 
of amounts 2 by the Secretary of the Treasury to the credit of 
disbursing officers, against which they are authorized to draw checks in 
permear of public obligations. In the past, whenever the Secretary 

as placed an amount to the credit of a disbursing officer it has been 
the custom to carry that on the Treasury statement as a disbursement. 
The Secretary states that as a matter of fact the money in many in- 
stances is not spent for months, and sometimes not at all, being re- 
turned to the Secretary's account. 

The argument is plausible enough, but nevertheless these balances 
have all the characteristics of a current liability. They represent dis- 
bursements not actually paid out but set aside for payment, and to a 
larger or smaller extent they are immediately drawn against. To just 
the extent this is done the balances no longer haye any existence. 
The Secretary says it will be impossible to state outstanding checks in 
the column of liabilities in the daily statement because it is not 
practicable to get the information daily from disbursing officers. It is 
contemplated, however, to set up outstanding warrants, checks, and 
matured coupons as a Hability in the monthly debt statement. Ob- 
viously, to the extent at least that warrants, checks, etc., are on any 
given day outstanding, they ought to appear as a liability. To report 
the available cash balance without deducting the same is an over- 
statement in just that amount. 

Mr. McAdoo argues that the new daily statement is on a cash basis. 
Receipts, he states, under the old method were reported on a cash 
basis, while disbursements were on a mixed basis. This proved con- 
fusing. Under the new form, he contends, disbursements, like receipts, 
will represent cash transactions. But in ordinary business affairs, when 
a check is drawn in payment of a bill, or of a service rendered, it is 
counted as a disbursement and cash balance marked down accordingly. 
The money is no longer considered available, whether the check is 
presented Voamediately or not until two or three days later. 

The Secretary bagi age that outstanding checks and warrants are offset 
in large measure receipts which are in transit to the Treasury. 
That may be, but it does not alter the fact that such warrants and 
checks should be deducted, even if the full amount standing to the credit 
of disbursing officers is not eliminated. The results are in error by the 
aggregate amount of such outstanding items. Why it should be so difi- 
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eult to get the records of checks and warrants is hard to understand, 
but the Secretary lays emphasis on the point and says that inasmuch 
as it will be necessary to = information from disbursing officers all 
over the country, the monthly statement, heretofore issued promptly on 
the first of the month, will be greatly delayed, tho it is believed that 
this can be so expedited that the 8 will able to issue the 
statement on the 15th of each month. The statement for the present 
month had not yet reached us up to late last night. 

If the daily record of available cash balance is in error in the par- 
ticular mentioned, there is this much to be said, that a footnote is 
added to each day's statement showing the amount of moneys held for 
retirement of national bank circulation, while the item of disbursing 
officers’ balances is also stated. Accordingly, it is possible to calculate 
the balance on the old basis if so desired. 

When all has been said that.can be said, it remains true nevertheless 
that these repeated chan by one administration after another in the 
form and character of the debt and Treasury statements are disturb- 
ing and highly objectionable, if for no other reason that they render 
difficult comparisons with the past on an identical basis. The lesson 


Which the erlence teaches would seem to be that the character and 
contents of these statements ought to be prescribed by_law so as to 
render it impossible for each new head of the Treasury Department to 
3 pa e form of the statement his own ideas as to what it 
shou 3 


DAILY STATEMENT OF THE UNITED STATES TREASURY. 
(Oct. 1, 1915.) 
ANNOUNCEMENT. 


The daily statement of the United States Treasury and the monthly 
public-debt statement of the Government have been reyised by a com- 
mittee apportas by order of Secretary McAdoo so as to make them 
more intelligible and clear to the public. The new daily statement will 
represent the actual condition of the Treasury, so far as it is ible 
0 ut it, at the close of business each day. The new public-debt 
sta ent will show the actual condition of the Treasury and the state 
of the public debt at the close of business each month. The new form 
for the daily Treasury statement becomes effective October 1, 1915, and 
that for the public-debt statement October 31, 1915. 

The most important points in which the new form of daily statement 
differs from the old are the e yy 2 

The assets and liabilities of the vernment have heretofore been 
published under two general classifications, viz: (1) The general fund, 
and (2) the currency trust funds, the general fund, and the gold re- 


serve fund. 

The new form shows the assets and liabilities divided into three 
classes, viz: (1) Gold, (2) silver dollars, and (8) the general fund. 
This gives at a glance the amount of gold and the amount of silver 
dollars in the Treasury, the llabilities against such coin and bullion, 
and the actual condition of the general fund. 

In the new form the item “ Disbursing officers’ balances ” is excluded 
from the Hability side of the general fund and included in the net bal- 
ance. These disbursing officers’ balances consist of amounts placed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury to the credit of disbursing officers, a st 
which they are authorized to draw checks in payment of public obliga- 
tions. These amounts are funds.of the United States in the same sense 


the wore balance of the Treasur. 
— warran 


The amount 2 by national banks for the retirement of na- 
tlonal-bank notes but not yet paid out for that purpose is also included 
in the net ce. In the old statement amount was carried on 
the 9 side of the general fund. This was an error, because by 
law deposits for the retirement of national-bank notes are a part of 
the public debt. The act of July 14, 1890, prescribes that such deposits 
shall be covered into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, and that 
the notes thus rendered subject to retirement by the Uni States shall 
be carried as a part of the public debt. This fund is not the 5 per cent 
fund proyided for the redemption of the current circulation of national 
banks, but is a fund for the redemption of the notes of national banks 
which have ceased to circulate notes, or which have reduced their cir- 
culation. As directed n ae act of July 14, 1890, the amount to the 
credit of this fund was ced in the general fund balance, where it was 
carried continuously until the early part of this administration (1913), 
when the form of daily Treasury statement was changed. The item 
is now restored to the general fund balance, where it belongs, and will 
appear as a liability on what was previously known as the monthly 
public debt statement. 

Following the general fund statement appears the daily trial balance 
of the general fund, entitled “ Receipts and disbursements this day.” 
This is a simple statement of the day’s transactions. One important 
change contained in this table, as well as in the Comparative analysis 
of receipts and disbursements,” on page 3, is the segregation of Panama 
Canal receipts. 

In the past it has been customary to set forth Panama Canal dis- 


bursements separately as extraordinary expenditures, but receipts from 


tolls, profits from the sales of material on account of the canal, ete, 
have been included in the ordi miscellaneous receipts. In future 
ese Panama Canal receipts, like the disbursements on account of the 


Panama Canal, will appear separa 5 

The new daily statement is on a casa basis. Receipts have been re- 

rted on a cash basis, while disbursements have been on a mixed basis. 

his has proved confusing. Under the new form disbursements, like 
receipts, represent cash transactions. 

It will be impossible to state outstanding checks in the column of 
liabilities in the daily statement, because it is not practicable to get the 
information daily from disbursing officers. Outstanding checks and 
warrants are offset in large grein be Rd hed by receipts which are 
in transit to the Treasury. All outstanding warrants and checks will 
— com monthly in what previously was known as the public-debt 

emen 

Several tables that appeared on the fourth page of the old statement 
are elther omitted entirely as unimportant or uninforming, or are in- 


cluded in the new items on 

bank notes outstanding” an 

and national bank-note circulation.” 

banks still a 9 but the table of Pay warrants drawn has 
s 


4— Federal reserve notes and national- 
“Transactions affecting Federal reserve 
“ Bonds held in trust for national 


been omitted. believed that a daily statement of these warrants is 
of no value, and it will hereafte appear in the form of “ Pay warrants 
0 Hamy, in what previously was known as the publiclebt 

The new statement will give an accurate idea of the actual condi- 
tion of the domeny as far as it is ascertainable from day to or. The 
old statement, with its cumbersome notations of purely bookkeeping 
transactions within the Treasury Department, which had little bear- 
ing upon actual expenditures, has been very confusing and has led to 
much misconception as to the actual condition of the reasury. 

The public-debt statement in the new form is changed to Financial 
statement of the United States Government.“ 

Instead of reproducing the daily statement for the last day of each 
month on the public-debt statement the new statement will include a 
table of cash available to maturing obligations, or, in other words, 
the working balance of the Treasury, with the liabilities against it. 
On the asset side of this table will be the net balance In the Pagury. 
On the liability side of this statement will be set up outstanding war- 
rants, checks, and matured coupons. While it will not be practicable, 
as stated above, to get daily from disbursing officers a statement of 
ee ee checks, it will be possible to get this information 

The monthly statement will also include a table of warrants and 
checks issued by departments which will show the expenditures accord- 
ing to this classification. 

t will be necessary to get information from disbursing officers all 
over the country for the monthly statement, but it is believed that this 
can be so € ted that the department will be able to issue the state- 
ment on the 15th of each month. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Hi] 
asked some time ago for unanimous consent for 10 minutes. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, for the last year and a half or two 
years I have tried to keep track of the workings of the United 
States Treasury and the operations of the tariff law which was 
passed during that time. It has been my custom every morning 
to receive this report. I received it on the ist day of October, 
I had also received it the day before, on the 30th day of Sep- 
tember, and I want to tell you the difference between the two, 
for I made a memorandum of it at the time. The balance on 
hand on September 80 was $40,898,898. The next day it was 
$128,063,545.28. I read the explanation of discrepancies re- 
ferred to by the gentleman from Virginia. It was a plain, 
straightforward statement on the part of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, giving an explanation which I ully understood, or 
thought I did, except in regard to one item, and I think it was 
my fault that I did not understand that. Let me give you that 
item. On September 30 the deficiency for the yéar had aggre- 
gated $48,486,740.93 and the next day it had shrunk to $29,- 
978,235.56. The whole situation was unfortunate. I do not 
charge to anybody, the Secretary of the Treasury or anybody 
else, any intentional wrongdoing in this matter. I simply say 
that the statement as now issued and as it has been issued 
since the Ist of October is misleading—though I think uninten- 
tionally—to the American people, and that it ought not to have 
been done in the middle of an administration that he! continued 
the old form of statement for nearly two years. : 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Grass] fairly and squarely, 
as he always has acted for the last 20 years that I have known 
him in this House, states that in his judgment the present state- 
ment ought not to be as it is. I do not care what the law is; I 
care nothing about that. To tell me, even if the law was passed 
by a Republican administration, that the $26,000,000 of money 
to-day held in trust paid in by the banks of the United States 
for a specific purpose should be reported to the American people 
as available funds for the use of the Treasury is wrong. That 
the Treasury has a legal right to use it and carry the unpaid 
bank notes as a debt, I do not dispute. I do deny the morality 
of the transaction. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, may I interrupt my friend? 
is responsible for the wrong? 

Mr. HILL. I do not care who is responsible. 

Mr. GLASS. That is the very question that is under consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not making any criticism of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I am making a criticism upon this statement. If 
it is wrong to-day it was wrong during the first 18 months of 
your administration, when it was reported differently, and it is 
unfair and unjust to the prior administration, for the balance 
reported on hand June 30, 1913, would have been very much 
larger than $165,960,984 if the method of reporting in use now 
had been employed then. 

Mr. GLASS. I think it was wrong for 23 years. 

Mr. HILL. And so do I. What is the result? I would not 
asperse anybody, and yet I could not help thinking of a story 
when I read this last October. There is an old story about 
building the Fourth Avenue Tunnel in New York, built by the 
Harlem Railroad, under the auspices of Commodore Vanderbilt. 


Who 
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A gentleman one day asked him on what terms he built this 
railroad, what the agreements with the city of New York were, 
and he said, “ We built it with the understanding that the city 
of New York should pay half and the Harlem Railroad should 
pay half,” and I will not use his exact language, but he said 
in reply, further, “I am extremely glad that the city of New 
York paid the half she did, for if she had paid the other half 


she would not have paid nearly as much.” [Laughter.] I 
thought of that when I read this statement of October 1, and I 
have thought of it ever since. I say to you as a bank officer 
that such a statement as that made from day to day, whether in 
accordance with the law or in violation of the law, is wrong. 

Let me give you the statement of December 15, received by 
me this morning and submit it to your individual judgment as to 
whether it is wrong or right. Net balance, $106,148,796.28. The 
average citizen of the United States would think that was the 
money the Treasury had on hand available for use. It is not. 
It is not within $105,000,000 of it. That is not right, whether the 
law justifies it or not. What would you deduct? The Secre- 
tary puts against it a side note that $52,814,000 of it is to the 
credit of the disbursing officers. That accounts for that much. 
Down in little fine print at the bottom is a footnote that $26,- 
175,358 of it has been sent in by national banks to pay outstand- 
ing bank notes, and in the general column is subsidiary coin, 
nonlegal tender, fractional currency, nonlegal tender, minor coin, 
nonlegal tender, except in small amounts, silver bullion available 
for coinage, but nonlegal tender in its present form. But taking 
out of that $106,000,000, money that is already set aside for other 
purposes, and which can not be used except for those purposes— 
taking out of that $106,000,000 the trust funds paid in by the 
banks for a specific purpose, taking out of it the nonlegal tender 
money which would not naturally be used, there is still left in the 
Treasury this morning, instead of $106,000,000—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Connecticut 
has expired. 

Mr. HILL, I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, for five 
minutes more. I will not use it all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unan- 
imous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. There is plenty of time. 

Mr. HILL. Instead of $106,000,000, taking out these items, 
which any man who ever kept a corner grocery store in the 
United States knows should not be included, there is but 
$1,148,267 which should represent in that statement the avail- 
able funds in the Treasury. 

Mr. GLASS. Will my friend let me interrupt him right 
there? 

Mr. HILL. And I will join with the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Grass] if he will bring in a bill to compel by law a change 
in this form of statement, in order that the American people 
can tell where their money is and how much of it the Treasury 
has on hand with no prior claims against it. 

Mr. GLASS, Will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Connecticut yield 
to the gentleman from Virginia? 

Mr. HILL. I will. 

Mr. GLASS. The genileman from Connecticut will admit 
that a trust fund of $32,000,000 was required by law to be 
stated precisely, as the Secretary of the Treasury in this changed 
form does state it? 

Mr. HILL. I do not question it at all. 

Mr. GLASS. Very well. Then as to the fund to the credit 
of disbursing officers, amounting, I believe, to approximately 

Mr. HILL. It was $52,000,000 this morning. 

Mr. GLASS. It was $62,000,000 when it was transferred on 
October 1. ` 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. GLASS. As to that fund, will my friend read him what 
a certified accountant 

Mr. HILL. I have not the time for that. I think I have 
read it. 

Mr. GLASS. So that so far from its being a system that would 
discredit a corner grocery 

Mr. HILL. You and I are to blame for it. 

Mr. GLASS. Hold on. So far as its being a system that 
would discredit a corner grocery clerk, here is a certified public 
accountant of the State of New York, and here is one of the 
most reputable financial journals printed in the United States, 
both saying from a strict accounting standpoint it is all right. 

Mr. HILL. I do not recognize, Mr. Speaker, the validity of 
an opinion of a paid employee or space writer operating against 
my conscience and judgment, and neither does the gentleman 
from Virginia. That statement of the Treasury is not a true 
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statement of conditions now, or it was not for the first 18 
months of this administration. 

Mr. GLASS. This gentleman is not a paid employee of the 
United States Government. He is general manager of the firm 
of Ernst & Ernst, of New York City. The editor of the New York 
Financial Chronical is not a paid employee of the United States 
Government. 

Mr. HILL. I do not wish to refer the question to anybody. 
I have referred it to the judgment of the gentleman himself, 
and he did not say that the statement was right. 

Mr. GLASS. I do not think so. But certified public ac- 
countants do think so. My purpose in rising was to discuss 
this statement that the Secretary of the Treasury had juggled 
figures and padded his statement in trying to deceive the public. 

Mr. HILL. I did not say that the Secretary did it in that 
way or for that purpose. 

Mr. GLASS. On the contrary, my friend from Connecticut 
expressly disclaims any such imputation. 

Mr. HILL. I do. If he intended any such thing he would 
not have published that explanation on October 1; but these 
statements published in the daily papers of the country, as a 
rule, do not contain the explanations and footnotes, nor do the 
permanent statistical records of the Government contain them, or, 
at least, I have never found them there. The United States Gov- 
ernment is required by statute to assume as a debt the amount 
of unredeemed bank notes, but that does not justify them in 
carrying the money with which they are to be paid on presenta- 
tion as available funds for other purposes. And I think there 
is a general misunderstanding of the present Treasury situation 
by the people of the country. I would not criticize the Secretary 
of the Treasury because he made the explanation. But I do 
hope, with this administration in power, the sudden return to 
virtue which they had after they had been in power 18 months 
may be continued now and that this statement may be corrected 
and it may be understood for the benefit of the American peo- 
ple that the deficiency is greater than it is, that the available 
funds on hand were about $1,100,000 instead of $106,000,000 day 
before yesterday, and that as we go into the enormous expendi- 
ture which in all probability seems inevitable in the future, the 
average voter in the country may know where the Treasury 
stands and be given a straightforward statement as to its con- 
dition. [Applause.] 

Mr. GLASS. May I say that I agree with my colleague, that 
the statute passed 25 years ago ought to be repealed, but as long 
as it is a statute the Secretary of the Treasury ought to obey it 
and never should have departed from it. 

Mr. HILL. Tet me ask the gentleman a fair question. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Connecticut 
has expired. 

Mr. HILL. Why did they discover it only after they had been 
in power for 18 months, and why would it not be fair to carry 
the new method back to the available funds on hand on March 
4, 1913? 

The SPEAKER. 
has expired. 


The time of the gentleman from Connecticut 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider in the House as in Committee of the Whole the bill (H. R. 
562) to amend the act approved June 25, 1910, authorizing a 
Postal Savings System. ; 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] 
asks unanimous consent to consider in the House as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole the bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 562) to amend the act approved June 25, 1910, authorizing 
a Postal Savings System. 

Be it enacted, etc., That such part of section 6 of the act approved 
June 25, 1910, authorizing a system of pono savings depositories, as 
reads “ but no one shall be permitted to deposit more than $100 in any 
one calendar month” is hereby amended to read as follows: but the 
balance to the eredit of me person, upon which interest is payable, 
shall not exceed $1,000, exclusive of accumulated interest“; and sald 
act is further amended so as to repeal the proviso in section 7 thereof 
and insert in lieu of such proviso the following: “ Provided, That the 
board of trustees may, in their discretion, under such regulations 
as such board may promulgate, accept additional deposits not to exceed 
in the aggregate $1,000 for each depositor, but upon which-no interest 
shail be paid.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, let 
the gentleman from Tennessee make a statement. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to amend the act ap- 
proved June 25, 1910, authorizing a Postal Savings System. 


Under the terms of that act only $100 could be deposited in any 


one calendar month in a postal savings bank. Five hundred dol- 
lars was the limit that could be deposited by any one person. 
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This act proposes to change the act, of which it is amendatory, 
so as to allow the sum of $1,000 to be deposited and bear in- 
terest, and then another thousand dollars to be deposited by the 
same person, not bearing interest, in the discretion of the trus- 
tees of the board. 

That is the simple scope of the amendment under this act. 
This bill, with another provision that is not now in it, was 
passed unanimously, nearly, in this House and went to the 
President after passing the Senate, and was yetoed by the Presi- 
dent because it contained a provision that permitted the deposit 
of these postal funds in trust companies or State banks. The 
President took the position in his veto that this being a Fed- 
eral system and the Government of the United States being re- 
sponsible for these deposits, State banking institutions ought not 
to have the benefit of the provisions, but that the money should 
be deposited in national banks only. 

This bill now eliminates the objection made by the President. 
He commended the act very much, outside of that objection, and 
it is offered now in the interest of the depositors provided for 
under this postal savings bank. 

The report in this case shows, and the facts are, that there are 
thousands of dollars offered at the various places in the United 
States for deposit in the postal savings banks that can not now 
be accepted on account of the limit fixed in the law. The sole 
purpose, as I stated, is to increase that limit. I will read just 
a section from my report: 2 

Postmasters from all sections of the country are constantly complain- 
ing that they are compelled to reject many tenders of amounts in excess 
of what may now be accepted. It is known that millions of dollars have 
been lost to circulation and to commercial activities which would have 
been deposited in our tal savings banks had the restrictions not 
existed. It is believed that the proposed bill will meet the demands of 
the public in a ver — y percentage of instances. 

The Postal Savings System now has approximately $73,000,000 on 
deposit, standing to the credit of 560,000 depositors. ore than 30,000 
accounts have now reached the $500 limit, and the owners of them can 
deposit no more, despite their appeals to do so. And of these $500 
accounts 22,000 are owned by the foreign born. The Post Office Depart- 
ment assures the committee that the work incident to much larger de- 
posits can be cared for with practically no additional expense, 

I now yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENER- 
son. ] 

The SPEAKER. First, is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole? [After 
a pause,] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Steenrrson] is recognized. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I told the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads that I would 
not object to the immediate consideration of this bill, but at 
the same time I think it is my duty to inform the House as to 
some objections to it which occur to my mind. The postal 
Savings act in section 4 provides— 

That accounts may be opened and deposits made in any postal sayin 
depository established under this act by any person of the age of 10 
years or over, in his or her own name, and by a married woman in her 
own name free from any control or interference by her husband; but 
no person shall at the same time have more than one postal savings 
account in his or her own right. 

Now. this bill strikes from section 6 the limitation as to the 
amount to be deposited in any one month. Section 6 limits the 
deposit of any one person to $100 in any one calendar month, 
and then it strikes out from section 7 the limitation that any 
one person shall not have to exceed $500 and substitutes the 
figure $1,000, upon which interest shall be paid, and allows 
another $1,000, without interest, in the discretion of the board 
of managers, 

Mr. HILL. May I ask the gentleman a question? Does that 
allow the $1,000 to be deposited at once—at one time? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will say that if Members wish 
to inrerrupt each other they must first address the Chair. 

Mr. HILL. I apologize to the Chair. 

Mr. STEENERSON. The suggestion has been made that pos- 
sibly this might work injuriously. It is true that the officials of 
the department haying in charge the Postal Savings System 
stated that deposits by minors are very small; very few of them 
exceed $100. And probably there would be but very few in the 
future, even if this limit is removed, that would exceed $100. 
Certainly there would be but very few that would exceed $500. 
But under the proposed bill a minor could put in $2,000, and you 
might suppose a case where the head of a family had five or six 
children over 10 years of age, but minors, and his wife and each 
one of the children could put in $2,000, and the money could not 
be reached by creditors. The Government can not be garnisheed, 
and it might be a means of preventing the collection of honest 
debts. The amount seems to be so large that there would be no 
real reason for it. Now, these people who are mentioned in the 
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report of the committee and by the department, who would avail 
themselves of this enlarged limit of deposit, are principally 
foreign-born laborers. A very large percentage of them, perhaps 
two-thirds or three-fourths, are laborers earning wages, who do 
not like to trust the banks, but are willing to trust the Govern- 
ment, and it is believed that they would deposit the money in 
these large sums in the postal savings bank. But that would not 
justify us in enlarging the limit, it seems to me, as to minors. 
That objection has been raised, and I am submitting it to the 
House for what it is worth. I am not satisfied that this bill 
should be passed without any comment, and for that reason, 
although I am perfectly willing to have it considered, I thought 
the House had better understand what the effect of it would be. 


The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 


bas expired. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Minnesota have five minutes additional. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Minnesota be 
extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. Before the passage of the Federal reserve act, 
I understood that these postal-savings funds could be deposited 
in State banks. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. 

Mr. CRISP. Since that act was passed the commission han- 
dling these funds do not allow postal savings to be deposited 
in State banks. Now, in some sections of the country there are 
not any national banks. Take my own home town, for instance, 
of about 12,000 people. There are four State banks, but there is 
no national bank. I wanted to ask if the committee had consid- 
ered the advisability of amending the law and permitting the 
funds to be deposited in State banks? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I would say that the committee recom- 
mended this bill in my absence. I got into the meeting too 
late; but I would like te say that there is this additional objec- 
tion to the bill that has been suggested by the gentleman from 
Georgia, that it will enormously increase the amounts deposited 
in postal savings banks, which will all go to the national banks. 
They say there are $73,000,000 in the postal savings banks to-day, 
when the individual limit is $500. Now, if you increase the 
limit to $2,000, the amount on deposit might reach $300,000,000 
or $400,000,000, or even more, and in that way you would turn the 
current of deposits away from State banks, as suggested by the 
gentleman from Georgia, into the national banks, a thing which 
in some sections would be an injustice. 

The bill we passed in the last Congress, H. R. 9967, which was 
vetoed by President Wilson, required the funds to be deposited 
in either National or State banks, and the reason for the veto 
was that this was in conflict with the Federal reserve act, 
which required Government funds to be deposited only in 
banks which were members of the Federal Reserve System. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] 
was referring to the conditions of the Federal reserve act, which 
requires postal savings to be deposited in banks which are mem- 
bers of the Federal Reserve Association. Is not that practical? 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield to me, 
this bill does not contemplate any interference with the Federal 
reserve act. It is only a bill to amend and remove the limit in 
the postal savings-bank law. Now, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. Crisp] has suggested that in his section of the country and 
other sections of the country there are no national banks, and 
that the deposits ought to go to State banks. The provision of 
the bill which was vetoed by the President covered that very 
proposition. That was the very ground upon which the Presi- 
dent vetoed the former bill. The reason for the veto was very 
apparent, that State banks and trust companies are not under 
the control and jurisdiction of the Government of the United 
States. The Government guarantees this fund. It did not pro- 
pose, therefore, to guarantee funds in institutions over which it 
has no control. Therefore the judgment of the Treasury was that 
the funds should be deposited only in institutions over which 
the Government has control through the reserve association. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has again expired. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I ask that my time be extended five 
minutes more, to allow me to answer these questions. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request that the 
time of the gentleman from Minnesota be extended five minutes? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. BORLAND. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. STEENERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BORLAND, I had not quite concluded. I wanted to call 
attention to the fact that the distinction was not between na- 
tional banks and State banks, but between banks that were mem- 
bers of the Federal Reserve Association and those that were not 
members of the Federal Reserve Association. . And inasmuch as 
State banks and trust companies have the right to become mem- 
bers of the Federal Reserve Association, thereby subjecting 
themselves to Federal supervision, they can in that way secure 
the deposits of the postal savings banks. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Oh, it is possible. 

Mr. BORLAND, So it is not a discrimination against State 
banks as such. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I will yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crisp}. 

Mr. ORISP. I want to inquire if the committee had con- 
sidered that feature, and while technically the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Bortanp] is correct, the gentleman from Minne- 
sota got the purport of my inquiry, which was, if the State 
bank is not a member of an association it was debarred from 
receiving the postal deposits. 

Mr. STEENERSON. My information was that the committee 
understood that all postal savings would go into a national 
bank or banks that are members of the Federal system, because 
that is the law, and the reason the former bill was vetoed was 
that it conflicted with that law. If this bill passes, it would 
increase by 400 per cent the amount that will be required by 
law to go into the national or reserve-system banks instead of 
State banks. 

Mr. PLATT. I want to say that the gentleman from Missouri 
seems to imply, and I think he so stated, that the Federal 
reserve act requires the postal savings to be placed in a national 
bank. It does not. 

Mr. BORLAND. I did not say that it was so. I said banks 
that were members of the Federal Reserve Association. 

Mr. PLATT. But the Federal reserve act does not require 
anything of the kind. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Was not that the ground of the veto? 

Mr. PLATT. Not because the Federal reserve act required it. 
It was because the Government guaranteed the deposits, and 
the President thought that they should be in a national bank. 
T did not entirely agree with him. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I will now yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Howanp]. 

Mr. HOWARD. I wanted to get into the Recorp this question, 
whether or not it was the gentleman’s information that all the 
money accumulated in these postal savings banks can only be 
deposited in a national bank, whether that bank be a member of 
the Federal Reserve System or not. That is, suppose a State 
bank comes in, and it belongs to the Federal Reserve System, 
does the act include the deposit of funds in that bank? 

Mr. STHENERSON. The Federal reserve act requires that 
Government funds shall be deposited in system banks. The 
trustees of the postal savings bank system have issued a regula- 
tion which requires all sums to be deposited in national or mem- 
ber banks. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. 

Mr. FORDNEY. If I am correct in the statement, there is a 
limit of $100 that can be deposited in one calendar month, and 
that was to avoid mischief in the withdrawal of money from 
local banks and bankrupting the bank, Now, it is my opinion 
that if you increase the amount to be withdrawn to $1,000 in a 


town where there is a State bank and a national bank great | 


mischief and harm might be done to the State bank through con- 
niving officers or persons. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Allow nie to correct the gentleman. The 
postal law does not put a limit on the amount of withdrawal; 
it puts a limit on the amount that can be deposited in any one 
calendar month. 

Mr. FORDNEY. It limits the amount that can be deposited 
in any one month. The individual is not going to withdraw his 
money unless he can put it somewhere where he can get more in- 
terest, except in extreme cases. 


COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House an ap- 
pointment, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Eigen 8 er appoints Representative 


CHARLES C. CARLIN, of Virginia, 
ship on the board of directors of Columbia Hospi for 
Asy! crea’ e resig- 
nation of Lying tn Asytan ive Samuel W. Smith, of Michigan: 


Women and 


ADJOURNMENT FOR THE HOLIDAYS. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 7. 

Resolved the House of resentatives (the Senate concurring) 
That when the two Houses adjourn December 17, 1915, they stand 
adjourned until 12 o'clock n Tuesday, January 4, 1916. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideras 
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will pardon me, 
in the matter under consideration a motion to postpone to a 
day certain is in order, and I suggest to the gentleman that 
he move to postpone this matter until the 4th or 5th day of Jan- 
uary, so that it will come up then for disposition. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a desire on the 
part of a number of gentlemen not to dispose of this bill to-day. 
2 . ne consent that its aan considera- 

on un ursday, January 6, 1916, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill under consideration respecting 
postal savings banks be postponed until Thursday, January 6, 
1916. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 
North Carolina if it is the intention of the Senate to wait until 


the resolution which we have just passed gets to that body? 
Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; until the President has signed the 


joint resolution. 


Mr. MANN. And of course the gentleman does not want to 
finally adjourn the House until they have acted? 

Mr. KITCHIN. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. Can we have an understanding that there will 
be no further business transacted to-day of any kind? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes; no further business of any kind will 
be transacted. 

Mr. MANN. A number of gentlemen would like to get away. 


I would like to get away myself. 
Mr. KITCHIN. 


s Yes. We will just sit here, 

The SPEAKER. Do we have to wait here until the Presi- 
dent has signed the joint resolution? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know, but I understand a resolution is 
coming over from the Senate to which they desire to get the 
signature of the Speaker, or an enrolled bill. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Several gentlemen have suggested that in an 
adjournment of this nature the Congress would have to remain 
in session until the President had signed the joint resolution, 

Mr. MANN. I am frank to say that I would not want to ex- 
press an opinion upon that. 

The SPHAKER. Then the Chair understands that there is 
an agreement that there is to be nothing else done except pos- 
sibly the signing of enrolled bills or resolutions, or things of 
that sort? 

Mr. KITCHIN. That is true. 

The SPEAKER. Then the House can practically stand in 


recess. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed without amendment the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

House concurrent resolution 7. 


H: of Representatives (the Senate 
mees argo 1 tas . ourn —— 17. 1318. they d 
adjourned until 12 o’clock m. on „January 4, 1916. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res, 56) extending the time for filing the 
report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal Rela- 
tions between the District of Columbia and the United States, 

A further message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of 
its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment joint resolution of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution extending the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and for 
5 purposes, approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 


1915. 
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ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolu- 
tion of the following title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution extending the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 1916. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso- 
lution of the following title: 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution extending the time for filing the 
report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal Rela- 
tions between the District of Columbia and the United States. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, the joint resolution has been 
presented to the President. That is all that is required. I there- 
fore move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 42 
minutes p. m.), under the concurrent resolution heretofore 
adopted, the House adjourned until Tuesday, January 4, 1916, 
at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting a deficiency estimate of appropriation for continuing 
the construction of the Alaskan Railroad (H. Doc. No. 424); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the secretary of the Commission on Industrial 
Relations, transmitting final report of the Commission on In- 
dustrial Relations (H. Doc. No. 425); to the Committee on 
Labor and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, together with copy of report on pre- 
liminary examination of Fletcher Bay, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 
426) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of reexamination of 
project for operation and care of the lock and dam at Grand 
Rapids, Wabash River, Ind. and Ill. (H. Doe. No. 427); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Pentwater Harbor, Mich., from the mouth of the chan- 
nel to Pentwater Lake (H. Doc. No. 429) ; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustra- 
tions. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Little Pigeon River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 428) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
a supplemental estimate of appropriation for plans for fortifi- 
cations for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917 
(H. Doc. No. 430); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
draft of a proposed amendment to the estimates of appropria- 
tions for the Panama Canal for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1917 (H. Doc. No. 431); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
supplementary estimates of appropriations for buildings and 
grounds, Military Academy, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1917 (H. Doc. No. 432); to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copy of a letter from Messrs. Daly, Hoyt & Mason, counselors 
at law, New York, inclosing a report of the operations of the 
Maritime Canal Co., of Nicaragua (H. Doc. No. 433); to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered to 
be printed. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex- 
amination and survey of Crescent City Harbor and vicinity, 
Cal., with a view to securing a suitable harbor (H. Doc. No. 
434) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, o 


12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, réport on preliminary ex- 
amination of Mosquito Creek, Va. (H. Doc. No. 435); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
mouth of Black River, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 436); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, a report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Isle Au Haut Harbor, Me. (H. Doc. No. 437); to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

15, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Ogeechee River, Ga., with a view to its improve- 
ment in connection with the inland waterway from Savannah, 
Ga., to Fernandina, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 438); to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Lake Traverse, Minn. and S. Dak. (H. Doc. No. 439); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Farmington River, Conn., with a view to the 
removal of the bar at its mouth (H. Doc. No. 440); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

18, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Edison Slough, Wash. (H. Doc. No. 441); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on War Claims 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3654) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to audit and adjust 
certain claims of the State of North Carolina, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 6095) to create a legislative 
drafting and reference bureau; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. GARLAND: A bill (H. R. 6414) providing that an 
imprint shall be placed on all articles manufactured in the 
United States and becoming the subject of interstate commerce, 
and providing that no manufactured articles or goods shall be 
admitted to the United States unless bearing an imprint; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6415) to 
provide for the appointment of 11 supervising inspectors, 
Steamboat-Inspection Service, in lieu of 10, and creating a new 
supervising district; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6416) for the 
p of amending section 5 of the act approved February 
11, 1915 (38 Stat. L., p. 807); to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6417) to provide for the selection by the 
Omaha Indians and the setting apart of reservation lands for 
tribal cemetery purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6418) to authorize the Ponca Tribe of 
Indians to appear and be made parties to any suits filed in the 
Court of Claims by the Omaha Tribe; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 6419) to provide for the 
erection of a monument to perpetuate the memory of William 
R. Smith, late superintendent of the United States Botanic 
Garden; to the Committee on the Library, 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 6420) to prohibit the killing 
and interstate shipment of beef cattle under a certain age; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 6421) to regulate the immigra- 
tion of aliens to and residence of aliens in the United States; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 6422) creating an Army reserve; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 6423) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to maintain and operate the Government 
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dredge boats Gulfport and Pascagoula in cooperating with the 
various communities along the Mississippi coast in constructing 
sea walls, and appropriating the sum of $200,000 therefor; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 6424) to extend the benefits 
of the act of June 27, 1890 (as amended by the act of May 9, 
1900), granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who served in 
the military or naval forces of the United States, their widows, 
minor children, or dependent parents, and the act of February 
G, 1907, granting pensions to certain enlisted men, soldiers and 
officers, who served in the Civil War and the War with Mexico; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6425) to provide Federal aid for the 
improvement of public highways in the United States traveled 
by rural free-delivery mail carriers; to the Committee on 
Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6426) to place the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers under the administration of the War 
Department; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6427) to provide for the monthly payment 
of pensions, and for other purposes; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6428) providing for military highways be- 
tween Forts Leavenworth and Riley, Kans., and between Fort 
McPherson and the Government rifle range near Waco, in the 
State of Georgia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 6429) to provide for 
stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6430) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
establish a Court of Private Land Claims and to provide for the 
settlement of private land claims in certain States and Terri- 
tories,” approved March 8, 1891, and the acts amendatory 
thereto, approved February 21, 1893, June 27, 1898, and Feb- 
ruary 26, 1909; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6481) to establish a fish-cultural station 
in New Mexico; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6482) to provide for an investigation to 
ascertain the feasibility of the construction of a dam and irri- 
gation ditches in the Estancia Valley, N. Mex.; to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, s 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 6433) making an appropriation for the 
destruction of predatory wild animals; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 6484) to increase the limit 
of cost of the United States post-office building at Narragansett 
Pier, R. I.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 6435) to regulate the con- 
struction and operation of elevators in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6436) to amend section 51, chapter 4, of the 
Thirty-sixth Statutes at Large, relating to venue in civil suits; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6487) for the reduction of the rate of 
postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for local delivery; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 6438) requiring receivers for 
national banks to file accounts in the district courts of the 
United States; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6439) to increase the pensions 
of the blind who served in the War with Mexico, the Civil War, 
and the War with Spain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize and direct the pay- 
ment of pensions monthly; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 6441) to provide 
for the exchange of the present Federal building site in New- 
ark, Del.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6442) to provide for the exchange of the 
present Federal building site in Newark, Del. ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 6448) for reduction of post- 
age on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 6444) providing for the 
payment of certain items of interest on the judgment of the 
Court of Claims of May 18, 1905, in favor of the Cherokees, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6445) providing an ap- 
propriation of $500,000 for a new quarantine station near 
Savannah, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. x 


By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 6446) for reduction of 
postage on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R, 6447) granting pensions to 
soldiers confined in so-called Confederate prisons; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6448) to au- 
thorize Butler and Dunklin Counties, Mo., to construct a bridge 
across St. Francis River; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6449) for the reduction of 
the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
bal ee to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

on 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 6450) to amend section 260 
of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NORTON: A bill (H. R. 6451) giving the right to 
make homestead entry to persons who have made and perfected 
homestead entries; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 6452) to create a Tariff 
Commission and defining its duties; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 6453) for 
the reduction of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class 
mail matter for local delivery; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, 


By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6454) to repeal 
House concurrent resolution 9; section 2 of an act entitled “An 
act granting to the Sociedad Anonima, denominated ‘ Pototan 
Electric Light & Power Co. (Ltd.), a franchise to install, 
operate, and maintain an electric light, heat, and power system 
in the municipality of Pototan, Province of Tloilo, P. I.“; and 
a part of section 3 of an act entitled “An act granting a 
franchise to Charles M. Swift to construct, maintain, and 
operate a hydroelectric plant and electric lighting, heating, and 
power system and electric transmission lines in the Island of 
Luzon,” passed by the Third Philippine Legislature at the 
second and special sessions of 1914; to the Committee on Insular 


By Mr. CHARLES (by request): A bill (H. R. 6455) for the 
reduction of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail 
matter for local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. - 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 6456) relating to appeals and 
writs of error and costs thereof; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN DYKE: A bil (H. R. 6457) to provide an 
annual vacation for railway mail clerks; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. MORRISON (by request): A bill (H. R. 6458) pro- 
viding for the registration of designs; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6459) to 
provide for the construction of a public building at Duluth, 
Minn. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 6460) to provide for a survey 
and estimate of cost of a canal connecting the waters of the 
Flint and Ocmulgee Rivers in the State of Georgia; to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 6461) for the reduction of 
postage on first-class matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas; A bill (H. R. 6462) providing 
for the erection and completion of a public building at the city 
of Stuttgart, in the State of Arkansas; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6463) to pro- 
vide for the purchase of a site and erection thereon of a public 
building at Two Harbors, Minn.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 6464) providing for the estab- 
lishment of a Weather Bureau station at Albany, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6465) to ac- 
quire a site and construct a public building thereon at Inter- 
national Falls, Minn. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6466) to appropriate money to the State of 
Minnesota and to direct the Secretary of the Interior to pay to 
the State of Minnesota the amount of money received from the 


1915. 
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sale of timber upon lands belonging to the State of Minnesota ; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6467) for relief of settlers on State swamp 
lands; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 6468) to amend the 
postal laws; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6469) restor- 
ing the jurisdiction to the Court of Claims in certain claims in 
certain cases; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 6470) to acquire a site 
for a public building at Norwich, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6471) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to protect the birds and animals in Yellowstone National 
Park, and to punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 7, 1894; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6775) to amend an act entitled 
“An act extending the benefits of the marine hospitals to the 
keepers and crews of life-saving stations; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6776) to retire enlisted men, either in the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps, after 25 years’ service; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6777) to confer jurisdiction upon the 
District Court of the United States for the Northern District of 
California to determine in equity the rights of American citi- 
zens under the award of the Bering Sea arbitration of Paris 
and to render judgment thereon; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6778) for the relief of former occupants 
of the present military reservation at Point San Jose, in the 
city of San Francisco, and to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
refer the claim of Jessie Benton Fremont to certain lands and 
improvements thereon in San Francisco, Cal., to the Court of 
Claims,” approved February 10, 1893; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6779) for the establishment and construc- 
tion of a coal depot, including underwater storage plant, for the 
use ef the United States Navy, on the Bay of San Francisco, 
Cal.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6780) to authorize the entry and patenting 
of lands containing asbestos under the placer-mining laws of 
the United States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6781) to prohibit the importation into the 
United States of any goods, wares, or merchandise the prop- 
erty of Americans and other foreigners in Mexico which have 
been confiscated by Mexican authorities; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: Resolution (H. Res. 68) re- 
questing the President to transmit to the House a copy of 
Prof. Ford's report; to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Resolution (H. Res. 69) to equalize the 
salaries of two men styled “cloakroom men” in the Door- 
keeper's department of the House; to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Resolution (H. Res. 70) providing for 
open meetings of the House and of committees of the House; 
to the Committee on Rules. 

_Also, resolution (H. Res. 71) providing for a roll call in the 
Committee of the Whole upon demand of one-fifth of the Mem- 
bers present; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: Resolution (H. Res. 72) to 
appoint a committee to investigate the government and condi- 
tions in the Philippine Islands; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 5) to 
print full report of Commission on Industrial Relations; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CROSSER: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 6) 
providing for the printing of 150,000 copies of the final report 
to Congress of the Commission on Industrial Relations; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. T2) to amend 
the Constitution of the United States so that the President and 
Vice President of the United States shall be elected by direct 
vote of the electors of the several States; to the Committee on 
8 of President, Vice President, and Representatives in 

ngress. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 73) providing 
for a reappraisement of the lands of the former Fort Niobrara 
3 Reservation, Nebr.; to the Committee on the Public 

nds, 

By Mr. SABATH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 74) to secure 
the neutralization of the Philippine Islands; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 6472) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Paxson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6473) granting a pension to 
Herbert Montgomery; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6474) granting an increase of pension to 
Pauline Kline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6475) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Deffinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6476) granting an increase of pension to 
Maria Goetz; to the Committee on. Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6477) granting an increase of pension to 
Bridget Lohman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6478) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Cooke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6479) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. McKenzie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6480) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma F, White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6481) granting an increase of pension to 
Catharine Twehus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6482) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Frank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 6483) granting a pension 
to Francis M. Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 6484) granting a pen- 
sion to Helen M. Ball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6485) granting a pension to Clara Bolin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6486) granting a pension to Katherine 
Rodgers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6487) granting a pension to Ralph Me- 
Mahon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6488) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilson S. Fouts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6489) granting an inerease of pension to 
Melchior Weiler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6490) granting an increase of pension 
to Margaret R. Smallwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. S 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6491) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Oldham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6492) granting a pension to Amanda 
Pocock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6493) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6494) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert S. McCrory ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6495) granting an increase of pension to 
Silemus A, Simons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6496) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Col. John Sloane, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 6497) granting an increase 
of pension to Jerome Dano; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 6498) granting a pension to 
Hanna Pietenpol; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 6499) for the relief of the 
heirs of Elijah Glass; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6500) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John W. Bosler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6501) granting an increase of 
pension to Lloyd D. Pocock; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6502) granting an increase of pension 
to Woodward A. Vrooman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6503) for the relief of Michael Philbin; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6504) authorizing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to set aside certain lands to be used as a sanitarium by 
the Fraternal Order of Eagles; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6505) granting a 
pension to Henry C. Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6506) granting an increase of pension to 
Ruth Van Meter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6507) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison Randolph; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. COOPER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6508) 
granting a pension to Anna Carver ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 6509) granting a pension to 
Clara May Armstrong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6510) granting an increase of pension to 
Julian Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6511) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Forney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6512) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Hummelbaugh; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6513) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
` Also, a bill (H. R. 6514) granting an increase of pension to 
Lavinia Weast; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6515) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Hoover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6516) granting an increase of pension to 
Katharine D. Treibler ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill GH. R. 6517) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel I. McPherron ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6518) for the 
relief of Charles Akerlund; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DIXON: A bill (H. R. 6519) granting a pension to 
Peter B. Daughters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6520) granting a pension to Eliza Sisco; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6521) granting a pension to Roy A. Day; 
to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6522) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis Ernest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6523) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles J. Edington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6524) granting an increase of pension to 
Edmund Hogland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6525) granting an increase of pension to 
Oscar Trigg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6526) granting an increase of pension to 
Manlabert C. Rawlison ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6527) granting an increase of pension to 
John Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6528) granting an increase of pension to 
David Reeder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6529) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Grebe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6530) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles E. Dawson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6531) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Hoagland: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6532) granting an increase of pension to 
Semantha McCracken; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6533) granting an increase of pension to 
Matilda Dobbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6534) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Apel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6535) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Amos; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6536) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. C. Hazel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6537) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Crabb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6538) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6539) granting an increase of pension to 
Norval G. Sparks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6540) granting a pension to Joseph F. 
Andrews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6541) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6542) granting an increase of pension to 
John Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6543) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Banks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6544) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis W. Sims; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6545) granting an increase of pension to 
James Bechwith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6546) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Wayman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6547) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha D. Turner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6548) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
Patrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 6549) granting a pension 
to Charles A. Backus; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6550) granting a pension to Helen Fenzle; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6551) granting a pension to Henry F, 
Caplick ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6552) granting a pension to Frank 
Gravius; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6553) granting a pension to George W. 
Neily ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6554) granting a pension to Michael Eller; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6555) granting a pension to Bertha M. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6556) granting a pension to Frederick 
Rattke; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6557) granting a pension to Guy L. 
Joslin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6558) granting a pension to Carolina 
Reichold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6559) granting a pension to William A. 
Widrig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6560) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6561) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Bury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6562) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank X. Perry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6563) for the relief of C. E. Lockwood; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6564) for the relief of Carrie Stevens 
Todd; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DRUKKER: A bill CH. R. 6565) for the relief of the 
Paterson & Ramapo Railroad Co., of Paterson, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DUPRE: A bill (H. R. 6566) granting an increase of 
pension to Louise M. Swift; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6567) for the relief of the Teutonia Loan & 
Building Co., of New Orleans, La.; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6568) for the relief of the Sixth District 
Building & Loan Association, of New Orleans, La.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6569) for the relief of the Fidelity Home- 
stead Association, of New Orleans, La.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6570) for the relief of the Union Homestead 
Association, of New Orleans, La.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 6571) granting an increase of 
pension to Andrew Houlihan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6572) granting an increase of 
pension to John Rebstock ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 6573) granting a pension 
to Harriet E. Hallenbeck ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6574) granting an increase of pension to 
William Ingraham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6575) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary J. Norman: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 6576) for the relief of 
John Reinhart; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 6577) for the relief of Andrew Dougherty 
and Edward J. Dougherty, executors of the estate of Andrew 
Dougherty, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6578) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Charles A. Lester; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 6579) granting a pension to 
Amy Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6580) granting a pension to Clara L, 
Vawn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6581) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Quest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6582) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry H. Schrawder ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6583) granting an increase of pension to 
Elliott E. Ramsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6584) granting an increase of pension to 
David E. Shaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 6585) granting an increase of pension to 
John G. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 6586) for the relief of the 
Cincinnati, Saginaw & Mackinaw Railroad Co., of Saginaw, 
Mich.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 6587) granting an increase 
of pension to David A. Sturtevant; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. i 
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By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (EL R. 6588) granting a pension to 
Orrina Hough Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6589) granting an increase of pension to 
Hattie A. Beach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6590) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie L. Thorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 6591) for the 
relief of the heirs of William P. Burrough; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 6592) granting a pension to 
Mary Pierce; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6593) granting a pension to Delia White; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6594) to place the name of Jesse B. Kimes 
on the unlimited retired list of the Army; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6595) providing for the refund to the Colo- 
nial Realty Co, certain corporation tax paid in excess; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6596) to appoint J. D. Nevin a second lieu- 
tenant on the active list of the United States Marine Corps; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6597) to pay the several sums of money 
found due certain navy-yard employees by the Court of Claims; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GUERNSEY: A bill (H. R. 6598) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William F. Emerson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 6599) for the relief of W. R. 
Wells, administrator of the estate of James S. Wells, deceased; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6600) granting a pension 
to Remus Swain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 6601) granting a pension to 
Joshua E. Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 6602) granting a pen- 
sion to Harriet Anna Burns; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6608) granting a pension to Margaret Col- 
Uns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 6604) granting an increase 
‘of pension to John W. Burks; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6605) granting an increase of pension to 
James Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 6606) granting a pension to John 
T. McCarthy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6607) granting an increase of pension to 
Laura E. McFarland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6608) granting an increase of pension to 
Lida M. Osborn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6609) granting an increase of pension to 
Charlotte F. Wheeler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6610) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Roselle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6611) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma J. Gilbert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6612) granting a 
pension to Jonathan Milburn; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6613) granting a “pension to Mary Hille- 
brandt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6614) granting an increase of pension to 
John L. Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 6615) for 
the relief of heirs of Duncan C. McLeod, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (EL R. 6616) for 
the relief of the German Savings, Building & Loan Association, 
of Seattle, Wash. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6617) granting a pension 
to Charles O. Saers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to 
William Gilliland ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6619) granting 
an increase of pension to Richard Riddles; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 6620) granting a pension to 
Hamilton Masse; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6621) granting an increase of pension to 
Donat Weisenberg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIEB: A bill (H. R. 6622) granting an increase of 


pension to Abashabe Nolen; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
1 to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


sions, 


By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 6623) granting a pension 
to Henrietta Glessner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6624) granting a pensien to Edward T. Con- 
way; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6625) granting a pension to Dellvenia 
Emmert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6626) granting a pension to William 
Bieber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6627) granting a pension to Margaret Ann 
Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6628) granting a pension to Melvin P. 
Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 6629) for the relief of the Maryland Trust 
Co., of Baltimore; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. IITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 6630) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Enoch Cox; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6631) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Schoolcraft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOFT: A bill (H. R. 6632) granting a pension to 
Charles N. Hildreth; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6633) to reimburse Gaetona de Luca & Co. 
for damages sustained by them by reason of the failure of the 
United States post effice to transmit certain moneys delivered to 
it for transmission ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 6634) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lydia Hawkins; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 6635) granting an increase of 
2 to Stewart Gorton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 6636) granting a pen- 
sion to Jeanette L. Bowen; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
slons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6687) granting an increase of pension to 
W. W. Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 6638) granting a pension to 
Frank H. Henderson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6639) granting 
— pension to Emma E. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6640) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. McCormick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6641) granting a pension to Martha L. 
Sternberg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6642) granting a pension to Frank Bach- 
meyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6643) granting a pension to John Gibbert; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 6644) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph D. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6645) for the relief of Ivor Christensen; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6646) for the 
relief of the American Fire Insurance Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., 
and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 6647) granting an honorable 
discharge to Willlam Devlin; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 6648) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret A. Board; te the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 6649) granting an increase of 
pension to Hillery A. McVicker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 6650) granting an increase 
of pension to Virginia Weaver; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 6651) providing for the payment 
for certain services arising under the Navy Department; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 6652) granting an increase of 
pension to Penelope L. Newman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to 
Seymour E. Ball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6654) granting a pension to Joseph R. N. 
Monroe; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6655) granting a pension to Margaret C. 
Darling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6656) granting a pension to Henry Parker 
Perley ; te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6657) granting a pension to Belle Warner; 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6658) granting a pension to John R. 
Garstang; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6659) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Warfield; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6660) granting an increase of pension to 
Chris Schneider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6661) granting an increase of pension to 
Cornelia M. Pence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6662) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Burr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6663) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Bangs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6664) granting an increase of pension to 
Howard G. Cleveland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6665) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Sylvester Stanford; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6666) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of George W. Johnson; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6667) to remove the charge of desertion 
fr gui the record of John M. Beal; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6668) to 1 remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Robert E. Blair; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6669) for the relief of the State Mutual 
Building & Loan Association, of Los Angeles, Cal.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6670) for the relief of the Pasadena Building 
& Loan Association, of Pasadena, Cal.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6671) for the relief of the Home Builders’ 
Loan Association, of Pomona, Cal.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 6672) granting a pension to 
Teresa O'Brien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6673) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Dailey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6674) granting a pension to William W. 
Poor; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6675) granting an increase of pension to 
Emeline C. Farrar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6676) granting an increase of pension to 
Olin Deeren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 6677) granting a pen- 
sion to Violet Dauphin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6678) granting a pension to Eliza J. 
Griffin ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6679) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen N. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6680) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Neeley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6681) granting an increase of pension to 
Addison Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6682) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah J. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6683) granting a pension to William 0. 
Trammell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 6684) granting a pension to 
Fannie Baird; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWE: A bill (H. R. 6685) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelia Mathews; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6686) granting 
a pension to Mary M. Varble; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6687) granting a pension to William P. 
Cloud ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6688) granting a pension to Green B. 
Cloud; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6689) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac F. Greene; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6690) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to adjust the accounts of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain 
& Southern Railway Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6691) for the relief 
of the Third Savings & Loan Co., of Piqua, Ohio; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 6692) granting a pension to 
Walter C. Hathaway ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6693) granting a pension to Ubert C. 
Ricker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6694) granting an increase of pension to 
Worley H. Stepp; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill.(H. R. 6695) granting an increase of 
penson to Charles Leonard; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 6696) granting a pension to 
Lucy B. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6697) granting a pension to Susan J. 
Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6698) granting a pension to Emma Hiles; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6699) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hib- 
bard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6700) granting a pension to Tabitha E. 
Goodrow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6701) granting a pension to Orinda Sarah 
Foust; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6702) granting an increase of pension to 
Warden J. Wilkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6703) granting an increase of pension to 
George White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6704) granting an increase of pension to 
Edgar W. Thornton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to 
William Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6706) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew W. Sponsler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6707) granting an increase of pension to 
Casper Snider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6708) granting an increase of pension to 
William McKenney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6709) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Killean ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6710) granting an increase of pension to 
David Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6711) granting an increase of pension to 
Harlan Hadley; to. the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6712) granting an increase of pension to 
David L. Hackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6713) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Grewell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6714) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6715) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver Freel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6716) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Dunlap; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6717) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Crane; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 6718) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6719) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Carter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6720) granting an increase of pension to 
George Blevins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6721) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline E. Beck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 6722) granting a 
pension to Cyrenous Dalley; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6723) granting a pension to George Zeder- 
baum; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 6724) granting a pension to 
Pauline Short; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6725) granting a pension to Julia Bart- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6726) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Abraham Stout; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6727) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to cancel the allotment of 
Irene Lydia Simmons, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STOUT: A bill (H. R. 6728) granting an increase of 
pension to William Horrigan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6729) for the relief of F. A. Carnal and 
R. X. Lewis; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 6780) granting a pension 
to Charles Vermillion ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6731) granting an increase of pension to 
Ida B. McCrea; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 6732) for the relief of 
Joseph A. Jennings; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 6733) to carry out the findings 
of the Court of Claims in the case of Eleazer L. Sarsons; to the 
Committee on Claims. 


1915. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 441 


By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 6734) for the relief of the 
Shreveport Mutual Bullding Association; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 6735) granting a pension to 
Mag Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6736) granting a pension to Lucinda 
Sotherland; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6737) granting a pension to Bacchus Led- 
ford; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6738) granting a pension to William J. 
Baker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6739) granting a pension to Mary N. 
Nichols; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6740) granting a pension to James F. 
Morrisey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6741) granting an 
increase of pension to Heber Stoddard; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6742) granting an 
increase of pension to Hiram S. Allen; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 6743) granting a pension 
to Eleanor F. Papst; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6744) granting a pension to Mary A. Faux; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6745) granting a pension to Mary Round- 
hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 6746) granting an increase 
of pension to Samuel J. Pealer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 6747) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6748) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Langenberger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6749) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6750) granting an increase of pension to 
3 Edward Rohrbach; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6751) granting a pension to 
Hattie G. Parnell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6752) granting a pension to Laurence 
Kidd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6753) for the relief of Robert A. Malloy; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6754) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
A. R. Holzheid ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6755) for the relief of John Rothehild & 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6756) for the relief of the Wilmerding- 
Loewe Co., of San Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6757) for the relief of the American Bis- 
cuit Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6758) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
Hector M. McDonald, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6759) for the relief of Mary Jordan, widow 
of Dennis Jordan; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6760) for the relief of Piper, Aden, Goodall 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6761) for the relief of H. Liebes & Co.; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6762) for the relief of the estate of Julius 
Jacobs; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6763) for the relief of Richard H. Grey; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6764) for the relief of the estate of Rudolf 
Axman, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6765) to reimburse the city and county of 
San Francisco, State of California, for moneys paid by said city 
and county to various persons upon judgment claims recovered 
by them against said city and county for damages inflicted to 
their property by soldiers of the United States Army; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6766) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to issue a certificate of discharge in the true name of Herbert 
Horrell Webster, who enlisted in the Army under the name of 
Herbert Horrell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6767) for the relief of William H. C. 
Bowen, United States Army, retired; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6768) for the relief of Lieut, Col. Ormond 
M. Lissak; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6769) for the relief of Bernard Campbell; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6770) for the relief of Ellen B. Monahan; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6771) for the relief of Albert Edgerton 
Buckman and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6772) for the relief of W. P. Fuller & Co.; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6773) for the relief of Edward Miller; to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6774) providing for the payment of addi- 
tional per diems to certain witnesses in the case of The United 
States v. A. L. Wisner & Co.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Resolution (H. Res. 67) referring to the 
Court of Claims House bill 5834, and accompanying papers, for 
the relief of Peter Carroll and others; to the Committee on 
Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows! 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Society of 
Friends of Purcell, Mo., protesting against preparedness; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of Conference of Appraisers of 
United States Custom Service, favoring placing all assistant 
appraisers under the classified civil service; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany House bill 
8759, granting an increase of pension to Jacob Skiles; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of retail merchants of Newark, Ohio, in favor of 
the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: Papers to accompany 
House bill 6140, for the relief of Theodore Copenhaver; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE: Affidavits in support of House bill 3794, for 
the relief of Thomas S. Johnson; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, memorial of Robert G. Doole Camp, United Spanish 
War Veterans, in favor of pensioning widows and minor chil- 
dren of honorably discharged soldiers who served in the 
Spanish War, the Philippine insurrection, and the China relief 
expedition; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of the United States, 
favoring publication of the report of the Industrial Relations 
Committee; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of C. C. Clemons Produce Co., Kansas 
City, Mo., protesting against 1-cent tax on bills of lading, tele- 
phone messages, and telegrams; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany House bill 5009, grant- 
ing a pension to Sabrina A. Broadfoot; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of executive committee 
Borough of Brooklyn, United Spanish War Veterans, Depart- 
ment of New York, favoring bill to pension widows and orphans 
of Spanish veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San Diego County, 
Cal., favoring location at San Diego of Army and Navy bases 
on southern California coast; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of companies of the Army and Navy Medal 
Honor Legion of the United States of America, favoring ade- 
quate national defense; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of the Percheron Society of America, relative to 
reimbursement for herds of stock destroyed by the Government; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of American Saddle Horse’ Breeders’ Asso- 
clation, protesting against the Government’s interference with 
the breeding of horses for Cavalry ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of 177 citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring bill 
to prohibit sale and export of arms, etc., by the United States; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Western States Water Power Conference, 
of Portland, Oreg., opposing ownership by the United States 
Government of intrastate public utilities; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of Empire State Society of the Sons of the 
American Revolution, of New York, in favor of preparedness ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of board of directors of the San Francisco 


Chamber of Commerce, in favor of an investigation by the Inter- 


state Commerce Commission of the compensation paid the rail- 
roads by the Post Office Department for transportation of the 
mails; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, memorial of American Manufactures Export Associa- 
tion of New York, urging the upbuilding of the American mer- 
chant marine; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. - 

Also, memorial of Young Women's Christian Association, of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., in favor of amending the Constitution; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Manufacturing Perfumers’ Association of 
the United States, in favor of eliminating schedule B from the 
emergency revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Independent Retail Merchants of New York, 
indorsing the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of American Neutrality and Peace Convention, 
in favor of an embargo on arms and ammunition; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of United States Navy League, in favor of 
establishing a council of national defense; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Papers to accompany House bill 5014, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Hess; to the Committee 
or Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of citizens of Mason, Ill., favoring 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Retail Merchants’ Association, Ottawa, Ill., 
favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. : 

By Mr. GARRETT: Petition of citizens of Mason Hall, Tenn., 
3 national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 

ary. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of citizens of the State of Texas, 
protesting against military preparedness; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of Bartenders’ Union of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, protesting against any additional tax being placed 
on liquor and beer; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrances of John G. Walter and 755 other citizens 
of Cuyahoga County, Ohio, against any additional increase of 
Special taxes now imposed upon the brewery and liquor indus- 
tries; to the Committee on Ways and Means, f 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: Petition of the Howe-Allen Co., of Denver, 
Colo., relative to adjustment of impost duties; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Evidence in support of House 
bill 5149, granting a pension to Nancy E. Davis; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUTCHINSON: Petition of Trenton Presbyterian 
‘Church, favoring establishment of a Federal motion-picture com- 
mission; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Woman's Missionary Union of Trenton, in 
favor of Federal censorship of motion pictures and for amend- 
ment of Philippine bill prohibiting sale of intoxicating drugs 
and drinks; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Third Presbyterian Church of Trenton, in- 
dorsing bill to establish Federal censorship of motion pictures 
in interstate commerce; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Mary E. Rose and others, favoring Federal 
censorship of motion pictures in interstate commerce and bill 
prohibiting sale of liquor in the Philippines except for medicine ; 
to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Annie T. Bailey and others, in favor of an 
amendment to the Philippine bill prohibiting the sale of intoxi- 
cating drinks and drugs except for medicine; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Missionary Society of the Fifth Presbyterian 
‘Church, of ‘Trenton, favoring passage of bill for a national cen- 
sorship in moving pictures; also a clause in the Philippine inde- 
pendence bill prohibiting use of liquor except for medical pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. KETTNER: Memorial adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of San Diego, Cal., that Army post and Navy base be 
established at San Diego, Cal.; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: Papers to accompany House bill 6261, 
granting an increase of pension to Frank L. Weiss; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany House bill 6274, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Sigman; to the Committee | 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Evidence in support of House bill 
4365, granting a pension to Edward H. Hooven; to the Commit- 


tee on Invalid Pensions. 
e Also, eviđence a biH (H. R. 4378) granting an 


supporting 
increase of pension to Oliver P. Smith; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4378) to correct the 
military record of George Andrews; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary’ Affairs, 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4374) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William D. Smith; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4867) granting a 
pens ion to Susanna Hodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4371) granting a 
pens on to Sarah B. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. z 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4375) granting an 
increase of pension to Margaret I. Reider; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4869) granting a 
pension to Mary E. Paulus; to the Cémmittee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. i 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4377) granting an 
increase of pension to Barney Simmers; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4866) granting a pen- 
sion to John D. Vine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4876) granting an 
increase of pension to John J. Wolff; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4868) granting a pen- 
sion to A. E. Simmons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4870) granting a pen- 
sion to Sylvis Garver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence supporting a bill (H. R. 4372) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mathias Boberg; to the Committee on In- 
yalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Petition of monthly meeting 
of Friends at Philadelphia, opposing military preparedness; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers filed in support of bill for the relief 
of Hillery A. McVichen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: Papers to accompany Dill 
(H. R. 6309) to pension Everett L. Thomas; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of bill (H. R. 6810) to pension 
William P. La Croix; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of MacGreevey-Sleght-DeGraff Co., 
favoring the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Dr. E. H. Hutton, favoring a more adequate ` 
national defense ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of F. E. Andrews, favoring a better national 
defense; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of William A. Comstock 
and others, of Alpena, for appropriation to protect the mouth of 
Thunder Bay River to insure unobstructed navigation in the 
harbor; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of members of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States of America, Washington, D. C., favoring the Mann 
bill for the creation of a permanent tariff commission; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Implement and Vehicle 
Dealers’ Association, Vicksburg, in support of the Mann bill 
(H. R. 4723) for a tariff commission; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, of Spanish War veterans of Coldwater, Mich., 
and T. J. Mead, Battle Creek, favoring legislation granting pen- 
sions to widows and orphans of soldiers, sailors, and marines 
who served during the War with Spain and the Philippine in- 
surrection ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Tariff Commission League, Chicago, III., in 
support of the Mann bill (H. R. 4723) for a tariff commission; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, protest of Louis Prince and members of the Cigar- 
makers’ Union, No. 205, of Battle Creek, against increasing the 
tax on cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Petition of Synod of Baltimore, favoring 

of motion-picture films in the District of Columbia 
and the Territories; to the Committee on Education. 

Also, petition of Synod of Baltimore, protesting against the 
exportation of rum and other intoxicants to Africa; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Synod of Baltimore, for adoption of a Sunday 
law for the District of Columbia equal to the best of the State 
Sunday laws; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Synod of Baltimore, favoring national pro- 
hibition amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


1915. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania (by request): Petition of 
Sons of the Revolution, State of New York, for increase of arma- 
ment; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of National Association of Vicks- 
burg Veterans, asking for appropriation for reunion in the Vicks- 
burg National Military Park; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Also (by request), petition of Monthly Meeting of Friends, in 
Philadelphia, against increase of armaments in United States; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
Turspay, January 4, 1916. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: i 

Almighty God, we bless Thee that Thou hast brought us in 
safety and peace and honor to the beginning of a new year. 
Through the most tragic year of the world’s history Thou hast 
brought us safely. No promise of Thine has been forgotten; no 
plan of the Divine mind has been changed. Thy Word standeth 
sure, 

We bless Thee that Thou hast kept alive the conscience of the 
world, and that no expedient of peril, no change of circumstance 
has been enabled to drown the simple appeal of humanity. We 
thank Thee that Thou hast quickened the sympathies of the 
world bound together by universal ties of pain. Thou hast 
brought us in sight of the larger and nobler vision of a united 
brotherhood of the race. Carry on Thy great plan for the 
accomplishment of the Divine will. We ask for Jesus’ sake. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 17, 1915, 
was read and approved. 


SENATOR FROM SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, my colleague, the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. SsxrrH], a Senator elect who has not 
yet been sworn in, is present. I should like to have him sworn in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator elect from South Caro- 
lina will advance to the desk and take the oath of office. 

Mr. Ssorn of South Carolina was escorted to the Vice Presi- 
dent's desk by Mr. Trisman, and the oath prescribed by law 
was administered to him. 


PROPOSED INLAND WATERWAY (S. DOC. NO. 230). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of December 10, 1915, a report of the Board of 
Engineers for Rivers and Harbors relative to the time, work, 
and expenditures necessary to the completion of an inland water- 
way beginning with New York Bay and ending with the Gulf 
of Mexico, etc., which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


BROOKLYN NAVY YARD (S. DOC. NO. 229). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Navy, calling attention to the 
serious condition existing at the navy yard, Brooklyn, N. Y., in 
so far as pertains to the depth of the water in ship channels 
leading thereto, which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PUBLIC LANDS (H. DOC. NO. 466). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report on land withdrawals from settlement, location, 
sale, or entry under the provisions of the act approved June 25, 
1910, which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions adopted by the 
House of Delegates of Porto Rico, favoring the enactment of 
legislation to provide Porto Rico with an organic act establish- 
ing a more republican form of government, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


HOUSE OF DELEGATES, Porro Rico, 
To the President and Congress of the United States: 


As resolyed b 
honor to place 


the House of Delegates of Porto Rico, I have the 
fore the President and the Congress of the United 


States the following resolution passed by the house at its session of 
March 9, 1915: 


“ House resolution requesting the President and the Con s of the 
United States to establish a democratic government in the island. 

“ Whereas the people of Porto Rico have fully shown their capacity for 
self-government ; 

“ Whereas the subsistence for a longer period of the provisional gov- 
ernment created by the Foraker Act is intolerable and it is of 
strict justice that Congress should substitute our present form of 
government, wherein the executive power 8 to the heads 
of departments as such is confounded with the legislative power 
which they exercise as members, by virtue of law, of the upper 
house for a system essentially democratic: Now, therefore, be it 


“Resolved by the House of Delegates of Porto Rico, To request of 
the President and the Congress of the United States: 

“That it provide Porto Rico with an o ic act constituting in the 
island a republican form of government harmony with the demo- 
cratic traditions of the people of the United States and the culture and 

rogress of the people of Porto Rico, the same to be on the following 
uses: 

(a) Establishment in the constitution of Porto Rico of the con- 
stitutional restrictions of section 10, Article I, of the Constitution of 
the United States, and amendments 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 13, and 15 of sald 
Constitution, 

Two legislative houses wholly elective. 

Veto of the governor as it exists at present. 
) The power of the insular legislature in all local matters. 

de) Exclusive jurisdiction of the Supreme Court of Porto Rico or 
of any of the ju thereof on delegation of the court in all matters 
eae the jurisdiction of district and circuit courts of the United 

ates. 

(t) Provision that all appropriation and revenue acts shall originate 
in the lower house. 

“(g) The cession to Porto Rico of its customs receipts and the non- 
arene to the island of the Internal-revenue laws of the United 

ates, 

“(h) Granting of franchises and privileges by the insular senate 
with the approval of the governor or by a commission designated in 
the following manner: Three members of the lower house, the minority 
to be represented ; three members*of the upper house, the minority also 
to be represented; and three heads of departments designated by the 
governor. 

(i) Appointments of the heads of departments by the governor, 
with the approval of the insular senate, for a term of four years. 

“(j) Incompatibility of legislative duties with incumbence of any 
other remunerative office, or of an office wherein jurisdiction is exer- 
cised, members of both houses to be prohibited from accepting any re- 
geal ch office during the term for which they may have been 
elected. 

“(k) Restriction of public credit In accordance with the assessed 
valuation of taxable property. 

— Persons who are not bona fide residents of the island to be pro- 
hibited from holding public office.” 

As speaker of the house and simple executor of the resolutions 
thereof, I should not comment on the foregoing resolution, but, to give the 
contents of the same greater force, I will state that it was passed by 
all the delegates re sig ees the political rties. “Unión de Puerto 
Rico” and Partido Republicano,” who obtained the largest number 
of votes at the last general elections, and who compose almost the 
whole of Porto Rican opinion, I must also state that the only delegate 
who yoted against said resolution declared that he belonged to neither 
of the parue having representation in the house of delegates. 

very respectfully, 
José Dixgo, 
Speaker of the House of Delegates of Porto Rico. 


San Juan, P. R., December 10, 1915. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Chamber 
of Commerce of Honolulu, Hawaii, praying for the enactment of 
legislation providing military training for all citizens, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Honolulu, Hawaii, praying for the enactment of legislation pro- 
viding for the creation of a permanent body of tariff experts, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I present a resolution adopted by the 
Legislature of Florida, which I ask may be printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolution adopted by the Legislature of Florida June 1, 1915. 


Concurrent resolution relating to holding of an oe in the city 
of Pensacola to celebrate the cession of Flori by Spain to the 
United States. 

Whereas the territory 8 the State of Florida was purchased 
by the United States in the year 1819; an 

Whereas said purchase was ratified in the year 1821; and 

Whereas the blessings, prosperity, and happiness accruing to said ter- 
ritory, its inhabitants, their descendants, and to the many people 
now inhabiting the State of Florida are cause for the most profound 
gratitude and than ving; and 

Whereas the immeasurable value, captivating beauty, the extraordinary 
healthfulness, and the exquisite climate of Florida are unknown 
e by the millions who have never enjoyed its hos- 

y; an 
Whereas the city of Pensacola and its vicinit 
eatest events which led to the cession of 
nited States; and 

Whereas the first American government in Florida was established at 
Pensacola by the heroism and triotism of the great soldier and 
Democratic statesman, Andrew Jackson; and 

Whereas the first legislative council for the Territory of Florida was 
held at Pensacola and the first statutory laws of Florida were 
enacted at Pensacola in 1822; and 


was the scene of the 
‘lorida by Spain to the 
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Wherens the city of Pensacola affords the best and most interesting 
evidence of the historic past and of the superiority and beneficence 
of erican government in Florida; and 

f Pensacola and of west Florida are desirous of 

celebrating 
by Spain to 


Whereas the people o 
holding an exposition at Pensacola for the 2 — of 
the one hundredth anniversary of the cession of Florida 
the United States: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida, That the gov- 

ernor of Florida is hereby authorized and requested to appoint five 

commissioners from the State at to confer with the commissioners 
of the city of Pensacola and committees a ere gies the people of said 
city and other cities and the counties of west Florida for the purpose 

rtaining and determining and reporting to the legislature at its 
next session the manner and means in and by which the State can 
most 7 1 Mec lend its aid and cooperation to the city of Pen- 
sacola the hol of an exposition in the yey 1919 or 1921 for the 

R se of commemorating and celebrating the cession of Florida by 

pale to the United States. 


of asce 


and means committee of the Pensacola Centennial Asso- 
will fittingly celebrate the one hundredth anniversary of 

Florida by 8. to the United States in 1919, at a 
recent meeting passed a resolution as follows: 

4 * it 5 Fons ea’ H. RT will a . — 
and in person to . our or 
make an announcement from the floor of the Senate at Wash- 
will later ask that a bill be introduced and 

this occasion a national and interna- 


The pa a 


Florida. be requested 
Representatives.” 


Mr. FLETCHER. I present a resolution adopted by the Leg- 
islature of Florida, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the resolution was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


an exposi- 
Florida by 
ture 


and 


sloners of the city 
> of said city and other ee ana na pomt o 

or the purpose of a and de an 

ae at its next session the 

which the State can most 8 lend its aid and coo 

. e holding of an tion in the year 

1919 or 1921 for the purpose of commemo: g and celebrating 

the cession of Florida by Spain to the United States; and 

Whereas said centennial anniversary is a great historical event, con- 
cerning alike the State and the Nation; and 

Whereas the celebration of said event should be of a national and inter- 


national : Therefore be it 
the city of Pensa- 
Congress a the 


State of Fiorida be earnestly to place this important matter 
before the Congress of the United States and to use their best endeavors 
to have the Government of the United States cooperate with the State 
of Florida in the appropriate celebration of said event; be it further 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the city of Pensacola be re- 


cola, Fig. 


quested to transmit a copy of this resolution, together with a SE of 
the resolution adopted by the slature of the State of Flo to 
each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress. 

Passed by ways and means committee December 9, 1915. 

Passed by the Florida Centennial Association of the City of Pen- 
sacola, Fla., December 13, 1915. 


Attest: 
F. F. Brxenam, Secretary, 
By L. B. HEINBERG, 
Assistant Secretary. 


Resolution adopted by the Legislature of Florida June 1, 1915. 
Concurrent resolution relating to holding of an exposition in the city 
of Pensacola to celebrate the cession of Florida by Spain to the 
United States. 
kieo 2 territo; 


extras 


healthfulness, and the te 
unknown an miona 


ons who have never enjoyed 


its yng carga 
Whereas the city of Pensacola and its vicinity was the scene of the 
test events which led to the cession of Florida by Spain to the 


nited States; 

Whereas the first American Government in Florida was established at 
Pensacola by the heroism and Nee of the great soldier and 
Democratic statesman, Andrew Jackson ; 

Whereas the first legislative council for the Territory of Florida was 
held at Pensacola, and the first statutory laws of Florida were en- 
acted at Pensacola in 1822; 

Whereas the city of Pensacola affords the best and most interesting 
evidence of the t and of the superierity and beneficence 


at Pensacola for the purpose of celebrating the one hundredth anni- 
versary of the cessiom of Florida by Spain to the United States: 
Now, therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida, That the gov- 


ernor of Florida is hereby authorized and requested to appoint five 
commissioners from the State at large to confer with the commissioners 
of the city of Pensacola and committees represen’ the people of said 
city and other cities and the counties of west Florida for the purpose 
of ascertaining and determining and reportin ture at its 
next session the manner and means in and b tate can most 
appropriately lend its aid and cooperation the ae of Pensacola in 

e holding of an ition in the year 1919 or 1921 for the purpose of 
commemorating and celebrating e cession of Florida by Spain to 
the United States. 


PENSACOLA, FLA., December 14, 1915. 
Hon. Duncan U. 8 
Member of Congress, Washington D. C. 


Dran Sin: I inclose you herewith resolution passed by the —. —— 
lorida and resolution passed by the Florida 
nial Association of the city of Pensacola, Fla., copies of which 
I was requested to transmit to each ef our Members of Congress, at a 
meeting held on the 13th instant. 

Trusting that this matter will receive your kind attention and that 
you will pat forth every effort to further the interest of this - 
tion which is to be held at Pensacola in 1919 or 1921, I beg to remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 
L. E. HEINBERG, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Manatee County 
Medical Association, of Bradentown, Fla., praying for the en- 
largement of the Medical Corps of the Army, which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of Major Thomas M. Woodruff 
Camp, No. 4, Department of Florida, United Spanish War Vet- 
erans, of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the passage of the so- 
called militia pay bill, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the South Florida Chamber of 
Commerce and of the American Agricultural Chemical Co., of 
Boston, Mass., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
eradication of citrus canker, which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of William M. Pence, of Norfolk, 
Va., praying for the establishment of universal peace, which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, assembled at San Francisco, Cal., praying for 
the imposition of an embargo on munitions of war, which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Association of State 
Presidents of the Farmers Educational and Cooperative Union of 
America, in convention at New Orleans, La., remonstrating 
against the interference by England with shipments of cotton 
and praying for the placing of an embargo on munitions of war 
in retaliation for such interference, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the Pilots’ Association of 
Pensacola, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
exempt barges from pilot charges and attendance, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Lake City, Fla., remonstrating against a change being made in 
the site of the post office at that place, which was referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Columbus, Ga., praying for the suspension of tariff rates by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission as they affect southern cities 
pending a showing why the rates should be changed, which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Ralph P. Quarles, of Hono- 
lulu, Hawaii, praying for a change in the public-land laws re- 
lating to the Hawaiian Islands and also to provide a more 
democratic form of government for those islands, which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

Mr. SHEPPARD presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
Texas, praying for the placing of a prohibitive tax on intoxicat- 
ing liquors, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Farmers’ Educational 
and Cooperative Unions of Texas, assembled in convention at 
Marshall, Tex., remonstrating against an increase of armaments, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 213, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Houston, 
Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions 
to civil-service employees, which was referred to the Committee 
on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented the petition of Dan F. Smith, of Pittsburg, 
Tex., praying for the enactment of legislation looking to the 
betterment of the agricultural conditions of the country, which 
„was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


1916. 
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Mr. ASHURST presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Flagstaff, Ariz., praying that the Grand Canyon of Arizona be 
made a national park, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented memorials of Local Union No. 
520, Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union, of Herman; 
of Local Union No. 626, Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative 
Union, of Fremont; of the Central Labor Union of Fremont; of 
Local Union No. 1055, Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Lincoln; and of sundty citizens of Plainview, all in the State of 
Nebraska, remonstrating against an increase in armaments, 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trustees of 
Oconto, Nebr., praying for an increase in armaments, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the repeal of the temporary suspen- 
sion of the navigation laws affecting the building and operation 
of American ships, which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

Mr. THOMPSON presented memorials of sundry citizens of 
Hugoton, Concordia, Rose Hill, Emporia, Barclay, Clay Center, 
Wichita, and Rosalia, all in the State of Kansas, remonstrating 
against an increase in armaments, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the Men’s Association of 
St. Matthew’s Methodist Episcopal Church, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
and a petition of Local Branch No. 544, National Association 
of Letter Carriers, of Oil City, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation granting pensions to civil-service employees, which 
were referred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrench- 
ment. 

He also presented a petition of Captain Alfred E. Hunt Camp, 
No. 1, United Spanish War Veterans, of Pittsburgh, Pa., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to pension the widows and 
orphans of veterans of the Army, Navy, and Marine Corps who 
fought in the Spanish War, the Philippine insurrection, and the 
China relief expedition, which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Brotherhood of the Second 
Presbyterian Church of Pittsburgh, Pa., praying for national 
prohibition and also for the Federal censorship of motion pic- 
tures, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I present a petition signed by 1,540 names 
of residents of North Dakota asking for the careful considera- 
tion of the Federal constitutional amendment in favor of equal 
suffrage when it is brought before the Senate. I move that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the Men's Class of the 
First Baptist Church of Crandford, N. Dak., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to provide Federal censorship of motion 
pictures in interstate commerce, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Lisbon, N. Dak., praying for national 
prohibition, which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have a telegram from the president of the 
Kansas Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, which I ask may 
be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the telegram was ordered to be 
printed in the Rxconb, as follows: 


TOPEKA, KANS., December 80, 1915. 


Hon. CHARLES ck wn 


Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: In behalf of 7 10,000 members of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union I wish to urge you to vote a; t preparedness as 
it is now contemplated by the administration. e people of Kansas 
want peace. 

LILLIAN MITCHNER, 
President Kansas Woman’s Christian Temperance Union. 


Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Bar- 
clay, Wichita, Argonia, Webber, Clay Center, Rosalia, Admire, 
Alton, Colby, and Emporia, all in the State of Kansas, remon- 
strating against an increase in armaments, which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Miltonville and Wichita, in the 
State of Kansas, praying for national prohibition, which were 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Kansas Good Citizenship 
League for Woman’s Suffrage, praying for the adoption of an 


amendment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to 
women, which was referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

He also presented a petition of sundry veterans of the Civil 
War, residents of Le Roy, Kans., praying for the repeal of the 
present arrears of pensions law, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr, TOWNSEND presented a petition of the congregation of 
the Swedish Mission Church of Menominee, Mich., praying that 
an embargo be placed on the exportation of all munitions of war, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of Richard Westnedge Camp, 
No. 16, Spanish-American War Veterans, of Kalamazoo, Mich,, 
praying for the enactment of legislation granting pensions to 
widows and orphans of veterans of the Spanish War, the Philip- 
pine insurrection, and the China expedition, which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Empire and 
Carp Lake, in the State of Michigan, praying for national pro- 
hibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of Menominee, Mich., remonstrating against an in- 
crease of the tax on beer and whisky, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of local branch, Michigan Com- 
mandery of the Naval and Military Order of the Spanish- 
American War, of Détroit, Mich., praying for an increase in 
armaments, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Kalamazoo, 
Mich., remonstrating against a further increase of the tax on 
cigars, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Min- 
nesota, remonstrating against an increase in armaments, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Minnesota, 
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for a merchant 
marine, which was referred to the Committee on erce, 

He also presented a petition of the National Federation Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Abilene, Kans, pray- 
ing for the creation of a nonpartisan tariff commission, which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the University of 
Minnesota, St. Anthony Park, Minn., praying for an increase in 
armaments, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of St. Paul, 
Minn., praying for the repeal of the so-called emergency tax law, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Crookston, Minn., and a petition of the congre- 
gation of the Union Congregational Church, of Argyle, Minn., 
praying for national prohibition, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorial of Northrup, King & Co., of 
Mirineapolis, Minn., remonstrating against an increase in parcel- 
post rates, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Samuel S. Drury, 
of St. Paul’s School, Concord, N. H., and the petition of Helen R. 
Thayer, of Portsmouth, N. H., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to regulate interstate commerce in the products of 
child labor, which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Con- 
cord, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to tax the 
interstate business of mail-order houses, which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Grafton County Medical 
Society, of Warren, N. H., praying for the enlargement of the 
Medical Corps of the Army, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LANE presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oregon, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide a standard 
price on patented and trade-marked articles, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Oregon, 
praying for the placing of an embargo on fhe exportation of 
munitions of war, which were referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry cifizens of Oregon, 
remonstrating against an increase in armaments, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


AAG 
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Mr. KERN presented a petition of sundry miners of Linton, 
Ind., praying for the printing of the report of the Industrial 
Relations Commission as a public document, which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Advance, 
Ind., praying for national prohibition, which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Uniform Rank, Knights 
of Pythias, of Covington, Ind., praying for an increase in arma- 
ments, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Fairfield Meeting of the 
Society of Friends, of West Newton, Ind., and a memorial of 
the Sand Creek Meeting of the Society of Friends, of Azalia, 
Ind., remonstrating against an increase of armaments, which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Post No. 60, Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, of San Mateo, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation granting pensions to the widows and orphans of 
the veterans of the Spanish War, the Philippine insurrection, 
and the China expedition, which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. ROBINSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Hot Springs, Ark., praying for national prohibition, which was 
referred to the Committee-on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Manila Camp, No. 1, United 
Spanish War Veterans, National Military Home, Leavenworth, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation providing that 
widows and other dependents of veterans of the Army, Navy, 
and Marine Corps be placed under one pensionable status, which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ESTIMATES OF RICE PRODUCTION. 


Mr. ROBINSON. I present a memorial of the Southern Rice 
Growers’ Association, showing that the departmental estimates 
of rice production in the United States is excessive and asking 
for a recanvass of these estimates. I ask that the memorial be 
printed in the Recorp and be referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. À 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Record, as follows: 


STUTTGART, ARK., December 18, 1915. 


Hon. JosePH T. ROBINSON, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Southern Rice Growers’ Association will furnish data 
86,000 acres in Arkansas, only 714,894 bags; Honduras, 80,475 bags; 
Japan, 262,971 ba blue rose; total for Arkansas, 1,058,340, their 
report. And actual count—not an estimate—shows Government report 
for Arkansas 152,285 bags excessive. 


roving only 


STUTTGART Ricw MILL Co. 


CARLISLE Rien Mint Co., 
Carlisle, Ark., December 18, 1915. 


Hon. Joser T. ROBINSON, 
Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sin: I am very much tified to receive your telegram, advis- 
ing that you had conferred with the Department of Agriculture with 
reference to the recent report issued orenak rice production, detaiiin 
this production as to Arkansas, Texas, Louisiana, and California, an 
en atid me to forward you data in support of our protest in this 
matter. 

I am inclosing 25 herewith a concise comparative statement coverin. 
the production of rice in the United States this year, as shown in esti- 
mate of the Government, The Rice Millers’ Association, and the 
Southern Rice Growers’ dation, and in addition to this I am inclos- 
ing you herewith an exact copy of detailed report of both of these 
organizations as received by me. I have also communicated with the 
president and the secretary of the Rice Millers’ Association, requesting 
that they send you their complete records in this matter, and have made 
a like request of the general manager of the Southern Rice Growers’ 
Association. í 

By referring to the comparative statement inclosed you will see that 
the apparent error on the part of the Department of Agriculture is In 
calculating the yield per acre principally in the States of Louisiana and 
Texas, although they show a slightly higher yield per acre for Arkansas 
than the reliable information we have at d seems to indicate, It is 
quite apparent to me, and also to many other well-informed rice opera- 
tors in ulis and Texas with whom I have communicated, that 
the Department of Agriculture has not given due consideration to the 
damage sustained to the crop of rice in the coastal country, as result 
of two very severe storms. he Rice Millers’ Association and the Rice 
Farmers’ Association estimates were compiled after the last of these 
storms, after a complete and very accurate survey of the entire produc- 
ing area had been made. 

rusting very much, that with the information herewith inclosed, 
together with that which will be supplied to pi from Beaumont, Tex., 
you will have all the data necessary to lay before the Department of 
Agriculture, of such nature as to cay Hy them to make an immediate 
recanvass of the production of rice this year, and thanking you very 
much for your prompt attention in this matter, I am, 
Yours, very truly, ¢ 
E. B. Roy, Secretary. 


Comparative statement of estimate of rice production of 1915. 


Estimate of the rice crop for the year 1915, by the Rice M iner 
Association. 


LOUISIANA, 


Jaj River. 
8 v 


Total RR 
Honduras, southwestern Louisiana 
Japan, southwestern Louisiana 
Jaya, southwestern Louisiana 


Total Louisiana crop.............--- 


Average yleld for State, 7.90 bags. 
Per cent of 8 Honduras, 33.42 per cent; Japan, 17.08 per 
cent; Java, 49.50 per cent. 
TEXAS. 


Honduras, River 
Japan, River... se A 
Java, Poco 


Total Texas erop 


Average yield for State, 7.16 bags. 
Per cent of production: Honduras, 26.73 per cent; Japan, 15.66 per 
cent; Java, 57.61 per cent. 
ARKANSAS, 


Kinds of rice. 


Honduras, RR... ee 
Japan, River aes 
Java, Rivers paccce sche cage ERN 


Total Arkansas crop 


Average yield for State, 11.54 bags. 


Per cent of production: Honduras, 68.26 per cent; Japan, 10.96 per 
cent; Java, 20.76 per cent. 
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Production by States. 


Estimate of production 1915-16, 
{Proportion of Honduras, Japan, and Java produced. ] 2 and Arkansas. .... 


Total production for United States. 


— K ̃ ˖— — — 
The 1 of production and the yield acre for Arkansas, 
Texas, and Louisiana is as follows: Honduras, 85 per cent, 8.05 bags} 
Japan, 19 per cent, 7.5 bags; Blue Rose, 46 per cent, 8.4 b: 
B. A. Hicnus, General Manager, 
DECEMBER 8, 1918. 


Sournern Rice Growers’ ASSOCIATION, 
Beaumont, Tew., December 21, 1915. 
Hon. Jos. T. ROBINSON. 


United States Senate, Washington, D. O. 


Dear Sır: In support of a request of the rice farmers of Texas, 
Louisiana, and Arkansas for a recanvass of the rice production estl- 
mate made by the Bureau of Crop Estimates, we are handing you here- 
with various ts ent to this question, and in addition a copy 
of a letter this reg) to Mr. L. M. Estabrook, chief of the bureau. 

Tabie No. 1 is, a detailed statement compiled from reports of our 

en of which is marked No. 8. 


Percentage: 38 per cent Honduras, 16 per cent Japan, 46 per cent 
ans f Acreage and production, 


Table No. 4 is a summ.: oĉ our report No. 1. 
Table No. 5 is a 5 8 
ge 


the bureau to make a recanvass of their rice te. 
This is a matter of decided importance to your constituents, and we 
terest-in th — . — of the farmers will prompt you to 
give this matter the careful attention it deserves. 
Yours, very. truly, 9 


. A. Eienus, General Manager. 
BEAUMONT, TEX., December 21, 1915. 
Mr. L, M. 


ESTABROOK, 

Ohief of Bureau of Crop Estimates, Washington, D. O. 

| Dear Sir: In accordance with our wire of the 20th we are inclosing 
a detailed table showing the figures used in making up our production 
report. This is Sapplemanted by an agents’ report we are sending merely 
asa F. to indicate the form used by our agents in sending us the 
data for our report. We employed, 50. men in this work, every one of 
whom is a salaried: employee working in the field, They are not office 
men, but are trained rough-rice, men, and: are in close ch with the 


following is the final estimate of the rice crop of 1915 by the 
Southern ice Growers’ Assadation and shows a total production of 

v as follows: 3 : ix 
940 ie ae ee 8.118.074 California (bags of 180, pounds), 4440007; 


; Lou 
Atlantic Coast States, 49,000 : 
ARKANSAS. 


2,919,576 | acreage and production in their own districts, 
3 321, 900 There are very, few rice growers in the three principal producing 
Bine Ross 18, 122 262,971 | 1,051,884 | States whom one or more of our men do not know personal i 


We show in detail in southwest Louisiana the yield and production 
4,398,369 on OAS Oe or 82.8 per cent of the total acreage in that section 
hy of the State. Without fear of contradiction we wish to state that this 
is a much la perconsgs of the total than has ever been used in 
detail as a basis for cal tion. 

In the State of Texas our figures show the detall on 211,717 acres 
out of a total of 255,000 om, or 83 per cent. 

show the ] 


Per cent of production: Honduras, 69 per cent; Japan, 7 per cent; 
Blue Rose, 24 per cent. 

TEXAS. 

In Arkansas we 
90,000 acres, or 90.6 per cent. Our Arkansas table shows the figures as 
first compiled, with a corrected „ We have sold 
since the 10th of this month about 150,000 sacks, and in g 

ess our men became more conversant with the st still in first 


av ite of 

produced in the State. this connection, I enlre to state that the 
acreage and production. figures formerly used by your bureau, the 
tion and ourselves, have been more or less in the form 
8 V brag: 8 

Sen over so wide an areg, so many, o e farms are isola 
that the usual methods employ fin ering data for statistical work 
ae Peete this rti we instructed our 


Per cent of production: Honduras, 26 per cent; Japan, 15 per cent; 
Blue Rose, 59 per cent, 


LOUISIANA, 


00, 
members, under date of August 2, 
we emphasized the fact that the Government estimate of 107,393 acres 
was. entirely too high, and mentioned the difficulty experien: in secur- 
ing accurate figures on acreage there. We later cut our Arkansas acre- 
AES te: 00.000, arxen,. RAI Seal: thnk: thie Se: clone co: tha mari 


who is still in ‘ornia. ‘The Department of Agriculture maintains a 
‘rice mental station at Dises Cal. This work is under the direc- 
tion of Mr, Ernest Ad who per s.is more conversant with the rice 
situation in California any. other man, We would t that 
you wire Mr. Adams for his estimate of the California production. 

We desire to call pe attention to Table No. 2, which shows in ap 
tail your acreage and production estimates month by month. The fa 


Southwestern Louisiania yields 
Jepan; 6.9 per cent; Blue Rose, 7.7 per cen 
er cent of production: Honduras, 82; Japan, 14; Blue Rose, 54, 


r acre Ms Honduras, 6.08 per cent; 


- Your grand average yield for the United States on your corrected 
acreage for 1915 is 9.01 bags, or 36 bushels. It is interesting to note 
that, according to the figures published in the Yearbooks of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, in no year since 1904 has the yield equaled 
your estimate for 1915. The next highest year was in 1910, with a 
yleld of 33.9 bushels, or 2.1 bushels less than the estimate for the 
current year. This is in face of the fact that the storm of August 
16 was the most general and destructive ever experienced in the 
coastal rice t. 
~Your estimate of the Louisiana production will not bear close 
analysis, because of the marked increase in your December report over 
that of previous months. Then, again, your October report is 156,000 
bags in excess of ya September figures, notwithstanding the damage 
to- the river rice t was in shock at the time of the storm of Sep- 
tember 28. Your August report indicated a total yield in Louisiana 
of 3,296,250 bags, and yet in the face of the severe storms of fogs 
16 and Septem 28 your final production is 135,000 bags over t 
riod. The most glaring error in your report is in the increase in 
uisiana sackage from September to r. Your 
report shows an increase over that of September of 465,500 sacks. 
The rice crop of Louisiana was practically all made September 1, and 
certainly there was no warrant for increasing the production nearly 
half a million sacks, 

Your Texas figures are rather 55 due to the fact that you 
reduced the acreage in that State about ,000 acres. We have sold 
and graded a great deal of rice in all sections of the State since the 

* 
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issuance of our report and are more than ever convinced that our fig- 
ures for the Texas production are full high. The Millers’ Association do 
not usually underestimate the production, and yet their figures for 
Texas are slightly below our own. 

The Southern Rice Growers’ Association is a farmers’ cooperative 
marketing hay yh wi ee and our only interest in this matter is to aid 
in securing the best obtainable figures. We do not desire to deceive 
either ourselves or the trade. 

We feel that because of the great discrepancy in the report of hah 
bureau, as compared with the report of the millers and ourselves, 
you should recanyass your rice-production estimate. — 

This is a matter of vital importance to the rice farmer, as the 
e of your report is bound to have a “ bearish” effect upon 

oth the rough and clean rice markets, SASS seats 

The rice wers in the three precast producing States do not feel 
that their interests are adequately represented in your department. 
Your Mr. Evans does not spend sufficient time in the field to familiar- 
ize himself with actual growing and producing conditions. To do this 
work effectively a man should live the coast country, and devote 
his time to field work. This is a man’s-sized job and can not be han- 
died at long range. We feel that the rice industry has grown in such 
proportions that we should be shown such consideration. ‘ 

In conclusion permit us to » point to the fact that.your September and 
October estimates are ver milar to our own, as well as that of the 
Millers’ Association, and there was 3 that could have entered Into 
the equation to justify a material change from those estimates. 

We are very much tn earnest about this matter and will be glad 
to furnish you with greater detail on any particular section. 

Yours, very truly, 
SouTuern Rien Growers’ ASSOCIATION, 
» General Manager, 


TABLE No. 1.—Acreage and production, season 1915-18. 
[Compiled from agents’ reports, Dec. 1, 1915.] 


District. 


4. 18, 
5. 3, 
6 10, 
7 

6 49, 
6.7 16 
8 

6 

4.4 

2.5 

5 


4 
= 
2 


4.5 6. 
7.1 8 

9.1 8. 
8 7. 
6.5 6. 
8 8. 
8.5 9 

6.2 T. 
7.4 7. 
7.4 8. 
7 


x] = 


4.2 7,500} 3, 101 7.9 e 
5 2885 / . connec 
5.5 164,533] 3,605] 6.3 | 22,712] 14,576} 7.8 | 114,172 | ANRE 
5.8 16,328 | 3,2 8.2 | 2,08] 9,610| 98 | 9,17 J 
5.5 n 101719 ie E, 
6.5 19,500 67.) 7 4 4750) <0) 8 e 
5.17 83, 236 | 7 . 
6.9 101; 015 287 7.9 | 17,866 16,632) 8.4 | 140,87 
5.645 | 460,976 264| 7.339] 201,109 | 102,839 | 8.4 | 863,847 211,717 1, 525, 932 
5.645 | 401,104 000 7.339 7.302 | 1,863,046 
6.084 | 474,552 | 60,000 | 6.923 7.212 2,448,074 
5.853 | 965,716 | 98,000 | 7.084] 694,262 | 331,000 7.253 | 4,308, 120 
SUMMARY. 


439, 380 
278,882 
80,475 


1, 242, 737 
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TABLE No. 2.— Comparison of crop estimates. 


Millers“ 
Associa- 


% 
t ion final 
estimate. 


Tanlx No. 3.—Totals. Taste No. 4.—Summary—Continued. 
WELSH DISTRICT. 


TEXAS. 


Total number sacks produce. 
Total number sacks sold : 


Total number sacks produced. 1,000 4,000 13,000 = 8 < 
Aola TAMBE sacks sold oS 700 3.000 8,300 B neat = cg re : Honduras, 26 per cent; Japan, 15 per cent; 
‘Total number sacks unsold.. .. 300 1,000 4,700 * ~ 

Average yield per are 4 7.5 6 LOUISIANA, 


Total number sacks produced 
Total number sacks sold. . 


merem 1 2 ga 
‘otal number sacks sold. $e , , 5 Southwestern Louisiana yields acre: Honduras, 6.08 cent; 
Total number sacks unsold 2 ou 39, aie Japan, 6.9 per cent; Blue —.— 7. J per cent. 8 15 
Shes baa am es RTE RE OEE SOE Lee Te er cent of production: Honduras, 32 per cent; Japan, 14 per cent; 
Blue Rose, 54 per cent. 
WELSH DISTRICT—WAREHOUSR, WELSH. 
‘Total number sacks produced 18,335 16,815 113, 550 
Total number sacks Sold ---| 9,875 9, 665 80, 090 
Total number sacks unsold.. ---| 8,460 5,150 35, 460 
Average yield per gere. „% 7 8 


Japan in California 
Honduras in Atlantic Coast States 


> TABLE No. 4.—Summary. 

The following is the final estimate of the rice crop of 1915 by the 
Southern Rice Growers’ Association and shows a_ total production 
of 6,571,460 sacks, divided as follows: Arkansas, 1,098,340; Texas, 
1.862.046; Louisiana, 3,118,074; California (bags of 180 pounds), 
444,000; Atlantic Coast States, 49,000. 

ARKANSAS. 


Kinds of rice. Acres Yieldin| Total Total Honduras in Texas, Louisiana, and Arkansas 
F $ bags. bags. Total Japan in Texas, Louisiana, and Arkansas 
— — — | Total Blue Rose in Texas, Louisiana, and Arkansas. 


65, 388 11.5 754, 894 
. 6,490 12.4 80,475 Total . . . . 
— 18, 122 14.5 262,971 
Total Arkansas erap.............--- Tt 90,000 12.2 | 1,098,340 Total production for United States, 6,571,460. 


Len Sa es Se Se ee RE Le See) ee ee The proportion of production and the yleld per acre for Arkansas, 
Per cent of production: Honduras, 69 per cent; Japau, 7 per cent; | Texas, and Louisiana as follows: Honduras, 35 per cent, 8.05 bags; 
Blue Rose, 24 per cent. 4 Japan, 19 per cent, 7.5 bags; Blue Rose, 46 per cent, 8.4 bags. : 


III 29 


Taste No. 4.—Summary—Continued. 
STOCKS IN FIRST HANDS. 


Taste No. 6.—2Zstimate of the rice crop for year 1915, etc.—Continued. 
PRODUCTION BY STATES. 


Bi Det cant as the anisa roduction has been purchased by millers. 


Of the remaining 39 or 2,575, SA 400,000 are in Cali- 
. 58 cent of the | Blue Rose, 72 GT sacks, 400,000 Ja and 
69.4 per cent of the has been eted. nig — the nat „667 


DECEMBER 3, 1915. 
Tann No. 5.—Rice production and yield per acre. 
[Taken from the Yearbook of the Department of Agriculture.] 


ushels. 
31.9 000 
28.1 000 
31.1 000 ACREAGH AND PRODUCTION. 
29.9 „000 
33.4 „000 
33.8 000 
35.8 „000 
33.9 +000 
—— 32.9 |, 000 
PNG cc ccaisenpanneanakenhpelancaniectie 34.7 723,000 
C 31.7 827,000 
1914 33.5 704, 700 
Average yield per acre, in bushels, 32.5. 
TABLE No. 6.—. of the rice crop for year 1915, showing acre 
and 55 8 of Honduras, Manan. eon Fave: 
yield per acre; for sack tate ; total crop ; total indicated supply. 


Compiled by the Rice Millers’ Association, J. R. Leguenec, secretary, 
isang 7 Beaumont, Tex., Dec. 6, 1915.] ` 


ESTIMATE OP PRODUCTION, 1915-16. 
LOUISIANA. 


1 38 per cent. 2 16 per cent. 3 46 per cent. 
te is based on s of 4 bushels or 160 ponada. 


This estimate 
Estimate for the State of ornia furnished by California mem- 
bers of the Millers 


— Assoclation. 
Estimates for ‘South Atlantic States from forecast n 
— ——— ———— — dition from Bureau of Crop Estimates, United States 5 57 
ture, W. on, D. C. 
Java, River... Jara is used to indicate * “Blue Rose.” 
Comparison of final estimates and actual crop as shown mill 
a. f receipts, 1910-1915. vy 


Actual erop (7). Not available before August. 
MESSAGE TO PHILIPPINE LEGISLATURE, 


Mr. HITCHCOOK. I ask unanimous consent for the publi- 
cation in the Recorp of the message delivered by Gov. Gen. 
Francis Burton Harrison to the Third Philippine Legislature, 
October 16, 1915, at the opening of the fourth session. 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

MESSAGE OF THE GOVERNOR GENERAL TO THE THIRD PHILIPPINE LEGIS- 
LATURB, MANILA, OCTOBER 16, 1915, AT THE OPENING OF THE FOURTH 
SESSION. 

GENTLEMEN OF THE LEGISLATURE: I have the honor to address to 
you my third annual message and to express my earnest appreciation 


Government estimate aon & 7 
Millers’ Association estimate 198, 052 
aoe n nee 3333 **** 10 wo Fo EE AES PELE ELT AT RSET | TOE RIN TS 
Government estimate.____..--~--..----_----------..- 5, 783 
Average yield for State, 7.90 bags. 0 , , 
Pos cont-of production Honduras, 88.42; Japan; 17.08; Java, 49.50. || ‘Millers’ Association estimate -—-——-——--—---------~-——. K B88. 4 
12: 
Government estimate ꝗꝙð.ĩ , 263, 
Millers’ Association estimate 6, 616, 417 
Pa es L I SO ee 6, 617, 464 
Government estimate. 6, 436, 
Millers’ Association estimate , 245, 
N r. oy a AT ae 
5 
overnment estimate 
Millers’ Association estimate = 
r 
spi SA 
Peay ea a hg ATS e OTRAS eM TOTEM EE IRE TR vernment estimate 3 AEEA 
Average yield for State, te, THO beas Association — —— . ... 
Per cent of production: e 26.78; Japan, 15.66; Java, 57.61. 


Average yield for State, 11.54 bags. 
Per cent 7 production: Honduras, 68.26; Japan, 10.96; Java, 20.76. 
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ot the attention which has been accorded by your honorable body to 
the recommendations contained in my previous communications. 

During the past year many of the foremost nations of the world 
have been engaged in war, anil we should be profoundly thankful that 
peace and good will have existed during these trying times throughout 
all regions under the American flag. 

Although our commercial and financial status was temporarily 
thrown into confusion by the outbreak of the European war, condi- 
tions in the Philippines rapidly returned to a comparatively normal 
basis, and to-day our total volume of commerce and the financial con- 
ditions in the islands are satisfactory, and indeed remarkable, in com- 
parison with most other places in the world. 

Politically our condition is marked by greater good feeling between 
the Americans and Filipinos, who are together working out the 
destinies of these islands, and by increased confidence and efficiency 
on the part of the citizens of the Philippines who have been so recentl 
intrusted with a far greater share of self-government. The experi- 
ence of the past two years demonstrates beyond question the justice 
of granting still further measures of self-government to the Filipino 
people, and to that end the in nag we the Philippine bill by the new 

ongress is eagerly awaited. The ing of the Filipino peopie under 
the e S at the recent failure of passage of the bill was 
admirable. The failure was due only to lack of time for its con- 
sideration during the last days of the Sixty-third Congress. We may, 
therefore, expect at the forthcoming session of Congress affirmative 
action upon this much-desired tion, 

The two S through which this government has just passed have 
been a period of economy and reform. ‘The headlong rush of the 
insular vernment toward bankruptcy has been effectually checked, 
and by the exercise of the part patience and self-denial the legis- 
lative and executive officials of the government have succeeded in 
Placing the treasury upon a sound basis. This year, for the first time 
since 1910, an actual cash balance will be found at the end of our 
annual operations. The excess of expenditures over income for the 
fiscal years 1911, 1912, and 1913 averaged approximately two and one- 
third million pesos, while in the calendar year 1913 it amounted to 
more than seven and one-half million penon: It has been our duty to 
reduce this extraordinary structure of extravagance, but in the cal- 
endar year 1914, in spite of the saving in expenditures of more than 
five and one-half million as compared with 1913, the revenue 
deficit amounted to P2, . This deficit, however, was offset to 
the extent of approximately one and one-half million pesos by the 
transfer to the cash resources of the treasury of the latter sum from 
the surplus in the various sinking funds of the government, so that 
the net operations of 1914 resulted in a decrease of 71,300,000 in our 
already small resources. The final deficit, however, is more than 
accounted for by the decrease of 1,707,966 in our customs revenues 
during the latter months of the calendar year 1914 as compared with 
the calendar year 1913, due entirely to the effects of the war in 
Europe upon our commerce. Moreover, attention is invited to the 
fact that by the passage of the Underwood tariff bill on October 3, 
1913, this government was deprived of revenues from rt taxes 
theretofore levied in an ann amount of approximately 000,000. 
It is, therefore, clearly established that some permanent rovision must 
be made by this government to replace the amount of revenue lost 
by the abolition of the export tax and to make certain that never again 
shall the necessity arise for a deficit in our annual fiscal operations, 
1775 there be wise supervision by the legislative and executive 

rtments of the government. As | asap and greater extensions of 
self-government are given to the Filipino people, the expenditure of 
their revenues will invite closer and closer observation from all who 
are interested in their welfare and progress; it is imperatively neces- 
sary to establish this government upon a sound financial footing, since 
the very foundation of good government exists in the ability of a 
State to live within its ordinary income. You have proceeded wisel 
and with patience to take down the overwhelming burden of expendi- 
tures raised up by carelessness and extravagance; and yet, during this 
period of economy and reconstruction, the necessary activities of the 
overnment have not been restricted—useful public works have not 

n curtailed, but during 1915 have been materially enlarged, and 
greatly increased expenditures have been made for the purpose of 
bringing to the non-Christian inhabitants of the islands the benefits 
of more advanced civilization. 

You have had forwarded to you to-day by the executive secretary 
the estimates of appropriations for the several bureaus and offices for 
the year 1916, and I ask prompt consideration of the appropriation 
bill by both houses of the legislature. 

The emergency board created by section 2 of act No. 2431, the 
n act for the fiscal year 1915, has again justified its 
creation. 

During the recess period just closed—viz, February 6 to October 15, 
inclusive—18 bureaus and offices have requested that they be permitted 
to use the 5 per cent withheld from their appropriations in accordance 
with the provisions of section 10 of the appropriation act, and 16 of 
these requests have granted. 

During the same period the board considered 25 requests from 
bureaus and offices for allotments amounting to 316,637.49, of which 
14, amounting to P231,919.46, were recommended by the emergency 
board and 13, amounting to 186,919.46, were approved by the 
Governor Gene and the speaker of the assembly. Although these 
allotments are to be added to the appropriations for specific items, 
they do not, as a matter of fact, increase the total 9 
made by the legislature for the interested bureaus and offices, except 
in two cases, he savings effected in other items by the chiefs of 
such bureaus and offices more than offset the allotments; they are, 
therefore, merely transfers in such cases from one fund to another 
within the bureau appropriation. 

It may safely be stated that in the calendar far 1915, during 
which the policy of economy has been rigidly maintained in the matter 
of all unnecessary expenditures, and pay Pilger additional internal- 
revenue taxes were imposed to guard against all contingencies which 
nopne arise from the world-wide disturbance of commerce, a comfort- 
able cash balance will be accumulated in the Treasury. Nevertheless, 
I invite your attention most earnestly to the necessity of continuing 
emergency taxation unless the legislature is now prepared to adopt a 
permanent increase of internal revenue to maintain this government 
upou a sound basis. The great war is still continuing with unabated 
vigor in Europe, and a prudent consideration of national finances will 
lead inevitably to the decision that further internal-revenue provision 
must be made. The present emergency taxation, like that of the 
United States, expires by operation of law on the 31st of December, 
1915, and here, as in the United States, attention must be given by 
the legislature to a renewal or extension of that taxation, So iong as 


the war continues, the necessity exists for caution and conservatism in 
this respect. 

Moreover, additional revenues are needed now and will be needed in 
the coming years to meet the just demands and expectations of the 

ple for further works of progress and economic improvement. 
“oremost among these I recommend to your consideration the neces- 
sity for the establishment by the government along conservative lines 
of an insular bank. Additional credit facilities are essential to the 
producers in these islands. It is of the utmost importance that the 
agriculturists of the Philippines should have more extensive opportu- 

ties for obtaining credit upon their lands, upon their live stock, agri- 
cultural implements, and growing crops, Other classes of producers 
in the community are also entitled to consideration in this regard. 
In the formation of this bank due consideration should be given to the 
private banking interests already 5 all danger of creating 
a government monopoly of banking may averted. It is wholly un- 
desirable to continue in the executive officials of the government the 
banking functions necessitated by the present situation. In the years 
1914 and 1915, after due consideration of the existing circumstances, 
I have continued and increased the amounts of public funds previ- 
ously deposited in private banking institutions of the Philippines, upon 
proper guaranty, for the credit and relief of landowners in the sugar 
regions of Iloilo, Negros, and Mindoro. At the present time the sum 
of 23,600,000 of public money is on deposit with banks for the pur- 

ose of assisting in the development of the sugar industry of the 

Slands, and these operations should be transferred to a government 
bank instead of being made under the direction of the Governor Gen- 
eral. It is my intention, as I have ponar announced upon several 
occasions, to discontinue such use of the public moneys when the out- 
standing loans by the banks are repaid during the year 1916, and I 
urge that the legislature make provision for the creation of a bank 
which is pore to furnish credit as a business undertaking to all 
agriculturists in the islands who can furnish proper and sufficient 
security. Unless this be done, the present system of government de- 
posits will encourage the ee establishment in your archipelago 
of a class of persons tending to become entirely dependent upon gov- 
ernment aid until some will conceive it to be their vested right to 
receive special aid or favors from the government. These bankin 
operations should be founded upon a basis of equal opportunity for al 
agriculturists, and the bank instituted and controll by the govern- 
ment which makes these loans should derive the financial benefit from 
these operations. 

In this connection I invite your interest in legislation intended to 
advance more rapidly the progress of the cadastral survey and the regis- 
tration of land titles. This should be expedited, as it is the very root 
of the credit question in these islands. 

Moreover, I urge upon you once more the speedy 8 of a law 
forbidding and penalizing the practice of usury in the Philippines. 
Until this is done proper cig Soba, ot can not be taken by the people of 
the credit facilities afforded them by the Government and through com- 
mercial banks. 

Agricultural operations in the islands were adversely affected during 
the autumn of 1914 by the continued drought, and large importations of 
rice from foreign countries were again necessary during the current 
year. This is a serious drain apon the resources of the people and an 
effort should be made to establish irrigation systems upon a sound basis 
so that these islands shall become self-supporting in the matter of food 
supply. I su t, therefore, that you consider the question of amend- 
ments to the irrigation law which shall facilitate the formation of small 
irrigation units established upon the cooperative plan and founded with 
loans from the trust funds or from the Government bank. Rinderpest 
and the locust plague are still with us as they have been for so many 
years in the past, and you are requested to give further study to plans 
for the final elimination of these grave menaces to agriculture. The 
experience of many years in the Philippines has demonstrated the fact 
that quarantine alone is not sufficient to eradicate ecw nag from the 
islands, although the spread of the disease is undoubted N greatly re- 
stricted by the efforts put forth by the 5 50 le to that end. evertheless. 
recent investigations of the subject indicate that a satisfactory solution 
of the question may be found in the simultaneous inoculation resulting in 
immunization of the cattle. Further and much larger appropriations for 
this purpose are therefore advised. 

The sugar central board, instituted by the present legislature at its 
last session, Is about to execute the contract for the construction of a 
modern central at Isabela, in the Province of Occidental Negros, and 
yonr attention is invited to the necessity for providing for the construc- 

on of other centrals, thereby placing the sugar industry of these islands 
upon a footing where it may safely compete with any of the panen ro- 
ducing regions of the world. The recent agricultural congress eid. in 
the city of Manila demonstrates the intention of the Filipino people to 
act in cooperation and to organize themselves for the improvement of 
their agriculture along the most modern lines. You are requested to 
study the recommendations of that Congress with a view to adopting 
such of their suggestions as may be at this time feasible, thereby af- 
ra to the farmers of the islands all possible legislative encourage- 
ment. 

The construction, through Government aid, of centrals for the dry- 
ing of copra and the expressing of coconut oll should also be considered. 
Of all the large copra-producing regions of the world, 8 copra 
to-day brings the lowest price, and it seems certain that properly 
dried the copra from these islands will bring at least P1 a picul more 
than at present jn the world’s markets, 

Since the Filipinization of this legislature large additional sums have 
been granted for the work of education of the non-Christian peoples. 
Although such peoples constitute only about one-eighth part of the 
inhabitants of the Philippines, the problem of their advancement is 
one of vital importance for the future as well as for the present and 
one which receives the sympathetic attention of all who are interested 
in the welfare of these islands. During the last two years 42 new 
Government schools have been established in the Mountain Province 
alone, and the work there of sanitation, irrigation, and industrial 
and agricultural advancement is being ie sas pushed. A considerable 
sum has been spent in the same period in the Mountain Province for 

ublic works in small units for the benefit of the mountain people, 
Pa addition to the large sums expended for the construction of the 
Naguilian Road. 

n the department of Mindanao and Sulu vastly increased expendi- 
tures have been made for the education of the people of those regions. 
The notable success of the department 3 has materially 
advanced the day when all the peoples of the Philippines are to be 
rabies | recognized as one homogeneous family. Building now 
upon the foundations already so securely established in the department 
of Mindanao, I recommend to the Icgislature that the large appro- 
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gorge made t 175 ent 
n the 5 for 191 2 additional sum of at least P500,000 
should be devoted 1916 to the estab’ 
out the regions inhabi by apa and 

The public t is already strained to the a tle 7 8 appro- 
priations for education in the Philippines; approximately 214 cent 


enthusiasm in 5 — is 
these islan d times 


ernmen rimary citizen of a State — 
knows how to read and write is to protect his 
rights and can decide for himself how to vote upen public 
resented to him It should be 


thatthe ra ana ledolite tthe ee 
F education, the 1 
should give them greater power to tax themselves for 
E sanitary system of the € legislature in the extension of 
8 ft 7 — 


support pe pyn cial 

commissions advocated by 0 Philipping health service; 
tals should be constructed and 

extension of 


investigation 
islands is also recommended, with 
— a En 1 shall afford 2 


entific 
should be instituted dy occu 


or the 
regions. Study and 
care of the insane in the 


believed 0 the . Government alrea 
estimation of the scientific mone by. by its 


Atten ited “to. the 3 Ane. economic administration of 


system ek 
adopted in many of the mod mercan of the Uni 
Sta This m is now in o tion in certain of the bureaus, and 
its adoption in the others is earnestly pressed. While very 


great economies have been effected the bureau 3 in the 
past two years, additional efforts in that direction will further promote 

the efficiency of the government, 
It is my pleasant duty once more to comment upon the harmony 
betw the two ho of the ture and between the 


2 cen uses 
legis ye and executive branches of the government. All elements 
this government are working with efficiency and in serious co 
tion, an C the 
Filipino people to more complete and well-merited ye! sigan ent. 
T again urge upon you the 3 consideration of the 9 
bill for the ensuing . ape wish for you the same success as 
been attained during the past two years. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Out of order, the following bills were introduced, read the 
first time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: 

A bill (S. 2846) to provide compensation for accidental in- 
juries to employees of the United States resulting in disability 
or death; and 

A bill (S. 2847) to authorize on Supreme Court to prescribe 
forms and rules and generally to regulate pleading, procedure, 
and practice on the common-law side of the Federal courts; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 2848) providing for acquiring a site and 8 
a national memorial to irrigation at Salt Lake City, Utah; 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Tanda 

A bill (S. 2849) for the erection of a public building at St. 

rge, Utah; 

A bill (S. 2850) for the erection of a public building at 
Ephraim, Utah; and 

A bill (S. 2851) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Springville, in 
the State of Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 2852) for the relief of John F. Considine; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

. DEATH OF ASSOCIATE JUSTICE LAMAR. 

Mr. HARDWICK. Mr. President, I desire to announce to the 
Senate the death of Associate Justice Joseph Rucker Lamar, 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, a distinguished 


citizen of Georgia and a distinguished jurist, whose life and 
character and great public services have been a credit to the 
State, the Nation, and the judiciary. As a mark of respect to 
his memory, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock 
and 10 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 5, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Turspay, January 4, 1916. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Eternal God, our Heavenly Father, Source of life and thought 
and action, through the dispensation of whose providence time 
sweeps on with ceaseless energy! Another year has passed with 
its predecessors into history, A new year has dawned upon us, 
with its hopes and possibilities, its duties and responsibilities. 
May the accumulated knowledge, wisdom, and achievements of 
the past be stepping-stones to larger life, clearer perceptions, and 
nobler achievements, that with ever-growing faith in the cter- 
nal verities and the values which make for righteousness in the 
soul we may march forward with firm steps and ever-brightening 
hopes to that goal for which every true man and every honest 
nation longs. 

Our hearts, 


life; he that believeth in me shall never die.” Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, December 17, 1915, 
was read and approved. 
SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 
Hon. WILLIAM Kent, a Representative from the State of 
fornia, appeared before the bar of the House and took the 
ce. 


of Cali- 
oath 


AFFIRMATION OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hicxs] desires to take the oath and desires to affirm, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the credentials. 

The credentials were read. 

Mr. Hicks appeared before the bar of the House and affirmed. 


CHANGE OF BEFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, upon request of Mr. STEPHENS of 
Texas, the Committee on Appropriations was from 
the further consideration of House joint resolution No. 45, pro- 
viding for the payment of expenses of an expert in the fur-seal 
investigation in Alaska, and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Leave of absence was granted as follows: 
o Mr. , indefinitely, on account of death in family. 

To Mr. PATTEN, for 10 days, on account of illness in family. 

To Mr. FINITxr, on request of Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina, 
on account of illness in his 

To Mr. Marruews, indefinitely, ‘on account of illness. 

To Mr. Lies, indefinitely, on account of illness in his family. 

To Mr. BURKE, from and including the 4th of January, 1916, 
for 12 days, on account of illness in his 

To Mr. Porrsr, for 10 days, on account of sickness in family. 

To Mr. GREGG, indefinitely, on account of the illness of Mrs. 


REPORT OF JOINT COMMITTEE ON RURAL CREDITS (H. DOO. NO. 494). 


Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, the Joint Committee of the Senate 
and House on Rural Credits, authorized by an act of the last 
Congress, is prepared to report, and I desire to submit a request 
for unanimous consent that the report be printed in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Grass] 
announces that the Joint Committee on Rural Credits is ready 
to report, and asks unanimous consent to have that report 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MANN. Mr, Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman state it? 

Mr. MANN. Is this report presented in the House or through 
rire oy 

The SPEAKER. No; it is presented through the basket. 

Mr. MANN. Of course it will be ordered printed as a House 

document with proper reference? 
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The SPEAKER. Inasmuch as the gentleman wanted to ask 
unanimous consent, I told him to announce what it was, Of 


eourse that report goes through the basket. Is there objection |) 


to the request to print it in the Recorp? [After a pause,] The 
Chair hears none, and the report is referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

The report is as follows: 
Ta the Congress: 

The Joint Chamana on Rural Credits, created by an act of the Sixty- 


third he ney page ove 
report’ b aceon 


the draft of a bill be yng 
United States under 


tee on Land-Mortgage Loans, and presents also 
a system of land-mortgage credits in the 
ederal supervision. 

Carrer GLASS, Chairman; 
ROBERT OWEN, 

HENRY F. HOLIS, 
THOMAS P. Gonn, 

*Hoxe SMITH; 

KNUrn NELSON, 

James H. BRADY, 
MICHAEL F. PHELAN, 
Aspoury F. LEVER, 


mis C. Ha 
Joint Saar rahe on ye Credits. 


Jolxr COMMTTIER ON RURAL CREDITS, 
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1916, 


Hon. Carter Grass, 
Chairman of the Joint Committee on. Rural Credits. 
DEAR, 8 pean rd I am instructed by the Subcommittee om Land 

Mort to recommend to the full t committee the accom- 

— — whieh I have the honor to with the following re- 
sen’ 

Mopern FARMING REQUIRES CAPITAL IN: LARGE AmMounts—THE AMER- 
ICAN: FARMER Has THE BEST SECURITY IN: THE WORLD, PRODUCTIVE 
LAND—TH1IS BILC DNABLES: THE FARMER TO OBTAIN CAPITAL, FOR 
PRODUCTIVE. PURPOSES ar Low RATES AND FOR LONG TERMS ON THE 
SECURITY or His FARM. 

NECESSITY FOR FARM CAPITAL, 
The successful farmer- becomes more of a business man each year. 

He must = taoro — — — more fertilizer, and sow better seed. 

a better 


t stock, and 
eo 3 must ane — in order to sell in a nigh market, | 22 
Ma musi De, CEAN: thy GROSE 0 DoR: ee If he- wishes. to k his 
children om the make his All of this 


costs money. He must have ready 
DIFFICULTY OF SECURING CAPITAL. 


to the nearest bank for a loan and offers his farm 
He doesn’t know the farmer; 
doesn’t like to tie his de- 
customers who 
These excuses 


mand deposits up 
carry a 1 Mus 
are well founded. 


ag grain ; his commereial 
term Joans have the first claim, 


There be additional excuses not so genuine, su . 
22. ee ES 
0. rmer a a or 

ort notice. He usuall 


USURIOUS RATES OF INTEREST. 
In many of the country the farmer is charged extortiona 
and inex le rates of in * eigen of usury laws and a decent 
regard for human. necessities. a real grievance here. 
DEMAND: FOR de e FACILITIES: 


But in — of his 83 the American farmer does not come to 
Congress with a hard-luck story. He does not ask the Government to 
bestow oe him the public money that all the people have contributed in 
taxes. He does not demand. t the Government become a rin 


order to borrow money on bonds and loan the 
merely calls attention the fact that 

large amounts of capital; he 
cellence of the security he offi and 


shall put it in the power of those who are those who 
have money to invest to extend to him the credit He de- 
sires. the ment authorize a system of land which shall 
duplicate 1 es now commanded by mem engaged in 
manufacturing, in n. and in commerce. 


COMMERCIAL BANKS: NOT SUITED TO FARMERS” LONG-TERM 2 


ced the cap- 
stone on a 8 
eapital of the retrad 
for the needs of 


supply of deposits. 
not to make many loans for 8 
8 commercial transa 


through the reserve ac National banks were- encouraged to 
make personal loans. to for of six months and were to a 
limited extent permitted to loan on improved farm. for 


lands 
not exceeding five years; but your subcommittee is convinced that loans 
term mortgage seeuri 


must be made available to farmers on l 


that, 
deposits. This leaves for our 
money seeking long-term qnvestment. 


ted and submits, as its report the acoompenying | 


TIME DEPOSITS NOT AVAILABLE FOR LONG-TERM MORTGAGE. 


The ordinary time deposit may be withdrawn on 30 or 60 days’ 
notice. It 13 a therefore not properly invested in long-term mortgages. 
| Short-term mortgages or long-term personal. credits are more appro- 
| priate. Even the mutual sav. banks of the East, with their vast 
| resources, will not place a large percentage of their funds in farm. mort- 
gages. They dislike to loan on farm mortgages at all, and when they 
do make such loans they insist upon a demand note or a note due in 
| Six months at best. It is fair to say, however, that such notes are often 
| allowed: to run indefinitely after Mor he are due, but the farmer is, in con- 
stant dread that he will be compelled to pay at an inconvenient time. 


MONBY SEEKING LONG-TERM INVESTMENT. 


| Of money; seeking long-term investment at low rates there is an abun- 
| dant supply. It includes the 8 savings of the school-teacher, 
| cork, minister, and wage. earner; the 3 af life insurance in the- 
hands of widows. and other benefic 


institutions: —— assets to be- inves 55 receivers, courts, and govern- 
ments. The aggregate of these is enormous. They require an investment 
that is absolutely safe and reasonably Hi oh the sense that it may 
be converted into cash upon mederate notice; in other words, that it 
may find a ready market. A safe investment of this character need not 
carry a high rate of interest. 


INVESTOR AND FARMSR BROUGHT TOGETHER FOW MUTUAL PROFIT. 


Here we discover the funds that should be made available to the 
farmer on long-term 3 We may picture the owners of this vast 
wealth grouped on one of a river, the farmers desiring loans 
9 on the other side. It is evident that each has what the other 


to invest, 
er is a sound. 
3 the farmer 


investment. The iw of the mortgagor 
She has no 


the medium of such a 
PRIMARY 3 
oe eae in devising such. 
te safety and attractive income to the 
2 Low interest rates, long-term 
ments for the farmer. 


tration.. 
rganization and operation. 
ty to every part of the country. 
ation to the coo 2 3 
These details will be after a general description of the plan. 
GENERAL sis 
Government: 5 of 5 a. 
Federal farm. loam board set op nonpartisan, consisting of 
| five members, a inted by the o President fo for terms of 10 years each and 
paid from the Public Treasury. 
TWELYR tents — 5 


Loans = =e to Pip Bg 12: indy e Ber aes f 
operating in a separate district and having a ca) 0 
000. If the full amount is not subscribed En 
the 8 subscribes for 


banks, each, 
at less tham 


LOCAL. ASSOCIATIONS, 


In order to secure intimate touch with the berrowers it is provided 
that i land bank shall make loans to farmers through local associa- 


tions of borrowers, called national farm loan associations. These 
associations do not Mt conduct a banking business. Their o tions are 
very simple, admit members who desire to borrow ; t directors 


and loan committees z pana on the value of the Gover! 

of the borrower. rey borrower takes. stock in 
Denen to the 5 of 5 per 

viding for æ by the association to the 

a ca 


farm loan asso- 
cent of the face of ag loan. ‘This amount 

stock of the land bank, thus pro- 
i te the amount of loans, approximat- 


LIMITED OR UNLIMITED. Se ee e 


This individual Habilit 
financial backing, 
the association of which the borrower is a member. 


We thus have a mortgage loan secured by productive farm land in- 
dorsed by a farm loan association. The loan indorsed by a farm loam 
association, with unlimited liability on the part of its members, will 

have a better standing loans b associa- 


FARM LOAN BONDS SECURED BY MORTGAGES, 
land bank has a substantial amount of either kind of 
t 


Un 
Every farm loan bond limited is secured b. the farm mortgages he 
by the land bank on which there is ted liability of the loca! mene 
bers; every farm loan bond unlim! is secured by all the mortgages 
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held by the land bank on which there is unlimited liability of the 


local members, Because of the unlimited liability the latter bonds 
Ae hed sold on a more favorable basis than the former. (Secs. 16, 
E Every Federal land bank guarantees the payment of every bond and 
coupon issued by every other Federal land bank. This gives them a 
broad insurance, (Sec. 25.) 


EXPENSES AND PROFITS. 


The land banks are permitted to charge borrowers 1 per cent more 
for interest than they 21 bondholders. For example, if the current 
rate on farm loan bonds is 4 per cent, the bank may charge not to 
exceed 5 per cent to farmers who borrow. This margin of 1 cent 
on the amount of unpaid pena outstanding is av: ble to the bank 
for its expenses and earnings, but it will probably be largely reduced 
in practice. The profits go to the local associations in the form of 
dividends on stock of the land bank held by the associations, and reach 
the borrowers in the form of dividends on stock held by them in the 
associations. In this way the ea of the system g to the bor- 
rowers and its cooperative character is assured. If the 1 per cent 
margin is too high no harm is done, for the excess comes back to the 
borrower in dividends. (Sec. 13.) 

Such is the general plan of th stem which we recommend. 

Coming now to the details of the bill, we shall first speak of the 
farm loan bonds as an attractive investment. 


STRENGTH OF THE BONDS. 


It is obvious that the first requisite of a long-term bond bearing a 
low rate of interest is its security. Every reasonable safeguard is 
provided in the bill. 


‘ RESTRICTIONS ON MORTGAGES. 


The mort = which stand as security back of the bonds are care- 
fully restri 

No bank may loan on land outside its district. 

Every mortgage deposited as security is on the amortization plan, so 
that part of the principal is paid up every six months. 

The money must be borrowed for productive purposes, for the pur- 
chase of a farm for a home, or to liquidate existing indebtedness. 

No loan shall exceed 50 per cent of the appraised value of the 


mortga, 7 
The ee ae must engage in the cultivation of the farm mortgaged. 
The maximum of loans to one borrower is limited to $10,000. 
The gross for which the loan is obtained must be stated. 
The loan becomes due and payable upon breach of any condition of 
the mortgage. Section 12. 


APPRAISAL. 


Every application for a loan must be passed upon b, 
mittee of the local association, who shall make a 
report, signed by all three — hab giving the appraisal of the land 
as determined by them. The directors and the loan committee must 
approve the loan. the latter unanimously, before it is recommended to 
the land bank. The application and the report of the loan committee 
go to the land bank. 

The land bank must refer the . and the report of the 
loan committee to one or more of the land-bank appraisers for the 
district, These appraisers are pubie officials appointed by the Federal 
farm loan board. (Section 3.) They have no inducement to make 
an excessive appraisal. It is their du to e a careful and 
1 written report, and no loan may made unless their report 
is favorable. The ctors of the land bank must then decide whether 
or not to make the loan. 

Every application thus runs the gantlet of the local loan committee, 
the local of directors, the land-bank appraisers, and the land- 
bank directors. 

Whenever mortgages are put up as security for the issue of farm- 
loan bonds, they are referred by the farm-loan board to special ap- 
praisers for further appraisal and examination. Section 20. 

SECURITY OF BONDS. 


Every farm-loan bond is secured as follows: 
1. By the capital, reserves, and earnings of the land bank which 


the loan com- 


d bank, the mortgages pled bein, 
the outstanding bonds. pienso 8 


of the borrower. 
gaged land at least double in value 


3. By the capital, reserves, and earnings of the local association 
indorsing the loan. 

4. the individual liability of the members of the indorsing 
association. 


ATTRACTIVENESS OF THE BONDS AS AN INVESTMENT. 
A bond of the undoubted security by the farm-loan bonds 


5 the same basis throughout the country. 
oo much to expect them to sell on a 4 per cent basis. 
the farmer would get his loans at 5 > 
An absolutely safe investment, with interest payable semiannually 
on a 4 per cent basis, should be able to compete with other long-term 
investments or savings banks on its merits. . 
TAX EXEMPTION. 


It is proposed, however, to make these bonds and the income derived 
therefrom exempt from all Federal, State, and local taxation. This 
exemption should place them ahead of any bonds bearing the same rate 
and not enjoying a similar exemption. Section 30. 

INVESTMENT IN FARM-LOAN BONDS. 

Farm-loan bonds are also made a lawful investment for all fiduciary 
and trust funds and may be accepted as security for all | asa} deposits. 
They may also be B by member banks of the Federal Reserve 


System. Section 3 
INTEREST RATES TO FARMERS. 

Present interest rates to farmers are so confused with commissions, 
fees, and charges of various sorts that it is difficult to ascertain the 
total cost of money on farm mortgage Dr. C. W. Thompson, 
in charge of Rural Organization the Department of Agriculture, 
reports that the average rate varies from 5.3 per cent in New Hamp- 


shire to 9 per cent and even 10 per cent in certain 
ern States, including commissions. As this is the average rate, there 
must be individual cases running much higher. Testimony before the 
giat — — oe the sony and House: Committess = Banking 
Curren ve the maximum rate as as r cen 
including commissions 2 char * 8 s 
It is readily seen that a rate as low as 5 per cent, 51 per cent, or 
even 6 per cent would be of great benefit to farmers in most sections of 
the United States. 


Southern and West- 


LONG-TERM MORTGAGES. 


Where money is borrowed by farmers to invest as fixed capital in 
the purchase of a home, in the erection of farm buildings, in the con- 
struction of roads, drains, and fences, in the purchase of machinery 
and stock, or for like p ses, the loan should be id out over a 
long period, g somewhat with the permanence of the investment. 
At present it is difficult for a farmer to borrow money for a longer 

od than five years, and with renewals come additional commis- 
sions, fees, and ‘ges. Even where it is the policy of banks to 
allow a loan to run for a long parioa without demanding yment, 
they insist upon a demand obligation, so that their funds will not be 
tied up in case of sudden calls for deposits. This arrangement leaves 
the farmer in a continual state of uncertainty, as he may be called 
on to pay in times of financial stress when it may be impossible to 
obtain funds. 

The bill provides, therefore, that loans may be made for long terms, 
not to exceed 36 years. It is believed that a Jonger period would not 
be advisable for the United States, although farm mortgages are made 
in Europe for periods as long as 75 years. 

The reason for fixing upon a maximum period of 36 years is ex- 
plained in the following section. 


AMORTIZATION PAYMENTS. 

Ultimate payment of the mortgage debt is as important to the farmer 
as a low rate of interest. 2 teaches that a borrower is most 
af to pay out his loan if he pays in small regular installments at 

8. 


ed period: 
For example, if the farmer pays 5 per cent interest on his loan, 


payable ually, and with each interest payment pays 1 per cen 
on the principal of his loan, his debt will be — paid off in 36 
ears. th each payment, 


f he pays a larger percentage of his loan wi 

sy geen of the principal will be correspondingly quicker. 
he approved practice is to spread the entire poset over the term 

of the loan in ed equal s nual payments. When the rate of 

interest is fixed and the borrower decides what percentage of the loan 

he will undertake to Bs / off each year the semiannual payments are 

readily figured. All ents of rural credits recommend this feature, 


LOW COST OF ADMINISTRATION. 


We have already seen that every reasonable effort must be made to 
make the farm-loan bonds attractive to the investor at low rates and 
that safety is the prime requisite. It is clear, moreover, that the cost 
of proper saf such as appraisals, g titles, and the ordi- 
nary overhead char, of a basting business, must be met by the bor- 
— ot the — of increased ayy nina DA Wed safety will 

roadly ng, large expenditures to a u ety 
be reflected in the favorable rates on farm-loan bonds. But there is a 
point at which expenditure would be out of proportion to the results 
obtained. In the solution of this problem the subcommittee has been 
guided by sound banking principles and the experience of similar sys- 
tems in Europe. 
ASSISTANCE FROM BORROWERS. 


Everyone must concede the importance of strong land banks, man- 
by trained bankers, for the purpose of making sound loans- and 
issuing sound bonds. Salaries and e comparable to those of a 
pon ock bank must be expected in the performance of these essential 
unctions. 

But the special capabilities of the land-bank managers must be sup- 
plemented by an in te knowledge of the borrower and his affairs, 
particularly of the farm land he offers as security. This supple- 
mentary knowledge is furnished without additional cost through the 
local associations. : 

At the outset we secure the personal interest of the borrower by 
requiring him to contribute to the capital of the loan association 5 per 
cent of the face of his loan. This personal stake makes the system 
mutual and makes the borrower a cooperator. His interest is further 
secured by his personal liability as a stockholder (double or unlimited, 
as the case may . He knows that if the association recommends 
and indorses a bad loan he may be called on to help make the loan 


ood. 
2 We should thus expect every member to keep careful watch lest his 
loan association make unsafe loans, with resulting personal loss to 
him. We should also t him to see that the best available men in 
the community act as directors and as members of the loan committee. 

As it is the essence of cooperation that the members shall contribute 

eir services, we shall get all this local care, supervision, and per- 
sonal interest without the payment of fees or salaries. The only 
salaried official of loan ons will be the secretary-treasurer, and 
as all the banking business and most of the bookkeeping will be done 
by the land bank. and as there will be no local office to be kept open for 
daily business, his remuneration should be small. 

We believe the cost of administration will be as low as safety 
permits. 

SIMPLICITY OF ORGANIZATION AND OPERATION. 


The purpose is to make the system as simple as is consistent with 
efficiency and security. 

A central board to represent the public seems essential. 

Land banks to do the technical 8 business can not be dis- 

sed with. This business must be done by some one and paid for. 
t is not the sort of work that members can contribute gratuitously. 

The necessary intimate contact with the farmer is done effectively, 
directly, and cheaply through local eooperative associations. 

Farmers of a Aen locality apply to the land bank of their district 
for a charter. e land bank as sot circulars, blanks, and all neces- 

information. After the charter is granted the land bank makes 

the loans and the payments are forwarded to it Hf the local associa- 
tions. The land banks issue the bonds and get fresh supplies of money 
to loan to new borrowers. 

It is plain that the land banks do the real business of the system. 
They make the loans and may Fore ig the bonds, but they are under the 
supervision of the farm-loan rd and they command the help of the 
local associations, The system is simplicity itself. 


` 
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ADAPTABILITY TO EVERY PART OF THE COUNTRY. 


A study of the various European systems discloses three main types 
of land-mo ge banks: 
1. Soopers ve banks with unlimited liability. 


ae perative ton with limited liability. 
3. Joint-stock ban 
3 ASSOCIATIONS. 

The reported bill permits farmers to organize 1 
— Fag 9 = with 9 peg —— will organize 
mainly on un plan, they w: lower 
— Aare unlimited "labii of the all debts of 
— tion cn Bg pone Bo for farm-loan bo hence 


tion a farmers, that they ma: 
make their — vit is saun possible that an association with fimited 
25 may exist in 
ation. 


sy — — “ion — Experien = tive will ft demonstrate 
of assets, expenses, ce e 
which will be most availed of. One may appeal more 


strongly the farmers of one district, with the contrary result in 
another district. 


JOINT-STOCK BANKS. 


In some localities where land values are settled and farmers are 
accustomed to borrow from banks 


sapere x 
me farmers, moreover, may 
8 in cooperative underta’ 
scrutiny that 9 en 

to subscribe 5 per cent of the face 
the local association. 


loan 
* may start slowly in some 


made (section a for * wit 


see T 
tted to make loans and to issue farm-loan 
sion of the farm-loan stockholders will 


eir capital and 
perative ce may issue bonds to the amount of 20 

and s us. 

Joint-stock la —— banks . permitted to 8 in any business but 

king farm- mo loans and tes with popu- 

— on stock a must be — 

an 


(coopera: lan The: 
— gpd rates on leans and bonds, except t 3 


standing 1 must not exceed 1 per cent a year on 8 
loans. (Sec. 19.) 
is thus eee ee er ek 
loans and in sell 


2 Bing will 7 competitors in granting 
=% ey wil — — strict Government supervision. Ea 
e its usefulness, Your subcommittee 
fais that 3 is a field for 


LAND-BANK AGENTS. 


tha 
be wi 


The farmioan 


nities 
int-stock land banks th indefinitely. 
ch cases to authorize Federal 
through d 


_ to the conditions of loans made through 
e borrower would be required to 


payment and the collection of and amortization 
receiving such compensation as ~ not exceed pace 
of 1 per cent of the total unpaid amount o 4 (Sec. 17.) 
In this way it is ho to take adequately se institutions in 
d S Aa me otherwise 88 t is feared that 
the —— oS ot ed the 
fs should be granted too . 


loans thro agents 
Fens 8 — — Be ans through the beginning of section 17. 
SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
Time or savings ——— stand midway between demand deposits 
and funds seeking long-term investment, Bg ae the farmer’s need for 


cash to purchase ma A 5 
between the commercial loan and the long-term mo 
vailable 


charges, of a k, and 

he po enc in the farm-loan associations, it seems wise to 
th z a savings departments for the ha: handling — 
savings 8 will be kept separate from the other depart- 
ae of the bank and the capital of the bank will not be Hable for 
the depts of the sa t as long as there are -loan 
bonds outstandin 
This provision 
1. Because the mutual savings 
se to inan. 
Because 


savings departmen 
and not satisfied. 
made for two reasons— 
banks of the East have not needed 
rate or to carry on their business. 

e farm-loan bonds are the vital point in the long-term 
stem, ans their security must not be impaired by diverting 
e cap 


o make up for the lack of capital in the mies department it 
3 deposits 


is provided that 5 per cent of all shall be kept on hand 
in a ee form as a guaranty fund. The remaining 9. cent ma: 
be invested in five-year farm mor subject to call one year, 
or in Government Pomik farm-loan bonds, or approved securities. 


for the lack of capital it is pro- 
savings n shall go to 
ll be in a very strong 


means of up 
net earnings of the 


Asa 
vided “that all 
reserve, so that in a few years this department 


The five-year 258 taken by 


the savings department are not 
made eligible as secu 78. 


ty for farm-loan bonds. (Sec. 
GOVERNMENT DEPOSITARIES. 
The land banks are authorized to act as Government depositaries, 


and are required to act as financial agents of ‘the Government. They 
thus become instrumentalities of the Federal Government. (Sec. 6.) 


RESERVES AND DIVIDENDS, 


Farm loan associations and tand banks are required to carry semi- 
ually to reserve account 25 per cent of their net earnings, until the 
reserves equal 20 per cent of the outstanding capital, = to maintain 


ually. After the reserve requirements are met, the 
balance of net earnings is available for dividends. (Secs. 27 and 28.) 


STATE LEGISLATION, 
It en understood that the laws in the several States vary as to 


—.— exemptions, homestead ts, foreclosure, and 
equities of io Inves on. It is ‘ore made the ‘duty of the farm 
Joan board to inves these questions in each State, and to declare 
— ys mei as security for farm-loan bonds in those States 
where pA o not ve ie uate protection to those loaning on first 

ge. tes will fall within this suger Ba and they 
will — aA a their laws promptly in order to ing tae 


Er 
of the farm-loan system within reach of their ci 32.) = 
OTHER PROVISIONS. 
There are other e ons of the posed bill which need 
eS defaulted loans (sec. 29), 
acceptin, bonuses, or com- 
for em ent, for gee 
joan associations and land ba 
tment of receivers (0 (sec. 25). 
genie THE COOPERATIVE SPIRIT. 


citizens. 


cost of living and causes a one-sided d opment. Most na- 
tions are a offering direct aid and other inducements to persuade 
the people back to the land. e apnar that the Je og i States ca can well 


institutions, 
"Taws ‘establish training 


companies, and 

personal credits. 
in most matters of cooperation 
ere are conditions which render it more difficult 
in older countries. But so far as cooperation is applicable, 
9 1755 as we can adapt it to our own conditions, it should be 


The framers of this bill rimara 3 it Is but one factor in the vast 
field for national „ t lies before the American farmer. 
But they entertain that organization for the purpose of 
securing land-m credit will brin, oring farmers into closer 

touch all over nion and will stim cooperative spirit. 

Those men who farm- Soi eere aa will — better ac- 

ted and more trustful of each other, so amet it will be compara- 

reas easy to form organizations among the lan for 
nal-credit unions and various forms . oem ve activity. 

n we desire to acknowledge the debt we owe to those 
pioneers who have awakened the interest of Ba American people in 
rural credits. y through the efforts of Senator FLETCHER, of 
Monos the Amerin. Commission athe fn the United States Commiisston 
wen 
tained in Sena first 
entitled “A Europe.” 

Senator FLETCHER was of both commissions, 
of Indiana, a member of —— present joint committee and oe 


the subco 3 pecs an 

FLETCHER ote 2 
to sit with the present joint commultous in tts Geliberations: He has 
given es rra nee wise counsel to your eee an on frequent 


occasions. of the reg ao persona) credits, 
particularly Mr. Moss, Mr. HAWLEY, and HOKE ae have 
given most valuable assistance to the land- -mortgage division. 


SUMMARY, 
It is belieyed that the system of land banks outlined in the proposed 
bill affords a safe and attractive farm-loan gear fase the investing 
lic—low interest rates, long-term mo payments for 
e farmers; low cost of sdertnistrations apid — Fd vot — tion 
and operation ; adaptability to the needs of every timula- 
the spirit of of generous cooperation among 3 

Henry F. HOLLIS, 

Chairman for the Subcommittee on Land Mortgage Loans. 

N st of — subcommittee gre — 8 loans: Senator HoLLIS, 
of New chairman ; tor Gor, of Oklahoma ; Senator 
NELSON, of . Mr. r. of N E Mr. PHELAN, of Massa- 
chusetts; Mr. Lever, of South Caro Haves, of California. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
joint resolution which I send to the Clerk's desk be immedi- 
ately considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent for the immediate consideration of the resolution 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution extending time for filing an additional report of 
115 tee Sotat commnities ot Contec tetris — 


Resolved, etc., That the time of the joint committee of the two 
Houses of Congress appointed pursuant to an act of Congress, ap- 
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ven March 4, 1915, be, and is hereby, extended for four months from 
he passage hereof, in which to file an additional report as required by 
the said act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution just reported? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, what 
is the reason for it? 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. Speaker, I will state to the House that the 
report submitted from the Joint Committee on Rural Credits re- 
lates exclusively to land-mortgage loans. This request for addi- 
tional extension relates to personal rural-credit loans. There 
are two subcommittees, one considering land-credit loans and 
the other considering personal credit loans. The report sub- 
mitted this morning relates altogether to the establishment of 
land banks, and the committee having under consideration per- 
sonal rural credits asks for further time in which to report. 

Mr. MANN. I shall not object, Mr. Speaker, although I as- 
sume the delay means there will be no action by this Congress, 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Alabama rise? 

Mr. BLACKMON. Reserving the right to object, I should 
like to ask the chairman of this committee if four weeks would 
not be sufficient time in which to make this further report? 

Mr. GLASS. Manifestly the chairman does not think so or 
he would not have submitted a request for four months. I do 
not think so, I will say to my colleague. 

Mr. BLACKMON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HENRY. Withhold the objection for a moment. 

Mr. BLACKMON. I withhold it for a moment. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Grass] if his request means that the sub- 
ject shall be foreclosed from consideration by the House for 
four months, or if the Committee on Banking and Currency 
would not consider they had authority to take up the question 
and report it to the House at any time even if this resolution 
was passed? 

Mr. GLASS. Undoubtedly we do not apprehend it will require 
four months. We discussed that in the committee. As a matter 
of precaution it was decided that we had best ask for an exten- 
sion of time for four months. The personal-credit aspect of the 
matter has received very little attention so far, because the time 
of the committee has been devoted almost exclusively to the 
consideration of the land-mortgage credit aspect of the subject. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I understand the difficulty under 
which this committee labors, and of course it has been a very 
hard task to write both of these bills. I am in hopes we may 
have legislation at this session. It was promised some time ago. 
It has been delayed too long. I do not wish to put any obstacle 
in the way of the committee, but it seems to me that it might 
get busy and give us legislation within the next month or so on 
the personal-credit phase of this question, and I will ask the 
gentleman if the Committee on Banking and Currency purposes 
taking up that question, too, and going into it immediately? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENRY. I would like to have an answer to the question. 

Mr. BLACKMON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANG- 
LEY] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recorp. On what subject? 

Mr. LANGLEY. On the tariff, the President’s message, the 
war tax, preparedness, and so forth. [Laughter.] And to print 
certain articles bearing on these subjects. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I shall probably have occasion 
during this session to express my views upon some, and perhaps 
all, of the topics I have mentioned in making this request, and 
I shall not therefore at this time attempt to discuss them in 
detail. My chief purpose is to put in the Recorp the recent ex- 
pressions of certain distinguished Democrats who have hereto- 
fore enjoyed the confidence and esteem of the rank and file of 
their party. I am doing this with malice toward none and 
charity for all and in obedience to a sense of public duty, in 
the hope that a good many patriotic and trustful Democrats 
who are not subscribers to the papers in which these were pub- 
lished may thus be given the opportunity of reading what some 
of their leaders think of what the present Democratic Congress 
and administration have done and are proposing to do. First 
let me quote from the “ peerless leader,” the Hon. William Jen- 
nings Bryan. On the front page of one of the December issues 


[After a pause.] The 


of the Commoner there appears the following editorial, signed 
by Mr. Bryan: 


PRESIDENT’S MESSAGE ANALYZED, 


I have carefully read the President's message. We are committed to 
legislation which will give to the Filipinos the promise of ultimate inde- 
8 with steady progress in that direction. I am sure, too, that 

ongress will support the President in the effort to secure justice for 
Porto Rico. Recent events have strengthened the arguments in favor 
of the establishment of a Government-controlled fleet of merchantmen, 
and events have also increased the demand for a rural-credits measure 
written in the interest of the farmers, 

But when the President touches on e ee and suggests a 
scheme of taxation for carrying out the plan he enters a new field, and 
his revolutionary recommendations will find increasing opposition in 
both parties. The reasons which he gives do not suppor the appro- 
priations for which he asks. Pan Americanism, if it differs at all from 
the Monroe doctrine, ought to lessen rather than increase the neces- 
sity for 9 5 aredness. If a small Arm 
enforce the Monroe doctrine when the tin American countries were 
suspicious of the United States, why do we need an increase now 
when that suspicion is removed and when the Republics of Central and 
South America are wi g to cooperate with us in the support of the 
Monroe doctrine? Then, too, the enormous destruction of life in Europe 
will reduce the pressure over there and make it less probable that any 
nation in the near future will desire to colonize Latin America. 

The President is unfortunate, also, in his suggestions in regard to, 
taxes. The Democrats will not take kindly to the idea of taxing gaso- 
line and automobiles. A few years ago only the rich owned automo- 
biles; now S are becoming the farmers’ carry-all, and with the in- 
creased use of gasoline for agricultural purposes, the farmer would 
feel that he was being singled out and made to bear new burdens for 
the benefit of munition factories to get ready for imaginary wars. 

If an additional income tax is ee to, the mocrats will, I 
think, insist that the burden be placed on large incomes and inheri- 
tances rather than on the incomes of those who will have to do the 
fighting if there is any fighting to be done. 

The President’s plan of taxation is quite sure to arouse opposition 
among the Republicans, whose support is solicited, as well as among 
the mocrats, The Republicans are not likely to favor the new in- 
come taxes, and they w rege A demand as a condition to their sup- 
port an increase in the tariff, to which the Democrats will not consent. 

While the President’s plan to largely increase the appropriations for 
the Army and Navy ought to fail because there is no necessity for such 
increase, its defeat will be made more certain by the dissensions sure to 
arise over the different kinds of taxation. w. 1. 5 

. J. Bryan. 


Difficult as it may be for some to believe, this is the same Mr. 
Bryan who thrice led the Democratic hosts of the Nation. This 
is the same Mr. Bryan over whom the Democrats of Kentucky 
so often went into eestacies of enthusiasm, and who, when his 
Democratic brethren of the old Commonwealth were hard 
pressed by their ancient foe, was brought down to sweep across 
the Pennyrile” and the “Purchase” with cyclonic irresist- 
ibility. It is the same Mr. Bryan who took from that beloved 
old Democratic hero, CHame CLARK, the nomination at Bal- 
timore and gave it to the man who wanted him.“ knocked into 
a cocked hat“ and whom he is now seeking to convert into a 
sombrero of a similar design. As I think of it all the memories 
of the mighty past come floating back to me, I can hear the 
tread of the marshaled hosts of Kentucky Democracy as they 
shout, “Bryan! Bryan! William Jennings Bryan!” I hear 
again the echo of their applause when he is announced as the 
premier of the Cabinet. But lo, what a change has come over 
the spirit of their dreams. Their idol has been shattered; the 
mighty has fallen, and “ now lies he there, and none so poor to 
do him reverence.” My heart goes out in solicitude and sym- 
pathy for certain distinguished Kentucky Democrats who for 
these many years have posed as the mouthpiece and personal 
representatives of the matchless Nebraskan, and who in more 
recent times have been given the added prestige of being also 
the spokesman of his late chieftain, of whom he is now the 
foremost critic. I am wondering how these spokesmen are going 
to play the rôle of “good Lord, good devil,” and I can not 
suppress a faint smile when I recall how merciless they were in 
twitting us over our little broils of four years ago and how 
conscienceless they were in taking advantage of them. Yea, 
verily, it maketh a great deal of difference whose ox is gored. 

There is another distinguished Democrat who has been sig- 
nally honored time and again by his party, whose championship 
of the principles of progressive Democracy is known from ocean 
to ocean, and whose name is a household word almost throughout 
the land. I refer to the Hon. William Randolph Hearst, whose 
achievements in the field of journalism are without parallel and 
whose efforts in behalf of the toiling masses have endeared him 
to them to a most remarkable degree. In the New York American 
of December 26 last there appeared on the front page over his 
signature the following article: 


AN AMERICAN POLICY FOR THE DEMOCRATIC CONGRESS. 


To the EDITOR OF THE AMERICAN: 


About a year ge the New York American published a signed article of 
mine on the tariff. 

This article earnestly urged the Democratic Party to abandon its free- 
trade policy, a policy which had 3 ad a disastrous failure 
which had continually plun; the country into the cots of financial 
depression during Democratic administrations, and which had invariably 


and Navy were sufficient to 
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resulted in a deficiency of revenue, which had to be met by extraordinary 
taxation or bond issues. 

Our so-called war taxes, the burden of which was lately reimposed 
upon the country by Congress, are, as a matter of fact, not war taxes at 
all. They are free-trade taxes. 

ee are the tax additions which invariably follow Democratic tariff 
reductions. 

They are direct assessments, levied upon the public to meet the deficit 
38 by the customary and conventional Democratic experiments in 

ree trade. 

However -destructive the ultimate effect of the European war may 
be upon the foreign markets of this country, the immediate effect of the 
war has undoubtedly been to increase the consumption and accentuate 
Vea in Europe for a considerable number of our American 
products. 

All sorts of food supplies and all sorts of manufactured articles re- 
quired by the gigantic ropean armies have been in unusual demand 
and at extraordinary prices. 

America therefore has sold an unusual amount of certain products 
at 3 high rates, with great commercial and financial ad- 
vantage. 

On the other hand, the scarcity of productive European labor, the 
demands of 72559 55 for its own materials, the ifficulties and gers 
of transportation Wane have to a considerable extent excluded European 
products from the United States. 

The European war, therefore, and the conditions which it has created 
should have brought unprecedented, even though impermanent, pros- 
perity to the United States, and if the war has failed to do this because 
of the Democratic depression which it has had first to overcome, it has at 
any rate saved the country from the full disaster of the Democratic 
policy of reckless tariff reduction. 

We have as yet, therefore, fortunately felt but little of free-trade dis- 
aster, and only such free-trade depression as must follow conditions of 
the daze of uncertainty and the 


business disturbance, combined with 
dread of ae jury. 

Soon, however, the pean war must end. Then the full effect of 
Up Democratic policy of unscientific tariff reduction will fall upon our 

f 

We will then ne — — have the enormous artificial demand for war 
supplies and food products which has partly sustained our industries, 
wn he ieee which has sustained part of our industries during this war 


pe 2 

We must then confront the unhappy condition of having our markets 
much more than ever open to European competition and our own prod- 
ucts much less than ever in demand in European markets. 

The Democratic administration might have obviated this destructive 
and depressing situation to a great extent by adopting a policy of 
reciprocity, by using the proposed modifications of our tariff and the 


resultant o ng of our markets to foreign products as a lever to secure, 
by reci ty treaties, the freedom of foreign markets to our products. 
But the administration, unfortunately, did not haye the business ex- 


perience and judgment to see the advantage and advisability of such 
reciprocal relations. 

e United States of America is the greatest business country in 
the world, but only occasionally has this great business country had 
anything approaching an intelligent business administration of its 
Government. 

The present administration is no doubt well meaning enough, but it 
is impractical and in enced. 

It is an administration of theories and vagaries, of prejudices and 
impulses, of incongruities and inconsistencies. 

t is an administration of visionary policy, conceived in vanity and 
confirmed in fanatical obstinacy. 

Reciprocity is a hundred-year-old Democratic doctrine. 

RORTY, was the especial plan of Thomas Jefferson, the founder 
of the ocratic Party. 

Reciprocity has had the 8 and sanction of nearly every great 
Democratic leader who has led his party to sustained national success. 

Reciprocity was the policy of the leaders of the recent Democratic 
Congresses to such an extent that when President Taft announced his 
conversion to reciprocity the Democratic leaders in Congress pras 
him their port on the ground that “reciprocity was an accepted and 
established Democratic doctrine.” 

But this tried and proven Democratic policy has been discarded. 

. of the Democratic leaders in Congress have been 
rejected. 

The possibilities of overcoming the imminent dangers of unmitigated 
tariff reduction have neither been discerned nor embraced. 

A policy of unreasoning tariff reduction has been adopted, with all 
its demonstrated industrial disturbances and eventual disasters, instead 
of that policy of reciprocity which would have obtained for our manu- 
facturers the same advantages in foreign markets which we are extend- 
ing to foreign manufacturers in our markets. 

e wind was not tempered to the shorn industrial lambs, and, as a 
consequence, many of the most promising of the industrial flock have 
sickened, and some have died. 

Our national yield of golden fleece from wealth-producing industries 
will be diminished to a proportionate degree. Our national resources in 
produis and profits, in work and wages, will be decreased to a similar 
extent. 

Not only individuals but the Nation has felt a lack of income, despite 
the artificial stimulus of war prices. 

Thus taxes have been increased, although our ability to pay them is 

t as it once was, 
he end is not yet. ` 

We have still to face the full and final results of Democratic folly 

and fatuity which will surely be upon us at the end of the European 


war. 

Why, then, should the Democratic Party, now reassembled in Con- 
aae, age take advantage of the temporary respite which the war 
provides 

Why should the Democrats in Congress, and in the administration, 
too, if there be any there, not realize and admit that a tariff for revenue 
ane for protection is not merely a Republican policy, it is an American 

cy? 
port has been approved by the American ple; it has been indorsed 
by history, fortified by fact, and sustained by experience. 

Let the Democrats accept this well-proven licy and contrast the 
narrow and selfish Republican 1 of protection for favored interests 
with the broader governmental and better business policy of just and 
judicious protection to increase our products at home and widespread 
reciprocity to extend our markets abroad. 

WILLIAM RANbDOLrH HEARST. 


-This is mighty sound advice to his Democratie brethren 
in Congress, and it contains much that any good Republican can 
enthusiastically indorse. 

Indeed it shows pretty conclusively that we Republicans are 
correct in the contention that in the aggregate the European 
war has helped rather than harmed us, and that but for the 
curtailment of foreign competition and the increased demand 
for our products, resulting from the war, we would have fared 
far worse than we have. It emphasizes also the further fact 
that the American doctrine of protection is indispensable to the 
solvency of our Treasury and the prosperity of our people, and 
it shows that such prosperity as we now enjoy has been pro- 
duced by the wall that the European war built around this 
country, which is higher than any tariff wall ever built. In 
other words, it is a complete vindication of the doctrine of pro- 
tection. Of course the advice of Mr. Hearst will fall upon 
heedless Democratic ears, but, speaking for myself alone, I 
congratulate him upon the splendid Americanism and lofty 
statesmanship which his article displays. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. VARE. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for my 
colleague, Mr. Darrow, on account of death in his family. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a speech by H. L. 
Loucks on rural credit. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Ditton] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Rercord by printing a speech by H. L. Loucks on rural credit. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on Thursday, following the regular order of business, I may 
have one hour’s time in which to discuss inland waterways. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bon- 
LAND] asks unanimous consent that on next Thursday at the 
close of the regular business he shall have one hour in which 
to address the House on the subject of inland waterways. Is 
there objection? . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, what 
does the gentleman mean by “ the close of regular business“? 

Mr. BORLAND. I suppose there will be some order of busi- 
ness on that day that will have privilege. I do not know. 

Mr. MANN. We never run out of regular order of business 
here. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will make it, then, at the close of the 
morning hour. 

Mr. MANN. We have a special order for Thursday. Why 
does not the gentleman make it following the special order? 

Mr. BORLAND. That was the intention. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent for an hour next Thursday after the disposition 
of the Moon bill, which is pending business. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Record on the subject of rural credits, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
Lazaro] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record on the subject of rural credits. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request for a 
colleague. I desire to ask unanimous consent that immediately 
after the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BorRLAND] has concluded 
his remarks the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Davis]—known as 
„Cyclone“ Davis-—be allowed one hour in which to address the 
House on the subject of rural credits. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 
asks unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the speech of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bortanp], his colleague from 
Texas [Mr. Davis] be permitted to address the House for one 
hour on the subject of rural credits. 

Mr. HENRY. And preparedness. 

The SPEAKER. And preparedness, and so forth. 
ter.] Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, when is this to be? 

The SPEAKER. To be at the close of the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Bortanp] on Thursday. 


{Lanugh- 
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Mr. MANN. Suppose it should not come on Thursday, will 
that run over until Friday? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, was my request granted? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
which I do not intend to do, I want to serve notice that there 
are some important bills on the calendar, and I think they ought 
to be taken up, and I will object to any more permissions to 
address the House at this time. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman will not give that notice, 
with two requests on that side already granted and when I am 
about to prefer one on this side of the House. 

Mr. FERRIS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I am always ready to yield 
to a suggestion, but here is the situation: Next spring we shall 
all be trying to go home to our campaigns, and these days that 
are sought to be devoted to speeches ought to be used in getting 
the bills through. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Oklahoma object- 
ing or not? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 5 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, let me make a request. I ask 
unanimous consent that to-morrow, after the reading of the 
Journal, the gentleman from Washington may have one hour in 
which to address the House. I hope the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Ferris] will not object to that. 

Mr. FERRIS. To-morrow is Calendar Wednesday and we 
expect to get our bill called up then. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, it will come later. I do not wish to inter- 
18 d the consideration of the bill. That will be time enough, 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not think the gentleman ought to ask 
that on Wednesday. That is a day when we have our only 
chance to get up our bills. But I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. What gentleman from Washington is it? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. HUMPHREY. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that to-morrow, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal and the transaction of the routine busi- 
ness, the gentleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY} shall 
have an hour in which to address the House—upon what? 

Mr. MANN. On the state of the Union. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. On the state of the Union. Is there objec- 
tions? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing two addresses 
recently delivered at the Rivers and Harbors Congress in this 
city—one by Representative Moorz, of Pennsylvania, and one 
by Dock Commissioner Smith, of New York City. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
BENNET] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record by printing two speeches recently made at the River 
and Harbor Convention in this city, one by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] and one by Dock Commissioner 
Smith, of New York. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I have no objection, let me say, to the printing of the address 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moors], and 
I do not know that I shall object to the other, but it seems to 
me that there was some sort of a rule made here just before the 
holidays about printing those addresses that had been delivered 
at that Rivers and Harbors Convention, and objection was 
made to several separate requests on the theory that so many 
speeches had been delivered at that congress that it was im- 
practicable to undertake to print them all in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp. It seems to me that if that proposition was laid down 
at that time and adhered to at that e it ought to be adhered 
to now. I think the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] him- 
self perhaps made that suggestion. 

Mr. MANN. I am not sure whether it was I that made the 
suggestion or the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART], 
but I know that we both believe it ought to be observed. 

Mr. GARRETT. I have no objection to the printing of an 
address made by a Member of the House. 

Mr. MANN. A Member of the House? 

Mr. GARRETT. Yes; a Member of the House, by Mr. MOORE, 
if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Benner] will separate 
his two requests. 

Mr. BARNHART rose. 


The 3 For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Mr. BARNHART. To state briefly that there was an under- 
standing, after due announcement was made, that a'report of 
these speeches covering very largely the whole field to be 
covered would be undertaken, and that there would be no more 
of these speeches printed that were delivered. However, there 
were not a great many Members of the House present at the 
time. I want to join my colleague from Illinois and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee in the position they take. Speeches by 
Members of Congress I will not object to, but I will object to 
the printing of speeches made by others, and I hope the gentle- 
man from New York will separate his requests. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, of course I will divide my re- 
quests; but this address by the dock commissioner of New 
York will take, I will say, less than three-quarters of one column 
in the Recorp. In the presence of the present condition of New 
York Harbor in New York City this House is entitled to the in- 
formation that is contained in the dock commissioner's state- 
e and therefore I hope that neither of the gentlemen will 
object. 

Mr. BARNHART. The gentleman himself can give that in- 
formation. 

Mr. BENNET. No. 

Mr. GARRETT. May I ask the gentleman from New York 
if he deals with that particular thing and not with the general 
features? 

Mr. BENNET. It is not the general condition. It was on 
the condition of the harbor of New York, and, as I recall it, it 
dealt very largely on the condition of the harbor and national 
preparedness. Therefore it seems to me it ought to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.) The 
Chair hears none. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE—H. R. 4737. 


Mr. TAGGART rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Kansas rise? 

Mr. TAGGART. To ask for a change of reference of House 
bill 4737, which I introduced, for the purpose of extending the 

provisions of the pension laws to include the Eighteenth and 
Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, a bill which 
by inadvertence was sent to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
when it should have been referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

The SPEAKER, Why should it be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions? 

Mr. TAGGART. Those organizations did not serve in the 
Civil War, but in an Indian war. 

The SPEAKER. Were the organizations made in the Civil 
War? 

Mr. TAGGART. No; they did not serve in the Civil War. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows; but were they made in 
the Civil War? 

Mr. TAGGART. No, sir, Mr. Speaker; they were organized 
some few years after the close of it. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to be heard. Is this a public bill or a private bill? 

Mr. TAGGART. It is a public bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? Without objection, it is 
so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 50 minutes on the subject of the national 
defense. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERWOOD] 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for 50 minutes on 
the subject of the national defense. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Ohio 
is recognized. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, of course we will have hor- 
rors and horrors on account of this barbarous submarine war- 
fare; but the worst that can happen is the severance of diplo- 
matic relations with any and all Empires across the Atlantic 
wherein American citizens are murdered. But this does not 
mean war. On our southwestern border during the past two 
years 153 American citizens have been brutally murdered, not 
because they were on a ship carrying the flag of a belligerent or 
were found with a hostile army, but solely because they were 
American citizens, unarmed noncombatants. 

All these unspeakable horrors did not happen in a hostile 
zone 3,000 miles away, but within 100 miles of our own borders. 
This submarine warfare is the most cowardly and barbarous of 
all warfare since the world began. And yet we are building a 
whole brood of submarines. 
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War is the greatest crime of the human race. It is not in my 
philosophy that if the murder of one man makes a villain, the 
murder of thousands makes a hero. It is in my philosophy that 
the hero of humane achievement in the uplift of his fellows 
transcends the hero of blood and iron and noise in a war of 
conquest. It is as true to-day as 87 years ago, when uttered 
by that greatest of Englishmen, Thomas Carlyle: 

A standing army means waste, depression, and moral 4275 No 
nation can improve its morals or grow in strength when its bravest 
and best sons are year by year devoured in the army. 

This is the stand taken to-day by the sanest statesmen and 
ripest scholars of the age. A great stucent of ethics says: 
“The soul grows in the direction of its attention.” 

A nation, which is only the aggregation of individual souls, 
can not be moving toward peace while definitely preparing for 
war. ? 

It is with the deepest regret that I am unable to agree with 
the President on his proposed plan of national defense. The 
President has rendered great service to the country by his 
superb diplomacy in keeping the country in the path of peace. 
He has had more difficult and perplexing problems to solve than 
any President since the adoption of our Federal Constitution, 
and his unflagging devotion to duty, his superb poise and 
masterful grasp of the many diplomatic problems, which he has 
settled in the interest of peace, entitle him to the lasting grati- 
tude of all the people. I believe, however, that he has mistaken 
the popular judgment in his preparedness message. I believe 
the defeat of this scheme for extra taxation at this time, when 
the Federal Treasury is lank and lean, will command the 
approval and support of a majority of the people. 

While I have been a peace man for over half a century, I have 
never been a peace-at-any-price devotee. Neither am I a mem- 
ber of any society or association for limiting national armament. 
I am not from Missouri, but before I vote to waste any more 
money to increase idle armies or top-heavy navies I want to 
know what emergency exists for such expenditure. [Applause.] 
Up to date none of the advocates of “ preparedness ” have given 
Congress or the people one valid reason why we should squander 
any more hard-earned tax money on militarism. Not one of 
this whole array of pretending patriots have pointed to an 
enemy either hostile to the United States or liable to attack 
the United States. Less than one year ago, when the armies of 
Europe were more powerful, more formidable, than now by at 
least 5,000,000 soldiers, the President and the Secretary of War 
and the Secretary of the Navy all took strong grounds, in public 
interviews and proclamations, that we were fully prepared for 
any emergency. This is so well known that I need not cumber 
the CONGRESSIONAL Record with any quotations from their well- 
timed utterances of sanity and sense. Furthermore, the so-called 
experts of the Army and Navy less than one year ago fully 
fortified the attitude of both the President and his Cabinet on 
this vital question. At the hearings in the last session of Con- 
gress Gen. Erasmus M. Weaver, Chief of Coast Artillery, whose 
duty it is, he said, to“ be advised as to the character and suffi- 
ciency of our seacoast armament,” stated: 


My information is that our system of fortification is reasonably ade- 


arate oe all defensive purposes which they are likely to be called. upon 
co meet. 


And further said: 


I have been a close student of the whole subject, naturally, for a 
number of years, and I know of no fortifications in the world, as far 
as my reading, observation, and knowledge goes, that compare favorably 
in efficiency with ours. 


Gen. Crozier, Chief of Ordnance, considered one of the greatest 
experts in the country on fortifications and guns, said: 


In my opinion, these guns, with other advantages which o - 
defense fortifications have, will be adequate for maintainin 8 
fu! combat with vessels of war arm with any gun which is now 
under construction anywhere in the world to my knowledge. 


A yery distinguished statesman of the Republican Party, late 
n candidate for President and a close student of continental 
events, gives the country the benefit of his investigation as to 
the origin of this colossal military propaganda. I quote from 
La Follette’s Magazine, which has not yet been sued for libel: 


Who are the real patriots of the country? They are the glorious 
group of multimillionaires who are making such enormous profits out 
of the European war as were never before realized in the same brief 

riod since time began. They are the Morgans, the Rockefellers, the 
‘chwabs, the Garys, the du Ponts, and their prototypes who are back 
of the 38 corporations most benefited by war orders, the stocks of which 
bave increased more than a thousand million dollars above their highest 
market value before the war. They are the dollar-scarred heroes who 
ae the Navy League of the United States. Shades of Lincoln! 
What a band of paras with their business connections covering every 
financial and industrial center in the United States! Owning news- 
papers, periodicals, and magazines and controlling through business 
relations the editorial 1 Will ot n they will be able to 
render werful but disinterested aid the great propaganda for 
preparedness now flooding the country, 


The bold Wisconsin editor and statesman gives us an ade- 
quate idea of the original source of the viperous hellbroth of 
threatening war now sending its malignant poison through war- 
scare journals and magazines into the hearts and homes of 
thousands of well-meaning, timid Americans. 

Congress, under the Constitution, is the only power competent 
to declare war. If there is any enemy in sight or likely to 
attack the United States, it is the sole duty of Congress to take 
the initiative; and the power to declare war implies the power 
to make all preparations for war. Article I, section 8, of the 
original Constitution, also states that Congress shall have power 
to provide for the common defense. Hence it follows that 
Congress has the sole power not only to declare war, but to 
provide for the common defense, and Congress will be held 
strictly to account by the people in the coming November for 
any ill-timed or unnecessary laws, whether enacted through fear 
of an impossible enemy or because a powerful and greed-hungry 
cabal demanded the sacrifice. No individual Member of Congress 
can shift the responsibility for his vote on this the most vital 
question of the hour upon either the President or his Cabinet. 

In all our history, from the first proclamation of the Federal 
Constitution, signed by George Washington as President, Sep- 
tember 17, 1787, until now, no political party, no leading states- 
man or leading publicist has ever before advocated a great 
standing Army and Navy in time of peace. Whenever we are 
liable to be confronted with an armed enemy I will vote for as 
many armed men and as much money as the President may de- 
mand; and, furthermore, I will volunteer as a soldier to go to 
the front, which is more than any of this powerful array of cul- 
pable curmudgeons, who originated this horrid war scare, will 
ever do. [Applause.] 

It is now up to this Congress to decide whether all the sacred 
history of the past, sacred because humane and successful for 
over a hundred years of undisturbed peace, shall continue to 
endure in the purpose and hope of its founders, or whether we 
shall enter the devious path of world-power exploitation. Mili- 
tarisin and imperialism are a couplet of devious devils that will 
earry the American people on the down grade speedily. You 
can not separate militarism from imperialism. To use an un- 
clerical expression, they are twin devils of rapacity and moral 
decay—useless one without the other. Like the Siamese twins 
of long-time memory, they are coursed with the same blood, 
and if you cut the umbilical cord both will languish and die. 
[Applause. ] 

Here is what George Allen England says of this humbug 
scare, misnamed “preparedness ”: 

The whole thing is perfectly obvious. Seizing upon the European 
butchery as an excuse, the armament makers and militarists are de- 
termined to drive this country over the brink if they can. They remain 
indifferent to all truisms such as that “ preparedness "’ has not prevented 
but has always induced war, There is money in this thing for them; 
so down with old age pensions, educational expansion, improvements of 
all kinds, and hurrah for Moloch. Militarism is a quick cut to mil- 
lions. Moloch, militarism, murder, massacre—I think that sums it all 
up with neatness and dispatch. 

The Toledo Blade, of my district, the oldest daily journal in 
northwestern Ohio of the Republican faith, says: 

Suerwoop stands alone among the Ohio delegation on the prepared- 
ness program. 

While this is evidently a mistake, I should not feel lonesome 
or discouraged were it true. Not long ago the Ohio State Jour- 
nal, another old-time Republican paper, published in the State 
capital, printed an editorial with the following closing paragraph : 

We wish Ohio could take a positive stand for peace in the Halls of Con- 

ss. It has not done so. here is only one man who has represented 

is constituents faithfully upon this matter, and that is Gen. SHER- 
woop, of the Toledo district. He has sounded the true note every time. 

Well, I have been alone before. The bill of May 13, 1908, to 
build a harbor of safety and a dry dock at Pearl Harbor in the 
Sandwich Islands, a bill providing for spending over $3,000,000, 
invoked much skyrocket oratory on the floor of the House. 
There was fear of a formidable raid on our Pacifice coast by 
Japan. One of the leading orators of this eventful day was 
Capt. Hobson, of Alabama. He convinced the alert-eared Mem- 
bers that Japan was about to attack the United States and 
assume warlike control of the great Pacific Ocean, and without 
this ocean control America would be lost. The measure passed 
the House with a hurrah—229 yeas to 1 no, as I remember. 
On a roll call I was the only Member voting against it. The 
tally clerk, out of sheer pity, came to me and said, “ You are 
the only one voting ‘no’; I thought you had made a mistake.” 
Let us see. 

Our biggest battleships have a water displacement of 26 feet 
and the entrance to Pearl Harbor has only a depth, as I learn, 
of about 15 feet, and the bottom is coral rock. Hence, if we 
should happen to have a war with Japan and a naval conflict 
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should occur 2,000 miles from the Pacific coast and one or more 


of our battleships should be disabled and should seek safety in 
Pearl Harbor, it would hardly be able to skim through 15 feet 
ef water depth with a battleship of 26 feet water displacement. 
Amount expended for dredging to date, $3,296,000. And yet 
the original foolhardly Pearl Harbor preparedness was as well 
grounded in sanity and sense as the present plan of “ prepared- 
ness” and not so expensive by some $445,000,000. 
SOME STAGGERING FIGURES. 

For the 10 years preceding the European war we had ex- 
pended on our Navy over $300,000,000 more than Germany or 
any other nation except Great Britain. 

These estimates almost stagger belief; and yet this is not all 
the advocates of “preparedness” demand. If carried into na- 
tional law, it means national bankruptcy; of course, the swift 
ruin of the Democratic Party, if a majority votes for this stu- 
pendous, uncalled-for extravagance. There is sure to be a 


healthy change of heart when the facts are known among all- 


elasses of patriotic, peace-loving American citizens. Very few 
persons who are talking about “ ess have any ade- 
quate idea of the immense tax burden involved, not only for 
this year but for all the coming years. Here are the staggering 
figures, all to. be provided for in a new tax bill: 

The five-year naval program ealls for an increase of 
$500,000,000-—$100,000,000 increase a year—which, including the 
expenses for expanding the whole naval establishment, will 
reach $600,000,000 or over by the time the five years expire. 
This is all extra—in addition to the large appropriations we are 
now making for our idle, top-heavy Navy. The Army four-year 
program demands $450,000,000 increase, over $100,000,000 a year 
extra, being an increase of more than 100 per cent over our an- 
nual Army appropriations. All extra appropriations. At the ex- 
piration of the five-year period for the program this country will 
then be expending on its Army and Navy more than any nation 
in the world in times of peace ever expended. 

In 1891 the Navy had 1,483 officers, exclusive of 239 naval 
eadets at the Naval Academy. The number of enlisted men 
allowed in 1891 was 8,250, and the amount appropriated that year 
was $24,610,501. In 1915 the officers numbered 3,403, the naval 
eadets numbered 912, the enlisted men numbered 52,561, and the 
amount appropriated was $145,734,163. In other words, we 
now have a little more than twice as many officers as in 1891, 
more than three times as many naval cadets, more than six 
times as many enlisted men, and nearly six times as large an ap- 
propriation. We have now the second strongest Navy in the 
world, with no enemy in sight and nothing to do but waste pow- 
der in target practice, concoct war scares, and give tone and 
polish to our flamboyant Washington society. [Laughter and 
applause.] “In the name of the Great Jehovah and the Conti- 
nental Congress,” as Gen. Ethan Allen remarked at the gates of 
Fort Ticonderoga, what has become of that vital plank of the 
Baltimore national platform pledging the Democratic Party to 
economy and the abolition of useless offices? [Applause.] 

What does the greatest living soldier in the United States 
think of this continental enlistment scheme recommended by 
the Secretary of War? I refer to Gen. Nelson A. Miles, a soldier 
who commanded an army corps in the Army of the Potomac 
when only 25 years of age—not only a gallant and conspicuous 
general with a four years’ battle service in our great Civil War, 
but noted as the most successful Indian fighter in the after-war 
period. Gen. Miles has visited and inspected the army of every 
one of the great powers of Europe and has more expert knowl- 
edge of war’s machinery than any soldier or war specialist in 
the United States. Of course, Gen. Miles is against the scheme. 
He seems. to think the scheme did not originate with the Secre- 
tary of War, but was concocted in our so-called War College. 
The War College, as we remember, was the favorite militant 
child of Col. Roosevelt when he was President. Hence the 
scheme has a wild and woolly flavor. [Applause and laughter.] 

The National Guard is almost unanimously opposed to this 
kind of preparedness. In the recent national convention of the 
National Guard in San Francisco, after hearing a powerful let- 
ter read from the Secretary of War, and hearing a fervid ora- 
tion by the eloquent Assistant Secretary of War Breckenridge, 
the convention turned down the continental proposition. The 
same action was taken by the State convention of the Ohio Na- 
tional Guard held later in Cincinnati. 

In further contention as to our ample preparedness for war, 
let me state that during the last 17 years 381,312 men have been 
enlisted, and these with the number in the Army would make a 
total of more than 400,000 men that have passed through the 
drill, instruction, and discipline of the military service. Ap- 
proximately the same number have reeeived military instruc- 
tion in the National Guard. Added to these figures, there are 
between two and three millions of men in our country that have 


passed through all the drill. discipline, and instruction ef Euro- 
pean armies, and whe are now, in the main, earnest. patriotic 
citizens of the great Republic. Approximately 25,000 young 
men are graduating every year from our colleges and institu- 
tions where military instruction is given. I am indebted to 
Gen. Miles for these vital statistics. 

During the last 30 years the Government has expended nearly 
$176,000,000 on our seacoast defenses, and the result at Cairo. 
Port Arthur, and the Dardanelles is sufficient evidence that 
guns on board ship are no match for coast fortifications and 
submarine mines. Within the control of the National Govern- 
ment and States there are at least 1,000,000 serviceable rifles. 
Our gun and ammunition factories are manufacturing daily at 
least 5,000,000 cartridges and will soon be capable of manufac- 
turing 50,000 artillery shells. In fact, there is now being con- 
structed in our country daily more war material than any two 
armies now warring against each other in Europe are using in 
the same time. Hence the alarming clamor about our unprepared- 
hess is criminal foolishness. It should fool no grown-up person 
outside of an idiotie asylum. [Laughter and applause.] 

HOW THE FARMERS STAND. 
„The farmers in my district are everywhere reported against 
preparedness.” The State Grange of Ohio, recently in session 
8 Elyria, declared against it. I noticed the Farmers” Union 
of North Carolina, 50,000 strong, declared against it. I am in 
receipt of the leading farm journal, the National Field, of De- 
cember 2, the national organ of the Farmers’ Alliance. It 


preparedness. A letter from A. M. Cris- 
well, president Farmers’ Alliance, Biddleton, State of Wash- 
ington, says: 
We held a large farmers union last night and took a vote on Wilson’s 
“ preparedness,” or rather on the defense bill, and not a vote was in 
favor of that —— 


William Madison Hicks, Oolagah, Okla., under date of Novem- 
ber 23, writes: 
PO ge tent eerie Bang Dioras Seay pana gy eee ee appealed ne 


the President 171... Sie nee Connie sees 

3 litical 2 eb 9 indorsed * taken by 
po D 0 y 0 

Hon. W. J. issue. citizens at Chelsea, White 
Sperry, and ah have openly condemned, but the t dailies 
refuse to let country know what we are southeast 
Kansas in the last 10 days and in southwest Missouri Pag ns Pema 
53 public mass meetings have been held eondemn the President's 


party favor the so-called p: Lewis, 
of Berkeley, Cal., a student and writer on social and economie 
reform, writes as follows: 

This is the hour when true men must arise and be numbered. Ascer- 
tain if this malign influence tor a a big military establishment emanates 
from the noble spirit of American or from those who are 
solely animated from the mean spirit of — gA and greed. 

THE LABOR UNIONS AGAINST. 


The labor unions in my district are against “ preparedness.” 


machinist union, the largest local in Toledo: 


INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MACHINISTS, 
3 Toae, ine tod November 16, 1915. 
At the last regular meeting o ge lodge, consisting of over 
opposed to a larger 


1,600 members, went on record as Army or Navy. 
the vote 
Hart. H. DEANE, 
Recording Secretary. 


Here let me quote an extract from a signed statement made 
by our able, experienced, and alert leader, the gentleman from 


or any other nation, except that of Great Britain; in the face o 
the fact that our Na is ng larger, stro „and better equipped 
than ever before; in of fact, e dent declared Poth 
in his message to Ci ber last bis recent Manhattan 
Club We are threatened from no quarter,” the proposed pre- 

bound—one year—increases our 


the com years 
preceding the European war, and over $50,000,000 more than the com- 


JWT 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1916. -` CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE: 461 


i t war we were expen 
annually on our Navy frome $20,000,000 29 $80,000,000 more than —— 
many or any other nation, except Great Bri 

Evidently the average citizen, who has been scared into the 
advocacy of so-called “ preparedness,” has been misled by read- 
ing in the war-scare newspapers and armor-plate magazines 
that we are utterly unprepared. This is a slander on both our 
Army and our Navy. And it is untrue, unfair, and unpatriotic. 
We have the strongest Navy in the world for all defensive pur- 
poses in our own waters; and in education, in deportment, in 
discipline and efficiency, we have the best naval officers in the 
world. And our Army officers in discipline and deportment and 


efficiency will compare favorably with the officers of any army |- 


anywhere on either continent. 

I have no criticism of either the Army or the Navy. My ob- 
jection is not to quality or efficiency, but to quantity. We need 
no big military establishment in this Republic. As Cardinal 
Gibbons very wisely says, we are protected east and west by 
two great oceans, a protection far more formidable than forts 
or cannon or navies; and our people, already overtaxed, can not 
stand the burden of an increased military establishment already 
too costly. 

At the beginning of the European war Germany was expend- 
ing for past wars and preparations for wars—on its army and 
navy—55 per cent of the total amount of revenues collected; 
Japan, 45 per cent; Great Britain, 87 per cent; France, 35 per 
cent; the United States, over 60 per cent. With the proposed 
military and naval program enacted into law the United States 
will be expending over 70 per cent of its total revenues; that is, 
out of every $100 collected from the people over $70 will go into 
militarism and navalism and vampireism to mark the ruin of 
the Republic of George Washington, Thomas Jefferson, and 
Abraham Lincoln. 

SOME ILLUMINATING HISTORY. 

On the question of national armament I take my stand with 
Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independence and 
father of the Democratic Party. [Applause.] In 1799 Thomas 
Jefferson wrote Elbridge Gerry as follows: 

I am for zaag — 5 internal defense on our militia solely till actual 
invasion, and for such a naval force only as will protect our coast har- 
bors from depredations, and not for a standing army in time of peace 
which may overcome the public sentiment, nor a navy which by its 
own expenses the external wars in which it may implicate us will 
grind us with public burdens and sink us under them. 

Here is a fateful admonition for this hour. Jefferson made 
the protest against the standing army of England the most vital 
paragraph in the Declaration of Independence. In all the griey- 
ances protested against in that immortal document the standing 
army, as a menace to the peace and prosperity of the Colonies, 
was mentioned in three separate paragraphs, while every other 
grievance was mentioned but once. 

Let me cite some illuminating history on the preparedness of 
95 years ago. In December, 1823, President Monroe issued his 
memorable message embodying what is now known as the Mon- 
roe doctrine. This message was a bold defi and challenge 
to the three great powers of Europe, known as the Holy Alliance, 
This Holy Alliance was a league formed in September, 1815, 
after the Battle of Waterloo had sent Napoleon into exile. It 
was formed by Alexander the First of Russia, Emperor Francis 
of Austria, William the Third of Prussia, and indorsed by nearly 
all the second-class powers of Europe. This Holy Alliance was 
formed to preserve monarchical absolutism in Europe, and sec- 
ondarily to see to it that no member of the Bonaparte family 
should ever occupy any throne in Europe. That President Mon- 
roe issued his famous message embodying the Monroe doctrine 
against any interference by this alliance is a well-established 
fact. Prof. Peck, in his new International Encyclopedia, says: 

The most noteworthy attempt of this Holy Alliance was to extend its 
operation to the New World by the coercion of Spain's revolting colonies, 

President Monroe’s message was a challenge to the whole 
formidable array of Old World monarchies, far more defiant 
and sweeping that Jefferson’s defi to Great Britain July 4, 1776, 
How about our preparedness then? We had only 10,000 sol- 
diers in the Regular Army, including infantry, artillery, and 
riflemen. And how about our Navy? We had 7 wooden battle- 
ships, 9 small frigates, 2 coryettes—low sloops with one tier of 
guns—5 sloops, 2 brigs, and 5 small schooners, 30 war craft 
all told. And how many sea dogs of war did we have then? 
Let us see. We had 80 captains, 30 master commandants, 9 
chaplains, 856 midshipmen, 53 sailing masters, 16 boatswains, 
and 18 gunners—all told only 512, besides the lieutenants, quar- 
termasters, and Army surgeons. What was the entire population 
of the United States at that critical period—1823? By the 
census of 1820 we had, including Indians, 9,633,822. How much 
did our Navy cost us in 1823? Nine hundred and twenty-nine 


thousand five hundred and three dollars all told. Did the 
Monroe doctrine precipitate war? No. We had 3,000 miles of 
deep ocean between us and any possible enemy in the Old World. 
That same ocean still rolls between, and we have now 100,000,000 
instead of less than 10,000,000 in 1820. Who is afraid? No 
one with self-poise or ordinary horse sense or courage sufficient 
to be a citizen of America. [Applause.] 

I desire to call the attention of the advocates of “ prepared- 
ness to a very valuable pamphlet just issued by Anson Phelps 
Stokes, secretary of the Yale University. Let me quote from 
the closing paragraph: 


pea 
Europe, why should not our Nation willing to take risks for real 
peace in the interest of a world tired of the cruelties and horrors of war? 


HYSTERIA OF 1812. 


We had a very disastrous fit of hysteria in 1812, resulting in 
our second war with Great Britain. Some of our historians 
charge Henry Clay, then Speaker of the House of Representa- 
tives, with fomenting this hysteria. Let me quote what one of 
the greatest statesmen of the antebellum period said of that 
war. I refer to Senator Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts. I 
quote from a memorable oration delivered by Sumner in 1845: 

The fruitlessness and vanity of war appear in the results of the great 
wars by which the world has been lacerated. BE el long ig aon) 


and renunciation of her claim to impress our seamen. The 
greatest number of American seamen ever officially alleged to be com- 
8 serving in the British Navy was about 800. To overturn 
8 injustice, the whole country was doomed for more than three 
age to the accursed blight of war. Our commerce was driven from 
seas; resources of the land were drained 
on the jan frontier were laid in ashes the 
Republic was captured; the White House 5 gaunt distress 
raged everywhere within our borders. Weary this rude trial, our 
ted commissioners to treat for peace, under 
ictions : our first duty will be to conclude peace with Gr 
Britain, and you are authorized to do it.” g 
That is, we had some 2,000 soldiers killed, twice as many 
more maimed, and involved the country in an enormous debt, 
and then made a peace compact with Great Britain which left 
the impressment of our American seamen unsettled, or just 
where it was before the war. 


THE COSTLY HYSTERIA OF 1898. 


We had another violent and costly fit of military hysteria in 
1898. It is now known that Cuba could have been freed with- 
out war against Spain and without shedding one drop of the 
blood of an American soldier. After this brief but costly war 
we paid Spain, a whipped nation, twenty millions for a vast 
group of islands, 10,000 miles away in the tropical Orient, when 
Spain had neither possession nor control. In fact, Spain had 
nothing to sell except the royal prerogative of her boy King 
Alfonso. We parted with our twenty millions for a tablet upon 
which to write the epitaph of the Republic of Thomas Jefferson 
and Abraham Lincoln. 

The Baltimore platform pledges the Democratic Party to 
immediate action on the Philippine problem. Lest we forget, I 
quote from that platform: 

We favor an immediate declaration of the Nation’s purpose to r 
nize the independence of the Philippine Islands as soon as a stab 
government can be established. 

As the Philippine Islands are both a menace and a burden 
and have cost us to date over one thousand millions of worse 
than wasted money and the lives of over 16,000 soldiers and a 
pension list of over thirty-five millions, why not recognize now, 
as a measure of national defense, that solemn promise in our 
national platform? [Applause.] We could then bring back 
some 13,000 seasoned and experienced soldiers to join our Army 
at home. It would also lift the white man’s burden in the 
tropical Orient and shorten our battle line some 10,000 miles 
should Japan seek to dominate the Pacific Ocean. We would 
save about forty millions of money, now wasted yearly in the 
Philippines, and save also the dangerous menace of passing an- 
other emergency tax bill in the immediate presence of a presi- 
dential campaign. 

Seriously, is this not more important and vital than following 
the lead of a mercenary coterie of murderous shrapnel and 
munition makers, who are coining unholy millions in the blood 
of innocents across the Atlantic? [Applause.] Nearly all our 
recognized leaders of social ethics, nearly all our great humani- 
tarians and teachers are against this preparedness business. 
You can count the defenders of this wicked folly among our 
great teachers of moral and economic reform on the fingers of 
your two hands. 7 
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It is proposed to tax a patient and tolerant people, already 
overtaxed, that an overpowering army of idlers may be endowed 
to consume the savings of the industrial classes, increasing the 
already high cost of living, and producing nothing but discon- 
tent and trouble. It is a crime against the Republic. It is with- 
out sanity, without sense, and withoue excuse. And the same 
brood of blood-money gangsters are recommending a buzzard 
brood of aeroplanes. The devil of late has learned to deal de- 
struction and death from the sky. His victims have been mostly 
women and children and babes. And the devil’s allies now 
clamor for this latest and most barbarous of all war's brutalities 
as n part of the military outfit of this so-called Christian Re- 
public. Furthermore, of what possible use can we ever have of 
aeroplanes, either to resist or aggressively fight an enemy with 
3,000 miles of ocean between? 

OLD-AGE PENSIONS. 

Instead of increasing our standing army, already costing the 
taxpayers over one hundred millions a year, I favor reducing it 
one-half, to 50,000 men. This would probably save close to fifty 
millions per year. I would use an adequate sum to improye 
and strengthen our National Guard, which, should war ever come, 
will prove our chief reliance. I would set apart, say, ten mil- 
lions as a starter for old-age pensions to the worthy workers, the 
wealth producers in our busy hives of industry. Nothing would 
do such valuable service in healing the constant conflicts between 
capital and labor as a humane system of old-age pensions, such 
as Prince Bismarck inaugurated in the German Empire. Not 
only would this benign alleviation of the woes of the workers 
heal the antagonism now so apparent in labor strikes, but it 
would be an inspiration of patriotism to every worthy worker in 
the United States. Our flag would then be a hope and a symbol 
of helpfulness, saying to every son of toil, Be true, be faithful 
to your trust, and when old age comes on apace this flag with 
the shining stars will be your protector, and a grateful Nation 
will help you to make your last days on earth comfortable and 
full of gratitude. As a matter of national defense it would be 
a cognate inspiration to every worker. Under this proposed 
system of economic reform and patriotic preparedness we could 
use ten millions to inaugurate a humane system of old-age pen- 
sions, and spend five millions in perfecting the National Guard, 
and then save thirty-five millions of our present Army budget. 
This would relieve our weary Ways and Means Committee of 
much wearing worry and prove a balm and a sweet solace to 
the great troubled army of overtaxed taxpayers, And the ten 
millions would give 100,000 old-age pensions at $100 per year. 
This money would all go into circulation and prove a potent ele- 
ment in the education of the men and women who do the world’s 
work that this Republic is not ungrateful. 

OUR COAST DEFENSES, 

Probably some anxious taxpayers will ask, When and why was 
this extensive coast-defense system started? It was in 1885, 
in order to make a generous way to spend more money. Have 
any of these big guns ever been called upon to fire at an enemy? 
No; not one, in all the 80 years; and furthermore, there may 
never be an enemy in sight for 30 years more. And when this 
self-same taxpayer, who has been reading in the big news- 
papers and magazines that our coasts are without defense, finds 
from the official reports that we have spent on coast defense since 
1885 the enormous sum of $175,973,699, he is liable to conclude 
that there is a vast array of continental liars in this preparedness 

me, 

a VIEWS OF OUR GREAT LEADERS. 

Ex-Senator Root, of New York, master mind on the question of 
international law, was the leading speaker before the Pan Ameri- 
can Congress in this city on December 28. I quote a significant 
paragraph from his address: 

Some of us believe that the hope of the world’s progress lies in the 
spread and perfection of democratic self-government. It may be that 
out of the rack and welter of the great conflict may arise a general 
consciousness that it is the people who are to be considered, their rights 
and liberties to govern and be governed for themselves, rather t 
rulers’ ambitions and policies of aggrandizement. 

This. is surely a covert punch in the ribs of that powerful 
group of war exploiters in Gotham who value blood-coined dol- 
lars as more vital than orderly democratic self-government. 
[Applause. ] 

At the same session of the Pan American Congress Dr. Jacob 
Gould Schurman, of Cornell University, predicted the settlement 
of future controversies by arbitration. Force as a moral means 
of settling controversies, he said, had failed. 

At the much-exploited Clark conference at Worcester, Mass., 
December 18 last, Norman Angell, author of The Great Illu- 
sion and other works, whose topic was “America’s need for pre- 
paredness in policy,” said: 


America, simmering with the new-raised doctrine of 8 is 
heading straight toward war, unless she formulates before building up 


her armament a definite policy to tell the world what she proposes to 
do with her military and naval forces. America is putting a premium 
on naval rivalry rather than on right or wrong by this brand of 
neutrality. 

On the 8th of November last I received a letter dated New 
York from the highest class group of scholars, humanitarians, 
and sociologists in the United States. This letter bore this 
precious patriotic motto as a guiding principle: 

The American League to Limit Armaments is organized to combat 
militarism and the spread of the militaristic spirit in the United States. 

As a matter of moment let me refer to some of this group—all 
opposed to the preparedness propaganda : 

Jane Addams, the foremost woman in the United States on 
social and economic reform. 

Felix Adler, of New York, author of Life and Destiny, the 
leading writer on social ethics and culture in America. 

Ray Stannard Baker, author and scholar, leader of social 
reform and book writer of Amherst, Mass. 

Silas B. Brownell, director of Princeton Theological Seminary, 
member of the Academy of Sciences, eminent lawyer and church- 
man, 

©. C. Burlingham, graduate of Harvard; leading member of 
New York bar; United States delegate to International Confer- 
ence on Maritime Law in Brussels, 1909-10. 

Dr. Nicholas M. Butler, president Columbia College, New 
York; one of our profound scholars and students of sociology ; 
writer and author of the great book Why Should We Change 
Our Form of Government. 

Rey. Henry S. Coffin, D. D., late of Union Theological Semi- 
nary; distinguished author, lecturer, and humanitarian. 

William J. Curtis, eminent New York lawyer, scholar, and 
reformer. 

Edwin T. Devine, LL. D., graduate of Cornell University ; 
social worker; professor of social economy, Columbia Univer- 
rad A author of humane book Misery and Its Causes and other 

S. 

William H. P. Faunce, LL. D., late of the University of 
Alabama ; author and humanitarian. 

Austen G?Fox, of New York; Harvard Alumni Association. 

Bishop David H. Greer, D. D., eminent scholar, theologian, 
humanitarian, and author. 

Morris Hillquit, LL. D., leading lecturer and lawyer on social- 
istic topics. 

Rey. John Haynes Holmes, author, scholar, and theologian. 

Hamilton Holt, editor; graduate of Yale College ; student in soci- 
ology and economics; author of Commercialism and Journalism. 

Dr, Abraham Jacobi, LL. D., of New York; author of the 
Education of Abandoned Children of Europe and other works; 
student of criminology. 

Rey. Charles E. Jefferson, D. D., pastor of Broadway Taber- 
nacle, New York; student and author; wrote the New Crusade 
and other valuable books. 

David Starr Jordan, of California, one of the ablest students 
of sociology in the United States and one of its ripest scholars; 
an author with an international reputation; author of the great 
book The Call of the Twentieth Century; president of Leland 
Stanford Junior University of California. 

Clarence H. Kelsey, banker of New York; graduate of Yale 
University. 

Adolph Lewisohm, noted philanthropist and writer and busi- 
ness man; contributed $300,000 to Columbia University. 

Dr. Jacques Loeb, graduate of Berlin University; late of the 
University of Chicago; author of valuable work on biology. 

Edwin D. Mead, lecturer and author, of Chesterfield, N. H.; 
secretary of the World's Peace Foundation; a high-class scholar 
855 author of A Study of Reformation, also The Philosophy of 

arlyle. 

George Foster Peabody, LL. D., banker; treasurer of national 
Democratic committee, New York Chamber of Commerce, and 
high-class business man. 

George Arthur Plimpton, president of Amherst College; mem- 
ber of the American Economic Association and American Social 
Science Club. 

Gustav Pollak, born in Vienna, Austria, now of New York; 
contributed to the New York Nation and writer of force; his- 
torian and contributor to American Encyclopædia ; lecturer of 
continental reputation. 

James Bronson Reynolds, of New York; profound student of 
social reforms; headworker of University Settlement of New 
York; national municipal reform league scholar; appointed by 
Gov. Roosevelt in 1900 on the “ tenement-house commission.” 

Julius Rosenwald, of Chicago, merchant; president of Asso- 
ciated Jewish Charities; trustee of Rush Medical College and 
business man of large experience. 

Oswald Garrison Villard, journalist; grandson of William 
Lioyd Garrison, Washington and Lee University, editorial writer 
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and author of A Biography of Fifty Years; newspaper and 
writer of national reputation. 

Lillian D. Wald, sociologist; originated the idea of Federal 
Children’s Bureau, which passed both Houses of Congress in 
1908; lecturer and philanthropist. 

Rev. Booker T. Washington (deceased), the foremost leader 
and teacher of the colored race; the greatest man the Negro 
raee ever produced in America. 

The great rabbi, Stephen S. Wise, author of The Ethics of 
Solomon, profound student of human destiny and entitled to 
be classed as one of the greatest leaders of Israelites in 
America. 

James Wood, humanitarian, Mount Kisco, N. Y., one of the 
leading Quakers of the United States, valued contributor to 
agricultural papers. 

Mary Emma Woolley, South Norwalk, Conn., one of the 
great women of New England, president Mount Holyoke Col- 
lege; member board of electors of Hall of Fame, the Women’s 
Educational Industrial Union, Boston Rhode Island Society for 
Collegiate Education for Women, author “ Monographs” and 
numerous other pamphlets and essays on topics of reform and 
human. betterment. 

The Rev. Washington Gladden, the leading Riek ory steno min- 
ister of Ohio in the broad domain of civics, a recognized teacher 
of sociology, is preaching powerful sermons against this military 
propaganda, 

Even: in this wicked city of Washington, where the news- 


papers are all one way, there is a healthy and growing senti- | 
ent against this military propaganda. We have a well-organ- | 
peace society, a rational defense league, opposed to war, 


an antimilitary organization, all composed of influential 
and women. Here is a letter from Takoma Park, Wash- 


ister, a charity worker, and a War Department official. After 
a full debate, the vote stood 3 in favor and 8 against the mili- 
tary program of the administration. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Ohio have: time to conclude his remarks. 

The SPHAKDR. The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from: Ohio be per- 
mitted to conclude his remarks, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. As this is not a political question, I have 
sent letters, which have been published in my district, asking 
for instructions from my constituents how to vote on this vital 
matter. I have not received one solitary letter, telegram, or 
verbal message asking me to vote for this colossal extravagance. 
Tt is due to say, however, that there is a National Defense 
League in Toledo composed of 10 or 12 high-class citizens. 

I also have a petition, signed by 275 high-class scholars and 
leaders of the: best: thought in New York City and vicinity, all 
for peace and against the barbarism of war preparedness. 

I must not fail to mention the superb attitude of that pro- 
found thinker and venerated prelate, Cardinal Gibbons. The 
views of Cardinal Gibbons with reference to what is commonly 
designated as “adequate preparedness ” are well worth earnest 
and thoughtful consideration. His world knowledge is vast and 
comprehensive. His devotion to the highest American ideals: 
is known to every man and woman of intelligence in the United 
States. In an authorized interview December 2, 1915, Cardinal 
Gibbons said: 

There is no need for America as a Nation to be bon the faco of the 


apprehensive of war. We are the safest Nation on th 
ence has been kind to us. 


Mexico or the 


prehensive at this 5 on account of an 
power. They are now well-nigh usted, and they 
attack us. 

At the close of our great Civil War Gen. Grant, then the 
foremost soldier of the modern world, approved the muster out 
of all the Volunteers and reducing our standing army to 
25,000 men. There was a powerful and aggressive element in 
the North clamoring for a war with England. During the war 
Confederate. cruisers, built in English shipyards and armed in 
English arsenals, had driven American commerce from the seas 
and oceans of the world, but President Grant favored the 
Geneva court of arbitration. 


y would not 


Morley, in his life of Gladstone, says: 


The treaty of Washington and the Geneva arbitration stand 
the —.— poss — ä in the nineteenth century in the noble 2 ot 


* two or . of Hf des great ap Bases ofthe Western Wola 8 

At Appomattox Grant stood on fame's topmost pinnacle, the 
foremost man in all the world, but in the Geneva award he was 
greater than at Appomattox. IApplause.] 

I remember, in 1868, going through the old Ashtabula district 
of Ohio with Gen. James A. Garfield, afterwards President, then 
starting on his remarkable civil career. I remember the ap- 
plause which greeted his peroration in approving the muster- 
out of that great Army of volunteers, in which he stated that 


We need no large standing in this 8 We are a ublie 
where every citizen is a beneficiary of — In ope 
government rests — — foree, and ie is carrying a 


—.—4 on his back. 


rr 

J can not believe that all of Gen. Garfield’s splendid idealism 
is gone. Let us hope not. I hope the time is coming and is near 
at hand when all this brass-toned hysteria over militarism and 
ocean domination will cease. When I think of the serenity and 
virility of American. patriotism a half century ago, when great. 
soldiers like Grant and statesmen of the deep: humanities like 
Garfield were the leaders, compared with the truckling servility 
to. organized. barbarity now, I feel like quoting a couplet from 
our own poet, Howard S. Taylor: 


t rests upon the 


whe 3 

Have — On ae — Lord. 
Me are to-day at peace with all the world. Why should we 
| prepare for war when we have never had a war in over a century 
and a quarter of national life that was not of our own seeking? 
No nation on either side of the Atlantie has ever attacked us 
when we were numerically weak: How utterly idiotic is the 
idea that any European nation now, exhausted in fighting men, 
with business and industry with commerce driven 
from the seas and oceans of the world; loaded down with a debt 
| that staggers belief, with the land filled with millions of widows 
and five times as many fatherless children, with 6,000,000 
maimed and crippled soldiers—the legless, the armless, the 
insane, and the sightless, who have escaped from the damp pits 
of the trenches and the lurid hell of battle—all dependents om 
the Empire for all their weary lives; that this Empire is going 
to make an impossible crossing of 3,000 miles of deep: ocean 
with an army that it is impossible to either equip. or transport; 
that this phantom army is going to attack 100,000,000: of people: 
in the United States, between whom there is no quarrel, is the 
most preposterous proposition that was ever exploited since the 
cave man of the prehistoric age was in the first stages of evolu- 
ition. [Laughter.] 
all] We are at peace with all the world. Let us strive, as be- 
comes the citizens of a Christian nation, to make that peace 
permanent and perpetual. Let us put aside all thoughts of gun 
and sword as unworthy our traditions and history and look to 
& future wherein the flag of our shining stars of States shall be 
a beacon light beckoning our people to peaceful pursuits and 
' social and moral betterment. The great present, with its glow- 
‘ing zeal for humanity, with a culture deepened and broadened 
by science and enriched by all history, with its strong-winged 
soul of prophecy hot and glowing with the blood beats a 
realized brotherhood of man claims us and calls us to stand by 
the ancient faith. [Applause.] 

Let us pray, and labor with our prayers, that this hour of mili- 
tary hysteria will speedily pass, and that the sword and the man 
on horseback shall never frustrate the true mission and destiny 
of our beloved America—peace, progress; and prosperity under 
the supreme guidance of constitutional law. [Applause:] 


THE LATE. JUSTICE LAMAR. 


Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr: Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes to announce the death of Mr. Justice Lamar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House for five minutes on the sub- 
ject of the death of Mr. Justice Lamar. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, this House, the State of 
Georgia, and the entire Nation as well have heard with pro- 
found sorrow of the death of Justice Lamar. Justice Lamar 

was bern and reared on a farm in Elbert County, in the district 
Tha have the honor to represent. 

It can be said of him truthfully the high position of judge of 

the Supreme Court of the United States sought him and that he 


AGA 


did not seek the position. He had no political aspirations. He 
was called from private life to the position of honor he occupied. 
Before filling the high position on the Supreme Court of the 
United States he was appointed by the governor of Georgia to 
the supreme court of that State and was reelected without oppo- 
sition, but shortly thereafter resigned on account of ill health, 
He then engaged in the practice of law for a term of years. 
While sojourning in Augusta, Ga., a few days that great jurist, 
President Taft, became acquainted with Justice Lamar and 
the acquaintance ripened into close friendship. President Taft 
marked him as a man of judicial temperament, judicial mind, 
and talents. A vacancy occurred on the Supreme Bench, and 
while President Taft was besieged with many applications from 
all over the United States through friends of the applicants, 
his mind went back to Georgia and firmly settled upon this 
Georgia lawyer. To satisfy his own mind of the competency 
of Judge Lamar he sent for the Georgia Reports and personally 
examined decisions rendered by Judge Lamar, thereby satisfying 
himself overwhelmingly that this Georgia lawyer was the man 
for the position. President Taft then conferred upon Justice 
Lamar not only this great honor, but he honored the State of 
Georgia by laying aside party lines and appointing this great 
jurist and Democrat. Justice Lamar did not seek the position 
on the supreme bench of Georgia; the governor appointed him 
in recognition of his ability. Justice Lamar did not seek the 
position as Judge of the Supreme Court of the United States; 
the President of the United States sought Justice Lamar and 
tendered him the position. Justice Lamar had retired from the 
bench of Georgia on account of ill health, never intending to re- 
turn to public life, but he felt duty bound to accept this posi- 
tion voluntarily tendered him by the President of his country. 

Justice Lamar served with distinction to himself and honor 
to the great State of Georgia, which he represented. All men 
spoke well of Justice Lamar, and no man spoke evil of him. He 
was a man of great personality and left a strong impress 
upon all with whom he came in contact. The members of the 
Georgia bar who knew him loved him, and the same is true of 
the lawyers who met him in Washington. 

During the early spring he had a slight stroke of paralysis, 
caused by overwork. There was never a more conscientious 
and hard worker than Justice Lamar. There are no mistakes 
in his decisions, He never left a case incomplete and no errors 
can be charged to his record. 

It had been his custom to make an annual trip to the old 
homestead at Ruckersville, and he had shown considerable 
anxiety to make that trip during the summer of this year. He 
even went to the extent of announcing to his friends at Ruckers- 
ville the date of his anticipated return, but he has not been able 
to go back to the scenes of his childhood since his illness in the 
spring. 

Two weeks ago, when he returned to Washington from White 
Sulphur Springs, he was able to return to the Capitol and make 
short journeys around Washington. He contracted cold and for 
two weeks he had been gradually sinking, and finally passed 
away as one falling asleep. 

The memory of Justice Lamar will live forever in the history 
of Georgia and this Nation as one of the greatest jurists of the 
country, and one who did not seek political preferment but was 
called on account of his superior ability. Soon his remains will 
be carried to the South to rest in the old red hills of Georgia, 
the State he, honored and loved so well. 


THE LATE GOV. HAMMOND, OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. HENRY and Mr. ELLSWORTH rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Minnesota. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House upon the death of Gov. Winfield Scott Ham- 
mond, of Minnesota. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to address the House on the life, character, and 
death of Gov. Hammond, of Minnesota. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago I heard of 
the shocking death of the late governor of Minnesota in the 
Southland. I saw the newspaper accounts of the splendid 
courtesy that was shown in bringing his remains through 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Tennessee, and Kentucky under escort 
of the governors of those Southern States; and as I pic- 
tured in my mind’s eye, as I could so well, being a native of the 
little town in which he was buried but yesterday afternoon, the 


sadness that overtook my native State of Minnesota, and when 


I realized that as the sun went down yesterday afternoon it 


was to a million people the saddest day in the history of the 
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State, I felt that some recognition of that event should be had 
in this Chamber. He served four terms in this body, in the 
Sixtieth, the Sixty-first, Sixty-second, and Sixty-third Con- 
gresses. He was a modest man, and I believe that I state a 
plain fact when I say that not many, except his old neighbors 
in his home in southern Minnesota, realized and appreciated the 
virtues of this truly great man. 

As a neighbor he was painstaking, unselfish, generous to a 
fault; as a man, a patriot, and respecter of the truth; as a 
citizen, always loyal, patriotic, and public spirited; a lawyer 
who always tried causes upon their merits, and not a stickler 
for technicalities. As an official he was ever zealous to per- 
form the duties of his public trust in any and every position 
which he held. As a political antagonist he was a man whose 
indignation, once aroused, went out against the opposition and 
made them feel the very power of his personality and the wis- 
dom of his forceful eloquence; and, when the campaign was 
over and the turmoil was cleared away, a man who could clasp 
you by the hand and be the same kind, considerate neighbor 
that he was in the beginning. 

The dominating characteristic, though, was his modesty, and 
of that particularity I want to speak. He was modest to a fault. 
The last man in the little town of St. James, a little city of 
2,000 people, in the southern part of the State of Minnesota, 
to assert himself on any public occasion, no matter whether he 
occupied the humble position of city attorney in the little city 
or the attorney of the little county, a small county in that part 
of the State, or Congressman of his district or governor of the 
State, upon any occasion—Winfield Scott Hammond, if there 
was a public occasion in the little city or village, was found 
sitting in the rear with his hands folded, speculating upon some 
perhaps little inconsiderable part of the event. He was the 
kind of a man that if you pointed to the sturdy oak, instead 
of expostulating on its great branches and its rugged roots 
which protruded from the ground, he would see in it the little 
tentacles or fibers at the end which took the sap of life; he 
would see the veins that took the sap into the twigs and leaves 
and stems—the little things that went to make up the great 
whole; and such was his life, a man of modest environment, 
of unpretentious thought, who brought the small things together 
to make up the great things which made the life he lived. 

If I may be permitted time, I will quote one brief sentence, 
the author of which was a judge and a friend of the late 
Winfield Scott Hammond, whom he greatly admired. I have 
often heard him quote it. I do not quote it with any reflection 
upon its sentiment so far as theology is concerned, but as it 
reflects his ideal of the kindnesses of everyday life. It is: 


And so in this body, in which he served four terms, I con- 
sider it a duty which I perform with a deep sense of sorrow, 
to say these few words in this Chamber to the memory of 
Winfield Scott Hammond, the late lamented governor of Minne- 
sota. [Applause.] 

Of the many beautiful testimonials to the memory of the late 
Winfield Scott Hammond, who was an honored Member of this 
House until the time of his resignation a year ago to assume the 
duties of governor of his State, I desire to introduce the fol- 
lowing by prominent citizens of his State. ~ 

2I Cyrus Northrop, president emeritus of the University of Min- 
nesota: 

[From the Minneapolis Journal, Dec. 31, 1915.] 
“He was a splendid type of citizen—splendid in every way. 


State has suffered a tremendous loss.” 
By A. O. Eberhart, former governor: 


[From the Minneapolis Journal, Dec. 31, 1915.] 


“The death of Gov. Hammond is a loss to the entire community. 
He was a man of exceptional ability and gave the State a good ad- 
ministration. Gov. Hammond did not play to the gallery. He did 
what he thought best for the State at all times.” 

By Fred B. Snyder, president university board of. regents: 


[From the Minneapolis Journal, Dec. 31, 1915.] 


“The death of Gov. Hammond is a great loss to the State and to the 
university. ‘The more I saw of the governor the better I liked him. 
He was a Democrat Soap ce but he was a non 
I considered him one of the ablest men the State of 
in the executive chair.” 

By Charles M. Andrist, secretary to the late governor: 


{From the Minneapolis Journal, Dec. 31, 1915.) 


Mr. Hammond was the best friend I had, I can not express m 
grief in mere words. He was one of the cleanest cut men in his public 
acts I have ever known. [is decisions were based on whether a propo- 
sition was right or wrong and never as to whether it was expedient 
or inexpedient. He was one of the most lovable of men.“ 


The 


rtisan governor. 
nnesota ever had 
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By Hon. James R. Maxx, minority leader of the House: 
{From the St. Paul Pioneer Press, Dec. 31, 1915.] FES 
K d t personal admiration for the governor and his deat 
. Pie was a fair fighter at all times and wise in 
council and debate, Minnesota has suffered a great loss; so has the 
country at large. It is a pity that such a man should have been 
stricken in the flower of his manhood. 
By Senator Cscan W. UNDERWOOD : 
[From the St. Paul Pioneer Press, Dec. 31, 1915.1] 
I am greatly shocked to hear of Mr. Hammond's death. He was 
an ideal Representative and performed excellent service as a Member 
of the House, As a member of the Ways and Means Committee I knew 
him well and had great respect for his judgment on public questions. 
Ey Senator Moses E. Carr: 5 
{From the St. Paul Pioneer Press, Dec. 31, 1915.] rae 
“Coming so suddenly, Gov. Hammond's death was a great shock to 
Il of us ae has DIANE as in grief. Our acquaintance dates to the 
ime when he was practicing law in St. James, before he became a 
candidate for Congress, and our relations as members of the same pro- 
fession were always pleasant. When he came to this House we were 
and I came to regard him as a man of 
sterling worth. He was very able, deliberate in his judgment, and of 
high character and integrity.” 


By Joseph P. Tumulty, Secretary to the President: 

[From the St. Paul Pioneer Press, Dec. 31, 1915.] 

“I knew Gov. Hammond well, and had t for his good common 
sense. his poise, and the deliberative judgment that he brought to bear 
in the consideration of public questions. He was a fine type of Ameri- 
can, a faithful public seryant, and a loyal friend. 

A few days before the late governor left for his last earthly 
trip to the Southland, in answer to a request for a Christmas 
expression by Miss Carrie E. Eppley, superintendent of Hope- 
well Hospital, in Minneapolis, he wrote the following reply, 
which is so thoroughly characteristic of the man that I offer 
it here: 

Letter to superintendent of Hopewell Hospital: 

{From the Minneapolis Tribune, Jan, 2, 1916.] 
`" Dear Miss Eppier: Each has his burdens to bear. The more 
cheerfully they are carried the brighter they seem to be. How fortu- 
nate it is that we may always hope for a to-morrow brighter and hap- 
jer than to-day. Troubles may disappear. Business may be better. 
he sick again may be strong. The distressed may have relief. Hope 
makes one cheerful, and cheerfulness aids us in getting over the rough 


laces in life. 
p He has given us the right to hope for better days 


“God is good. 
in this world and assurance of the happiest days in the world to come. 
given the children of 


Christmas is the anniversary of Him who has 
earth their greatest joy and dearest hope, the Apostle of Love and 
Sunshine, foe of hate and gloom. Let us all rejoice that on this day, 
centuries ago, Christ was rn. May His loving-kindness rest upon 
the patients of Hopewell Hospital and bring them joy on this Christ- 
mas day and assure them of a happy, bright New Year. 


ees “WINFIELD S. HAMMOND.” 


I submit, also, a resolution by the Minnesota delegation in 
Congress, passed on January 4, 1916. 

The Members of the Minnesota delegation in Congress having 
keard of the recent death of Gov. Winfield Scott Hammond, met 
and adopted the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That we 2 our sincere and profound sorrow at the 
sudden death of Gov. Hammond. Having known and associated with 
him, his death is a nal loss to all of us. In his official life he 
was a man of the highest character, faithful and efficient in the dis- 
charge of his duties. In his private life he was modest, kind, and 
considerate to others. He deserved and earned the highest regard 
and esteem of all who knew him. His death in the prime of his power 
and usefulness is a distinct loss to the State and Nation he loved so 
well.. 


Resolved further, That we tender to the relatives of the deceased our 

deepest sympathy in this their hour of bereavement. 
KNUTE NELSON, Moses E. CLAPP. 
A. J. VoLSTRAD. HALVOR STRENERSON, 
GEORGE R, SMITA. SYDNEY ANDERSON, 
CHARLES R. Davis. F. F. ELLSWORTH. 
Cart C. Vax DYEB, C. A. LINDBERGH. 
C. B. MILLER. T. D. SCHALL. 

He was a modest man, a true friend, an able lawyer, a con- 
scientious official, and an able statesman. 

His death is a deep sorrow to his adopted city, a shock to the 
great State of Minnesota, and took from the great political 
party to which he was so loyally devoted the prospect of a new 
leader in the Nation’s wide sphere. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to address the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Sıms). The gentleman 
from Missouri asks unanimous consent to address the House for 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I de- 
sire to congratulate the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. ELLS- 
wortH] on the beautiful and admirable speech which he just 
delivered. The House of Representatives, according to my judg- 
ment, is one of the strictest critics in the world, and at the 
same time it is one of the most generous. I do not believe 
‘there is any place on earth where a man reaches his true level 
more quickly than in the House of Representatives. 


thrown still more together, 


LIIT 3 


There is not a man who served with Gov. Hammond who does 
not sincerely regret his death. 


None knew him but to love him; 
None named him but to praise. 


He came here under very peculiar circumstances and he died 
in a peculiar situation. He came from a district that is strongly 
Republican. He was preceded by a Republican, and he was snc- 
ceeded by a Republican. He died as governor of a State that. 
has anywhere from 40,000 to 80,000 Republican majority in it. 
The fact that he achieved these great stations so universally 
coveted by men is a complete demonstration of the fact that he 
was worthy of them: He achieved high position here, was on 
the great Committee on Ways and Means, and served his coun- 
try and his district faithfully and well. His history is one of 
the valuable assets not only of the State of Minnesota but of 
the American Republic. 

Since I have been here, now 21 years, I have served in this 
House with a multitude of governors, a few ex-governors, but 
most of them when they were here were future governors. The 
State of Maine has a habit of sending her ex-governors to the 
House of Representatives. That is the only State that has that 
habit. I have always said, and I say now, that one of the most 
valuable things that comes to a man in public life here is the 
personal friendships which he forms. We may be defeated here- 
after and retired to private life, and whatever glories we have 
attained here may fade from the public mind. and probably will. 
but the recollection of the personal friendships abides with us 
always. I am glad that the big aisle is not a line of demarcation 
between friends. [Applause.] 

Accident determines very largely our associates here and else- 
where. Accident first brought me into close communion with 
Gov. Hammond, on account of a very gracious act which he 
performed. In the old time, when we drew for seats, I was 
extremely lucky. The first House that I served in I was the 
first Democrat to draw a seat, and in the next two Houses that 
I served in I drew high enough up to get within the central 
block of seats. The next House I served in I was again the 
first Democrat to draw a seat, The Sixth time, coming up on 
the street car the morning the House was to be organized, I 
told my wife that on the doctrine of probabilities I ought to be 
the last Member in the House to draw a seat, and I was next to 
the last. The astronomer Proctor figured it out once—and he 
was a great astronomer—that when playing poker a man would 
hold a royal straight flush only once out of a million hands. On 
the same doctrine of probabilities a man ought not to have 
drawn the first seat on his side more than once in any service 
in this House shorter than that of my venerable friend, Mr. 
Speaker Cannon. So on the sixth occasion when Mr. Hammond 
was here the first time I had to take a seat away back yonder 
on the outside rim. He drew so high up that he selected the 
seat that is right where the end of the table now is on the 
Democratic side, and, by the way, that was the best seat in 
the House. He came to me—I had never seen him or been 
introduced to him—and he said.“ You have a great deal to do 
here and I am a new Member and will not have very much to 
do, and I want to swap seats with you.” That was, as I said, 
a gracious and kindly act, and I never forgot it. 

Minnesota has been unfortunate in one thing; that is, the 
Democrats of Minnesota. Within a comparatively recent time 
they have elected two governors. They elected Gov. Johnson 
three times. He was not a bad chance for being President of 
the United States, and if he had lived that third term out I 
am not at all certain that he would not have been now in the 
White House. From the peculiar circumstances under which 
Gov. Hammond lived and the high position that he attained, he 
was not a bad chance for President sometime if he had lived 
the Psalmist’s allotment. Of course death comes to us all, but 
I have philosophized time and again a good deal about when 
men die. It is strange to me that a man in the very flower of his 
years, as Gov. Hammond was, a little past 50, a strong useful 
man, of high capacity, of power to serve his country with ability, 
should be taken and so many others who are not of very much 
account in the world should be left behind. But such things 
must be. While the House of Representatives can not in the 
very nature of things adjourn out of respect for the memory of 
all the former Congressmen who die, I think it is eminently 
fitting and proper that these exercises should take place in 
behalf of one of the ablest, most amiable, and most modest 
men with whom I have been associated in the 21 years I have 
been here. [Applause.] 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for five minutes. ' 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, we have all heard with pro- 
found regret of the death of the distinguished governor of Min- 
nesota, who for eight years was a Member of this body. During 
the entire period of his service here I knew him intimately and 
well, and was closely connected with his activities as a Member 
of Congress. 

I take this opportunity to pay this tribute of respect to the 
memory of my friend. 

He was a modest, quiet, cultured gentleman, and at the same 
time a strong, forceful man of action. In all the emergencies 
of life he discharged his full duty to his community, his State, 
and his country. 

Winfield Scott Hammond was born 53 years ago in the State 
of Massachusetts and spent in New England the years of his 
childhood and his young manhood. He was splendidly educated 
in an old-fashioned, conservative New England college. When 
he attained his majority he went to the great State in which he 
spent the mature years of his life. He brought with him the 
culture and conservatism of New England to aid him in his 
work in the great progressive northwest seetion of the United 
States. He there had presented to him the splendid possibilities 
of usefulness which open up always before educated young men 
of talent and ability in that section of the United States. He 
earned at once the confidence and respeet of his fellow citizens 
and he retained it until the very last. The high esteem in which 
he was held by those who knew him best is evidenced by the 
fact that although he was a Democrat with epinions fixed and 
unchangeable, he was elected to Congress four times from a dis- 
trict strongly Republican. Just before the expiration of his 
service here, after he had stood for seven years in the lime- 
light and after, as a member of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, he had rendered valuable aid and assistanee in the con- 
struction of the Democratic revenue measure now in operation, 
he was elected governor of Minnesota, a State which can always 
be considered one of the Republican States of the Union. Such 
honors as this rarely come to a man on this earth. 

He was for years a member of the great committee of this 
House on which I have the honor to serve—the Ways and Means 
Committee—to which has been delegated the task of preparing 
the several revenue measures which in recent years have 
the House, and of preparing the tariff bill now in force. During 
the long hearings and deliberations which preceded the report- 
ing out of these tariff bills the members of the committee, 
whether they agreed with him or not, learned to respect and to 
honor him. We learned early that while he was a man of strong 
convictions he was always ready to yield to evidence and to 
argument and was conscientious in the discharge of every duty. 
He was, in all emergencies and at all times, an honest man, and 
ho greater compliment can be paid to the memory of a man than 
this. 

He died when for him the sun still stood high in the heavens, 
when he was still in all the vigor of manhood, and when his 
mental powers were at their very best. He died far from home 
in the pleasant Southland, and when his body commenced its 
long journey back to his home in the colder North, with splendid 
chivalry the governors of the great States through which his 
remains passed acted as a bodyguard, and his remains were 
tenderly conveyed across State boundaries and over great rivers 
back to the home he loved and to the people who loved him. 
To-day his remains rest under the snow in the State he loved. 

He leaves to his family and to his friends a record of accom- 

plishments extending throughout the years of his life. 
May the snows of winter lie soft on his Fast resting place; 
may the winds of winter blow light over his grave; may the 
birds sing there their sweetest songs through the long, sunny 
summer days to come. 

Kind, loyal, faithful friend, farewell! 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman fs accorded 
five minutes. 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the distinguished Speaker of this 
House, who is loved on both sides of the House equally well, has 
already referred this afternoon to the personal friendships which 
are formed in the House between Members, regardless of parties, 
The new Members of the House can not yet understand the per- 
sonal relations which exist between men who in the open meet 
only in combat. It is, I think, the saving quality of the Ameri- 
can people that they make their political issues on principles, 
ond after a political fight is over and one side or the other has 
won and men have been elected to offices of responsibility they 
retain personal friendly relations. That is not the case every- 
where in the world. Last spring I went with a party to Hawaii. 
Mrs. Mann and I spent some time in California and returned 
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home about the Ist of July, where I met a large number of in- 
vitations on my desk to go out and make addresses in many. 
different places, perhaps undoubtedly because some misguided 
people in the world had the notion that they might be hearing a 
future President or candidate for the presidency. [Laughter and 
applause.] I had resolved to decline all of these, because T had 
made up my mind to take a rest last summer. Among the in- 
vitations which I received was one from the State Bar Associa- 
tion of Minnesota. I wrote a letter declining; but Inter, in going 
over the papers, I received a communication from Gov. Ham- 
mond asking me to accept this invitation, and because I had 
formed such a high idea of Gov. Hammond and had become so 
friendly personally with him in the House that was the only 
invitation at that time which I accepted, because I wanted to 
show to him that I did have for him a warm, affectionate feeling 
as well as a high personal regard. And it was a great pleasure 
to me when I learned of his leaving us for the other world to know 
that I had.so felt toward him and, as I believe, every other 
Member in the House had felt toward him who knew him. It 
was a great loss to the House when he left us to become gov- 
ernor of Minnesota. It was a great loss to the country when he 
was called hence, [Applause.] 


RUBAL CREDITS. 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, L ask unanimous consent that I 
may address the House for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent te address the House for 20 mirates. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, it is gratifying to realize that the 
Congress is about to legislate on the subject of rural credits. 
There are millions of homeless and landless people throughout 
this country who will hail with delight the information that the 
American Congress. is now to consider this great problem. 

In my judgment it is the greatest economic question Congress 
has dealt with for more than 40 years. 

Mr. Speaker, on: July 22, 1915, it was my privilege to say in a 
statement to the Texas people that this Congress should enact 
rural-credits legislation and that it should be boftomed upon 
certain principles. As outlined then, I reiterate them to-day. 

The Baltimore platform, declaring that rural-eredits legisla- 
tion is of equal importanee to the reformation of our currency 
laws; Democracy should immediately redeem that promise. 
Having studied the: question for many months, I suggest legis- 
lation upon. substantially these principles, 

Provide for organizing national farm loan associations, with 
Federal charters and Government aid, of not less than five farm- 
ers, in certain districts throughout the United States for the 
purpose of making long-time loans on farm lands and at a rate 
of interest not to exceed 6 per cent per annum, for the purpose 
of improving farm lands already acquired and for enabling ten- 
ants and those without homes to purchase and improve farms 
and broad acres. These associations should be federated in 12 
Federal land banks, corresponding substantially to the 12 Fed- 
eral reserve banks. The details should be worked out under the 
“Amortization plan” so as to allow these mortgages to run for 
periods of time ranging from 5 to 35 or more years, and should 
permit paying off present farm incumbrances of more than 
$5,000,000,000 so as to reduce interest rate and burdens. And 
as members of the Federal land banks these associations should 
be allowed to use the farm mortgages as collateral with said 
land banks for the purpose of converting them into cash and 
as the basis for farm loan bonds or debentures, 

TWELVE FEDERAL LAND BANKS. 


The Government should authorize the establishment of 12 Fed- 
eral land banks, with a capital stock of not less than $500,000 
each, for the purpose of buying mortgages from the land asso- 
ciations and of raising the capital therefore by issuing farm 
loan bonds or debentures. ` 

GOVERNMENT DEPOSITS IN THE: FEDERAL LAND BANES. 

The Iaw should allow the Seeretary of the Treasury to de- 
posit in the Federal land banks one-half of the general fund 
held in the Treasury of the United States in order that such 
banks may use this Government money to securely establish and 
maintain this rural credits system. The credit of the Govern- 
ment should be furnished in this and other ways in abundant 
measure to place the farmers’ banking machinery upon the 
surest foundation. The commercial banking act is saturated 
with Government aid. The Government should subscribe for 
the stock of the Federal land banks, provided the subscriptions 
of farm-loan associations and other subscribers are not sufficient. 

It should be provided that the Government credit and funds 
are placed behind these banks in abundant fashion. The 
Federal Government should obligate itself to purchase each year 
$50,000,000 or more of these farm-loan bonds. It should come 
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squarcly to the aid of these banks, and eren guarantee all their 
bonds. 


SEPARAT.: AND DISTINCT SYSTEM FOR FARMERS. 

A farm-loan board should be created in the Treasury De- 
partment at Washington analogous to the Federal Reserve 
Bourd and endowed with substantially the same powers. This 
system should be entirely separate and distinct from the Fed- 
eral reserve act. State institutions should be allowed to enter 
the system. These are the essential and fundamental points 
of the legislation I shall advocate. 

By this method let us make it possible for farmers to lighten 
their burdens and for the millions of worthy and homeless men, 
tenants, and laborers to acquire farms and pay for them under 
the “Amortization plan,” in periods running from five to thirty- 
five or more years, at a very low rate of interest and in no 
event to exceed 6 per cent per annum. In this way we guarantee 
homes for the homeless and lands for the landless. And thus 
we can put upon the uncultivated lands in Texas, amounting 
to 100,000,000 acres, sturdy farmers and home builders, 


FOR THE RELIEF OF THE COTTON GROWERS AND FARMERS. 


The principle of bills introduced by me for the relief of cotton 
growers is correct, and I defend those measures, 

In addition to what the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
Federal Reserve Board have ample authority for doing now to 
finance the cotton crop, the things proposed by me last year 
should have been adopted by Congress. 

Under conditions brought on by the European war the Gov- 
ernment should have deposited in the national banks of the 
South funds to be advanced to the producers of cotton at a low 
- rate of interest for one year or longer. For such purpose re- 
deemable United States notes could be issued or Panama Canal 
bonds could be sold and the proceeds added to such notes to 
bring such funds up to an adequate amount. I insist that the 
Secretary of the Treasury should have deposited these moneys 
as a trust fund to be loaned to the cotton growers. as he did 
when he sent to New York City banks on August 2 last year 
$40,000,000, with much larger sums on subsequent days, aggre- 
gating $140,000,000, to steady the stock market on Wall Street. 
The cotton can always be pledged at its market value and thus 
become the best-known security for the loans. The Govern- 
ment in this war crisis should do this with free and lavish hand. 
In July, 1915, my position was as outlined above. 


1915 COTTON CROP SAVED— SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY USES THE POWER 
AS SUGGESTED, 


Mr. Speaker, in line with these contentions the Secretary of 
the Treasury in 1915 deposited in the Federal reserve banks 
of the South Government funds and provided for financing 
the cotton crop and enabling farmers to hold it. The Federal 
Reserve Board established its commodity rate and made it pos- 
sible for the member banks to rediscount paper based on cotton 
warehouse receipts and to loan money to the cotton farmers at 
a rate of interest not exceeding 6 per cent. The value of the. 
cotton crop was preserved, and the fate befalling the farmers 
in 1914 by the paralysis of the cotton market was averted. The 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Federal Reserve Board de- 
serve the gratitude of the southern people and are receiving it. 
It was my good fortune last August to urge this exact course 
upon those officials in accordance with my promises, and I am 
grateful in finding myself in precise accord with the course 
pursued by our Government. 

SECRETARY M’ADOO TAKES PRIDE IN DEPOSITING CROP FUXNDS—1915 

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 

In his annual report just out, speaking of the cotton crop, 

Mr. McAdoo said: 


T am led to beliere that the Government's action had a happy 
effect upon the situation; that it contributed to the immediate restora- 
tion of confidence, e eee demoralization, and was a potential factor 
in the steady rise in the value of cotton from between 8 and 9 cents a 
pound at which it was then selling, to between 11 and 12 cents a pound, 
at which it is now selling. 

In 1914 for many months I contended that such course would 
save millions of dollars to Southern farmers. The Secretary of 
the Treasury by his wise action preserved the value of the crop 
of 1915, and I congratulate and thank him for 30,000,000 of 
Southern people. 

In August, 1915, by special visit to Washington as a Repre- 
sentative from Texas I had the honor to urge this exact course 
upon the Treasury Department and the Federal Reserve Board. 

MY RURAL CREDITS BILL INTRODUCED AT THE BEGINNING OF THIS 

CONGRESS. 

Mr. Speaker, in further pursuance with my statement and 
promises I have just introduced a rural credits bill providing 
for long-time loans on farm lands, with the maximum interest 
rate of 6 per cent, to be paid off under the “Amortization plan.” 


An analysis of the bill shows that it provides the way of bring- 
ing the “landless man” to the proud proprietorship of the soil. 
It points the way to the ownership of homes for the millions of 
tenants and landless in Teras and the other States. It provides 
for purchasing and improving homesteads and improving those 
already purchased. Its distinct features are as follows: 

Provision is made for a farm-loan board, including a farm- 
loan commissioner to direct this rural credits system. An 
abundance of power is conferred on this board in conformity 
with the principles set forth in the Federal reserve act and 
as provided for in the proposed ship-purchase board. ‘There is 
specific provision for organizing national farm-loan associations, 
with Federal charters. endowed with abundant powers for 
making loans on farm lands at a low rate of interest. based 
upon farm mortgages, as the initial units of the system. All 
this is in conformity with my views aboye set forth touching 
these loan associations. 


In certain sections provision is made for creating 12 Federal 
land banks, decreeing that the Federal Government shall take 
stock in these banks under certain circumstances. These farm- 
loan associations are federated into 12 land banks, which cor- 
respond substantially with the 12 Federal reserve banks. Pro- 
vision is made allowing mortgages to run for periods ranging 
from 5 to 35 years and to be paid off under the “Amortization 
plan.” This will enable paying off present farm incumbrances 
of more than $5,000,000,000. The Federal land banks are 
authorized to purchase mortgages from the farm-loan associa- 
tions and to issue debenture bonds upon said mortgages, 

Further on there is provision for depositing one-half of the 
public funds held in the Treasury of the United States in the 
12 Federal land banks. Authority for such deposits is given 
in section 14 of this bill as introduced. In section 31 there 
is abundant provision for Government aid. The Federal Gor- 
ernment is authorized to purchase as imuch-as $100,000,000 in 
any one year of the farm-loan bonds issued upon farm mort- 
gages. Here in bounteous measure Government aid is extended 
to the farmers as it has been accorded to the commercial world 
in the Federal reserve act; and upon the same terms, in the 
same way, and on identically the same principle the farmers 
with equal cost may secure funds from the Government mint 
through this rural-credits system. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall insist that the Government purchase as 
many as $100,000,000 of these bonds in any year and that the 
credit of the Government shall be placed behind this system 
by guaranteeing all the farm-loan bonds issued by any and all 
the Federal land banks. In this way we set up a system with 
life and vigor in it that will sustain itself and put the farmers 
upon an exact footing with the commercial and business world 
already provided for in the Federal reserve act. For a system 
based on these great principles I shall continue to contend in 
this Congress. Let no man think that a rural-credits law not 
entirely divorced from the commercial banking system and 
led to the fullest measure with Government aid will satisfy 
the farming population of America. Their demand is just and 
should be obeyed. For one, I raise their standard and shall 
fight to the end of the conflict with the earnest belief that their 
day of victory is at hand under Democratic administration. 

Mr. Speaker, when the commercial world demanded an assct 
currency and said they desired the credit of this Government 
behind the great banking interests of America, we served notice 
on them that the day would soon come when the tillers of the 
soil, who make this country great, prosperous, and happy, would 
knock at the doors of Congress and demand a system of rural 
credits in behalf of agriculture. That day has come, The com- 
mercialist can take his assets—his mere paper merchandise—to 
the Federal reserve banks and have Federal reserve notes 
exchanged for them in any amount consistent with the 40 per 
cent gold reserve requirement. And now we say mortgages on 
the rich acres of soil in this country are a better security. It is 
high time for the farmer to come to the Government and secure 
money on the same terms on which we are issuing it to the 
commercial world. Therefore, I shall stand in this House until 
the contest is ended and in my humble way insist that the 
United States Government shall guarantee farm-loan bonds 
based on farm mortgages, and purchase $100,000,000 or more 
of them every year. I know there are good men who stand 
here and fear to raise their voices in behalf of the farming 
population because they dread the stigma of being called 
“ demagogues.” Many good men are swayed in their attitude in 


that respect because they dread criticism. So far as I am con- 
cerned, my course is fixed, and whether the stigma of demagogy 
is placed on my name or not, I enlist on the side of the man 
who tills the soil, and shall press forward in this contest until 
it is settled in their behalf. [Applause.] 
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ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS 
APPROVAL. 


Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that on December 17, 1915, they had presented to the President 
of the United States, for his approval, the following joint reso- 
lution : 

H. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution extending the provisions of the 
act entitled “An act to increase the internal revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 
1916. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp in regard to the life of the 
late Justice Lamar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
on the life and character of the late Mr. Justice Lamar. With- 
out objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on 
Friday next, after the reading of the Journal and the disposi- 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] have leave to address the House 
for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that on next Friday, after the reading 
of the Journal and the disposition of business on the Speaker's 
table, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] shall 
be permitted to address the House for one hour, Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. Van Dyke, at the request of Mr. ELLSWORTH, was 
granted leave of absence for three days, because of attendance 
upon the funeral of the late Gov. Winfield Scott Hammond, of 
Minnesota. 

Mr. Davenport, by unanimous consent, was granted leave, in- 
definitely, on account of illness in his family. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 22 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Wednesday, January 
5, 1916, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 


letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary exam- | 


ination and survey on Long Beach Harbor, Cal., with a view to 
the extension of the jetties to the contour in San Pedro Bay and 
providing a 30-foot channel connecting the harbor with Los 
Angeles Harbor (H. Doc. No. 460) ; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of report on reexamination of 
the Arkansas River in Arkansas and Oklahoma (H. Doc. No. 
461) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation and survey of Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors, Cal., 
and the tributary waters, with a view to protection from deposit 
of silt (H. Doc. No. 462) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Missouri River from Kansas City to the mouth (H. Doc. No. 
463); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting report of 
expenditures on account of appropriation for contingencies of 
the Army, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 464); to the Committee on Ex- 
penditures in the War Department and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
draft of proposed legislation, embodying a modification in 
drafted bill forwarded December 29, 1913, in order to make 
present bill conform to a.supplementary report of the depart- 
ment of March 26, 1914 (H. Doc. No. 465) ; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 
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7. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report on land withdrawals from settlement, location, sale, or 
entry under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
June 25, 1910 (H. Doc. No. 466); to the Committee on the 
Public Lands and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a letter requesting authority of Congress for the transfer of 
Government reservation known as Mount Weather from the 
Agricultural Department to the Treasury Department for use 
as a sanatorium by the United States Public Health Service 
and submitting an estimate of appropriation for alterations and 
equipment (H. Doc. No. 467) ; to the Committee on Agriculture 
and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copies of communications from the Acting Postmaster General 
submitting revised and decreased estimates in connection with 
certain items for the postal service for the fiscal year 1917 (H. 
Doc. No. 468); to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GLASS, from the joint committee of the Senate and 
House, submitted a report on rural credits (H. Doc. No. 494), 
which was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the de- 
velopment of water power and the use of public lands in relation 
thereto and for other purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 16), which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 406) to authorize exploration for and disposition of 
coal, phosphate, oil, gas, potassium, or sodium, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 17), which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5618) granting an increase of pension to Ells- 
worth E. Welch; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3915) granting a pension to Richard L. John- 
son; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3914) granting a pension to Wilber K. Baker; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8907) granting a pension to Tony Jud; Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension to Mary McKelvey; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3916) granting a pension to Oscar Grear; Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3918) granting a pension to Freda Burow; Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3919) granting a pension to Celsus G. Gross} 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5097) granting an increase of pension to Delender 
Brown; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6236) granting an increase of pension to Buford 
P. Moss; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1588) granting an increase of pension to Nancy J. 
Oaks; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3140) granting an increase of pension to Collins 
South; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


1916. 


A bill (H. R. 988) granting a pension to Henry P. Niebuhr; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H. R. 6782) providing for the leasing of 
arid lands which are irrigable, belonging to Indian allottees, 
and fixing the maximum time fer which such leases may run; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6783) to create a commission for investiga- 
tion of Indian affairs; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 6784) to establish a fish- 
cultural station in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6785) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
have erected at Hohenwalkd, Tenn.; a monument in honor of 
Meriwether Lewis; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6786) to provide for a memorial arch over 
the Columbia turnpike at Franklin, Tenn., to commemorate the 
battle which took place there on November 30, 1864; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6787) establishing the Franklin National 
Military Park; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6788) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Dickson, in the 
State of Tennessee; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. : 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6789) 
making an appropriation for the purchase of a rifle range at 
Puget Sound Navy Yard; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6790) making an appropriation fer the 
construction of building ways at the Puget Sound Navy Yard; 
to the Gommittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 6791) for the 
improvement of the Columbia and Snake Rivers, in Oregon, 
Washington, and Idaho; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6792) to provide for reimbursing rural 
free delivery carriers of the mails for expenses incurred in 
providing and maintaining equipments used in the discharge of 
their official duties to the extent of 25 per cent of their 
monthly compensation; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6798) to provide for the erection of a Fed- 
eral building at Caldwell, Idaho; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6794) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Weiser, Idaho; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6795) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Blackfoot, Idaho; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6796) to provide for the erection of a 
Federal building at Hailey, Idaho; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6797) to provide for the extension and en- 
largement of the Federal building at Boise, Idaho; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6798) to amend the act of May 23, 1908 (35 
Stat., 251), making an appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6799) to establish the Sawtooth National 
Park in the State of Idaho; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6800) for the reduction of the 
rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for local 
delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6801) to amend section 5 of the motor-boat 
law passed June 9, 1910; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 6802) to estab- 
lish a fish-cultural station in the State of Delaware at the head- 
waters of Delaware Bay; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6803) to provide for the purchase or con- 
demnation of the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal; to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. WHALEY : A bill (H. R. 0804) for the establishment 
of a drainage fund fer the construction of drainage works to 
reclaim wet, overflowed, and swamp lands in the United States, 
in promotion of the general welfare to prevent the dissemination 
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of malaria and other diseases among the several States; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CHURCH: A bin (H. R. 6805) to create a Federal 
tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 6806) to purchase or 
condemn the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal; to the Committee 
on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 6807) to create a Tariff 
Commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 6808) relating to the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the United States over controversies 
to which corporations, copartnerships, or associations are 
parties ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 6809) to create 
the United States Chamber of Agriculture, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6810) to restore rural 
routes to former status, restore carriers, and improve service; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 6811) to amend sec- 
tion 447 of the postal laws; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 6812) to establish postal 
savings banks, to enable the Government to borrow money 
directly from the people, and to market its bonds directly to the 
people in small and varying denominations through the medium 
of the post office, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 6818) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 3, 
1887; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 6814) to exclude intoxicat- 
ing liquors from national parks and national forest reserves; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 6815) to 
divide the State of North Dakota into two judicial districts, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 6816) for the reduction of 
the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
2 delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 

oads. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 6817) to require railroads to 
equip highway grade crossings with safety devices; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 6818) for the erection of a 
public building at Woodland, Cal.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 6819) further to regulate the 
entrance of Chinese aliens into the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 6820) to provide for the eree- 
tion of a new United States post office and courthouse building 
in the city of Baltimore, State of Maryland; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FREAR: A bill (H. R. 6821) creating a National 
5 Commission; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 

rs. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 6822) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to complete the erection of Locks and 
Dams B, C, and D, and put same in operation, and to construct 
Locks E and F, in the Cumberland River below Nashville, State 
of Tennessee, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 6823) to further regulate 
interstate and foreign commerce by prohibiting interstate trans- 
portation of the products of convict labor, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida (by request): A bill (H. R. 6824) 
to provide for the incorporation of the East Washington Sub- 
urban Railway Co.; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 6825) to provide for the 
grading and improving of Pennsylvania Avenue SE. from Bowen 
Road to the District line; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6826) to fix the price fer gas in the 
District of Columbia and prescribing punishment for its viola- 
tion; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6827) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a building thereon in the District of 
Columbia for postal purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 6828) pre- 
hibiting the clearance or entry of United States or neutral 
ships at any port of the United States or its island possessions 
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when citizens of the United States are carried as passengers on 
ships whose cargo consists wholly or in part of contraband of 
war; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 6829) prohibiting the clearance or entry 
of ships of nations at war at any port of the United States or 
its island possessions when such ships carry as passengers 


United States citizens; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 6830) for the reduction 
of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 


By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 6831) to amend an act en- | 


titled “An act granting pensions to certain enlisted men, sol- 
diers and officers, who served in the Civil War and the War 
with Mexico,” approved May 11, 1912; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 6832) providing that the 
Panama Canal rules shall govern in the measurement of vessels 
for imposing tolls; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 6833) appropriating $10,000 
to aid in the erection of a monument in memory of the late 
President James A. Garfield at Long Branch, N. J.; to the Com- 
riittee on the Library. 

By Mr. KALANIANAOLE: A bill. (H. R. 6834) for the im- 
provement of Honolulu Harbor, Island of Oahu, Territory of 
Hawaii; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 6835) granting to the city of 
Billings, Mont., certain lands for public park purposes; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 6836) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Morgan City, La.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 2 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6837) to provide for the erection of a public 
building at Houma, La,; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 6838) to provide cap- 
ital for agricultural development, to create a standard form of 
investment based upon farm mortgage, to equalize rates of in- 
terest upon farm loans, to furnish a market for United States 
bonds, to create Government depositaries and financial agents 
for the United States, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6839) for the 
purchase of a site and to begin the construction thereon of 
a customhouse in the city of Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Coni- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Allso, a bill (H. R. 6840) to provide for the purchase or con- 
demnation of the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal; to the Com- 
mittee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 6841) to provide for the 
construction of sanitary dwellings for wage earners in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for their rental and sale, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 6842) to pur- 
chase or condemn the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal; to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 6843) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Barbourville, in the State of 
Kentucky; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6844) to relieve Congress from 
the adjudication of private claims against the Government; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 6845) to adopt the project 
and plan of improving the Cumberland River above Nashville 
in Kentucky and Tennessee as recommended by the Department 
of Engineers, United States Army, in report made on February 
4, 1914, and to authorize the Secretary of War to commence, 
continue, and complete the locking and damming of said river 
from Lock No. 21 to Lock No. 7 in accordance with said plan 
recommended by the Department of Engineers ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6846) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause to be erected a suitable building 
or buildings for marine-hospital purposes on the present marine- 
hospital site at San Francisco, Cal., and to remove all or any 
of the present structures on said site; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 6847) for the relief of cer- 
tain employees of the United States during the Civil War, 
whose wages were withheld and used for other purposes; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6848) to purchase a suitable 
site on the Pacific coast to be used as a range for small-arms 
target practice by the United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6849) to amend section 3716 of the Revised 
rece of the United States; to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6850) for the relief of volunteer officers 
and soldiers who served during the War with Spain and beyond 
the period of their enlistment; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6851) to amend section 3221 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States as amended by section 6 of the 
act of March 1, 1879; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6852) to authorize the entry and patenting 
of lands containing asbestos under the placer mining laws of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STOUT: A Dill (H. R. 6853) for the opening and 
settlement of a part of the Crow Indian Reservation in the 
State of Montana; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 80 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6854) permitting the Wolf Point Bridge 
& Deyelopment Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Missouri River in the State of Montana; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 6855) to amend section 1 of an 
act approved September 18, 1913, entitled “An act providing for 
the free importation of articles intended for foreign buildings 
and exhibits at the Panama-Pacific International Exposition, 
and for the protection of foreign exhibitors”; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 6856) to acquire 
a site and erect a manufacturing plant for the manufacture of 
arms, ordnance, armor, and other military and naval appliances 
by the Government of the United States; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6857) to establish a military academy at or 
near Fort Snelling, Minn. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6858) to amend paragraph A of section 4 
of the act approved June 25, 1910; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 6859) providing for the appoint- 
ment of a board for the purpose of selecting a suitable site for 
a naval armor plant in the Ohio Valley, in or near the city of 
Wheeling, in the county of Ohio and State of West Virginia, and 
to submit a report of the cost and availability of said plant; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6860) providing for the appointment of a 
board for the purpose of selecting a suitable site for a naval 
armor plant in the Ohio Valley, in or near the city of Mounds- 
ville, in the county of Marshall and State of West Virginia, and 
to submit a report of the cost and availability of said plant; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6861) author- 
izing the construction of a wagon bridge across the Moclips River 
in Grays Harbor County, State of Washington, and appropriating 
$8,000 therefor ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6862) authorizing the Cowlitz Tribe of In- 
dians residing in the State of Washington to submit claims to the 
Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6863) to advance to the State of Washing- 
ton the sum of $100,000 for the construction of a road within 
and adjacent to the Olympic National Forest; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6864) to establish the Olympic National 
Park in the Olympic Mountains. in the State of Washington, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 6865) to prevent the 
employment of children under the age of 14 years in the pro- 
duction of commodities which are the subjects of interstate 
commerce; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 6866) to prevent interstate 
coramerce in the products of child labor; to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 6867) to ad- 
vance to the State of Washington the sum of $100,000 for the 
construction of a road within and adjacent to the Olympic 
National Forest; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6868) to prevent 
the employment of children in factories and mines; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 6869) to prevent interstate 
commerce in the products of child labor, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 6870) to prevent interstate 
commerce in the products of child labor, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Labor. 
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By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 6871) to limit the effect of the 
regulation of interstate commerce between the States in goods, 
wares, and merchandise wholly or in part manufactured, mined, 
or produced by convict labor or in any prison or reformatory ; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 6872) to prevent 
the employment of females in mills, factories, or manufacturing 
establishments for a longer period than eight hours; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 6873) making 
provisions for the improvement of the St. Francis River and the 
reclamation of lands lying along the course of said stream in 
Arkansas and Missouri, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 6874) making provision for 
the improvement of the St. Francis River and the reclamation 
of lands lying along the course of said stream in Arkansas and 
Missouri, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 6875) to amend the public- 
printing law; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6876) to amend 
an act entitied “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the adjudication and payment of claims arising from 
Indian depredations,’ approved March 3, 1891,” approved Janu- 
ary 11, 1915; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. G877) to amend article 2 of the agreement 
made with Indians of San Carlos Reservation in Arizona rela- 
tive to disposal of proceeds arising from sale of coal and min- 
eral lands; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6878) for the reduction of the rate of post- 
age chargeable on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 6879) to regulate the immigra- 
tion of aliens to, and the residence of aliens in, the United 
States; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6880) authorizing the Choctaw Tribe of Indians to hold an elec- 
tion for the purpose of electing a principal chief and creating 
the office of Choctaw delegate, prescribing his duties, fixing his 
salary, and providing for his election; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6881) to establish game 
sanctuaries on national forests, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6882) making appropriations for the de- 
struction of wild animals injurious to agriculture and animal 
husbandry and for the eradication of loco weed and other poi- 
sonous plants; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 6883) to provide for a per 
capita payment to the Choctaws and Chickasaws; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma (by request): A bill (H. R. 
6884) relating to the payment of royalties on coal leases in the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 6885) to provide for a site 
and publie building at Mansfield, La.; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 6886) to appropriate 
the sum of $200,000 for further construction and maintenance 
of military and post roads, bridges, and trails in Alaska, and 
for other purposes ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6887) to establish the full Territorial form 
of Government in Alaska, to amend the act of Congress approved 
August 24, 1912, entitled “An act to create a legislative assembly 
in the Territory of Alaska, to confer legislative power thereon, 
and for other purposes,” and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. f 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 6888) providing 
for the segregation and allotment of Indian tribal and trust funds 
and other property, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 6889) authorizing and 
directing the Secfetary of Commerce to ascertain the cost of 
establishing and maintaining commercial agencies of the United 
States in foreign countries and in the insular possessions of the 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 6890) to increase the limit 
of cost of the construction of a Federal building at Eureka 
Springs, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 6891) to extend the 
benefits of the public-land laws to native-born minors on reaching 
the age of 18 years; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. GALLIVAN: A bill (H. R. 6892) to provide care and 
treatment for citizens of the United States aMicted with tuber- 
culosis; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 6893) to acquire a site 
for a public building at Walton, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 6894) to create the Metropolitan 
police retiring fund; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 6895) to authorize the con- 
struction of the Southern Lassen Reservoir in Nevada and Oali- 
fornia for impounding the waters of the Little Truckee River 
and Long Valley Creek and their tributaries, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6896) to provide Federal aid for indigent 
persons afflicted with tuberculosis in State or other institutions 
when such indigent persons are not citizens of the State where 
such institutions are located; to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6897) to create a Federal Tariff Commis- 
sion, to define its duties and powers, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCRACKEN: A bill (H. R. 6898) to distribute 25 
per cent of the gross receipts from the national forests to the 
State, Territory, or county in which the forest is situated; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: A bill (H. R. 6899) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a suitable build- 
ing or buildings thereon, to be known as a research laboratory 
for the use of the Navy; said building or buildings to be estab- 
lished near a tidewater in the State of New York, at a cost of 
$1,400,000, inclusive of grounds, buildings, and equipments; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 6900) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Prescott, in the State of Arizona; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6901) authorizing a report upon the 
feasibility of constructing the Colorado River Indian irrigation 
project; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6902) to provide for the sale of mineral 
lands within the Colorado River Indian Reservation; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6903) providing for the 
establishment of life-saving stations on Tybee Island, coast of 
Chatham County; on Warsaw Island, coast of Chatham County: 
on Ossabaw Island, coast of Bryan County; on St. Catherines 
Island, coast of Liberty County; on Blackbeard Island and on 
Sapelo Island, coasts of McIntosh County, all in the State of 
Georgia; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 6904) anthorizing the 
donation of the United States jail at Guthrie, Okla., to Logan 
County ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ELSTON: A bill (H. R. 6905) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to investigate, examine, and re- 
port upon sites in the Bay of San Francisco for the establish- 
ment of a. naval station, including dry docks and repair shops 
capable of taking care of the largest dreadnaughts, and making 
appropriations therefor; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OLNEY: A bill (H. R. 6906) to create a Tariff Com- 
mission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 6907) to repeal section 5 of the 
act entitled “An act making appropriation for payment of cer- 
tain claims in accordance with findings of the Court of Claims, 
reported under the provisions of the acts approved March 3. 
1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly known as the Bowman 
and the Tucker Acts, and under the provisions of section No. 
151 of the act approved March 3, 1911, commonly known as the 
Judicial Code,” and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 6908) to aid in the protection 
of the bank on the south side of the Arkansas River, in the 
county of Le Flore, State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6909) authorizing the Secretary of War to 
donate to the city of Texarkana, Ark., two cannon or field- 
pieces; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6910) providing for a 
military highway between the Government arsenal at Augusta, 
Ga., and the Government fort at Fort Screven, Tybee Island, 
Ga., by way of the old stockade in Jenkins County, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 6911) to amend section 
4747 of the Revised Statutes relating to pensions; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 6912) to establish na- 
tional farm-land banks, to provide for a low rate of interest and 
long-time loans in aid of agriculture, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6913) granting relief to persons who served 
in the Military Telegraph Corps of the Army during the Civil 
War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6914) to amend section S2, chapter 231, of 
the act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: A bill (H. R. 6915) granting indefinite 
leaves of absence to superannuated employees of the Postal 
Service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 6916) to pension the sur- 
vivors of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments Kansas 
United States Volunteer Cavalry who served in the Indian wars 
in 1867, 1868, and 1869; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6917) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at Junction City, Kans.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 6918) to relieve Congress from 
the adjudication of private claims against the Government; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6919) for the erection of a monument to 
the memory of Gen. George Rogers Clark at Chicago, III.; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 6920) to 
provide for the establishment of a live-saving station at Venice, 
Cal. ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHALLENBERGER: A bill (H. R. 6921) creating a 
commission of five persons, to be known as the United States 
Commission for Enduring Peace, whose purpose it shall be to aid 
in bringing about enduring peace at the earliest possible mo- 
ment; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6922) to provide for the making of farm 
loans from th2 postal-savings funds, to provide a low rate of 
interest and long-time loans in aid of agriculture and the 
ownership of farm homes, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 6923) to authorize the 
construction, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across 
Little River at a point where the line between townships 12 
and 13 north, range 8 east, crosses said river; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 6924) to amend an act of Con- 
gress approved October 22, 1914, entitled “An act to increase 
the internal revenue, and for other purposes”; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 6925) for the reduction 
of the rute of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for 
local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 6926) granting pensions to Army 
teumsters of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Resolution (H. Res. 66) providing for 
an amendment to the rules of the House as to the manner of 
consideration of resolutions to amend the rules; to the Com- 
inittee on Rules. 

By Mr. FULLER: Resolution (H. Res. 73) to investigate the 
increased cost of gasoline; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Resolution (H. Res. 74) calling on 
the Attorney General for information as to whether or not 
prosecutions have been instituted against dealers in gasoline 
for violation of the antitrust laws; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Resolution (H. Res. 75) to create a com- 
mittee on woman suffrage; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BENNET: Resolution (H. Res. 76) requesting the 
President of the United States to furnish the names and former 
allegiance of persons involved in alleged criminal or otherwise 
unneutral plots, together with specific information regarding 
such plots; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 75) pro- 
posing the establishment of the International Federation of the 
World; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 76) directing 
the Secretary of War to investigate the claims of American citi- 
zens for damages suffered within American territory and grow- 
ing out of the insurrection in Mexico; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 77) extend- 
ing thanks of Congress to Henry Ford for his efforts and con- 
tributions in trying to aid the European nations engaged in war 
to reach terms of peace; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
78) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan certain tents, 
saddles, and bridles for the use of the National Encampment, 
Knights of Pythias, to be held at Nashville, Tenn., in August, 
1916; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. WHALEY: Joint resolution, (H. J. Res. 79) author- 
izing the Secretary of Labor to permit the South Carolina Naval 
Militia to use the Charleston immigration station and dock con- 
* therewith; to the Committee on Immigration and Nutural- 
ization. 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 80) 
to amend Senate joint resolution 8, approved May 4, 1898, en- 
titled “ Joint resolution providing for the adjustment of certain 
claims of the United States against the State of Tennessee 
and certain claims against the United States”; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 81) to 
prohibit the export of arms and munitions of war in certain 
cases; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 83) authorizing 
the publication of a revised edition of the Special Report on Dis- 
eases of Cattle; to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. WEBB: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 84) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 85) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Concurrent resolution (H. 
Con. Res. 8) directing the Secretary of War to have a survey 
and estimate made of cost of a canal from Olympia to Grays 
Harbor and other points; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 6927) granting an incrense of 
pension to Minnie G. Hickok; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 6928) granting an incrense 
of pension to Nancy Jones; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. e 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6929) granting an incrense of pension to 
Mary E. McGary ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6930) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Maier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6931) granting a pension to Isabelln Bed- 
good; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 6932) granting a pension to 
Perry Freeman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6933) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Marbaugh; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6934) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Hilton; to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6935) granting an increase of pension to 
James A. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6936) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper N. Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 6937) granting a pension 
to James Park Harris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6938) granting a pension to William C. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6989) granting a pension to John W. 
Stroup; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6940) granting an increase of pension to 
Amor Lynne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6941) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip E. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 6942) granting a pension to 
Sanna Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6943) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Pike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6944) for the relief of Stewart Logan; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6945) to muster in and muster out Le Roy 
P. Taylor, late of the Volunteer Army, Civil War; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 6946) granting a pension 
to Emilie L. Durant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Parker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6948) for the relief of the heirs of Mari- 


anne Sainte Ana Schrepper; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6949) for the relief of James K. P. Laf- 
ferty ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. É ; 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 6950) granting a pension t 
Anna R, Burket; to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6951) granting a pension to Arah Ann 
Bussard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6952) granting a pension to Martha P. 
Clingerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6953) granting a pension to Gertrude 
Clites; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6954) for the relief of the widow of George 
Bott; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 6955) granting a pension to 
Sadie J. Jennings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By My. BOOHER:,A bill (H. R. 6956) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Sterling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6957) granting a pension to Mary Igler; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6958) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Hoffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 6959) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriet Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6960) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie Hampson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) granting an increase of pension to 
Nannie C. Sheets; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6962) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Pope; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6963) granting a pension to Fred A. 
Hecker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6964) granting a pension to James E. 
Forshee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6965) granting a pension to Henry W. 
Akers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 6966) granting 
a pension to Carrie C. Fry; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6967) granting a pension to Hyram Col- 
well; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6968) granting a pension to L. F. Shoe- 
maker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6969) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther L. Grant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6970) granting an increase of pension to 
Corydon J. Farwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 6971) granting an-increase of pension to 
Lewis Selsing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6972) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Gaylord ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6973) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Sherman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6974) granting an increase of pension to 
John Jeffers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6975) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin E. Darling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6976) granting an increase of pension to 
David C. Woodruff ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to 
Alvira Slater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6978) granting an increase of pension to 
August Moldenhamer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: A bill (H. R. 6979) granting an increase 
of pension to Sallie M. Chandler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 6980) granting a pension 
to George A. De Voe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6981) granting a pension to Elizabeth J. 
Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) granting a pension to Charles H. 
Howell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6983) granting a pension to Lon Fleming; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6984) granting a pension to Mary A. 
McCann ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6985) granting a pension to Melissa Fisk; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6986) granting a pension to Henry Blanken- 
ship; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6987) granting an increase of pension to 
Foster Hedrick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6988) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam B. Haughn; to the Committee on Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 6989) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry R. Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6990) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Prather; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6991) granting an increase of pension to 
Hiram Swank; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6992) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Peter C. Lawyer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6993) to correct the military record of 
William C. Wilson; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6994) to correct the military record of John 
Estep; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) to correct the military record of 
Philip Reiss ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 6996) for the relief of 
Eva M, Bowman; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6997) for the relief of the estate of William 
Morrison; to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 6998) granting a pension to 
Clara May Brawner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 6999) granting a pension to ©. A. Suther- 
land ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7000) granting an increase of pension to 
Noble Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7001) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles C. Eckert, alias Conrad Eckert; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPSTICK: A bill (H. R. 7002) for the relief of the 
Boonton Building & Loan Association, of Boonton, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 7003) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7004) to vest title in certain citizens to 
certain lands lying within the meander line on the St. Francis 
River, and being parts of lots and tracts of land lying in Craig- 
head County, Ark.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 7005) to reinstate Philip 
Barbour Peyton, jr., in the United States Navy as a midship- 
man; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7006) granting a pension to Samuel L. 
Hannon; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7007) granting a 
pension to Maggie S. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7008) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 7009) for the relief of the 
Merchants Transfer & Storage Co. of Washington, D. C.; to the 
Committee on Claims. £ 

By Mr. CONNELLY: A bill (H. R. 7010) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Nye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 7011) granting a pension to 
Martha W. Pollock; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7012) granting a pension to Daisy M. 
McNeely; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7013) granting a pension to Charles F, W. 
Heyer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 7014) granting a pension to 
Jacob B. S. Rice; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7015) granting a pension to Edward R. 
Bigham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7016) granting a pension to George Es- 
kew; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7017) granting a pension to Allen L. 
Greenhow ; to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7018) granting a pension to Ruth Wilson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7019) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gallup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7020) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Robinsan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7021) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas B. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7022) granting an increase of pension to 
Jehu P. Kinman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7023) for the relief of John W. Canary; to 
the Committee on War Claims, Í 

By Mr. DALE of New York: A bill (H. R. 7024) granting a 
pension to Charles Montgomery; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: A bill (H. R. 7025) granting a pension 
to Raymond E. Daniels; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7026) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Torpy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7027) granting an 
increase of pension to Laura R. Warner; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 7028) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Chamness; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7029) granting a pension to Matilda J. 
Glass; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7080) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. 
Chaplin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7081) granting a pension to Susan E. 
Rednour; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7032) granting a pension to Joseph 
Brookshear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7083) granting a pension to Virginia E. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7034) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Wagoner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7035) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Blanton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7036) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah A. Short; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7037) granting an increase of pension to 
Napoleon B. Summers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7038) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathan Vaughn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7039) granting an increase of pension to 
Parilee Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7040) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucinda Goodall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7041) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh McNulty ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7042) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Cason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7048) granting an increase of pension to 
John Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7044) granting a pension to William 
Rohder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7045) for the relief of Caleb T. Holland; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 7046) granting a pension 
to James W. Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 7047) granting to 
Okanogan County, State of Washington, certain lands on certain 
conditions; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7048) for the relief of Mrs. George A. 
Miller; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 7049) granting a pension to 
Hazel McGrath; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7050) granting a pension to Flora Frost; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7051) granting a pension to Patrick Dwyer ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7052) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael R. Harned ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DRUKKER: A bill (H. R. 7053) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Ortell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7054) granting an increase of pension to 
A. M. Collignon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 7055) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert J. Diefenderfer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 7056) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Milo Kelley; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 7057) granting an increase of 
pension to Amanda M. Cope; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 7058) granting an increase of 
pension to John S. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip H. Lind; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7060) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Mowrer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7061) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew Stamets; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) for the relief of Erskine R. Hayes; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 7063) granting a pension to 
Wilburn Hall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7064) granting a pension to James L. Stid- 
ham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) granting an increase of pension to 
James P. Flaugher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7066) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Alexander; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7067) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Prater; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7068) for the relief of John W. Kincaid; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7069) for the relief of Henry Taylor; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 7070) granting a pension to 
John W. Ferguson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7071) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Hingston ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7072) granting a pension to Mary Stahl; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7073) granting a pension te Lucien W. 
Sieber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to Emma S. Owen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7075) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Reamer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7076) granting a pension to Harriet J. 
Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. TOTT) grenting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel S. Agnew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7078) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7079) granting an increase of pension to 
Riley R. Zerbe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7080) an increase of pension to 
John C. Kuhn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7081) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson Gellinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7082) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Wolfe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7083) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Beistline; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7084) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Pope; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7085) for the relief of Cyrus Kennedy; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill CH. R. 7086) granting a pension to 
Floyd L. Green; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7087) granting a pension to Barbara E. 
Nettleton ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7088) granting an increase of pension to 
John Montgomery; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7089) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank H. Hungerford ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7090) granting an honorable discharge to 
Charles Rogers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 7091) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel T. Maxey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7092) granting a pension to Frederick J. 
Hampy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 7093) granting an increase 
* pension to George W. Stewart; to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7094) granting an increase of pension to 
Johanna Neil; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Foley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7096) granting an increase 
of pension to Adon Butler; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 7097) granting an increase of 
pension to James H. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 7098) granting a pension to 
Cynthia L. Anthony; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7099) for the relief of Samson Davis; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R, 7100) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert S. McDonald; to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) granting an increase of pension to 
Simeon J. Dalbey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7102) granting an increase of pension to 
W. F. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7103) granting an increase of pension to 
Willard L. Anthony; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
an increase of pension to 


By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 7105) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Banks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) granting a pension to S. C. Gold; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7107) granting a pension to John R. John- 
ston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Manuel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension to John W. Light- 
foot; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7110) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Wriston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7111) to authorize the appointment of 
Dunean Grant Richart to the grade of lieutenant in the Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7112) to carry out the findings of the 
Court of Claims in the case of the city of Glasgow, Mo.; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7118) to correct the military 
record of John M. Cochran, alias John Elder; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7114) granting pensions to certain Indian 
soldiers who served in the First Arizona Infantry during the 
Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to James Morten- 
sen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7116) granting a pension to John White; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 7117) for the relief of 
V. E. Schermerhorn, E. C. Caley, G. W. Campbell, and Philip 
Hudspeth ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7118) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary L. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7119) granting an increase of pension to 
William Grubb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A bill (H. R. 7120) granting a pension 
to Robert A. Imrie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 7121) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Ferrell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 7122) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Chairsell; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HULL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7128) granting a 
pension to Joel Dyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 7124) granting a pension to Paul Anderson; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7125) granting a pension to Cornelia Mor- 
ris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7126) granting a pension to Marion E. 
Strunk; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7127) granting a pension to W. H. Bush; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7128) granting an increase of 
Schuyler C. Cline; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7129) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Sweeten ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7130) granting an increase of pension to 
Pleasant McKinney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7131) granting a pension to James M. 
Bivins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7132) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Tinch ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7133) granting a pension to Lafayette 
York; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to John Poor; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Samuel L. Van- 
dever ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7136) granting a pension to R. B. Honey- 
cutt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7137) for the relief of M. J. Julian; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7138) for the relief of George A. Vandever; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7139) granting a pension to James W. Carr; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7140) granting an increase of pension to 
Harmon L. Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7141) granting an increase of pension to 
Barnett Dillahay ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7142) granting a pension to John R. Hamil- 
ton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7143) granting an increase of pension to 
T. J. Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7144) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan Read ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


pension to 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7145) granting a pension to Sallie C. 
Dowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7146) granting an increase of pension to 
William Younger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7147) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Ramsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7148) granting a pension to Martha A. 
Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7149) granting a pension to Rachel Savage; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7150) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. McReynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7151) granting a pension to Philip Jaco; to 
the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7152) granting a pension to Rhoda J. 
Hufhines; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. IGOE: A bill (H. R. 7153) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret J. Valentine; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7154) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Fairchild; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7155) for the relief of William S. Eames 
and Thomas C. Young; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7156) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to enroll Isabell Richter, née Bell Cook, and her son, 
Charles H. Richter, as Cherokee Indians; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7157) 
granting an increase of pension to Leslie R. Hyde; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7158) for 
the relief of William McCutcheon ; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7159) granting an incrense of 
pension to Elizabeth M. Robinson; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7160) granting an increase of pension to 
John Blueford ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7161) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Torney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Henry S. Kiersted; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7163) for the relief of the Western Grain 
& Sugar Products Co. of California; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7164) for the relief of Luke Ratigan; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7165) for the relief of Edward S. Farrow; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7166) for the relief of Augusta Reiter; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7167) for the relief of Christopher Fitz- 
gerald ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (II. R. 7168) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Marsh; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7169) granting an increase of pension to 
Azuba Srofe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 2 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7170) granting an 
increase of pension to Jacob L. Renshaw; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7171) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Stuart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 7172) 
granting an increase of pension to Emma D. Waterhouse; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7173) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen E. Orchard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7174) granting a pension to David A. Gage; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7175) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edward Wynn; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7176) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7177) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore Ludwig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7178) granting a pension to Alvin Eichman; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7179) granting a pension to Henry W. 
Beck ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. KTESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7180) granting 
a pension to Floyd T. Patterson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 7181) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac Low; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7182) for the relief of William S. Rote; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7183) for the relief of Frederick Salzman ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 7184) granting a pension to 
Nathan E. Morgan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7185) granting a pension to Katie M. Hale; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7186) granting an increase of pension to 
Gottfried Langstadt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 7187) granting an inerease 
of pension to Henry Grove; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7188) for the relief of Joseph H. Taven- 
ner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7189) granting an increase of pension to 
Eugene S. Staub; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7190) granting a pension to Aaron Freed; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7191) granting an increase 
of pension to Payton Blackburn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7192) granting an increase of pension to: 
James H. Stump; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7198) granting an increase of pension to 
Henderson Craft; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7194) granting an increase of pension to 
Achilles M. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7195) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Thomson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7196) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert S. Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7197) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Roberson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7198) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7199) granting an increase of pension to 
William Freeman; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7200) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse Roark; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7201) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy J. Powers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7202) granting an increase of pension to 
Wallace W. Bailey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7208) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariar Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7204) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Gibbs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7205) granting an increase of pension to 
Harmon Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7206) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Jackson Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7207) granting an increase of pension to: 
Vicy Baldridge; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7208) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Sebastian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7209) granting an increase of pension to 
William Cunagim; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7210) granting a pension to Byron W. 
Kash; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7211) granting a pension to Frank P. Col- 
lins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 7212) granting a pension to 
William G. Yeager; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7213) granting a pension to Oscar S. 
Thornton; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7214) granting an increase of pension to 
William Raup; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7215) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Sipe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7216) to correct the military record of 
George W. Wall; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7217) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonas Reichards ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7218) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew D. Seely; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7219) granting a pension to Olive Sanders; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7220) granting a pension to Frank Clemson}; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 7221) granting a pension 
to Caroline G. Yockel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 7222) granting a pension to Albert A. Kelly; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7225) granting a pension to John A. 
Schreck; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7224) granting a pension to Elsie Hoffman; 
tc the Committee on Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7225) granting a pension to Albert W. 
Barnes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7226) granting a pension to Charles J. 
O'Brien; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7227) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Sheckells; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7228) for the relief of the West Baltimore 
Building Association; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 7229) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Thomas; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7230) granting an increase of pension to 
William E. Pritt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7231) granting an increase of pension to 
David W. Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7232) for the relief of George Miller; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7233) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Jane C. Surber, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7234) granting an increase of pension to 
Theresa Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7235) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Slack; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to 
Jennie Layton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 7237) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Burke; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7238) granting an increase of pension to 
Eleanor Davis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 7239) for the relief of 
Philip H. Heberer; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 7240) granting a pension 
to Nellie Hubacher ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7241) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Kissinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7242) granting an increase of pension to 
William Lepper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN (by request): A bill (H. R, 7243) for the 
relief of the Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific Railroad Co.. of 
St. Paul, Minn.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R, 7244) granting a pension to Agnes 
Kerr ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bin (H. R. 7245) granting a pension to 
Lilly M. Fisher ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN: A bill (H. R. 7246) for the relief of the 
Iberia Building Association, of New Iberia, La.; to the Com- 

ittee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 7247) granting a 
pension to Anna Kyle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7248) for the relief of the United States 
Drainage & Irrigation Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7249) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward P. Payne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7250) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. Megee ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7251) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tive of the estate of George Follansbee; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7252) for the relief of George E. Megee; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 7253) granting 
a pension to Henrietta Round; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7254) granting a pension tọ George A. 
Holmes; to the Committee on Pensions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7255) granting a pension to Annie F. Craig; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7256) providing for the refund of duties 
collected on certain tobacco cuttings; to the Committee on 
Claims. 


By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 7257) for the relief of Revilow 
N. Spohn; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 7258) granting a pension to 
Clyde A. Klinger ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7259) granting a pension to Alva V. Max- 
well; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7260) for the relief of George W. Ander- 
son; to the Committee on Affairs.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7261). for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Isaac D. Armstrong, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bi (H. R. 7262) for the relief of James M. Blanken- 
ship; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7263) for the relief of David A. Lindsay ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7264) for the relief of Ambrose D. Hunt; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7265) for the relief of Willard Thompson ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7266) to cerrect the military record of 
Benjamin F. Davis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7267) to compensate and suitably recog- 
nize the services of Sergt. Maj. John Champe to the United 
States of America; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7268) for the relief of Frank W. Tucker; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7269) for the relief of William T. Riddle; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOSS of West. Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7270) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary L. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7271) granting a pension to Susan S. 
Keller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7272) granting a pension to Louis C. Hoce; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7278) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
Copley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7274) granting a pension to Olie A, Lin- 
scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7275) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Stoddard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7276) granting a pension to Elmer E. 
Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7277) granting an increase of pension to 
Virginia Battin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7278) granting an increase of pension to 
Melissa Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7279) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7280) granting an increase of pension to 
William B. B. Knight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7281) granting an increase of pension 
James T. Piggott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7282) granting an increase of pension 
William Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7283) granting an increase of pension 
Elozine A. Hewitt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7284) granting an increase of pension 
William H. Crites; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7285) granting an increase of pension 
George J. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7286) granting an increase of pension 
Maranda E. Fisher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7287) granting an increase of pension 
George W. James; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7288) granting an increase of pension 
William A. Cale; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.. R. 7289) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Baker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 7290) for the relief of the 
estate of Charles L. Barnes, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7291) for the relief of Marion County, 
W. Va.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7292) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret D. Jett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7293) granting an increase of pension to 
Jaeob W. Burge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7294) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha J. Bumgardner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7295) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7296) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Briggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7297) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah Minnear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 7298) granting a pension to 
Mary McAlister; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7299) granting a pension to Katie Noblitt; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 7300) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Chipman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7301) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline M. Benedict; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7302) granting an increase of pension to 
Domitile Brennison ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7303) granting an honorable discharge to 
Patrick Kennedy ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7304) granting a pension 
to Elvis R. Street ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7305) granting a pension to George Bos- 
tater, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7306) granting an increase of pension to 
Warren S. Baldwin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7307) granting an increase of pension to 
Paulina Anderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OLNEY: A bill (H. R. 7308) granting an increase of 
pension to Sarah Hollis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: : A bill (H. R. 7309) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Samuel Hewey; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7310) granting a pension to Sarah A, Bish; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7311) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7312) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Stoyle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to Benjamin L. 
Price; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7314) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Williamson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7315) granting an increase of pension to 
Curtis W. Lyday; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7316) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 7317) granting a pension to 
Joseph McWilliams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7318) granting a pension to Callie Mabry; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7319) granting a pension to R. T. Crews; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 7320) granting a pension to Israel W. Ben- 
nett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7321) granting a pension to Jacob Horne; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7322) for the relief of John Jones; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7323) for the relief of Holly Prater. alias 
Plater; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7324) for the relief of W. M. Crossthwait; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7325) for the relief of Eli A. Spain; te the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7326) for the relief of S. A. Wilson; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7327) for relief of estate of T. W. Powers; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7328) for the relief of the estate of James 
T. McKissack ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7329) for the relief of the estate of John 
Harris; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7330) for the relief of the estates of Bolling 
Gordon and Richard Gordon ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 7831) for the relief of Edith B. 
Macon; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7332) granting a pension to 
Stephen House; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to Edward Lay; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 7834) granting an increase 
of pension to Sanford C. MeMains; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7335) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. D. Goodwin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill .(H. R. 7336) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi Airy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 7837) granting an increase 
of pension to Valentine M. Windbigler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7338) granting an increase of pension to 
Esther A. Webb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7339) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Lattimore; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7340) granting an increase of pension to 
H. McFarlin ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7341) granting a pension to Wallace 
Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7342) granting a pension to Orin V. 
Springer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7343) granting a pension to Orla M. Allen; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7344) to reimburse J. Nelson Nevius; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7345) to remove the charge of desertion 
now standing against the record of Harvard W. Hill; to the 


- Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 7346) granting an increase of 
pension to John A. G. Miller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7347) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Pefley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7348) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa J. Kimball; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7349) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Davisson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7350) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin A. Linville; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7351) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher C. Stevenson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7352) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7353) granting an increase of pension to 
John Bowles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7354) granting a pension to Usula Bates; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7355) granting a pension to Edward J. 
Benson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7356) granting a pension to Thomas A. 
Humphrey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a pill (H. R. 7357) granting a pension to William H. 
Bowman ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7358) granting a pension to Mary E. 
De Groot; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7359) granting a pension to Roy Bruner; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7360) granting an honorable discharge to 
Adam K. Danes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 7361) granting a pension to 
Jerome Shamp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7362) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7363) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman B. Yarwood; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7364) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew J. Zimmerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7365) granting an increase of pension to 


Charles Mangon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7366) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7367) granting an increase of pension to 
William Koontz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7368) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 7369) granting a pension to 
Mark Gleason; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7370) granting a pension to Charles E. 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 7371) granting an increase of 
pension to Mariam A. Goyen; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7372) granting an increase of pension to 
Inez M. Craig; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROWLAND: A bill (H. R. 7373) granting an increase 
of pension to Elleanor Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7874) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7375) granting an increase 
of pension to Emanuel Carmack; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7376) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia E. Crawford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7377) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Pullen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7378) to authorize the appointment of 
Clarence C. Kress to the grade of captain, United States Army 
Medical Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7379) granting 
an increase of pension to David E, Cummins; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7380) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret A. Pierce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7381) granting an increase of pension to 
Alfred C. Mullinax; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7382) granting an increase of pension 
C. P. Burchfield ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7383) granting an increase of pension 
Solomon Kessinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7384) granting an increase of pension 
John H. Haislip; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7385) granting an increase of pension 
Marinda Forrest; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7386) granting an increase of pension 
Wesley McWilliams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7387) granting an increase of pension 
Samuel Plumb; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7388) granting an increase of pension 
David Leverett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7389) granting an increase of pension 
W. J. Herndon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-~ Also, a bill (H. R. 7390) granting a pension to Phillip D. 
Hensley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7391) granting a pension to Margaret 
Sikes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7392) granting a pension to Nathan D. 
Gardner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7393) granting a pension to Toliver Rob- 
erts; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7394) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Stevens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7395) granting an increase of pension te 
John Hodges; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7396) for the relief of Hiram P. Geaslin; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 7397) granting a pension to 
John M. Glover; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7398) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Keener ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7399) granting an increase of pension tc 
Thomas E. Bowman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7400) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Norman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7401) granting an increase of pension to 
Wiley Lambkin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7402) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Keener; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7403) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca J. Short; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 7404) granting an increase 
of pension to James H. Bryan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bin (H. R. 7405) granting a pension to 
Orville A. Hammers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 7406) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Lemon; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7407) granting an increase of pension to 
Foster R. Vincent; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7408) granting an increase of pension to 
James Waters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7409) granting an increase of pension 
Alexander Morrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Carmichael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to 
John Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7412) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin N. Trout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to 
Philip George; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7414) granting a pension to Carl J. Dom- 
rose; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7415) granting a pension to Leo Tucker; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7416) granting relief to Robert J. Shields; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of Lawrence J. Kes- 
singer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7418) for the relief of Clarence Hazelbaker ; 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7419) granting a patent to a certain strip of 
land to Elisha A. Crandall; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 7420) granting a pen- 
sion to Louisa T. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 7421) direct- 
ing the accounting officers of the Treasury to credit and settle 
an account of Samuel D. Barkley; to the Committee on Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7422) for the relief of the Fidelity Savings 
& Loan Association of Los Angeles, Cal.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7423) for the relief of Elizabeth M. Dodge; 
to the Comimittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7424) granting a pension to Sinnie Young; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7425) granting a pension to Rebecca D. Tim- 
mons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7426) for the relief of the Provident Mutual 
Building Loan Association, of Los Angeles, Cal. ; to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7427) for the 
relief of Martha Hazelwood; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7428) granting a pension to Robert O. 
Miller ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7429) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Gus. H. Weber; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. STOUT: A bill (H. R. 7430} for the relief of William 
Foglio ; to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7431) granting an inerease 
of pension to James Leary; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7432) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles R. Brackett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to. 
Elizabeth Spinney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7434) granting a pension to Mary Ella 
Hoyt; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 7435) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Edgar E. Cummings; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7436) granting an increase of pension to 


Martha E. Gillaspie; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7437) granting an increase of pension to 
Clarinda A. McDonald ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to 
Wallace B. Phillips; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 7439) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Clark; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 7440) granting an increase of | 


pension to George W. Beebe; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7441) granting an increase of pension to 
Luther S. Pitcher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7442) granting a pension to Lucy Frost 
Baxter ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7443) granting a pension to Elizabeth Me- 
Intyre; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAGGART: A bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary Creese; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7445) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 7446) granting 
an increase of pension to George W. Allen; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7447) for the relief of S. Reamey; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7448) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Archer Hays, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7449) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives: of Stephen Courtney, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7450) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of J. H. Moseby, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7451) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives: of Jennie Hunter, deceased; to the Committee on War 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7452) for the relief of the heirs: of Nathan 
Pumphrey, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7453) for the relief of the heirs of Abraham 
Elrod; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7454) for the relief of the heirs of Lot 
Quinn, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7455) for the relief of Jennie Bell Cox, 
Robert Isaac Clegg, and Thomas Neel Clegg, children and only 
heirs of Thomas Watts Clegg, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7456) to correct the military record of 
Andrew J. Flanders; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7457) granting an honorable discharge to 
Phillip Totten; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7458) granting a pension to Thomas S. 
Garen; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7459) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen Konicka; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON : A bill (H. R. 7460) granting a pension 
to George W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 7401) granting a pension to William M. Me- 
Kinley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7462) granting a pension to O. F. Doo- 
little; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
$ Also, a bill (H. R. 7463) granting an increase of pension to 
| William Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7464) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Slaybaugh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7465) granting a pension to Thomas W. 
Boggs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7466) granting a pension to John Flynn; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7467) granting a pension to Amanda: 
| Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7468) granting a pension to James H. 
Johns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7469) granting a pension to J. L. Smith; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7470) granting an inerease of pension to 
| Hiram F. Butler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Edward A, 
| Ward; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7472) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Bruce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7473) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Amberg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7474), granting an increase of pension to 
William Hix; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7475) granting an increase of pension to 
H. R. Watkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7476) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of John Boyce; to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7477) for the relief of William Guy; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: A bill (H. R. 7478) granting a pension to 
| Hester Ann Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 7479) granting a pension to Tandy F. 
Cheatham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R.. 7480) granting a pension to Elijah M. 
Smathers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a ‘pill (H. R. 7481) granting a pension to John Starr; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7482) granting a pension to: John Estep; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7488) granting a pension to Edward A. 
Tate; to the Committee om Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7484) granting a pension to Charlette A. 
Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension te Lee Allen; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7486) granting a pension to Alexander B, 
Cathy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7487) for the relief of Absalom. C. Phillips; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7488) granting an increase of pension to 


; to the 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7490) granting an: increase: of pension: to 
David Steers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7491) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. Yoes; to the Committee on Invalid: Pensions.. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7492). to appropriate the sum of $6,645.50 to 
be paid to the heirs of Gilbert Cohea, deceased; to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 7493) for the relief of the 
heirs of Paul Noyes; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAK®: A bill (H. R. 7494) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Triplett; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7495) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gleason; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 7496) granting a pension to 
Hugh Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7497) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank S. Nickerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7498) for the relief of John J. Kane; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7499) to correct the military record of 
Thomas A, Hanlon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 7500) granting an increase 
of peusion to David A. Sawyers; to the Committee on Invalid 
Tensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7501) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo B. Alexander ; to the Committee on Ynvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7502) for the relief of Ellis P. Garton, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of H. B. Garton, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 7503) granting an increase of 
pension to Horace J. Poland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7504) for the relief of E. W. Rohmeling; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 7505) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Moore; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHALEY: A bill (H. R. 7506) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of John Duncan, deceased, surviving part- 
ri of Archibald Duncan & Son; to the Committee on War 

‘aims, 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 7507) for the relief of 
Margaret Himes; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7508) removing the charge of desertion 
against John Kreiser; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7509) granting a pension to Rebecca Buff- 
ington; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WM. ELZA WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 7510) granting 
an increase of pension to Dallas F. Jarvis; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 7511) for the relief of James 
M. Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7512) for the relief of James M. Wright; 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7513) for the relief of Wesley Maynor; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7514) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert A. Freeman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7515) granting an increase of pension to 
John R. New; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7516) granting a pension to James A. Sat- 
terfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7517) granting an 
increase of pension to James A. Steece; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7518) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonas Trotter ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7519) granting a pension to John G. 
Fehrle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7520) granting a pension to James M. 
Cook ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. à 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7521) granting a 
pension to Simon V. Fritcher; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 7522) granting a pension to Lillian Warren 
Kemp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7523) granting a pension to Lenore G. 
Sigsley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7524) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Campbell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7525) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7526) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Warner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7527) to carry out the findings of the Court 
of Claims in the case of Granville G. Davisson, deceased ; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7528) for the relief of John M. Stewart; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7529) for the reinstatement of Dr. B. R. 
Huntington in the Medical Corps of the United States Army ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET: Resolution (H. Res. 48) to pay David W. 
Hemler; to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of Sidney C. Tapp, 
International Peace League, urging international peace; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also (by request), petitions of citizens of the ninth congres- 
sional district of Minnesota, favoring taxing mail-order houses; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of Society of Friends, against 
preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of National Workmen's Com- 
mittee for Jewish Rights, on treatment of Jews in Europe, and 
mass meeting of sundry citizens of St. Louis, Mo., on treatment 
of Russian Jews; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of National Association Opposed 
to Woman Suffrage, against votes for women; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), memorial of Kansas City (Mo.) Commer- 
cial Club, urging more pay for railroads for carrying mails; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), memorial of Society of Washington, con- 
gratulating the President on his views of foreign Americans; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of 43 merchants of Delaware, 
Ohio, in favor of the so-called Stevens bill; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 5845, for relief of 
George W. McCurdy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 3123, for relief of 
Sidney Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill- 5841, for relief of 
Frank Klingler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6485, for relief of 
Clara Bolin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 928, for relief of 
Benjamin Mitchelson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 4875, for relief of 
Thomas West; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 4871, for relief of Anna 
C. Kreps; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6494, for relief of 
Robert S. McCrory ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. AYRES: Resolution of Farmers’ Union No, 1312, Kan- 
Sas. against war preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, à petition from citizens of Goessel, Kans., against any 
elaborate program of military or naval increase; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, an appeal from the Wichita quarterly meeting of the 
Society of Friends protesting against increased appropriation 
for the Army and Navy of the United States; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the monthly meeting of the Society of 
Friends at Emporia, Kans., against increased armaments in the 
United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. ° 

Also, a petition from R. S. Hammond and others, members of 
the Society of Friends of Argonia, Kans., against the increase of 
Army and Navy ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition from members of the Society of Friends of 
Wichita, Kans., against the proposed increase for the Army and. 
Navy of the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition from Prof. E. Stanley, president of Friends’ 
University, and other members of the Society of Friends, of 
Wichita, Kans., against the proposed increase of the Army and 
Navy of the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a petition from L. B. Hix et al., citizens of Wichita, 
Kans., protesting against militarism and aggressive commer- ` 
cialism in the United States which requires military backing; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition from Mr. Reuben Cox et al. of the Society of 
Friends of Rose Hill, Kans., protesting against the progrtm of 
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition from Rev. P. H. Unruh et al., citizens of Me- 
Pherson County, Kans., protesting against the proposed pro- 
gram of preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: Memorial of William B. McKinley 
Camp, No. 33, and John Jacob Astor Camp, No. 28, United 
Spanish War Veterans, of Atlantic City, N. J., relative to pen- 
sions for widows of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 2 

Also, memorial of Board of Trade of city of Cape May, N. J., 
relative to fortification of Delaware River at Cape May; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Atlantic Deeper Waterways Association, 
for the acquisition of the Chesapeake & Delaware Canai and 
the improvement thereof; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San Diego, Cal., 
relative to naval base on southern coast of California; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 
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Also, memorial of National Association of Vicksburg Veterans, 
relative to reunion to be held in Vicksburg National Military 
Park in 1917; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of the Society 
of Friends, in re preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, s . 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Atlantic City, N. J., 
relating to acquisition by United States Government from State 
of New Jersey of State Inland waterway, extending from Bay 
Head, N. J., to Cold Spring Inlet, and deepening and widening 
of Absecon Inlet; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. . 

By Mr. BENNET: Petitions of sundry citizens of the twenty- 
third congressional district of New York, demanding that Con- 
gress request the President of the United States to disclose the 
names and allegiance of all persons involved in alleged criminal 
or otherwise unneutral plots ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Petition of Wausau (Wis.) 
Liquor Dealers’ Protective Association, No. 86, protesting 
against any increase of taxes on the liquor trade; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CARY: Petition of Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of Com- 
merce, relative to compensation of the railroads for carrying 
the mail; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Manila Camp No. 1, United Spanish War Vet- 
erans, favoring bill for pensioning widows and children of 
Spanish War veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Baker Manufacturing Co., of Evansville, Wis., 
relative to raising funds by taxation; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of Western States Reclamation Conference, at 
San Francisco, Cal., relative to reclamation and irrigation of 
swamp, etc., land districts of the 17 Western States; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, of 
Chicago, III., favoring passage of the Stevens standard-price 
bill ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CURRY: Resolution by the Commodore Stockton 
Camp, No. 4, United Spanish War Veterans, in favor of the so- 
called veterans’ widows and orphans pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

Also, petition by the Chamber of Commerce of Sacramento 
relative to the California oil industry; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, petition by the Hall-Luhrs Co., favoring the approval of 
House bill 13305; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition by Hedges-Buck Co., of Stockton, Cal., favoring 
the so-called Ayres bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition by the Capt. Charles Young Camp, No. 6, United 
Spanish War Veterans, of Vallejo, Cal., favoring the passage of 
the so-called widows’ and orphans’ pension bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of Mrs. S. Burns Weston, 
Haverford, Pa.; Annie Guggenheimer, Baltimore, Md.; Mary 
L. D. Johnston, Winchester; L. C. Outerbridge, Mount Airy, 
Pa.; De Lancey Rochester, Buffalo, N. Y.; Eliza B. Kirkbride, 
Philadelphia ; Adeline C. Wheelock, New York; A. B. Hawley, 
no address ; Emily E. F. Weed, Tarrytown; A. Tuckerman, New- 
port; Lilian L. Moller, New Cannan, Conn.; Agnes C. Vietor, 
Boston; R. R. P. Bradford, secretary, Philadelphia ; W. H. Simp- 
son, Milwaukee, Wis.; H. Churchman, Woodbury, N. J.; John 
Price Jackson, Harrisburg, Pa.; Edward M. Van Cleve, New 
York; S. E. Heberling, President Switchmen’s Union, Buffalo; 
L. A. Halbert, general superintendent, Kansas City, Mo.; Mrs, 
J. R. Paddock, corresponding secretary, East Orange, N. J.; 
John A. Phillips, Secretary Central Labor Union, Philadelphia; 
John A. Fitch, New York; H. H. Moore, Portland, Oreg.; Ber- 
nard J. Rothwell, Boston; Hornell Hart, civic secretary, Mil- 
waukee, Wis.; Frank H. Howes, Boston; Oberlin Smith, Bridge- 
ton, N. J.; Jacob Glaser, Secretary Philadelphia Typographical 
Union; D. B. Armstrong, New York City; J. C. Skemp, G. S. T., 
La Fayette, Ind.; E. Woltersdorf, Chicago; Edgar S. Wiers, 
Montclair, N. J.; Irving Fisher, New Haven, Conn.; James H. 
Tufts, department philosophy, University of Chicago; Stuart A. 
Rice, superintendent, New York; Martha S. Kimball, New York; 
Frank Kearney, secretary United States Injured and Disabled 
Employees’ Assocation, favoring passage of act for compensa- 
tion of injured Federal employees; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Merchants’ Association of New York, asking 
the creation of a permanent nonpolitical tariff commission; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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Also, resolutions by nation-wide tariff conference held at Chi- 
cago December 7, 1915, asking tariff revision, permanent tariff 
commission, and for a substantial tariff on dye products; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Religious Society of Friends of Pennsyl- 
vania, New Jersey, Delaware, and parts of Maryland, in regard 
to peace; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Labor, by Samuel 
Gompers, president, asking the investigation of the United 
States Steamboat-Inspection Service; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Charles Stader, Brooklyn, and John Mesh- 
rod, Brooklyn, protesting against utterances of President Wilson 
regarding recent happenings—plots resulting in damage to in- 
dustrial plants, etc.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Seattle Chamber of Commerce and of Port- 
land (Oreg.) Chamber of Commerce, concerning railway mail 
pay ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the Western States Reclamation Conference, 
favoring Senate bill 6827 and House bill to be introduced 
identical with it, in regard to reclamation; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, Chi- 
cago, and chamber of commerce, Fulton, N. Y., favoring the 


enactment of the Stevens resale bill; to the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of William McKinley Camp, Spanish War Vet- 
erans, Brooklyn; Manhattan Camp, Spanish War Veterans, 
favoring House bill 142, to pension widows and minor chil- 
dren of officers and enlisted men who served in the War with 
Spain, the Philippine insurrection, or in China; to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of Chamber of Commerce of 
Portland, Oreg., relative to pay for carrying mails; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of tariff conference of manufacturers, favoring 
permanent tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Department of New 
York, United Spanish War Veterans, for pensions for widows; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Western States reclamation conference, 
favoring Government aid in reclamation of arid lands; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition of Society of Friends of - ennsylrania, New 
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, favoring conference for per- 
petual peace; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Sharp & Dohme, of New York City, relative to 
aid in fighting citrus canker; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota: Petitions of citizens of Minne- 
sota, favoring bill taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Commercial Club of St. Paul, Minn., favor- 
ing increasing shipping facilities; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DILLON: Petition of National Federation of Imple- 
ment and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, Abilene, Kans., favoring 
nonpartisan tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of Retail Implement Dealers’ Association of 
South Dakota and Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association of 
Chicago, III., favoring the Stevens bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Jack Foster Camp, No. 3, United Spanish 
War Veterans, Department of South Dakota, for pensions for 
widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of 5,000 farmers of Minnesota, asking relief for 
grain producers and consumers; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DYER: Resolution of Manila Camp, No. 1, Spanish 
War Veterans, National Military Home, Kans.; William Mc- 
Kinley Camp, No. 33, Department of New Jersey, United Spanish 
War Veterans, West Hoboken, N. J.; Manhattan Camp, No. 1, 
Department No. 1, New York City; General Joe Wheeler Camp, 
No. 2, Department of Florida, United Spanish War Veterans, 
urging passage of Spanish-American War widows and orphans’ 
pensions bill; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of Manila Camp, No. 1, National Military 
Home, Kans., United Spanish War Veterans, asking just and 
equitable system of pensions for veterans of said war and their 
dependent widows and orphans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, communication from Columbian Feed Governor Co., 
Minneapolis, Minn., relating to a $3,000,000 machine and a 60- 
mile gun; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Also, communication from the American Federation of Labor, 
by Samuel Gompers, its president, asking investigation of the 
Steamboat-Inspection Service; to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, communication from State Association of Farmers’ 
County Mutual Fire Insurance Companies of Missouri, with reso- 
lution demanding exemption of such concerns from income tax; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition from Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, 
Chicago, and also from John Deere Plow Co., Kansas City, Mo., 
favoring enactment of resale price bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Missouri Grain Dealers’ Association, Mexico, 
Mo., favoring House bill 4646, for establishing a uniform stand- 
ard of grades on all cereals entering into interstate and export 
commerce; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, communication from Miss Edith Adele Jacobs, of Au- 
burndale, inclosing a copy of the national defense march, and 
favoring preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Religious Seciety of Friends of Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and parts of Maryland, ad- 
vocating peacefulness and opposing preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the citizens’ mass meeting held in Sheldon 
Memorial Hall December 6, 1915, St. Louis, Mo., urging that 
the United States demand the cessation of the atrocious treat- 
ment of the Jewish people in the war zone in Russia; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Portland (Oreg.) Chamber 
of Commerce and resolutions adopted by the directors of the 
Commercial Club of Kansas City, Mo., on the subject of railway 
mail pay ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorials of Mrs. S. Burns Weston, Haverford, Pa.; 
L. C. Outerbridge, Mount Airy, Pa.; De Lancey Rochester, 
Buffalo, N. Y.; anonymous, N: R. I.; Irving Fisher, New 
Haven, Conn.; Edgar S. Wiers, Montclair, N. J.; Mary L. D. 
Johnston, Winchester; Annie Guggenheimer, Baltimore; Lillian 
O. Moller, New Canaan, Conn.; Adaline C. Wheelock, New York; 
A. R. Hawley, New York; Eliza B. Kirkbride, Philadelphia; 
Agnes C. Vietor, Boston, Mass.; Emily F. Weed, Irvington, 
N. V.; Philadelphia Typographical Union; Peter Ainslie, Balti- 
more; Hornell Hart, civic secretary, Milwaukee; Frank H. 
Howes, Boston; Martha S. Kimball, Portsmouth, N. H.; W. H. 
Simpson, Milwaukee; W. Smith, Poughkeepsie, N. T.; L. A. Hal- 
bert, general superintendent, Kansas City, Mo.; John Price Jack- 
son, commissioner, Harrisburg, Pa.; Bernard J. Rothwell, Bos- 
ton; H. Churchman, Weodbury, N. J.; D. B. Armstrong, New 
York City; Ferracute Machine Co., Bridgeton, N. J.; Brother- 
hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers of America, 
La Fayette, Ind.: Stuart A. Rice, superintendent in department 
of public charities, New York; Central Labor Union, Philadel- 
phia; Mrs. J. R. Paddock, East Orange, N. J.; S. E. Heberling, 
president Switchmen’s Union of North America, Buffalo, N. V.; 
Edward M. Van Cleve, managing director of National Commis- 
sion for the Prevention of Blindness, New York; John B. An- 
drews, secretary American Association for Labor Legislation, 
New York; Ernest Woltersdorf, Chicago; and John A. Fitch, 
New York, favoring passage of House bill 476, Federal work- 
men’s compensation act; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Memorial of monthly meeting of Friends, of 
Philadelphia, protesting against increase of armament; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Religious Liberty Association, protesting 
against bill to prohibit use of the mails to any publication; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Reads. 

Also, memorial of Western State’ Water Power Conference, 
relative to developing resources of West; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the United 8 favoring 
an appropriation for fighting citrus canker ; to the Committee 


on Agriculture. 
By Mr. FESS: sect igre agian: Ae e e ee 
preparedness ; 


Church at New Vienna, Ohio, protesting against 
to the Committee on Military ‘Affairs. 
: Memorial of Western States Reclamation 

Conference at San Francisco, Oal., relative to irrigation, over- 
flow, and swamp-land districts; to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

Also, memorial of Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to compensation of railroads for carrying the mail; to 

Commerce. 


fay 
passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


Also, memorial of nation-wide tariff conference of manufac- 
turers for tariff revision ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Evidence in support of House bill 1464, for 
the relief of Benjamin F. Goodman; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: Memorial of Westbrook (Conn.) Gun 
Club, favoring national defense; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of St. Mary's T. A. and B. Society and 
Division No, 2, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Norwich, Conn.; 

Court Quinebaug, No. 128, and Sachem, No. 94, Foresters of 
America, favoring the Hamill bill; to the Committee on Reform 
in the Civil Service. 

Also, memorial of Young People’s Society of Christian En- 
dea vor and Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Scotland, 
Conn., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Adon Butler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, petition of business men of La Salle, TIL, favoring taxing 
mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the National Federation of Implement and 
Vehicle Dealers’ Associations, for a nonpartisan tariff commis- 
Sion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of business men of Seguin, Tex., 
favoring bill taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union 
of Texas, protesting against preparedness; to the Gommittee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Memorial of members of Religious Society 
of Friends of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Mary- 
land, against preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. > 

Also, petition of citizens of Lancaster, Pa., against tax on 
horsepower of automobiles or gas engines or gasoline; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of ninth congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, favoring preparedness; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of Salt Lake Lumberman's Club, 
favoring restoration of a prosperous American merchant marine; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Trades and Labor Assembly, in favor of the 
. bill, prohibiting child labor; to the Committee on 

bor. 

Also, petitions of Earl R. Pembroke, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
urging national preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Mining Association and Mining Operators 
at Washington, D. C., favoring revising the mining laws; to the 
Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, petitions of Manila Merchants’ Association, asking that 
the borrowing limit of the city of Manila be raised to enable 
necessary education and municipal improvement to be made; 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington:. Memorial of Taxpayers’ 
League of Prosser, Wash., opposing increase of Army and 
Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Memorial of Little 
Compton Grange, Little Compton, R. I., protesting against re- 
peal of mixed-flour law; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Evidence in support of 
House bill 1700, for the relief of Mary E. Tyler; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1719, for the relief of 
Joseph H. Pike; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1698, for the relief of 
Ebenezer A. Whitney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1708, for the relief of 
Mariah Wilson Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1701, for the relief of 
Matilda Kinsman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1720, for the relief of 
Robert Darrah; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 1736, for the relief of 
Alice R. Kelley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Memorial of Martin H. Smith Camp, No. 
67, United Spanish War Veterans, Wrightsville, Pa., relative to 
pensions for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Electrical Supply Jobbers Association, of 
Chicago, III., favoring passage of the Stevens bill; to the Coni- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, memorial of Western States Reclamation Conference, 
relative to overflow and swamp lands; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of Illinois Manufacturers Association, for im- 
mediate tariff revision; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Youngstown Chamber of Commerce, relative 
to transportation of mails by railroads; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, evidence in support of bill to correct military record of 
Joseph H. Tavenner; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to transportation of the mails; to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LOBECK: Petition from O. S. Billings and 7 citizens 
of Omaha, Nebr., favoring the Ayres bill, H. R. 4715, Sixty- 
fourth Congress; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. McCRACKEN: Petition of Twin Lakes Local, No. 46, 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of America, against 
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: Memorial of Society of Friends vf Phila- 
delphia, Pa., against preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of National Workmen’s Committee for 
Jewish Rights, Chicago, Ill., relative to complete emancipation of 
the Jewish people in other countries; to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 


Also, petition of Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, relative 
to proposed suspension of pneumatic mail-tube service in Chi- 
cage; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers' Association, favor- 
ing passage of House bill 4715; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of National Federation of Implement and Ve- 
hicle Dealers Association, favoring nonpartisan tariff commis- 
sion; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petition of Fidelity Storage Co., favoring 
amendment to the antitrust laws relative to insurance com- 
panies ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A. W. Lewis, of Berkeley, Cal., 
paredness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memerial of Legislative Committee, State Council of 
Pennsylvania, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, fa- 
voring passage of Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of editor of the Globe, New York, relative to 
Stevens standard price bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petition of William Kraus, of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., favoring bill relative to fighting citrus canker; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, Chi- 
cago, III., favoring passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of monthly meeting of Friends of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Columbian Feed Governor Co., relative to 
$3,000,000 machine and 60-mile gun; te the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers filed in support of bill for the relief 
of Martha J. Baumgartner; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Zachariah 
Mennear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of the 
estate of Charles L. Barnes, deceased; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

Also, papers filed in support of bill for the relief of Jacob W. 
Burge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for increase of pension for 
John C. Briggs; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, favoring embargo on arms and munitions; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the business and professional men’s 
camp at the Presidio of San Francisco, Cal., relative to the crea- 
tion of a reserve corps for the Regular Army; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Common Council of the City of San 
Diego, Cal, relative to legislation providing for a right of way 
over Government lands for dam and reservoir purposes, for the 
conservation and storage of water to be used by the city of San 
Diego, Cal. ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


against pre- 


Also, memorial of the Vicksburg Association of Vicksburg 
Veterans, appealing for an adequate appropriation to provide 
for a celebration and reunion to be held in the National Military 
Park at Vicksburg during the month of October, 1917; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Riverside, 
Cal., favoring the passage of the Newlands-Broussard river 
regulation bill; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, communications from Getz Bros. & Co.; J. H. Newbauer 
& Co.; Dodge, Sweeney & Co.; Tillman & Bendel; Haas Bros.; 
Frank B. Peterson Co.; and Hans Dodel, all of San Francisco, 
Cal., favoring the passage of a law to permit manufacturers to 
name a standard price at which his goods may be resold; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Mines and Oil, Los An- 
geles, Cal., relative to remedial legislation by the Congress of the 


United States affecting the oil industry of the State of Cali- -> 


fornia; to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
favoring an extension of the Weeks Act for the protection of 
forest land at the head of navigable streams; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. A 

Also, communications from Stetson-Barret Co. and M. A. New- 
mark & Co., of Los Angeles, Cal.; Hall, Luhrs & Co., Sacra- 
mento, Cal.; Hedges-Buck & Co., Stockton, Cal.; and sundry 
other manufacturers, favoring the passage of a law to permit 
a manufacturer to name a standard price at which his goods 
may be resold; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Ancient Order of Hibernians in Amer- 
ica, of San Francisco, Cal., relative to legjslation to permit the 
erection in the National Cemetery, at Arlington, of a suitable 
memorial to the Catholic nun nurses who served on the battle 
fields of the Civil War; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of the American Federation of Labor, 
adopted at its annual convention, held at San Francisco Novem- 
ber 8 to 22, 1915, requesting Congress to appoint an impartial 
commission to thoroughly investigate the United States Steam- 
boat-Inspection Service; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Ladies’ Auxiliary of the Ancient Order 
of Hibernians in America, San Francisco, Cal., for permission 
to erect in Arlington National Cemetery a memorial to the 
Catholic nun nurses who served on the battle fields of the Civil 
War; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: Memorial of Ohio Private Bankers’ 
Association, protesting against stamps on bank checks under 
revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitien of 15 citizens of Norwalk, Ohio, protesting 
against any increase of the tax on beer, whisky, and other 
liquors; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of sundry Friends’ Churches 
and Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of California, 
protesting against preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, memorial of W. S. Hancock Council, No. 20, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Los Angeles, Cal., favor- 
ing restriction of immigration; to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of B. Franklin Bryan and other citizens of 
California, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: Memorial of United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, Local Union No. 
1417, of Tonopah, Nev., protesting against any increase in 
naval or military armament; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Petitions of two citizens of New Jersey, 
favoring preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Religious Society of Friends, of Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, protesting 
against preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, of 
Chicago, Ill., favoring passage of the Stevens bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of Adam Lockner & Son and 22 
others of Nebraska, favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Petitions of George Sutherland, of 
Coeur d’Alene, Idaho, and 62 citizens; of 101 citizens of Coeur 
d'Alene; and of 59 citizens of Coeur d’Alene, favoring the publi- 
cation of the report of the Commission of Industrial Relations 
for distribution; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, memorial of Boise Trades and Labor Council, favoring 
the printing of a sufficient number of final reports of the Com- 
mission on Industrial Relations to supply every citizen who 
desires a copy; to the Committee on Printing. 
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Also, papers to accompany House bill 5594, to increase the 
2 of Leander McGrew; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petitions of citizens of fifth North Carolina 
congressional district, protesting against Owen-Palmer child- 
labor bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of North Carolina, protesting 
8 the Palmer-Owen child-laber bill; to the Committee on 

abor. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of citizens of Thief River 
Falls, Minn., protesting against preparedness; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California : Memorial of Common Coun- 
cil of City of San Diego, Cal., relative to granting rights to 
San Diego for dam and reservoir purposes; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of Mary E. Carbutt, chairman committee of 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, Los Angeles, Cal.; the 
Men’s League of the Friends Church of Whittier, Cal.; the Reli- 
gious Society of Friends, of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and part 
of Maryland; and the Society of Friends, Huntington Park, Cal., 
opposing preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Methodist Brotherhood of Vincent Metho- 
dist Church, Los Angeles, Cal., asking for the printing of the 
report of the Commission on Industrial Relations for free dis- 
tribution ; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Meese & Gottfried Co., protesting restricted 
efficiency legislation; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Merchants’ Association of San Diego, Cal., 
and of the board of supervisors, county of San Luis Obispo, Cal, 
relating to the oil industry ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. S. Hancock Council, No. 20, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring the passage of laws re- 
stricting undesirable immigration; to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the German-American League of California, 
protesting against suspension of parcel post service to Germany 
and Austria-Hungary ; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Santa Monica Chamber of Commerce, asking 
that a tax be placed on export of war munitions; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, asking 
improvement of coast-survey work on Pacific coast and appro- 
priation of money to buy vessels therefor; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Associated Chambers of Commerce of 
Orange County, Cal., favoring Newlands-Broussard river-regula- 
tion bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of San Diego Chamber of Commerce, urging 
improvement of Pacific coast survey and appropriation of money 
to buy vessels for same; to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Riverside County, 
Cal., favoring Newlands-Broussard river-regylation bill; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of board of directors of southern San Joaquin 
irrigation district, favoring Western States reclamation con- 
ference; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petitions of merchants of 
Tulla, Kress, Abernathy, Hale Center, and Friona, Tex., relative 
to taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. STINESS: Memorial of Quonocontaug Grange, No. 
48, Patrons of Husbandry, Westerly, R. I., favoring national 
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers in support of House bill 4625, granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Walker; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Memorial of Swedish Evangelical Mis- 
sion Church, of Manchester, N. H., relative to peace; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Grafton County (N. H.) Medical Society, 
relative to proper medical care and attention for the Army; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Petition of David Aken and 99 
other citizens of Vona, Colo., opposing preparedness; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Denver Chamber of Commerce, relative to 
transportation of the mails; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of business men of Meriden, Conn., 
favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. WASON: Memorial of Grafton County (N. H.) Medi- 
cal Association, favoring a sufficient number of medical officers 
in the Regular Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of Presbyterian 
Church of Lisbon, for national prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Stutsman County Union of F. E. C. E., of 
North Dakota, against preparedness; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 
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Wepnespay, January 5, 1916. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we come before Thee that Thou mayest fulfill 
a great purpose in us. We can not always discern the path of 
the Divine plan, but by the manifestation of Thy truth Thou 
hast given us to know that life in its fullest expression is to 
have a larger sphere and to fulfill a Divine commission. Thy 
Word is in our hearts and is the light shining across the vast 
tracts of the years leading us unto the perfect day. We pray 
that Thou wilt guide us this day by Thy truth. For Christ’s 
sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


LANDS IN IMPERIAL VALLEY, CAL. (S. DOC. NO. 232). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a copy of the report of the consulting engineer to the 
Secretary of the Interior relative to the proposed plan for the 
protection of the lands and property in the Imperial Valley, 
Cal., against overflows of the Colorado River, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be printed. 


FLATHEAD INDIAN RESERVATION, MONT. (H. DOC. NO. 476). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
cation from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report of withdrawals made under authority of 
the act of March 8, 1909, within the Flathead Indian Reserva- 
tion, Mont., in connection with the Flathead project for reser- 
yoir and protection purposes, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and 
ordered to be printed. 


BLACKFEET INDIAN RESERVATION, MONT. (H. DOC. NO, 477). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pursu- 
ant to law, a report of all reservations made in conformity with 
the act of June 25, 1910, in connection with the construction in 
the irrigation project within the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, 
Mont., which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 


REPORT OF FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION (H. DOC. NO. 475). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Federal Trade Commission for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1915, which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 136. An act granting an extension of time to construct 
a bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the 
State of Illinois; 

H. R. 3681. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla.; and 

H. R. 4717. An act to authorize Butler County, Mo., to con- 
struct a bridge across Black River. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of South Carolina, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit interstate commerce in the products 
of child labor, which were referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I present a resolution of railway employees 
residing at Van Buren, Ark., asking that the report of the 
Federal Commission on Industrial Relations be printed and 
distributed. I ask that the resolution be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Printing. 
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There being no objection, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee on Printing and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, 
as follows: 


Whereas by an act of our National Con roved August 28, 1912 
the Federal Commission on Industrial Reletions was created, 
directed, along with other duties, to 

r engaged in the principal 


“Into 
loyees; 
c welfare and 
the rights and powers of the community to deal therewith ; 
the extent and results of methods of collective bargaining ; 
“Into any methods which haye been tried in any State or in for- 
eign countries for maintaining mutually satisfactory relations be- 
tween employers and employees; and 
“Shall seek to discover the underlying causes of dissatisfaction in 
the industrial situation and submit to Congress its findings and con- 
clusions, together with such recommendations as they may deem 
* for the amicable adjustment of conditions ;" and 
ereas the Federal Commission on Industrial Relations has sub- 
mitted its report to Congress with the recommendation that it be 
rinted and given general distribution ; and 
Whereas we believe it is of the utmost importance as a com tion of 
facts concerning the existing conditions which oppose the raising 
the standard of civilization for the laboring and 
Whereas we believe the “ Manly report“ of said commission is an un- 
prejudiced, fearless declaration of the truth as regards the evils of 
our industrial system, a frank and courageous presentation of the 
information sought through the creation of e commission, the 
reliability of which in every detail is absolutely beyond question ; and 
Whereas we feel there is a determined effort on the part of the em- 
ploying classes.to prevent the publishing of the “ Manly report” 
and all the evidence taken by said commission: Therefore be it 
Resolved, By this joint union meeting, held in Van Buren, a 
Sa December 18, 1915, and co of representatives o 
Brotherhood of Locomotive En eers, Brotherhood of Locomotive 
Engineers and Firemen, Order of Railway Conductors, Brotherhood of 
way en, International Association of Machinists, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinist Helpers, International Brotherhood of 
Boiler Makers and Iron Shipbuilders and Helpers of America, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and elpers, Brotherhood of 
Railway Car Men of America, Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers In- 
ternational Alliance, representing nearly 500 railway employees, resi- 
dents of said city, that we, as individuals and citizens of the United 
States, each being a constituent of the Senators and Congressman from 
the fifth district of the State of Arkansas, demand that our Senators 
and Congressmen use their utmost endeavors to have said rt and 
evidence published in full and one-half million copies printed, I 
than which we deem not enough to permit of general distribution 
throughout the United States, that we may be able to judge for our- 
selves as to what steps to take to remedy any condition that may appear 
to demand attention ; and be it further 
Resolved, That we send a copy of this resolution to Hon, Jon T. 
Rosrnson and Hon, J. P. CLARKE, United States Senators from Ar- 
kansas, and Hon. Oris Winco, Congressman from this the fifth con- 
gressional district, State of Arkansas. C. I. CLARK 
(Representing Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, 
international organization consisting of 72,500 
members), Bex. H. LOBDILL 
(Representing Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers 
and Firemen, international organization con- 
sisting of 75, members), 
J. F. ADKINS 
(Representing Order of Railway Conductors, inter- 
national organization cons’ of 111,000 mem- 
bers), S. H. Ray 
(Representing Brotherhood of Railway Trainmen, in- 
ternational organization consisting of thousands 
of members), T. J. LINDSAY 
(Represen International Association of Machin- 
ists, international organization consisting of 
108,000 members), Tom MEEK 
(Representing Internationai Association of Machin- 
ist Helpers, international organization consist- 
ing of 6,000 members), HAL STACK 
(Representing International Brotherhood of Boiler 
Makers and Iron Shipbuilders and Helpers of 
America, consisting of 20,000 members) 
E. BAILEY 
(Representing International Brotherhood of Black- 
smiths and Helpers of America, international 
organization consisting of 6,000 members), 
G. MORRISON 
(Representing Brotherhood of Railway Car Men of 
2 000 international organization consisting 
of 45,000 members), Jack IRELAND 
(Representing ted Sheet Metal Workers In- 
ternational Al ce, international organization 
consisting of thousands of members), Committee. 


Mr. PHELAN presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Berkeley, Cal, praying that an appropriation be made 
for the establishment of a naval academy on the Pacific coast, 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Christian As- 
sociation of Sacramento, Cal., praying for Federal censorship of 
motion pictures, which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. è 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sonoma 
County, Oal., praying for a modification of the present tax on 
California wines, which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 


the 1 conditions of 
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Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of the pupils of the Valley 
View School, of Polson, Mont., praying for an increased appro- 
priation for the Flathead reclamation project in Montana. I 
ask that the petition be printed in the Recorp with the name of 
the first signer thereof and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition wns referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Reconp, as follows. 


VALLEY View SCHOOLHOUSE, 


$ PoLsoxN, Mor. 

To the President and Congress of the United States: 
We, the undersigned members of the Valley View Schoolhouse, do 
y petition the President and Congress of the United States 
that an appropriation of at least $1,000,000 be gran b; on 
ess for work on the Flathead irrigation project for the ensuing 


of Con, 
ear. It is quite essential t a substantial appropriation be made 
‘or this purpose so that the work may be expedited and an early com- 


pletion of the project be assured. 

We most earnestly urge that the settlers and Indians holding land 
under this project get the appropriation they are asking for. 

This schoolhouse is loca thin the Flathead project and the great 
ens ed the undersigned pupils have parents holding lands under 

8 project. 

Respectfully submitted. 

CLEON STURM 
(And many others). 


Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Pol- 
son, Mont., praying for an increased appropriation for the Flat- 
head reclamation project, in Montana. I ask that the petition 
be printed in the Rrconůn with the name of the first signer 
thereof, and that it be referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

To the President and Congress of the United States: 


We, the undersigned residents of Polson, Mont., do earnestly and re- 

ctfully request of the President and Congress of the United States 

t an adequate and suitable appropriation of not less than $1,000,000 
be ssed by the present session of Congress for construction work 
on the Flathead ir: tion project for the ensuing year. 

The residents of this city have come to Polson with the intention of 
making their future and permanent homes here. We haye come here 
believing the Government would fulfill the promises and pledges, im- 
puen and otherwise, that have been made to the unit holders and In- 

ians holding land under this project; and it means a great deal to us 
whether or not this project is pushed to a speedy conclusion. 

In view of the foregoing facts, we do most urgently request that a 
suitable appropriation looking toward an early completion of this 
project be passed by this session of Congress. 

spectfully submitted. 
FLATHEAD County STATE BANK 
Polson, Hont., 
By W. H. Mrure, Cashier 
(And many others). 


Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of the principal and pupils 
of Flathead County Free High School, of Flathead County, 
Mont., praying for an increased appropriation for the Flathead 
reclamation project, in Montana. I ask that the petition be 
printed in the Recorp with the name of the first signer thereof 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and 
ordered to be printed in the Recor, as follows: : 

FLATHEAD COUNTY Frese HIGH SCHOOL, 
Kalispell, Mont., December 15, 1915. 
The President and Congress of the United States, Washington, D. 0.: 


We, the unde ed members of the Flathead County Free High 
School, do ully petition the President and Co of the 
United States” that an appropriation of at least $1,000, be granted 
by this session of gress for work on the Flathead irrigation protect 

appropria- 


s completion of the project assured. 
e st estly urge that the settlers and Indians holding land 
under this project get the appropriation they are asking for. 

Respectfully submitted. 

F. L. CUMMINGS, Principal 
(And many others). 

Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of pupils of Sunny Slope 
School, of Polson, Mont., praying for an increased appropriation 
for the Flathead reclamation project, in Montana. I ask that 
the petition be printed in the Rxconb with the name of the first 
signer thereof and that it be referred to the Committee on Irri- 
gation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Tue Sunny SLOPE SCHOOLHOUSE, District No. 46, 
POLSON, MONT. 
To the President and Congress of the United States: 


We, the undersigned members of the Sunny Slope Schoolhouse, do 
y petition the “ dent and ‘Congress of Rhe United States” 
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that an appropriation of at least $1,000,000 be granted by this session 

of Congress for work on the Flathead irrigation project for the ensuing 

year. It is quite essential that a substantial appropriation be made 
for this purpose so that the work may be expedited and an early comple- 
tion of the project be assured. 

We most earnestly urge that the settlers and Indians holding land 
under this project get the appropriation they are asking for. 

Respectfully submitted. 

ISABELLE BUTLER 
(And many others). 

Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of the city council of 
Billings, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
grant to the city of Billings 1,600 acres of land located near 
said city for park purposes. I ask that the petition be printed 
in the Recorp with the name of the first signer thereof and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

Resolution 663. 

A resolution memorializing Congress to grant to the city of Billings, 
Mont., 1,600 acres of land located near said city for park purposes. 
* honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

ates: 

Whereas, because of the rapid 838 of the city of Billings, Mont., an 
urgent necessity exists for the establishment of recreation parks for 
the use of the residents thereof; and 

Whereas the land embraced in sections 16 and 22 and the south half of 
section 10, all in township 1 north, range 25 east, Montana principal 
meridian, in Yellowstone County, Mont., containing 1,600 acres, 
lies within 5 miles of the city of Billings, and is rough and broken 
in character and of slight value for cultural purposes, but is 
nevertheless a place of unusual natura — and charm which 
could be developed into a great pesare ground for the inhabitants 
of our city, as well as a place for the preservation and growth of 
specimens of our native fauna and flora; and 

Whereas said land is now unused and unoccupied, but is capable of 
emt „ as a public park and recreation ground: There- 

ore 


Resolved, That we, the city council of the city of Billings, Mont., 


do ereny tition the Con, of the United States for the passage 
of such legislation as may necessary to permit of the paten g PY 
tie coan States to the city of Billings of all of the land above 
ese 


E. P. GERHART, Mayor. 


E. S. Jupp, City Clerk. 

Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of the Ministerial Associa- 
tion of Billings, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to grant to the city of Billings 1,600 acres of land located near 
said city for park purposes. I ask that the petition be printed 
in the Recorp with the name of the first signer thereof and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

* honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States: 


Whereas in our city there are no public parks and suitable outing places 
for the inhabitants of Billings; and 

Whereas the land embraced in sections 16 and 22 and south half of 
section 10, all in township 1 north, range 25 east, Montana principal 
meridian, in Yellowstone County, Mont., containing 1,600 


Attest: 


unused pa 
park for our city: Therefore be it 
Resolred, That we, the Ministerial Association of the city of Billin 
petition the Congress of the United States for e 
ge of such legislation as may be necessary to permit the patenting 
y ue United States to the city of Billings all of the lands above 
dese i 
Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial be forwarded by 
our committee to the honorable tary of the Interior. 
H. F. WILLIAMS, Chairman, 
WALTER HENRY NORTH, Secretary, 
Committee for the Ministerial Association of Billings, Mont. 


Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Billings, Mont., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to grant to the city of Billings 1,600 acres of land located 
near said city for park purposes. I ask that the petition be 
printed in the Rxconb with the name of the first signer thereof 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


Whereas there is situated north of Billin; 
re 2.000 acres in extent, in township 1 north, range 2 
east, unsuitable for agricultural purposes but decidedly suitable for 

the location of a great natural park for the city of Billings; and 


a tract of State school lan 


Whereas this land is now owned by the State of Montana and is not 

considered to be sufficiently valuable for sale at the State minimum 

Ho TR #10 ec acre, because of its rough and rocky character: 
erefore 


Resolved, by the Billings Chamber of Commerce, That we hereby in- 
dorse a plan, asking that the Congress of the United States grant to 
the State of Montana the right to select other lands in the place of the 
lands above described, in order that the State of Montana ta be per- 
mitted to Sunces of the lands in question to the city of Billings at a 
much redu price, thereby creating the rs. for a public 
improvement which will be of great value to t 
Be it further 

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be sent to the governor of the 
once of Montana, the State land board, and the Congress of the United 

es. 

Respectfully submitted. 


city and community : 


BILLINGS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By J. F. Rocus, President. 
Attest: 
C. W. Fowter, Sceretary. 


Unanimously adopted this 13th day of July, 1915. 


Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of sundry citizens of West- 
butte, Mont., praying for the establishment of a system of rural 
credits. I ask that the petition be printed in the Recorp with 
the name of the first signer thereof and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 


wheres the ace of the Nation depends on the’ prosperity of the 

rmer; an 

Whereas the farmer is unable financially at the present time to carry 
on the business of farming successfully on account of the high rates 
of interest: Therefore be it 


Resotred, That we, the members of Westbutte Local, No. 28, of the 
Farmers’ Educational and Cooperative Union of America, ask you as 
our yey Sipe ie in Congress to use your influence and support to- 
ward the introduction and enactment of an efficient rural-credits meas- 
ure, to the end that the farmer may obtain money directly from the 
Government at the same rate of interest that the banks do. 

Jas. F. O' LAUGHLIN 
(And many others). 

Mr. MYERS. I present the petition of B. C. Bales, of Kali- 
spell, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the 
homestead laws. I ask that the petition be printed in the 
Recorp and that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

KALISPELL, Mont., December 23, 1915. 
Senator HENRY L. MYERS, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: I want to congratulate you for the stand you have taken 
in behalf of the homesteader who has the courage to take up a forest 
homestead, in the introduction of bill No. 2383, an act to amend the 
present law, whi ts a person to prove up with $150 expended on 
clearing in lieu of the 20 acres now required to be put in cultivation. 

To any persons who are acquainted with conditions regarding the 
taking of homesteads in the national forest it will appear that there 
is a vast difference between a forest homestead and one taken in a 
prairie country as regards the amount of money and labor necessary 
to put the land in cultivation. 

Under the 1 law a person taking a prairie homestead can put 
the required 20 acres in cultivation at a cost of not to exceed $5 per 
acre, while a person taking a homestead in the forest can not put his 
required 20 acres in cultivation for less than $50 to $75 per acre, which 
is a manifest hardship to a claimant on a forest cl zi 

The people of Montana are with you on this bill, and I trust you will 
be successful in securing its passage. 

Yours, truly, B. C. BALES. 

Mr. MYERS. I present a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Kalispell, Mont., remonstrating against an increase in 
the tax on bills of lading. I ask that the memorial be printed 
in the Recorp and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the Recokp, 
as follows: 

KALISPELL, MONT., December 22, 1915. 


Whereas the Government now compels the shipper of any products to 
lace a 1 cent Government stamp upon each bill of lad ; and 
Whereas it has been authoritatively reported that an efort wiil be 


made to increase this revenue from 1 cent to 3 cents upon bills of 
lading: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we consider such proposed increase unjust and dis- 
criminatory against the shipper and savoring of class legislation; and 
Whereas a persistent fight for the last few years has been waged 
against the local 8 udleing his business in the eyes of the 
consumer and retailer, ucing his business; and 
Whereas this proposed increase will fall directly upon the shipper. 
Therefore we deem it unjust and discriminatory and_ res fully 
request that you lend your aid in defeating such proposed legislation, 
W. H. GRIFFIN, 
sident. 
P. N. BERNARD, 
Secretary. 


Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of sundry citizens of Lincoln 
County, Mont., praying for the reduction in the areas of cultiva- 
tion required under homestead laws in certain cases. I ask 


1916. 
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that the petition be printed in the Recorp with the name of the ——— 


first signer thereof and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the Rxconn, 
as follows: 

LIBBY, MONT., May 12, 1915. 
To Hon. HENRY p MYERS, 
Washington, D. O. 

We, the bein ig a entrymen on eliminated sands in the Kootenai 

National Forest, 


listed for homestead en 
contain a limited amount of mer are suitable for 
agriculture. Many of these units are covered with a thick growth of 
pole pine and brush which is of no value and must be cleared before 
the land can be cultivated. Such merchantable timber as any of these 
units may contain is very scatte 2 wn? seldom of any sale 
ints, and only adds to the 


1 over, leaving stum 
Where th these 


in this section which can be cultivated ad without much p wi 
The present homestead law r es the ge of a hth of the 
land entered, 20 acres of the 160-acre homestea Say Pen 3 Bred be 
ere a 


done within two Re Sons from the date of entry. 
vision for a reduction of this tillage at the discretion of the Land O reg 
yet the Commissioner of the General Land Office has ruled that no 
reduction will be allowed on account of expense of clearing. 

We invite a 8 of the labor required to cultivate 20 acres 
of prane land with the same under conditions as described sare 
In the first instance 15 days’ plowing and 15 dase 5 
seeding would easily complete work. In the case of the fores 
homesteader, a whole season, six or seven months of hard labor . 
one man, is required to cut and pile the brush ap? arn. Then the 
stumps must be removed by expensive blastin 2 the holes 
filled, and the land otherwise for ploia ch 
fully another season. This te is conservative and co be 
accomplished say under amt gene more favorable than the average. 
Then the work plowin d seeding is still to be done. This leaves 
the rows hea oth no time for £ building. fencing, pr men Se tans work as 
is necessary to make a home. As man 
lated regions reached only by ck trai the ‘entryman soe obliged to 
donate a large amount of work for road ae: ere meadows are 
to be drained the labor is almost as great. 

In the first instance, the crop harvested from the 20 acres would 
natural] y the cost of cultivation and provide in a measure for the 
living of the family; while in our case we get no return either from 
the first or second year’s work, and the homesteader is forced to 
2 os place for a part of each year in order to work to support 

s family. 

We pinned nay | su the un of an amendment which 
would grant to the en to make final 283 on the 
showing of an 3 of work, eR aw “44 3 d , ete. 
to that which would be ee 5 cultivate the acreage ot open 
A mere reduction A a 


has alr 
to the 8 to 2 
a a as we 
suggest would put the forest homesteader on an equal footing with the 
man who makes entry on prairie land. 
All names signed to tion are of those whose claims come 
under most or all of the conditions described above. 
WILSON C. Hara 
(And many en) 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I have a telegram from the Chamber of 
Commerce of Longview, Tex., which I ask to have read. 
There being no objection, the telegram was read, as follows: 
dinat Sh Su LONGVIEW, TEX., January 5, 1916. 
nator MORRIS SHEPPARD, 
ashingte 


on, D. 0.: 
We earnestly hes and urge you to get together with your South- 
= Senators “aha endeavor te relieve fie ship 


situation before 
ene other ESET IR Cotton, in 
oer 


verpool, 17 cents; 
— ought to be 15. Please help your many thousand 
farmer telen 


LONGVIEW CHAMBER OF COMMERCE. 


Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of the Michigan So- 
ciety of Sons of the Revolution, praying for an increase in 
armaments, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. GRONNA presented a petition of the Medical Society of 
Stark County, N. Dak., praying for the enlargement of the 
Medical Corps of the Army, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the National Federation of 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Association, of Abilene, Kans., 
praying for the creation of a nonpartisan tariff commission, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Washington, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Immigration and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


To His Eacellency the President of the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives of oe Brae 
orable Secretary ora r of the United Sta 
eee in Congress from the State to 1 
We, your memorialists, the Senate of the State of ‘Washington and 

House Of Representatives, representing the people of the State of Wash. 


the honorable 
tas tates, the hon- 
Se eae and 


the fourteenth — of the legislature of said State, in 
on assembled, most respectfully represent, petition, and pray 
as follows, that— 


— — 2 of their rightful business a reason 
Rervice pama on on and operation ot the United. States Immigration 
ce; an 

maintenance of the mmt staff of inspectors and 
deke of “the United States 1 ai ean in Victoria, Van- 
couver, and other cities in the Dominion of Canada works a grave in- 
Justice to American railroads in the State of 8 by affording 
undue advantages to transportation lines of Canada ; 

Whereas no reciprocal or corresponding force of 9 is maintained 
at the seaports or land ports of the State of W: a be ae any for- 
eign government to es American railroads the same oppo reunlty In 
competition for me haul on business originating in this 8 
and destined to . the Dominion of da or the eastern 
United States as is afforded by the United States Immigration Service 
to Canada railroads; and 

Whereas the 8 and ports of entry — the State of 3 
under 0 5 are being deprived of for pas- 
sengers a y ent 5 Sound ports from foreign . — 
and noncontiguous lands; 

3 1 som phe so entering at B pak Ay of the State of Washington 

from the Dominion of Canada and seeking naturalization as citizens 
— the United States are now com aes to obtain a 8 of 


a 88 city in a fo land notwithstanding statutory provision 
requiring issuance of su certificate by United 15 officials at the 
United States port at which en is 1 —＋ e; and 


officials in the State 
4 ‘pot furnish the protec- 
tuated as it is on 


Whereas the number of United States immi 
of Washington has been red 
tion which the State’s stra c po 
both land and water boundaries of ti 

Whereas the number of foreign insane in our State hospitals, criminals, 
and paupers have become a heavy burden on the taxpayers of the 


State; 
Therefore use shown „vour memorial the 

7 alate Born ro 
nited States of 


for good ca 
lature of the State of 5 on, in the fourteenth le 
assembled, most ron — the President of the 


a true copy. 
FRANK M. DALLAM, Jr., 
Secretary of the Senate. 

Mr. JONES. I present a joint resolution of the Legislature 
of Washington, which I ask may be printed in the Rrecorp and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in 
the Recor, as follows: 

Tue STATE or WASHINGTON, 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
To all to whom these presents shall come: 


I, I. M. Howell, secretary of sate of the State ot Washington and 
of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I 


have 
carefull 5 the annexed copy of ae oint memerial No. 2, 
relative to fortifications at Grays Harbor and Willapa Harbor, with 
the original copy of ee ea enrolled, now on file in this 


office, on oe the to full, true, and correct copy of 
and of “the whole 5 together with all official in- 


said o 
dorsements pod 
ioe eS whereo have hereunto set_my hand and affixed 
Re the of the Sete of Washington. Done at the capitol, at 
Olympia, this 2d day of March, A. D. 1915. 


[SEAL.] I. M. HOWELL, Secretary of State, 


Senate joint memorial No. 2. 
To His ensign A Woodrow Wilson, President of the United States of 
anoe 5 Senate and House o 
‘tod rate,, he honorable Secret of 

—— 6 in 9 from the State ret Weshingten 
e Senate of the State of Washington and 
people of the State of 
Sta in regular 


e fourteenth te, 
ponar assembleđ, most — 2 represent, petition, and pray as 


That 
Whereas the States of Washington and Or 1 have many wealth 


cities, towns, railroad and steam: terminals on the afe 
coast wholly dependent n the —— 2 seacoast fortifications for 
rotection from invasion m the 2 seas ; and 


ereas, by the fifth biennial rt of the State pare of tax com- 
missioners of the State of Was me it appears that the assessed 
valuation a the taxable in the State of Washington 
assessed a 1155 cent of 1 re 2 — value, is in the sum o 
$1,025, 460, 42; 8018 by _ second biennial report of the tax com- 
missioners’ of f Oregon, the assessed valuation of all 
the taxable 3 in the State of Oregon is approximately as 
t as that of the State of Washington; and 
Whereas there are three transcontinental railway systems 8 
trains in and out of oar Harbor; that a very large passenger an 
t traffic is handled by . systems daily to and from Grays 
Harbor to the north, south, and east; and 

reas a substantia system of public roads for automobile N 

other travel — constructed by Ch County thin 


rope: 


ways running 


Whereas the fortifications on Puget “Sound and the Columbia River are 
possible base that an invading enemy could 
are 8 inade te to protect 

States of on and 
fic Ocean through Grays and 


Ore 
Willapa Harbors; and 
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Whereas the great Sten tepic importance and possibilities of Grays and 
Willapa Harbors as a for military operations in the northwest 
are open, obvious, and apparent to the most casual observers; and 

Whereas the strategic importance and possibilities of Grays and 
Willa Harbors as a base for military operations in the northwest 
and in southwestern Washington and northwestern Oregon have 
been recognized by such eminent authorities as Gens. rion P, 
Maus and Homer , of the United States apg Se and 

Whereas 58 per cent of the entire population of the State of Oregon 
and 61 per cent of the entire population of the State of Washington 
and seven-tenths of the wealth of both States is within six hours of 
the principal strategic sphere of the northwest; that this strategic 
center, midway between the centers of population in the States of 
Washington and Oregon, commands all lines of railways that traverse 
said States north and south; that Grays and Willapa Harbors are 
but two hours to the west, the fortifications on the Columbia River 
are seven and one-half hours to the south, and the fortifications on 
Puget Sound are five and one-half hours to the north of said 
Strategic sphere; and 

Whereas Grays and Willapa Harbors are wholly without fortifications 
or military defenses of any kind, character, or description whatever ; 
that said harbors are open to invasion in case of a foreign war; and 

Whereas the whole of the States of Washington and Oregon are open 
and accessible to invasion from the Pacific Ocean through Grays and 
Willapa Harbors; that the fortification of said harbors is necessary 
to protect the lives and property of the people of said States in case 
of a hostile invasion from the Pacific Ocean; and 

Whereas experience and recent observation has demonstrated that a 
coast, city, town, harbor, or roadstead can not be safely defended from 
invasion from the high seas by naval squadrons or fleets ; and 

Whereas it appears by a letter from Acting Secretary of War Robert 
Shaw Oliver to Senator W. L. Jones, bearing date of December 2, 
1912, that Gen. Marion P. Maus, as commanding general of the 
Department of the Columbia, recommended the fortification of 
said harbors in his report to the War artment, subsequent to the 
Army maneuvers during the summer of 1912, in Chehalis Valley and 
on Grays Harbor; that said maneuvers demonstrated the necessity. for 
the fortification of the said harbors ; and 

Whereas it appears that titions for the fortification of Grays and 
Willapa Harbors were filed with Senator W. L. Jones during the 
Sixty-second Congress of the United States, which said petitions were 
signed by taxpayers of the States of 4 ae and Oregon; that 
the petitioners thereof represented $332,898,097 of taxable . 
as assessed by the taxing officers of the several counties of said 
States and equalized by the State board of tax commissioners of both 
States: that said petitions were duly certified by the legally consti- 
tuted taxing officers of said States; and that as so certified said peti- 
tions showed the amount of taxable property represented by each of 
said petitioners thereon, and as set opposite the name of each of said 
petitioners ; and 

Whereas the assets represented by the following petitioners were not 
included in the aboye amount, so certified as aforesaid: Ladd & Tilton 
Bank, Portland, Oreg. ; National Bank, Portland, Oreg.; 
National Bank of Commerce, Tacoma, Wash.; Fidelity Trust Co., 
Tacoma, Wash.; Pacific National Bank, Tacoma, Wash., ; Dexter Hor- 
ton National Bank, Seattle, Wash.; National Bank of Commerce, 
Seattle, Wash. ; Seattle National Bank, Seattle, Wash. ; Scandinavian- 
American Bank, Seattle, Wash.; Coffman, Dobson & Co., bankers, 
Chehalis, Wash.; Chehalis National Bank, Chehalis, Wash.; Security 
State Bank, Chehalis, Wash.; that aang wholesale merchants and 
manufacturing corporations in the Northwest menot said petitions 
whose assets could not be shown by certificates of the taxing officers 
of said States; and 

Whereas the following commercial bodies of the Northwest have, by reso- 
lutions duly and regularly adopted, found that the fortification of 
said harbors was a public necessity for the adequate protection of 
the lives and pnd teed of the de of said States, to wit: Portland 
Chamber of Commerce, Portland, Oreg.; New Seattle Chamber of 
Commerce, Seattle, Wash.; Aberdeen Chamber of Commerce, Aber- 
deen, Wash.; Montesano Chamber of Commerce, Montesano, Wash. ; 
co Chamber of Commerce, Spokane, Wash.; Olympia Chamber 
of Commerce, Olympia, Wash. ; Centralia Chamber of Commerce, Cen- 
tralia, Wash. ; and the Hoquiam Commercial Club, of Hoquiam, Wash. : 
Therefore, for good cause shown, we, your memorialists, the Senate 

of the State of Washington (the House concurring), 1 the 

Ee le of the State of Washington in the Fourteenth Legislature of the 

tate of Washington, in regular session assembled, most earnestly peti- 
tion the President of the United States of America, the Senate and 

House of Representatives in Congress assembled, the Secretary of War, 

and the Senators and Representatives from the State of Washington 

to make suitable provision for adequate fortifications to protect the 
entrances of said harbors against any invasion from the Pacific Ocean 
that may be attempted in time of hostilities by any foreign power; and 

The secretary of the State of Washington be, and is hereby, directed 
to immediately transmit a certified eopy of this memorial to His Excel- 
lency the President of the United States, the honorable Secretary of 

War, to each of the Senators and Representatives from the State of 

Washington in Congress, and to both houses of the Legislature of the 

State of Oregon. 

And your memorialists will ever pray. 
Passed the senate February 1, 1915. 

Lovis F. HART, 

President of the Senate. 


W. W. CONNER, 
Speaker of the House. 
Filed in the office of the secretary of state February 23, 1915. 
I. M. HOWELL, 
z Secretary of State. 
Mr. KENYON. I present a concurrent resolution of the 
Thirty-sixth General Assembly of Iowa, requesting the Con- 
gress of the United States to enact a parcel-post law limiting 
the weight of packages to a maximum of 40 pounds. I ask that 
the concurrent resolution be printed in the Recorp and referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and 
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Passed the house February 17, 1915. 


Concurrent resolution. 

Whereas the glory and prosperity of Iowa has rested not alone in her 
wonderful farms, but also in her prosperous and beautiful cities 
and towns as well, and the prosperity of her entire citizenship 

uires a symmetrical development of both farm and city, for the 
injury of either is sure to bring a loss and depreciation to the other 
and a decline in the population of the State; and 

Whereas the rates of the parcel post are so low for excessive distances 
and the charge for shipment is in such unjust and unfair proportion 
to the haul that neither the Government nor the railroads are receiv- 
ing sufficient compensation to cover cost of service rendered, and a 
large amount of trade that ar peor oD belongs to the inhabitants of 
the State of Iowa is being diverted to the great cities of the land 
in distant States. This policy is depriving thousands of our best 
and brightest young men and women of their birthright by forcing 
them to emigrate from the State in order that they may have a 
„chance in the world; and 

Whereas these pa concerns in distant cities do not contribute in 
any way to the revenues of the State of lowa, nor do they in any 
way assist in the education of the youth of our State; they build no 
roads or bridges and bear none of our many burdens incident to the 
development of Iowa; and 

Whereas they are waxing fat upon the trade they take from our State 
and are fast developing into great monopolies that bid fair to equal 
1 aes lie in size the greatest manufacturing concerns in the 

nd; an 

Whereas it is the policy of Iowa to provide work and opportunity for 
all its children, and we believe the Federal Government, of which 
we are a part, should not tax the people to reimburse losses in the 
Parcel Post Service when these losses are incurred in establishing 

eat monopolies that are fast sappin the life of our cities and 
owns, and depriving our children of a place and opportunity in their 
own community; and 

Whereas thousands of Iowa's citizens have petitioned the Gencral 
Assembly of the State of Iowa to memorialize the Postmaster General 
and the Congress of the United States to limit the weight of the 
parcel-post packa to a maximum of 40 pounds and make such 
readjustment in the postal rates as will eventually make each class 
self-supporting: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by the Senate of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa 

(the House concurring), That the Postmaster General and the Congress 
of the United States be, and they are hereby, requested and petitioned 
to reduce the weight of the reel-post package to a maximum of 40 
pounds and make such readjustment in our postal rates and zones 
as will eventually make each class Wrest to the end that 
ustice may be done as between all of the citizens of the United 
tates, and that the unjust discrimination that now exists against 
the State of Iowa may be removed. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Starz or Iowa, 
SECRETARY OF STATE. 

I, W. S. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Iowa, and as such 
officer the custodian of the acts and resolutions of the general assembly 
of said State, do hereby 9 that the foregoing is a true and correct 
copy of a preamble and resolution passed by the thirty-sixth general 
assembly of said State at its session commencing January 11, A. D. 
1915, as the same appears of record at page 1554 of the official senate 
journal of said general asemu now on file in my office. 

In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
official seal of the secretary of state of the State of Iowa. Done at 
Des Moines this 14th day of December, A. D. 1918. 

[SEAL.] W. S. ALLEN, 

Secretary of State. 


Mr. KENYON presented a memorial of Local Grange, No. 
2051, Patrons of Husbandry, of Riverside, Iowa, remoustrating 
against any changes being made in certain rural routes in that 
State, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Iowa, pray- 
ing for national prohibition, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Major William A, Kirk Camp, 
United Spanish War Veterans, of Sioux City, Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to grant pensions to widows and 
orphans of veterans of the Spanish War, which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. C. A. Holengren and 
other citizens of Boxholm, Iowa, praying for the placing of an 
embargo on munitions of war, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends, of 
West Branch, Iowa, remonstrating against an increase in arman- 
ments, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POINDEXTER presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of Seattle, Wash., praying that an appropriation of 
$2,000,000 be made to carry on the construction work of the 
Alaska railroad, which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. $ 

Mr. WADSWORTH presented petitions of sundry citizens of 
the State of New York, praying for an increase in armaments, 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Swedish Lutheran Bethlehem Church, of Brooklyn, N. Y., pray- 
ing for the placing of an embargo on the exportation of muni- 
tions of war, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. * 

Mr. KERN presented a memorial of the Society of Friends, of 
New London, Ind., remonstrating against an increase in arma- 
ments, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of the Business and 
Professional Men's Association of St. Albans, Vt., praying for 
an increase in armaments, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McLEAN presented petitions of White Cross Council, 
No. 13, Knights of Columbus, of Norwich; of Local Division 
No. 2, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Norwich; of Court 
Seachem, No. 94, Friends of America, of Norwich; and of Court 
Quinebaug, No. 128, Friends of America, of Norwich, all in the 
State of Connecticut, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to grant pensions to civil-service employees, which were referred 
to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sound 
View, Conn., praying for universal peace, which was referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Westbrook 
and Clinton, in the State of Connecticut, praying for an increase 
in armaments, which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He aiso presented a petition of the Drug Club of New Haven, 
Conn., praying for the enactment of legislation to fix a standard 
price for trade-marked and patented articles, which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill (S. 22) to promote and 
encourage the construction of wagon roads over the public 

lands of the United States, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 20) thereon. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 706) to amend section 260 
of an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws 
relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 21) thereon. 

Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 1409. A bill authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla. (Rept. No. 23); and 

S. 2409. A bill to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge 
Co. to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of 
Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio (Rept. No. 22). 

Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2266) to authorize the appoint- 
ment of Duncan Grant Richart to the grade of lieutenant in 
the Army, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 24) thereon. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TUG FORK, BIG SANDY RIVER. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 1773) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tug Fork of 
the Big Sandy River at or near Kermit, W. Va., and I submit 
a report (No. 19) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

RURAL CREDITS (H. DOC. NO. 494). 

Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President, I desire to present a report from 
the Joint Committee on Rural Credits, which was created by act 
of Congress last spring. 

The joint committee divided into two subcommiitees, a Com- 
mittee on Personal Rural Credits and a Committee on Land 
Mortgage. The Subcommittee on Land Mortgage has made its 
report to the full committee and has recommended a bill. The 
full committee has adopted the report of the subcommittee, and 
I submit the report and ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Banking and Currency. 

The report has been already printed in the Rxconb of yester- 
day's proceedings, on pages 453 to 455. It has also been printed 
as a House document, and I therefore do not ask to have it 
printed as a Senate document. There will doubtless be a large 
demand for it, and later I may ask to have a reprint ordered. 

Since the subject is up, I ask unanimous consent to be per- 
mitted to introduce the bill on land mortgage at the present 
time and have it referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. j 

` The bill (S. 2986) to provide capital for agricultural develop- 
ment, to create a standard form of investment based upon farm 
mortgage, to equalize rates of interest upon farm loans, to fur- 
nish a market for United States bonds, to create Government 


depositaries and financial agents for the United States, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. HOLLIS. The joint committee hopes that it will be able- 
a little later in the session to recommend a bill on personal 
credits, but the time has been so absorbed in preparing the 
bill submitted to-day on land mortgage that it would like fur- 
ther time. It does not ask for a further appropriation. 

I therefore ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of a joint resolution which I introduce to extend the 
time for filing the final report from this committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think that it is necessary to enact a 
joint resolution. Is there any reason why it should be done? 

Mr. HOLLIS. The committee considered that question, and 
some members of the committee thought it might be necessary 
and others thought it might not, and in order that there might 
be no question the committee authorized and requested me to 
introduce the joint resolution. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is no necessity for it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the joint 
resolution. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 62) extending the time for 
filing the final report of the Joint Committee of Congress to 
Investigate Rural Credits was read the first time by its title 
and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the time of the joint committee of the two 
Houses of ae appointed pursuant to the act of Congress a 

ved March 4, 1915, be, and is hereby, extended for four months 
rom the passage hereof in which to file a final report as req by 
the said act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 2853) granting a pension to Howard Atkinson; tc 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 2854) to authorize the closing of part of Forty-first 
Street NW., in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 2855) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Lindy (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2856) granting a pension to Mary L. Cline (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 2857) authorizing the issuance of patent to the 
heirs of James Longmire; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 2858) granting a pension to Ann L. Elliott; 

A bill (S. 2859) granting an increase of pension to Van Ogle: 

A bill (S. 2860) granting an increase of pension to Millie M. 
Ball (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2861) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Merritt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2862) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
O' Heron (with accompanying papers); - 

A bill (S. 2863) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Jane Cadle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2864) granting an increase of pension to Luther H. 
Palmer (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 2865) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Willard (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIS: 

A bill (S. 2866) granting an increase of pension to Daniel K. 
Cummings; and 

A bill (S. 2867) granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Crossman (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHURST: j 

A bill (S. 2868) to amend article 2 of the agreement with the 
Indians of the San Carlos Reservation in Arizona, concluded 
February 25, 1896, and accepted, ratified, and confirmed in the 
act approved June 10, 1896 (29 Stat. L., 321, 358, 360); to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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A bill (S. 2869) for the reduction of the rate of postage 
chargeable on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 2870) for the relief of Alfred Cluff, Orson Oluff, 
Henry E. Norton, William B. Ballard, Elijah Hancock, Susan R. 


Saline, Oscar Mann, Celia Thayne, William Cox, Theodore 

Farley, Adelaide Laxton, Clara L. Tenney, George M. Adams, 

83 Jensen, and Sophia Huff; to the Committee on 
ims. 

A bill (S. 2871) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 
Allred (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 2872) granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Mayden (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2873) granting én increase of pension to Sanal 
Graham (with a pers) ; 

A bill (S. 2874) granting a Wee to Parthenia Mattingly 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2875) granting an increase of pension to William 
Hall (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2876) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lynn (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 2877) granting an increase of pension to George 
Dallison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 2878) for the relief of the legal representative of 
C. H. Mastin, deceased, surviving partner of the firm of Levert 
& Mastin; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: 

A bill (S. 2879) creating a commission of five persons, to be 
known as the United States Commission for Enduring Peace, 
whose purpose it shall be to aid in bringing about enduring 
peace at the earliest possible moment; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 2880) for the relief of Martin V. Parmer (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2881) for the relief of James D. Watts; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2882) granting a pension to Minnie Anderson (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 2883) for the relief of Leonore M. Sorsby (with 
M E paper) ; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

A bill (S. 2884) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
L. Curtis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A ‘pal (S. 2885) permitting the erection of statues in Six- 
teenth Street, sometimes called The Avenue of the Presidents 
r e os na ; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 2886) for the relief of James Ferrell; and 

A bill (S. 2887) for the relief of William H. Manning; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2888) for the relief of David Porter Haseltine 
(with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 2889) tag the relief of John Ogden (with accom- 
panying paper) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (8. 2890) for the relief of R. W. Branson (with ac- 
companying paper) ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

A bill (S. 2881) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
Howald (with accompanying papers 

A bill (S. 2892) V 
Lucas (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2893) ee eee 
Smith (with accompanying pa 

A bill (S. 2894) 1 a 8 to Henry Taylor (with 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2895) granting an increase of pension to Bernard 
Stiver (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2896) granting a pension to Fred M. Livingston 
(with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2897) granting an increase of pension to David 
Brown (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2898) granting a pension to Sarah Higgins (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Esther L. Johns (with 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 2900) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
A. Miller (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 2901) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Mott (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2902) T 4 a pension to Clara €. Watson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2903) granting an inerease of pension to Christian 
Hildebrand (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2904) granting an increase of pension to Carrie S. 
Cross (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2905) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Riggs (with aceompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2906) granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
Booher (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2907) granting an increase of pension to James 
Hawkins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2908) granting an inerease of pension to Anthony J. 
Sansoni (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2909) granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Cowan (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2910) granting an increase of pension to Willis 
Mills (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2911) granting an increase of pension to Uriah 
Ruch (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2912) granting a pension to Lenora Royal (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2913) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Atkinson (with accompanying papers 

A bill (S. 2914) granting an 8 of pension to Hugh S. 
Ryan (with accompanying papers) ; : 

A bill (S. 2915) granting an increase of pension to Henry G. 
Pickett (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2916) granting an increase of pension to James M, 
Friels (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2917) granting a pension to Elvisa Lightner (with 
accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2918) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Brookins (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2919) granting an inerease of pension to Abraham 
T. Casey (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2920) granting am increase of pension to Jesse L. 
Pelton (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2921) granting a pension to Alice Browning (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2922) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Worthen (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2923) granting an increase of pension to William- 
son R. Barten (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2924) granting a pension to 8 A. Hanks (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2925) granting an 751 of pension to Harrison 
White (with accompanying papers 

A bill (S. 2926) C (with 
accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2927) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Taylor (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2928) granting a pension to Lyman E. Tibbits 
(with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. a granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
Brandon (with accompanying papers) ; 
A bill (S. 2930) granting a pension to John T. Peet (with 


accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2934) granting a pension to William W. Peyton 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2985) granting a pension to Emma Ridenour (with 


accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2936) FF 
Ung (with a pers); 

A bill (S. 2937) „556576 Maury Datta (with 


accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to Mary M. Dickson (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2989) granting an increase of pension to Jacob L. 
Hatton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Arthur M. 
Phillips (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2941) granting an inerease 
Jackson (with papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2942) granting an inerease of pension to Isaac R. 
Johnson (with accompanying papers); and 


of pension to George W. 
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A bill (S. 2943) granting an increase of pension to Missouri 
A. Purdy (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 2944) granting an increase of pension to Burton 
Vanhook (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2945) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
Woolf (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2946) granting an increase of pension to Columbus 
Walton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Moullenhour (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to William 
E. Chappell (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 2949) granting a pension to Rose A. Mooney (now 
Reed) (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2950) granting a pension to Herman Johnson, alias 
Herman Cline (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Williamson S. Wright 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2952) granting an increase of pension to John 
Woods (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2953) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
Trueblood (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to Harry B. Helm (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2955) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Holdson (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2956) granting a pension to Madeline Smith (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2957) granting an increase of pension to John Pen- 
rod (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2958) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 
Emmerson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2959) granting an increase of pension to Walter S. 
Gibson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2960) granting a pension to Paul F. Busch (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to Jerry 
Nichols (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Pulley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2963) granting a pension to Hannah R. Pearce (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2964) granting an increase of pension to George C. 
Warrick (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 2965) granting an increase of pension to James 
Mosier (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: 

A bill (S. 2966) granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
C. Allyn (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2967) granting an increase of pension to Lillie N. 
Babbitt (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2968) granting an increase of pension to Diantha 
A. Batting (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2969) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
Chappell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2970) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Clift (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2971) granting an increase of pension to Ann Corey 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2972) granting an increase of pension to Sarah B. 
Davis (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2973) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Day (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2974) granting an increase of pension to Harriet A. 
Fairbanks (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2975) granting a pension to Mary Gaffney (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2976) granting an increase of pension to Francis J. 
Hart (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Howard (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2978) granting an increase of pension to Lucy A. 
Matteson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2979) granting a pension to Julia L. Nichols (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2980) granting a pension to Emily D. Farrow Platt 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 2981) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Rix (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2982) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Sweet (with accompanying papers) ; 


A bill (S. 2983) granting an increase of pension to Susan M. 
Watson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 2984) granting a pension to Maria C. Wheeler (with 
accompanying papers) ; and - 

A bill (S. 2985) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Woodworth (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 2987) to establish a University Board in the Depart-- 
ment of the Interior; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

A bill (S. 2988) to repeal section 13 of an act entitled “An act 
to promote the welfare of American seamen, etc.,” approved 
March 4, 1915 (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 2989) for the investigation and control of the white 
pine blister rust (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 2990) for the relief of certain Army officers and 
their next of kin (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SAULSBURY: 

A bill (S. 2991) for improving the defenses of the coasts and 
industrial centers of Delaware, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Mary- 
land, and Virginia, for increasing their commerce and reducing 
transportation cost on the Atlantic seaboard; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 

A bill (S. 2992) to provide that the United States shall aid 
the States in the construction and maintenance of rural post 
roads ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: 

A bill (S. 2993) to establish a fish hatchery in the State of 
Florida; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 2994) to purchase a painting of the Battle of Gettys- 
burg (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on the 
Library. 

A bill (S. 2995) for the relief of the heirs of Paul Nor ton; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2996) granting an increase of pension to Milton P. 
Julian (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 2997) for the reduction of the rate of postage charge- 
able on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 2998) for the relief of the estate of David B. Landis, 
deceased, and the estate of Jacob F. Sheaffer, deceased ; and 

A bill (S. 2999) granting a pension to Robert M. McCormick; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THOMAS. I introduce a bill and ask that it be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 3000) to amend the Constitution of the United 
States was read twice.by its title, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in the Rxconb, as 
follows: 


A bill (S. 3000) to amend the Constitution of the United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Constitution of the United States be 
amended as follows: 
“ARTICLE XVIII. 


“Section 1. Polygamy and polygamous cohabitation shall not exist 
within the United States or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

Sec. 2. Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro- 
priate legislation.” 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 3001) to supplement the act of June 22, 1910, en- 
titled “An act to provide for agricultural entries on coal lands,” 
and acts amendatory of and supplemental thereto; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3002) for the reduction of the rate of postage 
chargeable on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PHELAN: 

A bill (S. 3003) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
for the establishment of a naval and aviation academy on the 
Pacific coast of the United States within 150 miles of San 
Francisco, and making an appropriation therefor; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 3004) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a public building at Alamosa, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 3005) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon ef a public building at Lamar, Colo.; and 

A bill (S. 3006) to provide for the acquisition of a site and 
the erection thereon of a publie building at Salida, Colo.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


ee 
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A bill (S. 3007) for the relief of the city of Pueblo, Colo. ; 

A bill (S. 3008) for the relief of Lewis B. Brasher; and 

A bill (S. 3009) for the relief of the widow of Joseph O. 
Akin; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3010) for the relief of Michael J. Coughlin ; 

A bill (S. 8011) for the relief of Anna Falls; and 

A bill (S. 3012) for the relief of Elizabeth T. Wells; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3013) for the relief of Samuel J. Morgan; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
(Be bill (S. 3014) granting an increase of pension to Sada 


leason ; 

Hote: (S. 3015) granting an increase of pension to Martha A. 

So oi (S. 3016) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
e; 

A bill (S. 8017) granting a pension to Leora L. Macarey ; 

A bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Nye Phelps; and 

A bill (S. 3019) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (8. 3020) waiving the age limit for admission to the 
Medical Corps of the United States Navy in the case of John B. 
Bostick ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8021) empowering the Supreme Court of the United 
States to promulgate uniform rules for preparing and printing 
the records for all appellate courts and to fix fees and charges 
in connection therewith; and 

A bill (S. 3022) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish 
a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United States,” 
approved July 1, 1898, and as amended thereafter; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3028) to emancipate from certain disabilities chil- 
dren who have judgments of conviction for crime of record 
against them in the Juvenile Court of the District of Columbia ; 
and 

A bill (S. 8024) to amend an act entitled “An act to create a 
juvenile court in and for the District of Columbia,” and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 8025) to amend an act entitled “An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved 
March 8, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3026) to establish the Cabinet National Park in the 
county of Lincoln, State of Montana; and 

A bill (S. 8027) granting to the city of Billings, Mont., certain 
lands for public park purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Lan 


ds. 

A bill (S. 8028) to place certain officers of the Army on the 
retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3029) granting an increase of pronn to Roswell B. 
Van Wagenen ; 

A bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to George Walters; 

A bill (S. 3031) granting an increase of pension to William 
Horrigan; and 

A bill (S. 3082) granting a pension to Charles H. Lufkin; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A bill (S. 3085) granting lands to Hot Springs Lodge, No. 62, 
Ancient Free and Accepted Masons, of Hot Springs, Ark.; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3036) for the relief of the heirs of William H. 
Harvey, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3037) granting an increase of pension to Zora W. 
Elder (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 3088) to amend section 240 of the act approved 
March 4, 1909, being an act entitled “An act to codify, revise, 
and amend the penal laws of the United States”; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3039) granting a pension to Lizzie Noland (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3040) granting a pension to Fred F. Bennett (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3041) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Smilie (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

(By request.) A bill (S. 3042) to appoint J. D. Nevin a 
second lieutenant on the active list of the United States Marine 
Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


A bill (S. 3048) to add certain forest lands to the Santiam 
National Forest (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3044) to establish game sanctuaries in national 
forests, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Forest 
Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

A bill (S. 3045) for the relief of James G. Royse (with accom- 
panying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3046) for the relief of Mary J. McLaughlin; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S., 3047) for the relief of Charles Leon; and 

A bill (S. 3048) for the relief of Simon Caro ; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3049) to provide for certain changes and additions 
to the public building at Salem, Oreg.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3050) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Hathaway (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3051) granting an increase of pension to Amos H. 
Hampton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8052) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Bender (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3058) granting a pension to John H. Biever (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

* bill (S. 3054) to amend an act approved March 4, 1915, 
abolishing the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims in certain 
cases involving claims against the United States for property 
destroyed or appropriated by the Federal Army during the 
Civil War; and 

A bill (S. 3055) to provide for the appointment of clerks of 
the courts of the United States, to fix their terms of office and 
compensation, and require them to make reports of funds re- 
ceived and disbursed by them, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3056) for the relief of Alice Evelyn Mabry Hazen, 
Lawrence C. Mabry, Herbert S. Mabry, Churchwell Mabry, and 
William Deaderick; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 8057) granting an increase of pension to William 
©. Doak; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 3058) to establish the Sawtooth National Park in 
the State of Idaho, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3059) to accept a deed of gift or conveyance from 
the Lincoln Farm Association, a corporation, to the United 
States of America, of land near the town of Hodgenville, 
county of Larue, State of Kentucky, embracing the homestead 
of Abraham Lincoln and the log cabin in which he was born, 
together with the memorial hall inclosing the same; and further, 
to accept an assignment or transfer of an endowment fund of 
$50,000 in relation thereto; to the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 3060) granting an increase of pension to Joseph O. 
Tousley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

A bill (S. 8061) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Leeder; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 3063) granting a pension to Mary E. Corson; 
83 (S. 8064) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 

. Carey ; 

LA bill (S. 3065) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
incoln ; 

A bill (S. 3066) granting an increase of pension to James A, 
McConkey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3067) granting an increase of pension to Sallie A. 
Hawks (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3068) granting an increase of pension to Mary O. 
Lyon (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CUMMINS: 

A bill (S. 3069) to amend an act entitled “An act to amend 
an act entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled “An act to 
regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission,“ approved March 4, 1915; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

(By request.) - A bill (S. 3070) confirming all conveyances of 
Indian allotments heretofore made, and confirming the approval 
thereof by the Secretary of the Interior, and fixing a period of 
time within which an action must be instituted by any claimant 
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to avoid such conveyance and approval by the Secretary of the 
Interior; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3071) to prohibit the importation of intoxicating 
liquors into the Territory of Hawaii and to prohibit the manu- 
facture and sale of such liquors therein; to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

A bill (S. 8072) granting an increase of pension to Minnie 
Holz (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CATRON: 

A bill (S. 3078) for the relief of Mahlom Brown; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3074) to correct the military record of A. W. Sud- 
duth; and 

A bill (S. 3075) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Richard R. Johnson; to the Committee on 
‘Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3076) granting an increase of pension to Dolores 
Lucero de Salaz; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 3077) to amend section 914, chapter 18, of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States of 1878, relating to the 
judiciary ; and 

A bill (S. 8078) providing for service of subpeenas for wit- 
nesses in the district courts of the United States in addition to 
the methods now provided by law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. POMERENE: 

A bill (S. 3080) granting an increase of pension to Lucie B. 
Kasson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 3081) providing for extended leave of absence to 
superannuated employees in the Postal Service; to the Commit- 
tee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 3082) for the relief of certain officers of the Army 
and Navy in connection with the construction of the Panama 
Canal (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, 

A bill (S. 3083) to provide for the retirement of employees 
in the civil service; to the Committee on Civil Service and 
Retrenchment. 

A bill (S. 3084) to correct the military record of Daniel 
Graeber ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3085) granting a pension to Ed Sweeney; 

A bill (S. 3086) granting a pension to Caroline Decker ; 

A bill (S. 3087) granting a pension to Jeanette Jenkins; 

A bill (S. 3088) granting a pension to Cora J. Swavely ; 

A bill (S. 3089) granting a pension to L. H. Fowler; 

A bill (S. 3090) granting an increase of pension to William 
Colpetzer ; 

A bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to Harry H. Gaither; 

A bill (S. 3092) granting a pension to Samuel Wilson; 

A dill (S. 3093) granting an increase of pension to Thomas N. 


Miles 

A bill (S. 3094) granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Stutzman ; 

A bill (S. 3095) granting an increase of pension to John 
McGuire; 

Wa bill (S. 3096) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
ylor ; 

A bill (S. 3097) granting a pension to Jennie H. Weible; 

A bill (S. 3098) granting an increase of pension to David 
Trutt; 

A bill (S. 3099) granting a pension to Caroline Chambers; 
and 

A bill (S. 3100) granting an increase of pension to Daniel ©. 
Ehrhart (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. WALSH: 

A bill (S. 3101) authorizing the Secretary of War to extend 
the lease issued under the act of August 23, 1912, entitled “An 
act authorizing the Secretary of War to lease to the Chicago, 
Milwaukee & Puget Sound Railway Co. a tract of land in the 
Fort Keogh Military Reservation, in the State of Montana, and 
for a right of way thereto for the removal of gravel and ballast 
material; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to Rachel R. Gwyn (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3103) granting a pension to Mary E. King; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 8104) for the reduction of the rate of postage 
chargeable on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 


A bill (S. 3105) to amend section 3244, chapter 3, title 35, 
Revised Statutes of the United States so as to prohibit the 
issuance of Government licenses in States prohibiting the sale 
of intoxicating liquors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3106) granting an increase of pension to J. M. 
Harrison (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3107) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
Conner (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3108) granting an increase of pension to Wesley 
De Sart (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3109) granting an increase of pension to William 
Weigh (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3110) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Martin (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3111) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Mallatte (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr, STERLING: 

A bill (S. 3112) granting a pension to Emer A. Robbins 
(with accompanying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3113) granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 
Stacy (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. FALL: 

A bill (S. 3114) creating the Mescalero National Park, in New 
Mexico, and providing for the allotment of certain lands in 
severalty to the Mescalero Apache Indians; to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 8115) granting a pension to Juan Miguel Archu- 
leta (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3116) granting a pension to George D. Penland 
(with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3117) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Lewis (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NELSON: 

A vin (S. 3118) for relief of settlers on State swamp lands; 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3119) to reimburse the State of Minnesota for 
timber sold from its lands by the Department of the Interior; 
and 

A bill (S. 3120) for the relief of Michael Flaherty, guardian 
of John Flaherty, claimant (with accompanying papers); to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3121) authorizing the Secretary of War to deliver 
to the city of Litchfield, Minn., two condemned bronze or brass 
cannon; and 

A bill (S. 3122) to correct the military record of Bernard 
Cavanaugh (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3123) granting an increase of pension to Severn L. 
Parks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 3124) for the relief of the heirs of Mahaly Fields, 
staat (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 

laims. 

A bill (S. 3125) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
Newmyer (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3126) granting a pension to John S. Allison (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLIS: 

A bill (S. 3127) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
construct an addition to, and to install an elevator in, the post- 
office building at Portsmouth, N. H.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. ` 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 

A bill (S. 3128) for the reduction of the rate of postage 
chargeable on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 3129) to establish a fish-cultural station in the 
State of Washington; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 3130) granting certain lands to school district 
No. 56, Klickitat County, Wash., and authorizing the issuance of 
patent therefor; and 

A bill (S. 3131) validating and confirming conveyances of 
lands made by allottees on the Yakima Indian Reservation, in 
the State of Washington; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3132) providing for the homestead entry of certain 
lands in the State of Washington, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3133) to authorize the county commissioners of 
Pend Oreille County, Wash., to construct a bridge across the 
Pend Oreille River at or near the town of Metaline Falls; to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
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A bill (S. 3134) for the survey and construction of a public 
highway from Cedar Creek Forest Ranger Station in Skamania |. 
County, Wash., to Guler post office in Klickitat County, Wash. ; 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 3185) increasing pensions of widows of the Civil 
War; to the Committee on Pensions, 


By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 3136) granting an increase of pension to James 
McKinney (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 3137) to reimburse the estate of Gen. George 
Washington for certain ands of his in the State of Ohio, lost 
by conflicting grants made under the authority of the United 
States; to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (S. 3138) granting an increase of pension to Florence 
K. Patterson; and 

A bill (S. 3139) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Turner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 3140) granting an increase of pension to George 
Clifton ; and 

A bill (S. 3141) granting an increase of pension to Anna S. 
Weaver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DILLINGHAM: 

A bill (S. 3142) granting an increase of pension to Orrin A. 
Johnson (with accompanying papers); and 


A bill (S. 3148) granting an increase of pension to Helen P. i 


Bonett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 3144) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Pend Oreille River, between the towns of Metaline 
and Metaline Falls, in the State of Washington; to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 8145) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
convey certain lands to the County of Okanogan, State of 
Washington; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3146) for the relief of John Morrow; and 

A bill (S. 3147) authorizing the President to appoint John K. 
Hume a first lieutenant of Cavalry, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8148) for the relief of L. H. Phipps; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 8149) granting an increase of pension to Ida C. 
Martin ; 

A bill (S. 8150) granting a pension to Michael H. Spaulding; 

A bill (S. 3151) granting a pension to Guy Beebe; 

A bill (S. 3152) granting a pension to Annie Neff; and 

A bill (S. 3153) granting an increase of pension to Adam 
Eckert; to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 3154) for the relief of David F. Turnbull, alias 
David Trunbull; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8155) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
Rowley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3156) granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 
Kenerson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3157) granting a pension to Ellen Lambert (with 
accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8158) granting a pension to John Tracy Edson 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. O'GORMAN 

A bill (S. 3159) to "provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Liberty, in the 
State of New York; and 

A bill (S. 3160) to provide for the purchase of a site and 
the erection of a public building thereon at Monticello, in the 
State of New York; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3161) providing for the retirement of Col. David L. 
Brainard, Quartermaster Corps, United States Army (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 8162) for the relief of Carl Anderson (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3163) granting an increase of pension to Celestine 
Lacy (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3164) granting an increase of pension to Sarah R. 
Anderson; and 

A bill (S. 3165) granting an increase of pension to Ernest 
Dichman (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HITCHCOCK: 

A bill (S. 3166) for the relief of Andrew Spence; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 3167) authorizing the Secretary of War to make 
a donation of condemned cannon and cannon balls; and 

A bill (S. 3168) authorizing the Secretary of War to make a 
donation of condemned cannon and cannon balls; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 3169) to pay the balance due to depositors in the 
Freedman’s Savings & Trust Co.; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

A bill (S. 3170) granting a pension to Fannie H. Maffitt; 

A bill (S. 3171) granting an increase of pension to William H. 


Beal ; 

A bill (S. 3172) granting a pension to William D. Harring- 
ton; and 

A bill (S. 3173) granting an increase of pension to Mary R. 
Rash; to the Committee on Pensions. = 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: 

A bill (S. 3174) for the relief of Benjamin F. Spates; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 3175) granting an increase of pension to William 
Gurnett (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 3176) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Kelsey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3177) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
Hunt (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3178) granting a pension to Martha E. Bishop 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 8179) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 
Snipes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REED: 

A bill (S. 3180) to authorize the appointment of Clarence C. 
Kress to the grade of captain, United States Army Medical 
Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3181) for the relief of Mrs. George C. Maynard, 
widow of George C. Maynard; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3182) granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
King (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3183) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 
Hogue (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3184) granting a pension to Mable V. Rake; 

A bill (S. 3185) granting a pension to James B. H. McDaniel 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8186) granting an increase of pension to Matilda A. 
Reid (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3187) granting a pension to Tressie Bratton; 

A bill (S. 8188) granting an increase of pension to Isaac F. 
Greene (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3189) granting an increase of pension to William 
Etheridge (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3190) granting an increase of pension to William 
Roberts (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 61) adopting “ The Star Span- 
gled Banner,” words by Francis Scott Key and music by Samuel 
Arnold, as the national anthem; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 63) authorizing the erection on 
the public grounds in the city of Washington, D. C., of a memo- 
rial to Alfred Noble (with accompanying papers) ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 64) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 65) creating a joint commission 
of Congress to be known as the Joint Commission of Congress 
to Investigate the Aviation Service of the United States Army; 
to the Committee on, Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 66) providing an appropriation 
to check the inroads of the Missouri River in Clay County, 
S. Dak.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 67) to suspend the final proviso 
of paragraph 177, Schedule E, of the act of October 8, 1913; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 68) giving the consent of the 
United States for the State of Louisiana to institute suit 
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against the United States in the Supreme Court of the United 
States (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

BELLIGERENT VESSELS. 


Mr. GORE. I introđuce a bill and ask that it be read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (S. 3033) to prohibit the issuance of passports for 
ya 2 the vessels of a belligerent country was read twice by 
ts e. 

Mr. GORE. I introduce a bill and ask that it be read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The bill (S. 3034) to prohibit belligerent vessels from trans- 
porting American citizens as passengers to or from ports in the 
United States, and to prohibit American and neutral vessels from 
transporting American citizens as passengers and contraband of 
war at one and the same time, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GORE. On the suggestion of the senior Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Surra] I request unanimous consent that the bills 
which I have introduced may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. What are the bills, Mr. President? 

Mr. GORE. They are both very short bills, I will say to the 
Senator from Utah. 

Mr. LODGE. What reference of the bills is proposed? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma asks 
that the bills be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
and that they be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The bills referred to are as follows: 

A bill (S, 3033) to e the issuance of passports for use on the 
essels of a belligerent country. 


Be it enacted, a, That any American citizen or other person 
entitled to receive a passport under the laws of the United States, at 
the time of making = 5 mtb application for 3 shall also 
=~ under such tions as the retary of State 
prescribe, to the nee that he will not during the time for which 
passport is issued or renewed travel or accept transportation as 
a passenger on the vessel of any foreign country or power which shall 
be at the time in a state of war. 
Sec. 2. That when a state of war exists between any two or more 
— . wers or countries, no passport shall be authorized or issued 
ry of State, or by any person acting for or under aur 
by 5 citizen 01 the United States, or to any person owing all 
to the United States, until such citizen shall have made oa * 
1 in big preceding section, that he will not during the time 
which such 3 is issued or renewed travel or accept trans- 
portation as passenger on any vessel of any foreign power or 
country which ‘s at the time in a state of war. 
Sec. 8. That any such citizen or person falsely making the oath 
provided for in the first section hereof, or who having taken such oath 
shall travel or accept t rtation as a passenger on any vessel of 


any acer S rent 8 —.— country during the time for which such 
Ae ewed, exce ept in case of shipwreck or other 
preseda at. was shall te guility of a felony and upon conviction thereof 


shall be punished by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than 
255 „000, or by ee e for not less than one year nor more than 


sy | ears, or bo 
z 4. That n o persos owing allegiance to the ao States who 
shall’ travel or arcane 3 ct a with or without a 
m the vessel of an r power which is at the time in 


whenever in his 
be 


of 
„ 8 ces in the 

N ber in the ‘United TATUS A M Dee: De 

aga aA proclamation whenever the public peace, interest, or 


Sec. 7. That” ana ‘thi * 
hereby repealed, and this a 
of its approval by the President. 


t acts in conflict herewith are 
Shall take effect 15 days after the date 


American citizens as passengers to or from ports 


Be it enacted, etc., That it shall not be lawful for the master of any 
vessel of any foreign — 8 which is in a state of war to bring or 
8 from lace in a foreign coun 


any port or p 
oF er in the ‘United States any 
ted States, or to receive, accep’ 
Sore in the United States to — 5 Port y 
any passenger who is a 


passenger or —— a at 
sea. o v ‘master Of T which has violated the provisions of this 
section shall be entitled or to clear in any port or place in 
the United States d * ef such war, and the master 


master any ne 
while carrying or transporting as a part of such vessel's cargo, any 


ed or destined 


1770 map apart pe a erat ge 
sa Sny country which is in a state of war, take, re re — or aay ak 
8 who is a citizen of the United tates from 
in the United States to any place or port in ar 3 1g 
master 


counter, or vice versa,.and the of any vessel viola 
provisions of this section shall be guilty of a felony, and upon con- 
viction thereof shall be pinion by a ñne of not less than $2,000 nor 
more than $5,000, er by cor Sa a for not less than one year nor 
more than five years, or bo 

Sec. 8. Any citizen of the United States who comes into any port or 
place of the United States as a passenger on the vessel of any foreign 
country which is in a state of war, except in case of shipwreck or 
distress at sea. or who shall embark in any pert or place of the 
United States on any such vessel bound for a port or place in any 
foreign country, shall be guilty of a felony, and upon conviction thereof 

shall be punished by a fine of net less than $1,000 nor more than 
$5,000, or by eee e for not less than one year nor more than 
five years, or both. 

Sec. 4. It shall not be iawful for any citizen of the United States to 
embark in any vessel of the United States or in any vessel of a neutral 
country in any port or place of the United Staten bound for any port 
or place in any — ey 8 y with knowledge that any part of such 
vessel's cargo consists contraband of war consign or destined, 
directly or indirectly, Pig any pert or place in any coun which is in 
a state of war. Any person violating the provisions of this section 
shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be 
praken by a fine of not less than $500 nor more than $2,500, or by 

N for not less than six months ner more than two years, 
or 

Src. 5. The amount of the several fines and penalties imposed by any 
section of this act npon the master of any vessel carrying or bringing 
any of said passengers, citizens of the United 3 or an N Soe 

of the provisions of this act shall be liens upon such vessel, and 
vessel may be Hbeled therefor in any district court of the United 
States where such vessel shall arrive er depart. 

Sec. 6. For the py ses of this act contraband of war shall com- 
rise and consist of following articles, to wit: Arms of all kinds, 
neluding arms for sporting purposes, and their distinctive com; nt 

parts; projectiles, charges, and cartridges of all 3 and th dis- 
tinctive oponas parts ; 9 and 5 specia! a7 prepared for 
wagons, 


Steet the provisions of this act. 

Sec. S. All acts or parts of acts in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, the two bills just introduced seek 
to accomplish the following objects: First, to prevent the issu- 
ance of passports for use on belligerent ships; second, to with- 
draw protection from American citizens who persist in traveling 
on the vessels of belligerents ; third, to prevent belligerent ships 
from entering or clearing in ports of the United States if they 
transport American citizens as passengers to or from such ports; 
fourth, to prevent American vessels and neutral vessels from 
transporting American citizens as passengers and contraband of 
war at one and the same time upon one and the same voyage. 

Under existing laws, both national and international, every 
American citizen has the legal right to travel upon any passenger 
vessel that sails the sea. He has the legal right, not the moral 
right, to run the risk of involving this Nation in war and entail- 
ing the sacrifice of millions of lives and billions of treasure. 
So long as this legal right exists it must be defended by our 
Government at whatever cost. We can not suffer the rights of 
our citizens to be invaded or violated with impunity. Only the 
Government of the United States can withdraw or suspend this 
right without the forfeiture of our prestige and self-respect. I 
believe the Government should suspend this right. No single 
citizen should be allowed to run the risk of drenching this Nation 
in blood merely in order that he may travel upon a belligerent 
rather than upon a neutral vessel. We have a statute now which 
provides that under certain circumstances an American citizen 
expatriates himself and under other circumstances he forfeits 
the right to the protection of the Government. ‘These precedents 
justify the proposed legislation. During the Russo-Japanese war 
Grnt Britain orđered her subjects not to travel on belligerent 
ships. . 

We ordered American citizens to leave Mexico, to leave their 
homes, their business, and their property. If any American citi- 
zen, without regard to his own safety and the safety of his 
country, persists in traveling upon belligerent instead of neutral 
vessels, the Government should order him to stop or else oblige 
him to go at his peril. This action voluntarily taken by our 
Government would not be incompatible with national honor. To 
this extent at least pride and patriotism should take counsel of 
prudence. 

The other bill ogo the right of belligerent vessels to enter 
or clear if they persist in transporting as passengers citizens of 
3000000 CDa otter oe AA nick 
neutral vessels if they seek to transport American citizens as 
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passengers and contraband of war as defined by the declaration 
of London at one and the same time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bills will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

VOLUNTEER MILITARY TRAINING CAMPS. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I introduce a bill to establish volunteer 
military training camps for high-school students. The bill be- 
ing upon a subject much under discussion at the present time, I 
ask unanimous consent that it may be read at length. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read the bill. 

The bill (S. 3062) to establish volunteer military training 
camps for high-school students was read the first time by its 
title and the second time at length, as follows: 


A bill (S. 3062) to establish yolunteer military training camps for high- 
school students. 


Whereas the President of the United States in his last annual message 
to the Congress has urged the creation of a larger standing Army 
and a system of military training which will enable the country to 
bring into active service, in case of emergency, a large army of 
trained citizens; and 

Whereas it has been the policy of this Government, backed by the senti- 
ment of the American people, to maintain a great civil government, 
whose glory should be er peaceful achleyements rather than in 
er military prowess—a standard and example to the whole world; 
an 

Whereas militarism, as known and recognized in the Old World, is 
repugnant to American ideals and independence; and 

Whereas any means adopted for the training of our citizens to meet 
the emergencies of war should never violate the historical policy and 
sentiment of the country by the creation of a strong military organ, 
whose chief function should be war, but should seek only to secure 
capability for service without engendering a desire for military 
achievements ; and 

Whereas this training should be of the kind to raise the standard of 
citizenship in peaceful occupations and should be obtained at a 
minimum of expenditure, and with as little interference as possible 
„With business pursuits; and ; 

Whereas there were enrolled in the high schools of the United States 
in the school year of 1913—14 541,486 boys who were generally with- 
out occupation of any kind during the summer months; and 

Whereas these young men, as a rule, would welcome the out-of-door 
activities and military training and by such physical training and 
discipline would be better fitted for their school work as well as their 
life occupations ; and 

Whereas, by ursuing this plan of utilizing the otherwise waste time of 
these pupils during the summer months in military training, we 
should have in a few years an army of well-trained men of sufficient 
number to meet the demands of war; and 

Whereas it has been demonstrated that in time of war trained medical 
officers with experience in looking after the health of la bodies of 
men are a most necessary adjunct to armies: Now, therefore. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to prepare such abandoned or unoccupied mili- 
tary posts of the country as may, in his judgment, be best fitted for 
use as military training camps during the months of July and August 
of each year, where the male high-school’ students of the United States 
may be given military 55 and instruction in the same general 
manner as is now provided for the training of the cadets at the Military 
Academy at West Point during the summer months; that any male 
student of any high school in the United States shall be allowed to 
enter such camp by complying with such rules and regulations as the 
8 of War may promulgate, such rules and lations bein 
framed to include parna mental, and moral qualifications; and tha 
the Secretary of War is authorized to provide transportation to and 
from such camps, uniforms, tents and equipment, and all nec 
facilities for the care and training in such camps of such high-schoo 
students in military tactics; and he shall detail for duty in such 
camps such officers of the Regular Army, including medical officers, as 
may be needed to provide suitable superintendence, instruction, and 
control of such camps; and that the Secretary of War may employ such 
N and surgeons not connected with the military forces of the 

Inited States as in his judgment may be necessary to preserve and 
protect the health of such students while in camp. 

The said Secretary of War shall prepare all needful rules and regula- 
tions for enlistment of such high-school students for training and for 
corre out the provisions of this act: Provided, That all enlistments 
shall. be voluntary, and no boy under the age of 21 years shall be re- 
ceived without the consent of his parents or guardian. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

RETIREMENT OF CIVIL-SERVICE EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. POMERENE. I introduce a bill for appropriate refer- 
ence. 

The bill (S. 3079) for the retirement of employees in the classi- 
fied civil service was read twice by its title. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I am having prepared by 
an actuary certain tables relative to the expense of the plan 
provided for in the bill that I have just introduced, as well as 
the expense which would be incurred by the enactment into law 
of certain other bills which have from time to time been intro- 
duced. Upon the receipt of the tables, I shall ask the privilege 
of addressing the Senate upon the subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The notice of the Senator from 
Ohio will be entered, and the bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 


PROPOSED CONFERENCE ON INTERNATIONAL LAW. 
Mr. OWEN. I introduce a joint resolution, which I ask may 
be read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 69) for the purpose of making 
more certain the rules of international law, and for other pur- 
poses, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to invite the nations of the world to send delegates as 


the guests of the United States to meet in international conference 
in the city of Washington, D. C., on the first Monday in May, of the 
78 1916, for the purpose of making more certain and pro y declar- 
g the rules of international law, proposing means by which such laws 
be enforced, and laying the foundations by which the future ce 
happiness of the world may be assured through acceptable inter- 
national agreement. 

Each nation shall be entitled to one ig bg and one vote, and one 
additional delegate and vote for each 5,000, of inhabitants or major 
fraction thereof, not exceeding 20 delegates for any nation. Such 
international conference shall be had with the understanding that the 
conference shall not deal with the internal policy of any nation, but 
exclusively with the rules which should govern international intercourse. 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I think the joint resolution 
should go to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. OWEN. I have made that request, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


AMENDMENT TO URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION 


Mr. SMOOT submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $250,000 for the purpose of investigation, treatment, and 
eradication of rabies in the Rocky Mountain States, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of Agriculture, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency appro- 
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 


THE JUDICIAL CODE. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (for Mr. Warren) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 1412) 
further to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 1412) further to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary, which was ordered to 
be printed and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


THE MERCHANT MARINE. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, it will be recalled that toward 
the close of the last session of Congress a special committee of 
the Senate was appointed to inquire into certain charges of 
sinister influences in connection with the so-called ship-purchase 
bill, the committee being generally referred to as the “ Ship- 
Lobby Committee.” I have the honor to submit a report 
(No. 25) on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I submit the views of the minority of 
the special committee with reference to the matter, and ask 
that it may be printed in connection with the majority report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that action will 
be taken. 


ma 


BILL. 


OSAGE RESERVATION LANDS, OKLAHOMA, 


Mr. OLIVER submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 4), which was read and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs: 


Resolved by the Senate ne House of Representatives concurring), 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, requested to 
refrain from making — oe of such quarter-section units of 
the lands of the Osage vation in the State of Oklahoma as have 
been developed by the Barnsdall Oil Co. and are now producing oil, 
save the porns thereof which have been accepted by said company 
for lease to be made direct to it, until further action thereon by Con- 
s, and that said lands, after the expiration of the term of the exist- 
g lease, may continue to be operated by the said sublessee, the money 
arising from the oll preduced therefrom, after payment of expenses 
and royalty, to be held in a Federal deposita to be designated by 
the Secretary of the Interior, pending further action by Congress. 


FREIGHT EMBARGO AT NEW YORK CITY, 


Mr. WALSH. I submit a resolution, which I ask may lie on 
the table for the present. If it is reached to-morrow, I shall 
ask the indulgence of the Senate to submit some remarks in 
relation to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
desire to have the resolution read? 

Mr. WALSH. I ask that it may be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 43) was read, as follows: 


Whereas it is a notorious fact that for weeks there has been a serious 
congestion of freight in the terminals and yards of all of the trunk- 
line railways entering the port of New York ay ; and 

Whereas thousands of loaded freight cars have standing in said 
yards and terminals and on sidings of sald trunk-line railroads, with 
great damage and in to business men and shippers of the country, 

as well as to the railroads themsely 


es; and 
Whereas all or some of the leading trunk-line railroads have declared 
eee upon further shipments of freight into the port of New 
ork; an 


1916. 


Whereas similar conditions are reported as to other ports, and the 
situation has become so serious as gravely to menace not only our 
foreign trade but the domestic trade of the country, manufacturing 
industries having difficulty in receiving supplies of needed raw 
materials on the one hand and being unable to make prompt ship- 
ments of their finished product on the other; and 

Whereas shippers throughout the country are suffering delays, incon- 
venience, and ac losses because of these conditions; and 

Whereas it is asserted that the principal reason for such freight con- 
gestion and for such railroad embargoes is the lack of ships to carry 
on the foreign commerce of the United States; and 

Whereas the ocean freight rates even on such ships as are available have 
increased since the outbreak of the Euro; war from normal to as 
high as fifteen hundred per cent, thus imposing a serious handicap 
on the commerce of the United States, such ocean 8 rates bein 
so high as to preclude foreign commerce in certain articles o 
American production; and 

Whereas American commerce is to-day dependent almost wholly upon 
ships of foreign registry ; and 

Whereas such ships are more or less under the control of their respec- 
tive governments, which, in turn, are quite naturally 1 them 
primarily for the benefit of their interests regardless of the rights 
and interests of American commerce; and 

Whereas the situation has become so grave that it is imperative that 
all of the facts shall be developed in order that the problem may be 
fully understood and dealt with: Be it therefore 
Resolved, That a special committee of five Members of the Senate be 

appointed by the President of the Senate, with authority to investigate 

and report upon the existing freight blockade and embargoes on the 
trunk-line railroads enterin e port of New York City, and other ports 
where like conditions ma. disel: ; the reasons for such blockade 
and embargoes; the effect of the same upon the foreign and domestic 
commerce of the United States; the extent to which the same is occa- 
sioned by a lack of ocean transportation facilities at and from such 
ports; the reasons for such insufficient shipping or ocean transporta- 
tion facilities ; the ocean freight rates now bein say 1 as compar 
with the rates existing at the time of the outbreak of the European war 
in 1914; the extent to which discriminations are being practiced by 
shipowners and carriers, as between American products and commodities, 
and the reasons therefor; and, generali, to investigate the shipping 
conditions as related to any and all of the ports of the United States 
and as between said ert and foreign countries. Said commit- 
tee is bereby given full porer and authority to summon eee, to 
compel the production of books and papers, to employ counsel, and to 
take any and all steps that may be necessary to carry out and effectu- 
ate the purposes and objects of this resolution. 

Said special committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is further au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer, at a price not to exceed $1 r 
printed pe. , to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
the subject pending before the said committee; that the co ttee 
may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate, and the expenses 
thereof shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. GALLINGER. What is the request of the Senator from 
Montana in connection with the resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That it lie on the table for the 
present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is no objection to the resolution 
taking that course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. i 


IMPORTS AND EXPORTS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, on December Tth last I 
submitted a resolution, being Senate resolution No. 10, which 
was ordered to lie over subject to call. I move that the resolu- 
tion be taken up and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so referred. 


CONDITION OF JEWS IN COUNTRIES AT WAR. 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I submit a resolution which 
I ask may be read, after which I shall ask unanimous consent 
for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 45) was read, as follows: 


Whereas in the various countries now enga in war there are nine 
millions of porn Rios great majority of whom are destitute of food, 
n 


shelter, and clo K and 
Whereas millions of them have been driven from their homes without 


g, deprived of an opportunity to make provision for their 
most elementary wants, causing starvation, disease and untold suffer- 


ing; and 
Whereas the goonie of the United States of America baye learned with 
sorrow of s terrible plight of millions of human beings and have 
most 2 respond to the cry for help whenever such an 
appeal has reached them; Therefore be it 


Resolved, That, in view of the misery, wretchedness, and hardships 
which these nine millions of Jews are suffering, the President of the 
United States be respectfully asked to designate a day on which the 
citizens of this country may. pive expression to their sympathy by con- 
tributing to the funds now ng raised for the relief of the Jews the 
war zones. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. Is there any objection? 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from New 
Jersey to let the resolution lie on the table until to-morrow. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I feel that 
there are extenuating circumstances at this particular time for 
urging this resolution. I feel that there is no race on God 
Almighty’s footstool that has been more persecuted and spat 
upon than this race of Jews; and yet, during all this time, they 
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have maintained their dignity and self-respect. The sympathetic 
heart of the American people all over this land has welled up 
and overflowed in sympathy for them. In the great city of New 
York and in very many other cities of this country great meet- 
ings have been held expressive of sympathy. 

This resolution can take but little time; and it does seem to 
me that if there ever was a time when sympathy was fitting 


and apropos, that time is now. Questions of dollars and ques- 
tions of preparedness, as needed as they may be, it seems to me, 
all fade and fall into insignificance when it comes to the mat- 
ter of expressing sympathy over a race stricken as has been the 
Jewish race, 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, of course I join no issue with the 
Senator on the question of sympathy. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I realize that, sir. 

Mr. STONE. I merely asked, for prudential reasons, that the 
resolution lie on the table until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. That is all right. I may say 
that I quite willingly acquiesce. I know that the Senator's 
heart is as big as mine and that he is just as sympathetic. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie on the table 
and be printed. 


HARDT, VON BERNUTH & CO, AND OTHERS. 


Mr. OVERMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
41), which was read and referred to the Committee on Claims: 
Resolved, That Senate bill No. 1414, 5 for the adjudication 
by the Court of Claims of the claims of Hardt, Von Bernuth & Co.; 

„ A. Straus & Co.; Albert Eckstein; Barthels Manufacturing Co.; 
Dieckerhoff, Raffloer & Co.; Dieckerhoff, Raffloer & Co. (a corporation); 
G, Hirsch's Sons; Ludwig Littauer; Moeller & Littauer; Naday & 
Fleischer; William Jonas Co.; Charles E. Hertlein; G. Robison & 
Co.; G. Robison K. ; Paul Puttmann; Imperial Braid Co.; F. B. Vande- 

; and G. Robison & Son, together with all pepers accompany- 
ng said vill be, and is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims to find 
the facts relating to their claims for refund of import duties paid by 
them upon artificial silk in excess of the legal duties imposed by law 
upon artificial silk during the years 1901 to 1909, inclusive, and also to 
find the conclusions of law and equity applicable. to the facts. 


REPORT ON AERONAUTICS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 44), 
which was read and referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved, That the 9 to the report of the National Advisory 
Committee for Aeronautics, transmitted with the President's message 
of December 15, 1915, be printed as a Senate document. 
HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. THOMAS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 46), 
which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Woman Suffrage, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be, and the same are hereby, authorized, during 
the Sixty-fourth Congress, to send for books and papers, to administer 
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a price not to exceed per 
printed page, and to employ such assistants as may be required to 
report such hearings as may be had in connection with soy — — 
which may be pending before the said committee or under inves - 
tion or examination thereby; that the committee, or aor subcommittee 
thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate, the 
expenses thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, 


JOHN A. MUSE. 


Mr. SWANSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
47), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


Whereas John A. Muse was appointed on the United States Senate 
rolls as a laborer January 16, 1897, at a salary of 1 a year, and 
assigned to the Maltby Building as a watchman ; an 

Whereas in the discharge of his duties the said John A. Muse was 
injured permanently and was discharged from the service of the 
Senate during the month of April, 1901: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That the said John A. Muse be, and is hereby, placed upon 

the rolls of the Senate of the United States at the salary he received 

at the time of his discharge on account of permanent injury sus- 
tained while in the service of the Senate. 
- AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I desire to give notice of a 
proposed amendment to the rules. 

Mr. PENROSE. I think the amendment ought to be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The Secretary read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Resolwed, That Rule XXV of the standing rules of the Senate shall 
be amended as follows: 

Insert after the paragraph which reads “A Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, to con 


1 C t of five Senators,” a new paragraph to read 
BSR Committee on Roads, to consist of 17 Senators, to which shall 
be referred all or legislation relating to the construction and 
maintenance of roads." 

ADDRESS BY DR. HUNT. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I have a very able address delivered by 
Dr. Thomas Forsyth Hunt, dean of the College of Agriculture, 
University of California, before the National Association of 
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Real Estate Exchanges, of Los Angeles, and before the Farm 
Management Association at the University of California, August 
9, 1915, on the subject of The relation of a permanent agri- 
culture to social welfare.” It is a very important paper, and I 
ask to have it referred to the Committee on Printing for consid- 
eration, with a view that it may be printed as a public docu- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 


DISTRIBUTION OF FARM PRODUCTS. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I have also some hearings which include 
statements made by Mr. David Lubin, American delegate to 
the International Institute of Agriculture, by certain post-office 
officials, and by certain representatives of Sears, Roebuck & Co. 
and Montgomery Ward & Co., all bearing on a proposal to 
establish a system partaking somewhat of a combination plan 
of mail-order houses and incorporation with the Parcel Post Sys- 
tem, whereby the producers and consumers of farm products 
may be brought in direct touch. It is a very important portion 
of a general scheme for furthering the economic distribution of 
farm products, and I think it is a matter of great interest to 
all the people of the country. I ask that the paper be referred 
to the Committee on Printing, with a view to its publication as 
a public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That action will be taken. 


PLAN OF CONSTRUCTIVE DEFENSE. 


Mr. WORKS. I have here an article on preparedness and 
national defense entitled “Invincible America.” It is quite an 
interesting paper and I should like to have it printed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the paper was ordered to be printed 
in the Recor», as follows: 

INVINCIBLE AMERICA: A PLAN OF CONSTRUCTIVE DEFENSE. 
(By Harry G. Traver.) 


HOW AMERICA CAN HAVE A LARGE ARMY OF TRAINED MEN WITHOUT WASTE 
OF MEN AND MONEY. 


their time on useless effort, 


ment and maintenan and develop a 
few ideals except to kill the enemies of of th country. 

The advocates of a large arm How can we be prepared to 
defend our great — . — with i thousands of miles of coast line, 
our cities, and our homes without keeping up a and a 

proper reserve who are trained to ht? How can we, ore 
Phe fact that great nations call trea “only scraps of paper”? How 


can we defend the 3 atin a, 


national dignity when 
selves — nye Sein ox tee — may land on our 


when we have he barely 50,000 men — p aeons who — take the 


That number is scarcely larger = rps of the na 
the dea 


two o the Afiantie Ocean, distances to day are so short on water 
twice as far away from Europe as the 

aaron peii yp to weenie this Problem have a. 

c men in the State militia and 

Taoa ATE 7 serious Mienie to build up 3 
9 and in many — 8 have a 
War and in the 5 
formed wonderful servi But t there Sages heen at 
in the conditions of wartaré since that time. 


nothing less than criminal slaugh Army 
out of sje 5 as it contains ai at arunas only 86, men in all, 
most of whom are the insular possessions and to 


man the fortifications and 5 
— Army alrea costs hr sy per 


Now, the ` 
$1,160 per year per man, 3 is from two to four ager’ Te 5 coat 
per man of the army of any other nation. mili is very 
expensive, — it is not completely trained nor eq Tor active 
service. To increase the Beccles Es and the to what is 


considered adequate size, and to 
service, will cost this r at 
than any other coun . on o remedy 

to meet the needs of the United Stabes for an adequate — — 2 . 


8 condition for 


The new system consists simply 15 d on a scale the 
method found so successful in build e * Panama Canal, 
namely, place the pa reclamation pro; great road-buildin; 
schemes, the great ne 


ississippi River improvement, and other 
much-needed public works under the Uni 
Army En eers. Give these en 
can 8 


pins 8 7 5 0 


PEA successfull, 
modern times at 
proof that they are At Panama Was neces- 
sary to hire foreign la’ on account of the “climate, but in this country 
the common soldier can do all of moe work. 

Soldiers will be enlisted with this end in view from the very start. 
They will constitute a vast industrial army under the control of the 
War Department; there will be important work for every man from 
the officer down the rawest recruit; and all the men being rofit- 
ably employed, it will be possible to maintain an army of „000 
or more with a mere fraction of tne. loss and waste that is common 
under our present system. 


hard 

or more will be devoted to 
On shell Is" ¢ extensive maneuvers 
the scheme which will 

more expense than the 

e men are employed. 
oro very 
experience of the Germans 
were crushed by Napoleon, who 
thereafter to 000 men. 
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tractors, whose business it is sa get enormous 
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are not handica by — affiliations. hey are not burden 
with a selfish or. 


to —— © ut the Pym of a fat contract They 
Sro pd gate by the troncl rule o. discipline. The shape, 
pra Sg rey oil way problem is to turn it 


over to the Unt 
The and Ohio River systems call for effective sna 2 
The direct annual loss from floods to mil- 


por on. great work will cost at least 8500, 000,000. The 

present annual would more than — th rae te in’ on the entire 
of the work. terri involv: y States. No 

State can or should undertake 1 It ts is outside the “Sela of are 

enterprise. e National Go t 

thority and the financial ability to handle it. 


ms thro w. pass. work 
out of f politics and turned over to the United “states Pony — 
rejoice. they do as well as they did at the Panama, the whole Nation 


epar some zs projects have proved the ability of the United 
States vernment to a an = works of this character. During 
10 years the area of irriga’ land in this coun was doubled, lar; 
through these Government singer put ints 
be accom if the Army were put in 
a. wo moma be arpar on bes Np aon — neins: A 

ere are other great works n 0 no quite, so 

5 ase the 2 = 


The inlan 


y. 

Not only can the National Government do rE work efficiently, but 
by purchasing supplies in enormous quantities it can do the work more 
economically the small wi OS can in local districts. 

What kind of an hae: ge world produce? It must necessarily 
produce the best own An the 1. e has been so 
pe ei hy as the army com 

y trained and physi: 
new eh cies army will be 
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an eE Dae 


an- efficien 


work, and to carrying Aipa aem 
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study certain fundamental things necessary to the ideal life of a sol- 
dier. This will include re first aid to the injured, geography, 
horsemanship; motor-truck driving, track laying, bridge works and 3 and m 

ctics. 

men — who can successfully drive a motor truck in building a wagon 

road would make an ideal man to drive the same truck in time of war. 
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in the para European war is often not more than a week, and that 
at the beginning of the war this was often due to carelessness in han- 
dling or to the inability of inexperienced men to make slight adjust- 
ments. How foolish it is, then, to put trucks in charge of any but men 
trained to handle them in actual service. 

The men of our industrial army would travel about the country more 
or less and would become familiar with the climate, topography, local 
customs, and other conditions of the different sections of the country, 
so that in time of invasion there would be officers and men in every 
regiment familiar with the physical difficulties to be met with, and 
they would avold such disasters as those of history which were caused 
oy ignorance of local conditions. Napoleon's disastrous retreat from 

oscow and his defeat at Waterloo would not have happened to our 
industrial army. 

The soldiers of this army will be paid better wa. than the present 
Regular Army, and they will earn the money. eir food and other 
. will be suitable for men doing hard physical labor and livin. 
out of doors, Their houses will be portable structures, 1 5 mov 
from place to place. No more Army posts should be built like the pror- 
o 33 except to be used as places of storage for Army 
S es. 

at would be the mental and moral development of these men? 
Better than at present. Men who are engaged in a great enterprise will 
have a higher sense of self-esteem and a greater personal interest in 
their work than they have if they spend their time in the ordinary 
monotonous routine of army life. Unfortunately there has often been 
a prejudice against the soldier in uniform in time of peace. Congress 
even passed a law in 1911 forbidding discrimination st the uni- 
formed soldier by theaters and other places of entertainment. When 
these men are engaged on great public works and paid reasonable wages 
—.— bel be respected and estcemed as highly in time of peace as in 

war, 

Under the old system men often find it difficult to get work after 
their discharge from the Army, because their whole life in the service 
has made them unadapted either by experience or disposition to work in 
civil life. Under the new system the men will gain practical knowledge 
of many useful trades. Regular habits of industry and the rigid disci- 

line of their training will make them the best and most efficient workers 
‘or civi! life. Employers are always seeking men who have such habits 
and training at good wages. 

A great national reserve will deyelop from this army. Men should 
serve in the Regular Army for the period of their enlistment, and they 
may then reenlist at advanced pay or be retired to the first reserve, 
which will meet yearly for the maneuvers. They will have their ex- 
penses paid during this meeting and will be paid for their time. The 
reserve is subject to call only in time of war. After serving for a 

od of years in the first reserve, they will then be retired to the 
second reserve, which is not called out unless the first reserve is inade- 


quate, 

This system need not be installed all at once. Like the rural free 
delivery, it can be started on a small scale and increased gradually 
till it supersedes the present Army. 

The individual States may keep their present system of militia till 
the National rere! is well established and work progressing on many 
projects. They will then either abandon the State militia entirely or 
copy. the National Army for State use. 

me work will be done in every State, but only as part of a com- 
prehensive plan wherever and whenever most needed and according to 
rane worked out under the efficient eyes of the Army Engineers; not in 
he extravagant fashion of the annual river and harbor appropriations. 
Thus will be found a solution of the old pork-barrel system from which 
most of our Congressmen will be glad to get away, if it can be done 
gracefully. Here is their chance. 

A balance wheel to national industry can be created out of this in- 
dustrial army. The time is now here when something more effective 
than the present methods must be provided to cope with the problem of 
the unemployed during periods of business depression. The new army 
system offers a practical solution, for the same reason that it solves the 
problems of great public improvements, namely, because only the Na- 
tional Government is large enough to handle the proposition. 

A watch needs a balance wheel to make its movements regular. Like- 
wise a clock needs a pendulum. A waterworks needs a reservoir to 
conserve the supply over periods of plenty and scarcity. A farmer 
provides barns and feed to carry his stock over periods of nonproduc- 
tion. A successful business house keeps on hand or in bank a reserve 
supply of cash to protect it during periods of reduced income. But a 
great Nation with 90,000,000 of people has never taken the trouble to 
provide a practical method of absorbing its surplus labor during slack 
times, nor thought it worth while to care for the idle human beings who 
must be fed and sheltered no matter whether employed or not. 

When the stock or bonds of a reputable corporation are offered too 
freely on the stock exchange or fall a few points in price, there is 
started a buying movement which “supports the market” and takes 
up the surplus stock. When the country 7 more wheat than can 
be consumed at home, it is “absorbed ” by Europe. When an Ameri- 
can corporation produces more steel or harvesters, sewing machines, or 
watches than can be sold in the home market, they are “dumped 
abroad.” But when a financial crisis arises which destroys the confi- 
dence of business men the country over, nearly 8 ts scared, 
people stop buying goods they can do without, trade falls off, employees 
are 8 by the hundreds, and wages fall in many industries. 
There is then a surplus of labor. 

Unfortunately there is no support to the labor market; it can not be 
“absorbed ” by Europe; it can not be “dumped abroad.” It can not 
even be stored in warehouses like lus cotton and corn. 


or the President, or the War 
industrial periods of increasin 
cla: 


a million men, but WOA Peni A never 
do so. These men should always receive the 8 itary trainin. 
d be their term of enlistmen 


expires. They may be released from service in less than one year if 
the regular industries of the country demand them- sooner. 

Most of the unemployed are single men, which makes them especially 
adapted to this ayen Employers usually aim to keep their oldest, 
steadiest, and best men even during dull times, and this includes men 
generally with families. Even married men will be better off to ee 
the army temporarily than to starve or accept charity. They will be 
fed, clothed, and housed in the army and of their wages can be 
sent home to their families, whom they can visit often, as they will 
not be far from them. 

Only a small number of men will probably be taken into the army 
during a depression. The mere fact t the army is ready to employ 
them is sufficient. When the Government puts its stamp on a paper 
dollar few people ever take it to the Treasury to have it redeemed. 
The mere fact that the Government is ready to redeem it is sufficient. 
So with labor. When the Government stands ready to redeem or 
employ every man who applies, few will apply. Why? Simply because 
employers will know that the sale of their products will not decrease 
5. bad business, and therefore they will keep their employees 

emselves. 

The wages ot this special army would not be so high as to keep 
them out of the regular industries when the period of depression is 
passed. It would be a simple matter to employ them all, as the Army 
Fan raog would always have projects under way scattered over the 
entire country on which many extra men could De used economically. 
In case of a mere local disturbance the work can be provided only in 
that particular section. The nee for this special operation would 
come from bond issues. During industrial depressions much money is 
withdrawn .by timid persons from the various channels of trade and 
either hoarded or put into postal savings banks or similar ERON 
This money could be at such times invested in Government bon a and 
throngh the expenditures on the special industrial army it would at 
once flow back into the channels of business. 

Here, then, is the balance wheel for labor. All the men who want 
work and can not find it elsewhere can find it in the army. If these 
men do not stop earning, they likewise will not 0 consuming. 
Where there is no stoppage of consumption there can be little stoppage 
of production, Therefore, the hesitating wheels of industry will re- 
volye and confidence will be 8 restored. If there is unlimited 
demand for wheat, the price of wheat will not decline below a certain 

int. So, if there is an unlimited demand ready to absorb the surplus 
abor, wages will not decline below a certain level, neither will busi- 
ness men become frightened by a financial crisis. They will know if 
all the men in the country are 5 employed that the con- 
suming. poblic is ever and always practically unchanged. They will 
know if the materials and supplies used in one industry are decreased 
that there will be a ng gt goer increase in other lines, for the 
5 — number of workers in the whole country will not be allowed to 

ecrease, 

How much self-respect and manliness will be saved to the workers 
themselves can not be measured in dollars and cents. The army may 
in this way absorb the men who might otherwise become part of the 
flotsam and jetsam of city and town out of a job and out of a home. 
It will keep them out of soup houses and lodging houses. It will keep 
them from becoming vagabonds or charity applicants. It will give 
them self-respecting work and pay them decent wages for it, better 
wages, in fact, than are often paid in some industries. Their work 
will be efficient and effective under the discipline of trained officers 
and according to well-defined plans of the Army engineers, There 
could be no better work found for men who have 1 their 1 or 
lost their jobs than a year under the discipline of the industrial 
army. 

e unions will receive practical help from this system, especially 
those comprising labor which is poorly paid and which is most affected 
by PIOA of depression and by competition of cheap labor. The new 
system will tend to establish a minimum wage, though not in the way 
usually intended and with none of the possible ill effects of a minimum 
wage Save, Employers will profit as well, for if there are no unem- 
ployed, the purchasing power of the public will be unimpaired and there 
can be no long and serious depressions in business, such as cripple and 
ruin many an employer at present. 

Su pae it does cost a few hundred millions to operate this system 
and ereby avert the consequence of a financial panic. The money 
will all go into legitimate public improvements which are worth all that 
they cost, national industries will be saved from a long period of 
stagnation, and there will be a great saving to charity; but the 

test benefit of all, which can not be measured in money, will be 

fhe self-respect and habit of industry which will be saved or created 

en 157 thousands of men who would otherwise become recipients of 
arity. 

To bam up the advantages of this new army system, it will— 

1. Provide an adequate standing army. 

2. Provide a suitable trained reserve. 

3. al tid the morale of the soldier. 

4. Build up our great public works. 

5. Fit the soldier for conditions of war. 

6. Provide for surplus labor in hard times. 

7. Relieve one of the causes of depression. 

8. Retain the self-respect of the unemployed. 

P Give the American people value received for every dollar spent 
on the army. 

This, then, is the new American army. Their weapons are not 
weapons of death, but pos and shovels, hammers and drills; the 
tools of thrift and indus p the instruments of peace. They are con- 
querors not of men but of the great forces of nature. Soldiers not 
of battle but soldiers of the great common good. How every Ameri- 
can bosom will swell with pride at the sight of such an army. The 
pride of every American in the Panama Canal will be reficcted and 
reechoed in every great highway and river from coast to coast. And 
when the time comes, if it does come, to repel a foreign foe, these men 
will be fitted by their training and experience to fight for their country 
as well as any army that every took the fleld. 


GENERAL NAVY BOARD (S. DOC. NO. 231). 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the report of the General Board, 
Department of the Navy, of July 30, which was given out by 
the department on Christmas, and which is unobtainable, the 
department sending me the last copy in their possession, may be 
printed for the use of the Senate. It consists of only two pages, 
and it is very important, of course. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


THE POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. BANKHEAD. I send to the desk an address delivered 
before the Seventh Annual Convention of the Southern Com- 
mercial Congress, of Charleston, S. C., December 16, 1915, by 
Daniel C. Roper, First Assistant Postmaster General. It per- 
tains exclusively to post-office matters. I desire to have it re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing with a view to its publica- 
tion at a later date. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
Sharkey, one of his clerks, announced that the President had 
approved and signed the following joint resolutions and act: 

On December 17, 1915: 

8. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to transfer the Government ex- 
hibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the 
Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes. 

On December 18, 1915: 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution extending the time for filing 
the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal 
er hae between the District of Columbia and the United 

tates, 

S. 696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa. 


PRODUCTION AND CONSUMPTION OF GASOLINE. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I submit a resolution re- 
questing certain information from the Secretary of the Interior, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution, 

The 3 (S. Res. 40) was read, as follows: 


the United States each 
* since 1 
2. The amount of gasoline consumed in the United States each year 


during said period. 
3. several fields of production in the BB a States and the 
amount produced ong field during said 

4. What has been prevailing wholesale pr ice Natl cane oil at the 
several fields of * each year d 

5. What 1 to what extent, are N e atei? 

6. What new fields have been developed during said period, and the 
production of such new fields? 

7. What known fields or areas are yet undeveloped, 
their 
a e 

What new method or methods have been evolved to increase the 
eee of ine produced from the crude oil or to cheapen the 
cost of prod on in any way? 

9. To what n new uses have gasoline and petroleum or coal oil been 
applied during the said period? 

10. So So far as the records of his department will disclose, what has 
been the p pak een and consumption of gasolina in the world outside 
of the United States each year during said period? 

11. To what extent have the war 8 in Europe influenced the 
9 and consumption of voy 

2. What Sge any. rb given for the sudden, extraordinary 
2 — in the re ce of gasolin 

13. To what —— has the interior combustion e e been res 
sible for the increased consumption of gasoline, and what has hone the the 
extent of the increase of such engines and their general uses during said 
period, with special reference to number and increase of sta Sect 
engines, farm traction engines, automobiles, and motor beats, ete. 

14 Any other information which may be useful or beneficial in the 
consideration of the subject of production and consumption of gasoline. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution. Is there any objection? 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I was not able to follow the 
reading of the resolution carefully. I inquire of the Senator 
from North Dakota if it includes an inquiry into the existence 
of fields not now producing or limited in their production be- 
cause of the deficiencies in the public-land laws? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state to the Senator that it does 
include such a report. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Does the resolution contemplate an inves- 
tigation hereafter to be made by the department, or merely call 
for information now in the possession of the department? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It simply calls for information for the use 
of the Senate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. It does not empower the department to 
make an investigation? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; that would be without the rule of a 
Senate resolution. It is simply for information, and upon that 


and what are 
ee for oll and gasoline production in the United States 
ere 


information there may be an investigation by the proper com- 
mittee of the Senate. It is very proper, Mr. President. 

y Mr. ROBINSON. Is it a Senate resolution or a joint reso- 
ution? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is a Senate resolution only. 

Mr. President, I should like to present the following figures 
in reference to this subject, indicating the necessity for the 
passage of a resolution of this kind. 

It appears from the reports of the Geological Survey that the 
estimate of the 1915 output of petroleum was 267,400,000 bar- 
rels. That is 2,000,000 barrels more than the 1914 output. The 
production activity during 1915, according to the report, was pur- 
posely retarded. Crude petroleum nevertheless held in reserve 
increased in 1915 about 50,000,000 barrels, and at present there 
are 220,000,000 barrels held in reserve. During the 10 months 
ending October, 1915, there were exported 98,471,466 barrels, 
while during the same period of last year the export amounted 
to 140,275,273 barrels. From April to August the petroleum 
ranged in price at $1.35 a barrel. By December 17 it had risen 
to $2.15 per barrel. Thus itwill be seen that the production of 
1915 as estimated was considerably in excess of the production of 
the previous year; that the crude petroleum held in reserve was 
very much higher than in previous years; and that at the present 
time it amounts to the enormous sum of 220,000,000 barrels. 
During 1915 the export of petroleum was very much less than 
during the previous year, and notwithstanding all of this it 
seems that petroleum has almost doubled in value within the 
past two or three months, 

Now, there may be some very valid reason for this that is not 
indicated in the report. If our fields are about to play out the 
American people ought to know something about it as speedily 
as possible. If this rise is due to some understanding or com- 
bination, irrespective of the amount of production, we sre equally 
entitled to information upon that subject. 

I have made the resolution as broad as possible to secure 
information that will enable us to determine ourselves the cause 
of the very sudden rise in the cost of an article so universally 
used by the American people. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I am entirely in 
sympathy with the purpose stated by the Senator from North 
Dakota, and I do not doubt that very great information can be 
furnished by the Secretary of the Interior. But I think in order 
to get clear information an inquiry should also be made of the 
Department of Justice, because I am informed that a grent 
amount of petroleum produced is now under injunction under 
suits by the Government and that other great amounts are held 
because there is no purchaser of that particular oil. I simply 
make that suggestion in this connection. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I assume that in the broader language of 
the resolution the Secretary of the Interior, through the Geo- 
logical Survey, will have notice of that fact, and that that infor- 
mation will appear in the report which will be sent to us. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My only purpose was to make 
the information full. 

Mr. WALSH. I have had an opportunity to go over the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from North Dakota, and the specific 
information which I think the Senate ought to have in connec- 
tion with this matter will, I think, not be called for by any of the 
stipulations of it except the last, which is to this effect: 

Any other information that may be useful or beneficial in the con- 
sideration of the subject of production and consumption of gasoline. 

I suggest to the Senator from North Dakota, and I have no 
doubt he will concur, that following there might be very appro- 
priately added : 


See pentane what fields are now unproductive or limited in their 
because of deficiencies in the laws in relation to the 

m of public lands containin — pee 
— from entry to a t action 

I offer that as an amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I welcome the amendment offered by the 
Senator if he thinks that the several propositions in the resolu- 
tion do not cover the point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The question is on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 

Mr. OWEN. The House of Representatives passed a bill, 
House bill 3681, which is the same as Senate bill 1409, which has 
been favorably reported. It is a bill for the construction of a 
bridge at Tulsa, Okla. I ask unanimous consent for its present 
consideration. 

Mr. FALL. I shall not object to that if the Senator will first 
allow me to introduce in regular order a Senate resolution that 
it may be read and lie on the table. 


1 = oil and what areas have 
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Mr. OWEN, I will yield fer that purpose. : 

Mr. FALL. I have no other purpose in objecting to unanimous 
consent. i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Mexico is 
recognized. 

Mr. FALL submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 42), 
which was read: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not eye ene with 
the public interests, to inform the Senate n the foll sub; 
and to transmit to the Senate the documents, letters, reports, orders, 
etc, hereinafter referred to. 

First. Is there a government now existing in the Republic of Mexico; 
and, : 

Bacona. Is such Government recognized by this Government; how is 
such Government maintained and where; who is now the 

head of such Government and is the same a constitutional Government? 
Third. By what means was the recognition of any Government in 
Mexico brought about and what proceedings, if any, were followed 
prior to and resulting in recogniti 1222 any conference een 
country <2 3 Brazil, e, Guatemäla, and any other country 
or countries 

Fourth. What assurances has the Government of Mexico pre this 
Government as to its course in ee American lives and pro 
in Mexico and in Texas, New Mexico, na, and California; and, if 
such assurances have been given, what evidence has this Government 
of a abilit: con arn Government to fulfill its promises and obligations 
n the premises 

Fifth. What orders or instructions have been issued to our officials 
and armed forces on or near the Mexican border for the protection of 
the lives, property, and peace of American citizens along border. 

Sixth. at assurances have been received from the Mexican Gov- 
ernment, or requested by this Government, as to payment of American 
damage claims for injury to life or property of our citizens resultin 
a the acts of Mexico, or citizens of that country, within the Dant 

ve years. 

Beren th. What assurances have been given „ iens Mexican Govern- 
ment as to the protection of foreigners and ci 8, and particularly 
in the free exercise of their 7 ag in publie or in private, 

th. rts of the B ster to Mexico, made to this 
Government by letter or ree Md cn said minister was represent- 
ing this Government in Mexico ; reports of American consuls and 
consular representatives In Mexico during the past four years, together 
with reports from any special or other sources of information available 
or in hand, concerning or relating to Mexican affairs and conditions or 
to Mexican officials or military and factional leaders, orts of the 
actions of the Red Cross in Mexico, and their reports to this Govern- 


ment. 
letters, and reports relating to the closing of the port 
g 


Ninth. Data, 
of El Paso and same to importations of meat from J 


and also to the setting aside or revocation of any decrees or orders o 
Villa concerning mining property. 

Tenth. Information concerning the occupation of Vera Cruz by our 
land and naval forces, duration of such oc tion, our administration 
of affairs during such occupancy, and the date and cause of the eyacu- 
ation of Vera Cruz, with all correspondence concerning such evacuation. 


Mr. FALL. I ask that the resolution may be printed and lie 
on the table. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That action will be taken. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. CUMMINS. May I ask what was the request of the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen]? 

Mr. OWEN. There is a bill providing for the construction 
of a bridge over the Arkansas River at Tulsa, Okla., which 
passed the House, and a similar bill has been favorably re- 
ported by the Senate committee. It is a very short bill, con- 
sisting of only a few lines, and I ask consent to have it passed, 
because the parties are in stress waiting for it. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I shall not object; but I think we ought to 
go on and finish the regular morning business. I shall insist on 
doing that after the Senator from Oklahoma has presented his 
bill. 

Mr. OWEN. I thank the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 3681) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla., was read 
twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I should like to ask whether the bill 
has been reported from a committee of the Senate. 

Mr. OWEN. It was reported favorably by the Committee on 
Commerce, and I am moving now the passage of this bill in 
lieu of the Senate bill in the same words. 

Mr. SMOOT. On what page of the calendar is the Senate 
bill noted? 

Mr. OWEN. It was reported this morning. It is Senate bill 
1409. The Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] reported the 
bill favorably. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senate bill, I understand, is iden- 
tical with the House bill which has been read by title. 

Mr. OWEN. It is identical. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. The question is on the inde 
postponement of Senate bill 1409. The bill will be indefinitely 
postponed. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were each read twice by their titles and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 186. An act granting an extension of time to construct 
a bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the 
State of Illinois; and 

H. R. 4717. An act to authorize Butler County, Mo., to con- 
struct a bridge across Black River: 


MANUFACTURE OF ARMS AND MUNITIONS. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 
now proceed to consider Senate bill 381, known as the Philip- 
pine bill. 2 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I suggest that there ought to be some dis- 
position of the resolutions which lie on the table. I may be 
wrong, but I am under the impression that they come up auto- 
matically. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ruled, and the rul 
was not appealed from, at the last session of the Senate tha 
they do not come up automatically; that they may be called up, 
however, by any Senator who wishes. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I was under a misapprehension. I desire 
to give notice that one week from to-day, at the close of the 
regular routine morning business of the Senate, I shall make 
some observations upon Senate resolution 20, which now lies on 
the table. I rose only for the purpose of giving that notice or 
making some disposition of the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There were no resolutions laid on 
the Presiding Officer’s table at the last session which were taken 
up without being called up. It was found that there was no 
rule which provided that they should be laid down by the 
Chair; and the ruling then was that any Senator who had in- 
troduced a resolution which had gone over would have the 
right before the close of morning business to call up the reso- 
lution if he desired so to do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have no interest in the matter. I thought 
the rule provided that they should be laid before the Senate, but 
that may apply only to the following day after the resolution 
has been introduced. 

Mr. LODGE. They go over under objection. 

Mr. CUMMINS. One day. 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. - 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule provides that resolutions 
shall go over on objection, but it does not provide that the 
Presiding Officer shall lay them before the Senate. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not insist upon any ruling on this 
point, because all T desire to do now is to give the notice. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICH PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
HircHucock] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 881. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I merely desire to ask the 
Senator from Nebraska whether it is his intention to press the 
bill or seek final action on it to-day, because the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Lrerrrr], who I know takes very great in- 
terest in this measure and is a member of the committee, is 
absent, and I know he desires to discuss the bill. I should 
like myself to say something very briefly on it; I shall take but 
a few moments. I wanted to know whether the Senator ex- 
pected to press it to a vote to-day. I thought perhaps he would 
be willing to have it read and the amendments considered and 
allow it to go over until to-morrow at least, so that there 
would be an opportunity for some discussion on the part of 
those who care to discuss it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Replying to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I will say that I have no desire—and I think no member 
of the committee has any desire—to in any way interfere with 
Senators who wish to speak upon this bill. My purpose now is 


to get the bill before the Senate as the unfinished business. 
Personally, I shall have but little to say upon it at this time. I 
should like, however, to have it taken up and read for com- 
mittee amendments. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection whatever to that. It was 
only because I knew the Senator from Rhodé Island desired to 
be heard upon it that I made the suggestion. I should like to 
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say something myself, and I shall speak very briefly on some of 
the general features of the bill. I only wanted to find out 
whether it was the intention to press the bill to a vote to-day, 
because, if it is going over, I shall prefer to speak to-morrow, 
and I think the Senator from Rhode Island may then be able 
to return. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I have no intention to ask for a vote on 
the bill to-day. . 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Nebraska if he would allow the consideration of amend- 
ments to the bill to go over, and for this reason: The Senator 
from Rhode Island, being a member of the committee which 
has had consideration of the bill, I know is deeply interested 
in some of those very amendments and desires to speak upon 
them. I think it would be unjust to him to have the Senate 
pass on them to-day, because I am sure he desires to be heard 
on those amendments, as well as upon the bill itself. I there- 
fore ask the Senator from Nebraska to have the bill read and 
then to make whatever remarks he desires to make to-day, or 
that any other Senator who desires to speak may do so, and 
then that the bill and amendments go over. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is the Senator from Utah advised when 
the Senator from Rhode Island will return? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am not definitely informed, but I think he 
will be here to-morrow. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have just learned that the 
Senator from Rhode Island is detained from the Chamber by 
illness, but T know he will return as soon as possible. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There is no assurance, then, that the 
Senator from Rhode Island will be here to-morrow? 

Mr. LODGE. I have not any assurance that he will be here 
to-morrow, for I do net know whether he will be well enough 
to come. There is no desire whatever to delay the bill, so far 
as anyone on this side is concerned. I know the Senator from 
Rhode Island does not desire to delay it, but wishes to be heard 
upon it. I hope the Senator will, therefore, have the bill read; 
and if any Senator desires to discuss it, that he will have the 
opportunity to do so, but that the Senator will not press the 
bill to a vote to-day or attempt to dispose of all the amendments. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that there is no desire on my part or 
on the part of any other Senator on this side of the Chamber 
to delay the consideration of the bill or a vote upon it; but I 
feel that the Senator from Rhode Island, who is the active 
member of that committee on this side of the Chamber and 
who has taken more interest in the measure than any other 
Senator on this side, should be here when the amendments are 
being considered and before the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, in view of the statements 
of Senators and also because of the knowledge that I have of 
the deep interest which the Senator from Rhode Island has in 
this bill, I shall be very glad to delay as far as possible a 
procedure on the bill until the Senator from Rhode Island 
returns, if it is within a short time. I will ask now to have 
the bill read, but I desire to give notice that I should like to 
have the committee amendments considered to-morrow. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
there is no objection on the part of any Senator that I know of 
to making the bill the unfinished business. That can be done 
to-day. Of course, if the Senator occupies the time until 2 
o'clock, automatically the bill would become the unfinished 
business, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcucock] that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 381) to declare 
the purpose of the people of the United States as to the future 
political status of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to 
provide a more autonomous government for those islands. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas it is desirable to place in the hands of the people of the 
3 such an increasing control of their domestic affairs as 
can ven them without in the meantime impairing the sover- 
eignty of the United States, in order that, by the use and exercise 
of popular franchise and governmental powers, they may be the 
better prepared to fully assume the responsibilities and enjoy all the 
privileges of complete independence, which it is the pu 
United States to grant when, in the jud 


the people of the Philippine Islands s 

be fitted therefor: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That the provision of this act and the name 
„The Philippines” as used in this act shall apply to and include the 
T'hilippine i ands ceded to the United States Government by the trea 
of peace concluded between the United States and Spain on the 11 
day of April, 1899, the boundaries of which are set forth in article 3 
of said treaty, together with those islands embraced in the treaty 
between Spats and the United States concluded at Washington on the 
{th day of November, 1900. 


e of the 
ent of the United States, 
have shown themselyes to 


Sec. 2. That all inhabitants of the Philippine Islands who were 
Spanish subjects on the 11th day of April, 1899, and then resided in 


said islands, and their children born subsequent thereto, shall be 
deemed and held to be citizens of the Philippine Islands, and as such 
entitled to the protection of the United States except such as have 
become citizens of some other country: Provided, That the Philippine 
1 is hereby authorized to provide by law for the acquisition 
of Philippine citizenship by those natives of the Philippine Islands who 
do not come within the foregoing provisions, the natives of the insular 
poversstons of the United States, and such other persons residing in 

e Philippine Islands who could become citizens of the United States 
under the laws of the United States if residing therein. 

Sec. 3. That no law shall be enacted in said islands which shall 
deprive any person of life, liberty, or property without due process 
of law, or deny to any person therein the equal protection of the 
laws. Private property shall not be taken for public use without just 
compensation. 

That in all criminal prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right 
to be heard by himself and counsel, to demand the nature and cause of - 
the accusation against him, to have a speedy and public trial, to meet 
the witnesses face to face, and to have compulsory process to compel 
the attendance of witnesses in his 2 

That no person shall be held to answer for a criminal offense with- 
out due process of law; and no person for the same offense shall be 
twice put in jeopardy of punishment, nor shall be compelled in any 
criminal case to be a witness against himself, 

That all persons shall before conviction be bailable by sufficient 
sureties, except for capital offenses. 

That no law impairing the obligation of contracts shall be enacted. 

That no person shall be imprisoned for debt. 

That the privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be sus- 
pended, unless when in cases of rebellion, insurrection, or invasion 
the public saf may require it, in either of which events the same 
may be suspended by the President, or by the Governor General, 
eee during such period the necessity for such suspension shall 
exist. 

That no ex post facto law or bill of attainder shall be enacted nor 
shall the law of primogeniture ever be in force in the Philippines. 

t no law granting a title of nobility shall be enact and no 
person holding any office of profit or trust in said islands, shall, with- 
out the consent of the Congress of the United States, accept any 
present, emolument, office, or title of any kind whatever from any king, 
queen, prince, or foreign State. 

That excessive bail shall not be uired, nor excessive fines imposed, 
nor cruel and unusual punishment inflicted. 

That the right to be secure against unreasonable searches and seiz- 
ures shall not be violated. 

That no warrant shall issue but upon probable cause, supported by 
oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched 
and the person or things to be seized. 

That slavery shall not exist in said Islands; nor shall involuntary 
servitude exist therein except as a punishment for crime whereof the 
perean have been duly convicted. 

That no law shall be abridging the freedom of speech or of 
the press, or the right of the le peaceably to assemble and petition 
the Government for redress of grievances. 

That no law shall be made respecting an establishment of religion 
or prohibiting the free exercise thereof, and that the free exercise and 
enjoyment of religious profession and worship, without discrimination 
or preference, shall forever be allowed; and no religious test shall be 
required for the exercise of civil or political — No public mone. 
or propery shall ever be apropa iea; applied, donated, or used, di- 
rectly or indirectly, for the use, benefit, or support of any sect, church, 
denomination, or system of religion, or for the use, benefit, or no ni 
of any priest. preacher, minister, or other religious teacher or dignitary 
or sectarian institution as such. Polygamous or plural marriages are 
forever prohibited. 

That no money shall be paid out of the treasury except in pursuance 
of an Ra! heat e by law. 

That the rule of taxation in said islands shall be uniform. 

That no bill which MAF be enacted into law shall embrace more than 
one subject, and that subject shall be expressed in the title of the bill. 

That all money collected on any tax levied or 
urpose shall be treated as a pects 
‘or such purposes only. 

Sec. 4. That all expenses that may be incurred on account of the 
government of the Philippines for salaries of officials and the conduct 
of their offices and de ments, and all expenses and bony beep con- 
tracted for the internal improvement or development of the islands, not, 
however, including defenses, barracks, and other works undertaken by 
the United States, shall, except as otherwise ifically provided by 
the Co be paid by the government of the ilippines. 

Sec. 5. That the statutory laws of the United States hereafter en- 
acted shall not apply to the Philippine Islands, except when they 
specifically so provide, or it is so goram in this act. 

Sec. 6. That the laws now in force in the Philippines shall continue 
in force and effect, except as altered, amended, or modified herein, until 
altered, amended, or repealed ny the legislative authority herein pro- 
vided or by act of Congress of the United States. ; 

Sec. 7. That the — authority herein provided shall have 
power, when not inconsistent with this act, by due enactment to amend, 
alter, modify, or repeal any law, civil or criminal, continued in force 
by this act as it may from time to e see fit. 

This power shall 8 extend with the limitation herein pro- 
vided as to the tariff to all laws relating to revenue and taxation in 
effect in the Philippines. 


assessed for a specia 
1 fund in the treasury and paid out 


Sec. 8. That general legislative power, except as otherwise herein 
ponu is — Js granted to the Philippine Legislature, authorized by 
this act. 


Sec. 9. That all the property and rights which may have been ac- 
quired in the 3 Islands by the United States under the treaty 
of peace with Spain, signed December 10, 1898, except such land or 
other property as has been or shall be designated by the President of 
the United States for military or other reservations of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and all lands which may have been subse- 
quently acquired by the government of the Philippine Islands by pur- 
chase under the provisions of sections 63 and 64 of the act of Congress 
approved July 1, 1902, except such as may have heretofore been sold 
and disposed of in accordance with the provisions of said act of Con- 
gress, are hereby placed under the control of the government of said 
islands to be administered or disposed of for the benefit of the inhabi- 


tants thereof, and the Philippine Legislature shall have power to legis- 
late with respect to all such matters as it may deem advisable: but 
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acts of the Philippine Legistai for the disposition or con- 
cessions respect of land, timber, and m being part of 
the public domain, not have force of law 
un F of the Uni : That 
a ——.— of such an act by the or it shall be 
by him fo: to President of the United States, 
he shall approve or disapprove the same within months from 
and enactment and submission for his approval, and if not 
disap setae og gral men coda a law as if it 
had 8 Provided further, That where lands 
in the Philippine I have been or may be 3 public 
‘or the pur- 


cet 
pm Danae Bury od the ‘contral; o 
for the efit of tne | in 


vernment 
said islands full control and power to administer and d of such 
ie 10. ‘That, while this act provides that th the Philippine Npr t 
E - while this a: es pine poemen 
shall have the authority to cnect & tariff! law, trade — 


tween the islands and 


e United States shall „ to be —.— 
ae 5 


United States: Provided further, 

any act mentioned in tne to ä pro- 
m and after its enactment and su 

for his approval, and if not disapproved within such time it shall —— 
n law the same as if it had been specifically approved. 

Sec. 11. That taxes and assessments on property and license fees for 
franchtses, and privileges, and internal taxes, direct or indirect, may 
be im; for the purpose of the Philippine government and the 
cial and munici governments thereof, respectivel ae as ** o- 
vided and 8 ipate taxes and revenues Legi 
ee to anti e taxes and revenues, bonds and cher “obligations 

ed by e e aupa government or any provincial or muni- 
cient — therein, as may be provided by ay ee to protect the 
8 credit : nt theren however, t the entire ebtedness of the 
hilippine government created by the 1 oe ered therein shall 
$17,000,000, nor that of any 
Province or municipality a sum in — E 5 per cent of the a te 
tax valuation of its pT stas any one 20 except 2 city of 
S 


herein fixed to the indebtedness of the P. oi grin 1 And 
provided further, That no public indebtedness of the Philippine govern- 
ment or of any Province or apop page ime rier shall be authorized, 
except with the specific approval of t of the Untied States; 

vernment, or ey. its setae 


and all bonds issued b; Phili 
2 b oy ernment of the United Sta 


es, or of any political or eee = 
te, or by any county, 3 
erritory of the United 


Dent to any Province or municipality in the islands, the — Sant of 
lection of taxes on 

other means, 
nds of such 
Province or moo gen ae ity, and shall create a gation of th fund suficient to 
interest thereon in accordance with the terms 


of issue. 
8 as That eral legislative powers in the Philippines, = 
otherwise provided, shall be vested in aT — — ture 
shall 3 of two Sousa, one the senate Boxe! a Bn the omen: of 
sentatives, 1 15 the two houses shall be 2 “The Philip- 
avé That, until the epii e existia Legislature 


erein granted to 
government of the Philip ipine Islands, ex such as may now 1 
within the exclusive jurisdiction of the Philippine Commission, which 
is so continued until the organization of the — herein provided 
ror the Philippines. When the Ph: ine e shall have been 
nized, the exclusive legislative jurisdiction and T authority exercised 
the a ine Commission shall thereafter be exercised by the 


ture. 

That the members of the senate of the vig sa nigel . 0 
us herein 3 shall be elected for terms of four y herein- 
after p ded, by the qualified electors of the Phili pines. “iach of 

the senatorial districts except as hereinafter provid 
ae to elect two senators. No person shall be an elective member 
the senate of the Philippines who is not a qualified elector and over 
years of age, and who is not able to read and write either the Span- 
„ and who has not been a resident of the 
two consecutive years and of the senatorial 
ct from which chosen for a period of at least one year imme- 

diately: prior to his election. 
Sec. 15. That the eee of the pace of 8 shall, 
except as herein provided elected for terms two years by the 
qualified electors of the Philippines. Each of the representative dis- 
tricts hereinafter provided ‘ie rie have the right to elect one repre- 
sentative. No n shall be an elective member of the house of repre- 
sentatives who is not a qualified elector and over erie ee ee of age, and 
who is not able to read and write either the 8. lan- 
clngted and who has not been a resident of the d district from which 
ed wE at least one veer 8 rior to his election. 

6. That at the fi election 3 to this act, the 
qualified, electors shall be those having the qualifications of voters 
under the present law; thereafter and until otherwise provided by the 
Philippine Legislature "herein 8 for the qualifications of voters 
for senators and representatives in the Philippines and all officers 
ani by the people — 59 Ay 5 pps Pra oak Ja 

male person who is not a citizen or ject of a foreign power 
feeble-minded and 
iction of an 


ery 
21 years of age * over 8 — ant 
infamous 
), who shall have been a 


those convicted a court 
offense since dhe 1 13th day of N 1 


i 


„q.. Ene and of the muni li 
shall offer Vote for, six months next precoding the day Of 


the ng 
or to the 13th day of A 1898, held the office 
gobernadorcillo, alcalin — cabeza de 
7171... ot aay aynata, 
ose who own real property to the value of P5900, or who ammu- 
P30 or more of the established taxes. 
777. SEAE Spanish, English, or 


a = 

SEC. 41. k for the ioare or the Aret chek hereafter to the 

re aged ee. ine Islands shall be divided into 12 
„ as follows: 


Fok gy district: Batanes, Cagayan, Isabela, Ilocos Norte, and Ilocos 


oe district: Negros Occidental, Negros Oriental, Antique, and 


pride ‘district : Leyte and Samar. 

Tenth district: Cebu. 

Eleventh district: Su: Misamis, and Bohol. 

8 Heare The ountain Province, Baguio, Nueva Vizcaya, and 


2 hy eer = districts shall be the 81 now provided 7 and 
3 in th ountain Province, 1 in Nueva Vizcaya, and 5 Depart- 


ment of Mindanao and Sulu. 
The first of this act shall be held on 


yea y „ That 1 
of the nd without restri Islands shall appoint. ” without the consent of the 


senate and wi restriction as to residence, senators and resenta- 
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after its enactment and submission for his approval; and if not ap- 
proved within such time it shall become a law the same as if it had been 


specifically approved, The Governor General shall have the power to 
veto any particular item or items of an appro; riation bill, but the veto 
shall not affect the item or items to which he does not object. The item 
or items objected to shall not take effect except in the manner hereto- 
fore provided in this section as to bills and joint resolutions returned 
to the legislature without his approval. 

All laws enacted by the Philippine Legislature shall be reported to the 
Congress of the United States, which hereby reserves the power and 
authority to annul the same. It at the termination of any fiscal year 
the appropriations necessary for the support of government for the 
ak fiscal year shall not have been made, the several sums appro- 
priated in the last appropriation bills for the objects and purposes 
therein specified, so far as the same may be done, shall be deemed to be 
reappropriated for the several objects and pen specified in said last 
appropriation bill; and until the 1 lature U act in such behalf the 
treasurer shall, when so directed by the Governor General, make the 
payments necessa td for the purposes aforesaid. 

Sec. 21. That the qualified electors of the Philippine Islands shall, 
on the frst Tuesday in June, 1915, and at the general elections there- 
after provided for the election of senators and representatives to the 
Philippine Legislature, elect two Resident Commissioners to the United 
States, who shall hold their office for a term of four years beginning 
with the first Monday in the month of December following their elec- 
tion, and who shall be entitled to an official recognition as such by all 
departments upon presentation to the President of a certificate of elec- 
tion by the Governor General of said islands. Each of said Resident 
Commissioners shall, in addition to the salary and the sum in lleu of 
mileage now allowed by law, be allowed the same sum for stationery and 
for the pay of necessary clerk hire as is now allowed to the Members 
of the House of Representatives of the United States, to be paid out of 
the Treasury of the United States, and the franking privilege allowed 
by law to Members of Congress. No person shall be eligible to election 
as Resident Commissioner who is not a qualified elector of said islands 
and who does not owe allegiance to the United States ‘and who is not 
more than 30 years of age and who does not read and write the English 
cog, her: e. The present two Resident Commissioners shall hold office 
until the first Monday in December, 1915. The Governor General may 
remove a Resident Commissioner whenever the Philippine slature 
shall request such removal by a resolution adopted by two-thirds of the 
members of each house, and the legislature may fill any vacancy caused 
by such removal for the unexpired portion of the term wherein the 
vacancy occurred. In case of yacancy in the position of Resident Com- 
missioner, arising from any other cause than removal by the !egisla- 
ture, the Governor General may make her ogee 2 8 until the 
next meeting of the 3 Legislature, which shall then fill such 
vacancy; but the Resident Commissioner thus elected shall hold office 
one. for the unexpired portion of the term wherein the vacancy occurred. 

: Sec, 22. That the supréme executive power shall be vested in an ex- 

ecutive officer, whose official title shall be “The Governor General of 
the Philippine Islands.” He shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate of the United States, 
and hold his office at the pleasure of the President and until his suc- 
cessor is chosen and qualified. The Governor General shall reside in the 
Philippine Islands during his official incumbency and maintain his 
office at the seat of government. He shall, unless otherwise herein 
provided, appoint, by and with the consent of the Philippine Senate, 
such officers as pay now be appointed by the Governor General, or such 
as he is authorized by this act to appoint, or whom he may hereafter 
be authorized by law to appoint: ut appointments made while the 
senate is not in session shall be effective either until disapproval or 
until the next adjournment of the senate. He shall have general super- 
vision and control of all of the departments and bureaus of the govern- 
ment in the Philippine Islands as far as is not inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act, and shall be commander in chief of all locally 
created armed forces and militia. He may grant pardons and re- 
prieves and remit fines and forfeitures, and may veto any legislation 
enacted as herein provided. He shall submit within 10 days of the 
opening of each regular session of the Philippine Legislature a budget of 
receipts and expenditures, which shall be the basis of the annual ap- 
propriation bill. He shall commission all officers that he may be au- 
thorized to appoint. 

Sec. 23. That the Governor General shall be responsible for the faithful 
execution of the laws of the Philippine Islands and of the United States 
operative within the Philippine Islands, and whenever it becomes neces- 
sary he may call upon the commanders of the military and naval forces 
of the United States in the islands, or summon the posse comitatus, or 
call out the militia or other locally created armed forces, to prevent 
or suppress lawless violence, invasion, insurrection, or rebellion; and 
he may, in case of rebellion or invasion, or imminent danger thereof, 
when the public safety requires — suspend the privileges of the writ of 
habeas corpus, or place the islands, or any part thereof, under martial 
law: Provided, t whenever the Governor General shall exercise the 
authority granted in this section he shall at once notify the President 
of the United States thereof, together with the attending facts and cir- 
cumstances, and the President shall have peer to modify or vacate 
the action of the Governor General. He shall annually and at such other 
times as he may be required make such official report of the transactions 
of the government of the Philippine Islands to the War rtment, 
under the jurisdiction of which the islands continue, and his said annual 
report shall be transmitted to the Congress of the United States; and 
he shall Spr dag boy such additional duties and functions as may in pur- 
suance of law be delegated or assigned to him by the President. 

Sec, 24. That there shall be 9 by the President, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate of the United States, a vice 
governor of the Philippine Islands, who shall have all of the powers 
of the Governor General in the case of a vacancy or temporary re- 
moval, resignation, or disability of the Governor General, or in case 
of his temporary absence; and the said vice governor shall be the 
head of the executive department, known as the department of public 
instruction, which shall include the bureau of education, the bureau 
of health, the bureau of science, and the bureau of non-Christian tribes. 

Other bureaus now included in the department of public instruction 
shall, until otherwise provided by the Philippine Legislature, in- 
cluded in the department of the Interior. 

The President may designate the head of an executive department 
of the Philippine government to act as Governor General in the case 
of a vacancy. the temporary removal, resignation, or disability of the 
Governor General and of the vice governor, or their temporary ab- 
sence, and the head of the department thus designate shall exercise 
all the powers and perform all the duties of the Governor General 
during such vacancy, disability, or absence. 


Sec. 25. That, except as provided otherwise in this act, the execu- 
tive departments of the Philippine government shall continue as now 
authorized by law until otherwise provided by the Ec sgt Legis- 
lature. When the Lege (im Legs ture herein provid shall con- 
vene and organize, the Philippine Commission, as such, shall cease and 
determine and the members thereof, except the Governor General and 
heads of executive departments, shall vacate their offices as members 
of said commission. . The Philippine Legislature, except as to the 
department of public instruction, may thereafter by appropriate 
legislation increase the number or abolish any of the executive depart- 
ments, or make such changes in the names and duties thereof as it 
may see fit, and shall provide for the appointment and removal of the 
heads of the executive departments by the Governor General, and may 
provide that heads of executive departments, including the department 
of public instruction, shall have seats in either or both houses of the 
legislature, with the right of debating or voting or both: Provided, 
That all executive functions of the government must be directly under 
the Governor General or within one of the executive departments under 
the supervision and control of the Governor General. There is hereby 
established a bureau, to be known as the bureau of non-Christian tribes, 
which said bureau shall have general supervision over the public affairs 
of the inhabitants of the territory represented in the legislature by 
Sppointive senators and representatives. 

Sec. 26. That there shall be appointed by the President an auditor, 
who shall examine, audit, and settle all accounts periang to the 
revenues and receipts from whatever source of the Philippine govern- 
ment and of the provincial and municipal governments of the Philip- 
pines, including trust funds and funds derived from bond issues; and 


audit. in accordance with law and administrative regulations, all ex- 


penditures of funds or property pertaining to or held in trust by the 
government or the Provinces or municipalities thereof. He shall 
perform a like duty with respect.to all government branches, 

He shall keep the general accounts of the government and preserve 
the vouchers pertaining thereto. 

It shall be the duty of the auditor to 1 to the attention of the 
proper administrative officer expenditures of funds or property which, 
n his opinion, aré irregular, unnecessary, excessive, or extravagant. 

There shall be a deputy auditor appointed in the same manner as 
the auditor. The deputy auditor shall sign such official pers as 
the auditor may designate and perform such other duties as the auditor 
may prescribe, and in case of the death, resignation, sickness, or other 
absence of the auditor from his office, from any cause, the deputy auditor 
shall have charge of such office. In case of the absence from duty, 
from any cause, of both the auditer and the deputy auditor, the Goy- 
3 may designate an assistant, who shall have charge of 
the office. 

The administrative jurisdiction of the auditor over accounts, whether 
of funds or property, and all vouchers and records pertaining thereto, 
shall be exclusive. With the approval of the Governor General, he 
shall from time to time make and promulgate general or special rules 
and regulations not inconsistent with law covering the method of 
accounting for public funds and property, and funds and 1 held 
in trust by the government or any of its branches: Provided, That nay 
officer accountable for public funds or property may require suc 
additional reports or returns from his subordinates or others as he 
may deem necessary for his own information and protection. 

The decisions of the auditor shall be final and conclusive upon the 
executive branches of the government, except that appeal therefrom 
may be taken by the party aggrieved or the head of the department 
concerned within one year, in the manner hereinafter prescribed. The 
auditor shall, except as hereinafter provided, have like authority as 
that conferred by law upon the several auditors of the United States 
and the Comptroller of the United States Treasury, and is authorized 
to communicate directly with any persen having claims before him 
for settlement, or with any department, officer, or person having 
official relations with his office. 

As soon after the close of each fiscal year as the accounts .of said 
year may be examined and adjusted, the auditor shall submit to the 
Governor General and the Secretary of War an annual report of the 
fiscal concerns of the government, showing the receipts and disburse- 
ments of the various departments and bureaus of the government and 
of the various Provinces and miunicipalities, and make such other 
reports as may be required of him by the Governor General or the 
Secretary of War. 

In the execution of their duties the auditor and the deputy auditor 
are authorized to summon witnesses, ad ister oaths, and to take 
evidence, and, in the pursuance of these provisions, may issue sub- 

mas and caforce the attendance of witnesses, as now provided by 


W. 

The office of the auditor shall be under the general supervision of 
the Governor General and shall consist of the auditor and deputy 
auditor and such necessary assistants as may be pos y law. 

Sec. 27. That any person aggrieved by the action or decision of the 
auditor in the settlement of his account or claim may, within one year, 
take an appeal in writing to the Governor General, which appeal shail 
specifically set forth the particular action of the auditor to which 
exception is taken, with the reason and authorities relied on for 
reversing such decision. 

If the Governor General shall confirm the action of the auditor, he 
shall so indorse the appeal and transmit it to the auditor, and the 
action shall thereupon be final and conclusive, Should the Governor 
General fail to sustain the action of the auditor, he shall forthwith 
transmit his grounds of disapproval to the Secretary of War. together 
with the appeal and the papers necessary to a Roper understanding of 
the matter. The decision of the Secretary of War in such case shali 
be final and conclusive. 

Sec. 28. That there shall be 8 by the President a director of 
civil service. Such director shall perform the duties now prescribed by 
law for the director of civil service of the e vernment, anil 
no act amending the civil-service laws for the P iip ne Islands shall 
be effective without the approval of the President of the United States. 

Sec. 29. That the supreme court and the courts of first instance of 
the Philippine Islands shall and exercise jurisdiction as hereto- 
fore provided and such additional jurisdiction as shall hereafter be 
prescribed by law. The municipal courts of said islands shall possess 
and exercise jurisdiction as now provided by law, subject in all matters 
to such alteration and amendment as may be hereafter enacted by 
law; and the chief justice and associate justices of the supreme court 
shali hereafter be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate of the United States. The * of the 
court of first instance shall be appointed by the Governor General. b. 
and with the advice and consent of the Philippine Senate: Provided, 
That the admiralty jurisdiction of the supreme court and courts of 
first instance shall not be changed except by act of Congress. That 
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in all cases pending under the operation of existing laws, both criminal 
and civil, the jurisdiction shall continue until final judgment and 
determination. 

Sec, 30. That the Supreme Court of the United States shall have 
jurisdiction to review, revise, reverse, mAT, or affirm the final judg- 
ments and decrees of the Supreme Court of the Philippine Islands 
all actions, cases, causes, and proceedings now pending therein or 
hereafter determined thereby in which the Constitution or any statute, 
treaty, title, right, or privilege of the United States is involved; and 
such final judgments or decrees may and can be reviewed, revised, re- 
versed, modified, or affirmed-by said Supreme Court of the United States 
on appeal or writ of error by the party aggrieved within the same time, 
jn the same manner, under the same Sb gh pa and by the same pro- 
cedure, as far as applicable, as the final judgments and decrees of the 
district courts of the United States. 

Sec 31. That the Government of the Philippine Islands may grant 
franchises and rights, including the authority to exercise the right of 
eminent domain, for the construction and operation of works of public 
utility and service, and may authorize said works to be constructed 
and maintained over and across the public property except such as is 
reserved for the purposes of the United States, including streets, high- 
ways, Squares, and reservations, and over similar property of the gov- 
ernment of said islands, and may adopt rules and regulations under 
which the provincial and municipal governments of the islands may 
grant the right to use and occupy such public property belonging to 
said Proyinces or municipalities: Provided, That no private property 
shall be dama. or taken for any purpose under this section without 
just compensation, and that such authority to take and occupy land 
shall not authorize the taking, use, or occupation of any land except 
such as is required for the actual necessary purposes for which the 
franchise is W and that no franchise or right shall be granted 


t to amendment, alteration, or repeal b; 
of the United States, and that lands or rights of use and occupation of 
lands thus granted shall revert to the governments by which they were 
3 ively granted upon the termination of the franchises and rights 
under -which they were granted or upon their revocation or repeal. 
That all franchises or rights granted under this act shall forbid the 
issue of stock or bonds except in exchange for actual cash or for 
2 at a fair valuation equal to the par value of the stock or 

nds go issued; shall forbid the declaring of stock or bond dividends 
and, in the case of public-service corporations, shall provide for the 
effective regulation of the charges thereof, for the official inspection and 
regulation of the books and accounts of such corporations, and for the 
payment of a reasonable percentage of SS earn into the treasury 
at the ony pg Islands or of the Province or municipality within 
which such nchises are granted and exercised: Provided further, 
That it shall be unlawful for any corporation RO. pena under this act, 
or for any person, company, or corporation receiving any grant, fran- 
chise, or right from the government of said islands, to use, employ, or 
contract for the labor of persons held in involuntary servitude: and any 
person, Rest gon or corporation so violating the provisions of this act 
shall forfeit all charters, grants, or franc ‘or doing business in 
said islands, in an action or proceeding brought for that P in any 
court of competent jurisdiction by any officer of the Philippine Govern- 
ment, or on the complaint of any citizen of the 8 under such 
regulations and rules as the Philippine Legislature shall prescribe, and 
in addition shall be deemed guilty of an ense, and shall be punished 
by a fine of not more than $10,000. 

Sec. 32. That, except as in this act otherwise provided, the salaries 
of all the officials of the Philippines not appointed by the President, in- 
cluding deputies, assistants, and other employees, shall be such as shall 
from time to time be determined by the Philippine Legislature and 
approved by the Governor General; and if the legislature shall fail to 
make an appropriation for such salaries, the es so fixed shall be 
paid without the necessity of further Ne therefor. The 
salaries of all officers and all expenses of the offices of the various offi- 
cials of the 5 appointed as herein provided by the President 
shall also be paid out of the revenues of the Philippines. The annual 
salaries of the following-named officials appointed by the President and 
so to be paid shall be: The Governor eral, $18,000; in addition 
thereto he shall be entitled to the occupancy of the buildings heretofore 
used by the chlef executive of the Philippines, with the furniture and 
effects therein, free of rental; vice governor, $10,000; chief justice of 
the supreme court, $10,500; assoclate justices of the supreme court, 
$10. each; auditor, $6,000; deputy auditor, $4,000; director of 
civil service, $6, s 

Sec. 33. That all laws or | wad of laws N to the Philippines 
not in conflict with any of the provisions of this act are hereby con- 
tinued in force and effect. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, it had been my intention 
after the reading of the bill to make some remarks to-day, but in 
view of the fact that on account of the illness of the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Lierrrr] it is not possible to take up the 
matter of amendments to-day, I shall content myself with 
having the bill become the unfinished business, which I under- 
stand it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Unperwoop in the chair). 
The Chair understands that the hour of 2 o’clock having passed 
and the bill being under consideration and no other business in- 
tervening, it becomes the unfinished business of the Senate, 

Mr. STONE rose. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

Mr. STONE. I rose, I will say, to move an executive session. 

Mr. JONES. I merely wanted to take three or four minutes 
of the time of the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. I yield to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield the floor? 

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I yield the floor with the understanding 
that the bill holds its place as the unfinished business. 

: TRAVEL ON BELLIGERENT SHIPS. 

Mr, JONES. Mr: President, I wish to take just a few min- 
utes not specially to discuss the bill before the Senate but to 


refer to some matters that may be pertinent at the present time, 
When so many of our papers are demanding hasty and drastic 
action by our Goyernment because of happenings to alleged 
Americans who insist upon traveling on belligerent ships and in 
dangerous territory regardless of the peace of their country and 
the welfare of the citizens at home, it is refreshing and en- 
couraging to read such an editorial as that in the Washington 
Post of this morning. If all our papers would take this atti- 
tude and if the administration would also advise such a course 
the danger of foreign complications would soon disappear. The 
editorial is as follows: 


HOW AMERICANS CAN HELP THEIR COUNTRY, 


Americans traveling in European waters should keep off vessels be- 
longing to belligerents. They take deadly risks when they travel 
under fighting flags, and they unnecessarily involve their country in 
disputes which may lead to war, ; 

he United States Government will not give away the right of its 
citizens to travel on merchant vessels of any nationality in any waters. 
That right, however, should be exercised with discretion by citizens. 
Pending a time when submarine warfare will be conducted under estab- 
lished and accepted rules, American citizens should waive their right 
to travel under belligerent flags. 

I take it, Mr. President, that the writer means that they 
should waive these rights not because of fear, not because of 
the weakness of our country, but in the interest of our country 
itself and the welfare of its citizens for our own protection. 

The American who, in spite of warning, deliberately and defiantly 
asserts his right to travel in a vessel onging to a nation at war 
when he can avold doing so may be dragging his own country into war. 
This is not common sense or patriotism; it is mere braggadocio and 
egotism. The man who cares so little for his country has little reason 
to demand his country's protection, 

There are so many obscure and undetermined questions surrounding 
submarine warfare that the United States Government is seriously 
handicapped in its efforts to extend protection to its. citizens in the 
European war zone. Unquestionably a merchant vessel forfeits its non- 
combatant character when it arms itself and resists capture. Under 
the laws of war it has no right to attempt to escape. Yet merchant 
vessels go armed, and in many cases they have attempted to escape 
or ram the attacking submarine, The facts are usually hard to ascer- 
tain; the testimony is conflicting. If American lives are lost, there is 
a demand on the part of hot-headed individuals for drastic action 
whatever the state of facts may be. There is always the danger that 
the United States may be drawn into war without sufficient justification. 
Ik this great Nation must draw the sword, it should be for reasons 
that conclusively demand such action. Galy upon an assured state of 
facts overwhelmingly justifying and requiring war should the United 
States plunge into the vortex that engulfs Europe. Steadiness is 
needed; calmness in studying the truth, caution in verifying the 
facts. War is the last remedy of desperate evils, and this Nation is 
not in such extremities that it must shed the blood of its citizens in a 
doubtful cause. It has a right to expect its citizens to exercise great 
eaution, to do their share in avoiding any cause of war. 

The Nation’s right to keep out of unnecessary war is surely para- 
mount to the citizen's right to travel on belligerent vessels. 

An American citizen who, in the face of the terrible cata- 
clysm now engulfing half the civilized world, persists in 
traveling for pleasure or profit in the danger zone and in a 
belligerent ship shows that he is utterly lacking in patriotism 
and wholly regardless of the rights of humanity. He is entitled 
to no consideration whatever, and for this country to become 
embroiled in this trouble on his account would be a colossal 
crime against humanity. 

The President has been highly commended for keeping us 
out of the war in Europe. I want to give him all the praise 
he deserves, but it has not been a question of keeping us out 
of this struggle. The people have not wanted to get into it. 
The question has been not to lead us into it, and I beseech 
the President now to be careful, to proceed slowly, to make 
no harsh or arbitrary demands, to keep in view the rights and 
interests of the 99,999,000 people at home rather than of the 
1,000 reckless, inconsiderate, and unpatriotic citizens who insist 
on going abroad in belligerent ships, and that he do not lead 
us into a position that means trouble or humiliation. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me a question? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. ; 

Mr. NELSON. Does the Senator intend to imply that Consul 
MeNeeley, returning on that ship, was unpatriotic and not a 
good American citizen? 

Mr. JONES. I think it would have been. better if Consul Me- 
Neeley had hunted up a neutral ship, as a representative of this 
Government, rather than go on a belligerent ship. That is what 
I think about Consul McNeeley. I regret, of course,-his sad fate, 
but as the representative of the Government he should have been 
more careful even than a private citizen. 

Mr. OWEN. May I venture to suggest to the Senator from 
Washington that where we have need to send our representatives 
under difficulties it would be better to send them on an American 
ship, under the protection of an American flag, safeguarded by 
the power of the United States? 

Mr. JONES. The Senator is entirely right. 

Mr. OWEN. We can furnish an armed vessel to send them 
abroad. z 
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Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President, I desire to say one word, 
with the permission of the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. JONES. I am through. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is suggested by the inquiry of the Sen- 


ator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. No one can lament more 
than I the misfortune that came to Consul McNeeley if it should 
unfortunately prove true that he was one of those who lost 
their lives in the sinking of the Persia, but we are not driven to 
the necessity suggested by the Senator from Oklahoma of send- 
ing our consular representatives on American ships. There was 
a neutral ship that would have safely carried Consul McNeeley 
to his post at Aden, and Consul McNeeley was advised by one 
of our consular representatives long in the service, Consul Skin- 
ner, who accompanied him from New York to England, that it 
would be better for him to continue his journey to Aden on a 
Dutch vessel that was about to sail. But for reasons, I suppose, 
satisfactory to himself, he disregarded that advice and sailed 
on a ship of a belligerent, taking those chances and hazards 
that will come to any neutral who finds himself on the soil of a 
belligerent nation, because the vessel of a belligerent is as much 
the property of a belligerent as is the country itself. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, in view of the suggestion 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stone] that the legislative 
session would be followed by an executive session, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the Philippine bill be temporarily laid aside; 
and therefore it will not lose its place as the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nebraska? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention 
of the Senator from New York [Mr. O'Gorman], and also the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Jones], to the fact that, outside 
of the British vessels that have been sunk by undersea boats, 
the neutral Scandinavian countries—Norway, Sweden, and Den- 
mark, together with Holland—have altogether lost as many 
ships by that method as have the English Government through 
their ships. Now, what protection has a man traveling on the 
ships of those neutral countries, and what could you resort to 
except sending our consular representatives and telling our 
American people to travel in men of war? 

The ship that carried the so-called peace party a short time 
ago to Christiania and the ship that carried it from there to 
Copenhagen were as liable to be torpedoed as any other ships. 
In fact, ships have been torpedoed within the 3-mile limit in 
Swedish waters by German submarines. The commerce of those 
neutral Scandinavian countries has been more injured and 
more damaged by the submarines that have destroyed their 
ships than from any other source. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I think there is great force in 
what the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] says with re- 
gard to stigmatizing our citizens who may have happened to be 
on boats which were torpedoed, because when a man goes upon 
one of those boats he does so probably because of some exi- 
gency, without braggadocio or intended risk, but because of 
need and with some conscious risk to himself. He does not do 
so for an unpatriotic purpose. He does so, perhaps, because of 
some fancied necessity. The Government of Great Britain dur- 
ing the Russo-Japanese War warned its citizens to avoid going 
upon belligerent ships in order to protect the British Empire 
from the embarrassment which might ensue from the torpedo- 
ing of those boats, and I think the Government of the United 
States should take some steps to advise its citizens in a formal 
way to keep them from endangering themselves and from en- 
dangering the peace of the United States. 

The spirit and purpose of the editorial, I think, is absolutely 
right, and I agree to it; but I think as to the expression that they 
were unpatriotic it is a little improvident to attribute to them a 
bad motive, which is not necessary to the argument and prob- 
ably unjust. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator a 
question, in view of the suggestion which he has just made. The 
Government of the United States not having advised its citizens 
to stay off these ships, and the rights of these people being well 

if a boat is unarmed or not seeking to escape is it 
to be considered as unpatriotic or in a sense reckless for them 
to assume to go upon it? 

Mr. OWEN. I think not. 

Mr. BORAH. It seems to me not. A citizen of the United 
States has the right to assume that the international law which 
has so long been established will continue to be upheld by this 
Government, and respected by all Governments, and if it is not 
going to be maintained, if other conditions are going to arise 
which are to modify it, our citizens have a right to assume that 


the Government of the United States will notify them of that 
fact. The rights of these people upon one of these boats, if it 
was unarmed, is as fully recognized in international law as 
their rights would be upon a neutral vessel, and the laws of 
nations protect them just as effectively and efficiently as if they 
had been upon a neutral vessel. The thought I wished to convey, 
that in discussing the personal volition of the traveler we 
ought not to throw doubt upon his right under the law of nations 
to be there. 

Mr. OWEN. I will agree with the Senator that all nations 
ought to protect their citizens under the international law, but 
unfortunately the ascertainment of the facts in individual 
eases and the determination of what is the international law 
under disputed facts is very difficult. In the case of the Persia 
it is alleged that she had a gun whose range was many miles, 
which could easily have sunk a submarine, and therefore she 
was in the attitude, if that statement be true, of being an 
armed vessel and is not within the safeguard of the inter- 
national law as it is generally accepted. In the case of the 
Lusitania it was charged, and falsely charged, that she had 
eannon aboard which would endanger the life of a submarine, 
and in that case it appeared that the German Government had 
been misled by a false affidavit to the effect that she was armed 
with cannon. We can not tell to what jeopardy our citizens may 
be subjected, and therefore as a matter of common prudence, 
as a father would try to protect his own child, caution ought 
to be given to our citizens by our Government. 

More than that, it has now become doubtful as to what intr- 
national law is. Both the Governments of Great Britain and 
Germany have taken steps which would to argue a change 
of law because of modern exigency. That is the reason why I ven- 
tured to propose this morning a joint resolution of the Conrress 
of the United States inviting the representatives of the nations 
of the world to an international conference in Washington City 
on the ist of May next to ascertain what those laws are and 
ought to be and to take the necessary steps to bring about 
an international agreement by which we might safeguard the 
peace and the happiness of the world. 

I respectfully call the attention of Senators to this resolution 
in the Recorp and request speedy action on it. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, referring to the suggestion of 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson]—the destruction of 
neutral ships—I did not direct my remarks toward the loss 
of life on or the destruction or sinking of neutral ships. I 
think there would be a very great difference myself in the loss 
of life in the destruction of neutral ships and the loss of life 
in the destruction of belligerent ships. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not agree with the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Boran] that American citizens, in the absence 
of notice from their Government, have a right to assume that 
they will be perfectly safe on these belligerent ships. They 
know they are not safe. They are fully advised by what has 
been ha from day to day. They need no notice. While 
they have a right to do it under international law, I think our 
Government ought long ago to have advised American citizens 
to keep off these belligerent ships; but I think there is not 
an American citizen in this country who is not familiar with 
the dangers in which he is going and who does not know the 
dangers that he is subjecting this country to when he goes on 
these belligerent ships and into that territory. He does not 
need any notice, so far as that is concerned, from his Govern- 
ment to be acquainted with what he is likely to run into; and 
the citizen who, knowing these things, still goes on traveling 
on belligerent ships is not very considerate, to say the least, 
of the people at home or of his country. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the only suggestion which I 
made was that if this ship was unarmed, a citizen had a right 
to assume that he was just as safe as if he were upon a neutral 
vessel. If he was to rely upon international law, he is protected 
in the one instance just as much as in the other. Whether the 
vessel is armed or unarmed is always a controverted question. 
If it were not armed, he would have the same protection that he 
would have upon a neutral vessel. My opinion that the Govern- 
ment is responsible for this disaster would not challenge that 
proposition. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I simply contend that, under 
the present condition of things, under the state of affairs in 
these foreign countries and seas, a citizen does not have a 
right to expect that when he goes on a belligerent ship he is 
perfectly safe. Everything has shown to the contrary. He 
knows very well that if he goes on # belligerent ship, and it is 
sunk, as has frequently been the ense, he not only loses his 
own life but embroils our country in tronie and eur people 
in trouble; and if he is patriotic, if he is cmisiderate of his 
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country and people, he will not lay himself liable to that trouble 
and his country to this danger. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have in mind the case of a 
prominent citizen of my own city who lost his life on the 
Lusitania. He was warned by public notice that was given not 
to take passage on the boat, and in addition to that he was 
privately and personally warned not to travel in that way. He 
disregarded these warnings, made light of them, and as a con- 
sequence lost his life. The officers of the Government were 
perfectly aware that the ship was loaded to the guards with 
arms and munitions of war for some of the belligerent nations. 
The passengers were permitted to travel upon the boat with that 
knowledge existing upon the part of the Government. Not 
only were the passengers themselves at fault, but the Govern- 
ment, in permitting passengers to take passage upon a ship that 
was practically carrying death and destruction to the subjects 
of one of the contending nations, is itself to some extent mor- 
ally responsible for the deaths of the people who lost their lives. 
By that means the Government placed itself in a false position 
which must have embarrassed the administration in dealing 
with the question. We did not come to the question in dealing 
with a foreign nation with clean hands; we contributed to the 
disaster by permitting the passage of our own people on a ship 
loaded in that way. As a consequence our protest against this 
brutal destruction of our people lost much of its force. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the Senator makes a very grave 
assertion when he charges that, because it failed to prevent 
our citizens from taking passage upon a ship sailing under the 
flag of a belligerent, the Government of the United States is 
responsible for the death of those who were cruelly sent 
to the ocean’s bottom. I desire to ask him under what au- 
thority of law the Government officers could have prohibited 
American citizens from taking passage on any ship they saw fit 
to select? 


Mr. WORKS. It would only have been necessary, Mr. Presi- 
dent, for the Government to notify them that they should not 
take passage on a ship of that kind. It would not have been 
necessary to resort to force, 

Mr. REED. If the Government had served such a notice as 
that, it would have been exceeding its authority. It is charged 
with no legal duty so to do, and it is charged with no greater 
moral duty than is the Senator himself, who owes no duty 
other than that resting upon all citizens of the Republic. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
question? 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Would it not also have constituted ar 
implied assertion by the United States of a doubt as to the 
right of a citizen to travel upon an unarmed belligerent vessel? 

Mr. REED. Unquestionably. 

Mr, ROBINSON. For the United States to issue a warning 
protesting against its citizens taking passage upon an unarmed 
belligerent vessel might constitute an assertion of the doctrine 
that the right to so travel did not exist. 

In this connection I merely want to suggest that we ought to 
consider the thought whether the United States wants now to 
commit itself to the doctrine that by warning its citizens not 
to travel upon unarmed belligerent vessels that right is of 
doubt. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

Mr. ROBINSON. I agree with the proposition that a citizen 
ought to be very cautious how and when and where he travels 
abroad, but I do not want at this time to commit this Govern- 
ment to the proposition that under international law we have 
not the right so to travel if we choose to do so. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will yield a moment, I should like to address a question 
to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON]. 

No one will dispute that under treaty regulations American 
citizens have an absolute right to reside in and to journey 
through Mexico, and yet during the past year the attitude of 
our Government has been one of caution to American citizens 
to minimize the hazards and perils of residence in that country 
and to quit it. Does the Senator from Arkansas think that our 
Government has exposed itself to any imputation of the want 
of power or willingness to sustain the rights of our citizens in 
giving that caution? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I do not; but I do think that others haye 
criticized the Government for the very action to which the 
Senator from New York refers. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. It is no unusual thing for a great and 
powerful Government to caution its citizens in time of great 
war and danger to avoid the zone of hazard and peril, and, as 
was stated a little while since by the Senator from Oklahoma, 


Great Britain herself, under similar circumstances, not many 
years ago, without recognizing any doubt as to the rights of her 
subjects to travel on the ships of belligerents, nevertheless ad- 
vised her subjects as a wise, as a prudent, and as a discreet 
measure to avoid those ships when they could travel on the 
ships of neutral nations. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Cali- 
fornia yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I agree with all that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. O'Gorman] has stated in this connection; but 
I also repeat my suggestion that for this Government to warn its 
citizens against traveling abroad on unarmed belligerent ves- 
sels might be construed in this time, when questions of interna- 
tional law have arisen as to the existence of the right, as an 
implied admission by the Government that it had doubts as to 
the existence of that right. That is the only suggestion I made. 

Mr. O'GORMAN,. ‘The Senator's apprehension, I suppose, 
would be removed if in any such warnings conveyed to our 
citizens the Government distinctly disavowed any intent of recog- 
nizing the right of any belligerent to place restrictions upon 
the rights of our citizens with respect to travel. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That might be true; but I make the further 
suggestion that if the Government should give such warning 
and then a vessel bearing American citizens should be destroyed, 
whatever the acts might be, however much they might be in 
violation of the principles of international law, it might still be 
urged by the offending nation, if I may term it such, that the 
mere fact that this Government had issued a warning to its 
citizens would constitute something in the nature of an estoppel 
against the Government to complain of the alleged wrong. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, it may be conceded as a mere 
question of law that-an American citizen has a perfect right 
to travel upon one of these ships, loaded, as I have stated, and 
owned by the subjects of a belligerent nation; but certainly 
there is a moral responsibility resting not only upon the Govern- 
ment but upon every American citizen to do everything that is 
possible to be done properly to avoid conflict with the nations 
that are now at war. 

I go further back than that. I have from the very beginning 
been opposed to the shipment of munitions of war and arms to 
any of these belligerent nations. I particularly objected to it 
after Great Britain had practically blockaded the ports of 
Germany so that we could not ship our own goods to that 
country, one of the belligerents. If we had said to Great 
Britain at that time, “If you prevent the shipment of our 
goods to Germany, we will furnish you no more munitions of 
war,” we might have brought England to terms; but, aside from 
that, Mr. President, we have practically made ourselves parties 
to the war by supplying munitions of war and money to one side 
of the controversy, while neither is being furnished to the other 
side. We are not neutral; we are hypocritical in claiming that 
we are neutral. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. REED. The Senator from California states that we have 
made ourselves parties to the war by furnishing money and 
munitions to one side. I want to ask the Senator if he does not 
know that one of the first loans floated in this country was a 
loan of $25,000,000 to Germany, and if he does not know that it 
was floated without a protest either by himself or by those who 
think and talk as he does? 

Mr. WORKS. Whether that be so or not, Mr. President, it 
does not alter the situation in the least. 

Mr. REED. But the Senator charges that we are not neutral. 
Now, I want to ask him another question: I ask if he does not 
know that Germany procured arms in this country as long as 
she could possibly get them from our shores to her own? 

Mr. WORKS. That may be, Mr. President, but still it does 
not alter the situation. 

Mr. REED. Now, if it is true that this country has been as 
free and open to Germany as it has been to all other countries, 
and that our Government has in no way distinguished between 
them, that the market is here free for them to enter if they can 
enter it, so that the treatment has been exactly the same for all 
peoples, how can the Senator say that this Government has taken 
an unneutral position? 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator says so simply because it has 
been impossible to furnish munitions of war to the German 
nation, whether our markets were open to them or not. It is 
impossible that they could have been supplied to that nation, 
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and therefore we have been supplying munitions of war to one 
nation when we could not furnish them to the other. 

Mr. REED. But that impossibility, the Senator will agree, 
for he is a fair man, is not because of anything our Government 


has done; it is not because of our people have done; 
but it is simply because one nation or one side has been able 
to overcome the other side upon the sea; the highway over 
which the goods are to pass has been taken possession of by 
the enemies of the central powers; and it is because the high- 
way is blocked that they are not able to carry to their country 
the equipment they are perfectly free to acquire in the United 
States. The fact that England has closed the seas to Austria 
and Germany is an act of war by England. It is not an un- 
neutral act on the part of the United States. The inability of 
the central powers to avail themselves of the benefits of our 
free markets is a mere exigency of the conflict between the 
central powers and the allies. 

Mr. WORKS. Oh, Mr. President, I have no doubt in the 
world but that the citizens of this country who have been sup- 
plying arms to England would very gladly have furnished them 
to Germany for money, because they are selling them for that 
purpose and are growing rich upon the trade. That is not the 
question. It is a moral responsibility that is resting not only 
upon the people who are supplying these arms but, as I think, 
upon the Government permitting it to be done. I am not 
insisting that this should not be done simply because we are 
unable to furnish arms to Germany. My position is that we 
should not furnish them to any of these belligerents at any 
time. 

Mr. REED. May I interrupt the Senator further? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. REED. To ask if the Senator believes we should not 
furnish arms because he believes it is in conflict with interna- 
tional law? y 

Mr. WORKS. I have not said so, Mr. President. 

Mr. REED. And the Senator does not think so, of course? 

Mr. WORKS. No. 

Mr. REED. Then is the Senator’s objection to the furnish- 
ing of arms based upon the idea that by furnishing arms to 
one side or the other or to both we enable them to kill each 
other? Is that the moral objection? 

Mr, WORKS, That is one of the moral objections, 

Mr. REED. Is not that the real objection? 

Mr. WORKS. That is the principal one, certainly. 

Mr. REED. If that be the objection, does it not follow that 
when we furnish them anything enabling them to keep armies 
in the field we are in the same way contributing to the power 
of one side or the other to kill its antagonists? 

Mr. WORKS. Precisely, Mr. President 

Mr. REED. Then, does it not follow—— 

Mr. WORKS. Just wait one moment—and in the bill that 
I introduced here in the Senate I provided that not only muni- 
tions of war should not be sent, but that clothing and food for 
the armies should not be supplied. 

Mr. REED. Very well. 

Mr. WORKS. In other words, I object to the furnishing of 
any of the supplies that have been furnished by this Government 
or its people that are prolonging the war. 

Mr. REED. The Senator believes that we should not sell 
cannon or rifles or ammunition to a nation engaged in war. He 
likewise believes that we should not sell to them food or cloth- 
ing or shoes or horses or mules or automobiles or anything used 
upon the field of battle? 

Mr. WORKS. That is my position, precisely. 

Mr. REED. Then, the Senator must certainly go one step 
further. No army can be kept in the field, however well fed 
or well clothed from abroad, unless the people at home are also 
fed and clothed. So I think that the Senator would, by parity 
of reasoning, reach the conclusion that no goods of any char- 
acter should be sent to a belligerent power. 

Mr. WORKS. Not at all, Mr. President. 

Mr. REED. That must be true, and if true it follows that 
our entire foreign trade should. be wiped out at once; that 
this country should suffer all of the disasters of a war, for 
which it was in no way responsible, except the loss of the lives 
of its citizens. Enforce such a doctrine and the price of every 
horse and mule in America will fall to about 50 per cent of 
its value; likewise cattle and hogs will go to about 50 per 
cent of their value. All the products of our farms and mines 
and factories will go to about 50 per cent of their value, and 
this country will be engulfed in a financial and industrial 
catastrophe such as the world has never seen. All this the 
Senator would have our country suffer on account of a war 
that we prayed would never be begun, which we pray may be 
speedily ended, and for which we are in no manner responsible. 
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Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, the difference between th 
Senator from Missouri and myself is that I value human life 

above property while apparently he does not. 

Mr. REED. But, Mr. President, the Senator is wrong. This 
war, as any sensible man knows, is going on until one of two 
things happen: Wither one side or the other will be conquered 
or they will continue to fight until exhaustion ends the con- 
flict. It is indisputable that the sooner one of these results is 
brought about the less there will be of human suffering and 
the less there will be of death and the less there will be of de- 
struction. The sale of arms has a tendency to shorten the 
conflict. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. I was impressed with the statement made by 
the Senator from Missouri as to the industrial conditions: which 
would obtain in this country if it were not for the war. 

Mr. REED. No; the Senator misunderstood me. I said that 
if we were to adopt the philosophy of stopping the shipment of 
everything to Burope the result indicated would follow. 

Mr. BORAH. Well, what does the Senator think would be 
the effect if we should suddenly stop the sale of those things 
which have been called for as extras by reason of the war— 
munitions, and so forth? 

Mr. REED. The result? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; what would be the industrial effect upon 
this country? 

Mr. REED. It would to that extent, of course, injure our 
financial condition. The country would probably still be able 
— go on and prosper and do business, but not to the same ex- 

nt. 

I want to say to the Senator, before he takes his seat, that, 
notwithstanding all the benefits which have come to this coun- 
try from the war, I very much doubt whether we are in as good 
condition to-day as we would have been if trade had pursued 
an uninterrupted course and the world had remained at peace. 
Let me illustrate: Our exports to Germany in one period of 12 
months fell off nearly 8300, 000,000. 

Mr. BORAH. But our trade, while it fell off with Germany, 
has been doubled or quadrupled with other countries, to the 
extent, I think, of one billion one hundred and forty million. 

Mr, REED. I do not agree to the Senator's figures; surely 
they are inaccurate if applied alone to munitions of war. There 
has, of course, been an increase, but there have been fillings 
off, of course, with other countries. I do not think this war is 
by any means a real financial blessing to us. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. STONE. If the prolongation of this debate is going to 
lead to the discussion of all sorts of questions, I think we had 
better close it; for, as I understand, there is nothing before the 
Senate. I do not wish to take, and perhaps I can not take, the 
Senator from California off the floor, but I give notice that 
when he is through I shall move an executive session. I sup- 
pose I can take him off the floor, as there is nothing before the 
Senate, but I have no wish to do that. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I had no intention of taking up 
so much of the time of the Senate, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri will bear witness that most of the time has been taken up 
by other Senators. I only have a few more words to say. 

The trouble, Mr. President, about our responsibility for pro- 
longing this war is that so many of the people of this. country 
place it upon the basis of dollars and cents. It is a terrible 
responsibility that we have taken upon ourselves when we fur- 
nish the material and the means to take the lives of the citizens 
of a friendly nation; and, for my part, F do not believe we can jus- 
tify ourselves by saying that it is necessary in order to keep 
up the trade of this country with foreign nations. I hope the 
time may soon come when either the administration itself or 
Congress will reach the point where they will put an end to 
this traffic, which, I think, should have been prevented long 
since. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 

uestion? 

S The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. WORKS. I yield. 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. If I understand the position of the 


Senator from California, it is that it is morally wrong for the 
citizens of this country to sell munitions of war to any Govern- 
ment which is engaged in war with any other country. Am I 
right about that? 
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Mr. WORKS. That is my position. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. If that be true, then I suppose the 
Senator would naturally take the position that it is wrong for 
the people of any country to sell munitions of war to any Gov- 
ernment engaged in war with another country? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Now, what would the Senator say of 
a condition of this sort? Suppose there should happen to be 
one nation that had devoted itself to building up a great mili- 
tary establishment; it had an enormous army; it had fac- 
tories by means of which it could manufacture all the munitions 
of war necessary to keep its great army in the field, and, 
there happened to be another nation which was devoted to the 
arts of peace, which had taken the position that it was unwise 
to maintain a great standing army or to accumulate great 
quantities of arms and ammunition, and in that situation the 
great warlike nation, with its immense army and immense 
stores of munitions, should attack the peaceable nation. The 
result of that would be that the peaceable nation would be 
utterly crushed without any opportunity of obtaining from other 
countries of the world the means to defend itself against what 
might be a very wicked attack upon it. Would the Senator 
think that that situation would be desirable? 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, the case stated by the Senator 
from Utah is a purely imaginary one and does not exist in fact. | 
What he says might be a very strong reason why this Govern- ; 
ment should take one side or the other of the controversy and 
become an ally of one of the nations or the other under the 
circumstances stated; but we are not doing that. We are pro- 
fessing to be neutral, and when we make that profession and, 
even under the circumstances stated by the Senator, supply | 
munitions of war to one of the nations as against the other we 
are no longer neutral, but we become an ally of that nation. 
That is precisely what has come about. 

Mr, SUTHERLAND. Let me ask the Senator another ques- 
tion. The Senator says that a condition of that kind is unlikely 
to arise. 

Mr. WORKS. I said it had not arisen. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understood the Senator to say that 
it was purely imaginary, which would indicate that he thought 
it was unlikely to arise. 

Mr. WORKS. Oh, no. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Did I misunderstand the Senator? 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator from Utah misunderstood me. I 
am speaking about present conditions; I do not know what may 
happen in the future. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Take for example China. China, as 
the Senator knows, is a peaceful country, with no large standing 
army or supply of munitions on hand. There are other countries 
that have pretty good-sized armies and supplies of munitions of 
war, and there has been more or less talk about attacks upon 
China. Suppose that they should materialize and that China 
should be attacked. Would the Senator say that it would be, 
as a matter of morals, a desirable situation for those people 
not to be able to secure arms somewhere else to defend them- 
selves against an a war of that sort? 

Mr. WORKS. Certainly it would not be desirable, but that 
is not the question. The question is whether we are in fact 
neutral, as we are Claiming to be; whether we have not taken 
such sides in this controversy as to make us practically a party 
to one side as against the other. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, on the single point of neutrality, 
the test of neutrality is whether the action of the neutral changes 
the conditions created by the war. Our markets are open to all 
the world to buy. We have taken no action to prevent any 
belligerent or anyone else from buying in our markets, and we 
are at peace with all the world. A condition has been created 
by this war, and by the war alone, which prevents one or more | 
of the belligerents from buying in this market. Now, if we 
undertake to reverse a condition created by the war we at once | 
pro tanto enter into the war and endeavor to restore a condition 
existing before the war, and that is an act of unneutrality. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. LODGE. I do. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. Does the Senator from Massachusetts state 
that in his opinion it is the duty of our Government to sell muni- 
tions to any belligerent at this time? 

Mr. LODGE. I think our markets should be open to any 
belligerent or to any neutral. 

Mr. O'GORMAN,. Does the Senator think that we are under 
any obligation to sell our munitions to any belligerent? 
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Mr. LODGE. Obligation! It is not a question of obligation 
at all. The law is perfectly well settled on that point, as the 
Senator knows. The citizens or subjects of a neutral country 
are at liberty to ship contraband to belligerents at their own 
risk, but the Government is not responsible, of course, for what 
becomes of that contraband. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘The Senator recognizes that it is entirely 
optional with us whether or not we sell munitions? 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, Mr. President, any Government can 
put an embargo on anything it chooses to put an embargo upon. 
There is no question about the power. I am discussing the law, 
not the power. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. Then, does the Senator think that, in the 
exercise of a sovereign and conceded right, if the Government 
placed an embargo that act would constitute an act of un- 
neutrality? 

Mr, LODGE. I think, Mr. President, if this Government 
placed an embargo now on the export of munitions of war it 
would be guilty of a grossly unneutral act, because it would by 
so doing change a condition created by the war, and by chang- 
ing a condition created by the war, that is created by one bellig- 
erent, it would make itself to that extent the ally of the other 
belligerent. ` 

Mr. O’GORMAN. Evidently in time of war such as is now 
disturbing the peace of the world almost any act of a neutral 
power would be regarded by some as an act of partiality toward 
one of the belligerents; but, in my judgment, this Government if 
it saw fit, if it deemed it best for the welfare of the American 
Nation, if it regarded it as the best security of peace with all the 
nations, could place an embargo against the shipment of any 
munitions to any belligerent without exposing itself to the im- 
putation of an unneutral act. 

Mr. LODGE. I am not questioning the power; I am making 


| the point—and I do not think it can be successfully contro- 


verted—that if a neutral deliberately takes such action as to 
change a condition created by the war, and created by one bellig- 


| erent against another, to that extent it becomes the ally of the 


belligerent that it benefits. Here it so happens that the con- 
ditions of the war have given the control of the sea to what are 
usually called“ the allies.” Now, if we undertake to undo that 
condition we, of course, at once to that extent make ourselves 
the ally of Germany. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOOK. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts whether he thinks that Norway, 
Denmark, Sweden, and Holland were guilty of unneutral acts 
when they placed an embargo on the exportation of arms and 
ammunition after the war began? 

Mr. LODGE. No; for the simple reason—— 

Mr, HITCHCOCK. ‘Then, has it come to this, that America is 
the only great nation of the world forbidden, according to the 
Senator's theory, from exercising the sovereign right of placing 
an embargo? 

Mr. LODGE. Why, not the least in the world; the countries 
referred to did not change the conditions by their actions. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But would the United States change the 
conditions ? 5 

Mr. LODGE. It would change the conditions. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think the Senator is wrong. 

Mr. LODGE. The day it puts an embargo on, all the world 
knows that would be worth more to Germany than a million men. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. And before Sweden placed an embargo 
on the exportation of arms and ammunition those arms and am- 
munition, without passing over the sea, could get into Germany. 
The same was true of Holland. The same was true of Den- 


| mark, and before Italy entered into the war it was true of 


Italy. The placing of the embargo deprived Germany of that 
safe method of securing arms and ammunition and other con- 
traband of war; and yet no one was heard to claim that those 
countries had been guilty of an act of unneutrality. 

Mr. LODGE. Why, Mr. President, the thing is so obvious. 
Their embargo applied equally to all. Ours would apply only to 
one, in practice. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Their embargo applied to Germany espe- 
cially, because it was with Germany that they could carry on 
their trade on land. They could not carry on a trade on land 
with Great Britain. 

Mr. LODGH. No; but they could carry on a trade at sea 
with Great Britain. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Germany was the great and only bene- 
ficiary, practically. Everybody knows that Germany was de- 
prived of an enormous advantage when Great Britain forced 


510 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 5, 


those neutral countries of Europe to put on that embargo or 
lose the food which they needed and which Great Britain could 
keep from them; and yet no one claimed that those countries 
were committing an unneutral act. 

The position of the Senator is virtually this: That the United 
States stands to-day as the only neutral nation in the world 
prohibited, according to his theory, from exercising this sover- 
eign right of government—exercising it for its own benefit, 
exercising it for a moral reason, exercising it because the 
failure to exercise it makes it a participant in the war. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the case is so clear that it 
seems to me from either point of view hardly worth discussing. 
The countries named by the Senator by their embargo cut off 
the export of arms and munitions of war from their countries 
to all the belligerents. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. One moment, Mr. President. I want to finish 
one sentence, and then I will yield. Their embargo applied 
equally to all. Our embargo, owing to conditions created by the 
war, would apply only to one. 

I now yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts if he considers the fact that the con- 
dition that he thinks we ought not to change was brought about 
by the action of the Government to which we are now sup- 
plying arms? 

Mr. LODGE. Why, of course it was not, Mr. President. It 
was brought about by the course of the war, in which one side 
got control of the sea. We should be doing just as unneutral a 
thing as if it were in our power to shut down the arms factories 
of Liege, of which Germany got possession at the beginning of 
the war, and which she is now running in her own interest. If 
we tried to shut down those factories, if we had the power to 
do it, it would be an unneutral act. 

Mr. O’'GORMAN,. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question ? 

Mx. LODGE. I have said all I desire to say. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. If the belligerent that is deriving the 
greatest benefit from our present attitude with regard to the 
exportation of arms were guilty of positive offenses against our 
own rights as a neutral nation, does the Sentor think that 
placing an embargo because of that reason—— 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator state the reason again? 

Mr. GORMAN. Suppose the belligerent that is the chief 
beneficiary of our present policy with respect to the exportation 
of ammunition were to disregard our rights as a neutral na- 
tion, does the Senator think we would be justified in placing 
an embargo on the exportation of arms and ammunition as a 
retaliatory measure because of such conduct on the part of a 
belligerent nation disregarding and offensively violating our 
rights as a neutral? 

Mr. LODGE. Of course, we should have a right to impose a 
retaliatory embargo if we wanted to do so. 

Mr. GORMAN. If we did it for that reason, could it then 
be said that we were guilty of an unneutral act? 

Mr. LODGE. A retaliatory embargo? That opens a great 
many questions, as to whether there is ground for retaliation or 
whether that is the best way of dealing with it. I think myself 
it might very well be an unneutral act. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, of course this debate is proceed- 
ing by unanimous consent. I have not objected. I thought it 
was very well to let it run a little while, by way of feeling out 
and getting some index to the sentiment of the Senate; but if 
we are going to enter upon the particular question now raised 
between the Senator from New York and the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, I shall object to the debate proceeding further. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. I am entirely through. I do not desire to say 
anything more. If the Senator will allow me to yield to the 
Senator from New Mexico, I will sit down. 

Mr. FALL. I simply desire to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who is a historian, if it is not a historical fact that the 
policy of the United States with reference to the sale and ship- 
ment of arms to all countries was first announced by Thomas 
Jefferson, Secretary of State, in answer to a protest of Great 
Britain that this country was furnishing arms to France? 

Mr. LODGE. That is my recollection. 

Mr. FALL. I think that is a historical fact. 

Mr. STONE. The Senators agree upon the historical fact. 

Mr. FALL, I think so. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. z 


Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid 
eration of executive business. : 


The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 20 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Thursday, January 6, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Exccutire nominations received by the Senate January 5, 1916. 
UNITED STATES District JUDGE. 


Joseph T. Johnson, of Spartanburg, S. C., to be United States 
district judge, western district of South Carolina. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY. 


L. Ert Slack, of Indianapolis, Ind., to be United States attor- 
ney for the district of Indiana, vice Frank C. Dailey, resigned. 


REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 


James Y. Callahan, of Woodward, Okla., to be register of the 
land office at Guthrie, Okla., vice J. Lot Calvert, resigned. 


APPOINTMENT AND PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


Commander Louis McC. Nulton to be a captain in the Navy 
from the 26th day of November, 1915. 

Lieut. Commander Mark St. C. Ellis to be a commander in 
the Navy from the 26th day of November, 1915. 

Ensign Thomas Moran to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 7th day of March, 1915. 

Ensign Donald Boyden to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1915. 

Albert Soiland, a citizen of California, to be an assistant 
surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from the 13th 
day of December, 1915. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Ezrecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 5, 1916. 
ASSISTANT REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 
James W. McCarter to be Assistant Register of the Treasury. 
Pohle HEALTH SERVICE. 
Asst. Surg. Robert H. Heterick to be passed assistant surgeon. 
Asst. Surg. John A. Watkins to be passed assistant surgeon. 
Dr. Edward C. Ernst to be assistant surgeon. 
Dr. Peter J. Gorman to be assistant surgeon. 
ASSAYER IN CHARGE. 
Curtis F. Pike to be assayer in charge at Boise City, Idaho. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE Anux. 
Brig. Gen. Frank D. Baldwin, retired, to be major general. 
Brig. Gen. William M. Graham, retired, to be major general. 
Brig. Gen. Jacob F. Kent, retired, to be major general. 
Brig. Gen. Thomas M. Anderson, retired, to be major general, 
Brig. Gen. James H. Wilson, retired, to be major general. 
Brig. Gen. Peter J. Osterhaus, retired, to be major general. 
GENERAL OFFICERS. 


Brig. Gen. Hugh L. Scott, to be major general. 

Brig. Gen. Tasker H. Bliss, to be major general. 

Col. Frederick S. Strong, to be brigadier general. 

Col. John F. Morrison, to be brigadier general. 

MEDICAL CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Harry D. Offutt. 

George D. Chunn. 

Charles M. O'Connor. 

Augustus B. Jones. 

Raymond E. Scott. 

Rufus H. Hagood. 

Herman G. Maul. 

Frank H. Dixon. 7 

Robert Du R. Harden. 

Lloyd E. Tefft. 

David D. Hogan. 

JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT. 

Capt. James J. Mayes, Infantry, to be judge advocate with 
the rank of major. 

Maj. Henry M. Morrow, judge advocate, to be judge advocate 
with the rank of lieutenant colonel. 

QUARTERMASTER CORPS. 

Lieut. Col. John E. Baxter, retired, to be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Moses G. Zalinski to be colonel. 

Maj. George G. Bailey to be lieutenant colonel. 

Maj. George H. Penrose to be lieutenant colonel. 
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MEDICAL CORPS. 
Lieut. Col. Henry I. Raymond to be colonel. 


Maj. Edward L. Munson to be lieutenant colonel. 


Capt. Charles C. Billingslea to be major. 


To be captains after three years’ service, 


First Lieut. Thomas J. Leary. 
First Lieut. Neal N. Wood. 

First Lieut. William B. Meister. 
First Lieut. Harry R. McKellar. 
First Lieut. Leeson O. Tarleton. 
First Lieut. Shelley U. Marietta. 
First Lieut. Harry H. Van Kirk. 
First Lieut. Robert Skelton. 

First Lieut. Omar H. Quade. 

First Lieut. Thomas E. Scott. 
First Lieut. Harry H. Blodgett. 
First Lieut. Alfred P. Upshur. 
First Lieut. Thomas E. Harwood. 
First Lieut. Philip B. Connolly. 
First Lieut. Samuel J. Turnbull. 
First Lieut. Michael A. Dailey. 
First Lieut. Leopold Mitchell. 
First Lieut. Adna G. Wilde. 

First Lieut. Frederick C. A. Kellam, jr. 
First Lieut. Johnson F. Hammond. 
First Lieut. John G. Ingold. 

First Lieut. Alvin C. Miller. 

First Lieut. Chester R. Haig. 
First Lieut. John H. Trinder. 
First Lieut. William E. Hall. 
First Lieut. Hew B. McMurdo. 
First Lieut. Thomas W. Burnett. 
First Lieut. Kerwin W. Kinard. 
First Lieut. Robert M. Hardaway. 
First Lieut. John W. Sherwood. 
First Lieut. Guy L. Qualls. 

First Lieut. James E. Baylis. 
First Lieut. Douglas W. McEnery. 
First Lieut. John W. Meehan. 
First Lieut. Charles M. Walson. 
First Lieut. Luther R. Poust. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS, 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Joseph E. Kuhn. 
Lieut. Col. William E. Craighill. 
Lieut. Col. Henry C. Newcomer. 


To be lieutenant colonels, 


Maj. Jay J. Morrow. 
Maj. James B. Cavanaugh. 
Maj. James P. Jervey. 
Maj. George P. Howell. 
Maj. Charles W. Kutz. 
To be majors. 


Capt. Arthur Williams. 
Capt. Wildurr Willing. 
Capt. William L. Guthrie. 
Capt. William A. Mitchell. 
Capt. Warren T. Hannum. 
Capt. Robert R. Ralston. 
Capt. Mark Brooke, 
Capt. Laurence V. Frazier. 
Capt. James F. Bell. 
Capt. Douglas MacArthur. 
To be captains. 


First. Lieut. Earl J. Atkisson. 
First Lieut. Richard T. Coiner. 
First Lieut. Robert S. A. Dougherty, 
First Lieut. Stuart C. Godfrey. 
First Lieut. Francis C. Harrington. 
First Lieut. Cleveland C. Gee. 
First Lieut. John M. Wright. 
First Lieut. John R. D. Matheson, 
First Lieut. William H. Sage, jr. 
First Lieut. Charles J. Taylor. 
First Lieut. Edwin H. Marks. 

To be first licutenants, 


Second Lieut. Brehon B. Somervell. 
Second Lieut. Xenophon H. Price. 
Second Lieut. Robert W. Crawford. 
Second Lieut. Frederick S. Skinner, 
Second Lieut. Dabney O. Elliott. 
Second Lieut. Allen P. Cowgill. 


Second Lieut. George F. Lewis. 
Second Lieut. Harrison Brand, jr. 
Second Lieut. Frederick W. Herman. 
Second Lieut. John H. Carruth. 


ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT. 
Lieut. Col. William S. Peirce to be colonel. 
Maj. Clarence C. Williams to be lieutenant colonel. 
Maj. Samuel Hof to be lieutenant colonel. 
Maj. William H. Tschappat to be lieutenant colonel. 
CHAPLAINS. 
Chaplain Samuel J. Smith to be chaplain with the rank of 


major. 


Chaplain Walter K. Lloyd to be chaplain with the rank of 


ciptain. 


Chaplain Stephen R. Wood to be chaplain with the rank of 


captain. 
Chaplain Stanley C. Ramsden to be chaplain with the rank of 
captain. 


CAVALRY ARM. 


Lieut. Col. Guy Carleton to be colonel. 

Lieut. Col. Thomas B. Dugan to be colonel. 

Maj. George L. Byram to be lieutenant colonel. 
Maj. Selah R. H. Tompkins to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Frank Tompkins to be major. 

Capt. Samuel D. Rockenbach to be major. 

Capt. Robert C. Williams to be major. 


To be first lieutenants. 


Second Lieut. John T. Kennedy. 
Second Lieut. Horace M. Hickam. 
Second Lieut. Homer M. Groninger. 
Second Lieut. Stewart O. Elting. 
Second Lieut. John K. Brown. 

Second Lieut. Richard D. Newman. 
Second Lieut. Elbert L. Grisell. 
Second Lieut. William H. Garrison, jr. 
Second Lieut. Sumner M. Williams. 


FIELD ARTILLERY ARM, 


First Lieut. Francis W. Honeycutt to be captain. 

First Lieut. Charles S. Blakely to be captain. 

Second Lieut. Herman Erlenkotter to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Claude B. Thummel to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. Harold E. Miner to be first lieutenant. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. George W. Gatchell. 
Lieut. Col. Oscar I. Straub. 
Lieut. Col. Alfred M. Hunter. 


To be lieutenant colonels. 


Maj. Thomas B. Lamoreux. 
Maj. Andrew Hero, jr. 
Maj. Frank E. Harris. 
Maj. George Blakely. 
Maj. Frank W. Coe. 
To be majors. 


Capt. Charles H. Hilton. 
Capt. Edward L. Glasgow. 
Capt. Percy Willis. 

Capt. William F. Stewart, jr. 
Capt. Joseph B. Douglas. 
Capt. Hudson T. Patten. 
Capt. Harrison Hall. 


To be captains. 


First Lieut. Thomas M. Spaulding. 
First Lieut. Benjamin H. L. Williams, 
First Lieut. Halsey Dunwoody. 
First Lieut. LeRoy Bartlett. 
First Lieut. Robert C. Eddy. 
First Lieut. Julius C. Peterson. 
First Lieut. James F. Walker. 
First Lieut. Ellery W. Niles. 
First Lieut. Adelno Gibson. 

To be first lieutenants. 
Second Lieut. Willard K. Richards. 
Second Lieut. Frank Drake. 
Second Lieut. Meade Wildrick. 
Second Lieut. Frederick A. Holmer, 
Second Lieut. Fred Seydel. e 
Second Lieut. Charles A. Chapman. 
Second Lieut. Charles Hines. 
Second Lieut. William A. Pendleton, jr. 
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Second Lieut. Walter K. Dunn. 
Second Lieut. Allen R. Edwards. 


INFANTRY ARM. 
To be colonels. 


Lieut. Col. Harry C. Hale. 


Lieut. Col. 
Lieut. Col. 


Elmore F. Taggart. 
Samson L. Faison. 


Lieut. Col. Alfred Hasbrouck. 


To be lieutenant colonels. 


Maj. Erneste V. Smith. 
Maj. George B. Duncan. 
Maj. Lucius L. Durfee. 


Maj. Julius 


A. Penn. 


Maj. Edward M. Lewis. 


To be majors. 


Capt. Howard R. Perry. 
Capt. William D. Davis. 
Capt. George McD. Weeks. 


Capt. Isaac 


Erwin. 


Capt. Samuel V. Ham. 
Capt. George H. McMaster. 
Capt. Robert W. Mearns. 
Capt. William J. Lutz. 
Capt. Henry L. Kinnison. 
Capt. Guy G. Palmer. 


Capt. Orrin 


R. Wolfe. 


Capt. Howard L. Laubach. 
Capt. Elmer W. Clark. 


First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 


First Lieut. 


First Lieut. 


First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 


First Lieut. 
First. Lieut. 


First Lieut. 


First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 
First Lieut. 


First Lieut. 
First Lieut, 


Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut, 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 


To be captains. 
Rinaldo R. Wood. 
Leonard H. Cook. 
Horatio I. Lawrance. 
William R. Kendrick. 
Gouverneur V. Packer, 
Horace F. Sykes. 
Oliver P. Robinson. 
Charles Abel. 
Walter E. Gunster. 
George K. Wilson. 
Gerrit Van S. Quackenbush. 
Sydney H. Hopson. 
William E. Gillmore. 
William E. Persons. 
James G. Taylor. 
H. Clay M. Supplee. 
Alex M. Hall. 
Elliot Caziare. 
Carl ©. Jones. 
Alfred J. Booth. 
Edward K. Massee. 
Joseph A. Marmon. 
James A. Higgins. 


To be first lieutenants. 


G. Barrett Glover, jr. 
Henry J. Weeks. 
Roy A. Hill. 

Arthur E. Bouton. 
Enoch B. Garey. 
Leonard H. Drennan, 
Charles K. Nulsen. 
John H. Muncaster. 
Theodore K. Spencer. 
Edwin M. Watson. 
Charles D. Hartman. 
Edgar S. Miller. 
Thomas C. Lonergan. 
Albert L. Sneed. 
Lester D. Baker. 
George A. Matile, 


Second Lieut. Walter R. Weaver. 


Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 
Second Lieut. 


Alva Lee. 

Roy W. Winton. 
Harry B. Crea. 
Robert C. Cotton, 


tenant of Cavalry. 


JANUARY 5, 


First Lieut. Seth W. Scofield, First Infantry, to be first lieu- 


Second Lieut. Charles L. Kilburn, Coast Artillery Corps, to 


be second lieutenant of Field Artillery. 


Second Lieut. Joe Eikel, Fourth Field Artillery, to be second 


lieutenant in the Coast Artillery Corps. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS, 
To be first licutenants, 
Fredrick Donald Cooke, 
Fellowes Davis, jr. 
Harry Carlos De Vighne. 
James Henry Haberlin. 
Florus Fremont Lawrence, 
George Louis Le Fevre. 
Charles Martin Strotz. 
Edmund Adam Babler. 
Tracy Earl Clark. 
Robert Page Cooke. 
Ray H. Davies. 
Henry Levi Davis. 
Friend Bennett Gilpin. 
John William Means. 
Abram Comingo Griffith, 
Richard Derby. 
Timothy Joseph Butler. 
Edwin Crosby Chamberlin. 
James Francis Coupal. 
Joseph Eggleston Johnston King. 
Dean Wentworth Myers. 
Rufus Ingalls Newell. 
Nelson Gorham Russell. 
Paul Adolph Schule, 
De Witt Stetten. 
Henry Newton Shaw. 
Richard Moreland Taylor. 
Hugh Wilkinson. 
Ethan Flagg Butler. 
Francis Merriman Barnes, jr. 
Stanhope Bayne-Jones. 
John Pierce Beeson. 
George Van Ingen Brown. 
Percy Octave Chaudron, 
George Edwards Fay. 
Clayton Wellington Greene. 
Henry William Meyerding. 
Morris I. Schamberg. 
John Ross Whisenant. 
Hillel Unterberg. 
George Woolsey. 
J. G. Ellis, jr. 
Edward Adams. 
Joseph Dayton Condit. 
Harold Ward Dana. 
James Alonzo Gannon. 
Donald Maurice Gildersleeve. 
Rossner E. Graham. 
Horace Curlin Hall. 
H. Philip Hill. 
Ira Karr Humphrey. 
Henry Lyman. 
William John Manning. 
John Howard Nesbitt. 
Arthur Henry Reinstein. 
Reuben Lindsay Robertson. 
Leonard Case Scott. 
Robert Nathaniel Severance. 
William Lowrey Sharp. 
Harold A. Spilman. 
Albert Rowland Warner. 
Charles George Sinclair. 
Edward Allen Noyes. 
Joseph Leroy Farden. 
Robert Parvin Williams. 
Frederick H. Petters. 
Frank Wiley Wilson. 
Clarence Searle Ketcham. 


APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE ARMY. 
First Lieut. Joseph R. Davis, Coast Artillery Corps, to be first 
lieutenant of Field Artillery. 
First Lieut, Albert Gilmor, Fifth Field Artillery, to be first 
lieutenant in the Coast Artillery Corps. 
First Lieut. Luther Felker, Cavalry, unassigned, to be first 
lieutenant of Infantry. 


Luther Mitchell Ferguson. 
Paul Kurt Sauer. 
Linsly Rudd Williams. 
Hans Zinsser. 
John Woolman Churchman. 
Clarence Pennell Baxter. 

_ Karl Max Vogel. ‘ 
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Herbert Clifton Chase. 
Ransom Spafard Hooker, 
Basil Raphael Beltran. 
Wilfred Mason Barton. 
Harry Burke Schmidt. 
Ward Francis Seeley. 
Frank Thomas Fort. 
Charles Stewart Flagler, 
Bernhardt Kurt Stumberg. 
Frank Joseph Tainter. 
Carl Ten Broeck. 
Rosewell Talmadge Pettit. ` 
Emmett Ireland Vaughn. 
John Jamieson Morton, jr, 
James Savage Stone. 
Frank Alexander Evans. 
Walter Walker Palmer. 
Frederick Madison Allen, 
Gilpin Monteith McCain, 
Stuart Clark Johnson. 
Paul George Lacroix. 
Ora Frank Parish. 
John Fairbairn Binnie. 
Roy Kepler Evans. 
Louis Archie Milne. 
Harry Migerdich Malejan. 
Carl Merrill Robinson. 
William Henry Robey. 
Alan Mason Chesney. 
Franklin Chambers McLean, 
Lynn Thompson Hall. 
Edgar Stillman. 
Goodrich Barbour Rhodes. 
Gerhard Hutchison Cocks, 
Willard Joseph Denno, 
Alan Churchill Woods. 
Charles Wilbur Hyde. 
Henry Suydam Satterlee, 
Richard Henry Miller. 
Charles Francis Lynch. 
William Henry Price. 
Albert Edward Catherwood. 
Roy Donaldson McClure. 
Walter Anthony Ostendorf, 
George Adolph Stewart. 
William Franklin Ball, 
Arthur Leroy Hunt. 
Thomas Avery Rogers. 
Camille Joseph Stamm, 
John Gardner Murray, 
George Parcell Myers. 
Charles Delucena Hart. 
William Young Kennedy, 
Adolph Ernst Dreyer. 
Harold Koch Shawan. 
Percy James Carroll. 
Harold Duncan Cochrane, 
George Edwards Tooley. 
Richard Shelby Wilson. 
Alpheus Felch Jennings. 
Henry Rohnert Carstens. 
Henry Rutledge Donaldson, 
William Jonathan Pennock, 
Howell Brewer. 
George Wheeler Wilson. 
William Stuart Frost. 
Alphonse Raymond Dochez, 
Harold Lindsay Amoss. 
Robert Barnwell Rhett. 
Herbert Alton Durham. 


Benjamin Franklin Fridge, jr, 


Stuart McGuire. 

Warren La Verne Babcock. 
Abram Lee Van Meter. 
Frederic Good Sprowl. 
Charles Stuart Moody. 
Harry H. Hammel. ; 
Chauncey Eugene Tennant, 
John Davidson Milligan. 
James Albertus Bethea. 
Frank Rose. 

Colvin Layfayette Cooper. 


John Arthur Franklin Pfeiffer, 
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Paul Dudley White. 
Orville Forrest Rogers, jr. 
Henry Sage Dunning. 
Homer Fordyce Swift. 
William Post Herrick. 
Ernest Gustav Tillmanns, 
Louie Felger. 

James Howard Means. 
Otto Kerr Snyder. 
Charles Edward Lawrence, 
Roy Edward Fox. 

Walter Sidders Lay. 
Robert Emmet Seibels. 
Carl Dinsmore Gray. 
Robert Monroe Funkhouser, 
Hugh McDowell Beebe. 
Harry Hunt Towler. 

John Martin Bradley. 
Clifford William Andrews. 
Bascom Franklin Morris. 
Jeremiah Herman Metzger. 
Edward Raymond Northrop. 
Walter Conway Johnson, 
Arthur Maxwell Alden. 
Linwood Major Kelley. 
Bacil Augustine Warren, 
Nathaniel Niles Morse. 
Charles Patterson Stahr, 
Doyle Lee Eastland. 
Edwin Burchett. 

William Ernest Kramer. 
William John McConnell, 
Bender Zelotes Cashman, 
Richard Lynn Ivins. 
Thomas Richmond Boggs, 
Heinrich Stern. 

Frank Albert King. 
Robert Thomas Irvine. 
John Mumford Swan. 
Frank Whipple Snow. 
Charles Allen Betts. 
Edward Bailey. 

Fletcher Gardner. 

George Frank Holland. 


DENTAL CORPS. 
To be dental surgeons, 


Acting Dental Surg. Albert R. White. 
Acting Dental Surg. Mortimer Sanderson, 
Acting Dental Surg. John H. Snapp. 
Acting Dental Surg. William A. Squires. 
Acting Dental Surg. Arnett P, Matthews. 
Acting Dental Surg. John W. Scovel. 
Acting Dental Surg. Charles De W. Deyton. 
Acting Dental Surg. Benjamin C. Warfield, 
Acting Dental Surg. Herman S. Rush. 
Acting Dental Surg. Lester C. Ogg. 


CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
To be second lieutenants, 


Cadet William Edward Raab Covell. 
Cadet Edwin Richardson Kimble, 
Cadet Joseph Dogan Arthur, jr. 
Cadet Ernest Frederick Miller. 
Cadet John Stewart Bragdon. 
Cadet George Jacob Richards. 
Cadet Alexander Pennington Cronkhite, 
Cadet John Scott Smylie. 

Cadet Lehman Wellington Miller, 
Cadet Douglas Lafayette Weart. 
Cadet Earl Ewart Gesler. 

Cadet Edwin Alexander Bethel. 
Cadet John French Conklin. 
Cadet Alfred Laing Ganahl. 
Cadet John Easter Harris. 

Cadet William Frazer Tompkins. 
Cadet Douglas Hamilton Gillette. 
Cadet Paul Alfred Hodgson. 
Cadet Donald Angus Davison. 
Cadet Thomas Bernard Larkin, 
Cadet Edwin Coit Kelton. 

Cadet Mason James Young. 
Cadet Layson Enslow Atkins, 
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CAVALRY ARM. 


= T'o be second lieutenants, 


Cadet Stafford LeRoy Irwin. 
Cadet Pearson Menoher. 

Cadet Edwin Bowman Lyon. 
Cadet Carl Conrad Bank. 

Cadet George Hume Peabody. 
Cadet Earl Larue Naiden. 

Cadet Henry McElderry Pendleton, 
Cadet Edmund de Treville Ellis. 
Cadet Robert William Strong. 
Cadet Clifford Barrington King. 
Cadet Paul Russell Frank. 

Cadet William Sumner Teall Halcomb, 
Cadet Edward Campbell McGuire, 
Cadet John McDonald Thompson, 
Cadet John Fuller Davis. 

Cadet Reese Maughan Howell. 
Cadet Henry Jervis Friese Miller, 
Cadet Harry Aloysius Harvey. 
Cadet Frank D. McGee. 

Cadet Harry Benson Anderson. 
Cadet Norman Jay Boots. 

Cadet Hugh P. Avent. 

Cadet Victor Vaughan Taylor. 
Cadet Horace Stringfellow, jr. 
Cadet Leo Andrew Walton. 

Cadet Ralph Pittman Cousins. 
Cadet John Franklin Stevens. 
Cadet Blackburn Hall. 

Cadet Edward James Dwan. 
Cadet Eustis Lloyd Hubbard. 
Cadet William Berkeley Peebles. 
Cadet Frederic William Boye. 
Cadet Karl Hartman Gorman, 


FIELD ARTILLERY ARM, 
To be second lieutenants, 


Cadet James Allen Lester. 
Cadet Herman Beukema. 

Cadet Herbert Spencer Struble. 
Cadet Francis Joseph Dunigan. 
Cadet Edwin Albert Zundel. 
Cadet Clinton Wilbur Howard. 
Cadet Charles Manly Busbee. 
Cadet Albert Whitney Waldron, 
Cadet John Hobert Wallace. 
Cadet Raymond Marsh. 

Cadet Joseph May Swing. 


COAST ARTILLERY CORPS, 


Cadet Henry Spiese Aurand. 
Cadet Harold Eugene Small. 
Cadet Henry Benton Saylor. 
Cadet Albert Henry Warren. 
Cadet John Frederick Kahle. 
Cadet Reinold Melberg. 

Cadet Clarence Brewster Lindner, 
Cadet John Henry Cochran. 
Cadet Logan Wellington Serles. 
Cadet John Kimberly Meneely. 
Cadet Joseph Jesse Teter. 

Cadet John Storrie MacTaggart, 
Cadet Martin John O’Brien. 

Cadet Joseph Cuming Haw. 

Cadet Iverson Brooks Summers, jr. 
Cadet Clifford Randall Jones. 
Cadet John Beugnot Wogan. 
Cadet Clesen Henry Tenney. 
Cadet Frank Edwin Emery, jr. 
Cadet Edward Caswell Wallington, 
Cadet Carl Ernest Hocker. 

Cadet Richmond Turnbull Gibson. 
Cadet Edward Bolton Hyde, jr. 
Cadet Walter Wood Hess, jr. 
Cadet Thomas Joseph Brady. 
Cadet Herbert Robison Corbin. 
Cadet Hubert Reilly Harmon. 
Cadet Joseph Daly Coughlan. 
Cadet Charles Hosmer Chapin. 
Cadet William Putnam Cherrington, 
Cadet Charles Robert Finley. 


INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants, 


Cadet Parley Doney Parkinson. 
Cadet Charles Wolcott Ryder. 
Cadet Joseph Taggart McNarney, 
Cadet Omar Nelson Bradley. 
Cadet John Paul Mueller. 
Cadet Leland Stanford Hobbs. 
Cadet Charles Calvert Benedict. ` 
Cadet Vernon Evans. 
Cadet Roscoe Barnett Woodruff. 
Cadet Lewis Clarke Davidson. 
Cadet Dwight David Eisenhower. 
Cadet Harold William Jones. ? 
Cadet James Basevi Ord. 
Cadet John Ellis Rossell. 
Cadet Whitten Jasper East. 
Cadet Sidney Carroll Graves. 
Cadet Jo Hunt Reaney. 
Cadet John William Leonard. 
Cadet John Aloysius McDermott. 
Cadet Clyde Raymond Eisenschmidt. 
Cadet James Alward Van Fleet. 
Cadet Louis Alfred Merillat, jr. 
Cadet Edward Gill Sherburne. 
Cadet Michael Frank Davis. 
Cadet Luis Raul Esteves. 
Cadet Stuart Clarence MacDonald. 
Cadet Metcalfe Reed. 
Cadet Benjamin Greeley Ferris. 
Cadet Charles Samuel Ritchel. 
Cadet Thomas Guerdon Hearn. 
Cadet Donald Henley. 
Cadet Alfred Schrieber Balsam. 
Cadet George Pulsifer, jr. 
Cadet Otto Al Busch Hooper. 
Cadet Howard Donnelly. 
Cadet John Nicholas Robinson, 
Cadet Tom Fox. 
Cadet Thomas James Hanley, jr, 
Cadet Jacob John Gerhardt. 
Cadet Stanley McNabb. , 
Cadet Vernon Edwin Prichard, 
Cadet Robert Bishop Lorch. 
Cadet Adlai Howard Gilkeson. 
Cadet Gilbert Smith Brownell. 
Cadet Richard Carlton Stickney. 
Cadet Philip Kitchings McNair. 
Cadet Jesse Beeson Hunt. 
Cadet John Benjamin Duckstad. 
Cadet John Ross Mendenhall. 
Cadet Norman Randolph. 
Cadet Joseph Monroe Murphy. 
Cadet George Edward Stratemeyer. 
Cadet Leroy Hugh Watson. 
Cadet Henry Harold Dabney. 
Cadet John Hamilton Chew Williams, 
Cadet Melchior McEwen Eberts. 
Cadet Oscar Andruss Straub. 
Cadet Earl Marvin Price. 
Cadet Arthur Arnim White. 
Cadet John Keliher. 
Cadet Benjamin Willis Mills. 
Cadet Thomas Fenton Taylor. 
Cadet Marshall Henry Quesenberry. 
Cadet Robert Livingston Williams. 
Cadet Charles Curtiss Herrick. 
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Capt. Albert G. Winterhalter to be a read admiral. 

Capt. Augustus F. Fechteler to be a rear admiral. 

Capt. Albert Gleaves to be a rear admiral. 

Capt. Herbert O. Dunn to be a rear admiral. 

Capt. Albert W. Grant to be a rear admiral. 

Commander Henry A. Wiley to be a captain. 

Commander Frederic B. Bassett, jr., to be a captain. 
Commander Richard H. Jackson to be a captain. 
Commander Nathan C. Twining to be a captain. 
Commander Benjamin F. Hutchison to be a captain, 
Commander Thomas P. Magruder to be a captain. 
Commander Sumner E. W. Kittelle to be a captain. 
Commander George L. P. Stone to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Frederic N. Freeman to be a commander. 
Commander Daniel W. Wurtsbaugh to be a commander. 
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Commander Ralph Earle to be a commander. 

Commander Gatewood S. Lincoln to be a commander. 

Commander Ivan C. Wettengel to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Charles M. Tozer to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Wat T. Cluverius to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Duncan M. Wood to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Leigh C. Palmer to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Thomas A. Kearney to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Arthur MacArthur to be a commander. 

Lieut. Commander Frank E. Ridgely to be a commander. 

Lieut. John Downes to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Commander William L. Pryor to be a lieutenant com- 
mander, 

Lieut. George J. Meyers to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Commander James P. Murdock to be a lieutenant com- 
mander. 

Lieut. Commander Edward J. Marquart to be a lieutenant 
eonmander. N 

Lieut. Donald C. Bingham to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Robert Wallace to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Ralph M. Griswold to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Lewis B. Porterfield to be a lieutenant commander, 

Lieut. Gilbert J. Rowcliff to be a lieutenant commander, 

Lieut. James P. Lannon to be a lieutenant commander, 

Lieut. Myles Joyce to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Frank C. Martin to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Ralph P. Craft to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Adolphus Staton to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. David A. Weaver to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. Neil E. Nichols to be a lieutenant commander. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Roy Le C. Stover to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles A. Dunn to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Alfred W. Atkins to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Philip H. Hammond to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Claud A. Jones to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harry Campbell to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) George W. Kenyon to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junter Grade) Allan S. Farquhar to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lucien F. Kimball to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harvey W. McCormack to be a lieu- 
tenant. ` 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Harold M. Bemis to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Ernest D. McWhorter to be a lieu- 
tenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) John H. Schelling to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bert B. Taylor to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Wiliam O. Wallace to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Frank R. King to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Bruce R. Ware, jr., to be a lieutenant. 

The following-named ensigns to be lieutenants (junior grade): 

Preston B. Haines, 

Granville B. Hoey, 

Hugh V. McCabe, 

Richard W. Wuest, 

Hugo W. Koehler, 

Deupree J. Friedell, 

Frank E. Johnson, 

Percy T, Wright, 

Herbert R. A. Borchardt, 

Cyrus D. Gilroy, 

William N. Richardson, jr., 

Stewart A. Manahan, 

Charles M. Elder, 

Creed H. Boucher, 

Sharles M. Cooke, jr., 

Mervyn S. Bennion, 

Augustine H. Gray, 

Walter E. Brown, 

Chester C. Jersey, 

Hollaway H. Frost, 

Howard K. Lewis, 

Robert T. Merrill, 2d., 

Warren L. Moore, 

Walter D. Seed, jr., 

James B. Will, 

Harry W. Hosford, 

Clarence K. Bronson, 

Franklin S. Steinwachs, 

Francis G. Marsh, 

Earle C. Metz, 

Herbert W. Underwood, 

Frederick C. Sherman, 

Perey K. Robottom 

Wadleigh, Capehart, 

Lyal A. Davidson, 


Alston R. Simpson, 
Robert C. Lee, 

Josiah O, Hoffman, jr., 
Millington B. McComb, 
Frank H. Luckel, 
William M. Corry, jr., 
Melville S. Brown, 
George M. Cook, 
Sargent Force, 

Donald B. Beary, 
Joseph P. Norfleet, 
Edward C. Lange, 
Robert E. Bell, 
Bernard O. Wills, 
Charles J. Moore, 
Walter V. Combs, 
Frank H. Kelley, jr., 
James A. Logan, 
Leslie LaF. Jordan, 
John H. Smith, 

James T. Alexander, 
Francis A. La Roche, 
Francis P. Traynor, 
Howard B. Berry. 
John H. Wellbrock, 
Ormond C. Pailthorp, 
Dorsey O. Thomas, 
Lewis Hancock, jr., 
Alfred Y. Lamphier, 
Spencer S. Lewis, 
Wiliam S. Nicholas, 
Walden L. Ainsworth, 
Edward K. Lang, 
Robert N. Miller, 
Edwards B. Gibson, 
William A. Richardson, 
Charles A. Pownall, 
Lorain Anderson, 
Murphy J. Foster, 
James G. Ware, 
Lawrence F, Reifsnider, 
Godfrey de C. Chevalier, 
Robert Gatewood, 
Walter A. Edwards, 
Frederick G. Reinicke, 
Valentine N. Bieg, 
Bolivar V. Meade, 
Miles P. Refo, jr., 
Samuel W. King, ` 
Edgar M. Wiliams, 
Earl A. McIntyre, 
Robert T. Young, 
George L. Dickson, 
Mare A. Mitscher, 
Elmer K. Niles, 

Scott B. Macfarlane, 
George L. Weyler, 
Roman B. Hammes, 
Earl W. Spencer, jr., 
Clarkson J. Brigit, 
William D. Kilduff, 
Herbert O. Roesch, 
Romuald P. P. Meclewski, 
John F. Donelson, 
Joseph F. Crowell, jr., 
Webb Trammell, 
Charlton E. Battle, jr., 
Herbert R. Hein, 
Frederick S. Hatch, 
Herbert H. Bouson, 
Ole O. Hagen, 

Robert M. Griffin, 
Robert H. Skelton, 
Alfred G. Zimermann, 
Roger W. Paine, 
Milton H. Anderson, 
Delevan B. Downer, 
Oliver L. Wolford, 
Ellis S. Stone, 

Harry L. Merring, 
Francis S. Craven, 
Morris D. Gilmore, 
Lybrand P. Smith, 
George M. Lowry, 
William D. Chandler, jr., 
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William E. Baughman, 
Harry W. Hill, 

John A. Fletcher, 
Bernhard H. Bieri, 
Oscar C. Badger, 
James C. Byrnes, jr., 
Thomas S. King, 2d, 
Robert K. Awtrey, 
Howard S. Jeans, 
Scott D. MeCaughey, 
Edward B. Lapham, 
Edward W. Hanson, 
Daniel J. Callaghan, 
Frank J. Lowry, 

Cecil Y. Johnston, 
Thomas Baxter, 
Walter A. Riedel, 
Aylmer L. Morgan, Jr., 
Edgar R. McClung, 
John R. Peterson, jr., 
John H. McGruder, Jr., 
George F. Jacobs, 
James L. Rodgers, 
James McD. Cresap, 
Paul F. Foster, 
Everett D. Capehart, 
Frank Loftin, 

Lewis W. Comstock, 
Thomas S. McCloy, 
Lyell St. L. Pamperin, 
George B. Ashe, 
Joseph L. Nielson, 
Harold R. Keller, 
Frank C. McCord, 
Eric L. Barr, 

John C. Thom, 


John W. Reeves, jr., 
Henry J. Shields, 
Urey W. Conway, 
Guysbert B. Vroom, 
Robert P. Hinrichs, 
Elliott B. Nixon, 
Joseph M. Blackwell, 
Frank E. P. Uberroth, 
Jenifer Garnett, 
Frank F. Reynolds, 
Glenn F, Howell, 
Sherwood Picking, 
Glenn B. Strickland, 
Norman L. Kirk, 
Francis M. Collier, 
Pat Buchanan, 

James H. Taylor, 
Merritt Hodson, 
George A. Rood, 
Ralph G. Risley, 
Fred Welden, 

John W. McClaran, 
Alexander Macomb, 
William F. Callaway, 
Wells E. Goodhue, 
Wallace B. Phillips, 
Frederick L. Riefkohl, 
Joseph R. Mann, jr., 
Daniel S. McQuarrie, 
Harry D. McHenry, 
John F. Meigs, jr., 
John W. Gates, 
William C. Barnes, 
Van Leer Kirkman, jr, 
Philip R. Baker, 
Harvey S. Haislip, 
Harrison R. Glennon, 
Ralph E. Dennett, 
George F. Parrott, jr. 
Alfred S. Wolfe, 
Ralph C. Lawder, 
Eugene T. Oates, 
Roy W. Lewis, 
Marion C. Cheek, 
Richard S. Field, 


Robert P. Molten, jr., 
Harry R. Bogusch, 
Robert H. English, 
George C. Fuller, 
Bushrod B. Howard, 
George D. Murray, 
Carroll Q. Wright, ir., 
Oliver M. Read, jr., 
Joseph McE. B. Smith, 
George J. McMillin, 
William H. O’Brien, jr, 
Howard F. Kingman, 
Howard S. Keep, 
James G. B. Gromer, 
William M. Quigley, 
Rivers J. Carstarphen, 
Albert R. Mack, 
John A. L. Zenor, 
Calvin H. Cobb, 
Robert B. Simons, 
Lee C. Carey, 

John H. Holt, jr., 
Norman Scott, 

Glenn A. Smith, 
Conrad Ridgely, 
Donald C. Godwin, 
Richard P. Myers, 
Webb C. Hayes, 
Howard D. Bode, 
Jay L. Kerley, 
Harold E. Snow, 
Richard H. Booth, 
Morton L. Deyo, 
Robert P. Mohie, 
Harold T. Bartlett, 
Robert M. Hinckley, 
Ralph S. Parr, 
Charles H. MeMorris, 
Virgil C. Griffin, jr., 
Henry M. Kieffer, 
William A. Corley, 
Benjamin Perlman, 
Howard H. Good, 
Ernest G. Small, 


Harry G. Patrick, 
John H. Culin, 
Alfred E. Montgomery, 
Andrew C. Bennett, 
Fred K. Elder, 

Allen H. Guthrie, 
Edward O. McDonnell, 
Oliver W. Bagby, 
James C. Clark, 
James C. Monfort, 
Robert D. Moore, 
Carl G. Gilliland, 
Harold Dodd, 
Whitley Perkins, 
Warren A. Shaw, 
Guy C. Hitchcock, 
Anton B. Anderson, 
Ralph S. Wentworth, 
George L. Woodruff, 
Mahlon S. Tisdale, 
Schuyler Mills, 
James L. King, 
William D. Taylor, 
Davis De Treville, 
Homer C. Wick, 
John P. Dalton, 
Robert A. Lavender, 
Louis P. Wenzell, 
Robert S. Haggart, 
Philip Van H. Weems, 
George H. Fort, 
Lunsford L. Hunter, 
Albert C. Roberts, 
Ernest W. Broadbent, 
Forrest U. Lake, 
Robert R. Thompson, 
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Elliott Buckmaster, 

Walter S. De Lany, 

Emory P. Eldredge, 

Albert B. Sanborn, 

Ellis M. Zacharias, 

Clarence Gulbranson, 

Wentworth H. Osgood, 

Donald F. Patterson, 

Donald W. Hamilton, 

Heister Hoogewerff, 

John H. Falge, 

Louis E. Denfeld, 

Ralph W. Holt, 

George W. D. Dashiell, 

Emory W. Coil, 

Nathan B. Chase, 

George W. La Mountain, 

Harry W. Scofield, 

Carroll M. Hall, 

William S. Hogg, jr., 

Beriah M. Thompson, 

John L. Fox, 

William G. Greenman, 

Horatio J. Peirce, 

Hamilton Harlow, 

Thales S. Boyd, 

James A. Crutchfield, 

Daniel E. Barbey, 

Grady B. Whitehead, 

Campbell D. Edgar, 

Harry P. Curley, 

Walter S. Haas, 

John P. Bowden, 

De Witt C. Ramsey, 

Raymond V. Hannon, 

Baylis F. Poe, 

Roscoe E. Schuirman, 

Abraham C. Ten Eyck, 

Ingram C. Soweli, 

Francis E. M. Whiting. 

Charles A. Lockwood, jr., 

John K. Richards, jr., 

William H. Burtis, 

Hans Ertz, 

Paul S. Theiss, 

Aaron S. Merrill, 

John Wilbur, 

Charles S. Alden, 

George S. Gillespie, 

Garnet Hulings, 

Hubert V. La Bombard, 

Edward H. McKitterick, 

Laurence R, Brown, 

Stanley R. Canine, and 

Leonard N. Linsley. 

Medical Insp. Charles H. T. Lowndes to De a medical e 

Surg. Charles E. Ryder to be a surgeon. 

Surg. Allen D. MeLean to be a surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Frederick G. Abeken to be a surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Winfield S. Pugh, jr., to be a surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. James E. Gill to be a surgeon. 

Passed Asst. Surg. Isaac S. K. Reeves to be a surgeon. 

Asst. Surg. Stanley D. Hart to be a passed assistant surgeon, 

Asst. Surg. Penlie B. Ledbetter to be a passed assistant sur- 
geon. 

ae Surg. Richard H. Laning to be a passed assistant sur- 


Aa: Surg. Robert F. Jones to be a parana assistant surgeon. 

Asst. Surg. Charles L. Beeching to be a passed assistant 
surgeon. 

Asst. Surg. Robert G. Davis to be a passed assistant surgeon. 

Asst. Surg. Chester C. Wood to be a passed assistant surgeon. 

The following-named assistant surgeons of the Medical Re- 
serve Corps of the Navy to be assistant surgeons: 

Ruskin M. Lhamon, 

Robert A. Torrance, 

Clarence W. Ross, 

Carleton I. Wood, 

Foster H. Bowman, 

Chalmer H. Weaver, 

William A. Brams, 

William W. Wickersham, 

Cecil S. O’Brien, 

Charles W. Depping, 

Henry McDonald, 


William H. Michael, 
William A. Stoops, 
Talmadge Wilson, 
Joel T. Boone, 
Walter W. Cress, 
Henry M. Stenhouse, 
Joy A. Omer, 
Summerfield M. Taylor, and 
Fredric L. Conklin. 
The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Medical Reserve Corps: 
Overton Brooks, 
Montgomery H. Sicard, 
Forrest M. Harrison, 
Elphege A. M. Gendreau, 
John Harper, 
Francis DeA. Gibbs, 
Richard H. Miller, 
Walter A. Vogelsang, 
Russell J. Trout, 
Henry ©. Weber, 
George W. Taylor, 
Grover ©. Wilson, 
Virgil H. Carson, 
: John P. Owen, 
Wiliam J. Rogers, 
George B. Tyler, 
George P. Shields, 
Paul Richmond, jr., and 
Lawrence F. Drumm. 
William M. Thebaut to be an assistant dental surgeon. 
George C. Fowler to be an assistant dental surgeon. 
Pay Inspector Ziba W. Reynolds to be a pay director. 
Pay Inspector Eugene D. Ryan to be a pay director. 
Pay Inspector Samuel McGowan to be a pay director. 
Paymaster David Potter to be a pay inspector. 
Paymaster Samuel Bryan to be a pay inspector. 
Paymaster Arthur F. Huntington to be a pay inspector. 
Assistant Paymaster John L. Chatterton to be a passed as- 
sistant paymaster. 
Assistant Paymaster Arthur H. Mayo to be a passed assistant 
paymaster. 
Assistant Paymaster William Gower to be a passed assistant 
paymaster, 
Tucker C. Gibbs to be an assistant paymaster. 
Chester W. Edge to be an assistant paymaster. 
Stephen J. Brune to be an assistant paymaster. 
Chaplain George E. T. Stevenson to be a chaplain, with the 
rank of lieutenant commander. 
The following-named ensigns in the Navy to be assistant 
naval constructors: 
Harold E. Saunders, 
Garland Fulton. 
Samuel J. Zeigler, jr., and 
Ernest M. Pace, jr. 
Herbert S. Howard to be a naval constructor. 
Ensign Roscoe L. Martin to be an assistant civil engineer, 
The following-named boatswains to be chief boatswains: 
John Atley, 
George G. Robertson, 
George Knott, and 
Thomas Macklin. 
The following-named gunuers to be chief gunners: 
Torger Nylund, 
George D. Stillson, 
Richard O. Williams, 
Michael Macdonald, 
Charles S. Schepke, 
George D. Samonski, 
William O. King, 
James E. Orton, 
William Cronan, 
Charles L. Bridges, 
Arthure Langfield, 
Albert Klingler, 
John Ronan, and 
William Seach. 
The following-named machinists to be chief machinists: 
Frederick T. Lense, 
Edwin W. Abel, 
Albert C. Byrne, 
George L. Russell, 
Orrin R. Hewitt, 
Otto T. Purcell, 
William R. Gardner, 
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George W. Fairfield, 

William M. Miller, 

Joseph C. Stein, 

Louis F. Miller, 

Robert M. Huggard, 

Paul B. Cozine, and 

Earl F. Holmes. 

The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters: 

Reuben R. Clarke, 

Frank M. Smith, 

Harry R. Taylor, 

Harold F. McCarty, 

Tony L. Hannah, 

Frederick Mackle, 

William L. Wall, 

Frank Weber, and 

Robert E. Wilkinson. 

Pharmacist Ralph T. Abernathy to be a chief pharmacist. 

Lient. Col. Constantine M. Perkins, to be a colonel in the Ma- 
rine Corps. 

Maj. Albertus W. Catlin to be a lieutenant colonel in the Ma- 
rine Corps. 

Capt. Hiram I. Bearss to be a major in the Marine Corps. 

Capt. Louis M. Gulick to be a major in the Marine Corps. 
Kae Lieut. Clayton B. Vogel to be a captain in the Marine 

rps. 

First Lieut. Edward H. Conger to be a captain. 

First Lieut. Henry N. Manney, jr., to be a captain in the Ma- 
rine Corps. 

First Lieut. Clifford P. Meyer to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps. 

Second Lieut. Fred S. N. Erskine to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps. 

Second Lieut. Roy S. Geiger to be a first lieutenant in the 
Marine Corps. 

Second Lieut. Ernest C. Williams to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps. 

Second Lieut. Richard H. Tebbs, jr., to be a first lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps. 

The following-named midshipmen tọ be second lieutenants in 
the Marine Corps: 

Ralph J. Mitchell, 

Robert O. B. Burwell, 

Louis R. de Roode, 

John A. Minnis, 

DeWitt Peck, 

Archie F. Howard, 

Raymond R. Wright, 

Rupert M. Burstan, 

Pedro A. del Valle, and 

Owen E. ONeill. 

The following- named assistant paymasters, with rank of 
ensign, to be assistant paymasters with rank of lieutenant 
(junior grade): 

William E. Moorman, 

Ernest H. Barber, 

Harry D. Sandlin, 

Oscar W. Leidel, 

Arthur II. Eddins, 

Stanley M. Mathes, 

Delos P. Heath, 

Herman G. Bowerfind, 

Herbert J. Hauser, 

Charles C. Copp, 

John J. Gaffney, 

Lawrence A. Odlin, 

John H. Colhoun, 

John A. Byrne, 

Richard S. Robertson, 

Charles V. McCarty, 

Eaton ©. Edwards, 

David T. Chalmers, 

John A. Harman, 

John B. Ewald, 

Samuel R. White, jr., and 

Macdonough C. Merriman. 

Capt. William S. Benson to be a rear admiral. 

Rear Admiral William S. Benson to be Chief of Naval Opera- 
tions. 

Commander William V. Pratt to be a captain. 

Lieut. Commander Dudley W. Knox to be a commander. 

Lieut. Richard Wainwright, jr., to be a lieutenant com- 
mander. 

Lieut. Irving H. Mayfield to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. John H. Hoover to be a lieutenant, 


Lieut. Louis H. Maxfield to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. Raymond F. Frellsen to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Carl T. Osburn to be a lieutenant. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William S. Farber to be a lieutenant. 

Ensign Lucien B. Green, second, to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade). 

Ensign Carlos A. Bailey to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign John A, Byers to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign Mare W. Larimer to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign Robert A. Hall to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign Edmund A. Crenshaw, jr., to be a lieutenant (junior 
grade). 

Ensign Harold B. Grow to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign Stephen B. Robinson to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign Hugh C. Frazer to be an ensign. 

Ensign Charles P. Mason to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign John J. Brown to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign Stanley G. Womble to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

The following-named chief and warrant officers of the Navy 
to be ensigns: 

Chief Machinist William D. Sullivan, 

Gunner Albert Osenger, 

Machinist Eugene G. Herzinger, 

Gunner Richard S. Bulger, 

Shief Machinist Adolph J. Merkt, and 

Chief Machinist Horace E. Burks. 

Chaplain William G. Cassard to be a chaplain with rank of 
captain. 

Chaplain George E. T. Stevenson to be a chaplain with rank 
of commander. 

Chaplain Sydney K. Evans to be a chaplain with rank of 
lieutenant commander. 

Boatswain Bertram David to be a chief boatswain. 

Carpenter Samuel C. Burgess to be a chief carpenter. 
8 John T. Myers to be a lieutenant colonel in the Marine 

rps. 

Capt. Frederic L. Bradman to be a major in the Marine Corps. 

First Lieut. Franklin B. Garrett to be a captain in the Ma- 
rine Corps. 

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy: 

Richard R. Adams, 

Lynde D, McCormick, 

Henry O. Tovey, 

Mark L. Sperry, jr., 

Robert N. S. Baker, 

William Nelson, 

Arthur C. Davis, 

Wesley J. Shofner, 

Oliver H. Ritchie, 

Merrill T. Kinne, 

Arthur D. Struble, 

Walter A. Hicks, 

Warner P. Portz, 

Leverett S. Lewis, 

Frederic P, Culbert, 

Frederick W. Pennoyer, jr., 

Howes Bodfish, 

Benjamin F. Perry, 

Richard W. Bates, 

Louis R. Moore, 

John F. Bates, jr., 

Philip T. Glennon, 

Claude O. Kell, 

Roy de S. Horn, 

James M. Shoemaker, 

Winfred H. A. Pike, jr., 

Gerard H. Wood, 

Melville C. Partello, 

Kendall Preston, 

Robert O. Glover, 

Lloyd V. H. Armstrong, 

Mellville W. Powers, 

John H. Rockwell, 

Howard L. Vickery, 

Archie E. Glann, 

Vincent H. Godfrey, 

Harry H. Chenoweth, 

Hugh G. Eldredge, 

Stuart B. Clark, 

Edward E. Hazlett, jr., 

John C. Lusk, 

Norwood G. Calvert, 

Leon B. Scott, 

Charles F. Osborn, 

George P. Lamont, 
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William H. Bowman, 
Walter M. A. Wynne, 
Scott Umsted, 

Myron J. Walker, 
Finney B. Smith, 
William J. Lorenz, 
Powell McC, Rhea, 
Edouard V. M. Isaacs,’ 
Henry P..Burnett, 
Edwin S. McCoach, 
Hubert E. Paddock, 
Donald MeL. Dalton, 
Theodore E. Chandler, 
Herbert V. Wiley, 
Ivan M. Graham, 
Samuel R. Shumaker, 
Frank D. Wagner, 
Stephen H. Matteson, 
Otto Nimitz, 

Glenn H. Easton, 
Burton W. Chippendale, 
Allan R. Wurtele, 
Thomas G. Peyton, 
Samuel P. Jenkins, 
Cornelius W. Flynn, 
Nelson J. Leonard, 


William Granat, 


Robert T. Darrow, 
Robert M. Farrar, 
Charles G. Clark, 
Armit C, Thomas, 
Ryland D. Tisdale, 
George W. Grove, 
Walter J. Confer, 
Alan Barnett, 

Julius C. Delpino, 
Homer W. Graf, 
John D. Small, 
Romeo J. Jondreau, 
Robert W. Clark, 
Conrad L. Lein, 

John B. Kneip, 
George C. Hill, 
Francis S. Low, 
James P. Brown, 
Francis M. Mail, jr., 
Winthrop Winslow, 
Frank C. Huntoon, 
William J. Nunnally, jr., 
Earle W. F. Childs, 
Alexander S. Wotherspoon, 
Philip C. Morgan, 
Marcus C. Miller, 
Forrest B. Royal, 
John L. McCrea, 
Morris H. Spriggs, 
Frederick G. Richards, 
Marshall B. Arnold, 
Noble Withers, 
Roswell H. Blair, 
Tully Shelley, 

Elmer R. Henning, 
Dallas D. Dupre, 
Nathaniel M. Pigman, 
John S. Farnsworth, 
Horace D. Clarke, 
Edward Breed, 
Themas G. Brown, 
James E. Maher, 
Irving R. Chambers, 
Alexander G. Hatch, 
Allen E. Smith, 
Leighton Wood, 
Chester E. Lewis, 
Harvey E. Overesch, 
Stuart A. Maher, 
Homer H. H. Harrison, 
Ralph Kiely, 

Allen G. Quynn, 

John M. Field, jr., 
David MeL, Collins, 
Archer E. King. jr., 
Daniel W. Armstrong, 
Harold O. Hunter, 
George C. Kriner, 
Forrest K. Libenow, 
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Clifford G. Richardson, 
Dewitt C. Watson, 
James M. Lewis, 

Harold M. Meyers, 

Raymond Burhen. 

Jonathan H. Sprague, 

Millard G. Gamble, jr., 

Myron W. Hutchinson, jr., 

John H. Campman, 

Isaac Schlossbach, 

Henry S. Clark, jr., 

John J. Mahoney, 

Ralph W. Christie, 

Robert M. Parkinson, 

Lewis L. Stedman, 

James R. Kyle, jr., 

Preston Marshall, 

Wiliam D. Thomas, 

Lyman B. Hoops, 

Hilbert A. Fisher, 

William S. Hactor, 

Samuel R. Deets, 

John S. Ray, 

Charles F. Wedderburn, 

William M. Snelling, 

Claude C. Vickrey, 

Joseph H. Chadwick, 

Albert R. Stephan, 

Arthur Landis, and 

Elmer B. Hough. 

Joseph E. Austin to be an ensign. 

Lieut. Otto C. Dowling to be a lieutenant commander. 

Ensign Raymond E. Kerr to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign Louis R. Ford to be a lieutenant (junior grade). 

The following- named carpenters to be chief carpenters in the 
Navy: 

Charles R. Barr, 

Alfred Bledsoe, 

Morgan M. Saylor, and 

Clarence P. Baker? 

Machinist Joseph R. Bradshaw to be a chief machinist. 

Second Lieut. Robert E. Messersmith to be a first lieutenant 
in the Marine Corps. 

The following-named citizens to be assistant surgeons in the 
Medical Reserve Corps: 

Leslie B. Wiggs, 

Aelpfar A. Marsteller, 

Louis H. Williams, 

Arthur C. Sinton, and 

Franklin F. Murdoch. 

The following-named acting assistant dental surgeons to be 
assistant dental surgeons: 

Joseph D. Halleck, 

Harry E. Harvey, 

Harry D. Johnson, 

Ernest W. Lacy, 

Eugene H. Tennent, 

Joseph A. Mahoney, 

Anson F. McCreary, 

Leon Martin, 

Lucian C. Williams, 

James L. Brown, and 

Harry W. Blaisdell. 

The following-named paymasters’ clerks and former pay- 
masters’ clerks whose appointments had been revoked within 
the six months next preceding March 4, 1915, to be chief pay 
clerks: 

Edward F. Delaney, 

Walter D. Bollard, 

John J. Gering, 

Robert L. Gressitt, 

Otis F. Cato, 

Eugene Dann, 

Samuel H. Knowles, 

Fred E. Crossman, 

Benjamin L. Lankford, 

Harry Price, 

Rudolph A. Ashton, 

Frank Hunt, 

Malcolm D. Stuart, 

George A. Wilcox, 

Joseph Reay, 

Alpheus M. Jones, 

Theodore F. Howe, 

John E. Bibb, 

Thomas A. Henry, 
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Emil E. Artois, 
Carroll F. Bennett, 
Archy W. Barnes, 
John H. Rauch, 
Edward W. Poore, 
John M. Holmes, 
James E. Reed, 
William Craig, 
Frank H. Baasen, 
Nils B. Olsen, 
Richard R. Bolles, 
Wiliam H. Crap, 
George P. Seifert, 
George W. Masterton, 
Ambrose J. Barnum, 
Walker A. Settle, 
Orlo S. Goff, 
Oscar J. Phillips, 
Dayton Fisher, 
Edgar L. Cary, 
Helmer H. Koppang, 
Arthur Hesford, 
Sidney P. Vaughn, 
Burnice W. Shumaker, 
Joseph A. Rebentisch, 
Harry Mack, 
Timothy J. Mulcahy, 
Thomas M. Schnotala, 
Edward R. von Preissig, 
Roscoe J. Dodd, 
Charles R. Sies, 
Henry Guilmette, 
Clarence C. Alger, 
Carl E. Beaty, 
Charles E. Sandgren, 
Charles L. Bahrendt, 
Philip A. Caro, 
Harry A. Hooten, 
James Gately, 
Arthur W. Babcock, - 
Miles Gilman, 
Gerald A. Griffin, 
Lewis S. Sutliff, 
William C. Wood, 
Frank D, Foley, 
Charles H. Breyer, 
Thomas A. Culhane, and 
Charles W. Charlton. 
Lieut. Commander Albert W. Marshall to be a commander, 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 
James F. Hodge, Carrollton. 
ALASKA, 
William E. Root, Seward. 
CALIFORNIA, 
Richard L. Dixon, Newman. 
W. H. Kelly, Palo Alto. 
Fleming J. Mathews, Fort Jones. 
E. F. Orwig, Oilfields. 
COLORADO, 
Charles S. Logan, Buena Vista. 
William D. Newton, Palisades. 
Andreita M. Vigil, Trinidad. 
CONNECTICUT. 
Clarence L. Clark, Lyme. 
Wiliam W. Fagan, Kensington. 
George W. Fairgrieve, Bantam. 
Daniel J. Kelley, Deep River, 
William A. Hayes, Bristol. 
James F. Holden, Forestville, 
George M. Pilling, Danielson. 
Edward B. Sullivan, Guilford. 
FLORIDA, 
J. B. Reed, Daytona Beach. 
GEORGIA, 
John B. Crawford, Cairo. 
Joseph ©. McKenzie, East Point. 
Mary A. Rudisill, Forsyth. 
HAWAI, 
L. D. Timmons, Lihue. 
ILLINOIS. 
Frank Storckman, Mount Carmel, 


INDIANA. 


Frank W. Boren, Owensville. 
Charles V. Hirt, Batesville. 

William H. Johnston, Crawfordsville, 
William T. Newton, Rosedale. ' 
John C. Ring, Frankton. 


IOWA. 


A. L. Anderson, Ringsted. 

H. E. Button, Alden. 

Frank M. Beymer, Avoca. 

Edward M. Carr, Manchester, 

W. J. Casey, Knoxville. 

Lee E. Evans, Mystic. 

Oscar M. Farb, Albert City. 

John R. Herron, Boone. 

G. A. Huffman, Des Moines. 

Fred H. Jamison, Oelwein. 

©. J. Kinney, Elliott. 

C. P. Luther, Guttenberg. 

Gladys H. McDowell, Emerson. 

John A. McNerney, Mount Ayr. 

Everett T. McShane, Springville. 

S. E. Magner, Lorimor. 

M. B. Maring, Centerville. 

W. H. May, Exira. 

Lemuel O’Bryant, Batavia. 

J. C. Palmer, Clear Lake. 

Eugene B, Peck, Hartley. 

A. B. Peters, Hawkeye. 

Dennis A. Ray, Humboldt. 

Clyde E. Rich, Glidden. 

Caroline Y. Smith, Leon. 

George F. Smith, Keosauqua. 

James Steele, Clearfield. 

Isaac T. Street, Center Point. 

Curran F. Swift, Harlan. 

Ezekiel S. Thompson, Eldora. 

KANSAS, 

J. E. Leach, Randolph. 

J, C. McConnaughhay, Larned, 

Alexander Niernberger, Huis. 

Rodney Torrey, La Crosse. 
LOUISIANA, 


J. T. Bryant, Monroe. 
J. P. Harrell, Arcadia. 
Monroe Jarrell, Columbia. 

MAINE. 
John H. Cooper, Kennebunk, 
Josiah F. Davis, Milo. 
John Durgan, Lubec. 
Isaiah G. Elder, Brunswick. 
Irvin H. Ellis, North Anson. 
William K. Foster, South Windham. 
Mark P. Hamilton, Corinna. A 
Carroll E. Herrick, Browaville, 
George H. McIntosh, Lisbon Falls. 
George C. Mayo, Greenville. 
H. Clair Miller, Winthrop. 
Henry S. Perkins, Boothbay Harbor. 
Joseph W. Small, Northeast Harbor. 
Carroll N. Staples, Norridgewock. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


S. Agnes Thayer, Lancaster. 
John F. Williams, Marblehead. 


MINNESOTA, 


Alice L. Eriksen, Lakefield. 

B. H. Holte, Starbuck, ; 

Ignatius Kremer, Cold Spring. 

Sadie A. Lane, Sherburn. 

Mary A. Mogren, Ortonville. 

Fred T. Moody, Warroad. 

Frank Tillmans, Aurora. 

Misstsstret. 

G. S. Neal, Clinton. 4 

MISSOURT. 

Leonidas P. Driskill, Oran. 

William H. Johnson, La Plata. 

William A, Roberts, Belton. 
MONTANA, 

Nathaniel P. Evans, Bozeman. 

Fred B. Hedge, Grassrange. 
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Joseph A. Lemire, Ronan. 
J. Cliff Tipton, White Sulphur Springs. 


NEBRASKA, 


James C. Badger, Arlington. 
Carl Carlson, Valparaiso. - 
A. N. Conklin, St. Paul. 
C. C. Davis, Falls City. 
William D. Day, Ulysses. 
M. G. Doering, Battle Creek. 
Charles F. Gilbert, York. 
E. O. Harshman, Minatare. 
Anton B. Helms, Randolph. 
Thomas J. Hinds, David City. 
Samuel G. Hudson, Lincoln. 
Leslie J. Hummel, Burwell. 
E. J. Kaltenborn, Waco. 
Danicl Kavanaugh, Fairbury. 
Daniel Z. Kochendarfer, Exeter, 
Thomas J. Lane, Bloomington. 
O. S. Larson, Shickley. 
Nelson J. Ludi, Wahoo. 
M. H. McCarthy, O'Neill. 
J. J. McCarthy, Ogallala. 
D. H. Michael, Liberty. 
Paul C. Morgan, Hay Springs. 
Otis L. Newkirk, Stapleton. 
George W. Nicholas, De Witt. 
William F. Nick, Cedar Bluffs. 
David D. O'Kane, Wood River. 
Charles A. Payne, Clearwater. 
Ellis S. Potter, Crete. 
William C. Rusmisell, Mason City, 
George M. Sandusky, Sterling. 
Fred W. Shively, Oakdale. 
Earnest D. Smith, Mitchell. 
Oscar E. Swanson, Oakland. 
S. A. Tobey, Gresham. - 
Frederick J. Waugh, Ewing. 
Xander Y. Zuhlke, Bancroft. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE, 


Edwin M. Allen, Canaan. 
William H. Benson, Derry. 
James A. Brahaney, Milford. 
Gardner Grant, Salmon Falls. 
Charles P. Johnson, Warner. 
Albert H. McLain, Conway. 
Myrtle M. Marsh, Greenville. 
Frank R. Marston, Farmington. 
Duncan P. Noyes, Henniker. 
Fred E. Sanborn, Hampton. 
George F. Sanborn, Meredith. 
George H. Sherry, Dover. 
John E. Sullivan, Somersworth. 
NEW JERSEY, 


Edward W. Bovers, West Hoboken. 
Charles L. Kent, Hamburg. 
NEW MEXICO. 


S. Gray Hannan, San Marcial. 
H. A. Hodges, Magdalena. 
: _NEW YORK, 

Irving D. Blowers, Morrisville. 
George H. Carley, Cooperstown, 
Leonard A. Govern, Stamford. 
Fay P. Greene, Franklinville. 
John M. Ham, Millbrook. 
Charles H. Kinne, Ovid. 
Charles B. McGruer, De Kalb Junction. 
John H. Meehan, Penn Yan. 
David J. Sheridan, Cambridge. 
Daniel B. Sweeney, Middletown. _ 

NORTH CAROLINA. 


A. Wayland Cooke, Greensboro. 
F. R. Mease, Canton. 
NORTH DAKOTA, 


Edward L. Dougherty, Sherwood. 
Margaret L. MeCullen, Underwood. 
John McPike, Cando. . 
John O'Keefe, Cavalier. 
Perry Roath, Maddock. 
H. K. O. Schilling, Drake. 

- Caroline Sprafka, Minto. 
Iver K. Vick, Sheyenne. 


OHtO, 


James A. Angus, Genoa. 

James B. Beard, Newton Falls. 
James Connor, Toronto. 
Thomas M. Duncan, Bridgeport. 
James M. Phillips, Bethesda. 


OKLAHOMA, 


Lula A. Ball, Wapanucka. 
James M. Loper, Tishomingo. 
B. F. Suter, Randlett. 

Otis B. Weaver, Shawnee. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


William J. Burke, Mount Carmel. 

J. Bentley Candy, jr., Langhorne. 
Samuel A. Lacock, Canonsburg. 
William D. McGill, West Brownsville. 
William A. McMahan, West Pittsburgh. 
Hiram L. Purdy, Sunbury. 

Edward Weidenhamer, Milton. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


William Laughlin, Anderson. 

J. W. Little, Simpsonville. 

Manton B. McCutchen, Bishopville. 
David B. Traxler, Greenville. 


TEXAS, 


H. C. Bailey, Detroit. 
Z. T. Bundy, Milford. 
James G. Burleson, jr., Lockhart. 
John L. Brunner, Taylor. 
M. P. Daniel, Dayton. 
W. A. Daugherty, Van Horn. 
Lela Evans, Spur. 
Rudolph Flach, jr., Comfort. 
Mark Hardin, Post. 
W. D. Holman, Hutto. 
Ed Howard, Wichita Falls. 
Charles J. January, jr., McAllen. 
W. A. Kerr, Cotulla. 
J. W. Longley, San Saba. 
M. J. Norrell, Santa Anna, 
Godfrey Petersen, Fort Sam Houston, 
Walter N. Ramsay, Eldorado. 
John C. Sims, Lewisville. 
Percy L. Walker, Luling. 
Claude Warren, Matador. 
V, T. Williams, Thornton. 
Steve B. Wright, Round Rock. 
Charles P. Zapalac, West. 

UTAH. 
David R. Forsha, St. George. 
A. Robert Larson, Sandy. 
W. F. Olson, Price. 
L. C. Sargent, Panguitch. 
William Zowe, Myton. 

VERMONT. 
A. B. Anderson, Swanton. 
C. L. Gates, Morrisville. 
Michael J. Moran, Brattleboro. 
Arthur B. Pollard, Chester. 
WASHINGTON, 


Charles F. Bensel, Colfax. 

T. Earl Brittain, Tonasket. 

J. C. Crane, St. John. 

Henry G. Dahlby, Kirkland. 

G. A. B. Dovell, Buckley. 

Antoine Faucher, Ritzville. 

J. H. Gill, Washtuena. 

Grover C. Houtchens, Waitsburg. 
Wilson Howe, Tenino. 

T. H. McCleary, Centralia. 

J. M. McGifford, Lacrosse. 

George B. Ragsdale, Sedro Woolley. 
S. A. Stanfield, Odessa. 

Alice Sullivan, Spangle. 

Harvey L. Tibbals, Port Townsend. 
E. J. Tramill, Oakesdale. 

C. M. Vaupel, Tekoa. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn January 5, 1916. 


Frank Clyde Carr, of New Jersey, for appointment as first 
lieutenant in the Medical Reserve Corps. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


WEDNESDAY, January 5, 1916. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer : 

We bless Thee, our Father in heaven, for the valor and 
wisdom of our fathers, which gave to us civil, political, and re- 
ligious liberty in a government of the people, by the people, 
for the people, that the peoples of the Western Hemisphere 
have followed their illustrious example. We thank Thee for 
the Pan American Scientific Congress, now convened in our 
National Capital. May its light go out to all the world and 
illumine the minds of the people and stimulate them to seek 
the hidden truths which lie around us. “What we know is 
nothing; what we don’t know is immense.” And we most 
fervently pray that the coming together of these representative 
men may strengthen and solidify the great Republics which 
they represent in the bonds of fraternity and brotherly love, 
“Each for all and all for each,” under the spiritual leadership 
of the world’s great Exemplar. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE—H. R. 6236. 


Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
Committee on Pensions be discharged from further considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 6236) granting an increase of pension to 
Buford P. Moss, and that the same be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Is that a private bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It is. 

The SPEAKER. All the gentleman has to do is to change the 
reference and put it in the box. This is Calendar Wednesday, 
and the Clerk will call the committees. 

Mr. MANN. But, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wash- 
ington [Mr. HUMPHREY] was to have an hour this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Yes. Under a special order made yester- 
day the gentleman from Washington is recognized for one 
hour, to speak on the state of the Union. 


OUR BATTLE-FIELD PROSPERITY. 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I desire at 
this time to give notice to those who have the business of the 
House in charge that I shall probably not occupy the entire 
hour. Yesterday the distinguished gentleman from IIIInois 
[Mr. Mann] in announcing my subject gave me rather a broad 
one. As a matter of fact, I intend to talk to-day for a little 
while upon the present prosperity that this country is enjoying, 
and in order that I may get through and not seem to be dis- 
courteous I make the request now that I be not interrupted 
until I have finished what I have prepared. 

Every time a new gun is sold to the warring nations of 
Europe, or a new shell is manufactured for them, or they give 
another order for an additional ton of powder, the Secretary of 
Commerce, the official, suave, prosperity “thimblerigger” of 
the administration, issues a cheerful official bulletin that pros- 
perity at last is coming. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
He has issued these promising bulletins with feverish frequency 
ever since the Underwood law went upon the statute books. 
Almost daily he seeks to dispel the “psychological” gloom by 
declaring that business is looking up. It may be so, for business 
has been flat on its back, gazing at the stars, ever since this 
administration went into power, wondering if it will ever be 
able to stand erect again. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

If business is improving it must have been bad. If it is look- 
ing up now it must have been looking down. 


PROSPERITY, SPASMODIC AND TEMPORARY. 


What are the true conditions to-day? Does prosperity pre- 
vail? When I was on the Pacific coast I was told that things 
were very prosperous in the East and Middle West. When I 
was in the Middle West I was told that business was very pros- 
perous on the two coasts. When I reached the Atlantic I was 
told that business was very prosperous in the Middle West and 
on the Pacific. The fact about it is that the country to-day is 
blessed only with a local, spotted, temporary, spasmodic pros- 

rity. 

Pe Tna Democratic Party is in ecstasies over it, poor as it is, 
transient as it is, coined from the greatest of calamities as it is, 
for it is the only prosperity that this Nation ever saw under a 
Democratic administration. Perhaps the Democrats are not to 


blame for claiming it, for they never had an opportunity to 
claim any kind of prosperity before. Our present condition, 
coming from an unexpected and tragic source, at a time when 


the Democratic Party, in despair and gloom, was facing over- 
whelming defeat, has been a piece of political good fortune that 
has upset the Democratic mental equilibrium. That party 
to-day is completely befuddled. They think that the people can 
be deceived as to the facts. The Democratic Party to-day 
reminds me of an incident of Klondike days. 

A day laborer went to that region of promise, and disappoint- 
ment. He worked with a shovel. In the meantime he staked a 
claim that was considered worthless. Like the Democratic 
Party, the sweet smile of accidental fortune came. upon him. His 
claim yielded half a million dollars in gold. He secured this 
sum and, unannounced to friends or family, brought it to 
Seattle. He found his wife working at the washboard to sup- 
port herself and three grown daughters. He determined that 
life’s luxuries should no longer be denied them. He bought 
new dresses of latest fashion for mother and the girls and a 
white parasol for each, and thus arrayed, although it was mid- 
winter, he ordered a cab, and the family enjoyed a drive about 
the city—an indulgence which they had never before enjoyed or 
dreamed of. As they drove about the city the old gentleman 
sat on the driver’s seat and pompously smoked two cigars at 
the same time. This was the first step of the delusion brought 
by his good fortune. Soon he became convinced that he had 
secured his fortune solely because of his great mental eap:vity 
and ability, and he was offended that his financial genius was 
not generally recognized. 

The Democratic Party is passing through the first stage into 
the second. It is now confident that this temporary prosperity 
of misfortune is due solely to its wonderful achievements. The 
rest of the world knows it is entirely due to accident. 

The war in Europe has compelled our competitors to become 
our best customers. It has compelled them to buy from us. It 
has compelled them to stop selling to us. The price of their 
existence has compelled them to do this. Our trade has in- 
creased but little with any nation not at war. It has decrensed 
with most of them. Our export trade has increased enormously, 
but all that increase is measured exactly by the increased sales 
caused by the war. 

We are selling to-day products to Europe made necessary on 
account of the war to the amount of $300,000,000 a month— 
$3,600,000,000 a year. Every forty days an amount sufficient 
to construct the Panama Canal. No such financial fortune ever 
before came to any nation of earth. It is brought by the acci- 
dent and horrors of war. This is the basis—and the only basis— 
for all our prosperity, such as it is to-day. And this prosperity 
to-day exists, not because of the action of the Democratic 
administration but in spite of all its blundering and stupidity. 

For the first time in the world’s history we have heard the 
argument advanced that for us to be at peace and sell to our 
competitors vastly more than we ever sold them before, at 
higher prices than ever before, is a great industrial calumity 
to this country that only the genius of a Democratic adminis- 
tration could overcome. 

Before this war in Europe broke out we had experienced nine 
months of the present free-trade tariff law and during that time 
there was a greater falling off of revenues, there were more 
business failures, more mills and factories closed, more men 
were thrown out of employment, more beggars and paupers were 
made, more idleness and want brought upon us, more demands 
were made upon charity to care for the cold and hungry than 
during any other nine months in our Nation’s history, not ex- 
cepting the days of starvation and rags under Grover Cleve- 
land. [Applause on the Republican side.] The war in Europe 
has been a calamity to the race beyond human conception, but 
it has been the industrial salvation of this country. Our pros- 
perity is entirely created by that indescribable tragedy. But 
for the war this Nation would to-day be suffering industrially 
beyond imagination and description. We would be in the midst 
of panic and poverty that would make the days of —3 to 97 
look like greatest prosperity by comparison. 

CERTAIN INDUSTRIAL INVASION, 


When the millions of men now in the armies of Europe turn 
from pursuits of war to the pursuits of peace, when they leave 
the battle fields and return to the workshop and the mill and 
the mine and the farm, what, then, will be the effect upon our 
industrial condition? 

When these millions, burdened with debt and struggling with 
poverty, when they cease to buy from us munitions of war, when 
they cease to buy from us the things that they eat and wear, 
when they begin to produce and produce more cheaply than ever 
before, when this mighty host becomes competitors instead of 
customers, then we will witness an industrial invasion of this 
country that will surpass all former industrial wars as the 
present war in Europe surpasses all others of history. 
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To meet this contest we are utterly helpless. For this con- 
test we are making no preparation whatever. Against this in- 
vasion we have torn down every defense, destroyed every 
weapon and disurmed and discouraged every soldier. 

We should prepare for war. We should be ready always to 
repel any invader. Upon this question all agree. The only 
reason that there is any difference of opinion in this country 
to-day upon the question of “ preparedness ” is because there is 
a difference of opinion as to the danger of invasion. But if we 
knew that we would be invaded, that about it there could be no 
question of doubt, then certainly no American but what would 
be in favor of most complete preparedness without a single day 
of delay. As certain as civilization endures, just that certain 
will we suffer an industrial invasion as soon as the struggle 
in Europe ends. Upon this question there can be no difference 
of opinion. What will be done in that day when our land is 
flooded with the products of cheap labor, when our mills and 
factories must close, and our land again becomes filled with the 
idle, hungry unemployed? If our present administration con- 
tinues to conduct the affairs of the Government the suffering and 
poor in that day will again be fed with classic phrases upon 
„psychological“ prosperity, they will be clothed with scholarly 
essays upon the beauties of free trade and the glories of new 
freedom and warmed with smug and smirking advice upon 
efficiency. * 

If our present tariff law remains upon our statute books a 
period of depression will begin in this country within 24 hours 
after peace is declared, and within 12 months after that time 
we will be in a period of panic and poverty never before equaled 
in our national experience. Then will the people of this 
country realize, what they now know, that our prosperity today 
is due to the war in Europe. To take no step to avert this 
certain disaster is treason against the American people. 

If the party in power does not know this, then the price of 
their stupidity will be well-merited political oblivion. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Let us examine in detail this prosperity so exultingly pro- 
claimed by the Democratic Party. Upon what foundation does 
it rest? What is its inspiration and its cause? Let us look upon 
the peaceful picture of prosperity this side of the ocean and then 
turn to the bloody picture upon the other and see if there is 
any relation between the two. 

PROSPERITY OF THE FARMER, 

They point to the prosperity of the farmer. True, we have 
the largest wheat crop in our history, and we have sold more to 
Europe than ever before. Our sale of wheat to Europe during 
the first year of the war compared with the first year of the 
present tariff law in time of peace increased from $103,595,000 
worth to $316,262,000 worth, a gain of 205 per cent. Our wheat 
is used to feed the armies of Europe. But what was wheat 
worth in this country at the beginning of the war? To show the 
effect that the war has had upon our prosperity, let us take for 
comparison the year from September, 1913, to September, 1914, 
the year of peace and the first year of the Underwood law, and 
compare it with September, 1914, to September, 1915, the year 
of war and the second year of the Underwood law. 

During the year of peace we sold in breadstuffs to Europe 
$181,484,000 worth. In the year of war we sold $567,607,000, a 
gain of 213 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe horses to the value 
of $3,177,000. In the year of war we sold them horses to the 
value of $82,276,000, a gain of 2,490 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe mules to the value 
of $622,000. In the year of war we sold them mules to the value 
of $18,041,000, a gain of 2,795 per cent. 

During the year of peace we sold to Europe hay to the value 
of $790,000. During the year of war we sold to Europe hay to 
the value of $2,263,000, a gain of 233 per cent. 

During the year of peace we sold to Europe meats and dairy 
products to the value of $138,736,000. During the year of war 
we sold them meats and dairy products to the value of $243,- 
098,000, a gain of 75 per cent. : 

During the year of peace we sold to Europe sugar to the value 
of $4,341,000. During the year of war we sold to Europe sugar 
to the value of $36,816,000, a gain of 748 per cent. 

Why should not the farmer of this country be prosperous 
when he is feeding the greatest armies that this world has ever 
seen? Does the Democratic Party think that there is a farmer 
in all America that can be deceived as to the reason of their 
present prosperity or that has forgotten the conditions that 
prevailed in this country the year before the war and the first 
year of the Underwood law upon our statute books? 

MINES. 

But we are told that the mines of this country are enjoying 

great prosperity also. It is true that we are selling vast quanti- 


ties of the products of our mines to Europe. They are needed 
for war purposes. 

Taking the same dates heretofore used—that is, from Sep- 
tember, 1913, to September, 1914, the year of peace, and Sep- 
tember, 1914, to September, 1915, the year of war—and official 
statistics tell a convincing story. 

During the year of peace we sold to Europe $12,870,000 worth 
of goods manufactured from aluminum, brass, lead, and zinc. 
In the year of war we sold of the same products to Europe of 
the value of $66,730,000, a gain of 419 per cent. Zinc is neces- 
sary in the manufacture of shells. In this one item alone our 
sales increased from $785,000 in the year of peace to $26,323,000 
in the year of war, a gain of 3,253 per cent. Is it necessary to 
stop to explain the reason for the prosperity of our mines? 

MANUFACTURES. 

They tell us, too, that our woolen mills are running, while 
many of them were closed down the first year of this Demo- 
cratic tariff law. Is there an explanation? 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe woolen goods to the 
value of $4,753,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe 
woolen goods to the value of $32,057,000, a gain of 574 per cent. 
Is any further demonstration needed as to the cause of the 
present condition of the woolen mills? 

The leather industry, they inform us, is no longer depressed 
as it was before the war. Let statistics give the answer. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe men's shoes to the 
value of $9,603,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe men's 
shoes to the value of $22,669,000, a gain of 267 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe goods manufactured 
from leather to the value of $43,390,000. In the year of war we 
sold to Europe goods manufactured from leather to the value of 
$90,804,000, a gain of 109 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe harness and saddlery 
to the value of $793,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe 
harness and saddlery to the value of $18,434,000, a gain of 2,223 
per cent. 


Is there anything mysterious about the increased activity in 
the leather industry? 

In the steel industry there has been great activity also. Steel 
is the one thing that enters more directly into the manufacture 
of munitions of war than perhaps any other. Look at the figures 
in regard to this industry. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe steel bars and billets 
to the value of $7,590,000, In the year of war we sold to Europe 
of the same products to the value of $21,743,000, a gain of 186 
per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe barbed and other wire 
to the value of $7,472,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe 
barbed and other wire to the value of $18,882,000, a gain of 
153 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe firearms to the value 
of $3,171,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe firearms 
to the value of $11,591,000, a gain of 265 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe explosives to the value 
of $6,244,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe explosives 
to the value of $71,806,000, a gain of 1,050 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe medical appliances to 
the value of $1,571,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe med- 
ical appliances to the value of $5,218,000, a gain of 231 per cent. 

In the year of peace we sold to Europe machine tools to the 
value of $12,536,000. In the year of war we sold to Europe 
machine tools to the value of $34,550,000, a gain of 175 per cent. 

What of our automobile industry? The first year of the Un- 
derwood law drove many automobile establishments into bank- 
ruptcy. To-day they are running again. Let the figures answer 
why. 

During the year of peace we sold to Europe automobiles and 
automobile tires to the value of $34,000,000. During the year 
of war we sold to Europe automobiles and automobile tires to 
the value of $92,000,000, a gain of 170 per cent. 

During the year from September, 1913, to September, 1914, 
the year of peace under the present free-trade law, there were 
more idle cars rusting on the sidetracks of this country than 
ever before. But now these cars are moving again. They are 
carrying provisions down to the sea to be sent to the nations at 
war. Eliminate this business and the conditions of our railroads 
would be as bad as they were in the early part of 1914. 

Our shipyards are busier than they have been for many years. 
But what are they doing? Building ships to carry supplies to 
the armies of Europe. Germany's great fleet of vessels is in- 
terned in the various ports of the world. Many vessels have 
been destroyed during the war. Never was there such a de- 
mand for shipping, but this is entirely due to the result of the 
contest in Europe. 
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THE CAUSE OF PROSPERITY. 


Every industry in this Nation to-day that is enjoying even 
a normal degree of prosperity derives that prosperity from the 
awful tragedy that is now devastating the world. And official 
figures will demonstrate in every instance that this is true. 

Our trade with Europe during the year from September, 1914, 
to September, 1915—the year of war—as compared with the 
year immediately preceding—the year of peace—increased in 
“war orders” alone over $1,010,000,000. 

The wayfaring man, though a fool, can look upon these figures 
and there will read the story of our present prosperity. 

Every prosperous mill and mine, field, and factory, and work- 
shop in this Nation to-day is directly connected by the sordid 
threads of gain with the blood-red battle flelds of Hurope. 
Cut these connections and our prosperity would wither as does 
the blossoming harvest before the hot winds of the desert. 
When the last echo of the last cannon shot dies in Europe then 
dies our present prosperity. 

PROSPERITY OF WAR. 


Where do the products of our present prosperity go to-day? 
Where are they used? 

Go to Europe, visit the front, where is being waged the most 
costly and bloody struggle in all human history, and you will 
know. You ride out in an American automobile to the trenches 
dug with American tools, lined with American lumber, pro- 
tected by American barbed wire, manned with American guns, 
filled with American ammunition, defended by men equipped, 
clothed, and fed with American products. American aeroplanes 
are scouting overhead, the cavalry dashes to the front on Amer- 
ame horses, the light artillery is brought forward on American 
mules. 

Wait until the lull of battle comes. Wait until the white 
flag « truce is flying, and then leave the trenches and walk forth 
upon that awful field of slaughter. Examine the dying, white- 
faced soldier as he is carried from the field of death. His cap is 
made from American material. His uniform from cloth made 
in America. His shoes are made in America. Remove them— 
his socks are made in America. His underclothes are made in 
America. His cartridge belt is made in America, filled with 
cartridges made in America. His knapsack is made in America. 
It is filled with provisions produced in America. From his dying 
grasp falls his gun made in America. His medicine case and 
contents are from America. Unwrap the bloodstained bandage 
of first aid; it is made in America. He is taken to the hospital 
in an American ambulance. There the angels of pity—the Red 
Cross nurses from America—soothe the agony of his dying hour. 
He takes American medicine. He is operated upon with Ameri- 
ean surgical instruments. The anesthetic of mercy is from 
America. He is carried to his last resting place upon an Ameri- 
can stretcher, placed in a trench dug with an American pick, and 
the mound above his uncoffined form is heaped and rounded 
with an American shovel. 

These are the surroundings and here is the hell where our 
present prosperity is coined. 

Whatever we may think of the justification or the righteous- 
ness of our actions in selling to the warring nations, certainly 
there is no sane mind on all God's footstool but what regrets the 
conditions that causes us to do it. 

I have no intention of criticizing those who sell to the warring 
hosts in Europe. That is not the question I am now considering. 
Those who sell them food and clothing may believe that they are 
performing not only a lawful act but one of humanity and 
mercy. Those who sell them guns and ammunition may believe 
that they are performing the greatest and noblest duty in plac- 
ing means of defense in the hands of those whom they believe 
to be fighting for life, for liberty, for home, for all that is 
dearest and most sacred in human existence. Others may think 
that such acts are in the highest degree to be condemned, and 
believe that financial gain is the only motive. I am not passing 
judgment upon these acts. But to boast of gains secured from 
such conditions is abhorent to all right-thinking human beings. 

We might admire and applaud the physician that worked night 
and day for humanity in time of some great epidemic, even if 
he-made money in so doing, but we would hate and despise him 
if he were to boast of the prosperity that he had coined from 
this human misery, and would consider him a sordid monster 
if he rejoiced at the calamity that brought him the opportunity. 
Whatever the justification of our acts for selling now at the 
rate of $50,000,000 per week to the belligerents, we would 
have no admiration for anyone that would boast of the pros- 
perity coming to us from such sales. We would look upon 
anyone who would be proud of such prosperity with something 
of the same feeling of horror as we would look upon the ghoul 
that would boast of the wealth that he had secured in the dark- 


ness of the night by crawling his way over the field of death 
after the battle and robbing the dead and dying. We would 
have something of the same feeling of horror and disgust for 
anyone that would boast of this prosperity that we would have 
for the repulsive wretch that boasted of his wealth that con- 
sisted of the gold that he had extracted from the teeth of the 
grinning skeletons left as the grim relics of this awful destruc- 
F 
boast of the prosperity here that is measured b 
the blood and tears shed across the sea? Gur prosperity dn 
measured by the toll of human life taken from the armies of 
Europe, We want the prosperity of peace and not the prosperity 
of war. We want the prosperity that tells of happiness and 
content and joy, and not the prosperity of grief ard anguish and 
despair. Our present prosperity is the prosperity of misery 
and misfortune. It is the prosperity of murder and passion. 
Our present prosperity is human life measured in money. Our 
present prosperity is coined from human hate, stained with 
human blood, mildewed with human tears, filled with human 
agony and despair, blackened with shattered hopes and ruined 
lives and marked and marred with tragic human death. I hope 
the terrible truth may be burned into the brain of the American 
people until no man will dare to boast of this battle-field pros- 
perity. If the Democratic Party wishes to claim the credit for 
our present blood-soaked prosperity, then certainly there are 
none that desire to share that honor with it. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Fartey, by unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. 
Corry, was granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account 
of illness. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Scorr, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the 
papers in the case of Henry Wachter, Sixty-third Congress, no 
adverse report having been made thereon. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Krarrxd, the 
Committee on the Judiciary was from further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 651) prescribing certain duties for 
earriers subject to the act to regulate commerce, and for other 
purposes, and the same was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the Clerk 
will call the committees. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the list of committees. 


WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. FERRIS (when the Committee on the Public Lands was 
called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 408, known as 
the water-power bill. It is on the Union Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read the bill by title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the development of water power 
and the use of public la in relation thereto, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to con- 
sider this bill in the House as in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill be considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I think, Mr. Speaker, this bill is too important 
to be considered without an opportunity to talk more than five 
minutes on it. 

Mr. FERRIS. And, pending that, I was going to try to see if 
we could agree upon the division of the time. Is that satisfac- 
tory to the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. There is no adequate amount of time allowed 
pending debate in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
objects, and the House automatically resolves itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, with the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hannrsox] in the chair. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the development of water 
power and the use of public lands in relation thereto, and for 
other purposes, with Mr. Harrison in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of 
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the bill (H. R.-408) to provide for the development of water 
power and the use of public lands in relation thereto, and for 
other purposes. The Clerk will read the bill. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with and in lieu thereof 
the bill be printed in the Recor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous ‘consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with and that in lien thereof it be printed in the Recorp. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. I object. 

The Clerk read the bill at Jength. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, there are certain salient provi- 
sions that I think every adequate water-power bill should con- 
tain. I shall try to enumerate them: 

First. No legislation, Executive order, or departmental ruling 
should permit the patenting or the title in fee to pass out of the 
Federal Government under any conditions. The fee title should 
be reserved in perpetuity to the United States. 

Second. The dam sites should be leased for a period of time 
not longer than 50 years, without any entangling alliances or 
phrases difficult to understand, on which the courts might quib- 
ble or debate as to the relative rights of the Federal Govern- 
ment and the lessee after the term has expired. 

Third. The recapture provision should provide that all non- 
perishable property, such as land, water rights, dam sites, good 
will, and so forth, should go back to the Federal Government at 
actual cost, and that all perishable property in connection with 
the plant should come back to the Federal Government at the 
end of the lease at its fair value. In both cases the interest of 
the public is conserved and made certain. 

Fourth. Strong, clear, well-understood provisions should be 
inserted in the lease contract for the revocation of the permit 
for a violation of the conditions thereof. 

Fifth. Provisions should be inserted in the lease requiring 
diligence and prompt construction of the plant so that the prop- 
erty may not be held for speculative purposes. 

Sixth. A royalty or rental for the use of dam sites and the 
property of the Federal Government should be required in all 
cases except for municipalities who furnish current to con- 
sumers without profit. 

Seventh. The Federal Government should at all times main- 
tain its paramountcy and full control. 

Eighth.. Annual reports should be exacted from the power 
companies, so that the public might at all times know of their 
acts and doings. 

Ninth. ‘The Federal Government should reserve to itself full 
power to fix rates for service, capitalization, bond issues, and 
so forth, in interstate projects and where there is no public 
utilities commission for this purpose in intrastate projects. 

Tenth, Each lease, permit, or consent of Congress should con- 
tain a provision that upon proof that any such permittees, 
lessees, or grantees have conspired to prevent the development 
of water power or to limit the output of already constructed 
plants the lease should be revocable in a court of competent 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. Chairman, section 1 of the pending bili authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to lease the reserved and unreserved 
Goyernment lands of the United States, national parks excepted, 
for a term of not exceeding 50 years for the purpose of water- 
power development. 

(a) The provision on page 2, from line 9 to 15, inclusive, re- 
quires the chief officer of the department who has jurisdiction 
over any of the reserve lands who finds that such lease for 
water-power and hydroelectric development will not injure or 
destroy or be inconsistent with the purposes for which the 
reservation was created. This is thought to be necessary to 
avoid conflict. 

(b) The second provision of section 1, occurring on page 2 
and within lines 16 to 20, inclusive, authorizes the Secretary of 
the Interier to grant preference to applications for lease by 
States, counties, and municipalities when the applications are 
made for municipal uses and purposes. This is thought to be 
justice, for where a State, county, or municipality elects to 
develop hydroelectric power for their own use it is thought to 
be the highest use and in the interest of the public that they do 
not have to compete with some selfish corporation which might 
be able to marshal securities and become a more apt bidder 
therefor. 

(c) The further provision in section 11, page 2, beginning in 
line 20 and including the remainder of the section, authorizes 
the Secretary of the Interior to issue temporary permits which 
authorize the occupation of the land for water-power develop- 
ment for a period not exceeding one year to enable the applicant 


to secure necessary engineering data, determine the feasibility 
of the project, and to finance the same; further, authorizing the 
extension of the one-year period when, in the discretion of the 
Secretary, unusual weather conditions or other conditions be- 
yond the control of the applicant occur and make the same ad- 
visable. The advisability of this is apparent, due to the fact 
that much of this development has to be carried on on borrowed 
money. It requires time and engineering investigation to de- 
velop whether or not a project is feasible, whether or not the 
product can be disposed of, whether or not the money can be 
secured to develop it, whether or not water rights are in con- 
flict, and, if so, time is required to purchase them. It is thought 
that such a provision and such authority vested in the Secre- 
tary is in the public interest and will bring about development 
of water-power resources; will not unduly tie up the property 
and cold storage it, so to speak, but will allow honest investors 
an opportunity to take the necessary preliminary steps looking 
to a final development of the property. 


SECTION 2. 


Section 2 provides that the lease shall contain a provision for 
the diligent, orderly, and reasonable development and continu- 
ous operation, subject to market conditions. Section 2 also 
enables the Secretary of the Interior, when he thinks it advis- 
able, to put a provision in the lease denying to the operator or 
lessee the right to contract for the disposition of more than 50 
per cent of the tetal output to any one consumer. It is thought 
to be of the highest importance that the lease, which is the 
original contract between the Government and the applicant, 
should bear all these provisions, which are almost sure to be- 
come more and more important during the life of the lease. It 
will also be observed that section 2 provides that the Secretary 
of the Interior may limit the amount of electrical energy that 
may be sold to any one person. It is thought wise to give him 
this power, but it was not thought the part of wisdom to make 
it mandatory. In some instances such a provision would be 
very helpful to ward off and break down monopoly where it 
exists, but where no monopoly exists it might be oppressive and 
unnecessary. 

SECTION 3. 

Section 8 provides that where hydroelectric power is gener- 
ated in two or more States, the regulation and control of service 
and of charges for service to consumers and of the issuance of 
stock and bonds by the lessee is conferred upon the Secretary 
of the Interior or committed to such body as may be provided 
for by Federal statute. This is thought extremely advisable; 
otherwise, where electricity is generated in more than one State 
and State control is ineffective and inoperative, then and in that 
event it is thought to be the part of wisdom to confer upon the 
Secretary of the Interior power to regulate the same. It was 
also thought important to have the legislation Indicate that the 
time might come when Congress in its wisdom might elect to 
confer this power either upon the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion or some other Federal water power commission that Con- 
gress might create. Then, and in that event, the power of the 
Secretary of the Interior would cease, and such power step in 
and take control as Congress might provide. 

The provision occurring on page 4, beginning at the end of 
line 4, is an antimonopoly provision, which authorizes combina- 
tions in the interest of efficient service, but expressly prohibits 
combinations, agreements, arrangements, or understandings, 
expressed or implied, to limit the output of electrical energy, 
to restrain trade with foreign nations or between two or more 
States or within any one State, or to fix, maintain, or increase 
prices for electrical energy or service. It will be observed that 
it is an extremely difficult task to properly regulate monopoly 
in connection with water power, for numerous instances can be 
cited when to allow combinations and union of effort and enter- 
prise is found to be strictly in the interest of the public; but, of 
course, the general rule is otherwise, and it was the thought of 
the committee in dealing with this intricate question that the 
widest latitude should be given to the Secretary of the Interior, 
and that by experience and personal contact with the subject 
he could handle the matter more intelligently without too many 


fetters and restraints. 
SECTION 4. 


Section 4 provides that without the written consent of the 
Secretary of the Interior the lessee or power development com- 
pany shall not sell or deliver power to a distributing company 
except in case of an emergency, and then only for a period not 
exceeding 30 days. It further provides that the lease shali not 
be assignable or transferable without the written consent of the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

The provision occurring on page 4, section 4, line 17, expressly 
provides that the lessee shall be allowed to execute mortgages 
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or trust deed on the property for the purpose of financing the 


project. It expressly provides, however, that in the event of 
such transfer, whether voluntary or involuntary, it shall be 
subject to all the conditions of approval under which such 
rights were held as contained in the prior lease and in the act. 
This provision is thought to be imperative, due to the fact that 
much, if not quite all, of the development of hydroelectric 
energy must of necessity be done on borrowed capital, and it 
was not the wish of the committee to pass an act that would 
prevent financiers from financing the projects. It was the 
earnest wish of the committee and the proponents of this bill 
that the bill be made workable; that the bill be made attractive 
to capital, so that early and speedy development would occur, 
thereby reducing the cost of power to all who use it; and that 
the results intended would flow from the highest use of the 
natural resources bequeathed to us by nature. 
SECTION 5. 


Section 5 provides for the retaking of the property at the end 
of the lease, and indicates just how the property is to be 
retaken. in a word, it provides that all nonperishable prop- 
erty, which is sure to increase in value rather than decrease, 
such as lands, water rights, rights of way, and good will, the 
actual cost shall be paid therefor. The section further provides 
that all other property, such as structures, machinery, and so 
forth, that are apt to depreciate rather than increase in value, 
it is thought to be in the interest of the public to provide that 
the fair value shall be paid therefor, so that in retaking the 
property the public will not be forced to pay more than the 
property is actually worth. Your committee feels sure that 
section 5 lays down the correct rule for a retaking of the 
property. 

The section contains a provision on page 5, line 21, which ex- 
pressly provides that the reasonable value referred to shall not 
include or be affected by the value of the franchise or good will 
or profits to be earned on pending contracts or any other in- 
tangible element. It was-the thought of the committee that 
this was clearly in the interest of the public. It was thought 
that it was but common justice that when we lease the property 
of the Government for a term of years the lessee should not be 
permitted to heap up the unearned increment, the good will, and 
other intangible elements that naturally go along with a busi- 
ness of this sort. It is the thought that the only thing that 
distinguishes a lease from a grant in perpetuity is the ability 
of the Federal Government to retake it. Therefore, it is the 
thought of your committee that this recapture provision of this 
bill or any other bill is of the highest Importance and one that 
should be looked into carefully. 

SECTION 6, 


Section 6 lays down the three specific things that the Federal 
Government can do at the expiration of any lease made under 
this act. First, the Federal Government may retake it and 
operate it itself; second, it may renew the lease to the original 
lessee upon such terms and conditions and for such term as may 
be authorized under the then existing applicable laws; third, 
the Secretary of the Interior, upon the expiration of the lease, may 
lease the property of the original lessee to a new lessee upon 
such new conditions, new terms, and for such new periods of 
time as the applicable laws of that date authorize, providing 
that the new lessee shall pay for the property according to the 
rule laid down in section 5 of this act. It is the thought that sec- 
tion 6 makes it sufficiently clear that at the expiration of the 
term the Federal Government will have a free hand to do what 
it desires to do with the property. It is thought that anything 
short of this would be giving away more than the public or Con- 
gress would intend to do, This section 6 merely magnifies the 
necessity of an appropriate recapture provision; for example, if 
the Federal Government elected to lease the property to a new 
lessee, one of the first controversies that would arise would be, 

Jan I secure possession of the property, and what is the rate I 
must pay for the property of the preceding lessee? If the 
method of recapture was simple, easy, plain, and well under- 
stood and on equitable grounds, so that the lessee would not have 
to pay for -watered stock and inflated values, then and in that 
event prospective lessees for the property would be numerous, 
the rights would be valuable to the Government, and good re- 
sults would flow in every direction. 

But, on the other hand, if the method of recapture was 
onerous, complex, and difficult of understanding the rights of 
the Government would be of little or no value, applicants for 
the property would be few and hesitating, and the disaster 
that would come to the public by reason of such a provision 
would be that the original lessee would continue to hold the 
property and in all probability refuse to submit to new condi- 
tions, and while the Congress would have intended to issue a 


lease, would have in fact and in reality issued a grant in per- 

petuity, a thing that- this Congress does not desire and a thing 

that the American people will not in silence permit to be done. 
SECTION 7. 


This section contemplates the arising of a condition which 
would warrant the lessee in contracting for the supply of elec- 
trical energy beyond the term of his lease. In that event the 
section authorizes the Secretary of the Interior, if he deems it 
for the public interest, to give his approval of the execution of 
such contracts, and in the event such approval is given the 
Government of the United States or the original lessee’s suc- 
cessor is required to fulfill the term of the contract which 
extends beyond the life of the original lease. There will be a 
difference of opinion about the advisability of this section. 
It was the thought of your committee, however, that instances 
might arise where it would be highly necessary and important 
that the original lessee have more or less freedom in bidding 
for contracts in order to meet competition, and in some cases 
it might be necessary to go beyond the life of the lease. It is 
thought that the necessity for this is brought about by the fact 
that much of the water power potentiality is already in the 
hands of private persons, who of course can contract for service 
for terms indefinite in character. To not give the Government 
lessees under this act a fair opportunity to compete with the 
already entrenched water-power companies might be a burden 
and handicap on our Government lessees greater than we should 
inflict and might serve as an aid to power companies already 
entrenched, who would delight to longer be without competi- 
tion and without additional development of electricity. I re- 
peat, there will be a difference of opinion about this section, 
but the more the committee thought about it and the more we 
studied the situation the more we were convinced that to give 
the Secretary this power was sure to result in good, and the 
committee was unanimously of the opinion that it should be 
done. 

SECTION 8. 

Section S authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to enter 
into contracts with the lessee and to specify in the lease such 
charge of rental for all power developed by the lessee for any 
purpose, as may be deemed appropriate in each individual case. 
The section further provides that the proceeds from such 
hydroelectric development shall be paid into the reclamation 
fund, and after it has been used by the fund for one term and 
returned to the reclamation fund, one-half of the moneys so 
returned shall be turned over to the States to be appropriated 
by the State legislature for the benefit of the publie schools 
and other educational institutions or for public improvement, 
or for both, as the legislature may elect. 

Under the reclamation act of 1902 all proceeds from the sale 
of Government lands goes into the reclamation fund, and inas- 
much as the development of the water power on nonnavigable 
streams are on the public lauds of the United States, it would 
seem proper that the returns should likewise go into the reclama- 
tion fund. Under the terms of the reclamation act the moneys 
so used for reclamation purposes in each instance become a lien 
upon the land and are later returned to the fund for disposition 
as Congress may provide. Hence, it is thought that until water 
power reaches a higher state of development and until more of 
the arid lands of the West have been irrigated it would seem 
advisable to use the proceeds for the further irrigation and devel- 
opment of the West and treat it as a fund derived from the sale 
of public lands, 

The provision commencing in line 19, page T, provides that 
where water power is generated by municipalities for munici- 
pal purposes only that such leases shall be executed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior without rental or charge. It also pro- 
vides that for development of not in excess of 25 horsepower 
leases may be issued to individuals or associations for mining 
or domestic uses without charge. It will be observed that this is 
a relaxation of the act where States, counties, or municipalities 
elect to construct, own, and operate their own light or power 
plant. It will be observed that the use is restricted for munici- 
pal purposes only and without profit. - 

It will further be observed that the small projects of less 
than 25 horsepower are used by individual settlers for pumping 
water and other domestic uses and that it was thought that it 
was not advisable for the Government to try to collect revenue 
therefrom. Many such minor plants are now in operation, and 
it was the thought of your committee that they should not be 
molested and that additional enterprises small in character 
would be advisable and without objection. 

SECTION 9. 

Section 9 is thought to be a provision which will insure reg- 

ulation of hydroelectric power development within a State 
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where the State has refused or failed for any cause to provide 
for a public utilities commission which would have power to 
regulate rates, service, issuance of stock and bonds, and so 
forth, and until such time as the State creates such a com- 
mission the Secretary of the Interior would have power to 
regulate it. This is thought to be no invasion of State rights 
or no trampling upon the laws of the States, for if for any 
reason the regulation of an intrastate project by the Secretary 
of the Interior is offensive to them the matter could readily 
be obviated by the enactment of a law providing for a public 
utilities commission, and surely no one would advocate that 
where the State did not regulate that the Federal Government 
should likewise be precluded from regulation. v 
SECTION 10. 


Section 10 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to allow 
lands that have been heretofore reserved for water-power pur- 
poses to be used for other and additional purposes, subject 
always to the superior right of the Government or its assignees 
to develop hydroelectric power thereon. It will be observed 
that many water-power sites have been withdrawn over the 
country under the Pickett Act of June 25, 1910. In some in- 
stances large areas were withdrawn, portions of ‘which in all 
probability will not be necessary. It was therefore thought the 
part of wisdom to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
allow these lands to be used for other purposes, always resery- 
ing to the Federal Government the right of overflow and always 
subordinate to the superior use of hydroelectric development, 
and for this reason the section was incorporated. ‘The provi- 
sion in section 10, in line 4, page 9, provides that where loca- 
tions, entries, or selections are filed or have been allowed the 
land shall proceed to patent, subject to a limitation to be in- 
serted in the patent which shall preserve to the Federal Goy- 
ernment all rights for power purposes. 

SECTION 11. 


Section 11 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to examine 
books and accounts of lessees, and to require them to submit 
statements, representations, or reports, including information 
as to cost of water rights, lands, easements, and other property 
acquired, production, use, distribution, and sale of energy, all 
of which statements, representations, or reports so required 
shall be upon oath and upon such blanks as the Secretary of 
the Interior may require. It provides further that any person 
making any false statement, representation, or report under 
oath shall be subject to punishment as for perjury. It was the 
thought of your committee that as the Government was parting 
with this property for a long term of years that it ought to re- 
serve to itself the right to know just what its lessees were doing 
with the property in each and every case, and it is thought 
that section 11 as written in the bill will accomplish that. 

SECTION 12. 


The section provides that whenever the terms of the lease 
are broken the lease may be canceled by a court of competent 
jurisdiction. There will be some difference of opinion as to 
whether the Secretary ought to have this summary power as 
distinguished from having it tried in a court, but the com- 
mittee, after carefully considering it, was of the opinion that 
the lessee would have to incur such a large expense it was most 
too great a hazard to allow the lease to be canceled by the 
Secretary of the Interior. It was thought more advisable to 
have it adjudicated in a court of competent jurisdiction, and to 
do otherwise, it was thought, would frighten away develop- 
ment and be disastrous to the highest development of water 

wer, 
po SECTION 13. 

Section 18 authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to make 
such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act. This gives the Secretary full power to make 
appropriate rules and regulations applicable to the circum- 
stances in each project. It was thought that market conditions 
and other conditions will make the several projects widely 
differ, and it was thought best to give the Secretary of the In- 
terior full power to make rules and regulations applicable to 
each individual case. It is apparently impossible and inad- 
visable to try to write into the statutes harsh general provi- 
sions which would be necessary in some instances and wholly 
inoperative and unworkable in others. The testimony of all 
the experts before the committee was to the effect that the 
greatest latitude should be given to the Secrétary, so he can 
properly proceed in the widely differing cases. 

SECTION 14. 

Section 14 is a section discluiming any intention on the part 
of the Federal Government to interfere with vested rights or the 
State laws with reference to water rights or the appropriate 


distribution of water used for irrigation or municipal purposes. 
It is thought that water-power development ordinarily will not 
in uny way interfere with the rights of the States, but this dis- 
claimer has put any doubts to rest that may have arisen in the 
premises. 

SECTION 15. 


Section 15 repeals acts in conflict with the legislation under 
consideration and excepts certain acts of Congress which it is 
not desired to repeal. 

The proviso on page 11, beginning with line 3, shall not be con- 
strued as revoking or as affecting any permits or valid existing 
rights of way heretofore given or granted pursuant to law, but 
at the option of the permittee any permit heretofore given for 
the development, generation, transmission, or utilization of 
hydroelectric power may be surrendered and the permittee given 
a lease for the same premises under the provisions of this act. 


ESTIMATED POTENTIAL HORSEPOWER IN THE UNITED STATES, 


The estimates for the developed and undeveloped potential 
horsepower of the United States range from 20,000,000 to 
200,000,000 horsepower. A more conservative estimate ranges 
from 28,000,000 to 35,000,000 horsepower. Only 6,000,000 horse- 
power have been developed and are now in use. Estimated 
products for 1905 produced by hydroelectric power $17,000,- 
000,000, or seven times the total receipts of the railroads of the 
country. 


LOCATION OF HYDROELECTRIC ENERGY BY GROUPS OF STATES. 


North Atlantic group of States, 2,200,000 horsepower, or 7.9 
per cent of the aggregate. 

South Atlantic group of States, 2,300,000 horsepower, or 8.2 
per cent of the aggregate. 

North Central group of States, 1,700,000 horsepower, or 6 per 
cent of the te. 

South Central group of States, 1,500,000 horsepower, or 5.3 
per cent of the aggregate. 

Western group of States, 20,400,000 horsepower, or 72.6 per 
eent of the aggregate. 

A later and more complete compilation of figures has been 
made up from estimates gathered by the Geological Survey in 
1908 for the National Conservation Association, and later revised 
and brought up to date by the Commissioner of Corporations 
in his report on Water Power Developed in the United States, 
1912. It is interesting to observe the amount of potential horse- 
power by States and the percentage each bears to the whole. It 
is interesting to observe that approximately 72 per cent of the 
whole amount of potential water power in the United States is 
in the western group of States, a large portion of which will 
come under the provisions of the bill now under discussion. 

Feeling that the same will be of interest and of value, I insert 
them in the Recorp at this point, so that more accurate knowl- 
edge may be had as to the potential water power in the United 
States, in plain figures, both with a minimum and a maximum 
estimate: 


Tant No. 1— Potential water-power resources, minimum and masimum 
estimates orehe several States and percentage relation, by States and 
by geograp divisions. 


Total potential water power. 


o 443, 000 1.59 809, 000 1.50 

135, 000 48 246, 000 40 

— 94, 000 33 172, 000 332 

118, 000 43 228, 000 42 

6, 000 02 13,000 .02 

72,000 20 137,000 2 

1,037, 000 3.71 | 1,698,000 3.15 

44,000 10 106, 000 20 

276, 000 99 684, 000 1.27 

59, 000 . 2¹ 178, 000 .33 

43.000 16 118, 000 -22 

192, 000 -69 345,000 -64 

13. Michigan. 180, 009 > | 293,000 -55 

14. Wisconsin 358, 000 1.28 | 670,000 1.24 
West North Central: | : 

15. Minnesota 232, 000 33 | 494, 000 02 

16. Iowa... 160, 000 -57 382, 000 71 

17. Missouri ...... 72, 000 .26 | 163,000 -20 

18. North Dakota. 88, 000 -31| 207,000 -38 

19. South Dakota. 43, 000 -16 | 75,000 11 

20. Jebras ka 196, 000 70 366, 000 65 

SA Kanes —A—Ä:à2 ce ese 111, 000 40 269, 000 50 
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TABLE 2.—Primary power, water power, steam power, etc.—Continued. 


Commercial central stations. 
Water Steam Gas Total Genera- 
power. power. power. power. tors. 


885,687 812,206] 6,306 | 1,406,149 | 997,731 
16862 3898,12 3,385 $75; 609 571,754 
11,000 0.02 ? „ „ „ 1177 
f 19,773 | 555,674 | 5,988 381,388 436,321 
133, 000 24 7,891 | 277,361 2,900 288,212 221,189 
128 1 061000 185 185288 287,78 7 4778 28,800 
oo} 158 "$75,000 15 155,880 177,540 7,268 340,738 219,248 
e e e ra wal we ba vest | Sa 
* . 2 . d 7 J + > 
500 | 241,330] 3,069] 264,989] 212,891 
83,000 30 1097, 900 37 À 15,477 *706 16,263 | 12,194 
463, 000 1.66 761,000 1.41 12, 595 14,115 17,963 44,673 23, 961 
wo) SR ooj i d| doo) m| e Son 
West South Central: t : j x t 5 a : 
34, Arkansas SEES teks 22,000 A 61,000 $ 
35. Louisiana. 1,000 9 5 2000 8 54 16, 300 250 16, 604 11,725 
36, Oklaho: 75,000 27 ^ 208,000 -39 
often 255, 000 51 551,000 1.02 2,590 | 208,650 225 206,004} 151,819 
38. Mo 2, 749, 900 9.84 4,331,000 8.03 77657 102,48 2,825 112,920 9; 809 
39. Idaho. 2, 362, 000 8.45 | 5,067,000 9.40 91,183 69,333 | 1,750 102,260 110, 259 
40. Wyoming 773,000 2.76 | 1,305,000 2.42 206, 612 30,400 243,002 102,161 
41. Colorado 842, 000 3.01 | 1,697,000 3.15 203, 406 90,874 299,980 25,600 
42. New Mexico 160,000 57 439,000 81 PAARA 7,030 25,685 | 1, 185 33,880 | 23, 361 
43. Arizona 893,000 2.20 1.898,00 ( 3.15 th Central: j 
S 743,000 2.66 | 1, 318,000 2.45 Kentuck 7/7 71,090 1,035 72,125 53, 284 
breite o 172,000 -62 | 276,000 81 Tennessee 67,535 08, 824 80 160, 430 129, 074 
. 1,784 8,884 $ 
000 17.05 8,647,000 9 3 ne 160 31,880 | 30,129 
12.25 | 7,818,000 50 2,200 44,857) 2235 $7,902 | 31,377 
Recapitulation: 3 17400 44,513 500 51,413] 37,800 | 
49. New England... 75 f 2.98 6,582 1590, 347 210, 157, 450 
51. East North Central. 2.98 2,98 189, 405 30, 353 75| 219,833 | 137,287 
52. West North Central. 3. 23 3.63 148,410 9, 430 158, 111,705 
53. . 4 i ce 2,364 —— — — * — att 3 
54. East South $ 82, . 
55. West South Central. 4 71 2 02 2 85 12, 660 sess KS 13, 212 2,362 
. Mountain......... 630 
c A A 41.17 42.81 87,872 29,164 Paes 711 117, 086 76, 322 
13,7150 y 07 
„ az 892 16 240 1 w 
120, 4 
It will doubtless be of interest to the House to know the 676,425 | 461,917 2,055 | 1,140,397 | 778,332 
amount of water power, steam power, and gas power in, com- Web i j 
mercial central stations, municipal central stations, street and eth New En a 400, 681 664, 660 6,046 | 1,071,387 | 714,490 
electric railways, and a few manufacturing plants for the year 50. Middle Atiantio -| 765,334 | 1,715,953 | 17,601 | 2,498,888 | 1,790,718 
1915. It is believed that the data for all except manufacturing 1: E Norti Central -|| 418,533 12,105,000 | aver toe ie | ae 
plants is substantially complete. It is not asserted that the 53. South Atlantic... 736 | 638,349 | 6,805 | 1,233,890 | 879,847 
figures are complete for manufacturing plants, but only for the 54, E. South Cen: 179,319 240, 558 1,215 —— — — 
larger water-power developments employed in manufacturing. BS AVT ann Ona 1 en oor 220,211 
The best estimate as to the water-power development for a 57 ifie 601, 270 2,471 | 1,666,019 | 1,122, 166 


uses in the United States is considerably in excess of 6,000, 

horsepower. Of the total of 5,846,699 horsepower shown under 
the heading “ Water power, all stations,” 736,197 horsepower is 
used in manufacturing. The balance of 4,610,502 horsepower is 
strictly public-service use. The following table shows by 
States the total amount of water power, steam power, and gas 
power, first, by commercial central stations and similarly by 
municipal central stations. Of course, if a total of power for a 
given State is desired, it will be necessary to add together the 
amounts for the commercial central stations and the amounts 
for municipal central stations, if it is desired to be figured in 


8888 


3. Vermont 4,910 1,830 - j 
horsepower, and if in kilo-volt-amperes, then it would be neces- 4. Massachusetts.. , 
sary to add the two columns together headed “ Generators,” a 5 e- tess eas I ig % er Ae | 
which would give the total power in a given State by that method | wiadie Atlantiee: ? | 
of measurement rather than by horsepower. It is as follows: 7. = z E>, 7008 3 r 11,976 Tos 
TABLE 2.—Primary power, water power, steam power, and gas power. . nee ' „ 
1915, in horscpower and generator capacities in kilowatt am eres, in 1 18,780 1,810 16, 087 11,683 
commercial and municipal central stations, street and electric rail- 10. Oh 175 53,450 2.309 55, 934 39. 839 
ways, and a few manufacturing plants. 11 Indiana 200 28. 2³³ 29.405 22. 580 
{By States and by geographic divisions.] Lin 20, 706 200 x 13, 661 
13. Mic 10,972 41,492 687 53,151 38, 966 
Commercial central stations, 14. Wisconsin 143 13, 809 1,225 18,177 12, 656 


W 19, 896 23, 508 17, 561 

15. 8.. 8 4 7. 

Steam Gas Total 16. Iowa 14,517 1, 595 16, 822 11) 724 

power. | power. power. tors. 17. Missouri. ... 19, 33 170 19, 501 14, 193 | 

18. North Dakota 242 2, 662 1, 703 
19. South Dakota 1, 420 936 2, 356 645 
20. Nebraska... 12. 490 1,924 19, 464 14, 073 

in 21. Kansas 2, 4,172 26, 17,381 

New Hampshire. South Atlantic: 

Vermont * D 65 sate vetoes noe N 1,535 1,200 

506, 233 „ Maryland 


Connecticut... 
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TABLE 2.—Primary power, water power, steam power, ete.—Continued. 


TABLE 2.—Primary power, water power, steam powcr, etc—Continued. 


Municipal central stations. Street and electric railways and manufactures. 


Recapitulation: 
New, Sy yra eae! 597,973 | 209, 281 
Middle ic. 1,074,575 | 581,111 
PAR EA 817,661 | 166, 554 
3 39,977 134,659 69,911 
75, 666 129, 906 48,758 
8 e 63, 850 38, 650 


8 4, 646 815 treat 25505 16,975 
31, 885 58, 399 


Recapitulation: „ 
. New England. 

50. Middle Atlantic.. 
51. E. North Central. 


United States 156,801 | 467,984 | 24,20 649,045 | 447,916 New 7 
Note.—The term “steam ” includes steam engines and steam tyrbines; Uwe... 339,015 | 101,452 
“water power,” water wheels, turbines, and motors; and “gas power,” internal: New TaN... 128884 sas 
com engines using either gas or oil fuel. 8 802,991 | 549,960 
5. Rhode Island. 94,820] 45,295 
Street and electric railways and manufactures. 1110 5 : 192,644 | 133, 594 
E New Jerseys. "egos „ | 236 070 
. NEW — 
* Pennsylvania 11, 995,001] 722,228 
I East North Central: 
10. Ohio 8, 749,737 | 555,185 
11. Indiana 3, 325,872 | 250, 969 
18, 099 ogee ? 4 % | 418276 
3,481 W ex 9 239, 004 
2,340 | West North Central: 
„ 3 227853 
—L[—ẽ U::p:/: ꝶß/ cc „ũ%“6? „„ r „% „„„„„„„4„bö — x owa EFS * 
22,455 Missouri. 3, 256, 264 
18. North Dakota 13,897 
oe p. South Dakota.. 18, 25, 881 
7 2 Febrask aa 
203,385 | 138,881 21. Kansas RRRA 11, 705 177 
112,418 | 79,025 , Date 12,925 
8, 195 7,200 š Maryland and 
38, 581 22,879 District of Co- 
74,686 | 80,350 lumbia - H 161,554 
83,781 7, 100 7 142,150 
54,231] 11,320 
9,30 62450 117,887 
42.580 29,180 234; 662 
RABEL 1 7255 23,920 
23,800] 13,823 os 
4,150 6,755 143, 124 
129; 039 
bee eee 37,675 
35, 748 
10,820 7,110 a 
mej ota 215 
1 5 ae 168,127 
5 3,400 
20,990 | 7,500 son 
1,150 937 11759 
48,030] 209,170 7 2 
13, 900 8, 800 81,882 
920 44. Utah 88,34 1,614 . . . 83, 035 
16, 823 


[882 


1 Totals include 736,197 water horsepower and 172,210 steam horsepower, total 
$08,407 horsepower used in manufactures. y 
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TABLE 2.—Primary power, water power, steam power, etc.—Continued. 


14, 871, 142 


Nores.—This table summarizes the data shown in detail on succeeding pages. 
The term “steam includes steam engines and steam turbines; “water 

er” includes water wheels, turbines, and motors; and “gas power” includes 
ternal combustion engines using either gas or oil fuel. 


TWO KINDS OF WATER POWER. 

First, water power developed on the navigable streams of the 
country, more or less interlinked with navigation. 

Second, water power developed on the nonnavigable streams 
where the Federal Government owns the dam site or the public 
lands over which the rights of way must traverse. The Adam- 
son bill had to do with the former, this bill has to do with the 
latter. ` 

niia WATER POWER A PUBLIC UTILITY, 

There was a time when water-power development was con- 

sidered a local, ‘private enterprise in which only the local com- 


TABLE 3.— Concentration of potest development tn the several Siten, 


munity was interested and only the local community had to do 
with its regulation. This theory has long since been exploded, 
and it is now generally admitted to be a public utility by all 
who have had occasion to study the subject. 

Water power was once considered a private snap, but it is 
now one of the greatest modern agencies used in the develop- 
ment of this country. It will be interesting to the House to 
know that the total output of products manufactured by water 
power in this country in a single year amounted to $17,000,- 
000,000. It will again be interesting to know that this is seven 
times more than the combined receipts of all the railroads of 
this country. 

In the debate last year quite a good deal was said as to the 
concentration in the control, development, distribution, and sale 
of electric power. Nearly every author who writes on the sub- 
ject attempts to treat it, most every speaker in and out of the 
House makes some reference to it. It seems to me of tran- 
scendent importance that the House know of the best available 
figures, prepared by the Geological Survey, the Census Bureau, 
and the Bureau of Corporations, and compiled and arranged by 
the water-power divisions of the Departments of the Interior 
and Agriculture, and for which assistance I at this time desire 
to make grateful acknowledgment. 

I repeat, it seems to me that the House ought to have the 
benefit of the best figures on the subject, showing, by States, 
first, who owns the water power in the several States; second, 
how many electric stations there are in each of the several 
States; third, the total amount of water power in the several 
States; fourth, the total amount of steam power there is in 
each State; fifth, the total amount of power, all told; and sixth, 
the individual percentages in each State. 

I incorporate at this point, as a part of my remarks, these 
figures, believing that they will be of value to any student of the 
water-power subject, or to anyone else who cares to hurriedly 
look up a given proposition. 

It is as follows: 


amounts of water power, steam and gas power, and of total power controlled by certain corporations 
ipalities, in end in per cent. ” 


[NoTE.— References are to the detail sheets following these summary tables. 


Individual c lative totais. Individual percent- — per- 
Reler- —— i 
ence Jame off com: 
hore: 25 b Number 
ol sta- All 
tion. power. 
ALABAMA. 
4 | Alabama Traction, Light & Power Co............. 7 91,420 | 72,500 57.1 87.9 57.1 
39 | United Gas & Electric Corporation of Connecticut. A RES 16,300 | 22,500 107, 72000 10.2 87.9 67.3 
36 H. 3 1 9,330 72,500 | 117,00 5.8 87.9 73.1 
23 8,420 77,500 5.3 94 78.4 
4L 8,150 81,450 5.1 98. 8 83. 5 
31 6,670 81,450 | 140, 29000 4.2 98.8 87.7 
33 2, 432 81,450 | 142,722 '.......... 1.5 98.8 89.2 
1 1,500 | 81,450] 144,222 .9 98.8 90.1 
7,529 82,132 4.7 99.6 94.8 
8,346 82, 466 5.2 100 100 


.......... 


SNS 58 


16.7 

28 

39 
44.9 
47.4 

75 

100 
9,900 EY Bee Beate) 9,900 |.......... 18.5 18.5 
5, 425 5, 325, 10.2 28.7 
5, 250 5, 20,575 9.8 |. 38.5 
3,620 3. 24,105 8.8. 45.3 
3,350 3, 27,545 6.3 |. 51.0 
3,330 3, 30,875 |- 6.2 57.8 
3.000 3. 33,875 5.6 |. 63.4 
1,670 1, 35,545 2.1 66.5 
Ae 1, 37,145 3 69.5 
1. 38,245 2.1 71.6 
1. 39, 265 1.9 73.5 

5, 44,527 |. 9.9 83.4 

8 53,414 16.6] 100 100 


100 
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E 3.— Concentration r development in the several States, showing amounts of water power, steam and gas power, and of total power controlled by certain corporations 
TABL of powe p and by municipalities, in horsepower and in per — —e— = = 


Individual totals. Cumulative totals. | 19dividual peroent. Cumulative per- 
ges. centages, 
Refer- 
ence z 
num- Name of company. Number z : 
bers. Osta: Water | Steam and All power. Water All power Water All Water All 
tion. power. | gas power. power `| power. | power. | power. | power. 
fa =k 
CALIFORNIA, 
79 | Pacific Gas & Electric Co 13 108, 540 260,620 | 152,080 ¥ 21.1 20.5 20.1 20.5 
93 | Pacific Light & Power Corporation 13 79, 300 197,250 | 270,030 457,870 16.3 15.5 37.4 36 
128 | Southern fornia Edison Co 11 79, 120 135.520 | 326,430 593, 390 7.8 10.7 45.2 46.7 
165 | Western Power Co............ 4 38, 670 112,000 | 399, 760 705, 390 10.2 8.8 55.4 55.5 
155 | United Railways Investment Co 5 25, 330 90,930 | 465, 360 796, 320 9.1 7.2 64.5 62.7 
115 | San Joaquin Light & Power Co. 8 28, 950 69,100 | 505,510 865, 420 5.6 5.4 70.1 68.1 
58 7 10, 670 48,420 | 543,260 913, 840 5.2 3.8 75.3 72.1 
0 e 47,200 | 590,460 961, 040 6.6 3.7 81.9 75.6 
9 6 20, 020 37,220 | 607,660 998, 260 2.4 2.9 8.3 78.5 
92 1 34, 202 34,202 | 607,660 | 1,032, 462 2.7 $4.3 81.2 
149 6]. 33,025 33,025 | 607,660 | 1,065,487 |. 2.6 81.3 83.8 
198 2 23, 870 23,870 | 607,660 | 1,089,357 1.9 4.3 85.7 
58 5 9,000 23,650 | 622,310 | 1,113,007 1.9 86.3 87.6 
67 3 1,300 7,300 | 628,310 | 1,120,307 6 87.1 88.2 
16 eee 5,300 | 633,610 1, 125, 607 a 87.8 88.6 
173 18 57,700 | 679,310 | 1,183,307 4.5 94.1 93.1 
85 87,800 722, 125 1,271,107 8 6.9 100 100 
200 D via dacetencabed e 
b 1171 ͤ ͤ AAA N 
14 4,870 46,620 1,7 46, 620 45.2 45.2 21 
26 24, 650 565 41,750 M 45.2 36.7 
74 1, 480 20, 110 j, 380 91, 20.2 65.4 47 
7 11, 804 14,294 | 62, 780 105, 674 2.6 68 54.4 
70 | United 6,460 11,210 67,530 116, 834 5.1 73.1 60.2 
33 | Federal 670 10,670 67,530 jt’ Pe 73.1 65. 7 
83 670 10,670 67,530 138,2 73.1 71.2 
65 | Roar 5 N. 3,600 71,130 141, 824 3. 77 73 
84 | Municipal 85 3,73 72,105 145,574 1 78.1 74.9 
48,767 | 92,303 194,341 21 100 100 
102,038 
100, 331 
12,64 | New York, New Haven & Hartford R. R. Co. 35,275 43,325 8,050 19.2 225 
52 United Ihuminating C o 4 2... 31, 200 31, 200 8,050 19.2 28. 7 
13 20,670 24,270 11,650 27.8 51.3 
42 | Stone & Webster 6, 505 22,505 | 27,650 66 63 
37 | Shore Line Electric Ry. C. 2 6, 780 6,780 27,650 6 66,5 
41 | Stamford Gas & Electric Coo 1 6,080 6,080 | 27,650 66 69.7 
30 3.304 5,904] 30,150 71.9 72.7 
19 5,550 5,550 30,150 71.9 75.6 
9 3.507 4,567 31,150 74.3 78 
28 | Ousatonic Water Power (o 2 3,00 3,400 | 34,550 $2.4 79.8 
1 850 3,150 | 36,850 87.9 SL4 
10 2, 733 2,733 36, 850 87.9 82.8 
71 2,470 2,470 26, 850 87.9 A. 1 
nr ee 2,000 38,850 92.7 85.1 
48 2,000 | 38, 80 92.7 86.1 
32 1,885 39,450 94.1 87.1 
57 10, % 309, 450 94. 1 92.7 
575 14,035 41,910 100 100 
FFA A S O ue: S Sea 
c EAIN E A RSA E 
DELAWARE. 
5 | National Properties Co. „ 34 . 14,800 
11 | Municipal stations 1,535 |. 
All other stations 1,204 
sen cckisnssmhatscwecb A A ERTE 18, 139 
24,901 
„ aeaa ahaa aaao 10,015 1,400 21 19.9 21 
11 | Florida Power Co.. bes 5, 600 7,000 11.7 99.6 32.7 
34 J. G. White & Co... 127 4,127 7,000 8.7 99.6 41.4 
19 | Miami Electric 2, 255 2,255 7,000 4.7 99. 6 46,1 
13 | General Utilities 2,000 2,000 7,000 4.2 95.6 50.3 
21 | Orlando Water & 1,350 1,350 7,000 2.8 99.6 53.1 
3 &L 1,320 1,320 7,000 2.8 99.6 55.9 
26 1,300 1,300 7,000 2.7 99.6 58.6 
45 12, 697 12, 697 7,000 26.6 99.6 $5.2 
7,033 7,083 7,030 14.8 100 100 
„ 40, 697 E E R ATE 3 
Central stations and electric railways, 1912. CC ↄ TTT AERA TA E P A E ER OS 
19 | Georgia Railway & Power Co. 33,720 134,120 100, 400 134,120 46.1 39.7 46.1 39.7 
47 | Stone & Webster 18,790 216 | 129,826 182, 336 13.5 14.3 59.6 5⁴ 
16 | G Light, Power & Railwa; 4,750 37,750 | 162, 826 220, 086 15.2 11.2 74.8 65.2 
60 | J. G te & Co, 8,342 29,142 | 183,626 249, 228 9.6 8.6 84.4 73.8 
42 eRe RANTS a one PT eis 1] esate 9, 600 9,600 | 183; 626 . 2.8 84.4 76.6 
59 | West Point 6,000 8,000 | 186,626 266, 828 1.4 2.4 85.8 79 
8 y 0 2,000 7,800 | 192, 426 274, 628 27 2.3 88.5 81.3 
146 | Fulton & Cot FCC A E E g SER 6, 500 6,500 192, 420 A 1.9 88.5 83.2 
1| Albany Power & Manufacturing Co.. , 2,130 4,460 | 194,756 285, 588 Li 1.3 89.6 84.5 
55 Towallen Falls Power Co 3. 750 4,350 | 198; 356 289, 938 1.6 1.3 91.2 85.8 


- 
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TABLE 3.— Concentration Pe Re ae amounts of water steam „ and of total controlled by certain tions 
of power development — yt — pit wiped fen served seed eg of power by corpora 


Individual percent-| Cumulative per- 
Individual totals. Cumulative totals. ages. centages. 
Refer- 
3 Name of company. 
bers. Water Water All Water An 


power. |All power. power. power. | power. | power. 


GEORGIA—continned. 


18.3 45.5 
70.8 67.9 
81.5 77.9 
83.5 79.7 
81.3 80. 5 
84.3 81.1 
93.7 89.9 
100 100 


40 511,150} 511,500 SS 55.6 
191 55,930 6.7 9.8 62.3 
231 42,000 4.6 9.8 66.9 

336, 64 35,886 44 17.4 71.3 

105 29,180 3.7 25.9 75 
33 26, 480 2.9 25.9 77.9 
332 24,000 2.6 25.9 80.5 

9 21,430 2.3 26 82.8 
3 16,700 3 2 2.1 84.8 

27 19, 100 15, 21 29.1 86.9 

20 9,660 15, 1 29.1 87.9 
205 5,200 15, 6 29.1 88.5 
211 4,546 15, 5 29.1 89 
248 20,906 50 6 92.5 95 

41,156 5⁴ 5 100 100 

65 40, 40, 900 SEB TF A 12.5 

48 32, 32,160 |. n 2.4 

7 24, 24, 200 S 29.8 

92 19, 23, 830 4,400 7.3 54.4 37.1 
139 8 22, 22, 800 4,400 7 54.4 44.1 
148 4j. 17, 17,930 4,400 5.5 54.4 49.6 

3 4}. 16, 16,890 4,400 5.2 54.4 54.8 
155 1 15, 15,566 4,400 4.8 54.4 59.6 

63 2 13, 14, 630 5,700 4.5 70.5 64.1 
32 1}. 13, 13,070 5,700 4 70.5 68.1 

28 1 10, 10,000 5,700 3.1 70.5 71.2 

66 1 9, 9.750 5,700 3 70.5 74.2 
245 1l. 2 2,670 5,700 .8 70.5 75 
169 70 29 29, 465 5,900 5 9 73 S84 

VVT 126 52,011 8,091 325,872 16 100 100 
DR A A e A RN 246 8,091 317,781 325, 872 3 
Central s stations and electric railways, 1912 23,915 283, 508 / . v Ce ee 
IOWA. 

ORT Stone & ̃VA.¼½᷑ : 3 100,000 1-2 -..-.-..<2 47.4 94.1 47.4 

93 | Iowa Railway & Light Coo b 12. 23,255 23, 7.4 94.1 54.8 

27 15,649 15, 5.1 94.3 59.9 

27 | Central Iowa Licht & Power Coo t 3 .. 10,400 10, 3.3 94.3 63.2 
180 | Union Electric Co. of Dubuque........-..----.----[ 14 9,500 9, 3 94.3 66.2 
183 8,025 8, 2.7 94.6 68.9 
194 7,000 7, 2.2 94.6 71.1 

3 6,545 6, 2.2 94.8 73.3 

266 6,750 6, 21 94.8 75.4 
164 6,400 6, 2 94.8 77.4 

83 1,625 3, 1.1 96.1 78.5 

38 3,363 35 1.1 96.1 79.6 

19 3,350 3, 1.1 96.1 80.7 
196 16,112 16, 5.3 96.5 86 

38,821 44, 14 100 100 
T2 E N E A E 268 | 159,431 156,795 eed NER SR, oe 
Central stations and electric railways, 1912 7,029 t e 1) ISS c scp N, ĩ ͤ ß REON 
27 | Doherty 4 7,000 13,570 20,570 7,000 25,0 13.5 59.9 32.2 
3 — 3 14,360 146,800 7,000 20,570 59.9 18.7 59.9 18.7 

50 | Illinois ey NA Gene | ene 7,491 „491 7,000 e a RIR 6.8 59.9 39 

14 8 Power 1 1,500 1,000 2,500 8, 500 421 128 2.3 72.7 11.3 

67 ions . ment Co. of St. Louis 2 2,030 2,030 8, 500 ATA RARI 1.9 72.7 43.2 
103 | United G ic U EPESA 1,925 1,925 8, 500 49,876 l. 1.8 72.7 45 


1 Totals contain 12,649 water horsepower and 7,150 steam horsepower, total of 19,799 
Includes stat ions of Sanitary Drainage District of Chicago and of United States 


! 
| 
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— — water „ and of total controlled by certain 
Tar tx 3.—Concentration of power development in arosa nanii pont ped pond cad aaar: of power by corporations 


Individual percent-| Cumulative per- 
Cumulative totals. ages. centages. 


Refer- 
ence 
num- N 
7 An power. Water All Water An 
hes power. | power. | power. | power. | power. 
KANsAS—continued. 
65 | Land & Power Coo. 
s 109 | Municipal stations 
All other stations 
105 | Louisville Traction Co 44,130 44,130 34.5 34.5 
6 | H.M. Byllesby TCC 33,330 77, 460 20.1 60. 6 
13 | Columbia Gas 2 r Co. of West Virginia 9,100 80,560 7.1 67.7 
42 APAT Securities Cor pornt ion. 6,670 98, 230 5.2 72.9 
39 1 oe 3,260 96, 490 2.6 75.5 
A iste wash tia a PATERE 3,195 99, 685 2.5 78 
en thwestern Electric Railwa: 
5 pom Co. 2.500 102, 185 2 80 
78 2,350 104, 535 1.8 81 
16 1,500 106, 035 1.2 83 
52 1,200 107, 235 |. 9 53.9 
47 1,055 108, 200 8 84.7 
85 7.780 116, - 6 90.7 
1,865 127,885 9.3 100 
127,885 |. 
c . 
LOUISIANA, 
26 | United Gas & Electric tion of . 66, 665 73.4 
23 | Southwestern Gas & Electric Co. 3,450 7.2 
58 | Shreveport Railways 2,450 79.9 
12 Lake Charles Railway, Light. & 2,370 82.5 
25 | Stone & EA AAR 1,400 84 
1 1,000 85.1 
33 | Municipal stations 881 8,068 RENE 94 
5,284 100 
25 | E. W. Clark & Co. . Corporation 37, 37, 330 55, 720 13:4 16.4 13.4 16.4 
119 | International Paper 45, 83, 080 109, 565 16.5 15.9 29.9 32.3 
18 | Central Maine Power Co 20, 103, 780 136, 965 7.5 8.1 37.4 40.4 
132 | St. Croix Paper Co.... 25, 128, 780 161, 965 9 7.4 40.4 47.8 
115 | Great Northern Paper Co. . 24, 153, 280 186, 465 8.8 7.2 55.2 55 
134 | Union Water Power Co...... 18, 171,680 | 204,865 6.6 5.4 01.8 60.4 
130 7, 178,680 222, 665 2.5 5.2 64.3 65.6 
136 12, 190,880 239, 865 4.4 5.1 68.7 70.7 
126 | Pejepscot Paper Coo 1 205,580 256,365 5.3 4.9 74 75.6 
3 1 221,280 |. 272,065 5.7 4.6 79.7 80.2 
94 | Rumford Falls Power Co 1 236,280 | 287,065 5.4 44 85.1 84.6 
63 238,966 |, 222, 351 1 1.6 86.1 86.2 
110 242, 488 296,973 1.3 14 87.4 87.6 
1,112 245,588 301,173 1.1 t2 88.5 88.8 
113 249, 588 305,173 1.4 1.2 89.9 90 
13 252,888 308, 473 1.2 1 91.1 91 
105 254,884 311,274 . . 91.8 91.8 
b 277, 589 339, 015 8.2 8.2 100 100 
MARYLAND AND DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
41 United latod Gas, & Electric Co. of Baltimore. 4. 61,875] 61,875 ... 61,875... 2. 1. 28. 1 
8 | Consolidated 
of Baltimore. . 1,000 119, 585 30.4 54.3 
D. C. 2 1.000 173,385 30.4 78.8 
SE 1% 55 Bi) ms 
, + . 
D. C. —4 1,000 200, 330 30. 4 91.1 
53 1,000 203, 680 30. 4 92.6 
20 Edison Ele 1,000 206,953 |.. 30. 4 94.1 
54 | Doherty Operat. ting 0 1,000 208, 203 30.4 94.9 
46 | Municipal stations 1,000 211,236 30.4 96 
All other station 3,289 220,047 100 100 


140,850 17.5 17.5 
267, 150 15.7 33.2 
324, 725 22 40.4 
378, 555 6.7 47.1 
427, 955 6.1 53.2 
464, 855 4.6 57.8 
495, 224 3.8 61.6 
516, 554 2.7 64.3 
537, 184 2.6 66.9 
556, 684 2.4 69.3 
574, 784 2.2 71.5 


i Totals include 170,272 water horsepower and 26,506 steam horsepower, total 3 used in manufactures. 
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TABLE 3.— Concentration wer development in the — States, showing amounts of water power, steam and power, and of total power controlled by certain corporations 
* * eee ¥ * un 


Individual percent-| Cumulative per- 
$ Individual totals Cumulative totals. ages. centages. 
ence zi 
num- Name of company. 
bers. Water All 
power. 
MASSACHUSEITs—continued. 
23 | Fall River Electrie co 2.2 66.0 73.7 
212 | New York, New Haven & Hartford R. R. Co 1.9 66.0 75.6 3 
61 | New Bedford Gas & Electric Co 1.7 66.0 77. 3 
219 | Proprietors of locks and canals. . 1.4 73.3 78.7 
167 Bliss Fabyan Coo 1.4 76.7 $0.1 
76 1.3 77.8 81.4 
11 1.1 77.8 82.5 
45 1 77.8 83.5 
117 4.2 78.6 87.7 
12.3 100 100 


132 2.4 %.2 
33 423 35.6 53.0 
200 | Detroit United Railways................--.ceee---] 5 =e ee 46,986 35.6 60.8 
174 800 |. 30, 800 50.0 65.9 
103 9, 400 54.4 67.5 
29 8,000 |. 8,000 58.2 68.8 
301 3,000 8,000 59.6 70.1 
287 5,000 7,000 62.0 71.3 
118 5,700 6,800 64.7 72.4 
120 2,000 6, 670 65.6 73.5 
150 5,250 6, 083 68.1 74.5 
— we tee 5,750 68.1 75.4 
79 5,220 70.2 76.3 
303 | Victoria Copper Mining Coo 1 4,000 4,000 72.1 77.0 
144 ) Oak Park Power C02 oa EE RESSA . IE ANE 4,000 72.1 77.7 
108 3,900 73.3 78.3 
28 C ³²˙¹w; "RP 78 3,850 75.1 73.9 
122 3, 606 76.2 79.5 
183 53, 151 81.3 88. 3 

100.0 100.0 


———U UQlUR—õ EEE EK-4K‚—EC —ͤ— ſ́ꝙ— 


9 AERO AEE EA 1012. .. . .. 


96 3 25,000 9.8 22 9.8 22 
68 2 57,000 22.4 14.8 32.2 36.8 
10 10 43,450 17.1 14.8 49.3 51.6 
81 2 57,500 22.6 13.8 71.9 65.4 
254 1 12, 500 4.9 5.4 76.8 70.8 
1 1 7, 800 3.1 4 79.9 74.8 
258 3 8,527 3.3 2 83.2 76.8 
32 1 4,000 1.6 1.3 84.8 78.1 
242 1 3,500 1.4 1.1 86.2 79,2 
33 3 3, 200 1.3 1 87.5 80.2 
74 6 3,080 1.2 1 88.7 81.2 
87 1 3,000 12 1 89.9 82,2 
105 115 1,399 — 5 5.7 90. 4 $7.9 
All 139 24,302 9.6 12.1 100 100 
/ pee 288 254, 258 128722 "n, — 9 
Central stations and electric railways, 1912. 102,172 | 172 j _150,523 | 3 
MISSISSIPPI. 
14 | Gulfport worry e e. CBiccdsotens 6,000 14.1 14.1 
11 Doherty erating 2——2 * 5,295 12.5 26.6 
2 | American tilities Co 4,000 9.4 36 
17 t & Railway Co. 2,120 5 4l 
i) Pia e E enet 105 ii 45 
s s 
20 | Mecom Aoro ee Traction 1,400 3.3 52.3 
32 | United Pu 1,100 2.6 54.9 
z ——, Rali Ho 2.3 — 85 
apital Ligh 1.9 . 
37 | Municipal 10, 623 25 84.1 
6,785 15.9 100 
103, 203 Wie ee 40.2 
= 201, 98.7 61.7 
5 25, 98.7 78 
62 264, 98.7 81.1 
69 269, 93.7 $2.6 
39 273, 98.7 83.8 
208 276, 98.7 84.7 
89 279 98.7 85.5 
201 » 98.7 86.3 
135 98.7 92.3 
100 100 


1 Totals include 32 water horsepower and 9,507 steam horsepow horsepower; total, 41 2 manufactures. 
2 Totals include — 12/850 water water horsepower and 7,000 steam horsepower; total, used in manufactures. 
3 Totals include 30301 water horsepower and flirer atake total 54,231 horsepower, used in manufactures. 
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municipalities, * 
TABLE 3.— 0 „ . x power and of total power controlled by certain corporations 


Individual totals. Cumulative totals. Individual percent-) Cumulative per- 
Refer- att Spiers 


Name of company. 


Water All 
power. All power. power. 
79.8 
88.7 
90.5 
91.8 
pa 92.2 
All other stations. 100 
Cental statis id eda WARE, r r v SEDIA ERA NAE 
NEBRASKA. 
86 Omaha Electric L t & Power go. 24, 000 24,000 24.3 24.3 
ii Bluffs Street Ry. 23, 375 23,375 |.. 23.7 48 
Ge 5, 100 5, 100 |.. 5.2 53.2 
2; 700 2,700 2.7 55.9 
1,350 2.700 27 58.6 
2.596 2.505 2.6 61.2 
1, 450 1, 450 1.5 62.7 
cog 1, 300 1.3 64 
j; 1.033 11 65.1 
400 900 0.9 66 
1, 414 19, 464 19.7 85.7 
14, 101 14.3 100 


37.1 
74.1 
83.5 
89.4 
92,1 
92.1 
100 
Central Stations add 9 
ng 31, 700 31, 700 31, 700 . 2 21. 29.2 21.2 
4 Amoskeag Manufacturing CO. e . 1 2,45 445| 54, 145 54,145 20. 7 15 49.9 36.2 
73 2, 350 17,650 | 69,445 71, 795 14.1 11.8 64 48 
40 6,000 11,900 | 75,345 83, 695 5.4 8 69.4 56 
49 | New Hampshire Electric Rys. C0 . . 142 10, 670 10,670 | 75,345 94, 3805 7.1 69.4 63.1 
76 1, 500 5, 060 6,560 | 78,845 100, 925 1.4 4.4 70.8 67.5 
27 1,800 2, 800 4,600] 78,645 105, 525 1.7 3.1 72.5 70.6 
75 4,00 AER 4,500 | 83,145 110,025 4.1 3 78.6 73.6 
45 1,600 2,000 3,600 | 84, 745 113,625 1.5 2.4 78.1 76 
9 2,190 1,050 3,240 86,935 116, 885 er 2.2 80.1 78.2 
15 2,000 1,000 3,000 | 88,935 119, 865 1.8 2 81.9 80.2 
72 2,00 E e 3,000 91,935 122, 865 2.8 2 84.7 82.2 
78 3,000 3,000 | 94,935 125, 865 2.8 2 87.5 84.2 
6 600 2,500} 95,535 128, 365 6 1.7 88.1 85.9 
68 600 1,145 | 96,135 129, 510 6 Ri 88.7 86.7 
925 108,415 149, 435 11.3 13.3 00 100 
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6 | Federal Light & Traction Co 5, 158 TEE 37.1 
18 | Roswell Gas & Electric Co. 6, 808 TS, H EAO 49 
19 | Santa Fe Water & Electric Co. 7,815 4 18. 53 
20 | Silver City Power Co........... 7, 355 3.3 18. 56.3 
17 E Light & Power Co 8.240 3.1 18. 59.4 
e can ceske R E 0 Rm SOB A 8, 500 2.5 81. 61.9 
14 | Peoples t & Power Co... 350 8,940 2.5 81. 64.4 
25 | Tucu it & Power 350 9, 290 2.5 81. 66.9 
26,27 | United States 

MAGGIE 5 os S 3,185 12,475 22.9 81. $9.8 

All other stations 1,322 13,897 10.2 100 100 


. 13,345 
Contra i i a iia C me 


1 Totals include 59,000 water horsepower and 7,410 steam horsepower, total 66,410 horsepower used in manufacturing. 


JANUARY 5, 
centages. 


and of total power controlled by certain corporations 
Individual percent-| Cumulative per- 
ages. 


inc 
ued. 
Cumulative totals. 


and 
Individual totals. 


ies, in horsepower and in per cent Con 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
and by 


ON no 98 t- enn— were 


SRSSSSSESSSESERKKERKS 


io] i: : 22 OOO Eh 
eles A RELER EEEIEE] 
7 malo: ERAS SISARA Sf. n 
22222 bis 2 S : 86 id S : ZAHA Pssst G = 5 wa 2: * 

Š Lie Or OBAN ieo iolo het tii iejo ; : 
š Si e ide Hg 8 8 ied % U SE : 
d AN AD I i 
ë | 288893833888 888888832 88883338 R 
È | gkSESkesdesesadcacaues 9884388 
q Ad io? 


17, 215 


y 2888888888225 eee, | Taaa $? 
2 142485 2883 . BFB coer 
T 8828888 888888888888 2808 5 
SS Ses A SANA ASAg C SSN ee | se Lee 32 


7 7 7 


288 38888 |: 88828888 
GRE: REES i ii aangedaan 


pis 


See 


FESES 


„151 


2 99, 105 
60, 


. 
‘ 
. 


MO AMO MOC 


eee 
T = 


888888888888888888 888 a 


TABLE 3.—Concentration of power development in the several States, showing amounts of water power, steam 
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tion d ent in saa N te, s amount: of water steam and and of total power controlled by certain ions 
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Individual totals. 


Individual percent-| Cumulative per- 
Cumulative totals. ages. centages. 


Name of company. 


Namir Water Steam and Water 


power. 


Water All 


All power. power. | power. 


OKLAHOMA—continued. 


ASS 


Central stations and electric railways, 1912. | 83, BOT .. . . . . . J . l 


OREGON. | 


63 | E. W. Clark & Co. e e 111 80,000 52.3 
94 eee Paper Co 3 26, 124 65.7 
44 | California-Oregon P. 5 Sd Beare ee 70. 7 
1 3 Power & Tight Ca. 5 9,090 75.5 
9 | H. M. Byllesby & C0. 6 520 78.5 
49 | National Securities Cor, 1 5,000 . 80,8 
= renee te 5 2 . ©. 5 
8 i .7 
All other stations. 53 16, 00 


i 16R BON) SAR B08 oo e TER WiC 16,2 
5 x aR 1 
78 857 755 22 3 
B... 49,545 49,545 | 123, 367 73.2 1.3 
10 2,400 46, 800 49,200 | 125, 767 74.6 56.3 
American Gas & Electric EE 35, 800 35,800 | 125,767 | 505,60 74.6 59.9 
116 | United Gas & Electric Corporation of Connecticut. SHES At 22, 950 22,960 | 125,767 | 618,600 74.6 62.2 
134 | York bert Water & Power Co 1 M 20,000 145, 767 86. 5 64.2 
64 | Lehigh Transit Co 3 18,330 18,330 | 145,767 | 659.90 R6.5 66 
75 Penn y, Light 4 Power Co. 6 2,000 16, 220 18,220 | 147, 767 $7.7 67.8 
1% | H. D. Wal & Co 2 250 14, 250 14,5 148,017 87.9 69.3 
98 hia Electric Co.. rN Wiehe 13,920 13, 148,017 | 703,570 }.......... 87.9 70.7 
49 | Erie Count: 1133 11,770 11,770 | 148,017 | 715,300 87. 9 71.9 
1 5 500 10, 800 11,300 148,517 88.2 73 
259 sta 41 538 15, 549 16,087 140, 05 88.5 74.6 
All other stations... 243 | 19,478] 232,856 A | 168, 533 00 100 
eee ee ,,, 
RHODE ISLAND. 
6 | New York, New Haven & Hudson River Ry. Ea 48.5 
1 Narragansett E 10 Co, ae 
7 
7 98.3 
12 98.3 
100 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 
34 | Southern Power Co 5| 127,850 136,850 | 127,850 136, 85 8 i: 5 
12 | Columbia Ry., Gas & Electric Co. i 2| 26,000 33.300 153, 850 120188 its 122 ors 2.2 
39 | Southern Public Utilities (o ` 5| 16,300 18,150 | 170,150] 188, 7.2 6.6 75.0 68.8 
32 South Carolina Light, Power & Railways Co. 2 12,000 16,000 182, 150 ; 5.3 5.9 80.3 74.7 
74 Pelzer Man E > 1| 6,500 11,000 | 188,650 | 215,330 2.9 4 83.2 78.7 
45 jon Manufacturing & Power Co a 1| 8,000 8,000 | 196,650} 223, 3.5 2.9 86.7 81.6 
46 United Gas 5 Improvement Co... . 6,670 196,60 230,000 2.4 86.7 S4 
48 | Ware Shoals Manufacturing Co 11 5,000 5,000 201,650 235,000 2.2 1.8 88.9 85.8 
75 11 5,000 |.. 5.000 650] 240, 000 2.2 1.8 94.1 97.6 
7 1 4,050 1 4,650 | 211,300 | 244,650 2 1.7 93.1 89.3 
72 11 2800 |: 2,800 | 214,100 | 247,450 1.2 1 94.3 90.3 
B 1) 280 2,800 | 216,900 | 250,250 1.2 1 95.5 91.3 
3 3 5 1 e mal a : 
223,112 16,412 5012] 274,037) 3.6 6 100 100 
r T S A SA 76 |1227,012 | 147,025 1274 t 
Central stations and electric railways, Ib |... 118,365 33,051 259600 
SOUTH DAKOTA, 
40 | Homestake bg N. roe KATA 3 
8| H. M. Byllesby & C eA i te ok ee eee 3 720 8805 
17 | Consolida! ower 4 4,670 5,670 
20 530 3.080 
78 2, 356 2.356 
22.903 24,170 
34, 434 47, 487 
20,835 27,748 


1 Totals include 20,400 water horsepower, and 5,950 steam horsepower, total, 26,350 horsepower, used in manufactures. 
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10 | Charlottesville & Albemarle Ry. Co. 
rc 


18 
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2114,117 | * 208,346 
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1 Totals include 28,016 water horsepower and 2,125 steam 
2 Totals include 17,830 water horsepower and 1E D00 steer 


Total....... 


Central stations and electric railways, 1912. 
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— ntrati development in the several States, showing amounts of water power, steam and gas power, and of total power controlled by certain corporations 
EAGER SOMMER SY Serer and by — ad in horsepower and in per cent—Continued. 


Individual totals, Cumulative totals. | Indivitielpercent-| Curutetive per- 


Name of com 8 
3 pd 8 Water Steam and 
Uana power. | gas power. 


Water All Water All 


All power. power. | power. | power. | power. 


WASHINGTON. 
Stone de Wesel. R EA T S IET 111 85,300 123,460 | 85,300 123, 460 25.8 29.1 25.8 29.1 
Washington Water Power (o 4| 92,900 108,900 | 178, 200 232,360 28 25.6 53.8 54.7 
59 | Spokane & . 3 11 20,000 „000 198,200 252, 260 6 4.7 59.8 59.4 
1| American Power & Light Co 11 13,888 19,824 | 212,088 272,184 4.2 4.7 64 64.1 
46 | Northwestern Electric Co—— 1] 18,000 18,000 | 230,088 290,184 5.4 4.2 69.4 68.3 
53 | Olympic Power Co eepos aada E eeraa 11 9,600 9,000 239,88 299,784 2.9 2.3 72.3 70.6 
114 | Great Northern Railroad Co. ooa 1| 8,500 8.500 248,188 308,284 2.6 2 74.9 72.6 
38 | Lewiston-Clarkston ement Co 1 3,300 5,630 | 251,488 313,914 1 1.3 75.9 73.9 
89 | Wenatchee V: Gas & Electric Co 3 4, 800 4, 800 256,288 318,714 1.5 1.1 77.4 75 
30 | Inland Portland Cemaat Ge 3 1 4,000 4,000 | 260, 288 322,714 1.2 1 78.6 76 
25 | Federal Light & Traction Co 1 3.500 280, 288 320,214 8 78.6 76.8 
81 | Washington-Oregon Corporation 2 970 2,970 | 261,258 329, 184 3 -7 78.9 77.5 
.98 | Municipal stations............. F 12| 54,510 67,980 | 315,768| 397,144 16.5 16 95.4 93.5 
All other stations A 66 „ 366 27,710 | 331,134 424,85 4.6 6.5 100 100 
CCC o 100 SC 
Central stations and electric railways, 19 ccc (( PESA • — 4 — 4 —— 
— 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
53 | Virginia Power Co 20,000 |... 20, 14.4 14.4 
26 | General Utilities 13,00 33, 9.6 24 
1 American Gas & cone 12,500 . 45, “ 33 
5 e cob sacecweaescdaceeveseapsoe 11,7 11,750 57, 8.4 49.4 41.4 
7| W. S. Barstow & Co. — ae — . 4 11, 11. 750 68, 7.9 49.4 49.3 
5 Water W. & Electric Co. (Inc.) 9,192 9,192 11,750 77, 742 6.6 49.4 55.9 
46 1 3 ahewae 2 2, 833 7,583 16,500 85, 325 20 5.4 69.4 61.3 
3 merican 6,670 6,670 16. 500 91,995 }.......... 4.8 69.4 66.1 
14] H. M. Byllesby & Coo 6,050 6,050 16,500 98,0455. 4.3 69. 4 70.4 
68 | Consolidated Coal Co. (Inc. ))))! 6,000 6,000 16, 500 104,04. 4.3 69.4 74.7 
35 2,000 4,250 18, 750 108, 295 4 3 78.8 77.7 
38 | Monongahela Valley Traction Co.. 4,000 4,000 18, 750 112,65. 2.9 78.8 80.6 
r e 2, 400 21,150 114, 695 10.1 1.7 88.9 82. 3 
73 2,0000 rer 2,000 23,150 116, 695 4 14 97.3 83.7 
31 | Kanawha Traction & Electric Co 1 econ 2,000 2,000 z 118,8 1.4 97.3 85.1 
Manne EP RI T PEO SNTE N g AA 1,755 1,755 23,150 120, 4500 1.3 97.3 86.4 
637 18,313 18,950 23, 787 139, 2.7 13.6 100 100 
o 23, 787 115, 613 NOD A A E 100 NOG PEE R E 
Central stations and electric railwa’ 6,036 62,889 C A —— Cee a 
WISCONSIN. i 
North American Co.......... sasasésgens e 9 450 112,355 112, 805 450 112, 805 2 25.5 2 25.5 
re FR eee 26, 800 27,250 , 605 11.5 6.1 11.7 31.6 
2] 2000 .. 25,000 52,250 164, 605 10.7 5.6 22.4 37.2 
6 17,045 65. 600 181, 650 5.7 3.8 28.1 41 
2 16, 800 82, 100 198, 450 7.1 3.8 35.2 44,8 
. ST Peseta 13,450 95, 550 211,900 5.8 3 41 47.8 
2 11,956 | 101,150 223, 2.4 2.7 43.4 50.5 
1 11,000 | 112,150 234,856 4.7 2.5 48.1 53 
3 10,780 850 245, 636 4.6 2.4 52.7 55.4 
2 10,470 | 130,850 256, 106 3.4 2.4 56.1 57. 8 
Al 8000 (53 ne: 8,000 , 850 264, 106 3.4 1.8 69.5 59.6 
1 7,880 | 141,400 271,986 1.1 1.8 0.6 61.4 
1 7,000 | 147,500 278, 986 2.6 1.6 &.2 63 
1 7,000 | 153,600 285, 986 2.6 16 65.8 64.6 
2 7,000 , 200 292, 986 2.4 1.6 68.2 66.2 
1 6,500 | 159,200 | 299, 8888 1.5 68.2 67.7 
5,356 1.2 70.2 68.9 
5,300 1.2 72.5 70.1 
5,000 1.1 74.6 71.2 
18,177 4.1 76 75.3 
109,377 21.7 00 100 


28 


3,900 2.3 

3,825 44.2 

1,565 53.2 

1,170 59.9 

770 64.3 

700 68.3 

ne Light & P. Co. oo 2 4 
‘ower 75. 

Shoshone Electric Light & Power Co. è 400 77.7 

10,29 | United States Army and municipal stations 1,235 81.8 
All other stations. 2, 665 190 

8 17, 480 
11,596 |. 


1 Totals include 74,196 water horsepower and 8,369 steam horsepower; total, 82,856 horsepower used in manufactures, 
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TABLE 3— Concentration in the several States, showing amounts of water steam and and of total controlled by certain 
of power development he nape ing 8 sai oy wy pene gaa power; of power by corporations 


UNITED STATES. 


Individual totals, 
No. of 
No. Name of company. ao sta- 
ha Water and et All 
power. 2. power. 
1| Stone & Webster 13 62 189, 643 520, 854 340, 211 520, 854 0. 26 3.56 6.36 3. 56 
2| Commonwealth Edison Co. l cua See fi 1 4 511, 150 511, 150 340, 1.041, 04 3.44 6.36 7.00 
3 | Consolidated Gas Co. we 9.0 3 1 8 „805 481, 895 340,211 1,5, 8890 3.24 6.36 10. 24 
4 | North American Co. 3 30 420,377 425, 960. 345,704 | 1,948, 880 11 2.80 6. 47 13. 10 
5 H. M. Byllesby & Co. 17 53 160, 341 276, 496 461,949 | 2,225,355 2.17 1.86 8.64 14.96 
6 | E. W. Clark & Co., 4 36 103,385 285, 605 624, 279 [ ` 2,401, 050 3.04 1.79 11.68 16. 75 
7 | Pacific Gas & Electric 1 13 108, 540 200,620 776,359 } 2,751,670 2, 84 1. 75 14. 52 18. 50 
8 borough Metropolitan 1 2 246, 500 246, 500 776,359 | 2, 008, 1700. 1.60 14.52 20. 16 
9 | Public Service C 1 16 232, 905 232, 905 776,359 | 3, 231, 075 1.57 14.52 21.73 
10 | Doherty Operating Co 14 43 180, 401 , 501 819,459 } 3, 484, 576 gi 1.50 15.33 23. 23 
n North 5 a 2 9 157, 850 47,010 204, 860 3, 659, 
r „ „ ; „ 2.95 1.88 18, 28 24.61 
* S . 3 23,0% 1, 149,614 3,203, 618 3.21 1.36 21.49 25. 97 
ese 149,011 } 4,059,587 1.33 21. 49 27. 30 
14 Pacific neite Light & Fower Corporation i 2 seen 
fornia) ies 1 197,250 | 1,266,961 1.32 23.70 28. 62 
15 1 188,000 | 1,446,661 1,27 27.06 29. 89 
4 5 186,775 | 1,603,491 1.25 30. 00 31.14 
9 186,360 | 1,608,741 1.25 30. 09 32.39 
18 4 182,973 | 1,679,554 1.24 41. 41 33. 63 
19 1 161,508 | 1,679,554 1.08 31.41 34. 71 
— 1 „000 1,832,554 1.03 34.27 35.74 
ts) 1 140,850 | 1,832,554 95 34.27 38. 69 
22 central Staas igckrie Corporation (Oi). 1 135,700 | 1,832,554 91 34. 27 37.60 
23 | Southern California Edison Co. 1 135,520 | 1,888,954 -91 35. 33 38. 51 
— 1 „120 | 1,989,354 -90 37. 21 30. 41 
1 125,300 | 1,989,354 8 37.21 40. 28 
26 2 125,200 | 2,098,554 85 39. 25 41.11 
27 1 118,000 2, 216, 554 -70 41. 46 41.90 
28 1 115,000 | 2,331,554 7 sa 42 67 
29 1 112,000 | 2, 404,884 +76 44, 43. 43 
i i 15 8 | a A] iB) ite 
5 7 „100, . 71 . 83 
32 | New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad 
1 3 16 8,050 96, 500 104,550 | 2,412,934 . 70 45. 45. 58 
dye 7 32 13,475 82, 545 96,020 | 2,426, 409 -65 45. 46, 23 
1 4 22, 325 70, 800 93.125 | 2,448,734 62 45. 40. g 
35 4 40 22,978 69, 221 92,199 | 2,471,712 62 46. 47. a 
36 1 3 25,000 66,700 91,700 | 2,496,712 62 46.70 48. 
105 1 7 72, 500 18, 920 91,420 | 2,569, 212 -61 48.05 48.70 
1 5 65, 600 25, 330 90,930 | 2,634,812 01 49.28 49, 31 
39 9 us 16, 824 69, 890 86,714 | 2,651,636 59 49.59 49.90 
40 2 11 85,370 ; 2,651,636 67 49. 59 50.47 
1 2 7 80, 700 700 81,400 | 2,732,336 .55 51.10 51.02 
ZA 1 4 5,367 70,500 75,867 | 2,737,703 „1 51.20 51.53 
43 Kiops Co Electric Light & Power Co. 
8 New York rE pecs 8 1 I 74,570 74,670 2, 737, 700 51.20 52.03 
an ‘ower 
(California) 58 1 s| 40,150 28,950 69. 100 2,777 858 51.95] 22.50 
45 1 Saye 65, 611 65,611 | 2,777,358 51.95 52.91 
46 1 4 19,000 46, 420 65,420 | 2,706, 963 52.31 53.38 
2 3 36 4,415 59,026 63,441 | 2,301,268 52. 80 83. 80 
1 A 61,875 61,875 | 2 801 263 62.39 54, 22 
49 Northwentexn Power Co. (Minnesota) 1 2 57 000 4,670 61,670 | 2, 888, 288 83. 40 54.64 
50 ga = F 4 18 10,730 50,728 61, 2, 868, 998 53.66 55.05 
51 b. Service Co. of Northern Illinois. ....... 1 13 „ 55,930 61,230 | 2,874, 298 53.76 05, 46 
— Wee an 3 144 50, 097 59,097 | 2,874, 298 660 53.76 55, 86 
as, 7 
Co. (Maryland) ory 1 7 1,000 56,710 87,710 | 2,875,208 | 8,364,370 02 53.78 56. 25 
54 Massachusetts Electric Cos 1 W 57,575 57,575 2,875,208 8, 421,94 53.78 56. 63 
55 Flour Mills Co, (Minnesota) 1 2 S. 1 2,982,798 | 8, 479, 445 1.07 54, 85 57.01 
56 lere yore —— & Electric Co. (Dis- 
trict of Columbia) 1 1 — 83, 800 53,800 | 2,932,798 | 8,533,245 .. 54.85 57. 38 
57 Kansas e 1 1 real 53,300 53,300 | 2,932,798 | 8, 580,545 54, 85 57.74 
58 Carolins Fase a 0 d Gre 1 9 400 7,725 52,125 | 2,977,198} 8, 638,670 33 55. 68 58.09 
5 American Gas Co. 5 17 15,525 30, 350 51,875 | 2,992,723 | 8, 600, 545 29 55.07 58, 44 
60 United 1i i ees EESAN 2 7 500 50,025 50,525 | 2,993,223 } 8,741,070 OL 55. 98 58.73 
61 and Investment Co. (Massachu- ° 
7 ͤ EERE 1 4 40, 400 onanan 40, 400 3,042,623 | 8,790,470 -8 56.91 5.11 
62| N evada Gallien P Power Co. (California)... 1 7 37,750 10, 670 48,420 | 3,090,373 | 8,838, 890 70 57.61 59. 44 
63 | Detroit United Railways 1 A 46, 985 46,986 | 3,080,373 | 8, 88 5,8760 2... 57.61 59. 76 
64 | Co 1 7 41,750 4,870 46,620 | 3,122,123 | 8,932,496 78 58. 39 . 07 
65 4 17 , 880 25, 599 46,479 | 3, 143, 003 8,978,975 39 58.78 60. 38 
66 3 9 13, 350 31,895 45, 3,156,353 } 9,024,220 2 59.03 60. 63 
67 4 5 13,400 31,584 44,984 | 3,169,753 | 9,060, 204 .25 59. 28 60. 98 
68 1 1 44, 130 44,130 3, 169, 753 0, 113, 34 2. 59. 28 61.28 
8 4 9 350 43,611 43,991 | 3,170,103} 9,157,325 ol 59. 29 61.53 
; ; 
Co. ( 1 1 22, 000 42,000 | 3,212,103 | 9,199, 325. 79 60. 08 61. 85 
7¹ ional 2 4 39, 350 2,000 41,350 | 3,251,453 | 9,240,675 73 60. 81 62.14 
* 1 1 40, 900 „900 | 3,251,453 | 0, 281,75 2.2.22. 60. 81 62. 41 
werk 1 1 40, 000 40,000 | 3,291,453 | 9,321,575 75 61. 56 62. 63 
74 1 e 40,000 | 3,331,453 | 9,381,575 75 62.31 62. 95 
75 | Columbia Ga s & Electric Co 35 I 38, 930 38,930 | 3,331,453 | 9,400,505 }.......... 62.31 63.24 
76 | Georgia Light Power & Railway Co, 1 3 33,000 4,750 37,750 | 3,364,453 | 9,438,255 62 62,93 63. 47 
77 | Turners Falls Power Co. ( 1 2 36, 900 J.. „900 | 3,401,358 | 9,475,155 69 63. 62 63.71 
78 | Pacific Lighting Corporation (California). D 34, 202 34,202 | 3,401,353 | 9,509,357 |.......... 63.62 03. 94 
79 Columbia Railway, Gas & Electric e 
0 Carolina) . 1 2 26,000 7,330 33,330 | 3,427,353 | 9,542,687 48 64. 10 64. 17 
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TABLE 3— Concentration of power development in the several States, 


er, steam and gas power, and of total power controlled by certain corporations ~> 


showing amounts of water 
and by municipalities, in ramet — and in per cent—Continued. 
UNITED STATES—continued. 


No. Name of company. 


Northern Ohio Traction & Lighting Co 
United ies Co. (Ca iſſornia) a 

Federa Light & Traction Co 
Fort Wayne & Northern Indiana Traction 


Co. 

United Illuminating Co. (Connecticut) 
General Electric Co. Now York) 
Union Carbide Co. ( 
Cohoes Co. (New York) 


zagar aeze | 


Total manufacturing power included ......./........}........ 


Central stations and electric railways, 19133. 
Central stations and electric railways, 1912 


Increase 1912 to 1915..... 
Percent ofincrease............ 


Individual totals. 


9,352,233 | 13,962, 735 
8, 251, 311 178.88 


9,575,957 22 64.14 64.39 
9,608,982 ].......... 2 64.14 64.61 
9,641,355 }.......... -22 64.14 64. 83 
2 94.14 65.05 
—— 2 2¹ 4.14 65, 26 
21 64.72) + 65.47 
20 65. 30 65.67 
-20 65. 86 65.87 
87 65.86 65.87 
90 70.19 70.77 
. 23 100 100 


Norte.—All but 2 of the corporations listed hereon, the International Paper Co. (16) and the Union Carbide Co. (86), are engaged in public-service operations. 


A more simple and easily understood compilation has like- 
wise been made for the several States as to who the large 
owners are in each State, what per cent of the developed power 
they own, what relation it bears to the whole, and it would 
seem to me that from time to time students of the water-power 
problem, as well as those seeking development in a given State, 
would find the following summary of value. It is as follows: 

ALABAMA. 


One company, the Alabama Traction, Light & Power Co., has 87.9 
per cent of the 8 water power and 57.1 per cent of the total 
ower of the State. ight corporations control 1 per cent of the 
power, and three of these S per cent of the water power. 
Thirty-four municipalities have but 0.8 per cent of the water power 
and 4.7 per cent of the total power. 


ARIZONA. 


Five companies control 47.4 per cent of the total power. Only one 
of these, the Arizona Power Co., has developed any water power. It 
has 26.8 per cent of the total for the State. The ter part of the 
developed water power is owned by the United tes Reclamation 
Service, which, together with two municipalities, has 72.1 per cent of 
the water power and 27.6 per cent of the total power. 

ARKANSAS, 


Water power affords but little over 4 per cent of the total power. 
So far as data of developed water power could be secured, the total 
appears to be owned by two companies. Eleven companies control 73.5 
per cent of the total power from all sources. The 17 municipal power 
stations have no water power and but 9.9 per cent of the total power 
in the State. 

CALIFORNIA, 


Fifteen corporations control 88.6 per cent of the total primary power 
in the State, and 12 control 87.8 per cent of all the devel water 
power. Of these the largest is the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., with 20.1 
per cent of the water power, or 152,080 horsepower, and 20.5 per cent 
of the total power, or 260.620 horsepower. Four corporations, the 
Pacific Gas & Electric Co., the Pacific Light & Power Corporation, the 
Southern California Edison Co., and the Western Power Co. together 
control more than half of both the water power and the total power 
in the State. Municipal developments comprise 6.3 per cent of the 
water power and 4.5 per cent of the total power. 

COLORADO, 

Eight corporations control 73 cent of the total power, and five 
of these control 77 per cent of fhe water . The largest is the 
Colorado Power Co., with 45.2 cent of the water 9 — and 24 

r cent of the total pore company, together with the Dohert 

rating Co., the U Securities Corporation, and H. M. Byllesby 
Co., control per cent of the water power and 54.4 per cent of the 
total power. Ten municipalities own only 1.1 per cent of the water 
power and 1.9 per cent of the total power. 
CONNECTICUT. 


ht corporations control 92.7 per cent of the develo 
— Of the „one concern, Stone & Webster, controls sae ve 
‘our Companies the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad Co., 
the United Illuminating Co., the Hartford Electric Light Co., and Stone 
& Webster, control per cent of the water power in the State. 
These fonr, cm gee with 11 cthers, control 87.1 per cent of the total 
e 


power. municipal plants have no water power and but 5.6 per 
cent of the total power. 

The National es Co. controls 81.8 per cent of the total 
electric-power ins tion for which data have been 5) 
Teg panties have 8.5 per cent. Water-power development is neg- 

e. 


FLORIDA. 


Two concerns, Stone & Webster and the Florida Power Co., control 
99.6 per cent of the developed water power and 32.7 per cent of the 


total power. —. — companies control 58.6 per cent of the total power. 
Seventeen municipalities control 26.6 per cent of the total asni oy but 
have no water power. 
GEORGIA. 
Four companies, the Georgia Railway & Power C — 8 J 
the Georgia Light, Power & Rallways Co. 0 J. G. White & Co (Lat.. 
control 84.4 per cent of the devel: 


power. 

‘venty-five municipalities own but 0.7 per cent of the water power an 
5.2 per cent of the total power. Of the total power for the § State ae 
shown on the summary table, 5.8 per cent is manufacturing. On 
one 5 3 the percentages of control of strictly —.— 
certain corpora grea gures 

ould Aaa y rpo: ons are ter than the aboye 
IDAHO. 

77 sont Securities rer] bration controls 48.3 
water power an 5.5 per cent of the total power. is - 
pany together with the National Securities Co 1005 e 70.8 
r cent of the water power and 67.9 per cent of the total power in the 
tate. The United States Reclamation Service and four municipalities 
control 9.4 per cent of the water power and 8.8 per cent of the total 


power. 

x ILLINOIS. 

nly 29.1 per cent of the developed water wer is controlled b 

the major corporations. Of the total power, — 892 cent 
is controlled by 13 public-service corporations, one of which, the Com- 
monwealth n „ controls 55.6 per cent of the total devel 
trict, have 64 per cent r the dew Saber Chicago sani 
> Y evelo; 
N eloped water rand 6 per cent 


r cent of the de- 


INDIANA. 
This State has a relatively small water-power development. Of 
Te Michigan Blectric Co, the 
c Co. 
former with 54.4 per cent, the latter with 16.1 per cent teen 
pailties have but 2.5 t of the wat 
pa 3 cent o e water 
Saga Matt per power and 9 per cent of 
owa. 
Stone & Webster control 94.1 per cent of the total devel water 
ewes on to 47.4 ge scar 1 total pours, in the State. 
een corporations together con T cent total power 
"these 96.1 = J Sevent, 


and five of per cent of the water power. munici- 
ae have 0.4 per cent of the water power tc 5.8 per —— of the 
otal power. 


KANSAS. 

The Doherty Operating Co. controls 59.9 per cent of the develo 
water power. This company with two others controls 81.4 per ote 
of the water power. Seven concerns control 46.7 per cent of the total 
8 in the State. Ninety gr po stations have 1.1 per cent of 

e water power and 24 per cent of the total power. 

KENTUCKY, 

As far as data are available there is no water-power development in 
this State by central stations or electric railways. Two companies, 
the Louisville Traction Co. and H. M. 1 & Co., control 60.6 
per cent of the total developed steam power. leven companies con- 
rol 84.7 per cent of the total power, and 18 municipalities 6 per cent. 

LOUISIANA. 


This State has no water development of consequence. One 
concern, the United Gas & Electric 8 of Connecticut, con- 
trols 73.4 per cent of the total devel power 
companies control 85.1 per cent. 
per cent of the total for the State. 

MAINE. 


Over 58 cent, chiefly water er, of the total 
$ weer d — — 


from all sources. Six 
Twenty-five municipalities have 8.9 


wer shown for 


the State of Maine is in man Of the total thus shown 
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the largest percenta are controlled by the E. W. Clark Management | the totals for the State, as appearing on the summary table, nearly 
Corporation, with 13.4 per cent of the water power and 16.4 per cent | 12 per cent is power used in manufacturing. If this were omitted from 
of the total power, and the International Paper Co. with 16.5 per cent | the totals the percentage of total public-service power controlled by the 
of the water power and 15.9 per cent of the total power, Sixteen | five largest corporations would be nearly 60 per cent and of public-service 
concerns control 91.1 r cent of the water power and 91 per cent | water power by the two largest water-power companies, 45 per cent, 
of the total power. ve municipalities have only 0.7 per cent of XORTH CAROLINA 
the water power and 0.8 per cent of the total power. y base 
arnt 57 GR COLO META: Two companies, the Southern Power Co. and the Carolina Power & 
MARYLAND AND Light Co., control 75.1 per cent of the developed water power and 
Water-power developments are of little importance, affording but 1.5 | 66.5 per cent of the total power. Eight corporations atro 64 per cent 
per cent of the total develeped power. Nine companies control 94.9 per | of the water power, and fourteen 89.1 r cent of the total power. 
cent of the total power, and three of these—the United Railways & | Forty-nine municipalities have 1 per cont of the water power and 5.5 
Electric Co. of Baltimore, the Consolidated Electric Light & Power Co. | per cent of the total power. Since the totals for the State contain 1 
0 
is 


of Baltimore, and the Washington Railway & Electric Co.—control 78.8 | certain amount of power used in manufactures, the percentages 

ee cent of the total developed power. Seven municipal stations in strictly public-service power controlled by the several corporations 
aryland haye but 1.1 per cent of the total power developed in the | greater than the above figures would indicate. 

State and District of Columbia combined. NORTH DAKOTA. 


5 MASSACHUSETTS. Water-power development in this State is negligible. One concern, 
Nineteen corporations control 83.5 per cent of the total power in | H. M. Byllesby & Co., controls 36.7 per cent of the total electric power 
the State, and eight of these control 77.8 per cent of the water power. | in 3 stations, as compared with 22.3 per cent controlled by the United 
Two companies—the New England Power Co. of Maine and the Turners | States Reclamation Service and certain municipalities in 12 stations. 
Falls Power & Electric Co.—control 56.2 pe cent of the developed water 

a 


. irty-three re 0. r cent of the water OH 10. 
power and 42 ver cent of ihe total power. yar bs Ohio shows no marked concentration of electric-power development, 
3 although 20 concerns control 77.8 per cent of the total in the State, 
3 and 7 of these have 67.1 per cent of the total developed water power. 


Eighteen corporations control 79.5 per cent of the total developed | One hundred and fourteen municipalities own 0.9 per cent of the water 
power and 15 of these control 76.2 per cent of the developed water | power and 7.5 per cent of the total power. 
power. Two concerns—the North American Co, and the Commonwealth OKLAHOMA 
ower, Railway & Light Co.—control 53 per cent of the total power; 3 x 
and two—the Commonwealth Power, Railway & Light Co. and the Nine companies control 61.9 per cent of the total power. Water- 
Union Carbide Co,—control 47.6 per cent of the water power. One | power development in the State amounts to but little over 2 per cent 
undred and four municipalities own 5.1 per cent of the developed water | Of the total. Sixty-one municipalities have 20.4 per cent of the water 
power and 8.8 per cent of the total power. Of the total power for the | Power and 16.7 per cent of the total power. 


paie as ven in — 75 ee . — aa per — is — ga maae OREGON. 

uring. ere it not for this inclusion the percentage of control by cer- Ma “o. — = - 
tain companies of strictly public-service power would be somewhat | metie Paper Co. control OTT per cent of the water power and G5 F. per 
greater than the above figures indicate. cent of the total power in the State. Seven companies control 86.4 


MINNESOTA, r cent of the water power and 82.5 per cent of the total wer. 
Twelve companies control 89.9 per cent of the water power and 82.2 unicipal plants contain 3 per cent of the water power and 2.2 per 
per cent of the total power. Four of these control 71.9 per cent of the | cent of the total power. 


water power and 65.4 per cent of the total power. One hundred and PENNSYLVANIA. 
fifteen municipalities have only one-half of 1 per cent of the water Fifteen corporations control 73 per cent of the total public-service 
power and 5.7 per cent of the total power. power in the State, and six of these control 88.2 per cent of the water 


` wer. One concern, the Pennsylvania Water & Power Co., controls 
So far as data are de AIR ASADBE NAS no water power developed 10 per cent of 8 developed water power. Forty-one municipalities 
8 5 2 . 

by public-service corporations. In the total power there is no marked 8 19770 cent of the water power and 1.6 per cent of the totaf power 
concentration, the largest amount controlled y one concern—the Gulf- RHODE ISLAND. 
DOKE e e Costs Areca 177 5 being. ps we St th A a ibe! As far as information is available Stone & Webster control the entire 
RRC 1 n amount of developed water power used in public-service operations. 
MISSOURI, Four companies—the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad Co., 

Nine corporations control 86.3 per cent of the total power and one— | the Narragansett Electric Lighting Co., the Massachusetts Lightin 
the Doherty Operating Co.—controls 98.7 per cent of the water power, | Companies, and Stone & Webster—control 98.3 per cent of the tota 
Three companies—the North American Co., the Doherty Operating Co., | public-service power in the State. There appear to be no municipal de- 
and the Kansas City Railway & Light Co.—control 78 per cent of the | yelopments. 
total power in the State. Six per cent of the total is developed in SOUTH CAROLINA. 
n MONTANA. One concern, the Southern Power Co., controls 56.3 per cent of the 
A developed water power and 50 per cent of the total power. Twelve 
Four corporations control 97.4 per cent of the water power and 91.8 | companies control 96.4 per cent of the water power and thirteen 92.3 
per cent of the total power, Two of these—the Montana Power Co. | per cent of the total power. The 21 municipal plants have no water 
and the Amalgamated Copper Co., affiliated concerns—control 94.4 per | power and but 1.7 per cent of the total power. As noted in the sum- 
cent of the water power and 88.7 per cent of the total power. Municipal | mary table for the State, 9.6 per cent of the power Included in the totals 
plants have no water power and but four-tenths of 1 per cent of the | jg used in manufacturing. The percentage of strictly public-service 


total power. power controlled by the several rations listed is, therefore, greater 
NEBRASKA. than the above percentages would Indicate. 
Only 23.6 per cent of the developed water power is controlled by the SOUTH DAKOTA, 


major electric wer corporations. The most Important of these cor- 
8 hat 4 oe 8 LI — 1 0. aud er eg & 
Counc! uffs Stree way Co. One. CWO COMPANIES CORTO: per | ing a total of 90.9 per cent for the four. The 17 municipal stations 
cent of the public-service power in the State, but have no water power, 2 5 5 8 
The 73 municipal stations have 46.8 per cent of the developed water have no water power and but 5 2 cent of the total power. 
power and 19.7 per cent of the total power. TENNESSEE. . 
NEVADA Two corporations, the E. W. Clark Co. Management Corporation 
5 S — and the Chattanooga & Tennessee River Power Co., control 88.9 per 
One concern, Stone & Webster, controls 73.6 per cent of the water | cent of the developed water power and 62.5 per cent of the total 
power. This company, together with the Utah Copper Co., control 74.1 | power. Five companies control 98.3 per cent of the water power 
per cent of the total power in the State. Eighteen and seven-tenths per and nine companies 92.9 r cent of the total power. Twenty-nine 
cent of the water power is owned by the United States Reclamation | municipal plants contain but one-third of 1 per cent of the water 
Service. There are no municipal developments, although one town pur- | power and but 3.7 per cent of the total power. 
chases and distributes power. TEXAS. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. - 

Three companies control 68.5 per cent of the water power, and two 
Three manufacturing concerns, the Berlin Mills Co., the Amoskeag | companies—Stone & Webster ‘and the American Power & Light Co.— 

Manufacturing Co., and the International Paper Co., have 64 per cent | contro! 53 per cent of the total power. Thirteen companies control 

of the developed water power and 48 per cent of the total power. Four- | 77 per cent of the total power. Twenty-one municipalities: have 3.3 

teen companies, both manufacturing and public service. control $8.1 | per cent of the water power and 3.8 per cent of the total power, 

per cent of the water power and 85.9 per cent of the total power. Two 


The Homestake Mining Co. has 47.8 per cent of the total water 
wer in the State. Three other companies control 43.1 ve cent, mak- 


6 nt of the water power and 0. UTAN, : 
ee ene 3 S ` eee DEE cene of One concern, the Utah Securities Corporation, controls 82.2 per cent 
NEW JERSEY. of the developed water power and 84.3 per cent of the total power. 


x icipalities have 7.4 per cent of the water power and 
Less than 3 per cent of the total power in the State is water power, | Twenty-two mun 
Of this amount Snop cent is controlled by two companies, the Neo 6 per cent of the total power. VERMONT. mn 
Jersey General Security Co. and W. S. Barstow & Co. Of the total 7 
power, 68.6 per cent is controlled by one concern, the Public Service Two public-service companies, the New England Power Co., of Maine, 


i ration of New Jersey. Nine other concerns together control 17.2 | and the American Gas Co., and one manufacturing concern, the Inter- 
vee ment of the total oxori Ten municipalities have 1.1 per cent of the | national Paper Co., control 51.6 per cent of the total developed water 
water power and 0.9 per cent of the total power. power and 44.4 per cent of the total power. Fifteen companies control 
90.7 per cent of the water power and 89.2 per cent of the total power. 

NEW MEXICO. Thirteen municipalities have 4.2 per cent of the water power and 4.6 


Water powers afford less than 4 per cent of the total developed power. cent of the total power. As noted for several other States, power 
Of the total power the Federal Light & Traction Co. controls 371 Tia on in manufacturing to the extent of 2 per cent of the total has 
e 


cent. Eight companies together have 66.9 cent of the total. been included. Were it not for this inclusion the percenta, of con- 
United States Reclamation Service and certain municipalities, with four | trol of public-service power by certain corporations would be con- 
stations, have 22.9 per cent of the total developed power. siderably greater than would be indicated by the above percentages, 
NEW YORK. or those shown in the summary table for the State. 
Twenty corporations control 81.4 per cent of the total developed VIRGIXIA. 

power ang 14 ot these control 74.3 — cent of the developed water Two public-service corporations, the Virginia Railway & Power Co. 
power. Five companies control over one-half of the total power and two | and H. M. 8 & Co., and one manufacturing concern, the River- 
over one-third of the water power. Forty-eight municipalities have 0.4 | side & Dan River C 


‘otton Mills, control 56.4 q cent of the developed 
per cent of the water power and 0.6 per cent of the total power. Of! water power and 56.9 per cent of the tota 


power. Fourteen com- 
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ies control 85.3 per cent of the total 
—— 5 per cent of the water power. 


power, and nine of these 
. po Fifteen municipal stations 
control 6.5 per cent of the water power and G per cent of the total 
power. 


WASHINGTON, 


Two concerns, Stone & Webster and the W: Water Power 
Co., control 53.8 per cent of the water power and 7 per cent of the 
total power. ‘Ten corporations control 78.6 per cent of the water 
power and twelve 77.5 per cent of the total T Washington has a 
considerable municipal development, 12 ties and 
16.5 per cent of the water power and 16 per cent of the total power 
in the State. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 


Five companies control 97.3 per cent of the developed water power, 
and one concern, the Union Carbide Co., 49.4 per cent. Fifteen com- 
ies control 85.1 per cent of the total power. Six municipalities 
8 1.3 per cent of the total power, but no water power, 
WISCONSIN. 


Seventy-four and six-tenths cent of the developed water power is 


distributed among 18 corporations. The la reen in control 
of single corporations are 11.5 per cent by . Wee Co. and 
10.7 per cen -i the River Power Co. imilarly 71.2 per 
cent of the total developed power of the State is buted among 19 


corporations, the North American Co. having 


the total r. 
te contain a amount—19 per cent of the 
total—of power used in manufacture, hence the percentages of strictly 
public-service power controlled by the several companies is greater than 
the above percentage would indicate. 


WYOMING. 


544 
is less than 18,000 horsepower. Two cor- 
cent of this and nine 77.7 per cent. The 
nited States Army and munici stations utilize 34 per cent of the 
water power and 7.1 per cent of total power. 

Again, treating the proposition as a whole, I take it that it 
would be of interest to the Congress, as well as to the American 
people, to know the names of 18 of the larger owners of water 
powers in the United States. I accordingly set them out below: 


1. Stone & Webster. 

2. Montana Power Co. 

8. Utah Securities Corporation. 

4. E. W. Clark & Co. nagement Corporation. 
5. Southern Power Co. 

6. Hydraulic Co. of Niagara Falls. 

T. Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 

8. Pennsylvania Water & Power Co. 

9. Pacific Light & Power Corporation. 


. H. M. ee & Co. 

11. The Niagara Falls Power Co. 

18. Georgia Railway Light S pont Co. 

New land Power Co. of Maine. 

Western Power Co. 

16. Alabama Traction Light & Power Co. 
Commonwealth Power, N & Light Co. 

United Railways Investment 

I take it that it will likewise be of interest to know that of 
the approximately 6,000,000 horsepower now developed, the 18 
just above enumerated own 2,356,521 water horsepower, more 
than one-half (51.1 per cent) of the total water power used in 
public-service operations in the United States, Of the 18 corpo- 
rations named, the first 9 control more than one-third (33.7 per 
cent) of the total, and the first 6 more than one-fourth (25.8 
per cent). 

I hope I display not too much egotism in asking Members in- 
terested in water power to consult the hearings held before our 
committee. I believe they contain almost the last word, at 
least so far as the development of water power has gone. We 
had before us the best engineers of this country. We had be- 
fore us Hon. Franklin K. Lane, a student and a patriot on this 
subject. We had likewise before us ex- Fisher, who 
is a well-known authority on the subject. Also ex-Forester 
Gifford Pinchot, who is and has been thinking faster than the 
time in which he lives—he has been quite a pathfinder on this 
most interesting subject; Dr. George Otis Smith, head of the 
Geological Survey, a thoroughgoing, patriotic man; and Mr. 
Merrill, a brilliant student of the subject, from the Agricultural 
Department, I think it is not too much to say the hearings 
had before us, taken altogether, are, considering the present 
state of power development, the last word on the subject. If 
those interested in the subject will read from page 881 to page 
385 of the hearings, they will be amazed at the concentration of 
capital in water power that has already taken place. 

It is as near frenzied finance as can be described. No one 
would believe such concentration could take place in so short a 
time. I repeat, water-power development began in 1890, just 
24 years ago. It is as yet only in its swaddling clothes. 

CONCENTRATION OF CAPITAL IN ELECTRIC DEVELOPMENT. 

The Public Lands Committee hearings, on pages 381 to 385, 
disclose that abnormal, unusual, and almost inexplicable concen- 
tration has been going on in the water power of this country. 
It discloses that 90 per cent of the developed water power is 


towns owning’ 


now in the hands of 27 holding companies and 24 operating com- 
panies, so interlinked and intertwined with interlocked direc- 
torates that it is impossible to separate their interests or to 
fathom their power. The total amount of securities held by 
these 27 companies is $275,000,000. The names of these com- 
panies and much information about them appear on pages 
656 to 671, inclusive. I do not call attention to this abnormal 
concentration of capital to startle or amaze, but it is a question 
worthy of comment and worthy of intelligent thought. It shows 
that although this Congress may have slumbered in taking steps 
to provide for the development of water power, that capital 
and the water-power monopoly have not slept, but have been 
active, vigilant, and effective in gaining control thereof. 

It may not be out of place to show how nonpolitical this 
water-power question really is. It is not a question for my 
side of the House to solve, it is not a question for the Repub- 
lican side of the House to solve, or for the Progressive Party to 
solve, but it is a question for all of the people to solve. I shall 
now strive to show you why I make that statement. 

If these resources are to be developed, laws must be passed 
that are reasonably certain and definite, and such as will cause 
capital to undertake the task. They must, likewise, of course, 
work hand in hand with conditions that will fully protect the 
public interest. 

TWO KINDS OF WATER POWER. 


First, water power developed on the navigable streams of the 
country more or less interlinked with navigation. 

Second, water power developed on the nonnavigable streams 
where the Federal Government owns the dam site or the public 
lands over which the rights of way must traverse. The Adam- 
ae? bill had to do with the former; this bill has to do with the 
atter. 

WATER POWER A PUBLIC UTILITY, 


There was a time when water-power development was con- 
sidered a local, private enterprise in which only the local com- 
munity was interested and only the local community had to do 
with its regulation. This theory has long since been exploded, 
and it is now generally admitted to be a public utility by all. 

Mr. Chairman, water power produced from falling water is, to 
my mind, our greatest natural resource. Unlike coal, oil, gas, 
wood, and other fuels, it is not consumed by use. It is a subject 
not too small for our best minds to deal with. It is a subject 
sufficiently intricate to demand our best attention. Constitu- 
tional lawyers and theorists have in the past differed about it 
and upon it, but the people of the country have been inter- 
ested in only three things: First, good service; second, what 
should be paid for that service; and third, what is to be done 
with the money derived from that service. Up to this time no 
adequate, well-defined water-power policy has been brought for- 
ward and installed. A great and pressing demand for a solu- 
tion has been present in the country for the last decade. It 
has been postponed already too long; this Congress should act. 

To me, as I scan the growth of electrical energy and the 
various and multiplying uses of the product, no question com- 
ing before Congress has so much reason to expect that our 
attention will be riveted upon it. The stability of water power 
and the perpetuity of its blessings and beneficent influences can 
now be but partially fathomed or understood; we can but await 
in amazement for it to outstrip our expectations and fondest 
hopes. Every line that is incorporated in this bill should be 
analyzed, scanned, and understood by every Member of this 
House. What we do here is not for a single year, but for a 
term of 50 years. It is thought necessary to scan carefully the 
appropriation bills which are but for a single year. This legis- 
lation should be scanned 50 times as closely as an annual appro- 
priation bill, due to the tenure of the law. If we make a mis- 
take in an annual appropriation bill it is a mistake for a single 
year, but if we make a mistake in our water-power policy it is a 
mistake for 50 years. Hence, though our constituents might 
through generosity condone our error on an appropriation for a 
single year, it will require 50 times that generosity to excuse 
us for an error we make in our water-power policy, which ex- 
tends for 50 years. The subject is of high importance; the 
necessity for action is great; further delays are so harmful that 
I urge with such earnestness as I have at my command that Con- 
gress now take up this task and deal with it carefully, painstak- 
ingly, effectively, and correctly. [Applause.] 

Mr. this bill was introduced at the beginning of 
this session and is identical, save and except a few unimportant 
committee amendments, with the bill that was considered during 
the summer of 1914 and which passed the House August 24, 1914. 
This House at that time passed the bill without any roll call, and 
while there was some limited opposition to it, it was very small 
on both sides of the aisle. 
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The bill this year, as before, receives the hearty indorsement 
of the present Secretary of the Interior, the indorsement of the 
ex-Secretary of the Interior, and I may say that it received 
then and still receives the approval and commendation of the 
best students of water power in the country. 

Last year we held hearings and for weeks and weeks took 
testimony, to the amount of 771 pages. Bankers and financiers 
from New York who financed the existing propositions were 
before us; also water-power people who developed these powers 
in the West were before us; electrical engineers from all 
over the United States were before us, giving us the benefit 
of their experience, of their information, and of their knowl- 
edge on the subject. The committee spent weeks and weeks 
in careful consideration, and brought this same bill into the 
House in the summer of 1914. It was then considered by the 
House section by section; every conceivable sort of amendment 
was offered, and every Member of the House who cared or knew 
anything about water power came in to present his views. As 
a result of all that consideration, both in the committee and 
in the House, the bill in its finally completed form passed with- 
out a roll call, and, we may say, practically by unanimous 
consent. 

Prior to 1901 there was no legislation at all on the water- 
power proposition. There were, I believe, some lax rights-of- 
way laws which afforded a method of disposing of the lands. 
Water-power sites worth millions of dollars were patented as 
a part of the homestead and went to patent under the lax 
land laws then in existence. On February 15, 1901, 15 years 
ago, Congress awoke to the fact that the water-power sites 
of the country were slipping away and that something ought 
to be done. They passed at that time the so-called revocable 
permit law, under date of February 15, 1901, and the debates 
that were had at that time show that Congress intended soon 
thereafter to pass a suitable and fixed water-power policy. 
Fifteen years have elapsed and nothing has been done, Each 
Congress has convened; each Congress has heard the appeals 
of the Secretary of the Interior and the administrative officers 
of the Government; each time Congress has heard appeals for 
a development and conservation of the water power that is 
going to waste; and each time Congress has turned them away. 
Congress should no longer neglect the water-power situation in 
this country. It is a question not too small for the busiest 
man to think about. It is one of the biggest, burning questions 
of the country. I repeat that prior to 1901 there was little 
or no law on the subject. Water-power sites valued at millions 
of dollars, now being figured in millions, with utility boards 
tixing the rates, passed into private ownership at $1.25 per acre. 

The only other law on the subject is a right-of-way act that 
was an amendment to the Agricultural appropriation bill of 
March 4, 1911, which had mostly for its purpose the development 
of water power and rights of way on forest reserves. 

Of the approximate 28,000,000 potential horsepower known to 
exist in the United States, only 6,000,000 has been developed, 
leaving 22,000,000 horsepower in the United States totally un- 
developed and for the time being going to waste. 

I do not know how the House may feel about it, but some say 
that we have coal enough to last us an indeterminate period 
and therefore we should pay no attention to the water power. 
I deny that that is the correct logic or the correct theory. I 
deny that any such theory will hold water, because coal used as 
fuel is totally consumed and can never be used again. It is 
not so with water power. When water power is used the water 
is neither despoiled in quality or diminished in quantity, and 
the falling water making its descent down the mountain side 
can be used from one turbine wheel to another and later used 
for irrigation or domestic purposes on its way to the sea. 

Some may desire to know why it is that only 6,000,000 water 
power out of a possible 28,000,000 has been developed. I think 
it is due to three distinct causes. First, the inefficient and in- 
adequate laws on the subject; second, the control of the market 
by securing franchises; and third, to the capital that develops 
water power and the concentration that exists among them 
which refuses to put any additional capital in for development 
purposes and thus place in competition additional capital with 
the capital already invested. 

As has been said, the bill provides for a 50-year lease and re- 
tnins the fee title to the water power in the Government of the 
United States. A 50-year term seems to be an agreed term. 
Eix-Secretary Fisher, present Secretary Lane, the forest reserve 
people, who have had a good deal to do with water power, and 
water-power engineers, who appeared before us, all were of the 
opinion that by retaining the fee title in the Government of the 
United States it would require a term as long as 50 years in 
order to get proper development and a proper expenditure of 
money. So I think every member of the committee, and every one 


who came before us, agreed that the 50-year term was a proper 


term. Both Secretaries of the Interior, whom I have mentioned, 
and, in fact, every one for the last 15 years by annual report, by 
public letter, by public speech and utterance, have urged the 
Congress to do something, have urged the several Congresses 
to pass a law that will really develop and protect the water 
power of the country. I repeat each Congress has heard them 


-and each Congress has turned them away. 


Let me leave a few facts with you. Twenty-eight private cor- 
porations in the West own more than 50 per cent of the water 
power developed in the West. Six of those 28 control 56 per 
cent of the water power themselves. In the State of Montana, 
and there has been some large development there, one company 
owns more than 97 per cent of all of the water power developed 
in that State. À 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman inform the committee 
as to how much of this power is developed and how much is 
under their control in undeveloped power? 

Mr. FERRIS. The hearings disclosed that the Montana 
company owns 97 per cent of all of the developed. power in 
Montana and that they hold almost as much undeveloped hold- 
ings in coal storage to head off competition as they have 
developed. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As to the instance cited previously by the 
gentleman respecting the 16 corporations, does that represent 
developed power or holdings of undeveloped power? 

Mr. FERRIS. They represent developed power, although 
they also have large holdings of undeveloped power. The Utah 
Water Power Corporation controls over 70 per cent of all of 
the power developed in Utah, and the same company owns 
about 30 per cent of all of the power developed in Colorado and 
20 per cent of that developed in Idaho. They claim to have 
and the proofs show that they have large holdings besides that. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman, some 
time before he finishes, refer to the proviso beginning in line 
22, on page 2, and ending in line 8, on page 3, for the purpose 
of explaining it? 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman does not mind, I would like 
to take that up under the five-minute rule. I am now just 
making a few general observations, and I will be glad to take 
that up with him later, when we reach it in the bill. 

I do not mention these things to alarm anybody; I do not 
mention it to inject any unfairness into the debate, but I 
merely mention it to show the pressing demand that some- 
thing be done, so that nineteen or twenty million undeveloped 
horsepower do not lie idle indefinitely because Congress fails 
to do the thing which it ought to do—to lay down an adequate, 
workable water-power policy. The hearings before the Public 
Lands Committee disclosed that some few estimated that there 
are 200,000,000 potential horsepower in all the States, but I 
think that is entirely too high and not borne out by later and 
more carefully compiled facts. 

A specification has been made up by States of where the 
power is located in the United States, and perhaps the House 
would like to know where it is. I have incorporated it, but 
will refer to it partially here. The North Atlantic States have 
2,200,000 horsepower, or 7.9 per cent of the total. The South 
Atlantic States have 2,300,000 horsepower, or 8.2 per cent of 
the total. The North Central States have 1,700,000 horsepower, 
or 6 per cent of the total. The South Central States have 
1,500,000, or 5.8 per cent of the total. The Western States 
have 20,400,000 horsepower, or 72.6 per cent of the aggregate. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 5 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I want to inquire of the gen- 
tleman, Who measured this horsepower, who ascertained what 
it is, and whether these figures are entirely reliable? 

Mr. FERRIS, The figures are from estimates and informa- 
tion gathered by the Geological Survey, put in form and com- 
piled by the Bureau of Corporations, set forth in their report 
of 1912, and also from Moody's Manual and from investigations 
made by the Department of Agriculture, which was direeted by 
congressional resolution to secure the facts. 

Mr. KENT. Aided by the Geological Survey? A 

Mr. FERRIS. And, as suggested by the gentleman from 
California, aided by the suggestions of the Geological Survey. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The aggregate results of these 
yarious investigations are to be found where? In the gentle- 
man’s report? 
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Mr. FERRIS. You can find some of it in our hearings and 
some of it in our reports, but you can get the first facts on the 
subject, and the facts from which we get these, from the 
Geological Survey, in the Interior Department, the Agricultural 
Department, from Moody's Manual, and from the Bureau of 
Corporations. I have heretofore incorporated them by tables 
and they will appear as part of my remarks. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. How long has it taken to get 
these figures? 

Mr. FERRIS. The first water power that was ever built, 
hydroelectric-power plant in the United States, was in 1890. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I mean how long has it been 
since this investigation began? 

Mr. FERRIS. The Geological Survey made a report in 1908, 
which was the initial information of value. It has been going 
on for a number of years, but this report was brought up to 
1912 by the Bureau of Corporations, and even later compiled, 
verified, and worked on by Mr. Merrill, the chief engineer of 
the water-power division of the Forestry Department. The 
greatest credit should be given these departments for their 
unstinted work. I, for myself, and my committee make grate- 
ful acknowledgement to them for their help on this work. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion? : 
` The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, 
the State of Alabama separately? 

Mr. FERRIS. I had them in the hearings, and I could turn 
to them and look them up. I have them of every State in the 
hearings, showing the exact amount of potential water power 
and the exact development of water power in every State, and, 
as I said in the beginning, of course the potential horsepower 
is not fixed. The evidence of one engineer would say that in the 
State of Alabama there was perhaps a lesser potential horse- 
power, while another might say there was a greater horse- 
- power. But you can get the best estimate of all potential power 
and can, of course, be exact as to developed horsepower. I 
have already inserted the figures the gentleman desires, and they 
will appear in my remarks. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. The gentleman’s statement and 
figures quoted are estimates as to the potential horsepower? 
Mr. FERRIS. Those I gave just now. That is both the 
navigable and nonnavigable streams. I want the House at 
least to get this fact, that 72.6 per cent of all water power, both 
navigable and nonnavigable streams, is in the western group 
of States, and in that group of States the general public has 
330,000,000 acres of public lands, and 165,000,000 acres in the 
forest reserves, so it is not a matter of minor importance with 
which we are dealing. I had called to my attention the other 
day the controversy which is going on in the city of Port- 
land between the Portland Light & Power Co. and the public 
utility board, and I find that the unearned increment on their 
plant was put into the utility board at approximately $11,- 
000,000, a site that probably left the Government at $1.25 an 
acre. I do not state that figure as a fact. It was obtained un- 
der the old law. So it is not too small a question for the best 
thinkers on either side of the House to give to the question of 
water power. The Committee on Public Lands, without throw- 
ing any bouquets to ourselves, stayed here every day during 
the holidays, with the exception of Christmas and New Year's 
Day. in an earnest consideration of this proposition, and that 
is why we are able to bring to you early in the session at least 
the result of our best conclusions based on the experience and 
opinions we could get. It was not a selfish matter; the com- 
mittee has labored unselfishly and untiringly in the matter. 
The only law on the subject of water power is the revocable 
permit law passed 15 years ago, which was only intended as a 
temporary proposition, and each Congress for the last 15 years 
fias refused to do anything more. The great majority of Con- 
gress, I think, has been willing to do it, but they have allowed 
other matters. to press in and push it aside; but that should 
no longer be done, for this is one of the largest questions with 
which this Congress can deal. 

` Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do. 
` Mr. STAFFORD, For instance, of the 72.6 per cent of avail- 
able horsepower in the Western States, to how much of that per- 
centage will this bill extend? 

Mr. FERRIS. Perhaps I can not give it, but I would say 
that of the total potential water power in the engineering esti- 
mates there are 28,000,000, and of that in the whole United 
States only 6,000,000 have been developed, leaving from nine- 
teen to twenty-two million that is in existence—that is, the 
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Can the gentleman give his figures for 


most conservative engineer says that there is in existence nine- 


teen to twenty-two million of water power running to the sea 
and totally wasted every year, and something ought to be done 
about it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That hardly answers the inquiry I pro- 
pounded to the gentleman. , 

Mr. FERRIS. I did not intend to evade in any way the gen- 
tleman’s question. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I am sure of it. I know that full well. 
What I desire to ascertain is the extent of the undeveloped or 
potential horsepower to which this bill will apply. 

Mr. FERRIS. The Geological Survey is of the opinion that 
the following is a fairly correct figure: 

The following estimates represent essentially the water-wheel in- 
stallation that could reasonably be made withont extensive storage in 


11 Western States using public lands in whole or in part for the em- 
placement of water-power plants: 


Horse- 
power re- 
maini 
undevel- 

oped. 

Arizona.. 1,850,000 1,820,000 
California 7, 500, 000 6,770,000 
Colorado. 1,400,000 | 1,240,000 
Idaho 5, 000, 000 4,870,000 
Montana 2, 750, 000 2,690,000 
Nevada 110,000 108,000 
New Mexico. 120,000 120,000 
8 k 2,750,000 2,680,000 
Washi 35 5 
— * „ * „ 
0 Fo ̃ͤ v ²˙ teaneeak 645. 


Approximate total 
Horaipecer remaining undeveloped. . 
Developed on public lan eee 


Of course, in dealing with potentive power figures of differ- 
ent engineers will always be at variance, for it is of course im- 
possible for each measurement to be the same, taking them at 
different periods of the year when the streams’ flow differ.. I 
will say that three-fourths of the 6,000,000 horsepower now. de- 
veloped is on private land and one-fourth of the 6,000,000 now 
developed is on public land. Of course, this bill is not intended 
to have to do with navigable streams or streams that properly 
come under the Board of Engineers in the War Department. 
The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Apamson] and the Interstate 
Commerce Committee brought in a bill last year, and probably 
will again, dealing with that phase of it. What we are trying 
to do, gentlemen, is to bring in a bill that will serve the interests 
of the public and at the same time will get more development 
of the power sites on the public lands and in the forest reserves 
in the West that are now lying idle and dormant. 

Mr. ADAMSON, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do. 

Mr. ADAMSON. There is one matter—I suppose I could 
look it up as easily as the gentleman, but it is easier for me 
and the members of the committee if I ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. FERRIS. I will answer if I can. 

Mr. ADAMSON. In regard to the large amount of water 
power on the public domain, does that consist mostly of small 
water-power possibilities, or are there many large propositions 
on the Federal domain? 

Mr. FERRIS. I think yòu will find it is both kinds. Prior 
to 1901 we allowed water-power sites, dam sites, to go to patent 
as parts of homesteads. In other words, the qualified home- 
steader could step up to the land office and say to the register, 
“T desire to file on the northwest corner of section 32, township 
3 north, range 15,” and he had the right to file on it. Fourteen 
months thereafter he had the same right to go back to that 
same register and pay $1.25 an acre and offer proof of resi- 
dence and get title to it. So this water-power site, worth mil- 
lions of dollars, could go fo patent and private ownership, be- 
yond control, beyond effective regulation, and without any com- 
pensation to the Government or the community other than to 
the lucky fellow who chanced to acquire it. 

Mr. ADAMSON, I think the gentleman misunderstood my 
question. I earnestly desire the development of the water 
power of the United States,. because I believe that the pros- 
perity of our country depends more largely on that than on 
anything else. 

Mr. FERRIS. I know the gentleman does. 

Mr. ADAMSON, And what E want to know is, and what the 
members of the committee want to know is, arè there many 
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large possibilities on the public domain; are the possible de- 
velopments mostly small gnes? 

Mr. FERRIS. I wish to say that Washington City to-day has 
a number of people trying to get authority to go ahead and 
improve them, and some of them are large ones. The topography 
is rough, the falls rapid, and there are both large and small 
ones. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Are they not mostly small possibilities? 

Mr. FERRIS. I should say so; but as to horsepower, I 
should say not. There is 72.6 per cent of the total power in the 
United States in the 17 Western States. 

Mr. ADAMSON. What proportion of the sites? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will put in my remarks the status of de- 
veloped and undeveloped horsepower, and I think it will serve 
the gentleman. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I am talking about what are not developed. 
How many undeveloped sites are there on the public domain 
where could be developed 40,000 or 50,000 horsepower? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will put in my remarks by States, so the 
gentleman can see it. Of course the engineers differ some in 
totals, but we can get at it pretty closely. 

Mr. KENT. In reply to the gentleman from Georgia, I will 
state that when we talk about our sites representing 40,000 
horsepower, or upwards, those are extremely large. I do not 
believe, from my knowledge of the work of those who have 
estimated these power sites, that they have taken into account 
the vast number of small power sites suitable for the domestic 
needs of a small community or a small group of people. I do 
not think that the gentleman will find that those are estimated 
at all, and there are immense numbers of them. When he talks 
about 40,000 or 50,000 horsepower he is getting into large 
figures, and I do not think there are many of those on the public 
lands, 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will my colleague yield? In my recent 
visit to California my attention was called to a large number 
of water powers in the Yosemite National Park held by some 
private companies and not developed. Can the gentleman from 
California give us some estimate of the undeveloped water 
powers in his State to which this bill will not apply by reason 
of their entry under the act of 1901? 

Mr. KENT. I can not. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will put in my remarks the developed and 
undeveloped power by States. The measurement will be by 
horsepower rather than by sites. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. In the present state of the 
science, can the gentleman tell how far water power can be 
transmitted practically by electricity? Can he tell how far it is 
being transmitted? 

Mr. FERRIS. We have the judgment of the best engineers 
in the country in these hearings. And, if the gentleman will 
pardon me, I will say that that is constantly being improved 
upon by storage batteries. When hydroelectric power was in its 
infancy it was thought that they could only carry it a short 
distance. They are constantly enlarging that, and that is one 
of the very matters that causes engineers to differ as to the 
total potential power in the country. : 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. What is it now? About how 
much? 

Mr. FERRIS. About 800 miles; or, between two and three 
hundred miles. 

Mr. KENT. I wish to say that the original high-potential 
development occurred in California. The whole thing was based 
on high voltage, and at the beginning of the development they 
found that they could successfully economically transmit power 
200 miles under very high voltage. They have continually in- 
creased the yoltage, and therefore decreased the waste, and 
thereby extended the length of feasible transmission. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I have recently read that the 
limit was 200 miles, 

Mr. KENT. It was more than that, 

Mr. FERRIS. Some of the engineers give it as 200 miles, and 
that was in my mind, but I repeat that that is the very thing 
that modern science is experimenting with, to halter this power 
and carry it to where they can use it. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. As to Niagara, can the gentle- 
man tell us how far that power is being transmitted? 

Mr. FERRIS. I guess it is not transmitted at all on this 
side, but is being used on the other side. I am not familiar with 
that. It does not come under the jurisdiction of our committee. 

Mr. STAFFORD, On both sides it is being transmitted more 
than 100 miles. ; 

Mr. FERRIS. I am not the best evidence on that, because we 
have nothing to do with Niagara. That is being investigated in 
another committee and is not under our jurisdiction, I do not 
| pretend to know much about power at Niagara. 
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Mr. COOPHR of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Michigan how far it is from Niagara Falls to Detroit? 
I ask him that question because before the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs it was repeatedly said that a proposition was then 
pending before the Canadian Parliament to permit a company 
to get its water power at Niagara Falls in order to supply elec- 
tricity to run the street cars in the city of Detroit. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Well, I would simply guess 
that the distance is something like 200 miles across. I do not 
know the exact distance. 

Mr. FERRIS. I think you will find that that is the distance 


that the engineers say you can carry it successfully. I am in- 


formed it is being carried 600 miles in California, but I do not 

know how practical it is. 

4 Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. I have ridden over it many 
mes. 

Mr. FERRIS. One of the questions that we shall have to 
fight out in committee, and shall probably have to fight out here 
in the House, is the question of whether or not the Federal 
Government owning the site and the State owning the water, 
we have the right to charge for the use of the water in the State. 
Now, there are many patriotic men in the West, conscientious 
men, and men of careful thought, who contend that the Federal 
Government ought not to charge anything because the States 
admittedly own the water and the Federal Government owns the 
site, asserting that to charge anything would impose a burden 
upon the people. ; , 

Our committee, I wish to say, has adopted no such view. No 
department of the Government has adopted any such view. 
Every department is of opinion that, at least, a sufficient charge 
ought to be made at the inception of the work to maintain and 
hold control in the Federal Government, so that the water-power 
sites may not get away into the hands of private companies 
which could and probably would oppress the people by extor- 
tionate prices. For example, in the State of California, where 
water-power development has gone on apparently faster than 
in any other State in the Union, two companies own 57 per cent 
of the water powers in the State of California. A single water- 
power company in the State of California furnishes power to a 
dozen cities for light, for traction lines, and for power. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington.. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
to the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do. ~ i 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman stated that 
two companies owned 57 per cent of the water power in the State 
of California. Does the gentleman mean the power that has 
been developed, or the power that is as yet undeveloped?’ 

Mr. FERRIS. I mean 57 per cent of the developed power. It 
is also true that they own some undeveloped power to protect 
their investment. à 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I have often seen the state- 
ment made in regard to water pòwers in my own State, to thẹ 
effect that two companies own 75 or 80 per cent of it, or a large 
proportion of it. They do own that percentage of what has 
been developed, but that is only a small fraction of what can 
be developed, which has not yet been developed. 

Mr. FERRIS. I have the figures, and I will insert them in the 
Recorp at the point where I dealt with this subject, The gen- 
tleman’s question was very timely. The two companies I ref 
to own 57 per cent of the developed water power in the State 
California. They also own a lot more which is undeveloped, 
which is held in cold storage, so to speak, for the future, for 
the purpose of beating down competition. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question 
upon the point that he was discussing before he was inter- 
rupted by the gentleman from the State of Washington [Mr. 
HUMPHREY]. The gentleman from Oklahoma claims that the 
Government has the right to charge for its property? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; I do. i 

Mr. ADAMSON. But the gentleman concedes the sovereignty 
of the State within its territories as to regulation of utilities? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; with regard to charges of royalty in the 
States, but we expressly disclaim the right to override the 
State laws in regard water or the distribution of power 
where they have a public ufility. We also disclaim any intent 
to override the irrigation laws, or to trample upon the rights 
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of the West in any way; but on the other hand, with equal 


force we maintain that it is no part of the duty of Congress 
and no part of the duty of the Federal Government to sit idly 
by and let a few corporations in a single State control all the 
Government water powers and thus enable them to charge what 
they will to consumers to run street car lines, vehicles, to light 
the streets, and to supply power to homes and industries. It 
behooves the Congress to see to it that that is not done. Of 
course, if the property is in private ownership the Government 
is helpless, but surely we have rights where the power is de- 
veloped upon Government land. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 
gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
to the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is it contemplated that this 
control which the Federal Government is to exercise over the 
water power within States is ever going to get back to the 
States themselves? 

Mr. FERRIS. As to these Government sites, it is not so con- 
templated, and I would not support this legislation if it did 
contemplate that. I am not in favor of allowing the power 
sites that belong to the Federal Government, a subject which is 
so susceptible to monopoly, ever to pass into the hands of 
private individuals, whereby they could be used to oppress and 
torture the people who need light and service at their hands. 
I do not believe you could get four votes in behalf of that propo- 
sition in this House. It has been urged here before and always 
voted down, irrespective of who urged it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Then in that case will not 
the State become half Commonwealth and half Province? 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, that is a thing that we hear on the stump 
anl read about in the newspapers. But what are the facts? 
The facts are that when you are dealing with power companies 
you are not dealing with States or States’ rights; you are deal- 
ing with greedy, thrifty corporations and companies whose net 
earnings usually reach into the millions every year. I have 
already incorporated their centralization and earnings in my 
remarks, If the gentleman will observe them, he will observe 
they are not so downtrodden. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. May I ask if the gentleman 
is aware of the fact that a large power plant in the northwest 
corner of the United States has gone into bankruptcy within 
the last few weeks? Will not the gentleman admit that it 
costs something to develop power in most of the States? 

Mr. FERRIS. Does the gentleman think that good argu- 
ment? I can cite the gentleman to the names of railroads that 
are in the hands of receivers. Yet the gentleman would not 
undertake to claim that because some railroads may get into 
the hands of receivers for that reason they should all go free 
of taxes and proper regulation in behalf of the public. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does the gentleman admit 
that the States have the right to tax them? 

Mr. FERRIS. I admit that the States can tax their own 
property within their own borders. We do not admit here 
that they can tax the property of the Federal Government, 
Now or at any time I would not support a proposition to allow 
a State to tax Government property. It would be a dangerous 
and unwarranted proposition. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, 
to me again? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMSON, I do not wish to cut the other gentleman 
off. I am simply trying to get at the facts. I am not going to 
fight the committee, I can assure the gentleman. I never fight 
Democratic committees, [Laughter.] 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman’s conduct in that respect is 
better than mine. No one can attack the regularity of the 
gentleman from Georgia. I usually support them, unless I 
am sure they are wrong; then I feel it my duty to oppose them. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman is so amiable in many other 
respects that he can afford to commit a good many sins of 
apostasy of that sort and still stand very high in the councils 
of his party. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; I thank the gentleman for his good- 
natured wit. Has the gentleman a question which he wishes 
to propound? 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman made a statement a moment 
ago when he was interrupted, and I want to understand exactly 
what the gentleman said. The gentleman was differentiating 
between what the States owned and what the Government 
owned, and stated that there was a contention that the Gov- 
ernment ought to charge for water, 


Mr. Chairman, will the 


will the gentleman yield 


Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Did the gentleman say the Government 
owned the bed of the streams? 

Mr. FERRIS. I said that the Federal Government owned 
the sites. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Of course the Federal Government owns the 
banks of the streams. Who did you say owned the bed of the 
streams? ` 

Mr. FERRIS. In nonnavigable streams, the Federal Gov- 
ernment. The State has the right to use the water. It is its 
water. It is not ours; but the land is ours, and our rights are 
clear as to our use of them. 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman means the nonnavigable 
streams in the public domain, and that the States own the 
water? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; and I may say that the nightmare and 
the bugaboo that has always existed between State control and 
Federal control is largely put at rest by the opinion of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the Chandler-Dunbar 
case, which I think decides the question for all time to come. 
It lays down the rule flat that the Federal Government has 
the right to do with its own property what it desires to do 
with it, and the will of Congress is sovereign. It is our prop- 
erty. We own the sites. We can use them. We can prescribe 
for their use; the latter is all we seek to do here. If I own 
one farm and my neighbor Jones owns the adjoining farm, I 
have the right to prescribe how my farm shall be used by my 
neighbor if he desires to use it at all. If the Federal Govern- 
ment owns a public building or a site in my congressional dis- 
trict, it has the right to control that. If it owns a power site 
in the district of the gentleman from Georgia, it has a right 
to control and to regulate that. There can be no question 
about it, and the courts have so held. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman will 
recognize a decided distinction between Federal authority over 
a public building over which it has sovereign jurisdiction, and 
its proprietary ownership of land subject to the sovereign con- 
trol of a State as to utilities. 

Mr. FERRIS. That has been an argument often advanced, 
but each time it has been put to rest by the Supreme Court 
every time it got at the question, and it decided it finally in 
the Chandler-Dunbar case. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I challenge that statement. The Supreme 
Court has never decided anything of that sort, and in the 
Chandler-Dunbar case all it decided was the old, well-recog- 
nized truth that the Federal Government has supreme control 
over the beds of navigable streams for navigation purposes, 
and those purposes only, and that when anybody else gets into 
that stream he gets in subject to the supreme right of the 
Government to do everything it desires in the bed of that 
stream for navigation without accounting to anybody. 

Mr. FERRIS. Disputes are not always fruitful or profitable, 
but I am quite sure this one will be. I ask the Members of the 
House to read the decision in the Chandler-Dunbar case. Then 
they can form their own opinion concerning it, which will be 
better than taking the opinion either of the gentleman from 
Georgia or myself? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I hope they will read it, and I have heard 
many public speakers make assertions about it who ought to 
read it and read it thoroughly. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Present company excepted. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I feel safe to rest my whole position on the 
Chandler-Dunbar case. It is a delightful decision to furnish 
balm to both sides. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Suppose the gentleman from 
Oklahoma should insert in his speech his construction of the 
Chandler-Dunbar case. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I suggest in preference that he print the 
decision. 

Mr. FERRIS. I have no objection to printing it. It was pre- 
sented in the hearings before our committee, and presented at 
length, and men were there who tried to give it the same mean- 
ing which the gentleman from Georgia now tries to give it, 
and as the result of a month’s hearing every member of the 
committee, I think, with possibly one or two exceptions, agreed 
with the Supreme Court rather than with the gentleman from 
Georgia. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has 24 minutes remaining. 

Mr. FERRIS. I am only going to consume a moment more 
time. I think the committee has done right in framing section 5, 
called the recapture clause, and I beg of Members of the * 
on both sides to read that section carefully. 
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Section 5, the so-called recapture clause, is the section of the 
bill that renders this a lease as distinct from a grant in per- 
petuity. Section 5 is the section that enables us, after the first 
lessee has had his term out, to get the property back and deal 
with it free from any claims or fetters or restraints, in the 
light of 50 years’ development. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I hope I may proceed, if the gentleman will 
pardon me. I think we have laid down the correct principle. 
The principle in a word is this—I hope the House will get this, 
because it is important—all nonperishable property, such as land, 
which increases rapidly in value, shall at the end of the term 
come back to the Federal Government at actual cost. All per- 
ishable property shall come back to the Government at the time 
the Government takes it over at its fair value. So that in the 
future, if Seattle, if Portland, if San Francisco, if Los Angeles, 
if San Diego, or any other city out there decides in the future 
to own its own light, so that an American home may be lighted 
for 40 or 50 cents a month as distinguished from four or five 
dollars a month, the city will not have to pay for a lot of inflated, 
distorted values in taking back the water power. 

I know gentlemen will hold between themselyes and the 
fire some poor pitiful homesteader, and pick his bones to try to 
inject a sympathie proposition into this, but this is not a home- 
steader’s proposition. It is the largest sort of a proposition that 
the American Congress will deal with, this question of water 
power. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I was going to yield to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY], and I yield to him now. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I wanted to ask the gentle- 
man a question, because this is a subject in which our people 
are very greatly interested, and I am trying to get the view of 
the committee upon the question. I have not had time to read 
the bill as amended. As I understand, this provides that the 
Government may recapture at the end of 50 years? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; by paying for the property. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. In our part of the country 
we have this water power developed for irrigation uses very 
largely. Say, at the end of 50 years, there had been an irriga- 
tion settlement developed under this water power and that the 
Government took it over. Suppose they could not agree with 
the men whe had it and they took it over. Would the Govern- 
ment propose to go into the irrigation business and furnish 
water to the farmers using it—to furnish water to the various 
companies and private individuals? 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, not at all. There is no intention of 
that sort at all. The gentleman is erecting scarecrows and 
chasms of trouble that will never materialize. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If that is not true, and 
the lessees fail to lease it again, what is going to become of it? 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman borrows trouble about some- 
thing that never can happen. The Government does not intend, 
at the inception or at the close, to interfere with the use of the 
water for irrigation, or to do anything more than to use some 
of the proceeds of the project to keep the irrigation going and 
further develop the project. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. As I understand the gen- 
tleman's proposition, it is this: I am asking this question because 
I want to get information. If our people are satisfied that the 
proposition in this bill is right, they are for it; but here is the 
proposition we are facing: Take for illustration the water power 
on the Columbia River. It is developed under the 50-year lease. 
As a part of that water-power development, there will be irriga- 
tion communities consisting of towns, cities, and farms, and at 
the end of 50 years, when that plant is taken over, what does the 
Government propose to do? Does it propose to take over and run 
the irrigation project; and, if not, what are the people going to 
do if the water is shut off? If you do propose to go into the 
irrigation proposition and to furnish power for private purposes, 
where do you get the authority for the General Government to 
go into the irrigation business? These are questions that I 
would like to. have answered, and I am asking them so that the 
gentleman may figure it out and answer them in a way that I 
can support the bill. 

Mr, FERRIS. The irrigationists will be in safer hands with 
their Government than with monopoly, as far as that is con- 
cerned, It will not be a question of who can be secured to run 
the plant, it will be a case of how to get rid of them. The 
gentleman from Washington raises the question that I supposed 
would be raised. In the first place, the Government is anxious 
that at the end of the term, both from the beginning to the end, 
there shall be no entangling alliances to extend beyond the 50- 
year term. If the irrigation is under the lessee of the Govern- 


ment, they do it with full knowledge of the fact that at the end 
of the 50 years 


The question comes up, whether you believe that under 
those terms you can develop irrigation. Knowing that that is 
true, do you think they would develop irrigation? 

Mr. FERRIS. I am glad the gentleman asks the question, for 
that is one of the points that I was afraid I should not bring 
out. The present law is what? It is the revocable-permit law 
of February 15, 1901, which authorizes the of the 
Interior to revoke a permit without a moment’s notice, com- 
pensation to permittee, or any other consideration. Instead of 
that this bill gives them a positive fixed term of 50 years, which 
will induce capital to come out and develop the balance of the 
gentleman’s sparsely settled country. I may say that there is 
in this city now, and has been all this winter, a gentleman from 
the gentleman’s own State and city, I think, who is urging this 
bill with the idea that it will develop the water power in his 
country. He seems to be a good man and a patriotic man. To 
be sure, he wants more than I think the House will give him, 
but he knows what he is talking about, and he is anxious to have 
this bill passed in order to develop your country. I think it 
will be a great blessing for the country. I have no doubt that 
under this law the West will get a great development. The gen- 
tleman's question is a proper one. If we are selling a razor that 
will not shave, you want to know it and Congress wants to know 
it. Some selfish water-power people who appeared before us said 
that it would not work; said that they could not develop and 
could not borrow money under it. But we always hear that 
said by people when they want to get something from the Goy- 
ernment they are not entitled to. These power people, with 
their spurious State rights claims, have held on to the coat 
tails of the Government for all these years. But the unbiased, 
patriotic men that came before us say that they can develop the 
water power of the country under this bill, and they are anxious 
to get decent laws passed. I am willing to do all I can for early 
development. There is nineteen or twenty million potential 
horsepower lying idle, running from the mountain side to the sea 
idly, a tetal waste of that immense power. And the people who 
own the 6,000,000 horsepower already developed have a monopoly 
without competition or control. I do not want that condition to 
prevail. I do not want the Federal Government to sit idly by 
under lax laws that are not workable and let a monopoly grow up. 

Mr. Walter L. Fisher, ex-Secretary of the Interior, in each 
annual report during his incumbency pleaded for Congress to 
do something. Secretary Lane in each annual report pleaded 
with Congress to do something. He has stood in the forefront 
urging Congress to do something. The President has urged 
it. Every executive officer who knew anything about condi- 
tions has urged it for the last 15 years. Congress has heard 
them, but has done nothing to remedy it. It is unpardonable 
neglect to further let the interests of the country wither for 
want of intelligent action. The bill expressly disclaims any 
disposition or any intent to interfere with irrigation or to 
override the State laws or to override the water rights or 
trample upon your western development in any way. On top 
of that we provide that the proceeds from the royalty and 
charges made shall go into the reclamation fund so that your 
reclamation projects shall not wither and die. What do you 
want? Do you not want your resources developed? Do you 
still want to haggle and quibble over an imaginary doctrine 
called State rights? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Certainly. ; 

Mr. ADAMSON. There is one question that does not involve 
a dispute about the Supreme Court. I have not bothered my- 
self much about public-land laws, because the gentleman from 
Oklahoma has been here and I always went to him for informa- 
tion, and I was willing to take it that way. But the gentleman 


uses the words “ irrigation” and “ water power.” Does he use 
them in the same connection? 

Mr. FERRIS. How is that? 

Mr. ADAMSON. The gentleman used “irrigation” and 


“water power” in the same connection a few moments ago. I 
want to know if he means that all of these large projects ought 
to be utilized for irrigation rather than hydroelectricity. 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, water power is used in irrigation. 
Mr. ADAMSON. They are used together? 
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Mr. FERRIS. Yes. On the bald, barren, worthless lands, as 
bald as the top of the table, if they can get cheap power and 
pump water out of the earth and out of the streams and put 
it upon the lands they will convert them into a paradise as dis- 
tinct from a desert. You only have to go to California, along 
that strip on the coast, to corroborate that statement. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I wanted the gentleman to explain to the 
committee that fact—that they generate electricity and run a 
pump with it and then water the land. 

Mr. FERRIS. That is it. That is one of the very important 
uses it has among the small projects. While out in the West 
this summer we passed over millions of acres of land that are 
not worth anything as they now stand. We went right over 
along that little fringe along the coast of California, and we 
found the most beautiful productive country in the world, but if 
Fou step four feet outside of the irrigable area you get into the 
midst of white sand that would not produce anything. I am 
trying to get this legislation through so that nineteen or twenty 
million horsepower of water power may be developed, so that 
you will not be in the act of irrigating a few acres, but many, 
many acres instead, I am trying to get this bill through so that 
you will put something into competition with the centralized 
water power already in existence so that American homes may 
be lighted for half what it now costs to light them. I want to 
furnish power to the irrigator for one-half of what he now has 
to pay for it, water to the American farmer for half what he 
has to pay for it now, power to run your traction lines and 
other vehicles propelled by electricity for a reduced figure; and 
I believe it will be an everlasting blessing to the West. I fear 
you westerners are opposed to a law that will help you; you 
are contending for fee patents, and it is certain you can not get 
them. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Les. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
away from Seattle— 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, we will wander back there. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; let us wander back 
now. The gentleman mentioned a gentleman some time ago as 
coming from Seattle; and, of course, the mere fact that he is 
from Seattle is sufficient guaranty of his standing and repu- 
tation. We are both interested in the one particular proposition 
of whether or not we can develop anything under this bill. 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; that is an important question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Of course that is all there 
is to it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, not all. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It is the most important 


Mr. Chairman, will the 


Before you get too far 


one. 

Mr. FERRIS. Do not go too far afield. I am not willing to 
give the water-power sites away to get development, and I hope 
the gentleman is not. ; 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. To do what? 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman just stated more than he in- 
tended to. He stated it was the only question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I said a most important 
purpose of this bill is to insure the development of the power. 

Mr. FERRIS. I am not so sure that it ought to be put that 
way. It is important. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Well, it is important. 
The question I want to ask is this: Did this gentleman, to whom 
the gentleman has referred, say that he could develop the water 
power under this bill as it stands? 

Mr. FERRIS. With very few modifications, he did; yes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I was interested in that 
because I heard this bill discussed for several days at Portland 
when they had that meeting down there, and we found no one 
there who had capital or any prospective capital that would 
do it. What are the few modifications? 

Mr. FERRIS. I want to get to that Portland meeting in a 
moment, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I would like to know those 
modifications. 

Mr. FERRIS. He left a marked bill with me. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Are they in the bill now? 

Mr. FERRIS. No; I think perhaps some of his ideas were 
yielded to, but not all of them. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. SINNOTT. The gentleman has referred to the Chandler- 
Dunbar case. 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I would like to call the gentleman's atten- 
tion to the opinion of ex-Secretary Fisher, on page 40 of the 


hearings. It is very brief, just four lines, and it is in response 
to a question which I put to the Secretary. P 

Mr. FERRIS. I will not have time to take that up. I will 
let the gentleman take it up in his own time. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I would like to get it into your remarks at 
this time. 

Mr. FERRIS. I hope the gentleman will wait. 

Mr. SINNOTT. As the gentleman has called that to our 
attention. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will make the admission that I will stand on 
any version or construction that Mr. Fisher puts on the Chand- 
ler-Dunbar case. That ought to be sufficient to satisfy the gen- 
tleman. I do not want a fragment of anyone's position put in 
my remarks. 

Mr. SINNOTT. It is only four lines. 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not want the gentleman to inject that in 
now. I know what Secretary Fisher said. He says that the 
Chandier-Dunbar case puts an end to this water-power matter 
once and for all, and he and the gentleman from Oregon do not 
agree on it at all. 
$ Mr. SINNOTT. Let me read what he said. 

nes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I decline to yield for that purpose. The gen- 
tleman can put it in in his own time. If the gentleman will put 
it all in, I will be glad to have him do it. The gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY] a moment ago called attention 
to the fact that out in Portland this summer they held a meet- 
— 5 oa that they were all of one mind, and no one favored 
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Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Oh, no; I did not say that. 

Mr. FERRIS. What was the statement? Let the gentleman 
make the statement and I will act on it just as he makes it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I said we found no one 
out there who had any capital to invest who was in favor of it. 
There were a lot of them out there who were in favor of the 
bill. The Government sent a number of gentlemen out there 
who urged the bill, and the departments were represented, and 
we had some distinguished Senators there who were very much 
in favor of the bill. 

Mr. FERRIS. I misunderstood the gentleman. I desire to 
address myself, then, to that part of the convention who are not 
for it. Those gentlemen who say they want to get the best 
water-power proposition are a good deal like some of the settlers 
down in my country. In my country we sell Indian lands to 
settlers at so much per acre and require them to make home- 
stead entry therefor. Every few months the settlers get to- 
gether and pass a unanimous resolution that all payments to 
the Indians ought to be canceled and that they have their land 
for nothing. It is with that same kind of unanimity they look 
upon this proposition, and when these water-power people get 
together it is remarkable with what unanimity they arrive 
at the conclusion that the Federal Government ought to turn 
over these water powers for nothing, without charge and with- 
out regulation. I hope the gentleman from Washington will 
not advocate that. I am so sure the Government will do no 
such thing, no matter who advocates it, and it ought not to. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman permit a 
question? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does the Federal Government 
really have this water power to lease? å 

Mr. FERRIS. They have the sites, without which there 
could be no power development. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. But here is a proposition to 
take advantage of the Commonwealths and to make portions of 
them mere provinces; to deliberately choke the Western States 
into an acceptance of this proposition 

Mr. FERRIS. Not at all. I have never observed any legisla- 
tion that sought to choke the Western States. Every court- 
house door in the Union stands ajar, and the gentleman and his 
friends can enter there and see to it that the Federal Govern- 
ment does not choke him or them. I believe the Federal Goy- 
ernment wants to help you, and I believe you gentlemen in a 
few years will realize that this bill wants to help you rather 
than to throttle you. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does not the gentleman 
stand here and say that because the United States Government 
owns sites adjacent to rivers it proposes to take charge of the 
water in those rivers which does not belong to the Government? 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman does not say that, but says 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does it not mean you are 
legislating for 11 of the Western States in such a way as to 


Mr. FERRIS. Not at all; for the West we have all had the 
greatest concern and consideration. Most of the Public Lands 
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Committee are, from A to Z, patriotic, good men from the West. 
They are for the West, and I am with them when they are right, 
and it is my duty to be against them when they are wrong. I 
would like to have the people in my State have everything they 
want. Every county in my district would like to have a public 
building, and every hamlet there would like to have a public 
building; but I could not stand here for a moment and advance 
such a proposition and say that should be done. 

Let me add one sentence more, and then I am through. 
Water power, the use of hydroelectric power, is only 25 years 
old. The first hydroelectric plant ever built was in 1890 out in 
Colorado. The law passed on the question of water-power sup- 
ply 15 years ago is inadequate; it was not sufficient then, and 
is more inefficient to-day. Every department since then has 
urged Congress to change it. We have brought in a bill that 
will correct it. We think it lays down the correct principle. We 
have brought in a bill which we think will develop the arid West. 
We have brought in a bill which we think will help the people in 
every American home who have to use an electric light, to 
every man who rides on the street cars, to every man who 
wants the streets lighted cheaply by fair competition, who 
wants irrigation at a reduced price. Practically the same Dill 
was passed last Congress; let us pass it again that this impor- 
tant matter may not longer be neglected. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman reserves two minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I do not in general debate 
propose to discuss in great detail the provisions of the pending 
hill, for such discussion will be more profitable when we come to 
consider it under the five-minute rule. At this time I shall con- 
fine myself to a discussion of the general principles underlying 
the bill. Some such discussion I believe should be had at this 
time because of the determined opposition of the officials of some 
Western States and certain electric-power companies to legis- 
lation of this character. 

Although the primary purpose of this bill and other bills which 
will follow it is to unlock the resources upon the public domain in 
our public-land States and open them to development as rapidly 
as such resources can be utilized by the public, it must be ad- 
mitted that there is a very considerable opposition to the bills 
from the very States which will be benefited by their passage. 
This opposition I believe can be ascribed to the following causes: 

Misrepresentation to the people of the States affected as to 
the policy of the Government in the handling of its publie lands. 

Misrepresentation as to the rights of the public-land States 
in the lands still a part cf the national domain. 

Erroneous opinions as to the right and power of the Govern- 
ment to deal with its lands in the manner proposed in these bills. 

A misunderstanding as to the character of the power sought to 
be exerted in these bills. 

An honest belief by many that we are attempting to interfere 
with the sovereign rights of States. 

I shall discuss these various propositions in the hope that such 
discussion may be of some aid in arriving at a correct under- 
standing of these bills and in removing some of the opposition, at 
least, which exists. 

Preliminary to such discussion it may be well to state just 
what policies are proposed in the pending bill: = 

First. The Secretary of the Interior is empowered to lease t 
any qualified applicant under the act any of the public lands of 
the United States, except lands in national parks and military 
and naval reseryations, for a period not longer than 50 years for 
the purpose of constructing thereon all necessary works for the 
development and transmission of hydroelectric power. 

Second. That at the end of the 50-year term the lease may be 
renewed under such terms and conditions as may be authorized 
by then existing applicable laws, or the properties dependent in 
whole or in part for their usefulness on the continuance of the 
lease and which may have been acquired by any lessee acting 
under the provisions of the act, may be taken over by the Govern- 
ment upon payment of the actual cost of lands, water rights, 
rights of way, and so forth, purchased by the lessee and used in 
the business, and the reasonable value of all the other property 
taken over, excluding any franchise value or any other intangible 
element, or in case the lease is not renewed or the property taken 
over by the Government a new lease may be made to a third 
party upon payment by him to the original lessor of the value 
of the property as above enumerated. 

Third. That for the use and occupancy of the lands included 
in the lease the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to specify 
in the lease and to collect charges therefor, which charges in all 
cases when the power is generated upon the lands leased may be 
measured by the power produced. 

Fourth, The gross proceeds from the leases are to be paid into 
the reclamation fund, and after they have been once used and 
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returned to the fund, as provided by the reclamation act, 50 

per cent of the same shall be paid to the State within the bound- 

aries of which the power is developed, to be used by such State 

the building of roads or support of its educational institu- 
ons. 

Fifth. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to permit 
entry under applicable land laws upon all lands reserved for 
water-power purposes in all cases where such purpose will not 
be materially injured by such entry, upon the condition that all 
such entries shall be subject to the right of the United States 
and its lessees to use any part of said lands necessary for water- 
power development, tranmission, and so forth. 

Sixth. The principal remaining features of the bill are those 
relating to the control of the development and of rates to be 
charged to the public. I will not enumerate these different pro- 
visions now. Generally speaking, however, I will say that every 
one of these provisions is only such as a private individual 
would have a right to make in leasing his private property, in 
the absence of any conflict with State or Federal law, and that 
question of conflict I shall take up later. 

Taking up these various propositions in their order, I assert 
that every one of them is within the constitutional powers of 
Congress and in the public interest. The principal opposition 
is to the policy of leasing these water powers upon the public 
domain. It is asserted by our opponents that this power does 
not exist; that while we may possibly have the right to with- 
3 public lands from disposition, we have no right to lease 

nem. 

Notwithstanding the assertion of some western gentlemen, 
this proposition is not even open to argument. The Supreme 
Court of the United States has settled it In numerous cases. Our 
power to lease public lands was expressly decided in the case 
of the United States against Gratiot (14 Pet., 526), which in- 
volved the leasing of lead mines upon public lands in Indian 
Territory. The power was upheld in plainest terms; and from 
that time to the present, wherever the question was presented to 
the court—and it has arisen many times in various forms—the 
power has been upheld. 

I will cite only a few of them: In the case of Light against 
United States (220 U. S. Rep., 536) the Supreme Court said: 

The Nation is an owner and has made Congress the principal agent 
to dispose of its property. 

In Butte City Water Co. against Baker (196 U. S., 126) the 
court said: 

b e i 
VFC 

In Camfield against United States (167 U. S., 524) the court 
sald: 


The Government has with r t to its own land the rights of an 
ordinary proprietor to maintain its possession and pees trespassers. 
It may deal with such lands precisely as an ordinary individual may 
deal with his farming property. 

Again, in Stearns against Minnesota (179 U. S., 243)— 

The United States can prohibit absolutely or fix the terms on which 
its property may be used; as it can withhold or reserve the land, it can 
do so indefinitely. 

Now, gentlemen of the committee, it is not necessary to refer 
to the Chandler-Dunbar case which has been discussed this after- 
noon. That related wholly, as was stated, to navigable streams; 
but the power of Congress to legislate with reference to its own 
public lands is expressly settled in the cases that I have cited, 
irrespective of what the proper construction of the Chandler- 
Dunbar case may be. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I wondered if the gentleman had found any 
decision—and I am asking for information on this—defining the 
meaning of the phrase in our Western States’ constitutions and 
enabling acts preventing a State from interfering with the Goy- 
ernment’s “ primary disposal ” of soil? Is there any restrictive 
meaning attached to the phrase “primary disposal” or the 
word “primary”? I have not been able to find any decision on 
that, and I thought that possibly the gentleman might have 
done so. 

Mr. LENROOT. I doubt very much whether there is any 
decision on it; but it is entirely clear to me that the word 
primary“ is used in these different enabling acts as meaning 
that they will not interfere with the jurisdiction of the United 
States or lay any claim to any of these lands so long as the title 
remains in the Government. That is what I understand by the 
meaning of the word “ primary.” 

Mr. SINNOTT, I had in my mind—is there any distinction 
between the disposal of the soil and the primary disposal of soil 
or public land? In other words, is the word “primary” used 
in connection 
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Mr. LENROOT. Only for this purpose; it might have been 
open to the construction that they would claim no control over 
any land that was owned by the Government at the time the 
State was admitted into the Union, and therefore the word 
„primary“ was used so as to retain the jurisdiction and right 
of control upon the part of the State in the public land after the 
Government had parted with its title. 

Mr. KENT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. KENT. I would like to ask the gentleman if, in his 
mind, this matter of primary disposal, so called, does not form 
the foundation of the abstract of title? If the land was dis- 
posed of by the Federal Government to the State, is not that the 
foundation of the abstract of title? 

Mr. LENROOT. That is probably true. And further reply- 
ing to the question of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. SIN- 
xorr}, I shall refer to the enabling act that he mentions later, 
but even though I am wrong in any degree with respect to my 
interpretation of that language, the most that was done in any 
of those cases was a surrender upon the part of the State to 
any claim in the public land. But I undertake to say that if 
there had been none of the ordinances that were enacted by 
the various Western States at the time they were admitted into 
the Union, the law would have been exactly the same, because 
they did not have any title, so far as I know, to surrender, un- 
Jess it be some of the Spanish land grants to the land within 
their borders. 

It being established that the United States has the right to 
lease its lands, it follows as a necessary incident that it also 
has the right to fix the terms of the lease and the rentals to be 
charged. 

At the expiration of the term it has, of course, the right to 
renew the lease, and it also has the right to lease it to a third 
party at the end of the term upon the payment to the original 
lessee of the value of his property in the manner and to the ex- 
tent that the parties have agreed upon in the making of the 
lease. It is strenuously contended that the Government would 
not have the right to take over the property at the end of the 
term and itself operate it. I shall not attempt to argue that 
question, because it is unnecessary to do so. No lessee is 
harmed, if the power does not exist, for his property can not be 
taken away from him without just compensation, and the provi- 
sion for the taking over of the property by the Government 
would merely be inoperative if the power did not exist. It 
could still renew the lease or lease it to a third party upon pay- 
ing the lessee for his property. 

Granted, then, as it must be, that we have the power to lease, 
to fix the term and the rentals, the only remaining question of 
power is as to the various provisions in the bill for the regula- 
tion and control of the lessee in his development of power. 2 

The bill provides that provision shall be made for the diligent 
development and continuous operation of the water power, sub- 
ject to market conditions; that the lessee shall at no time con- 
tract for the delivery to any one consumer of electrical energy 
in excess of 50 per cent of the total output, except upon the 
written consent of the Secretary of the Interior; that when the 
electric power enters into interstate commerce the regulation 
of rates and control of issue of stocks and bonds shall be vested 
in the Secretary of the Interior or committed to such body as 
may be provided by Federal statute; that physical combinations 
of plants or lines may be permitted by the Secretary of the 
Interior, but forbids monopolies or agreements in restraint of 
trade; that sale of power shall not be made to a. distributing 
company for a period of longer than 30 days without the con- 
sent of the Secretary of the Interior; that no encumbrance or 
lien shall be placed upon the property without the consent of 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

That when a State has not proyided a commission or other 
authority having power to regulate rates and service of elec- 
trical energy and the issue of stocks and bonds by a lessee, such 
regulation shall be vested in the Secretary of the Interior or 
such other body as may be authorized by Federal statute until 
the State shall provide a commission or authority having this 
power, 

These are the provisions concerning regulation which have so 
much troubled some of our western friends. They assert we 
here invade the province of the State and seek to deprive it of 
its powers. Nothing could be further from the truth. No power 
is here asserted that a private individual could not insert in a 
lease of a private water-power site which he owned. We are 
not here legislating in our- capacity as sovereign, but as a pro- 
prietor of lands which we own. We authorize the making of a 
contract, and the lessee: enters into contractual relations with 
the Government, agreeing to do certain things. > 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether the 
gentleman cares to be interrupted or not. 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; I will permit an interruption. ; 

Mr. MONDELL. He has just made a statement that struck 
me as being rather extreme. I think his statement was that 
the Federal Government attempts nothing in this bill that a 
private owner could not attempt. 

Mr. LENROOT. Concerning these provisions for regulation, 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is aware that in all of the 
States to which this applies no power company need do business 
with the private owner. They can invoke the power of eminent 
domain and pay for the property. 

Mr. LENROOT. What has that to do with the proposition 
I have stated? 

Mr. MONDELL. It limits absolutely any power on the part 
of a private owner to put any such conditions in a lease. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman does not get my point at all, 
although he is a very intelligent gentleman. I stated this, and 
I will put just his case: If a water-power company in the West 
chooses to deal with a private owner instead of exercising its 
power of eminent domain over the property belonging to the 
private owner, that private owner could make that contract 
with the water-power company and put every proposition in his 
lease that we propose to put in our lease, and they would be 
valid in the absence of conflict with State laws. 

Mr. MONDELL. I think they would be valid in the lease, 
but I think the court would set it aside as being contrary to the 
best public policy. 

Mr. LENROOT. What one? 

Mr. MONDELL. To allow the owner of a tract of land to 
make as condition for the use of that tract of land, which might 
be an important use, the absolute control of the property. In 
other words, practically confiscate it. 

Mr. LENROOT. It is a matter of contract and agreement. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman knows that no such condi- 
tion would arise by reason of the fact that under our laws the 
power company, or any user of water for a beneficial purpose, 
simply proceeds to condemn if he can not make fair terms. 

Mr, LENROOT. I am sorry if I can not get the gentleman 
to grasp the point I am trying to make. The gentleman and 
others in the West attempt to make the West believe that we 
are exercising our sovereign capacity to legislate in the making 
of these provisions, while I am asserting that we are entering 
into contractual relations with the lessee, and it does not in- 
volve legislating in our sovereign capacity at all. For instance, 
I said the private individual would have the right to make 
exactly the same kind of a contract, and he would, notwith- 
standing the statement of the gentleman from Wyoming. For 
instance, A might own a water-power site and in leasing it 
make a contract with the lessee as one of the terms of the lease 
that the rates to be charged for the power developed should be 
fixed by a board until such time as the State government should 
exercise its power of regulation of such rates. The lease might 
contain an agreement that the property should not be encum- 
bered without the consent of the lessor, and so of all of the 
various provisions contained in the bill. We do not undertake 
to legislate upon these matters in our sovereign capacity but 
as a proprietor only; but we choose to exercise our power as 
such proprietor to protect the public interest to the fullest extent 
possible; but if any of these provisions concerning regulation 
and control of power wholly within a State should come in any 
way in conflict with the laws of the State, then I am frank to 
say that, in my opinion, the law of the State would control, and 
the provisions, so far as they are in conflict with the State law, 
will be inoperative and void, and any attempt to enforce such 
provisions by the Government could be successfully defended 
against in any court by the lessee by invoking the superior 
authority of the State law. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman only mentioned one or two 
of the conditions in the bill. Will the gentleman say that in the 
case of a private owner he could make and enforce a con- 
tract under lease under which it should be provided that though 
the State had a public service commission and was fixing rates 
the power of that public service commission would cease 
and be of no effect if the company ran a wire across a State 
line? Would that be enforceable. 

Mr. LENROOT. That brings up a question that the gentle- 
man is very well aware we have thoroughly thrashed out in 
this House at different times, with relation to the right to 
control the issue of stocks and bonds in companies engaged in 
interstate commerce. It is exactly the same question of attempt- 
ing to control the issue of stocks and bonds of railroads, and if 
we have that power, which is strongly asserted by some of 
the best lawyers in the United States and in this House—al- 
though it is denied by others, it is true—and if we have the 
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power in the case of railroads we have the same power in the 
case of hydroelectric companies when they become engaged in 
interstate commerce. 

Mr. MONDELL. Assuming, of course, that the running of a 
power line across a State line is an act of interstate commerce. 

Mr. LENROOT. I would be unwilling to argue this question 
upon any other assumption, because it is so clear that it is inter- 
state commerce when it crosses a State line that I do not think 
it is open to argument, 

In private leases it not infrequently happens that leases con- 
tain provisions perfectly valid when made, but become inopera- 
tive through the subsequent enactment of laws based upon the 
police power of the State. 

I now wish to take up the causes of the opposition of many 
people in the West to this bill—I stated in opening what I 
believed was the cause of much opposition—deliberate misrep- 
resentation as to the policy of the Government in the handling 
of its public lands. Last September there was held at Port- 
land, Oreg., a Western States water-power conference. At this 
conference, participated in by governors and delegates from 
most of the public-land States, resolutions were adopted which 
I shall discuss a little later, but I now wish to call attention to 
some of the speeches made at that conference to show how the 
policy of the Government is being misrepresented to the people 
of the West. 

Senator S{moor, of Utah, was one of the delegates to that con- 
vention. I shall not indulge in any criticism of the Senator, 
mindful of the fact that it would be unparliamentary to do so. 
I shall merely make one or two quotations from his speech at 
this conference. He said: 

If the Ferris bill should become a law, it would be but the second 
step in establis as a Government policy the leasing of the re- 
mainder of the public domain. Do you want your children to be 
tenants of the Government or home-owning citizens. 

Again: 

What would our fathers say if they could see the operation of, this 
system by which the free citizens are to be transformed into tenants 
and permittees of the Federal Government, lorded over and taxed 
without their consent by prefects sent from Washington. 

Senator Thompson, of Oregon (a State senator), said: 


They are tyin g up our resources by this slow but sure process, the 
firat steps of which is the leasing of water power, and the second step 
will bè the leasing of the rest of the domain and the bottling up of 
the entire State. 

Now, the fact is that instead of tying up the agricultural re- 
sources of public-land States and preventing citizens from secur- 
ing homes, exactly the reverse is true. There is nothing in any 
legislation now pending, or so far as I know in contemplation 
by anyone, that by the wildest imagination could be con- 
strued as an indication that the policy of the Government was 
looking toward a citizen tenantry instead of a citizen home 
owner. Every acre of land withdrawn because of its mineral 
value is open to homestead entry, and full title passes from 
the Government to the homesteader except the mineral deposits 
designated in the withdrawal. It is true that a man can not 
file a homestead entry for the purpose of securing a coal mine 
or an oil well, and much as some people would like that to be 
possible they may as well give up any hope of that character 
for it never will be permitted. 

We hear much about the bottling up of the West, but a very 
small proportion of what we hear has any foundation in fact. 
The only possible ground for complaint is in our forest reserves, 
but that situation is being rapidly improved, for any injustice 
which may exist lies not in the policy of the law but in the 
administration of it. But there can be little ground for just 
complaint even there when we consider the vast areas of land 
in these public-land States now open for entry under the 
public-land laws. 

I want to call to the attention of my friend from Wyoming 
[Mr. Monpetr.] and those other gentleman who say that the 
Federal Government has bottled up all the public lands of the 
West, that the area of the State of Wyoming is in round num- 
bers 62,000,000 acres. On July 1 of last year there were in 
this State alone nearly 31,000,000 acres of unappropriated, un- 
reserved public lands, or nealy one-half of the area of the 
State. Utah has an area of 96,000,000 acres. On July 1 it had 
31,000,000 acres of public land unreserved and unappropriated. 
Colorado has an area of 66,000,000 acres. On July 1 last it had 
over 17,000,000 acres of public land unreserved and unappro- 

priated. I will not take the time to go through the list of all 
the public-land States, but anyone interested can secure the in- 
formation by examining the last report of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. 

Moreover, the number of homesteads taken has been greater 
in the last three years than at any other period in the history 
of the Government, During that period 139,319 homestead en- 


tries have been allowed, which is a greater number than had 


been allowed during any five-year period previous to that time. 
There were more acres patented last year under homestead 
entries than there were for the entire seven years from 186S— 
when the homestead bill was passed—to 1875. 

In view of this record it is difficult to conceive how anyone 
can in good faith make the statement that we propose to re- 
verse the policy of the Government and make the people of the 
public-land States tenants instead of home owners. 

The only thing that we are attempting to reserve Government 
title to is certain mineral deposits in lands and water-power 
sites. This very bill now pending provides for homestead entry 
upon water-power sites, but for agricultural use only. The 
reservation of use for a water-power site will deprive no man 
of a home. Men do not build homes on dams. ‘The reservation 
of minerals deprives no man of a home. Men do not build homes 
in a coal mine nor in an oil well. We propose to lease nothing 
that can be utilized for homes. True, we may deprive some 
citizens of the opportunity to get rich quick through grabbing 
these valuable sites and mineral deposits, but they are not, as a 
rule, the struggling pioneer, the man with his little family, 
seeking a home. 

And let me say, in passing, right here, on a point that has 
been referred to a number of times, that we claim the power 
under this bill to exact rental in excess of the value of the 
water-power site. I want to call the attention of this committee 
to the fact that Secretary Lane, in the hearing before our com- 
mittee at the last session, cited one instance alone where 
a hydroelectric company valued its water-power site at 
$26,000,000. 

Another cause for the mistaken sentiment of the West is the 
misrepresentation indulged in as to the rights of the public- 
land States to the public lands within their borders. 

The fact is that the people of the various States have no 
right to the public lands within their borders; these lands be- 
long to the people of the United States, not to the people of any 
particular State, and it is our duty to administer them for the 
best interests of the people. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
allow me to interrupt him right there? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Idaho? 

Mr. LENROOT. Les. ` 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Will the gentleman admit that the 
people residing in those States have a better right to those 
lands than the people residing in other States who do not care 
to go there to avail themselves of those opportunities? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; but they have the same right to avail 
themselves of those lands. The man in Massachusetts, for 
example, has the same right to go to Idaho and enter public 
land as one of your own citizens has any reason to have. 

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. He has the same right, of course; but 
he can not get any benefit from it unless he goes there. 

Mr. LENROOT. A citizen of Massachusetts is as free to 
obtain a homestead in Wyoming as is a citizen of Wyoming. 
We believe that the public lands should, wherever possible, be 
devoted to the making of homes, and that such policy is the best 
for all the people of the United States. It is true that in the 
Eastern States we have made no distinction between the passing 
of title of the public lands to secure homes and the passing of 
title for speculation or for the benefit of monopoly. But because 
those who have gone before us have been remiss in their duty, 
have improperly administered their trust, is no reason why we 
should make the same mistake. But more than that, the people 
of every one of these public-land States have by solemn, ordi- 
nance expressly renounced any and all claim to the public lands 
within their borders—I shall not take the time to cite all of 
them, but only one or two by way of illustration. 

In the constitution of the State of Wyoming, adopted in 1889, 
is found this language: , 

he; 
Krad cio all might — tie Soothe N jands 
lying within the boundaries thereof. 

It is also provided in the constitution that this, together with 
certain other provisions, shall be irrevocable without the consent 
of the United States and the people of Wyoming. 

The constitution of the State of Utah, adopted in 1895, pro- 
vides, in part, as follows : 


The follo 1 shall be Popa ror without the consent of 
the pata Pian and the people of this State 


plural marriages are 

8 The people inhabiting th NP Atte do affirm and declare that 
‘orever 

lying within the bo 


=~ t and title to the unappropriated public 


es hereof, 
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In view of the solemn obligation entered into by the people 
in the various States at the time those States were admitted 
into the Union, and in view of the fact that it was made a 
condition of their admission to the Union, it does not lie well 
in their mouths at this time and at this day to claim before 
the Congress of the United States that the lands within the 
States ought to belong to the people of the States and that they 


have the right to them. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, much has been said about the right of these 
public-land States to equality of treatment with the Eastern 
States. If they mean by that that if 50 years and more ago 
there was mismanagement of the public domain in the Eastern 
States such mismanagement should also prevail in the Western 
States, I can not follow them, nor will that idea be followed 
by the intelligent, patriotic men of the West. But while they 
cry out that they are being discriminated against they are 
asking us to do for them what has never been done for any 
Eastern States. They have asked Congress to turn over to 
those States all the public lands within their borders. That 
mus never been done for any Eastern State. In the water- 
power conference held last September, which I have referred to, 
they ask Congress to make all public lands subject to the right 
of eminent domain, That has never been granted to any East- 
ern State. Others ask that all or the greater portion of the 
proceeds of public lands be paid to the States in which the lands 
are situated. That has never been done for any Eastern State. 
In fact, we are now more liberal to the Western States than 
we have been to the Eastern States. Until very recently all of 
the proceeds of public lands with the exception of 5 per cent 
went into the General Treasury. Now it goes into the recla- 
mation fund, for the benefit of the West. This very bill now 
pending gives 50 per cent of the proceeds, of these leases to the 
State in which the property is situated as soon as it is repaid 
into the reclamation fund, after once being used. 

Again, some very able men in the West believe that we are 
attempting to control and appropriate the water in the streams 
of the West. If there was any foundation for such belief from 
the language of the bill which passed the House last session, 
there is none in this bill, for we not only disclaim expressly any 
interference with water rights which now exist, but we make it 
clear that the charges to be imposed are rentals for the land 
used, which, when the power itself is generated upon public 
land, may be measured by the power produced. Here we exer- 
cise the right of a private proprietor to base the charge upon 
anything they choose, and the only distinction between our pro- 
prietorship and that of a private individual is that if it was 
private property a power company could condemn it under the 
right of eminent domain, but they can not do so as long as it 
belongs to the United States. 

Much has also been said about the leasing policy depriving the 
States of taxes. Just the contrary is true, Development under 
a leasing policy will open up new avenues of taxation. It is 
well settled in the courts that the States may tax all improve- 
ments upon the land that are personal property; they may tax 
the output of the mine; they may tax the leasehold interest; or 
they may, through a State income tax, tax the income of the 
lessees of the Government. This leasing policy will increase 
the taxation revenues of the State, and, more than that, the 
entire proceeds from the leased properties go to the development 
and upbuilding of these public-land States. 

Why have we put in this bill provision for the control and 
regulation of rates and service in certain cases? In the first 
place, in so far as interstate commerce is concerned, we have 
the right in our sovereign capacity to regulate those matters, 
and so long as we do not exercise that right as a sovereign we 
may do so as a proprietor in the manner provided in this bill. 
There can be no conflict of authority, then. So far as purely 
State business is concerned, we only propose to regulate when 
the State fails to do so. Just as soon as the State acts and regu- 
lates them we withdraw by the terms of the bill from the field. 
Most of the States now have commissions to regulate these 
corporations, but some have not. The State of Utah is one 
that has no regulation whatever. 

And let me say right here, with respect to the State of Utah, 
that some of the most determined opposition to this legislation 
comes from that State, including its governor and other officials. 
The State of Utah makes no attempt to control any public-service 
corporation within its boundaries. It has no public utilities 
commission, and when they ask us to turn over the public lands 
within the State of Utah to be administered under the State 
Jaws they ask us to turn over the public lands of Utah to that 
great power monopoly which exists in the State of Utah to-day, 
because under the laws of Utah as they exist to-day that power 
company could then condemn these very lands under the right 
of eminent domain, 


‘for all the West. 


I have now covered, I believe, the principal provisions of the 
bill. I sincerely hope that it will become a law at this session. 
It will open up the resources of the West to legitimate develop- 
ment and prove a blessing to its people. True, a few men will 
not be able to become enormously wealthy without the invest- 
ment of any capital through its provisions, but the legitimate 
capitalist and the honest investor will find seturity and protec- 
tion in it. I sincerely hope that the hostility of certain people 
in the West and of certain water power corporations will not 
be able to defeat it as they have in the past, but those who are 
of the belief that if this bill is defeated legislation of the char- 
acter demanded by the Western Water Power Conference will 
some day be enacted are very greatly mistaken. The sooner the 
people of the West realize that the United States will never part 
with the absolute title to these water-power sites and coal and 
oil deposits upon the public lands the sooner will these great 
resources be utilized. 

Legislation along the general lines of the pending bill will be 
enacted, if not at this session then at some time in the future, 
and if the resources shall remain locked up in the future let it 
be clearly understood that the people of the public-land States 
are alone to blame. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. LENROOT. Les; I yield. 

Mr. TILSON. I have been very much interested in the gen- 
tleman’s exposition of the bill. Reaching section 15, I find a 
proviso which, after repealing laws in conflict with this act, 
provides that the provisions of the act of February 15, 1901, 
shall continue in full force and effect as to lands within the 
Yosemite, Sequoia, and General Grant National Parks in the 
State of California. I ask why that exception is made? 

Mr. LENROOT. Because we exclude these parks from 
terms of the bill. 

Mr. TILSON. Yes; that is just the question. Why are 
these excluded when other parks and other public lands are not 
excluded? 

Mr. MANN. The House did it last year. 

Mr. LENROOT. The House itself did it. It was done upon 
the floor of Congress. They desired some legislation in refer- 
ence to it, and accordingly the bill of 1901 was left to apply. ` 

Now, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. KENT]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LEN- 
roor] reserves the balance of his time, 13 minutes. The gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. KENT] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. KENT. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat amused at the 
attitude of certain people from the West. They pretend to speak 
I think I can speak for a little of the West 
myself. I was the first man in the State of Nevada as a land- 
owner and a stockman to fight for the enlightened policy of 
leases or permits on the forests. To-day the State of Nevada 
is unanimously in favor of the preservation of those forests, 
although they may have no trees in them. My district in Cali- 
fornia contains nearly 40,000 square miles and has in it vast 
areas of public domain in and out of the forest reserves. I 
hear no word of State sovereignty or Federal oppression from 
my 90,000 voting constituents. 

I am amused at the attitude of some other gentlemen, includ- 
ing one gentleman who is particularly hostile to the idea of the 
public control of anything, who came before the Committee on 
the Public Lands and asked for a municipal coal mine for the city 
of Grand Junction, Colo.—a piece of socialism that we conserya- 
tionists had never thought of forcing upon the State of Colo- 
rado. We granted him his municipal coal mine and blessed 
him for his idea. I for one urged an appropriation to make 
good the depleted tax roll of his State. [Laughter.] Now, a 
gentleman in another body has been particularly hostile—— 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield right there? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. KENT. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. When it is understood that we 
have something like 9,000,000 acres of coal in the State of Colo- 
rado which is being held up and not used and is withdrawn 
from entry, does the gentleman think it is socialism or other- 
wise than good citizenship to give relief to the cities which are 
now paying $6.50 for coal when they paid $2 before? 

Mr. KENT, I can not allow the gentleman to take up my 
time by making a speech. I am not afraid of being called a 
Socialist; the Socialists honored me by giving me their nomina- | 
tion in the last election. 


the 
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Another gentleman from Colorado who occupies a seat in an- 
other body that is unfit to mention in this House under the 
rules of this House [laughter] came before us and said he 
wanted a public park in the State of Colorado. 

We said, “ Splendid. We will give the State of Colorado this 
mountain park.“ 

He said, “ We do not want a Colorado park; we want a 
Federal park.” And before he finished his argument he admitted 
that he disliked bureaucratic eontrol, but loved bureaucratic ap- 
propriations. And we shall find that running through the whole 
plea of State rights in this House that the people who make 
the loudest clamor for State rights are the first people who 
come in and call loudest upon Uncle Sam for help. 

Now, when they talk about alienating these lands to the several 
States, while I have no time to go into detail, I can mention a 
few cases where States have been more recaleitrant in the 
performance of their duty than has the Federal Government. 
The State of California had been granted by the Federal 
Government the swamp and overflow lands in the Sacramento 
Valley. The State sold these lands at $1.25 an acre under the 
proviso, I believe, that $2.50 should be paid for their reclamation. 
Not one-thing has ever been done or a dollar spent, and those 
lands are in private ownership and will be made worth two or 
three hundred dollars an acre when an adequate system of im- 
provement is adopted, largely at State expense. 

The Federal Government gave to the State of Nevada 
3,000,000 acres, and Nevada permitted the location of those 
aeres wherever the purchaser wished, in blocks as small as 40 
aeres. The State of Nevada gave those lands in any quantity, 
from 40 acres up, to anyone who wanted them. The result has 
been that most of the water in the State of Nevada has been 
taken over; that most of the springs are in private and exclusive 
ownership by those who acted with the full authority of the 
State of Nevada. That is the way the State of Nevada has 
been skinned and skimmed. 

Now, when we talk about this horrible policy of tenancy and 
leasing, I want to bring to your attention the fact that the 
State of Wyoming grants grazing leases, a thing that is more 
abhorred by our gentleman from Wyoming than any other crime 
against nature and the Constitution in all the long list of con- 
servation sins which he so verbosely decries than any other 
possible conservation suggestion. The State of Texas also grants 
grazing leases, 

And now a word about what we ought to do with some of our 
water power in the public domain. The water power in the for- 
est reserves is under the control of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
A gentleman from Alabama, now a member of a body unfit for 
our consideration, shed many tears on the floor of this House 
over the fact that the water powers of his State might be util- 
ized for extracting nitrogen from the air and thereby fertilizing 
the fields of his State, and that they were not developed simply 
because we insisted upon control. I asked this gentleman from 
Alabama to state, if the proposed grantees should be permitted 
to use these water powers to extract nitrogen from the air, to 
make cyanamid or other chemical fertilizer, what price would 
they ask. He admitted that it would be just a trifle below the 
Chilean price of nitrates, and the people who manufactured that 
cyanamid in Alabama would pray the Lord, and possibly lobby 
in Chile, to have the export taxes of Chile raised so that they 
could make a larger margin of profit. 

I should like to see the time come when the Agricultural 
Department, either through agencies under lease, or directly, 
would manufacture this needed fertilizer and serve it out to 
a barren country at what it costs the Government, plus a profit 
if it were done through an agency. We can use these water 
powers in a thousand different ways for the public welfare if we 
merely hold our grip on them until we can make proper terms. 
Men have come to this House and asked the privilege of accept- 
ing our terms, and thereafter of investing immense sums of 
money in the production of hydroelectric energy. Their efforts 
have been blocked simply because of what is called the danger 
of a bad precedent.” Before I became a member of the city 
council of Chicago, I applied, through my friend Maxx, then an 
honored alderman from my ward, for the privilege of putting 
pipes under the streets to connect up three of my buildings, so 
that I would need only one steam plant and one electric plant. As 
a matter of common decency and justice I offered to pay rental 
for the privilege to the city of Chicago. The matter was re- 
ferred to the committee on streets and alleys South. Hon. 
Bathhouse John Coughlin was chairman of that committee, and 
he finally told my friend Maxx, IX, I will do it for you; but 
I don’t do it for no money for leases to be paid the city.; that is 
a bad precedent.” [Laughter.] He was capable of frankly add- 

ing that the aldermen needed the money more than did the city. 

I yield back the remainder of my time, Mr. Chairman. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back 4 minutes of 
his 10 minutes. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hxriux having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed bill and joint resolution of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 1773. An aet to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Kermit, 
W. Va.; and 

S. J. Res. 62. Joint. resolution extending the time for filing 
the final report of the Joint Committee of Congress to Investi- 
gate Rural Credits. 


WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado and Mr. MONDELL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAY- 
LOR}, a member of the committee, is recognized. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my 
friend from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL} that I am going to take 
only a moment or two at this time. I expect to briefiy discuss 
the leasing proposition generally on the sueceeding bill—the 
coal bill—rather than on this water-power measure. I have 
prepared a minority report on the coal bill (H. R. 406), and 
I contemplate going somewhat into the details of the policy at 
that time; but there are one or two things to which I wish to 
call attention at this time. 

It has been very vigorously proclaimed here that the West 
needs unlocking and that our development is at a standstill. 
To a certain extent that is true, for this reason: We have now 
only the right-of-way temporary-permit law for the develop- 
ment of water power. Capital can not and will not invest 
under a temporary permit revocable at the whim of some petty 
Government official. The water-power sites of the West are 
withdrawn from private entry, and as long as the Government 
follows that policy and refuses to grant to anybody the owner- 
ship of the sites or a permanent tenure fot the development of 
water power, of course there will be little or no development 
of water power. If the Interior Department would revoke 
those withdrawals and grant permanent rights of way upon 
and under express conditions preventing monopoly and reserv- 
ing the right to regulate charges, rates, and service whenever 
the State public-utility commissions do not properly perform 
that service, there would be as much water-power development 
as there is any demand for. I think many of our power com- 
panies are in the hands of a receiver now. 

Reference has been made by the last speaker to our coal 
situation. 

The coal lands of the West have for several years been with- 
drawn from entry, and where they have been classified they 
have been valued so high that nobody will or can buy them. The 
result of that has been to enhance enormously the value of the 
private coal holdings. It has given the coal compantes a Govern- 
ment-made monopoly that no other power on earth could have 
given them, and it has permitted them to raise the price of 
coal from $2.50 a ton to $6.50 and make millions of dollars off 
of the consumers by reason of this conservation policy. That 
is conservation of the people’s money in the pockets of the large 
eoal companies. 

Tf it is true that the water-power companies have very largely 
gone into combinations, it is also true that nearly all the West- 
ern States are adopting efficient public-utility laws that are 
regulating the prices and service, and it does seem to me that 
in the end the regulation of the rates and the charges and the 
service and all those things pertaining to power and the use of 
coal and fuel generally and light are going to be in the hands 
of a public-utility commission of the States; and if the States 
do not perform their duties, the Federal Goyernment would be 
justified in reserving the right to do so. 

Let me say this in behalf of the governors of the Western 
States that have been referred to: For the past four or five 
years they have held meetings, at which they have discussed 
these subjects, and they have repeatedly said they were opposed 
to any monopoly or waste and do not object to any reasonable 
regulation, so far as preventing monopoly, waste, or extortion 
is concerned, or so far as regulating rates and service by public 
utility commissions. They object on principle to this permanent 
withdrawal and Federal leasing policy. They vigorously in- 
sist that it is not right or fair to our Western States. 

What the West objects to in a nutshell is this: We insist, first, 
that our States were admitted into the Union on the same terms 
and conditions as the other States and have the same rights that 
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the older States haye. None of the property within your States 
has ever been withheld from private ownership and taxed for 
the benefit of the Federal Treasury. You have no right to pre- 
vent our resources from going into private ownership and going 
onto our tax roll to help support our State and county govern- 
ments; second, the West is poor; you have no right to tax the 
West to support the East; and, third, you have no right to con- 
trol our local domestic affairs by sending Federal employees from 
Washington out- there to regulate us. We do not like bureau- 
cratic control. We do not like long-distance government. That 
is what we object to. We object to our States being treated and 
exploited as Federal provinces. We believe our commonwealths 
are sovereign States, and that we have the public spirit and in- 
telligence and as much right to control the resources in our 
State as you have in your State. Because, forsooth, you have 
the power on the floor of this House and in the Senate to pass 
this bill and to regulate our local affairs, we do not concede that 
that gives you any moral, equitable, legal, or constitutional 
right to do so. 

Of course our people want development, and some of them are 
willing to accept almost anything that gives any hope of develop- 
ment. But Colorado has never yet instructed or authorized me 
to surrender her birthright for a mess of pottage. I hope this 
bill may bring about water-power development and benefit the 
people, but I do not believe it will. 

Talk as you please about taxes where property is held by the 
Government, we can not tax it. Why should we be compelled to 
support our State government by taxing only a part of our 
lands and part of our people? We have as many State institu- 
tions as you have, and only about one-quarter or one-third of 
the territory of our Commonwealth to tax. Why should we 
allow all this valuable property to be forever withheld by the 
Government of the United States, and we be prevented from 
putting any taxation upon it for the support of our schools, our 
State government, our county government, our courts, our roads, 
and the development of our country generally? 

As a matter of fact, we must go down into our pockets and 
foot the bills for maintaining the State and county govern- 
ments and the courts that administer the laws that protect 
your Federal officials that you see fit to put upon us. We must 
maintain the schools and build the roads the Government agents 
use. The whole Federal leasing proposition is absolutely un- 
fair and an outrage upon the West, It is exploiting us as a 
Federal province or insular possession that we object to. This 
has never been done or attempted before in the history of this 
Government, and we are emphatically opposed to this un- 
American policy. That is the plain proposition. Because you 
have the power, because there are coal mines and water- 
power sites on our territory, you say we will hold them in 
Government ownership, put taxes upon them as we see fit, and 
use the taxes where we see fit. You say that you are giving 
the funds temporarily to reclamation service. Of course, that 
is a benefit to the West. The funds will be used in that fund 
for from 20 to 30 years and then one-half go into the Federal 
Treasury and one-half into the State treasury; and yet I fear 
there is not a man on the floor of this House who will ever see 
one dollar of it go into the State treasury. It is now that we 
need the money. It is this generation which needs the taxes. 
We need more than royalties. We need the taxes on these 
resources to build roads, to support schools, and to develop the 
country. It is not the next generation; the next generation will 
take care of itself. It is the present poor and undeveloped 
West that needs your encouragement, rather than being de- 
prived of our resources and being taxed and penalized and 
governed by Federal employees, because we have not the power 
to prevent it. That is the position we are in. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is there any provision made for the 
identification of the money that goes into the reclamation fund? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; nobody can tag the dollars 
that goes into that fund. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care 
to discuss this matter further in detail, but, as I said before, I 
will take it up at length when the coal bill comes up. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. If the money going into the reclamation fund 
can not be tagged, does not the gentleman think that the State 
will get one-half of all that is paid in? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I hope so; but I do not believe 
that any one of us here will ever live long enough to see a dollar 
of it get into the State treasury. At least, I fear not. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that the State of Illi- 
nois ought to have had one-haif of the proceeds of the sale of 
the public lands of that State? 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The State of Illinois has got all 
her land in private ownership and on the tax roll. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not answer the question. I 
ask him whether he thinks the State of Illinois ought to have 
had one-half given to it by the General Government of the pro- 
ceeds of the sale of all the lands of that State? 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. That is not a parallel question. 
We are willing, after it is used once in the reclamation fund, to 
give the Federal Government all the proceeds of the sale of our 
lands. The money will, of course, then go into the Federal 
Treasury the same as the funds did from the sale of the Illi- 
nois lands. But that is not a drop in the bucket compared with 
the amount we lose in taxes by the land being perpetually 
withheld from private ownership. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman has not answered the question, 
but the question itself is a complete answer to the gentleman's 
argument. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
balance of my time. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Froop having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
passed, without amendment, bill of the following title: 

H. R. 3681. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had approved the following Senate joint resolutions and 
bill: 

On December 17, 1915: 

S. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to transfer the Government 
exhibit from the Panama-Pacitic International Exposition to the 
Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes. 

On December 18, 1915: 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution extending the time for filing 
the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal Re- 
lations between the District of Columbia and the United States. 

S. 696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa. h 


WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF PUBLIC LANDS. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, before I begin the discussion 
of the provisions of the bill I want to pay a little attention to 
the artistic straw man skillfully constructed and decorated by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor], after which he 
proceeded very adroitly to spar with the straw man and pierce 
him through. His straw man was his assumption that the 
people of the West believe that they own the lands within the 
borders of their States, or have a superior claim upon them. 
I have lived in the West a long time and I have never heard 
any such claim asserted by anybody. What the people of the 
West believe, and what the people of all of the Union wherever 
there was public land have always believed, is, first, that each 
of the States of the Union came into the Union on an equality 
with the other States, and whenever anything is done or at- 
tempted to be done which destroys or disturbs that equality 
it is our duty to resist it on behalf of our own people and for 
the good of the country as a whole. We further believe, as the 
Supreme Court has in substance declared, that the Federal 
Government is the proprietor of the public domain, in trust for 
all the people. We believe that the man who has the highest 


Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 


‘right to the public domain is the man from any part of the Union 


who takes the trouble to go to the public land and take upon 
himself the privations and hardships necessary to reduce that 
land to a useful and habitable condition. As that man, and 
others like him, becomes a resident of a public-land State when 
he does those things, it is true to that extent that he and all 
citizens so situated have a superior claim to the part of the 
public land to which they attach their claim, and to the proper 
use of the adjacent lands, 

Their claim is certainly superior to that of the man who, rest- 
ing comfortably under his vine and fig tree back East somewhere, 
does not do the things or undergo the hardships necessary to 
make the public domain habitable, useful, and valuable. We 
are not standing on any foolish claim that we own or have a 
superior claim to the public lands, but we stand as the defender 
of the rights of those already on the ground and those who 
shall some time come to assert and affix their personal rights to 
the public domain, or to certain portions of it, under the laws of 
the land, even as our people have done from the foundation of 
the Government. The position we take is the position that has 
always been taken by those who from Ohio west have attempted 
in the new States to maintain that equality of condition and op- 
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portunity guaranteed by the Constitution and enjoyed by the 
citizens of older States. 

I am against this bill because I am against the principles, or 
lack of principles, that lie at the foundation of it, and I am 
against it for those reasons, 


It is not by the consolidation or ae ee ete 6 but by their 
distribution that government 


Those are the words of Thomas Jefferson. I am also nenin 
it for these reasons : 

The powers golega tod by the proposed Constitution are few and 
defined. Those which remain in t tate governments are numerous 
and indefinite. The former will be exercised principally on external 
objects as war, peace, ni, TE s, foreign D at iaaea fA which last 
the power of taxation will for the most part be ne og The powers 
reserved to the several States will extend to all of business which 
in the ordinary course of affairs concerns the lives, liberties, and pro 
erties of the people, the internal order, improvement, and pro: E 
of the States. 

Those are the words of another great Democrat, James 
Madison. 

These two declarations, if they are accepted as a proper rule 
and guide, condemn this bill and every feature and factor of it. 
Let us see what it is. It affects only States where there are 
public lands. Therefore it affects now about 16. It affects to a 
considerable extent only about eight—the Mountain and Coast 
States. It affects within those States only such water-power 
development as must use some part of the public lands, either 
for the power plant or some part of it or for the carrying of a 
transmission line. It is, therefore, sectional as to the States 
it affects. It establishes different conditions even within those 
States as between powers which may be located side by side, 
the one wholly or partly on public land or wholly on private 
land but perchance running a transmission line across a narrow 
strip of public land, the other wholly on private land. On those 
power plants which are affected it proposes to lay a tax, not 
based in any way on the value of the Government property used, 
but. based on the total productive capacity of the plant. To 
illustrate, a plant producing ten, twenty, thirty, forty thousand 
horsepower may be located entirely upon private land, no part of 
its plant on or near public land; but in sending a transmission 
line across the country, 10, 20, 80, or 40 miles away, it may be 
necessary that the line cross a narrow strip of public land, pos- 
sibly a quarter of a mile in width, and immediately forthwith 
and thereupon the Secretary of the Interior or some clerk of his, 
under his authority, may levy and assess such charges as he in 
his wisdom, or lack of wisdom, may desire to do, based on the 
entire horsepower development of that great plant. The tract 
of public land crossed may not be worth $5. The use of it by a 
transmission line may in no wise affect its use for other pur- 
poses, and yet the very fact that the line crosses it makes it 
possible to assess a sum against that power plant that may run 
into tens of thousands of dollars per annum. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. Is the gentleman aware that under an 
amendment of the committee printed in the bill that condition 
of affairs could not arise, because no such authority is granted 
the Secretary to charge for water power unless some part of 
the power is generated on the land used? 

Mr. MONDELL. Whereabouts is that? 

Mr. LENROOT. On page 7. 

Mr. MONDELL. The committee, that being the case, has 
had some little eleventh-hour conversion that might well have 
come long, long ago, because this same committee, or another 
committee having the same title, assured us a year ago that this 
bill was absolutely perfect in all respects; and when I pre- 
sumed to make a few remarks relative to it I came very near 
being accused of being an undesirable citizen. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will. 

Mr. MANN. I notice section 8 and a committee amendment, 
and I can not see myself how it makes very much distinction in 
the bill, but the original bill as it passed the House only 
authorized specific charges for power developed and sold or 
used. 

Mr. MONDELL. Sold or used. 

Mr. MANN. That was charged for the power developed and 
sold or used; development, sale, or use. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am glad the gentlemen who have been 
supporting this measure are now reaching a point where they 
are entering their pleas in confession and avoidance. 

Mr. MANN. Do not include me in that class. I think the 


Government ought to have control where the lines may run way 


_— af the ground, where the wire does not strike the ground 
a 

Mr. MONDELL. Let me say this: I have not had time to 
carefully investigate the amendment to which the gentleman 
from Wisconsin refers, but, looking at it hurriedly, I doubt if 
it will change the character of the legislation, and I am still 
of the opinion that the bill as it will be administered will have 
exactly the effect that all of its sponsors have heretofore up 
to this good hour claimed it would have, to wit, that all that 
was necessary to do to trap one of these power companies, no 
matter how enormous were its holdings elsewhere, was to have 
a little public land reserved somewhere which it must pass a 
power line over, and I am still inclined to the opinion that that 
is true. If it were not true, why are we reserving a lot of 
these so-called power sites? Some of them are not so located 
that anyone will ever build a dam or power plant upon them, 
because the land adjacent to the stream on which the dam 
would be built, which the waters would flood, on which the 
plant would be builded, have long since and years ago passed 
into private ownership. So-called power sites have been re- 
served which consist of strips of land lying back of the streams 
so situated that it is impossible to develop power along the 
stream without some minor work connected with the plant 
passing over the land, or a conduit or pole line to carry the 
current to the customers of the company. 

Now, if it be true that the committee has entirely about- 
faced and the Secretary of the Interior has entirely changed his 
mind and that the only plants to which this law applies are 
those that actually have their works builded on public land, 
then there is no special reason why our friends the extreme 
conservationists should particularly plume themselves over this 
legislation. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Because in that event it will only affect a 
few plants outside of those that may be located on the forest 
reserves; few plants, in my opinion. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman did not understand me to 
say that the bill now relates only to public lands upon which 
power is developed. What I did say was that the charge 
based upon power developed will only be made where the power 
is developed upon public land. In the case of a transmission 
line the charge will not be made on the power developed and 
is not, in fact, being sold to-day by the department, but based 
upon a mileage basis. 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, there may be some amendment re- 
cently adopted since I was before the committee that will effect 
these changes, but from a hurried reading of these amendments 
I am still inclined to think that the bill is not materially differ- 
ent now from what it was last year. What has been claimed 
for it all the time? Its most enthusiastic friends have been 
particularly enthusiastic about it because it was a sort of 
water-power catchall, under which, by retaining large acreages, 
sometimes in narrow strips, in public ownership it would be 
possible to trap water development, and by so doing be able to 
lay a charge upon the development measured by the water- 
power development on plants scores or perhaps hundreds of 
miles away and located on private land. 

But it has only one objection. Taxation is bad enough, heaven 
knows, when it is inequitable and inequitably burdensome, but 
there are even worse things than taxation in this world. One 
of them is the denial of those principles on which the Govern- 
ment, which you have sworn to defend, is based; and if this 
bill does not run squarely contrary to the Constitution of the 
United States then there must be some devious winding path- 
way through that ancient instrament which up to this time no 
one has been able to find. This masquerades as a bill to lease 
the public domain for water-power development. To a fair 
proposition of that kind I have no serious objection, Though 
I have very strong views about the limitations of the Federal 
Government's control and ownership of public lands, I am not 
one of those who believe that the Federal Government is with- 
out authority to lease its lands. I have come to that conclusion 
with a good deal of hesitation and some misgivings. I still 
have some fear of its effect on the Republic, on the States and 
their citizens, not in their business life so much as in their 
political affairs and relations. 

If all that was involved in this bill was the matter of making 
a reasonable charge for the use of the public lands for power 
development, I should not particularly object. I should not 
seriously object if the charge were a considerable one consider- 
ing the value of the lands so used. I should want it based and 
bottomed on the value of the property, and, of course, it ought 
not to be unreasonable, the value of the property considered, 
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But that is not this bill. That is what it pretends to be, but 
that is not what it is. It is a measure that, assuming a right 
on the part of the Federal Government to lease its lands rather 
than sell them, further assumes that, having done that, the 
Federal Government can do a great variety of things in the way 
of taxing and controlling domestic corporations which, if done, 
does not leave the States in which it is done or their citizens 
in Hy position or condition or equality with the balance of the 
Union. 

Now, I am a believer in local self-government, sometimes 
called State rights, I think that Brother Bartlett, of Georgia, 
before he left us said that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon] was, after himself, the next best Democrat, from the 
viewpoint of preserving the rights of the people to control their 

on the floor, and he named me as third. But I am not 
so insistent about State rights that I would quarrel with any 
provision that went to the limit of the Federal power up to 
the point of encroachment upon the rights of the State if it 
were entirely clear that no harm could come to the country by 
so doing and it was necessary for the public good. Harm will 
come, however, when you attempt by statute to disturb the 
equilibrium, the poise, the balance, the division of powers as 
between the people and the States. I still believe with the 
famous Democrat whom I quoted a few moments ago that the 
best way to have good government is to leave local affairs 
with the people. I know that there are a lot of folks who feel 
differently. The curious thing about it is—— 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think that about woman 
suffrage? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Les; the gentleman thinks that about 
woman suffrage. The gentleman thinks, of course, that each of 
the States, of and by itself, should give women the right to 
vote and would benefit thereby. The gentleman also believes 
that the Constitution very clearly provides a way whereby the 
States can determine the matter through a constitutional 
amendment, and therefore it is entirely proper to invoke that 
method under the Constitution, in accordance with the Con- 
stitution, to bring about this great good, which, if accom- 
plished, would settle a lot of these things that now trouble us. 

When, however, you proceed on the theory that nothing but 
the salt of Federal control will save a people locally, you have 
by that token indicated your lack of confidence in the principles 
on which our fathers founded this Government. If the people 
of the States of this Union are not competent, if they are not 
disposed to, if they will not regulate and control and protect 
themselves against their own domestic corporations, no salt 
of Federal control exercised in a pump-handle way from Wash- 
ington will ever save them. [Applause.] That applies not only 
to this bill, but to a great many things that are proposed here. 

There seems to be great fear in certain quarters that the 
people of some States will not prove capable of self-government, 
and our attention is drawn to the fact that the State of Utah 
has not a public-service commission. I think it is the only 
Western State that has not. I assume it is due to the fact 
that up to this time the public-service corporations have been 
treating the people there so well as to rates and charges that 
they have not considered it was necessary to have further 
regulation. We did not have a public-service commission in my 
State until last year. But I pay no more for electric energy 
in a little town of 1,200 people in northern Wyoming than I 
pay in the Capital of the Nation, under Federal control and 
jurisdiction. [Applause.] 

Not only does this bill burden the people through the owner- 
ship of public land, but through the medium of that ownership 
it attempts to set aside under certain conditions the sovereign 
power of communities to say what they will pay for their elec- 
tric current. Assume a considerable power plant in the 
northern part of my State furnishing the current to light 
a very considerable little city and to run the street railway. 
Assume this is done at a rate less than we pay here under 
Federal jurisdiction and control. Assume that this plant and 
all its lines and property are on private land. Under this bill 
if it extended its line across the State border, particularly if 
in doing so it crossed a little public land, neither the county 
commissioners of the county nor the city council of the city nor 
the public-utility commission of the State of Wyoming would 
have anything to say about the rates or practices of that plant. 
But down here in the Interior Department would be a clerk, 
who perhaps had never gotten beyond the Potomac or across 
Rock Creek, and therefore was fully informed, who would 
proceed to say how the people should be served by that com- 
pany and under what terms and conditions they should pay 
for that service. 

Now, that may be good legislation in the minds of some folks. 
If I were a rampant, raging Federalist, who believed that 


bureaucracy was the acme of perfection in human government, 
and that centralization was the cure of all evils, I would be for 
that very thing, and I would want to vote for this bill, 

I want to suggest to some of the brethren who do not live in 
the region to which this applies, that if we adopt this principle 
in the West, of course it must be applied to all the development 
on the navigable streams throughout the country, for surely 
there is no one here who would say that what is sauce for the 
western goose should not be sauce for the Middle and Eastern 
States’ gander. If it is right that the Government shall, 
through some attenuated theory, control, tax, and eventually 
own, as is contemplated by this bill, water powers of the country ; 
if that is the idea that appeals to us, then, of course, we should 
have it, not only on this bill, but on a bill to come in a little 
later, relating to the navigable streams. 

I have said that this bill applies only to certain States. The 
people of those States have been accused of being selfish in 
demanding things that no one else has demanded or secured. 
I deny that. But the western people have been a unit, practi- 
cally, speaking through their governors and speaking through 
their representatives at meetings in Denver, Salt Lake, Port- 
10 and elsewhere, in their opposition to the principles of this 

In so doing they believe they are standing not only for their 
rights bless you, no—but standing also for the right of Ameri- 
can Commonwealths to remain on an equality each with the 
other. In their attitude against special taxation and bureau- 
cratic control the western people think they are defending the 
rights of all of those who may come from Massachusetts or 
from North or South Carolina or from Mississippi or New York 
to those new States to find there opportunities under conditions 
familiar to them, in accordance with the Constitution of the 
United States, and not conditions applied as though, as the gen- 
tleman from Colorado says, the West were a Federal province. 

We believe in sane conservation; we believe in the develop- 
ment of our resources in a way to make them most service- 
able in the public interest. We believe in preventing waste, and 
above all things I want to impress this on you, that we of the 
West believe in the public control of water-power development. 
If there is any place on earth where that control has been de- 
nied or shall be denied, it can not be in the States to which this 
bill applies. Here in the East you adopted the common-law 
rule of riparian rights, and under that rule I understand there 
are conditions under which those using water power to generate 
electricity have been disposed to question the complete control 
of the public over all matters of operation, rates, and charges. 

That may be true in the land of riparian rights. But this bill 
refers to the land of appropriation. The very basic principle of 
our law relative to the use of water is that the water belongs 
to the people, that no right to water can be acquired by anyone 
at any time, except the right to use it for a beneficial purpose, 
at a given place, for a certain purpose. [Applause.] And over 
that use the public, owning the water, has absolute and unques- 
tioned control. So that if there be any place in the country 
where it is necessary for the strong arm of the Federal Govern- 
ment to be stretched forth because of a denial of the right of 
the people to control, it can not be in the States of water appro- 
priation, where no one has ever questioned and no one ever will 
question the right of the community absolutely to control in 
every way all uses of water. 

A good deal has been said at one time and another—more 
formerly than now, although we hear the echoes to-day—of 
great monopolies, great concentration of water-power develop- 
ment, It is true water-power development is a monopoly, a 
natural monopoly, and the tendency is toward concentration ; 
and the curious thing about it is that the concentration move- 
ment, which was used to scare the people into belief in this 
kind of legislation is a moyement now applauded and approved 
by the promoters of the legislation. Gentlemen and conserva- 
tionists so celebrated as Mr. Pinchot and the Director of the 
Geological Survey, Mr. George Otis Smith, now call attention 
to this tendency to concentration to approve it. This very 
bill provides for it, because, they say, only by concentration, 
so that the current can be used freely over a large area, can 
there be the widest and most continuous use, and therefore the 
lowest rates. And so the argument with which all this began 
has been dropped and their bogey man, raised by the ultra- 
conservationists, has, as they become familiar with it, been 
embraced by them as one of the cardinal tenets of their faith. 

Of course the power companies will concentrate. At least 
they will have arrangements under which they can distribute 
current over wide areas, and there is no objection to that. It 
is the best thing to do, provided always that there is absolute, 
unquestioned, complete public control, such as exists in the 
States to which this law is proposed and expected to apply. 
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But it has been said, “You gentlemen should not complain: 
We are relieving you from an intolerable situation, and it really 
is not fair and decent of you to complain about it when we are 
in fact giving you an opportunity to develop your resources.” 

Well, assuming that our resources are tied up, how did it 


happen? Mostly the same gentlemen who have been most 
active in advocating this kind of legislation are those who tied 
them up or applauded the tying. They appeared before commit- 
tees away back yonder in 1901, coerced Congress into giving a 
revocable permit for power development rather than a perma- 
nent easement, such as we bad granted to other classes of water 
development. They have since been taking advantage of every 
law and every lack of law, as one Secretary of the Interior put 
it, to make it more difficult to secure opportunities for develop- 
ment. A certain distinguished Secretary of the Interior just 
as he was going out of office, without giving any reason or ex- 
cuse for it, so far as I now recall, revoked out of hand the 
rights of some 25 or 30 power companies, many of which had 
spent large sums of money in development. Some of them, 
probably most of them, were complying with every requirement 
of the department. Of course, after that was done the people 
became suspicious of the temporary permit, and water com- 
panies did not like to embark upon enterprises under a law 
which gave so little security. 

Then came water-power withdrawals, withdrawing not gen- 
erally, as the public has imagined, marvelously valuable sites, 
where dams can be built aud waters impounded and wheels 
made to turn, but frequently strips or areas of rough land lying 
along the streams, where the power development may be 
caught in this Federal trap as they pass their power lines 
from the stream into the country where they have their mar- 
ket. And between these two conditions—the fear, since the can- 
cellation of the permits by Secretary Garfield without rhyme 
or reason, so far as I know, and the withdrawals—it has been 
difficult to develop on or near the public domain, Therefore 
they say, “ Behold, we bring you this opportunity for develop- 
ment.” 

Well, if this were the only way in which the West could ever 
be developed, some would embrace it; some have, in despair of 
other relief; but other and adequate relief can be easily, safely, 
and properly given. 

The situation is entirely simple. There is no difficulty about 
it. All that it is necessary to do is to reenact the right-of-way 
act of 1891, so amended as to include within its terms the 
right of way for water for the generation of power. I have 
taken the trouble to draft such a bill. I did this some years 
ago. It slumbers in the room of the Committee on Public 
Lands. The bill contains, among others, a provision that every 
grant of a right of way should be subject to the condition that 
if the right of the State to supervise and control in every way 
were denied or contested, it would work a forfeiture of the 
grant. * 

If that is done there can be no question as to the power of 
the State to control under such a right-of-way act. There 
would still remain in the minds of some misgivings as to whether 
the people of the State will protect themselves—the view that 
they must have the saving arm of the Federal Government. If 
that is the view, in Heaven's name let us not stop at this legis- 
lation. Let us go the length, all along the line, and by some 
hocus-pocus, by some maneuvering, get around the Federal Con- 
stitution so as to take under Federal control every power devel- 
opment, every public-service corporation, or anything like one 
under the flag. If that is a good rule we should not stop at 
any half-way or first-step methods. We should go the length. 

In addition to the right-of-way act to which I have referred 
there are the power sites. They can be taken care of by sim- 
ply providing that these power sites may be utilized under the 
right-of-way act, and if the lands are disposed of for other 
purposes—and many of these lands will not be used for power 
sites in our time or in a hundred years, and many of them never 
at all, and there are other uses to which people would like to put 
them—if they are acquired under the public-land law it shall be 
with a proviso that if ever needed at any time for power pur- 
poses the only cost to the user for power purposes shall be the 
agricultural value of the land. That cost would not stop, or 
hamper, or in anywise burden any development anywhere on 
earth. 

I for one am willing to go further than that, and to have the 
Government write into every patent that is issued a provision 
requiring an acknowledgment of local control over any enter- 
prise established on that land for the generation of electric 
energy. I will go as far as the most ardent or ultra conser- 


vationist to make State and local public control effective. 
We can do these things very simply. They are absolutely 
They dispose of the whole matter, and they dispose 


effective. 


of it in harmony with the theory of our Government, in har- 
mony with our institutions, and in a way that will encourage 
and protect development. 

To go back just a little, to bring up a point that I hurried over, 
I wish to say that any legislation which is a fraud, which does 
something other than that which it is assumed to do or claimed 
or purposed to accomplish, or claimed to be purposed to accom- 
plish, ought not to commend itself to any wise legislator. 
This bill, as to some of its provisions, is little less than a fraud. 
No one now openly denies the right of the States to control 
the nonnavigable waters within their borders; and yet the 
Federal Government, which disavows any control, in the para- 
graphs in the bill before the one in which is written down that 
self-denying ordinance, proceeds to assert control; and not only 
to assert control, but to levy its charges on the basis of that 
control. 

Of course I am glad that section in which the Congress dis- 
claims control over the water is in there. It is mouth-filling, 
and it has helped some of our western brethren to more nearly 
tolerate this bill than they could otherwise have done. But 
either that provision has no force and effect as written into 
this bill or else the other provisions of the bill have no force 
or effect, and you can take either horn of the dilemma you like. 
My own notion is that, while that section to which I have 
just referred does state an unquestioned fact, there may be a 
way, and it may have been discovered by the ingenious gen- 
tlemen who drafted this bill, whereby, through indirection, the 
Federal Government may be able to do something which it 
could not do directly and make it stick. That sort of legis- 
lation, however, does not ordinarily commend itself to thinking 
people. 

We of the West claim no rights, privileges, or immunities 
that are not now enjoyed by all the people of the Union, We 
ask no special favors, though the Congress has been good to us 
in some respects, as it has been very good to other parts of the 
country. We are not asking that we shall have any oppor- 
tunities of development that the balance of the Union has not 
had, has not now, and will not have in the future. We are 
just as anxious to secure the benefits of the development of 
our resources cheaply and in a way useful and beneficial to our 
people to the highest degree as anyone else can be. Further- 
more we think we are not a pusillanimous folk and will not 
allow our power companies to charge unreasonable rates. Any 
such suggestion that our State can not control its affairs is 
an indictment not so much of our people as of your people, 
because we are of you, and everyone knows that no such indict- 
ment can be fairly or properly framed. All we ask of the Con- 
gress of the United States is that this question, which is simple, 
which involves no difficult problems, shall be settled along lines 
that will enable us to control our own domestic corporations 
and care for our own people and develop our resources, even as 
your people have developed theirs from the beginning. [Ap- 


plause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes 


to the gentleman from California [Mr. CHURCH]. 
lr. CHURCH addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. Mann was recognized. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Ilinois 
will yield for a moment, I would like to see if we can not get 
an agreement as to closing general debate. I ask unanimous 
consent that at the close of the time consumed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. MANN] and such time as he may yield 
out of his hour, general debate be closed, 

Mr. CARLIN. Is there any agreement in existence now as to 
closing general debate? 

Mr. FERRIS. There is none. I ask unanimous consent 
that at the expiration of the time consumed by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], and such time as he may yield out 
of his hour, all debate be considered as closed. 

Mr. CARLIN. One more question; I have not been in the 
House all of the time. Has there been any agreement reached 
as to voting on any amendment? 

Mr. FERRIS. No; we have not reached the bill under the 
five-minute rule. i 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman, reserv- 
ing the right to object, if be is willing to indicate his course in 
the further consideration of the bill to-day. 

Mr. FERRIS. If this unanimous consent is agreed to, I pro- 
pose to have one section of the bill only read after general 
debate is closed and then quit. 

Mr. STAFFORD. And then consider the bill under the five- 
minute rule the next Calendar Wednesday? i 
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Mr. FERRIS. wey I thought we might consider the bill 


to-morrow and the next day, after the speeches that are for the 
special order to-morrow. 

Mr. MANN. We have Friday and Saturday of this week 
practically open. 

Mr. FERRIS. I think the leaders of the House on both sides 
are willing to pursue that course. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent that after the time consumed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann], and such time as he may allot 
out of his hour, that general debate be closed and the bill be 
read under the five-minute rule. Is there objection? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Reserying the right to 
object, I have no objection, with the understanding that there 
will only be the first paragraph of the bill read to-hight. 

Mr. MANN. Certainly; we will not take up the bill for 
amendment to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not consume very much 
time of the committee. The subject of dam legislation, or 
hydroelectric-power legislation, has been pending in Congress 
for a number of years. There is, first, the question of the 
matter of the development of power where the General Govern- 
ment owns the land adjacent to the power, where the streams 
are upon the public land. That is the matter referred to and 

provided for in this bill. In addition to that there is the 
eie of the regulation of the construction of dams across 
navigable streams or in navigable waters, either in connection 
with or entirely apart from the improvement of the waters. 
Those matters are in the War Department, so far as the juris- 
diction of the administrative end of the Government is con- 
cerned, and, in the main, in the House in the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, except where they are di- 


rectly connected with river or harbor improvements, when they | 


come in the river and harbor bill from the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. All phases of these matters have been before the 
House on repeated occasions. When I came into the House and 
was a member of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, the practice was for anyone who desired to construct 
a dam across navigable waters to have some attorney prepare 
a bill, which was introduced into the House and referred to 
that committee. Some of those bills would be two or three sec- 
tions, maybe a page, long, and some of them would be of many 
sections and many pages long, all varying one from another in 
their requirements. 

I drew what is known as the general dam act, which is still 
the law. That is still a subject of controversy. This bill, 
however, relates only to the matter of the construction of dams 
for the development of power where the public land of the 
United States is affected. It is not a difficult thing to under- 
stand the principles which are the basis of the bill. On the 
one hand, where the Government owns public lands, it may by 
a general law provide a method by which a citizen of the 
United States acquires the absolute ownership of the land, to 
do with as he pleases. Of course, if he acquires the absolute 
ownership he has the power to do with it as he pleases, so far 
as the General Government is concerned. That was the policy 
of the Government for many years. Undoubtedly many places 
where the land, in connection with the development of power, 
is of immense value were given away by the Government upon 
what seems to me to have been fairly proper principles at that 
time. No one knew the value of this land in the future. No 
one a few years ago could project his mind far enough into 
the future to understand the great development of electricity 
and the immense power which could be developed in the way 
of electrical energy by the use of water falls. We adopted 
that plan for years. Necessarily it is a monopoly. Wherever 
the land can be used for the development of power, it is a 
monopoly necessarily. Whoever has the use of it to that extent 
has a monopoly. That is in the very essence of the thing. The 
question has arisen whether the Government should simply give 
away the use of the land or whether, either by lease or other- 
wise, it should in some way and to some extent control the use 
of this monopoly. The bill here draws this distinction.. In- 
stead of giving the land away, it proposes that the General Gov- 
ernment shall lease the land under terms to be fixed by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in compliance with the law; but which 
at any time, as to future leases at least, could be “changed by 
Congress. And these leases are to be for a period not to exceed 
50 years. After all, while our friends from the West complain, 
this bill is in their interest, because out of this bill, when en- 
acted into law, the people of those States will receive a portion 
ef the benefits which the public gets, instead of some individuals 
in those States, or more likely living in Massachusetts, getting 


all of the benefits and the profit out of the use of this monopoly, 
because it is a monopoly essentially. 

Tnasmuch as the General Government owns the land in these 
States, it belonging to the people of the United States, where it 
is not a question merely of the occupation of the land and the 
tilling of the soil, which of itself is a monopoly, where it goes 
to acquiring some great benefit from the use of the land, either 
by the development of electrical power or by taking some mineral 
substance out of the land, where the man who had it, if he 
acquired it for nothing, made great wealth at once, I have for 
years been of opinion that it were better that this great wealth 
be partly divided up for the benefit of the people of the United 
States and partly for the benefit of those States where it is 
located. [Applause.] And really that is the essence of the 
bill. We may not all agree about the provisions in a bill of this 
sort. No two men would ever draw a Dill identically alike 
covering the same subject, but I may say to the new Members 
of the House that this bill occupied a good deal of time in the 
last Congress, and was, I think, as thoroughly considered and 
with as able and determined opposition as any bill since I have 
been in the House. There was no phase of the propositions in- 
volved in the bill which was not considered and debated by the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monprert] and other very able 
Members of the House. And the House itself did take action 
and make some corrections in the bill. 

In connection with this matter, however, I desire to say a 
few words only on the other subject which will come before the 
House later from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. The existing law upon the subject relating to the con- 
struction of dams in navigable waters, generally referred to as 
the general dam act, I drew, reported from the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and aided in the passage of, 
and it is the law. It provides the terms upon which dams in 
navigable waters can be granted, the War Department having 
authority to grant permission in some cases, but generally the 
permission still having to be granted by Congress. The law 
now provides, both as to dams and bridges across navigable 
waters, that if the dam or the bridge is to be constructed in or 
over a stream wholly within the limits of one State, the War 
Department has the authority to issue the permit without action 
of Congress; but that if it is an interstate stream passing from 
one State to another or dividing two States that law does not 
apply, and it requires the particular consent of Coi And 
the habit here for years has been to pass special bills for bridges, 
sometimes for dams, referring to the genéral act of Congress. 

We have endeavored to modify the existing dam act. We 
did it in the last House. We did modify it somewhat in, I 
believe, the Sixty-first Congress. 
`~ I want to refer for a moment to a report from one of the 
ablest men now in the Government service, a man for whom I 
haye the highest regard, Secretary Garrison, Secretary of the 
War Department. I have a great deal of faith in his judg- 
ment about many things. He is a man of judicial mind. But 
all men in the Government service, and particularly at the head 
of departments, frequently get misled by the ignorance of their 
subordinates. Mr. Garrison in his recent report, at the very 
beginning of it, on page 3, referred to the failure of Congress 
at the last session to enact the Adamson bill into law. Referring 
to the existing dam act, he goes on to say: 


The evils of the exis) 


the general dam act itself reveals them, and the jack of development 
under eit in the face of a substantial ——. 3 of them. It 
is believed that though these evils are now fardi understood, their 
full efect and far-reaching consequences 5 ly iy appreciated. With- 
out spect 55 , it can in a word and that the 
existing law is a 


t fo 
hand we would it adequately 
ent were possible under it. Even n these r 
it has been d ted that it would be unworkable M another. 
is es eral dam act in name only; while purporting to la 
tions to cover developmen im all cases, it 17 
ie each case er special authorization b b; e an incon- 
sistency which invites a disregard of the genera —.— tions, makes of 
each application an independent legislative proposition, and subjects 
each phaject to the d delay and hazard of congressional action. 

The trouble with an administrative officer here in one of the 
departments who never before he came here had any knowledge 
whatever of general procedure or the precedents in Congress is 
that he frequently makes a mistake and slops over. Now, the 
same criticism that Secretary Garrison levels against this act 
might be made against the general bridge act. Yet Congress 
is not willing, and never will be on the dictum or the request 
of an administrative officer, to turn over to that administrative 
officer the absolute and complete power to determine in each 
case whether it shall construct obstructions over any or across 
the navigable waters of the United States. Most of the special 
bills which we pass here are passed as a matter almost of form, 


It 
down general 
eless requires 
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and yet not one of them is ever passed without having some in- 
vestigation by a committee and having a report from the War 
Department itself as to the propriety of the action, and Congress 
will never be willing to let Mr. Garrison, as an administrative 
officer—which means some engineer whom no one could locate 
perhaps—to determine whether a bridge or a dam shall be con- 
structed across the Mississippi River or many or most of the 
other navigable streams of the United States. And we are not 
going to change our policy because Mr. Garrison does not like it, 
and does not like it because he does not know anything about it. 
Nor is his charge correct that the present dam act is bad because 
there has been no development under it. The general dam act 
was passed in 1906, and Congress proceeded to pass a number 
of special acts granting permission to people to construct dams 
in accordance with the general dam act. There is no lack of 
application. There were many bills before the committee. We 
passed a number of them, until President Roosevelt vetoed the 
James River bill, in Missouri, and the International Falls or 
Rainy River bill, in Minnesota. Of course, when the President 
announced that he would veto all bills which came to him we 
quit passing them. It was not a lack of applications from people 
who wanted to construct dams. It was the refusal of Congress 
to pass bills which the President announced he would veto, and 
I may say in passing that if President Roosevelt had known 
what was in the general dam act before he vetoed the bill, I do 
not think he would have vetoed it. He did not know what con- 
stituted the law when he sent his veto to Congress. Under that 
law there was constructed the Rainy River Dam at International 
Falls. I, have never heard of any complaint of the lack of 
power to obtain money for it. It is one of the greatest developed 
water powers in the country. I do not know what the horse- 
power is, but it is an immense plant. They obtain millions and 
millions of dollars for its development, and although it was con- 
structed under the general dam act, it properly, I think fairly, 
at least, serves the interests of the Government. When Mr. Taft 
became President the members of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce had promised Mr. Roosevelt to propose 
nmendments to the general dam act. They were proposed. 

I went to the President of the United States and said to him, 
“We have propositions to amend the general dam act. While 
I do not think they are necessary, yet I think some of them may 
be wise, and I want to know if we can find out in advance what 
will be satisfactory to the President, so that he will not veto the 
bills that we pass hereafter in accordance with the general act.” 

All Presidents have the right to change their minds. I have 
no complaint. President Taft said the changes that were pro- 
posed were perfectly satisfactory, and we passed a number of 
bills in accordance with the changes. There was no lack of 
applications; but after a while he vetoed one on the recomi- 
mendation of somebody—I do not know who, but probably some- 
body who had conservation on the brain but did not know what 
was in the law. In my judgment, if the War Department had 
ever properly construed the general dam act, it would be a 
perfect law. I do not think myself it is perfect with. the con- 
struction which the War Department put upon it. But Mr. 
Garrison is mistaken in thinking that it shows there was a lack 
of confidence on the part of investors. There has been no 
lack of confidence. In all the history of this Government, so 
far as Congress is concerned, I do not think there is an instance 
where men ever invested money, still with Congress having 
the power to take it away from them by repeal or otherwise, 
where that power has been exercised. While we have retained 
control, no one has ever been robbed of his investment by any 
act of Congress, so far as I have eyer been able to learn; and 
I do not think there is any danger of that. 

Wen the general dam act comes before us again for revision, 
as it probably will this winter, the contest over this bill will 
be to-day as child’s play compared with the other proposition. 
There are immense water powers for development on the navi- 
gable streams of the United States. Some people believe they 
ought to be developed wholiy in the interest of and for the 
Profit of the men who happen to get possession of the land. I 
believe that if we have any power over the subject at all—and 
let me remind my western friends that these navigable waters are 
not, in the main, in the public-land States—I believe that where 
we have any control over it at all we ought to protect the in- 
terests of the United States and the people of the United States 
as well as the consumers of the power to be developed. [Ap- 
plause.] That question, I hope, we may be able to determine at 
this session of Congress. There is one thing that may interfere 
with it. Our beloved western friends—and they are all, I hope, 
my friends, as I am a friend of all of them—have not so much 
influence in the way of numbers as they have, comparatively, 
in another distinguished legislative body. I do not know how 
much may be yielded to them, but if our western friends want 


to develop properties, if they want to construct dams and hydro- 
electric power plants, build up industries around them, and 
have the power to tax, as they talk about, the investment, which 
is theirs, and in the end have this money paid into the school 
funds, which they are not entitled to have, they ‘ought to sup- 
port this bill in this body and use their influence to support it 
in the body at the other end of this Capitol. [Applause.] 

8 1 a 20 minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr, 

MITH]. 


[Mr. SMITH of Minnesota addressed the committee. See 
Appendix. ] 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask the Clerk to read the 
bill under the five-minute rule, 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the bill for amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


tates, 
including lands in national 


such forests, national monument, or reservation falls that the lease 
will not injure, destroy, or be inconsistent with the purpose for which 
such forest, national monument, or reservation was created or acquired : 
Provided further, That in the Granting of leases under this act the Sec- 
retary of the Interior may, in his discretion, give preference to applica- 
tions for leases for the development of electrical power by ates, 
counties, or municipalities, or for municipal uses and purposes: And 
rovided further, t for the purpose of enabling applicants for a 
ease to secure the data — — in connection therewith, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may, un general regulations to be issued by him, 
grant prel ts authorizing the occupation of lands valuable 
or water-power development for a period not exceeding one year in 
any ease, which time may, however, upon application, be extended by 
tary of the Interior if the completion of the application for 
lease has been prevented by unusual weather conditions or by some 
special or peculiar cause beyond the control of the permittee. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Harrison, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 408) to 
provide for the development of water power and the use of public 
lands in relation thereto, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. KITOHIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
to-morrow, after the two speeches which are to be delivered, I 
believe, by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Davits]—— 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARD- 
NER] speaks Friday, but there are two Democratic Members who 
are scheduled to speak to-morrow. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bor- 
LAND] and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. DAvrs]. 

Mr. KITCHIN. That after those two speeches—— 

Mr. MANN. Let me make a suggestion. I suppose the gen- 
tleman is about to make a request with reference to this bill? 

Mr. KITOHIN. Les. 

Mr. MANN. There is a special order for to-morrow, a bill 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads about 
Savings-bank deposits. It may or may not take any length of 
time. There is nothing on the calendar. Why would it not be 
fair to give this bill a privileged status and then we can take it 
up to-morrow, Friday, or Saturday or at any other time? 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think that is a good idea, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that that may be done. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that this bill, H. R. 408, be given a privileged 
status. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that after 
the disposition of this bill, the final vote upon it, the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, Mr. Frear, be given one hour in which to ad- 
dress the House. i ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from -Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that after the final disposition of House bill 408 
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the — from Wisconsin [Mr. Fein] be ERE T F 2 


dress the House for not exceeding one hour. Is there objection? 

There was no oe 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
Members on both’ sides of the House who have spoken on the 
“water-power bill have the priv ilege of extending their remarks 
in the RECORD. ` 

The SPEAKER. For how long? 

Mr. FERRIS. For five legislative days. 

Mr. MANN. This refers to their ewn speeches. 

Mr. FERRIS... Tes. 

Mr. MANN. It is not customary to limit the time for Mem- 
bers to extend their remarks. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that all Members who have spoken on the water- 
power bill have the right to extend their remarks, without limit- 
ing the time. Of course the remarks to be confined to this bill. 
Is there objection? | 

There was no objection. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title 
was taken from the Speaker's ‘table and referred to its appro- 
printe committee, aS indicated: below: 

S. 1773. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Tug’ Fork of the Big Sandy River at or near Kermit, 
W. Va.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of the fol- 
lowing title, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 3681. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla. 


DYESTUFFS, 


Mr. HILL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert 
a short article in the Recorp giving the actual conditions in 
regard to the acute situation of dyestuffs. The article is from 
the Annual Review of the Journal of Commerce, a purely busi- 
ness publication. It will only take a short space in the RECORD, 
and Members will want to see it as they may be called upon 
shortly to vote upon it. 
` The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani- 
mous consent to print some statistics that he mentions in the 
Record. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 58 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 


January 6, 1916, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
nder clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on reexamination of 
Calumet River. III. (H. Doc. No. 470); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustration. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Chief of Division of Printing 
and Stationery, of this office, relative to additional requirements 
of the Internal-Revenue Service for stationery for the remainder 
of the current fiscal year (H. Doc. No. 471) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of ‘War submit- 
ting an estimate of deficiency appropriation for pay, etc., of the 
Army for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 472); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

- 4. A letter from the Secretary. of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the president Board of Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia submitting additional esti- 
mates of appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917 
(H. Doc. 473); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
onered to De printed. 

. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a 88 for an appropriation of $100,000 for rural sanitation, to 
he expended under the direction of the United States Public 
Health Service (H. Doc. No. 474) ; to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 
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6. A letter from the chairman of the Federal Trade Commis- 
sion, transmitting first annual report of the Federal Trade 
Commission, in compliance with the statutes ef the United States 
(H. Doc. No. 475); to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
annual report of all lands reserved for power and reservoir 
sites within the Flathead Indian Reservation in-Montana (H. 
Doc. No. 476) ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered 
to be printed. f 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of all reservations of public lands, made in conformity 
with the act of June 25, 1910 (36 Stats., 858) (H. Doc. No. 
477) ; to the Committee on the Public Lands and ordered to be 
printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Secretary of State, submitting 
an estimate of appropriations to enable the Government of the 
United States to suitably participate in an exposition to be held 
in the city of Panama in January, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 478); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. - 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Acting Secretary of the Navy 
reporting that the Navy Department has considered, ascer- 
tained, adjusted, and determined the respective amounts due 
claimants therein specified on account of damages for which 
the vessels of the Navy were found to be responsible (H. Doc. 
No. 479) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to 
be printed. 

. 11, A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting 
facts relating to the serious condition of the navy yard, Brook- 
lyn, N. Y., in so far as pertains to the depth of water in ship 
channels leading thereto (S. Doc. No. 229).; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Gotts Island Channel, Me. (H. Doc. No. 480) ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination of Ouachita River, Ark. and La., with a view to 
excavating a channel. from the slackwater pool above Dam 
No. 6 to the town of Felsenthal (H. Doc. No. 481); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination and survey of channels from Catano Bay to San 
Juan Harbor, P. R. (H. Dec. No. 482); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary 
examination of Caseyville Harbor, Mich. (H. Doc. No. 483); 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 

letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on survey, for the 
purpose of charting only, of Crooked Lake, Burt Lake, Mullett 
Lake, and other connecting waters, constituting the so-called 
inland route extending easterly from the vicinity of Petoskey, 
Mich. (H. Doc. No. 484); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 
- 17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Rouse Point Harbor, Lake Champlain, N. Y. (H. 
Doc. No. 485); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 

letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Pond River, Ky. (H. Doc. No. 486) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 
19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Hoods Creek, N. C. (H. Doc, No. 487) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of channel of Mississippi River and harbor at St. Paul, 
Minn. (H. Doc. No. 488) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors and ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of. 
French Broad River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 489) ; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-, 
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nation of Fisheating Creek, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 490) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Rogue River, Preg bar and entrance (H. Doc. No. 491) ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be 
printed. 

24. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Julienton (Julington) North Sapelo River, Ga., to a 
point at Laws Bluff (H. Doc. No. 492); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Sapelo River, Ga., to public road near Eulonia (H. 
Doc. No. 498); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors an 
ordered to be printed. . 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. RUBBY: A bill (H. R. 7530) to fix the mileage of 
Senators, Representatives, and Delegates in Congress; to the 
Committee on Mileage. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 7581) granting the 
public lands within the State of New Mexico to said State and 
regulating the disposition thereof; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7582) for the construction of a public high- 
way through the Pecos National Forest; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 7533) establishing the Wilson 
Creek National Military Park; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. i 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 7584) to pay Confederate 
soldiers and the widows of Confederate soldiers the money un- 
lawfully collected pursuant to an act of Congress of July 1, 
1862, and acts amendatory thereof, commonly known as the 
cotton tax; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLIN: A bill (H. R. 7535) to amend Schedule A— 
stamp taxes—of section 22 of an act entitled “An act to increase 
the internal revenue, and for other purposes,” approved October 
22, 1914, and extended by House joint resolution 59 to December 
81, 1916, and approved December 17, 1915; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 7536) to check the ravages 
of the cotton-boll weevil; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7587) to erect a monument commemorating 
the Battle of Kettle Creek, in Wilkes County, Ga.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7588) to repeal an act entitled “An act to 
establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the United 
States,” approved July 1, 1898, and amendments approved Feb- 
ruary 5, 1903, and June 15, 1906; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7589) providing for the disposition of the 
tax on cotton collected during the fiscal years ended June 30, 
1863, to June 80, 1868; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7540) to prohibit the intermarriage of per- 
sons of the white and negro races within the United States of 
America; to declare such contracts of marriage null and void; 
to prescribe punishments for violations and attempts to violate 
its provisions ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7541) to provide that the United States 
shall in certain cases aid the States and the civil subdivisions 
thereof in the construction and maintenance of rural post roads; 
to the Committee on Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7542) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Eatonton, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7543) to provide for the erection of a pub- 
lie building in the city of Monroe, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7544) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Madison, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7545) to provide for the erection of a 
public building in the city of Hastonton, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 7546) amending the act of 
May 11, 1912, granting a service pension to certain defined vet- 
erans of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7547) to authorize the payment of pensions 
monthly ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7548) to amend section 2 of an act 
approved April 19, 1908, entitled “An act to increase the 
pension of widows, minor children, etc., of deceased soldiers 
and sailors of the late Civil War, the War with Mexico, the 
various Indian wars, etc, and to grant a pension to certain 
widows of the deceased soldiers and sailors of the late Civil 
War”; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7549) to establish a fish-cultural station in 
Shannon County, in the State of Missouri; to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7550) to prohibit interference with com- 
merce among the States and Territories and with foreign nations, 
and to remove obstructions thereto; and to prohibit the trans- 
mission of certain messages by telegraph, telephone, cable, or 
other means of communication between States and Territories 
and foreign nations; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7551) providing that the United States 
shall in certain cases make compensation for the use of high- 
ways for carrying free rural delivery mail; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7552) to provide for the securing of 
deposits in postal savings banks in cities and towns of less 
than 10,000 inhabitants, by personal bonds or the bonds of 
bonding companies, when such deposits shall be deposited in 
national or State banks located in such cities or towns; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7558) to extend the provisions of the 
pension act of May 11, 1912, to the officers and enlisted men of 
all State militia and other State organizations that rendered 
service to the Union cause during the Civil War for a period of 
90 days or more, and providing pensions for their widows, minor 
children, and dependent parents, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7554) to extend the provisions of the pen- 
sions acts of June 27, 1890, and of February 6, 1907, to all State 
militia and other organizations that were organized for the 
defense of the Union and cooperated with the military and 
naval forces of the United States in the suppression of the 
rebellion; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7555) providing for 
pensions for American citizens who have reached the age of 
65 years and who are incapable of manual labor and whose in- 
comes are less than $200 per annum; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7556) in- 
creasing the limit of cost for the purchase of a site and the 
construction thereon of a post-office building at Waltham, Muss.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A bill (H. R. 7557) for the construction, 
operation, maintenance, and use of a tunnel through the main 
range of the Rocky Mountains, under or near James Peak, in the 
State of Colorado; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 7558) for the erection of a 
public building at Dodge City, Kans.; to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 7559) providing for an ap- 
1 to pay back annuities to the members of the Stock- 

ridge and Munsee Tribe of Indians enrolled under the act of 
March 8, 1893; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7560) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of War to grant permission for utilization of water power 
at locks and dams constructed by the Government on navigable 
rivers of the United States; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 7561) making an 
appropriation for maintenance of improvement and open-channel 
work on the Bayou Bartholomew, Boeuf River, Tensas River, 
Bayou Macon, Bayou D’Arbonne, and Bayou Corney, La.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7562) making an appropriation for con- 
tinuing work on locks and dams on the Ouachita and Black Rivers 
and for maintenance and open-channel work on the said rivers 
in the States of Arkansas und Louisiana; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7568) for the reduction of 
the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter for local 
delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. McANDRDEWS: A bill (H. R. 7564) for the reduction 
of the rate of ‘postage chargeable on first-class mail for local 
delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ~ 
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By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7565) to authorize the estab- 
lishment of a Coast Guard station at or near Port Orford, Oreg. ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 7566) to 
improve Los Angeles and Long Beach (Cal.) Harbors; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7567) to improve Los Angeles and Long 
Beach (Cal.) Harbors; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 
7568) to provide for an annual assessment of real property in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7569) to transfer the au- 
thority, duties, discretion, and powers of the board of educa- 
tion of the District of Columbia to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7570) to authorize the com- 
missioners to grant leave of absence with pay to per diem em- 
ployees on legal holidays; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7571) to provide for the ap- 

intment of the recorder of deeds of the District of Columbia 

y the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 7572) to authorize the Supreme 
Court to prescribe forms and rules and generally to regulate 
pleading, procedure, and practice on the common-law side of the 
Federal courts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7573) to regulate the 
issuance of stocks, bonds, securities, notes, or other evidences 
of indebtedness by corporations engaged in interstate commerce, 
and the purchase and ownership by other corporations of such 
bonds, stocks, notes, securities, or evidences of indebtedness 
issued by corporations engaged in interstate commerce; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7574) to amend the act of July 
25, 1912, entitled “An act making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes,” relating to the im- 
provement of the harbor at Monterey, Cal.; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7575) to pension the permanently help- 
less orphans of Civil War soldiers and sailors; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7576) to amend sec- 
tion 108, chapter 5, of the act entitled “An act to codify, revise. 
and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved March 
3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 
7577) to authorize the closing of abandoned highways in the 
7 of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7578) to provide for assessing 
the cost of roadway pavements in the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7579) to authorize the exten- 
sion of highways through property of the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7580) to transfer control over 
the Washington Aqueduct and appurtenances to the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7581) to authorize the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to collect municipal refuse 
upon default of contractors to carry out the terms of their con- 
tracts, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7582) to protect from pollu- 
tion streams flowing through United States parks and reser- 
vations in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7583) to abolish the Board 
of Charities of the District of Columbia and to create a director 
of charities, appointed by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7584) to transfer control 
over the Aqueduct and Highway Bridges to the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7585) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of the register of wills of the District of Columbia by, 


the justices of the supreme court of said District; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7586) authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to dispose of the ground 
known as the “Industrial Home School property,” and to pur- 
chase ground and erect buildings for that institution; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7587) to require the recital of 
the real consideration in deeds of property in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7588) to provide for the 
appointment of a board of children's guardians of the District 
of Columbia by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7589) to repeal an act en- 
titled “An act for the relief of street car motormen,” approved 
March 3, 1905; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7590) authorizing the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make appointments 
to positions in the Temporary Home for Ex-Union Soldiers and 
Sailors, District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. ; 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7591) to amend an act entitled 
“An act making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1914, and for other purposes,” approved March 
4, 1913; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7592) to provide for the ap- 
pointment and removal of employees of the free publie library 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7593) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a board of trustees of the National Training School 
for Girls of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7594) to authorize the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia to make all appointments 
and remoyals from annual and other positions of the Industrial 
Home School of the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7595) to authorize the commit- 
ment of convicts to the reformatory of the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. y 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7596) to require the removal 
of overhead poles and wires on Georgia Avenue from Florida 
Avenue to Rock Creek Church Road, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7597) to open roadways in the - 
subdivision of Barry Farm, District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7598) to enlarge the area of 
assessments for the opening of alleys and minor streets; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7599) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to transfer land for a public highway 
known as Nichols Avenue; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7600) to regulate the taking 
of cash retents on contracts of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7601) to provide for the ex- 
tension of Seventeenth Street NW. from Kenyon Street to 
Irving Street; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7602) for the allowance of 
certain soldiers’ claims growing out of service in the Army, 
reported by the Court of Claims, known as travel-pay claims; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 7603) to relieve shippers 
from making oath to export declarations; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mu. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 7604) to regulate the manu- 
facture of hydrants, hose, and nozzle couplings; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 7605) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Kingsport, Tenn.; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 7606) to authorize 
the Director of the Census to collect and publish additional 
statistics of tobacco; to the Committee on the Census. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 7607) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Navy to certify to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for restoration to the public domain, lands in the State of 


564 


Louisiana not needed for naval purposes; to the Committee on 


the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7608) to enlarge, extend, 
remodel, and improve the post-office building at Findlay, Ohio; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. MOSS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7609) to donate cer- 


tain condemned cannon to the Fort Harrison Country Club, 
of Terre Haute, Ind.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 7610) te provide for the in- | 
y ( ) p stead entry on water-power sites; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 


corporation and regulation of a corporation for the purpose of 
promoting the commerce of the United States, ete.; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7611) authorizing the 
Seaboard Air Line: Railway Co., a corporation, to construct, 
maintain, and operate a bridge or bridges, and approaches thereto, 
across what is known as “ Back River,” a part of the Savannah 
River, at a point between Jasper County, S. C., and Chatham 
County, Ga.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce; 

By Mr: CONNELLY: A bill (H. R. 7612) providing for 
a site and public building for post office and other Federal 
purposes at Norton, Kans.; to the Committee on Publie Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 7613) to authorize the Terral 
Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Red River near 
Terral, Jefferson County, Okla.; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 7614) to provide for national 
aid to the several States in the construction and maintenance of 
rural post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7615) to 


and for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. ° 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7616) to previde for the survey of Island 
End River, Mass.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WOODS. of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 7618) for the ac- 
quisition of a site and erection of a building at Algona, Iowa; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GORDON: A bill (H. R. 7619) to repeal section 3 of 
section 1342 of the Revised Statutes. of the United States, en- 
acted July 27, 1892; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7620) to repeal the internal-revenue tax of 
10 cents per pound on the manufacture, sale, and use of domestic 
oleomargarine, and to repeal the internal-revenue tax of 15.cents 
per pound imposed upon the sale, transportation, and use of im- 
ported oleomargarine, and to amend certain sections. of such 
acts; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OGLESBY>: A bill (H. R. 7621) prohibiting the inter- 
ment of the body of any person in the cemetery known as the 
Cemetery of the White’s Tabernacle, No. 39, of the Ancient 
United Order of Sons and Daughters, Brethren and Sisters of 
Moses, in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 7622) to incorporate the 
Playground and Recreation Association of America ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: A bill (H. R. 7623) for the relief of 


certain purchasers of land under the act entitled “An act to 


authorize the drainage of certain lands in the State of Minne- 
sota ; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: A bill (H. R. 7624) to amend section 
62 of the act entitled “An act to amend and consolidate the 
acts respecting. copyright,” approved March 4, 1909; to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 7625) to fix the compensation 
of certain employees of the United States; to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. R. 7626) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7627) for the establishment of a fish- 
eultural station at or near Mena, Ark. ; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. : 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7628) granting to the State 
of Utah 1,000,000 acres of public land within the State, to reim- 
burse the State for expenses incurred in suppressing Indian dis- 
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By Mr. WHALEY: A bill (H. R. 7630) to provide for the pay- 


ment of the wages of employees in Government institutions while. 
attending drills: and cruises’ of the Naval Militia; to the Com- 
i mittee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7631) for the 


| reduction of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail 
matter for local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 


By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 7632) te provide for a home- 


By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7633) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to deliver to Hancock Post, No. 464, Grand 


Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, of Emporia, 


Kans., two condemned bronze or brass cannon or fieldpieces and 
a suitable outfit of cannon balls; to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs. i 


By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 7634) to place certain 
officers of the Army on the retired list; to the Committee on 


| Military Affairs; 


By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 7635) providing for the 
purchase of lands for an aviation school; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: A bin (H. R. 7636) to establish in the De- 
partment of Agriculture a bureau to be known as the Bureau of 
ice and for other purposes; to the Committee on 


Agri 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7637) authorizing and directing. the Seere- 
tary of Agriculture to. conduct experiments in the cultivation of 
apple trees and apples and to establish an experiment station 
at Cornelia, Habersham County, Ga.; to the Committee on 


Agriculture. 
amend section 4215 of the Revised Statutes of the United States. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7638) to suspend the collection of the 10 
per cent tax on State banks; to the Committee on Ways and 


| Means. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7639) to establish a fish hatchery and 
fish station in the ninth congressional district of Georgia; to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
ab (H. R. 7640) for the relief of the State of 
to Committee on War Claims. 

a bill (H. R. 7641) to construct a national highway in 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 7642) to construct a suitable building for 

the use of the United States court at Gainesville, Ga., and for 

onee io an to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
roun 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7643) for the relief of New Hope Baptist 
Church, of Bartow County Ga.; to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7644) te amend the acts to regulate com- 
merce so as to provide that publishers of newspapers and 
periodicals may enter into advertising contracts with common 
carriers and receive payment for such advertisements in trans- 
portation; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


rH 


, merce. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7645) for the survey of Tugalo River, near 
Toccoa, Ga.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7646) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Commerce, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7647) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Winder, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7648) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building at Lawrenceville, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7649) to construct a suitable building for 
the use of the United States post office and assay office at 
Dahlonega, Ga.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7650) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Buford, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7651) to provide for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Toccoa, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7652) to provide for the erection of a 
publie building at the city of Canton, Ga.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7653) authorizing the erection of a post- 
office building in Jefferson, Ga.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 7654) to retire postal employees 
on an annuity after 25 years” service; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7655) to prohibit discharge of employees 
from the Postal Service for certain disabilities; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 7656) providing for the trial 
of charges against employees in the classified civil service list ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. . 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7657) to 
amend section 1 of the act of Congress of May 11, 1912; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: Resolution (H. Res. 77) directing the Secretary 
of State to furnish the House of Representatives information 
concerning taxes imposed by foreign Governments upon muni- 
tions of war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 7658) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Lindsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Frank Smith; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7660) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth J. Trent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7661) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Bradford; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7662) granting an increase of pension to 
Maggie A. Hutchings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7663) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Wrigley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7664) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Hutchings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to 
Gertrude Schwoerer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7666) granting an increase of pension to 
‘Anna M. Ayres; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7667) granting an increase. of pension to 
Eliza Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7668) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Andler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 7669) granting a pension 
to John A. McLain; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7670) to reimburse D. Dale Condit, of the 
United States Geological Survey, of Washington, D. C., for 
moneys expended in the payment of a damage claim; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 7671) granting a pension to 
William H. Thomas; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 7672) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth C. Grimes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension to Carrie Russell; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7674) granting a pension to Mary J. Cobler; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7675) granting a pension to Sara Gates; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 7676) granting a pension to Wil- 
liam S. Kemp; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7677) granting a pension to James N. 
Parker; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7678) granting a pension to Benjamin B. 
Glass; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7679) granting a pension to John H. 
Mathews; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7680) granting a pension to William J. 
Shedd; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7681) granting a pension to William A. 
Senkbeil; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7682) granting a. pension to Albert H. 
Free; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7683) granting a pension to Edward Rob- 
ertson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7684) granting a pension to William H. 
Simmons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7685) granting a pension to William J. 
Hayes; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7686) granting a pension to Pinckney P. 
Chastain; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7687) granting a pension to Willis S. 
Howard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to Eliza A. 
Woody; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7689) granting a pension to Sanford A. 
Pinyan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7690) granting a pension to Swinfield 
Stanley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7691) granting a pension to Mariena E. 
Wehunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7692) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert ©. Wallace; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to 
Artaminsa Carpenter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7694) granting an increase of pension to 
Celia P. Edmondson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7695) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucretia Corbin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7696) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine G. Hicks; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7697) granting an increase of pension to 
Jackson A. Watkins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7698) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin K. Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7609) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha Allison; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7700) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Jane Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7701) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth McMinn ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7702) granting a pension to Sarah L. 
Bowen ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7703) granting a pension to John L. Holt; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7704) granting a pension to Robert Shope; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7705) for the relief of James H. Hendricks; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7706) for the relief of William J. Cochran; 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7707) for the relief of Joseph M. Davis; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7708) for the relief of Mrs. F. E. Chandler; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7709) for the relief of Steven Pittman; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7710) for the relief of Julius Pickett; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7711) for the relief of the heirs of John O. 
Addison, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7712) for the relief of the heirs of John B. 
Graham; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7713) for the relief of the heirs of W. W. 
W. Fleming; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7714) for the relief of Benjamin C. Mar- 
tin, Ezekiel Martin, Henry C. Fuller, Ezekiel Fuller, Eliza L. 
Crow, and Elizabeth Martin; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7715) to carry into effect the findings of 
the Court of Claims in the claim of O. H. P. Wayne; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension to 
Joseph Tanco, jr.; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7718) for the relief of the heirs of Capt. 
Wellington W. Withenbury; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 7719) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth B. Dickman; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 7720) for the relief of 
The Peoples Savings Association, of Columbus, Ohio; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7721) for the relief of the Fidelity Build- 
ing, Loan & Savings Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7722) for the relief of the Columbus Rail- 
way, Power & Light Co., successor to the Columbus Railway 
Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7723) for the relief of the Columbus Rail- 
way, Power & Light Co., suceessor to the Columbus Edison 
Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7724) for the relief of the Columbus Light, 
Heat & Power Co., of Columbus, Ohio; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 7725) granting a pension 
to John D. Rose; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 7726) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 7727) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles E. Binns; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7728) grant- 
ing a pension to Alice B. Homer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7729) granting a pension to Louis Toupin, 
alias Louis Beaudette; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7730) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Chase; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7731) granting an increase of pension to 
John J. Hunt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 7732) for the relief of Paul Wal- 
lerstein; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 7733) to give the 
Court of Claims jurisdiction to hear and adjudge the claims of 
the estate of John Frazer, deceased, and of the estate of 
Zephaniah Kingsley, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7784) granting an 
increase of pension to Surelda Ruge; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 7735) granting an increase of 
pension to Jonathan W. Cleland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7736) granting an increase of pension to 
Susannah Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of pension to 
John Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7738) granting an increase of pension to 
Lafayette Doe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7739) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Gunder ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7740) granting an increase of pension to 
Lucy Stansbury ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7741) granting an increase of pension to 
Nannie A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7742) granting an increase of pension to 
George J. Walters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7743) granting an increase of pension to 
Marilla Shrieve; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7744) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah M. Bruce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7745) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes F. Ellsworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7746) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Hess; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7747) granting an increase of pension to 
George Baumgardner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7748) granting an increase of pension to 
Sanford T. Chapman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7749) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNELLY: A bill (H. R. 7750) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert W. Utter; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 7751) granting 
an increase of pension to O. W. Douglass; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7752) for the further relief of Hans Peter 
Guttormsen ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7753) granting a pension to Armina May- 
nard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 7754) granting a pension 
to Julia and Katherine Sherwood; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7755) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Hogan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7756) to reimburse Minnie Dillon; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7757) for the relief of Frederick J. Fadner ; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 7758) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Paul Arnau; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 7759) for the relief of 
Patrick Conley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 7760) granting an increase 
of pension to Silas Taggart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7761) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7762) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7763) for the relief of Stephen J. Simpson; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7764) granting an increase of pension to 
Nellie Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 7765) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Julia E. Kinney; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, ; 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7766) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Panick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7767) for the relief of Herman Brede- 
meier; to the Committee on Military Affairs. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7768) for the relief of Matthew McDonald; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 7769) granting a pension to 
George H. Dry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7770) granting a pension to Wilhelmina 
Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7771) for the relief of the 
First Presbyterian Church of Darien, Ga,; to the Committee 
on War Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7772) for the relief ef the legal representa- 


tives of Dr. J. R. Middleton and Elizabeth Middleton, deceased ;` 


to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7773) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of the estate of Samuel Noble, deceased, and others; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7774) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Mary A. Cameron and John Cameron, deceased ; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7775) for the relief of the estate of Rev. 
Moses N. McCall; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7776) for the relief of the estate of 
Charles Evans, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. T777) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel 
Way, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7778) for the relief of the heirs of Fred- 
rick R. Wylly, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7779) for the relief of the heirs of M. M. 
Wilson, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7780) for the relief of the legal heirs of 
the estate of John Chapman, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7781) for the relief of the heirs of William 
B. Hall; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7782) for the relief of the heirs of Andrew 
D. Kent, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7783) for the relief of the heirs of Asbury 
Hodges, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7784) for the relief of Bridget Zeigler, 
sole heir of John C. Zeigler, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7785) for the relief of the heirs of David 
Beasley, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7786) for the relief of James A. Miller, 
representative of the heirs of James M. Miller, deceased; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7787) for the relief of heirs of Wiley 
Jackson Kiser, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7788) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
the late Joseph S. Claghorn and John Cunningham, both now 
deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7789) for the relief of heirs of Samuel H. 
Haddon, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7790) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph 
W. Dickey, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7791) for the relief of F. G. Hodges; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7792) for the relief of Mrs. W. J. Gross, of 
Glennville, Ga.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7793) for the relief of the 
Importing & Exporting Co. of the State of Georgia; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7794) for the relief of J. J. Nease; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7795) fòr the relief of J. A. Stanfield; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7796) for the relief of J. B. Shearouse; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 7797) for the relief of the 
Georgia Railroad & Banking Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELSTON: A bill (H. R. 7798) granting a pension to 
Emma A. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 7799) for the relief of the 
Cleveland Savings & Loan Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7800) for the relief of the Union Savings 
& Loan Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7801) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Thomas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 7802) granting a pension to 
Edgar Abbott; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7803) granting an increase of pension to 
Abram Towson; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 7804) to authorize the issu- 
ance of patent to Oscar R. Howard, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Balenti; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7806) granting an increase of pension to 
Jessie L. Higby; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7807) granting an increase of pension to 
Otis O. Milliken; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7808) for, the relief of the widow and heirs 
of William K. Morrow, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7809) granting a pension to Columbia A. 
Seaman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7810) to correct the military record of 
William H. McKown and grant him an honorable discharge; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7811) for the relief of the heirs of Josiah 
Short; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7812) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Minnett; to the Committee on Pensions. g 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 7813) granting permission to 
Lieut. Col. William E. Horton, United States Army, to accept 
and wear a decoration tendered him by the President of the 
French Republic; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7814) granting a pension to Clifford E. 
Ham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to 
Mary R. C. Blanchard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 7816) for the relief of Zelma 
Rush; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7817) to validate the homestead entry of 
George S. Clark; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7818) granting a pension to Jacob Kuhn; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7819) for the relief of Edwin S. Metcalf; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GARD: A bill (H. R. 7820) granting a pension to 
William S. Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7821) granting a pension to Walter Keat- 
ing; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to William A. 
Keating; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7823) granting a pension to William H. 
Heller; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7824) granting a pension to William A. 
Collins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7825) granting a pension to Cevilla Wise; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7826) granting a pension to Fred’ O. 
Sawin; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7827) granting a pension to William 
Shafer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7828) granting a pension to Charles Volz; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Harvey O. 
Zerbe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to Paul Kroll; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7831) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Keesee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7832) granting a pension to Ella J. Hills; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7833) granting a pension to Albert R. 
Huey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7834) granting a pension to Mary Hoover; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7835) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
Mullin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7836) granting a pension to Isaac H. 
Richey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7837) granting a pension to Cora M. 
Rowling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7838) granting a pension to Susan Baker; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7839) granting a pension to Jane Chase; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7840) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter E. Hantch; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7841) granting an increase of pension to 
William A. Priar; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 14 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7842) for the relief of Jeremiah Rader; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7843) for the relief of Herman Wagner, 
alias Henry Burnett; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 7844) granting a pension 
to Jane M. Nettleton; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 7845) granting a pension to 
Martha L. Hume; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7846) granting a pension to Joseph F. 
Zbanek ; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7847) granting a pension to William H. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7848) granting a pension to Mary J. 
Mitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7849) granting an increase of pension to 
Malinda Honeywell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7850) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Hazleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7851) granting an increase of pension to 
Elisha D. Ely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7852) to remove the charge of desertion 
against George Hull; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 7853) to appoint J. D. Nevin 
a second Heutenant on the active list of the United States 
Marine Corps; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7854) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to J. K. P. McClary ; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7855) granting a pension to Amanda J. 
Kemberling ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7856) granting an increase 
of pension to Abner R. Bradney; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 7857) for the relief of James R. 
Parmenter ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ; A bill (H. R. 7858) to remove the 
charge of desertion from the military record of John Kircher; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 7859) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas McQuillan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7860) for the relief of Francis N. Johnston; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A bill (H. R. 7861) for the relief of The 
Denver Tramway Power Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 7862) for the relief of New 
England Coal & Coke Co., owner of the American barges Emilie 
and Cassie, and Bruusgaard, Kiosterud Dampskibsaktieselskab, 
owner of the Norwegian steamship Hesperos; to the Committee 
on Claims. 3 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 7863) for the relief of the 
Western Loan & Building Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7864) granting 
an increase of pension to Buford P. Moss; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7865) granting a pension to Samuel E. 
Spencer ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7866) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Stevens; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7867) granting an increase of pension to 
Martin Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7868) granting an increase of pension to 
Louisa Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7869) for the relief of the heirs of James 
M. Blacklock ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 7876) 
granting an increase of pension to William IIlingsworth; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7871) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Anna J. Bloodgood; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN; A bill (H. R. 7872) for the retirement of John 
W. Perry, registry clerk in the United States post office at San 
Francisco, Cal.; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7873) for the relief of John James Boston ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 7874) granting a pension to 
Frank E. Dorman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7875) granting a pension to Charles A. 
Vanatta ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7876) granting a pension to Jeddo Q. 
McNatt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7877) granting a pension to John R. Bar- 
rett; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7878) granting a pension to N. Benton 
Yackey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a, bill (H. R. 7879) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia B. Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7880) granting an increase of pension to 
Jacob Miller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KETTNER: A bill (H. R. 7881) granting a pension to 
Arthur C. Dexter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7882) granting a pension to John L. Church- 
ill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7883) for the relief of Charlotte M. Johns- 
ton; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7884) for the relief of the Santa Fe Build- 
ing Association, of San Bernardino, Cal.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7885) for the relief of the San Diego Build- 
ing & Loan Association, of San Diego, Cal.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7886) for the relief of the Home Invest- 
ment Association, of Redlands, Cal.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7887) granting a pension 
to Mary L. Evans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7888) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Lambert; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 7889) for the relief of 
the Yakima Savings & Loan Association, of North Yakima, 
Wash.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 7890) granting a pension to 
Frank Arnett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7891) granting a pension to Fess Whitaker; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7892) granting a pension to Willie E. Terry; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7893) granting a pension to Robert Mc- 
Dowell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7894) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Adams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7895) granting a pension to Dillard Pli- 
man; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7896) for the relief of the heirs of Lemuel 
J. Draper; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7897) for the allowance of certain claims; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 7898) for the relief of 
the Hilton Building & Loan Association; to the Committee on 
Claims. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7899) for the relief of the Woodside 
Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7900) for the relief of the Reliable Build- 
ing & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7901) for the relief of the Commonwealth 
Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7902) for the relief of the Junior Order 
Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7903) for the relief of the Twelfth Ward 
Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7904) for the relief of the Ironbound 
District Building & Loan Association, of Newark, N. J.; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 7905) granting a pension to 
Luther L. Kauffman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LONGWORTH: A bill (H. R. 7906) granting a pen- 
sion to John W. Hamilton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7907) granting an increase of pension to 
Emma Steinmetz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7908) granting an increase of pension to 
Minnea Stratemeyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7909) granting an increase of pension to 
Homer Moorhead ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7910) granting an increase of pension to 
Amasa Johnston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 7911) for the relief of George W. Platt; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEB: A bill (H. R. 7912) granting a pension to 
Margaret Callaghan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7913) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Gorman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7914) granting an increase of pension to 
Alonzo Martin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7915) granting a-pension to Malvina 
White; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7916) for the relief of Louis Wasem; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 7917) granting a pen- 
sion to Taubyna Bourstine; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7918) granting an increase of pension to 
Stephen B. Garrigus; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7919) granting a pension to Bridget 
O'Leary ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7920) to amend the military record of 
Carlos Baker; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 7921) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Miron Fellows; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. s 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 7922) granting an 
increase of pension to William E. Cunningham; to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7923) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Twitchell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7924) granting an increase of pension to 
William T. Locke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7925) granting an increase of pension to 
Betsey Sleeper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7926) granting an increase of pension to 
Albion K. P. Marston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7927) granting an increase of pension to 
Elias A. Lothrop; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7928) granting a pension to Jennie L. 
Sidelinger ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 7929) granting a pension 
to Edward F. O'Toole; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7930) granting a pension to Will D. 
Buchanan; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7931) granting a pension to Samuel R. 
Smith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7932) granting an increase of pension to 
John S. Goodyear; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHER: A bill (H. R. 7933) granting an increase of 
pension to James McCullough; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7934) granting an increase of pension to 
John P. Murphy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief of the 
United Breweries Co., of Chicago, III.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. MEEKER: A bill (H. R. 7936) granting a pension to 
Henry Ostman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7937) for the 
relief of S. F. Scattergood & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa.; to the 
Committee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7938) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Stocker, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7939) granting a 
pension to Andrew R. Lewis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7940) granting an increase of pension to 
William D. Patterson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7941) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth G. Mahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7942) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua M. Moore; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7943) granting a pension to Anna S. 
Duffner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of Indiana; A bill (H. R. 7944) granting an 
increase of pension to Albert Stonehart; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 7945) granting a pension to 
George F. Randall; to the Committee on Pensions. q 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7946) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry L. Brumage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 7947) granting a pension to 
Charles Bell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7948) granting a pension to Daniel M. 
Moser; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7949) granting an increase of-pension to 
John G. Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7950) granting an increase of pension to 
W. P. Altman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7951) for the relief of David D. De Mott; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. d 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah H. Deyo; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7953) granting a pension to Ellen Soule; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7954) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher ©. Layman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7955) granting an increase of pension to 
James Feagles; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 7956) granting an increase 
of pension to Arabella Irwin; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 7957) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas Tirrell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. $ 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 7958) granting a pension to 
Nathaniel Blanton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAINEY: A bill (H. R. 7959) granting a pension to 
John E. Seeger; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYBURN: A bill (H. R. 7960) for the relief of 
John W. Hardy; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7961) for the relief of Susan D. Fulton; 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7962) 
placing Henry E. Rhoades, assistant engineer, United States 
Navy, on the retired list with advance of one grade; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 7963) granting an increase of 
pension to James A. Lloyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7964) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry C. Leary; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7965) granting an increase of pension to 
Walter McDaniel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 7966) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert T. Fengler; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. H. 7967) for the relief of George W. Quick; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 7968) granting an increase of 
pension to Annie E. McCombs; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 7969) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Manley R. Yardley; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 7970) granting an honorable 
discharge to James Campbell; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7971) granting an honorable discharge to 
Andrew Jackson Hendrickson; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 7972) granting a pension to 
Orville H. Hammers; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 7973) for the relief of Joe 
Davis; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 7974) for the relief of 
Edward B. Sappington and William Vane; to the Committee on 
Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7975) granting an 
increase of pension to Jonathan D. Butler; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7976) granting a pension to Mary Lincoln; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 7977) granting an increase of 
pension to James McKoy ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 7978) for the relief of 
Squire Simes; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 7979) grant- 
ing a pension to Louisa Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 7980) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert H. Gaines; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE: A bill (H. R. 7981) granting a pension to 
Laura Newman, née Mount; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7982) granting a pension to David J. Wood- 
ward; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7983) granting a pension to Odillon ©. 
Schupp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7984) granting a pension to Rosa L. Hueb- 
ner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7985) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Saunders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7986) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry Harris, alias James Sampson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7987) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Hotchkiss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 7988) granting an increase of pension to 
W. W. King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7989) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Montooth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7990) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Jansen Oltman, alias Henry Jansen; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7991) granting an increase of pension to 
William W. Ong; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H: R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael Rafter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7993) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew F. Sewards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7994) granting an increase of pension to 
James Sterns; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7995) granting an increase of pension to 
Sylvester Tomlinson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 7996) granting an increase 
of pension to Edwin Underhill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 7997) granting an increase 
of pension to Rollin T. Waller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 7998) granting an increase of pension ta 
Leander Futhey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7999) granting a pension to Ellen Fate 
Tuite; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 8000) for the relief of 
Maxwell Carpenter ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8001)- granting an increase of pension to 
i poh A. G. Macnamara; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 8002) granting a pension to 
Isaac B. Almand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8003) granting a pension to May Thornton; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8004) granting a pension to William <A. 
Abney ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8005) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Henry W. Beusse; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8006) for the relief of the heirs of John 8. 
Williford ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8007) for the relief of the heirs of John M. 
King, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8008) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
Rosa M. Wyatt; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8009) for the relief of the heirs at law of 
J. R. Welch; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8010) making an appropriation to pay the 
legal representatives of the estate of John H. Christy, deceased, 
to wit: E. J. Christy, Mary L. Christy, Sallie A. Christy, W. S. 
Christy, T. J. Christy, and Julia H. Bryson, and the estates 
of J. R. Christy, W. D. Christy, and H. P. Christy, heirs at law 
of John H. Christy, late of the State of Georgia, in full for 
any claim for salary and allowance made by reason of the 
election of the said John H. Christy to the Thirty-ninth Con- 
gress and his services therein; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 8011) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Parks; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. ° 

By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8012) for the 
relief of Richard Dove; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8013) granting a pension to Malinda 
Wesley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8014) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary P. Byram; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of Honolulu Cham- 
ber of Commerce, urging the drilling of citizens of the United 
States; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of Honolulu Chamber of Com- 
merce, urging a permanent tariff commission; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Resolutions of Welch Post, No. 422, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Uhrichsville, Ohio, in favor of 
the prisoners of war bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6937, for relief of 
James Park Harris; to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, petition of 48 merchants of Coshocton, Ohio, in favor of 
the so-called Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6122, for relief of 
John Favinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of the Ohio Millers State Association, in 
favor of the Moss grain-grades bill; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6124, for relief of 
George W. Medick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 4869, for relief of 
Lemuel S. Darr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6939, for relief of 
John W. Stroup; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALES: Petition of Friends, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
against any inerease in the armament of the United States; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BENNET: Memorial of Pennsylvania Peae> and Ar- 
bitration Society, favoring conference of American l.. blics; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Memorial of Nashville (Tenn.) 
Commercial Club, relative to compensation for carrying mail by 
railroads; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merece, 

By Mr. COOPER: Petitions of merchants of Oconomowoc, 
Hartland, Pewaukee, and Dousman (all in Wisconsin) asking 
that legislation be enacted to compel concerns selling goods direct 
to consumers entirely by mail to contribute their portion of 
funds in the development of the local community, the county, 
and the State; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. CURRY: Resolutions by the board of directors of the 
South San Joaquin irrigation district, of Manteca, Cal., approv- 
ing the bill to authorize the National Government to guarantee 
the payment of interest upon the bonds of public districts or- 
ganized for the reclamation of arid, semiarid, swamp, and over- 
flow lands, introduced by Senator Jones of Washington; to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 

Also, petition by the druggists of Vallejo, Cal, approving the 
so-called Ayres bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition signed by every drug-store proprietor, registered 
druggist, and registered assistant druggist of Stockton, Cal., 
favoring the Ayres bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution by the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., approving the Sacramento flood-control project; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

: By Mr. DALE: Memorial of Pennsylvania Arbitration and 

Peace Society, relative to neutrality; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of D. M. Frederiksen, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
favoring passage of the Kern-McGillicuddy bill (H. R. 476); to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Petitions of sundry citizens of the United 
States, relative to appropriation for fighting citrus canker; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ESCH: Evidence in support of House bill 5008, 
granting a pension to Cornelius Stellingware; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Albert J. Krueger and 15 others, of Ableman 
and Reedsburg, Wis., urging passage of the Burnett immigra- 
tion bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Sparta, N. Y., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of members of George W. Bell Relief Corps, 
No. 3, of Wonewoc, Wis., for increase of pensions paid to wid- 
ows of soldiers of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: Memorial of White Cross Council, 
Knights of Columbus, of Norwich, Conn., favoring passage of 
pi Hamill bill; to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 

rvice. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, for an embargo on munitions of war; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to railroad mail pay; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition of Merchants’ Association of San 
Jose, Cal., urging legislation in behalf of the oil industry; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of business men of California, favoring bill 
o tax mail-order houses; to the Committee en Ways and 

eans. 


By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Papers to accompany House 
bill 5177, for relief of John W. Beckett; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of American Oil Development Co., of Ma- 
rietta, Ohio, against tax on gasoline, etc.; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, paper in support of House bill 5167, to increase pension 
of Benjamin W. Havner ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Welsh Post, No. 422, Grand Army of the 
Republic, favoring pensions for prisoners of war; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. l 

Also, paper in support of House bill 5142, granting a pension 
to Charles F. Coss; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN; Memorial of Pennsylvania Arbitration and 
Peace Society, favoring conference of American Republics; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of National Security League, favoring na- 
tional defense; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Seattle Chamber of Commerce, relative to 
pay for carrying mail; to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Welsh Post, No, 422, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, relative to pay for Union ex-prisoners of war; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. LANGLEY: Petition of merchants of Pikeville, Ky., 
in support of House bill proposing to compel concerns sell- 


ing goods direct to consumers entirely by mail to contribute 


their portion of funds in the development of the local community, 
the county, and the State; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of merchants of Prestonsburg, Ky., in support 
of House bill proposing to compel concerns selling goods direct 
to consumers entirely by mail to contribute their portion of 
funds in the development of the local community, the county, 
and the State; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of merchants of Paintsville, Ky., in support of 
House bill proposing to compel concerns selling goods direct 
to consumers entirely by mail to contribute their portion of 
funds in the development of the local community, the county, 
and the State; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAPES: Petition of 156 citizens of the State of 
Michigan, including employees of the several railroads in Mich- 
igan and others, for a law limiting the length of freight trains 
on all railroads in the United States doing an interstate busi- 
ness to not to exceed 50 cars in any one train and requiring 
that the train crew consist of not less than one conductor, two 
brakemen, one flagman, one engineer, and one fireman; also, a 
law making 12 hours a full day’s work for all employees in 
train service; and that all freight cars be equipped with iron 
ladders at each corner of the car, with suitable grab irons on 
top of the car; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, $ 

By Mr. MEEKER: Petition of International Association of 
Machinists, Progressive Lodge, No. 41, of St. Louis, Mo., pro- 
testing against the present preparedness plan; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Pennsylvania 
Arbitration and Peace Society, of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to 
a conference of American Republics for peace; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. . 

Also, petition of Chamber of Commerce of Ashtabula, Ohio, 
relative to establishment of an armor plant; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of National Security League of Philadelphia, 
Pa., urging military preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Also, memorial of Army nurses of Civil War, Washington, 
D. C., urging placing of memorial tablets to Army nurses in 
memorial building; to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, memorial of St. Stephen’s English Lutheran Church, 
Philadelphia, Pa., against military preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEELY: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Perry L. Brumage; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Oliver C. 
Stringer ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NOLAN: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal, indorsing additional appropriations for the 
United States Coast and Geodetic Survey to provide adequate 
equipment and vessels for Pacific coast survey work; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. NORTON: Petition of the National Federation of 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers, favoring the enactment by 
Congress of a law establishing an absolutely nonpartisan tariff 
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commission of commercial experts; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. ; 

Also, resolution adopted by the Stark County Medical So- 
ciety in meeting assembled at Dickinson, N. Dak., urging that 
adequate provision be made in the new organization of the 
Army for a sufficient number of medical officers; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, concurrent resolution adopted by the Fourteenth Legis- 
lative Assembly of the State of North Dakota, urging Con- 
gress to prohibit the shipment of arms and munitions of 
war from the United States to any of the nations engaged in 
the European war; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted by the Grand Forks (N. Dak.) 
District Medical Society in meeting assembled on December 8, 
1915, praying that the Secretary of War make adequate pro- 
vision in the reorganization of the Army for additional medical 
officers; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted by the North Dakota Pharmaceutical 
Association in meeting held at Fargo in August, 1915, protest- 
ing against the reenactment of certain provisions of the stamp- 
tax revenue law; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OAKEY: Petition of merchants and business men of 
New Britain, Conn., favoring bill taxing mail-order houses; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: Petition of American Oil Develop- 
ment Co., protesting against tax on gasoline and other petro- 
leum products and upon horsepower, etc.; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of manufacturers and bankers of the thirteenth 
Ohio congressional district, against certain sections of proposed 
revenue act; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Ohio Millers’ State Association, favoring 
passage of the grain-grades bill (H. R. 4646) ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of John Held and others of the thirteenth Ohio 
congressional district, against increase of tax on whisky, etc. ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of executive committee of the Ohio Stogie 
Manufacturers Association, protesting against revenue tax on 
cigars, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Evidence to accompany bill granting 
increase of pension to Arabella Irwin; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of the men’s bible class of the 
Presbyterian Church, the men’s bible class of the Methodist 
Church, the men’s bible class of the Baptist Church, all of 
Watkins, N. Y., favoring national prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. J. Allen, of Ithaca, N. Y., protesting 
against the proposed tax on gasoline and automobiles; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Steuben County Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, favoring national prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAKER: Memorial of the Association of Pacific 
Fisheries, urging increase of the general appropriation for 
propagation of the Bureau of Fisheries; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROWE: Petition of Portland (Oreg.) Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to pay for carrying the mail; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Chamber of Commerce of Fulton, N. Y., and 
Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, of Chicago, Ill., favoring 
passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Society of Friends of Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, against military preparedness ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

‘Also, petition of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Department of New 
York, United Spanish War Veterans, and William McKinley 
Camp, No. 62, Department of New York, United Spanish War 
Veterans, urging pensions for widows; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: Memorial of Monthly Meeting of Friends of 
Philadelphia, Pa., against military preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Cape May County 
seashore resorts, relative to acquiring by the Government of 
the United States of inland waterways of New Jersey; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Protest of H. J. Stohrer and 48 
other citizens of Kalamazoo, against any increase in reyenue 
tax on cigars; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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Also, protest of F. C. Emery, of Battle Creek, against in- 
creased taxation on tobaceo and cigars; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, resolution of the Woman's Temperance Union of Cold- 
water, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, protest of Williams-Davis-Brooks & Hinchman Sons, 
Detroit, against the reenactment of the emergency war-revenue 
act taxing toilet articles and perfumes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 0 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany House bill 
7414, to pension Carl J. Domrose; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7407, to pension Foster 
R. Vincent; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7408, to increase the 
pension of James Waters; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7406, to increase the 
pension of Mary Lemon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7413, to increase the 
pension of Philip George; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7415, to pension Leo 
Tucker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 5595, to pension Joseph 
L. Hengel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7412, to increase the 
pension of Benjamin N. Trout; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7419, granting a patent 
to a certain strip of land to Elisha A. Crandall; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7416, for the relief of 
Robert J. Shields; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petition of sundry citizens of North 
Carolina, protesting against the child-labor bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. STINESS: Petitions of sundry citizens of East 
Greenwich, Riverpoint, and Arctic, R. I., favoring bill to tax 
mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SWIFT: Memorial of William H. Hubbell Camp, No. 
4, Department of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, 
relative fo pensions for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of Connecticut Wine, Liquor, and 
Beer Dealers’ Association, against national prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
Tuourspay, January 6, 1916. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, in whom dwelleth all fullness of life and power, 
we call upon Thee in the midst of the great and perplexing prob- 
lems of our national life. We thank Thee that as we come to 
Thee we are assured of the essential unity of the moral life of 
this great people, and that we know the strength of our national 
life lies in the high ideals of the people of this country. Keep 
us faithful to Thee, the Author of the divine law. Give us 
reverence for life, that we may not only respect the right to live, 
but be inspired by the possibilities of a holy life. By Thy grace 
may we so discharge the duties imposed upon us that the divine 
plan may be wrought out and great blessing come to all the 
people. For Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented resolutions of the Polish 
Citizens’ League of Lake County, Ind., expressing appreciation 
of and thanks for the resolution of the Senate and the proc- 
lamation of the President of the United States appointing a day 
on which the people of the United States were asked to con- 
tribute to the relief of the suffering Poles in Europe, which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at the annual con- 
vention of the American Federation of Labor, held at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring the selection of an impartial commission to 
investigate the Steamboat-Inspection Service, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the National Drug Trade Con- 
ference, held at Detfoit, Mich., praying that no amendments to 
the so-called Harrison antinarcotic drug law be adopted pending 
a judicial construction of the present law, which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Health and National Quarantine, 
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He also presented a memorial of the National Drug Trade 
Conference, held at Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against a tax 
on toilet artides and chewing gum, which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the Medical Society 
of Stark County, N. Dak., praying for an increase in the Medical 
Corps of the Army, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union, Farmers’ Edu- 
cational Cooperative Union of America, of Stutsman County, 
N. Dak., remonstrating against an increase in armaments, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the National Federation of 
Implement and Vehicle Dealers’ Associations, of Abilene, Kans., 
praying for the creation of a nonpartisan tariff commission, 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of South Carolina, remonstrating against the enactment 

of legislation to prohibit interstate commerce in the products of 
child labor, which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I present a great number of memorials in 
the form of communications to myself from citizens of Iowa. 
I ask that one of them be read and that all be referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


WAVERLY, IOWA, January 3, 1916. 
Hon. A. B. CUMM 


United Btates + Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sin: At its last meeting the faculty of Wartburg Teachers’ 
Seminary and Academy a resolution to — 25 to you in the 
name of God and h ty to use your ray Sh Congress to stop 
the unholy traffic in arms, ammunition, and munitions of war now going 
on between our beloved United States and the warring nations of 
. which e us in bloodguiltiness and promises to cover 

Stars and § with everlasting shame. 
Very reapectfull y, pe in the name of humanity, 
ACULTY OF WARTBURG ACHERS 
SEMINARY AND ACADEMY, 
By AUGUST ENGELBRECHT, lent. 
` By OswaLp Harpixec, Secretary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorials will be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the Vermont State Teachers’ 
Association, praying for Federal censorship of motion pictures, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. TILLMAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Rockhill, S. C., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit interstate commerce in the products of child 
labor, which was referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the seventh 
congressional district of South Carolina, praying for the adop- 
tion of an amendment to the Constitution granting the right of 
suffrage to women, which was referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of the Society of Friends, 
of Falls Creek, Ind., remonstrating against an increase in arma- 
ments, which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of William P. Kibbey, Maggie 
A. Kibbey, Robinson Ashby, and 66 other citizens of Advance, 
Ind., praying that a prohibitive tax be placed on intoxicating 
liquors, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MYERS. I present a large number of petitions from resi- 
dents of the Flathead Indian Reservation in Montana, asking 
for an appropriation of $1,000,000 for work on the Flathead 
reclamation project in that State. I move that the petitions be 
received and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CUMMINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1294) amending section 81 of the 
Judicial Code, reported it with amendments and submitted a 
report (No. 29) thereon. 

Mr. CUMMINS. On behalf of the Committee on the Judiciary 
I report back adversely the bill (S. 522) amending section 81 of 
the Judicial Code, chapter 231, act of the Sixty-first Congress, 
third session, with the recommendation that it be indefinitely 
postponed. I will say in that connection hat the substance of 
the bill is embodied in a report which I made a few moments ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, The bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 609) to aid in the erection of a monu- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


JANUARY 6, 


ment to Pocahontas at Jamestown, Va., reported it with an 
amendment and submitted a report (No. 27) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 611) for the erection of a monument to the memory of 
Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virginia, reported it with amend- 
ments and submitted a report (No. 28) thereon. 


R. W. BRANSON—CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. CURTIS. On yesterday I introduced a bill, being Senate 
bill 2890, for the relief of R. W. Branson, and it was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. I ask unanimous 
consent of the Senate that that committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably without amendment the bill (S. 788) permitting 
the Wolf Point Bridge & Development Co. to construct, main- 
tain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River in the 
State of Montana, and I submit a report (No. 26) thereon. I 
ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WALSH. I was about to make that request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 3191) to amend section 1342 and chapter 6, Title 
XIV, of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3192) granting an increase of pension to Homer T. 
Barnett (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia: 

A bill (S. 3193) to reinstate Philip Barbour Peyton, jr., in the 
United States Navy as a midshipman; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. : 

By Mr. THOMPSON: 

A bill (S. 3194) to promote the safety of employees and 
travelers on railroads by requiring common carriers engaged in 
interstate commerce by railroad to afford a safe and sufficient 
clearance between structures located on their roadways and 
locomotives and cars passing over their lines, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of South Carolina: 

A bill (S. 3195) to regulate the immigration of aliens to and 
the residence of aliens in the United States; to the Committee 
on Immigration. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 3196) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Claremont, in the State 
of New Hampshire (with accompanying papers); to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3197) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Doyle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3198) granting an increase of pension to Harvey D. 
Plummer, alias Harvey D. Picknell (with accompanying papers) ; 


and 

A bill (S. 3199) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
H. Whipple (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 3200) to establish a Foreign Commerce and Tariff 
Commission; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 3202) to standardize the treatment of tuberculosis 
in the United States, to provide Federal aid in caring for in- 
digent tuberculous persons, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Health and National Quarantine. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 3203) granting to the city of Lemmon, S. Dak., 
certain lands for reservoir purposes; to the Committee on Public 
Lands, 
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A bill (S. 3204) granting a pension to Ellen Rush; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 3206) for the restoration of annuities to the Meda- 
wakanton and Wahpakoota (Santee) Sioux Indians, declared 
forfeited by the act of February 16, 1863; to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3207) authorizing the Secretary of War to make a 
donation of condemned cannon and cannon balls; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GORMAN: 4 

A bill (S. 3208) for the relief of the widow and minor chil- 
dren of Michael Gumb, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 3209) granting an increase of pension to James 
Campbell (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3210) granting an increase of pension to Bridget 
Darcey (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3211) granting a pension to Charles H. Ferris; 
an 

A bill (S. 3212) granting a pension to Samuel P. Johns, w: 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: 

A bill (S. 3213) granting an increase of pension to Stephen B. 
Garrigus; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (S. 3214) granting a pension to Mary A. Hoon (with 
accompany papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER 

A bill (S. 3215) 8 an increase of pension to Harriet 
A. Cady (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 3216) to provide for the exchange of the present 
Federal building site in Newark, Del.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3217) granting a pension to Ernest Hattier; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A bill (S. 8218) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Haley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 8219) granting an honorable discharge to Andrew 
Bird; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 3220) granting a pension to Elizabeth Shaffer (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3221) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca C. 
Pippenger (with accompanying paper) ; 

A bill (S. 3222) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Richwine (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8228) granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 
Stape (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3224) granting an increase of pension to James N. 
Tuttle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3225) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3226) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Whamer (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3227) granting an increase of pension to John 
Willford ; 

z 8 (S. 8228) granting an increase of pension to George H. 

‘oinier ; 
veh bat (S. 3229) granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 

olan; 

A bill (S. 3230) granting a pension to Laura A. Newman (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3231) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Moritz (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3232) granting a pension to Bessie D. Blu (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3233) granting a pension to Sarah E. Benton (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3234) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Dweese (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill ce Seyis granting a pension to Elizabeth Fisher (with 

accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (8. 3236) granting a pension to Albert E. Lay (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3237) granting a pension to Fred Lamke; 

e (S. 3238) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
ore; 

A bill (S. 3239) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
La Pierre (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8240) „ 
Kersey (with accompanying papers); 


A bill (S. 3241) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Gallup (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8242) granting an increase of pension to Edward L, 
Jones (with accompanying papers) ; 

TS bill (S. 3243) granting an increase of pension to William 

. Finney; 

A bill (S. 8244) granting an increase of pension to Felix 
Gremore ; 

A bill (S. 3245) granting an increase of pension to John 

and 

A bill (S. 3246) granting an increase of pension to Robert O. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 8247) granting a pension to William R. Phillips; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: 

A bill (S. 8248) authorizing the Seaboard Air Line Railway 
Co., a consolidated corporation organized under the laws of the 
State of Virginia and other States, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge and . thereto across Back River, be- 
tween Jasper County, S. C., and Chatham County, Ga.; to the 
Committee on eee 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 3251) confirming patents heretofore issued to certain 
Indians in the State of Washington; to the Committee on Indian 


Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHURST: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 70) providing for the continu- 
ation of the Joint Commission to Investigate Indian Affairs; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


BUREAU OF FARM LOANS. 


Mr. NORRIS. I introduce a bill providing for the establish- 
ment of a bureau of farm loans in the Department of Agricul- 
ture 

The bill (S. 8201) providing for the establishment of a Bu- 
reau of Farm Loans in the Department of Agriculture was read 
twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection the bill 
will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. NORRIS. A similar bill was introduced in the last Con- 
gress, and it was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. That committee was discharged from its consideration 
and it was referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 
I have no particular choice as to the committee to which this 
bill should be referred, but I think it would be better to have it 
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be 88 to the 
Committee on Banking and Curreney. 


PROTECTION OF GAME IN THE YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. WALSH. I introduce the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (S. 3205) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro- 
tect the birds and animals in the Yellowstone National Park, 
and to punish crimes in said park, and for other purposes,” 
approved May 7, 1894, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WALSH. The bill is intended to change the existing law 
in relation to the extent of the punishment to be inflicted in 
the case of the unlawful killing of birds or animals within the 
national park, in order that jurisdiction of crimes of that 
character may be brought within the scope of the operation of 
the commission to relieve the Federal court at Cheyenne of the 
obligation of trying those cases. It should accordingly, in 
my estimation, be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

METRIC SYSTEM IN EXPORT TRADE. 


Mr. FLETCHER. I have here a report on the use of the 
metrie system in export trade by Director S. W. Stratton, of 
the Bureau of Standards. It is regarded by many as a very 
important paper, especially useful in connection with the for- 
eign trade, and it is desired that it shall be printed as a public 
document. I ask that it be referred to the Committee on 
Printing with reference to its publication as a public document, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That action will be taken. 


MINING AND METALLURGICAL SOCIETY OF AMERICA. 


Mr. SMOOT. I offer a partial synopsis of the conference 
of the Mining and Metallurgical Society of America held in 
the auditorium of the Smithsonian Institution on December 16, 
1915, with a view to having it printed as a public document, 
I —.— that it be referred to the Committee on Printing for 
action. 

In that connection I wish to say that the Bureau of Mines 
has informed me that they have a list of 8,000 operators to 
which they desire these proceedings to be mailed. I shall ask 
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the Committee on Printing to authorize the printing of 10,000 
copies of this document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


FISCAL AFFAIRS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA (H. Hoc. NO. 495). 


Mr. CHILTON. I present the report of the joint select com- 
mittee appointed under the act of March 3, 1915, to determine 
the fiscal relations between the United States and the District 
of Columbia. I ask that the report be printed in the RECORD. 
There are many accompanying papers and much evidence, which 
will he filed with the Secretary of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


REPORT or JOINT SELECT CoMMITTER APPOINTED PURSUANT TO THR ACT 
or Coxankss or MARCH 3, 1915, ro DETERMINE THE FISCAL RELA- 
TIONS BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

To the Senate and the House of Representatives of the United States 
of America: 


Your committee, appointed pursuant to the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1915, which was in the language following— 

“That a joint select committee shall be appointed, consisting of 
three Senators, to be named by the Presiding Officer of the Senate, 
and three Members of the House, to be named by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, whose duty it shall be to prepare and submit 
to Congress a statement of the proper proportion of the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia, or any branch thereof, 
including interest on the funded debt, which shall be borne by said 
District and the United States, respectively, together with the reasons 
upon which their conclusions may be based — 

Beg leave to submit the following unanimous report. 

The committee met on March 15. 1915, and organized by electing 
W. E. CHILTON, a Senator from the State of West Virginia, as chairman, 
and Henry T. Rainey, a Representative in Con from the State 
of Illinois, as secretary, and on that date r to meet at the call 
of the chairman. 

Pursuant to the call of the chairman, the committee met in the cit 
of Washington on October 20, 1915, for the purpose of obtaining all 
knowledge in its power to obtain touching the question of “ the proper 
E of the 7 of the government of the District of Colum- 

ia. or any branch theréof, including interest on the funded debt, which 
Shall be rne by said District and the United States, respectively, 
together with the reasons upon which their conclusions may be based.” 

The committee was in open session almost every day from October 
20, 1915, to November 16, 1915, hearing the evidence and argument 
of persons appearing voluntarily and persons appearing upon the invita- 
tion and request of the committee, and has since had such evidence 
and arguments under its careful consideration. 

Several briefs were filed on behalf of various organizations and by 
individuals, and many communications from individuals and organiza- 
tions were received by the committee. 

All of this evidence and argument, both oral and written, the com- 
mittee has ordered to be printed in its hearings and has carefully 
considered, believing it to be most important for the guidance of this 
and future Congresses of the United States that a definite finding of 
facts be made 7 5 the questions presented for determination; and 
therefore. while the committee was very liberal in affording time and 
opportunity for a thorough presentation of facts, circumstances. opin- 
ions, and views of those interested and competent to give evidence, 
this was with the sole idea of establishing facts from which just con- 
clusions could be drawn. 

Of the two questions submitted to your committee, it first con- 
sidered the following, viz, what is the proper proportion of % + * 
interest on the funded debt, which shall rne by said District and 
the United States, vely,” and now submits the following state- 
ment with the reasons upon which its conclusion is based. 

We find that the interest on the funded debt should be paid by 
moneys from the . of the United States and 50 per cent charged 
to the revenues of the District of Columbia and 50 per cent charged 
to the amount appropriated for the expenses of the District of Colum- 
bia from the moneys of the United States. 

The funded debt” consists entirely of 3.65 bonds (so-called because 
of the rate of interest they bear) of the District of Columbia amount- 
ing at this date to $6,223,000, and of which $975,408 is paid yearly, 
one-half by the revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half by 
the moneys of the United States. 

The time of payment of this funded debt extends to the year 1924, 
but with an annual appropriation of approximately $975,408 the debt 
will be fully and completely paid a year or two prior to 1924, and when 
paid the District of Columbia will have no other funded debt. 

This funded debt had its origin in the very extraordinary expenditures 
for city improvements, principally the establishing, grading, and paving 
of streets and avenues, the construction of sanitary sewers, the plantin 
of trees, and generally the rebuilding and reequipment of the city o 
Washington from a then existing . TBH condition of utility and 
sanitation along the lines of a great National Capital, which it was in- 
tended to be and which destiny it is er p 

These expenses accumulated between 1871 and 1874 in very large 
amounts burdensome upon both the District of Columbia and its citi- 
zens, which burdens became fully realized and for which relief was first 
sought by the act of June, 1874, providing, among other things: 

“That a joint select committee shall be appointed, consisting of two 
Senators, to be appointed by the Presiding cer of the Senate, and 
two Members of the House, to be eh yee) by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, whose duty it shall be to prepare a suitable 
frame of government for the District of Columbia and appropriate 
drafts of statutes to be enacted by Con for carrying the same into 
effect. and report the same to the two Houses, respectively, on the first 
day of the next session thereof; and they shall also prepare and sub- 
mit to Congress a statement of the proper proportion of the expenses 
of said government, or any branch thereof, including interest on the 
funded debt, which’ should be borne by said District and the United 
States, respectively, . raed with the reasons upon which their 
conclusions may be based.” 

On the 23d of June, 1874. the sundry civil act of that date makes 
reference to interest on the funded debt, as follows: 

“All the above sums, except so much thereof as may be paid for in- 


terest, as aforesaid, to be considered and adjudged hereafter as a part 


of the proper proportional sum to be paid by the United States toward 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia.” 

A Aiea message of President Grant in December, 1874, contains the 
‘ollowing : è 

“The act of Congress of June 20, 1874, contemplates an apportion- 
ment between the United States Government and the District of Colum- 
bia in respect to the payment of the principal and interest of the 3.65 
bonds. Therefore in computing with precision the bonded debt of the 
District the aggregate sums above stated, as respects 3.65 bonds now 
issued, the outstanding certificates of the board of audit and the unad- 
justed claims pending before that board should be reduced to the ex- 
tent of the amount to be apportioned to the United States Government 
in the manner indicated in the act of Congress of June 20, 1874.“ 

5 U appropriation act of February 1, 1878, contains the following 
provision: . 

“That the sum of $182,500 in currency, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, be, and is hereby, appropriated for the payment of the 
interest on the bonds of the District of Columbia, known as 3.65 bonds, 
due on February 1, 1875, issued_under the act entitled ‘An act for the 
government of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes,’ ap- 

roved June 20, 1874; said interest to be paid by the Treasurer of the 
nited States or the Assistant Treasurer of the United States in New 
York on surrender of the proper coupons: Provided, That the said sum 
hereby appropriated shall be considered and adjusted as a part of the 
proper proportional sum to be paid by the United States toward the 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia, and toward the 
ment of the interest on the funded debt of the District.” 

The act of March 3, 1875 (18 Stats.. 343), is as follows: 

“To pay on behalf of the United States, as a portion of the general 
expenses of the District of Columbia, to be expended by the Commis- 
sioners of said District, $1,060,000, only to be drawn as needed for 
immediate use; and $300,000 of this sum shall be available from the 
passage of this act, no salaries to be changed from the standard fixed 
under the act of June 20, 1874. 

“To pay the interest on the 3.65 bonds issued under the act entitled 
‘An act for the government of the District of Columbia, and for other 
p ses," $185,000; and the salary of the commissioner of the sinking 
— 5 acting as treasurer thereof, shall be $1,000 25 annum,” 

The debates in the Senate and in the House o resentatives of 
the United States during the years 1874, 1875, and 1876 substantiate 
the theory that the interest on the funded debt was then understood by 
Congress as being paid one-half through District of Columbia revenues 
and one-half through the General Government. 

On January 26, 1875 (vol. 9, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 749), the fol- 
lowing dialogue took place in the House prior to the passage of II. R. 
4483, which later became the act of February 1, 1875, from which we 
have just quoted. 

“Mr. GARFIELD. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report back with an amendment the bill (H, R. 4483) for the 
8 of interest on the 3.65 bonds of the District of Columbia. 

e amendment of the committee strikes out the words ‘in coin’ 
ane the words ‘one hundred and eighty-two thousand five hundred 

ollars.“ 

“Mr, RANDALL. Is there any report accompanying this bill? 

“Mr. GARFIELD. I send to the desk to be read a communication from 


‘the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. RANDALL. I wish to reserve a point of order on this bill. 
“Mr. GARFIELD. Let the report be read. 
“Mr. HOLMAN. It should be understood that the point of order on 
this bill is not waived. 
“The Speaker. The point of order will be reserved till the communi- 
cation has been read. 
“The Clerk read as follows: 


“ Orrick COMMISSIONERS OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
“January il, 1875. 
“To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 


“The Commissioners of the District respectfully request that the 
attention of Congress may be called to the necessity of legislative pro- 
vision for the payment of the interest on the bonds authorized to be 
issued by the act of Congress approved June 20, 1874, entitled ‘An act 
for the government of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes.’ 
These bonds are generally known as ‘ 3.65 bonds.’ The act of Congress 
above cited pledged the faith of the United States to the payment (by 
proper proportional appropriation and by taxation on property within 
the District) of the interest on said bonds as well as to the creation 
of a sinking fund for payment of the principal thereof at maturity. 

“The same act of Congress contemplates the ascertainment, through 
future legislation, of the proper proportion of the expense of the gov- 
ernment of the District of Columbia, including interest on its funded 
debt, which should be borne by the District and by the United States, 
respectively. This proportion has not yet been determined by the 
requisite legislation. Upon the funded debt of the District of Columbia, 
other than the 3.65 bonds, the interest, including that due January 1, 
1875, has been paid or is in proces of payment out of revenues from 
the taxes on property in the District. 

“At the last session Congress authorized an advance from the United 
States Treasury for the pa ment of interest on the funded debt of said 
District, due July 1, 187 (the 3.65 bonds not then having been issued), 
but it was required that the sum thus advanced should be reimbursed 
to the Treasury of the United States from the treasury of the District, 
and this reimbursement has been made in full. The 3.65 bonds result, 
in principal part, from the funding of floating indebtedness of the late 
board of public works, which was created by an act of Con s, and 
whose operations were subject tọ congressional control, and to some 
extent were independent of interposition on the part of the municipal 
government of the District. 

“After payment from the treasury of the District of the current ex- 
penses of the municipal government and of the interest on the funded 
debt of the District other than the 3.65 bonds, taxes on piers prop- 
erty will not afford sufficient revenue to pay any part of the interest 
on the 3.65 bonds, which falls due on February 1, 1875. It results, 
therefore, that either congressional appropriation for this interest must 
be made or that there must be default in the payment of interest to 
which the faith of the United States is pee: If the requisite sum 
be ap a eg by Congress, it is advisable that the interest should be 

a In e Treasury of the United States and the coupons canceled 

ere. According to law, these bonds are registered in the office of the 
Registrar of the United States Treasury. It might also be provided 
that such sum as may be appropriated for this purpose shall be consid- 
ered and adjusted hereafter as a part of the proper Pig egg beeen sum 
to be paid by the United States toward the expenses of the government 
of the District of Columbia and of the interest on its funded debt.” 
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The “future legislation ” porto: lated in the 05 ſuoted must 
be read in connection with the of June “any 1874, 8 Ing that a 


the United States, the 


proper proportional sum shall be 1d d 
* Ti ter,” and in view of the 


same “to be considered and adjusted her 


fact that Co d already appo pointed a committee to ascertain 
what was a 8 proportion god e Government to pay, and that the 
report of ‘that commi was the basis of what is is calea th the organic 


act of 1878, known as the half-and-half plan. 

The 0 from the remarks of Senator Thurman, of Ohio, — 
in January, 18 6, in the Senate of the United States, is convinein 

“ One word as to this rantee, and then I will relieve the te 
from any further observations of mine. This guarantee is as plain as 
words can make it. It was maturely considered, and was a subject of 
much debate in the committee that reported it. There were Senators 
who thought it ought to be an absolute guarantee on the part of the 
Government ‘to pay the interest and also the principal, and all the 
contractors were clamorous for such a guarantee. The committee 
would not yield. It would only make a qualified guarantee, and that 
guarantee was in these words: 

And the faith 5 the United States is hereby pledged that the 
United States will, by proper proportional appropriations as contem- 
plated in ‘this act and by causing to be levied upon the property within 
said District such Mgr iad as will perias the sha og necessary to 
the interest on said -bonds -as meer f become due and payable, 
and create a sinking fund for the payment of the principal at 9 R 

General norane 5 


bute to 
bonds and provide a sinking fund for the liquida- 
tion of the principal.” 


Reference is also made to the act of March 14, 1876 (19th Stat., 
P. 211), to the act of Jul a 1876, and of March 3, 1877. 

“The act of A) Hr m was followed by the *so-calied “or: ic 
act” of June 11, 8, i Bh for the payment of the debt of the 
District ‘by definite 9 of 50 1 cent, respectively, to the 
United States and the District of Colum 

The — tone of the Treasury of the United States, in an official 
opinion ered January 3, 1914, on this question, reaches the follow- 
ing conclusions : 

It remains for us, upon the premises thus, as I believe, satis- 
Sat ah Agro rd to predicate teh by he Son are: 

e indebtedness represent 3.65 bonds was_indebted- 
ness of the District of Columbia and Sot in any part the . 
of the United States and the —— of the District of Columbia. 

“2. To restore the credit of the District of ‘Columbia, make accept- 
able to creditors of the District 3.65 bonds by a fon to be com payment 
and assume the to-be-determined equitable pronari on to 

or tue. United States toward the expenses E ae tributed 
States covenanted with the holders of toons | Ban ges that it would pro- 
vide, by taxation on the 9 the 1 a portion of the 
revenues necessary to pa est on and 13855 of these bonds, 
and that it would provide the other yer A by ap- 
3 out of the revenues of the Uni 

Ey the or; c act of June 11 1878“ he portion to be provided 
by —.— on on the property and p rivileges in th istrict was declared 
to be 50 Bed eent and the portion to be a 8 out of the funds 
of oe N States 50 per cent, and that 
now is the law 


bonds is therefore that 


‘operty 

ct, and that of a promisor that it will provide 70 2 228 Payment of 
he United 
= T have, therefore, to advise you that under the ‘act makin appro 

priations to provide for the — of the 8 of the 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ee June 30, 14, and for . — 
purpose. (37 Stat., 9 28), pay ayment to be made dur said year of 
nterest on and sinking tor the payment of the ded debt in 
groia should be made, within the limits of the amount appropriated 
‘or said purpose, we moneys withdrawn from ‘the Treas of the 
apes States b PY the Treasurer in accordance with section 2 of the act 
2 March 3, 1883 (22 Stat., 470), and 50 per cent thereof char to 
0 ereof 


revenues of the District o Eoen and 50 per cent t 
charged to the amount District 
States and the money so paid should be 
accounted for 1 4941014. 
the Comptroller of the Treasury rendered 
. conclusions as 3 above cited. 
ngress, unvarying tice of the years, the provisions of | 
spectiy the j 
4 Ph 5 General Government, the holders of the bonds | 
the revenues of the Blsttiet oft Da AA — 55 0 ee —— 5 — —j— 


a tiated for the e ses of ‘th 
from the moneys of the U United — 2 
On December 
another official opinion on this same matter, ad g to and reaffirm. | 
Tei — = Lee S — dar. e original intent, the understanding of ‘Mem: | 
a 
the various laws bt appropriation, the law definitely fixing the re- 
ive eee 8 of — — and, above all, ce of the 
and ‘th 01 Ge Columbia eee 1 bes a clusi 
interest on oo the | funded debt be container we 10 30 * are Aaa 
tion Lance ‘the 8 of the 
The next determin: n 
‘tion of oe 0 olumbin, or or 
District 


circumstances as shown to exist at this times that there is no reason 
for any arbi rule of Ey the Fiona te contribution for the expen 

the ne dey . * . residents thereof and b — sg of 
the Unt tes who realde outside the District of Col ia ; that 
the oo should be that the responsibili in taxation of the 
residents of the District of Columbia be as 5 as the 
responsibility of residents of 1 1 ties eo rable with the 
city of Washington; 5 t ot such bie prop 


equitably and ‘operly 

Sety the fman 3 — — ts o 
coneluded ; that the n 8 . AA of rivately - —.— 
real ‘estate in Washin ee reasonabl: the sum of 
money collected as such taxes hn paid i into the Tredeary of the United 


ever since remained and 
4. The liability of the United States to the holders of the 3.65) 


States, there to be in 
District of Columbia, 
in 2 3 of the District of Columbia, and for no other pur- 


ted into a trust fund for the benefit of the 
that the revenues thus collected be expended 


pose ; e United ona pers ater its moneys all the —— of 
atien ar is deemed o} 


39 for the 

municipal expenses of the District Of Col after considera on Pot 
the reports and estimates of the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia and the needs of said et; Sonn) as a conclusion, which 


e ur, n Con ngress that its appro 
priations for the * Ot the piste of | olumbia: should alwa: 
no 


trict of Columbia in ê 
residence of this great 
ever maintained as a model for al ities of the world. 

The Constitution of the 1 Stat tes of America, in clause 17 of 


section 8, gives Congress the 
“To exercise paige hy a lotion — all cases sangeet ome such Dis- 
trict (not exceeding 1 es square) as may, cession of particular 
States and the acce 5 of Congress, become seat of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and to exercise like authority over all — 1 — 
purchased by the consent of the legislature of the State in whi 
same shall be for the erection of forts, magazines, 3 
and other needful buildings. 
The expressed — ye of “exclusive legislation“ necersarily makes 
Lidl control of s body of land, known as the District of h 
est in the National Government and makes this highest national power 
Federal District. 


vernment of this 

1 8105 tter 9 in the former itals of the United States had 
of our Constitution aly pees its central seat of 
A in a location where the national authority would be su- 
preme, where its records ‘and its 8 could be safe from 
attack, and where, under its own direction, ‘a structural plan for up- 
building and maintenance could be commenced and — — without 

98 by any — or local authority. 
In fixing the District of Columbia as the National Capital ont home 
of the Fin gel ten the Congress did not . bx eqjutred political “dominion 


by testo irom the Bates ot Maraid and ership af 
cession from the 0 
the land b nd Virginia and ane —— done by 


None — e 1 and edrr all ert y 
mutual unders definite tten agreements ance: 
from the noeb ne — 2 land it laid out a National Capital and 


began its construction. 
within the District of Columbia 


Everyone who property 
since tos done so Seite tae be the knowledge and distinct ’ 3 zu 


the District of Columbia, he put himself 
meee 1 Ahmes eni: d — —— of Co Subject to sach 

control as the conyeniences and n premia 

ing the National Government and ‘building the National Capital alaien, 

render necessary. 

Senator Southard, of New Jersey, in 2 memorable report from the 

ct Committee, as early as February 2 , £835, said: 

“The design of the Constitution and its founders was to create a 
residence for the Government where ‘they should have — ae and 
unlimited control, which should be regulated and -governed by them 
without the interference of partial interests in the States, which should 
be built up and sustained by their authority and ‘resources—not S 
pendent upon the will or resources of any State or local interest. 

This was the grand plan conceived by the fathers of the Governmen 
the wisdom of which grows more and more apparent with the pone ps 
and going of the years. 

ae iene who first — the city’s 6 

0 na 


tion, PS, nity offered them 
of deliberately deciding on the spot 5 — their n city 1 —9 be 
fixed or of combining every n consideration in the choice of 


ecessary 
wi the power of coun 
the means now within the 3 
embellishment which 


iod, however remote. 
verhe“ growth ot the site in utility and in ed has kept pace with 
the growing strength of the Nation. Its beginning was most naturally 
restricted because of lack of funds, yet the wisdom of the founders 
was such that the clearest and broadest view prevailed as a plan for 


had as their industrial, age apt - ‘and commercial -enter- 
prises wherewith to build up the city. tain their public uetan 
and pro people with emplo 


It has always retained the plan of sralo ment ae with the 


earest vision and 


those 0 

* 5 natural grow 

. and land by 
to nit 


be 

city of W: 
1800 saw tiai advan 
a definite end. 


the. —.— pointed — of the United 
— of ton t in Wash- 


vemen 
was inaugurated and — — Which resulted in the widen- 
5, grading, piling, and paving of sy and boulevards gigs es 185 


. streets, avenues, par 

ing of bo storm-and: sewers ; - planting of many trees; 
in amet, a radical renewal of the entire ire city, but but Te, the same plan 
of civic grandeur which presagéd a pital ‘City. 
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This was attended with great expense and assessment made against 
the District of Columbia and against the owners of property therein, 
and so oppressive were these imposed taxes and assessments that 

titions of remonstrance against the then governing boards were 


led with Congress, and committees were appointed to investigate 
and report upon charges of excessive and needless expenditure and 
mismanagement of the city's affairs. The controlling civic body under 
which these nditures were authorized was the board of public 
works, this being a part of the so-called Territorial government 
existing in Washington at that time. 

In June, 1874, by authority of Congress, the Territorial form of 
overnment was abolished, and District control was placed in the 

nds of three commissioners, practically the plan now existing. 
where the two civil commissioners are appoint by the President 
from among the residents of the District, the third commissioner 
being a Government engineer detailed for service as commissioner in 
the District of Columbia. 


the extent to which Congress shall approve of said estimates, 

cent thereof, and 

levied 

upoa the taxable popei and 

trict, other than the property o 

of Columbia,” 

Under this act the appropriations by the General Government in 

all the years since 1878 have averaged just about 50 per cent of the 
nses of the District of Columbia. 

‘We bolieve the fact that the national appropriation has averaged 

half of these expenses is not the result of nee but of design, and 


that the so-called “half-and-half law,” which was conceived as an 
economic 3 to lift the burden of debt from the oppressed 
District and its tax- 


paying citizens, was justified by the exigencies 
of the time and the conditions of that 2 5 It came into being because 
the consensus of the best thought of t day was that justice de- 
manded that the Federal Government should definitely come to the 
ald of the District and its citizens. in the payment of this vast debt 
incurred for public works. ‘This, we think, is the real reason for the 
Passage of the “ half-and-half” law. 

While there were those in 1878 who doubted the propriety or even 
the expediency of legislation fixing a certain and definite ratio of con- 
tribution by the Government to the yment of the expenses of the 

et, this act was apparently co ered a satisfactory compromise 
solution of a problem then exceedingly difficult_of p r determination 
by_reason of the conditions in the trict of Columbia at that time. 

But we think that the conditions of to-day and of the few years last 
past are so diferent from the conditions of 1878 that this arbitrary 
rule—a rule of then seeming necessity—need no longer be applied to 
District appropriations. 

Then the District was under a great debt; to-day that debt has been 
very largely paid, and the next few years will see it completely paid in 
the manner we have described herein. 

Then the District was suffering from the many experimental forms 
of government which had been tried in successive rare almost; to-day 
the form of government is one of long existence, tried and tested. 

Then the population was less than one-half of the nearly 350,000 
people who now reside in Washington. 

hen the splendid utility and beauty of the city planned on a national 
base were just 8 to be seen; now the Government has many 
buildings Which are of the very highest standard of architecture, and 
has laid the foundation, by purchase of additional areas of land, for 
more public buildings, parks, and reservations. 

More and more every year is land being acquired and held for strictly 
| adhe anche! purposes, withdrawn from participation in assessment and 

anon. 

The increasing needs of the Government in this, its central home, 
demand, and continue to demand, more lend, more buildings, more 
reservations. 

All of this means that the District of Columbia and the National 
Government should not be lon on any partnership basis of contribu- 
tion, but that the National City, the Nation’s home, should be a dis- 
trict where the national authority is not — i — but a district 
where the just pride of a great people should insist upon its mainte- 
nance in a manner most fitting to the dignity of the citizens whose 
manifestation of central government it is. 

Nothing is clearer to us than it never was the intent that this Dis- 
trict should bear all the very extraordinary burdens of expense incident 
to its plan and occupancy as a national city, and any such proposed 
burden would be most inequitable and unjust now. 

But around and about this great workshop of national affairs has 
grown a city with all the complexities incident to the multifarious 
utilities of a modern American city. 

The rights of the people of the District are to be considered, and we 
would therefore recommend that the people of Washington pay a tax 
comparable in assessment, rate, and amount to that tax paid by the 
residents of other cities in population and location to the city 
of Washington. 

This we believe is eminently fair, and there should be no greater 
exaction in taxation from the people of the District of Columbia. 

In seeking to apportion benefits resulting to the General Government 
and to the citizens and residents of the District of Columbia it is mani- 
fest that no line or rule of distinction can be found. 

The expenditures of the District of Columbia are for police and fire 
protection, education, sanitation and health, ties, correction and 
reform, the care of the insane and the — and in each and every one 
of these e items of expense both the General Government and the 
District — Coronan are 5 the ratio of benefit is impossible 
to determine and under our thou, E É 

Here, in addition to the Executive and his Cabinet, the Supreme Court 
and other Federal courts and the Congress of the United States, are 
over 40,000 8 of the Federal Government. These persons, drawn 
from every State the Union with their families, compose a large part 
of the population of the District. 

Here come every day almost thousands of visitors, young and old, to 
all of whom the lessons of tism resulting from a visit to the 
Nation's Capital result in a higher type of citizenship, and the pride of 
participation in the affairs of our Government grows stronger with the 
realization of its latent power and outward dignity and grandeur. 

The protection to life and pro , the measures to secure health, 
happiness, and the benefits of education, as weli as the measures for the 
care of the poor and the sick, are beneficial not alone to the actual 
residents of the District of Columbia, but to all the American people 
between the great oceans. 


The question of taxation in the District of Columbia, ile not espe- 
aag eee of penned Sete the committee, 
s necessarily linked with an inquiry concerhing mun 1 expen: 
therefore we have given it attention. 34 Se wees Seas ees 

The report of the assessor of the District of Columbia, as made Oc- 
tober 1, 1915, shows that “ the total area of the District of Columbia is 
69.245 square miles, or 44.316.8 acres. In land it is slightly over 61 
square miles and in water about 8 square miles, or about 38.200 acres in 
land and 5.116 acres in water. The original city of Washington con- 
tained 6,111 acres, and Georgetown has about 550 acres, including old 
j About 5,550 acres are contained in all parks, large and 
small.“ à 

The lands in the District of Columbia are assessed triennlally and the 
assessment, beginning July 1, 1914, for the fiscal year 1915, ts as follows: 
City of Washington and county: 

Assessed valuation of lan $208, 085, 318 
182, 013, 531 


Total assessed valuation of real estate in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for the fisca) year ended June 
geet | sei Rieke E oats Mike ee 890, 098, 849 
Pcrsonal-tax levy for the fisent’year ended June 30, 1915. 


Personal property, at 13 per cent.. 517, 962. 
Building and loan : = 
D 4 22, 161. 76 
15, 810. 11 
75. 875. 80 
71. 822. 
118, 240. 65 
119, 398. 26 
263. 04 
201, 570. 73 
9 Market Co., 4 per cent on gross earnings from 
MOTT RIO a Sea ee aed E 465. 74 
Georgetown Barge & Dock, Elevator & Railway Co., 5 per 
cent on gross earnings. soo x.. 256. 81 


bc | Mtl age Steal Fepee EAA A 1, 275, 827. 31 


The regular rate of taxation on N in the District of Columbia 
is 14 per cent on an assessment of not less than two-thirds of true value. 


The same report shows the following table of exempt property in 
Washington : 
Assessed value of United States property. 


Total. 


000 ($105, 964, 274 


Main buildings. 

Z 41,287, 201 

Parks and reservations 74,281, 474 
EC 6,045,611 


Religious, educational, charitable, and be- 
nevolent institutions and all other exemp- 


. ͤ T AI ENS TO A T 24,811,916 
Total assessed value of all exempt property 
5 = ease By 116, 237, 80 | 264,367, 265 
0 value o exe 
the District of Columbia . 396, 550, 893 


— —äàä.ʃ — 3:33 22372 * 2 


i ė 
The report of the auditor of the District of Columbia, made October 
13, 1915, shows the following receipts and expenditures : 
“RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES. 


“Cash receipts from all sources for the year amounted to $15,684,- 
913.70, made up as follows: From taxation, licenses, and miscellaneous 
sources, $8,041,529.68; amount paid by the United States as share of 
expenses of government under the act of June 11, 1878, $6,118,915.99; 
temporary advance by United States for be park improvements, 

ae 1 ee and special fund collections, including the water fund, 
is Cash expenditures for the year amounted to $14,845,469.45, of which 
there was paid from appropriations- and general fund $13,475,109:99 
and from trust and special funds, — . — the water fund, 81,370,359. 48. 

The expenditures from appropriations and general fund of the Dis- 
trict, including payments made, to the United States for reimburse- 
ments for advances, etc., far prior years, are as follows: For general 

vernment, $785,316.70; protection of life and property, including 

and police departments, $1,920,589.07 ; health and sanitation, in- 
eluding health department, sewage, i, and construction, $1,174,- 
622.79; highways, including street extensions, improvements, and care 
of public highways, $1,671,897.19; charities and corrections, $1,736,- 
795.22; education, inc . publie schools, special education, and 
public libraries, $3,164,308.17 ; recreation, including —.— playgrounds, 
and bathing beach, $638,748.06; miscellaneous, including tax and 
license refunds, $346,059.83 ; public-service enterpri including markets 
and water supply, $192,709.54 ; interest and debt, including bonded debt 
and reimbursements to the United States required by the several acts 
of Congress for advances made in prior years, $1,844,063.42. 4 

“The expenditures from special and trust fund accounts include 
payments for general government, $614.74; protection of life and prop- 
erty, including pay of police and fire pensions and salaries of street 
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railway crossing police, $198,238.19; health and sanitation, includin 
cost of sewer construction, $13,126.39; highways, including cost o 
repairs to streets incident to cuts made for street railway companies 
and other corporations and for private persons, plumbers, etc., $114,- 
923.85; charities and corrections, including payments made thro 
the juvenile court, account e of abandoned wives and chil- 
dren, $45,471.84; education, including prize awards in the schools, 
$155.85; recreations, including the placing of trees in private parking 
space, $876.81; miscellaneous, peny principally tax sale and other re- 
funds and redemptions, $384,721.66; public service enterprises, being 
principally expenses of the water distribution paid from the District 
water fund, $612,230.13.” 

It is, of course, not the purpose of this committee to act as a board 
of tax assessment and equalization of property within the District of 
Columbia, for that work obviously was not intended to be assumed by 
this committee. But we have heard evidence of tax assessments and 
tax rates in many American cities, some of this evidence being most in- 
structive, other of it affording ee eee as the conditions 
resembled or differed from conditions in Wa: gton. 

The annual tax in Washington is approximately $16 per capita. 

In the judgment of 1 committee this is a reasonable tax levy at 
this time, especially when we consider, as we must, that a large pro- 
canton of the population here pays but a small amount of the taxes 
mposed. 

he subjects of taxation in Washington differ somewhat from those 
of many other American cities. Here, for instance, intangible personal 
2 is not a subject of taxation, and taxes on franchises and earn- 

ngs of public-service corporations are not classed as personal taxes. 

e find from the evidence of fair-minded men, residents of Wash- 
ington, familiar with real estate values in general, that the present assess- 
ment of real estate for taxation is fair and reasonable. 

We are perfectly aware that many discre cles may appear even in 
the best regulated assessment plan and instances of inequality may be 
found in the present assessment in Washington, but taken as a whole, 
the assesments made against all classes of property in the different 
locations in the city are equitable, 

An examination of the assessments in some former years leads us to 
believe that in those years many of the tax valuations were too low 
and that then many more inequalities of taxation existed than now, and 
that under the present assessment an earnest and honest effort has 
been made to adjust assessments for taxation, so that substantial 
Justice may be done to all concerned. 

The committee believes that independently of the question of what 
should be the proper subjects of taxation in the District of Columbia, 
the payment of taxes on real estate from the assessments as they are 
now. constituted is a fair and reasonable response in such taxation 
for municipal benefits received by the citizens of the District. 

It is our 7 gig tee that the revenues derived from taxes assessed and 
collected in the District of Columbia and paid into the Treasury of the 
United States should be used for the expenses of the District of Co- 
lumbia alone and that all of the balance of money necessary for the 
government of the District of Columbia, the maintenance of all proper 
utilities, the expenses due to natural growth and development, and the 
construction of necessary bridges and aqueducts, the erection of build- 
ings and monuments, the purchase of parks, all things now necessary to 
a modern city, should have their highest and fullest expression here, 
this made possible by participation of all the people of all the States 
in the maintenance of the Nation's city. 

In connection with the subject of local taxation in the District of 
Columbia, the committee is fully mindful that there was no expressed 
delegation of authority for it to investigate and report any change in 
the proposed taxing system. which it might find would be beneficial, 
and therefore, while we believe there should be a proper tax on in- 
heritances in the District and some changes and reforms of procedure 
in the office of the assessor of the District of Columbia, we prefer to sub- 
mit these views later and in different form as individual expressions. 

Our unanimous conclusion is that the rate of taxation in the Dis- 
trict should be fixed and certain; that the Congress should pursue a 
definite policy of regular and liberal appropriations, having in view not 
only the permanent moral and physical advancement of the city, but 
also its preeminent beauty and grandeur as the municipal expression of 
the Nation's home and its people's pride. 

W. E. CHILTON, Chairman. 
WILLARD SAULSBURY. 

Joun D. WORKS. 

Henny T. RAINEY. 

Warren GARD. 

HENRY ALLEN Cooper. 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I desire to submit a separate 
statement in connection with the report made by the chairman 
of the committee. As a member of the committee I desire to 
submit a statement of my separate views. They are not at 
all in conflict with the conclusions reached by the committee, 
which I am glad to say are unanimous, but give some addi- 
tional reasons that appeal to me in support of those conclusions. 
I ask that this statement may also be printed in the Rxconb in 
connection with the report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 

ADDITIONAL VIEWS OF MR. WORKS. 
To the Congress of the United States: 


While I agree with the other members of the committee upon the 
ultimate aceron to be determined and have signed the general report, 
I have felt constrained to express my own views on the subject sep- 
arately in order, principally, to give my reasons for the conclusions 
I have reached. 

The bill raising the committee provides, whose duty it shall be 
to prepare and submit to Congress a statement of the proper propor- 
tion of the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia, 
or any branch thereof, including interest on the funded debt which 

borne by said District and the United States vely, 
together with e reasons upon which their conclusions may be 


Evidently, the im tion Pow duty upon the committee in this form 


proceeds upon the ay. t there are within the territorial boun- 
daries of the District of Columbia two distinct corporate or govern- 
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mental organizations, each of which is responsible in part for the 
administration of the District and liable for a portion of its expenses. 
Nothing could be further from the truth. The District is the pital 
of the Nation. Con is by the Constitution given complete and 
exclusive jurisdiction and control over it. Being exclusive, this power 
can not lawfully be delegated to any other municipal organization or 

y. In fact, none of this power or jurisdiction has been delegated 
to the District of Columbia. It is a nominal municipal corporation 
only, without officers, without authority, and without any function 
whatever to perform as such. ‘The so-called District officers are ap- 

inted by and are, in fact, the officers of the National Government. 
1E can make no laws, but is governed . by laws enacted by Con- 

ess. Its treasury, so-called and mentioned so often in appropriation 
Bills, has no existence in fact. It has no money and no power to 
collect any. Its nominal officers, who are, in fact, officers of the Goy- 
ernment, are only instruments of the Government for the levying and 
collection of taxes from property owners within the District. It can 
not make appropriations or pay any of its expenses. The money col- 
lected as taxes from property owners is not paid into the treasury 
of the District, because it has none, but into the National Treasury. 
It is not paid out by the District, but by the Treasurer of the United 
States upon the order of Congress. The title to some of the property 
in the District is held in its name; but the property belongs to the 
Government and is held by the District as a mere naked trustee, with- 
out power or control over it. In short, the nominal municipal corpora- 
tion of the District of Columbia is a mere shell, without any authority, 
power, or responsibility, and without any of the attributes or functions 
of a municipal government. It is worse than that. It is a delusion 
and a snare. It has led the people of the District to believe they have 
a local 8 that is some shield and protection to them as 
against the wer of Congress, and at the same time has led some 

embers of Congress and people outside of the District to believe that 
the National Government can divide the responsibility of maintaining, 
building up. and beautifying its own Capital with such a local gov- 
ernment. The situation is wholly misleading and hurtful. 

This bill directing the committee to ascertain the proper proportion 
of the expenses of the Capital to be borne, respectively, by the Federal 
Government and the District of Columbia is founded upon a wrong 
impression of the conditions as 3 and is itself misleading. 
The District of Columbia never has n liable for any proportion of 
the expenses of the District, and never can be properly. It has never 
paid any part of the expenses. and probably never will. Its nominal 
officers, who are in fact the officers of the Government, have collected 
taxes from 1 8 individuals within the District and 12 them into 
the National Treasury, without any responsibility or bility of any 
kind on the part of the District as a municipal power or entity. Ob- 
viously, therefore, the real and only possible question before the com- 
mittee is not what proportion of the expenses of the District shall be 

id by the District of Columbia, but what proportion of such expenses 
o be id by the National Government shall be raised by taxation of 
the privately owned property in the District. 

This involves, necessarily, the question whether the so-called half- 
and-half system now in force sh be continued in force and, if not, 
whether any other proportion as between the taxpayers and the Govern- 
ment shall be fixed. 

In my own mind I have reached the following conclusions, for which 
ora give my reasons and which I submit to the consideration of 

ongress: 
1. The District of Columbia should convey to the United States all 
properties held in its name and the United States should assume and 
pay the debts standing against the name of the District. 

2. The municipality of the District of Columbia should then be 
abolished, the territory of the District designated the City of Washing- 
ton, and its affairs controlled and administered directly by the 
National Government. 

3. The rate of taxation and basis of assessment should be reasonable 
as Spaced with other comparable cities. 

4. All moneys derived from taxation should be paid into the 
National Treasury, to be applied to the payment of the expenses of the 
District, and the half-and-half system abolished. 

5. The National Government should be wholly responsible for the 
conduct and support of its Capital, and all appropriations therefor 
should be made from the National Treasury without regard to the 
amount derived from taxation for that purpose. 

6. All special assessments or charges against privately owned prop- 
erty for the opening or improvement of streets or other public im- 
provenenta should be abolished and all laws providing therefor 
repealed. : 

7. The right to prosecute actions against the District of Columbia 
for past and future causes of action should be allowed as against the 
United States. F 

8. The residents of the District should be given representation in 
Congress and the right to select their representatives and to vote for 
presidential electors. 


SUALL THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BE ABOLISHED? 


I need say but little more on this branch of the subject. I have 
shown that practically the District of Columbia is a mere name with- 
out authority or responsibility. his is the Capital of the Nation for 
which the Nation alone is responsible. It must be apparent that 
there can be no divided authority or responsibility. think the 
Government should once for all take over its own Capital and provide 
for and maintain it. And the name of it should be changed. To call 
the Capital of the country a “district” is incongruous and anything 
but pleasing. It should made the 8 Washington. Commis- 
sioners of the City of Washington should appointed as a branch of 
the Government with authori within proper limits to manage and 
control its affairs. The commissioners should be Government officers 
and responsible as such. I.am convinced that they should be given 
much broader and more comprehensive power and authority in dealing 
with local affairs than the District Commissioners now have. Pro- 
vision should be made by Congress for a complete readjustment of 
conditions in the District. The laws regulating assessments and col- 
lection of taxes are badly in need of revision. So, I have no doubt, are 
other laws affecting District affairs. 

The District of Columbia as a municipal corporation, as I have 
already pointed out, is worse than useless and should be speedily 
abolished. 

SHALL THE HALF-AND-HALF SYSTEM BE ABOLISHED? 

It may well be inferred from what I have said that in my 9 
there should be no half-and-half apoen nor any other proport onate 
liability for the expenses of the ct of Columbia as between the 
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District and the Government. It is the Capital of the Nation over j- This shows that the estimate of 

which the Government has full and 3 and control. | for the fiscal year was $7,971 00. It the patent . 

Its obligations and . should be broad and exclu- double this, as the half-and-half system requires, the amount appro- 

or responsibilty to the — | 5 the District er Colambi, . — would have st 5 oat ths pe fe — ARDEO- 

on, w. we mu 
EE Ban nt chan ae rie Sarl Sie Di vata | Re EADIE OPCE, ena ea DE ene Berar ae 
just wha attemp o do by the 12 w e | for one- of this amount and no mi ly, k 

hai and-half system was established. Congress fix ay the tax | instead of that, by reason of the hard oi tas z 37050 5 — 
rate and the basis of assessment and then 3 1 a raised by | assessment at two-thirds value, — were ann 85 87 974.600 Be- 

taxation, dollar for dollar. So Congress not only shifts half its re- 3 that, the District was entitled to a 1 of $100,000, as shown 

sponsibility to the ers of the District, but limits its own re- the chart, m its contribution $8,071,900. 855 en shown by the 

sponsibility by the amount thus raised. the athe at —— 5 ig were taxed 5 — 81,901.392.77 more than 
The so-called organic act, after requiring the commissioners to esti- | their one-half. said that this will be equalized some time in 

8 amount necessary to defray the expenses of the District, nis 4 by ‘an excess appropriation out S! Government funds, but this 

t oes not mee case any means, ess taxa 

n FTT 

remaining 55 pa of 7 approved ‘estimates: shall = Ievied and =o o s appropriations, be ed beyond their one-half 

assessed upon the taxable prope: an vile; said District other What the National trea 

than the property of the Unit States and of the District of Co-] what it is—its own 8 take full responsibility for everything 

lum . n n t tes b ted it Perous Nation, without as the seat o . of a great ad one 

by the Government to 50 per cant of the amount estimated pert f pero 5 ae 1 te 3 rom 


contended at the hearing that there was no limit upon the amount ar 

— — — appropriated Rati we gg Don thie is in thn 33 money 10 9 its own Capital. To enter “into a partnership 

face of . w ana rean pn 7 DaS be maintained without doing violence to ‘tts too abeuré to think about. | 

S5 unam! ous ti It does not follow, however, tbat the 

ehis system may bave Deen j 3 at that time as a compromise, | trict should not contribute toward its an angat areri Aeh ra 1 * 

and as a means of extrica istrict from a 9 unfortunate con- | reasonable amount for the support of the District in return for the | 
dition, but that reason no Eae exists and there is no reason or ex- f benefits they receive from the government of it and no more. The 

cuse for even its nominal continuance, amount of their taxes should not be measured by the needs of the Dis- 

But, as a matter of fact, the half-and-half system has never been in| trict. Their taxes should be d into the Natio 
.effect in any practical sense. The amount of taxes to be assessed and | plied to District mses, 1 — the amount thus realized should in no 
collected has pever rape founded 2 the one-half of the expenses of way limit or control the amount to be ded by the Government for 


the District. On th mtrary, a have said, Con, has fixed the maintenan building, 
= of taxation at 51. 50 a hundred and the basis of assessment at met 3 e and bene ston: of the aent of 


two-thirds of the true value of the taxable ay gut et 
needs of the District have nothing to do with the ame nn t raised. 17 Senate, è: Senator TVT 


1117E100ͤł] ' gk art Can eke ea fay 


15 275 short of = needs of the Brees ig stn ora must go] that tb 
without and suffer the consequences. ‘And’ e fact is that estimates | Fed Government and not by the local abitants. Is it rd that 
for the expenses of the District are founded on the previo es nit xpenses —— ts. ts te dus im- 
raised by this hard-and-fast system of taxation and sar by the actual 2885 of ee 7 2 brona avanan; of 2 ee 


f these luxurious streets is to be borne by the local in- 
needs of the District. It is an ill and ust sys ha 
pre portions mi rbe fixed, ana as ey Indefensible 8 We e It seems to me that it is unreasonable. I do not think they 
he effec me 0 menting Oe expenses of the 4 * 
bea ‘shown, by the following chart furnished me by the auditor of u This town is the eae center and habitation of the PEREON of the 


8 the clerical force of the d. tments. poops who are 
in and out of their offices by the and flow he power of 
a 2 r gp cee who come a re aua sessions of 1 5 
District or COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS AND REVENUES, FISCAL YEAR ra few days or a few weeks, embers mgress, whose 
rms. . and whose property lie entirely elsewhere. 

“I want to ask the honorable Senator who has of this bill 
whether it is just that the people of Washington ‘aos my a the pro- 
bf wht atone neva of this en i ne a tepati 5 wap Se 
of whic’ ey never were consu regard to w. p s 
APPROPRI[ATIONS=$12,211,054.45 J to be taxed never was considered, or whether the which property not be 
mu ess.” 

And, in speaking of the expense of maintaining and keeping up the 
streets, he said further: 

“That will entail an enormous diture, which, haying some ex- 
perience In regard to the 5 that kind, I would say to local 
population of Washington totally unable to bear. The 
Wilk not bear it: it is not worth it. k it is to be id, it must be 
out of the Treasury of th of ihe < 7 States, from w. ow In my judgment, 
it ought to be pai the laws contracting the nse and au- 
thorizing the outlay were without consultation w: or without 
8 consideration in any way for the people whose property lies 
ere. 
* . * * * + * 


“Ts it just and right that they should be called to pay one-half the 
88 o: iy ng of 3 and Dorey ements rience 720 half 
so much for use an ectation as for the use o ose who come ° 
MATED REVENU ES=$7,971,900.00 here and pass away after a few weeks’ stay? 1 submit that it is a very 
grave ans very fundamental question in this bill whether this equal 
81,901, 392.77 dlrision of the’ 1 is just or right.“ 
In January, 1 a bill was introduced in the House of Representa- 
tives to repeal the half-and-half provision of the act of 1878. On May 
22 of the same year, in a — 2 of the Committee on the District of 


13 


HALF AND HALF -U. S. SHARE 


MILLION DOLLARS 


6 Columbia against the bill, was said: 
“The six millions expended r riai upon the Capital are not enough 
to meet the current reasona! creasing municipal needs. The 
three millions cantribeted: he b; * a local taxpayers would be inadequate 
5 STATEMENT FISCAL YEAR 1916 ` to sustain the National Ca a as it now s, or to k 25 in line 
of natural development. million of the three would bsorbed 
Estimated revenues .............. $7,971,900.00 | in interest and sinking fund “upon the heavy debt; the greater as of 
Estimated unused a paste heey ri another million is demanded for the schools, the District having no 
4 propriations credited 


100,000.00 | public-land grant to help it 55 — ee 3 many of the States. 
— — The remaining million would ha mia expenses as mainte- 
Total credits. ..............-.. 8,071,900.00 | nance of the police, fire, and health e the construction and 
Appropriations . and refarmatory, tustitutions 1 
ppro Oe By 5 of charitable and reformatory ons; the cleaning of s 
and the general cost of administration. And how they wonld be me 
Estimated surplus 1916....... 1,901,392.77 | may be imagined when it is remembered that over $3,500,000 are now 
expended upon these objects, and that she present appropriations are 
inadequate in repect to zand of them 
* * * . > 


“ Nothing 0 more 3 in all the early utterances of our 
Presidents 220 public men than their insistence upon the 3 
and the 8 of the City of Washington as the 8 Why 
did Washington call it so 5 ‘the Federal City’ if it was 
to sy; only a are 9 


HALF AND HALF—D. 0. SHARE 
ESTIMATED D. 0. REVENUES 


On Marck 6, tent: the sia pe from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 


i $129,960.00 wholly from D. C. revenues. introduced in the Senate a resolution directing the Committee on the 


a District of Columbia to investigate the tax system in vogue in the 

A. TWEEDALE, District, In speaking of that question, Senator Hoar said : ~ 
November 27, 1015. Auditor, D. C. “It seems to me that there is just one simple prince le that ought 
to be applied to the residents of the District of Columbia. We should 
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ascertain the average rate of taxation in well-ordered American citles, 
whether it be $1 on the thousand or $10 on the thousand or $15 on the 
thousand, or whatever sum, and en apply that to the personal 
property and real estate of every resident here. 

“When that is done, with such exemptions as experience suggests 
in all like cases, the Government should pay the rest of the reasonable 
expenses of this District. I do not think that having one-half paid 
by the District and one-half paid 35 the Government has any scientific 
merit whatever. There is nothing in reason why it should one-half 
rather than two-thirds or three-fourths. The vernment is a great 
property owner here, and the credit of the tt Bg Washington is the 
credit of the Nation, It is the National Capital, and it is the great 
national interest to have a well-ordered and beautiful and well- 
ornamented and arranged city here.” 

Senator Blackburn, who supported the act of 1878 and whose state- 
ments in its favor are often quoted in the briefs of the committee, was 
a witness at the present hearings, and gave his reasons for thinking 
that the half-and-half system that he then favored should not be con- 
tinued in force under present conditions. He said: 

“After a good deal of time was spent and the fullest investigation 
and research possible at that time was made, it seemed to me that the 
act known as the permanent form of government bill, the act of 1878, 
was proximately a fair adjustment of those questions. I did not believe 
at that time that the individual taxpayer here in equity should bear 
one-half of the expenses incident to the maintenance of this District. 
I believed it was an approximation to equity. And I not only believed 
but I was absolutely sure that that was the best that could be obtained 
for the AY property holders of the District at that time. Consequently, 
I favored the adoption of what was known as the half-and-half payment 
of municipal expenditures,” 

* * + * + + 


* 

“Tf the half-and-half division of the expenditures was fair in 1878, 
it certainly is not fair now. For 86 years there has been a shifting 
of the holdings of real estate in this city, and those changes have 
always been one wey I am not aware of the fact that the Government 
has ever parted with a foot of real estate in the last 36 years. We only 
need to look out here to see the conclusive evidence that the Govern- 
ment for 36 years past has been acquiring additional real estate here, 
and Lae that extent disturbing the equilibrium on which that act was 


sed. 

“TI do think, if the people of the District, the taxpayers, the prop- 
erty holders here, were paying their fair proportion of the expendi- 
tures in 1878 they certainly are paying more than their fair propor- 
tion of these expenditures now. e have seen all this property 
acquired by condemnation proceedings here between the railway station 

nd the pitol, and a much larger body of land down south of the 

Avenue acquir in the same way. The status of 1878 no longer 
exists now. For that reason I believe that the time has come to 
abolish the 50 per cent division of expenses between the private prop- 
erty holders and the Federal Government. 

“ There are other reasons that commend themselves to my judgment. 
I do not believe that the Federal Government ought to be in a business 
partnership with 8 do not think it comports with the dignity 
of a Nation of 100,000, people to maintain a business partnership 
with those who pay taxes in this District.” 

* 


“TI do not believe that an 


* + 
man should be benefited by or penalized 
because of his living in the 


‘apital City. I think the 3 crete holders 
here ought to pay a fair, just tax upon their holdings. ongress has 
the absolute power over this District. Its control is not limited; its 
responsibilities ought to be as limitless as its power and authority. 
I believe that that partnership ought to be dissolved. The law of 
1878 has stood the test of experience for more than one-third of a 
3 It has lasted longer than I thought it would endure at the 
time of its enactment. 

“I think an unprejudiced, fair judgment would declare that it has 
not only lasted longer but has answered the . eri of its enactment 
better than was contemplated at that time. he people have had a sat- 
isfactory form of 5 now for all these years. It has never 
heen the policy of the United States to carry business partnerships. 
‘There never was an insurance policy held upon any of its property Dy 
the Federal Government. There is not a public building here, in- 
cluding the Capitol, that has ever been insured. The Federal Govern- 
ment deems itself able to carry its own risks, and it has never patron- 
ized private corporations in the shape of insurance companies. 

“I believe that Congress should fix the rate of taxation to be paid 
by brea peo le who live in this city, without the slightest regard to its 
being the pital of the country. I believe those taxes should be col- 
lected and covered into the Federal Treasury, and that every penny 
«xpended for the maintenance, ornamentation, extension, and develop- 
ment of the city of Washington should be appropriated directly out 
of the Federal Treasury. 

“I know it is objected to by some that in that event probably Con- 
gress would be parsimonious in its appropriations and that the develop- 
inent and extension of the city upon broad plans would be halted. I 
have no 1 e with those apprehensions at all. I speak in the 
light of the experience of one who for a third of a century was a 

ember of one House or the other of Congress. I do not believe there 
is a more responsive set of men to public sentiment to be found in our 
country than those who are seated every two years in the House and 
every six years in the Senate. To charge a 1 policy in its 
n for this Federal Capital is to impeach the patriotism of 
100,000,000 ple, and I have no sympathy with that im 
effort. I believe that the poopie of this District should pay a 8 
fair taxation upon their holdings, that to be determined by Congress. 
The Constitution of the United States puts this District completely at 
the mercy of Congress, and I would not alter that condition if I could. 
I believe those taxes should go into the general fund of the Federal 
Treasury without any regard to the location here in Washington, and 
I believe that the Capital City should be maintained, enlarged, em- 
bellished, and developed by appropriations direct from the Federal 


chment 


reasury. 

8 Until this partnership is dissolved, I see no way to escape the con- 
stantly ng wrangles that you are treated to every time Congress 
meets and an appropriation bill for the District is considered. here 
naturally will be varying views held by Members of the House and 
Members of the Senate as long as this lasts. I think it eminently 
desirable to get rid of these constantly recurring clashes in Congress, 
and I confess my inability to discover any method by which they may 
be eliminated and avoided so long as Nis eep this partnership between 
the individual property holder in the District of Columbia and the 
Federal Government.” 

It is perfectly evident to my mind that the Capital can not be prop- 
1 1 under the and system. Under that system 


er 
either the taxpayers must be overburdened with taxes or the necessary, 


the vital, interests of the city must be neglected in the future, as I 
shall show presently they have been in the st, under the system. 

So much for the general principles that think should control in 
dealing with the District. But there are other strong and controlling 
reasons why the 3 the divided responsibility between the 
Government and the District, should be brought to a speedy termina- 
tion. It has been anything but beneficial to the District, as I shall at- 
tempt to point out. s 

The whole question in the hearings and elsewhere has been presented 
entirely as a matter of dollars and cents. The Government has been 
placed in the unfortunate and humiliating position of trying to get rid 
of its responsibility to take care of its own Capital and shove it off 
onto somebody else. It has been met with the claim that if the half- 
and-half system is not continued, Congress will not appropriate money 
math ie to properly carry on the affairs of the seat of government over 
which it has exclusive control. It was a nice spectacle for the Ameri- 
can people. And more unfortunately still, this claim that the Gov- 
ernment would, through its Congress, neglect to care for the Capital 
is not by any means without foundation. It did do it, as the hearings 
clearly disclosed. before the half-and-half? system went into operation. 
It has continued to do it, however, while the half-and-half system has 
been in force, as I shall presently show. So the half-and-half system 
has not remedied the evil. 

The question submitted to the committee by the bill which created it 
is also purely one of dollars and cents. The hearing p ed upon 
that theory. ‘The effect of the limitations of the half-and-half system 
on the moral and social conditions of the District and upon the means 
of preserving the health of its people received no consideration, and the 
neglect to preserve the beauty of the City of Washington, the regula- 
tion of its 1 Improvement of its streets and other important 
public works very little. So but little will be found in the record of 
the hearings on these important questions. But we are asked to give 
our reasons for the conclusions we reach on the main question sub- 
mitted to us, and I am going to give some reasons that have Jed me 
to the conclusion that there should be no divided responsibility in 
dealing with the social and moral welfare of this Capital, and that the 
Government should assume the burden and be wholly responsibile for 
every interest of the people in the District and the managements of 


its affairs. I am going to call attention to some of the things that 
should haye been done under the half-and-half system that have not 
been done. The proof of what I shall say will not be found in the 


hearings, but it is ample and satisfactory. 


THE SLUMS. 


The American people want their Capital to be clean, decent, re- 
spectable, and healthful, as well as beautiful on the outside. It has 
falien far below this standard under a system of government where 
Congress can shift its responsibility onto the District of Columbia, a 
spineless and irresponsible municipal body. Under this system the 
sluns, the red-light district, the saloons, and unwholesome and in- 
sanitary conditions have been allowed to flourish. Crime, vice, Cor- 
ruption, and death have devastated porticns of the city that could 
and should have been 3 from such conditions. From time 
to time feeble atid ineffectual efforts have been made through in- 
adequate laws to remedy these evils. The better class of people in 
the District have done the best they could with the insufficient weapons 
provided them by Congress to ameliorate the conditions and protect 
the poor people who suffer from them the most, but to a discouraging 
degree it has been a hopeless task. It is not wholly the fault of the 
people of the District that these conditions continue down to the 
present day. Neither is it the fault of the District officers. The 
chief reason for it is that Congress has failed to enact the laws and 
appropriate the money necessary to abate these crying evils, though 
often urged to do so. 

In his message to the Fifty-ninth Congress President Roosevelt 


said : 

“The National Government has control of the District of Columbia 
and should see to it that the City of Washington is made a model 
city in all respects, both as regards parks, public playgrounds, proper 
regulations of the system of housing so as to do away with the evils 
of alley tenements, a proper system of education, a proper system 
of dealing with truancy and juvenile offenders, a pro handling of 
the charitable work of the District. Moreover, there should be 
proper factory laws to prevent all abuses in the employment of women 
and children in the District.” 

Pursuant to this recommendation, the President appointed James 
Bronsen Reynolds, of New York, to investigate conditions in the 
District and report to him, with such recommendations as suggested 
themselyes to him. In his letter asking Mr. Reynolds to act as 
adviser in the matter he said: 

“I wish your irvestigation to terminate in definite, practical rec- 
ommendations to me with reference to the city’s present needs and 
most notable defects, measured by the highest standards of good 
administration in this country and elsewhere.” 

I shall call attention to r. Reynolds's report and recommenda- 
tions a little later. President Taft, dealing with this subject in his 
message to Congress of December 6, 1910, has this to say: 

“Fair as Washington seems, with her beautiful streets and shade 
trees, and free, as the expanse of territory which she occupies would 
seem to make her, from slums and insanitary congestion of popu- 
lation, there are centers in the interior of squares where the very poor, 
and the criminal classes as well, huddle together in filth and noisome 
3 and it is of primary importance that these nuclei of 
disease and suffering and vice should be removed, and that there 
should be substitut for them small parks as breathing spaces and 
model tenements having sufficient air space and meeting other 9 
requirements. The es te for the reform of Willow Tree ley, 
the worst of these places in the city, is the beginning of a movemen 
that ought to attract the earnest attention and support of Congress, 
for Congress can not escape its responsibility for the existence of these 
human pest holes.” 

In pursuance of recommendations made by Mr. Reynolds, President 
Roosevelt appointed a commission of 15 of the leading citizens of 
Washington to deal with the subject. 

That commission made a full and exhaustive report of conditions, 
with its recommendations. This report first quoted from Mr. Reynold's 
report, as follows : 

“The report of Mr. James Bronson Reynolds, referred to in the 
President's letter as the basis of his action, is as follows: 

“í REPORT ON THE HOUSING OF THE POOR IN THE DISTRICT OF 
BIA, ESPECIALLY IN RELATION TO INSIDE TENEMENTS. 

As you directed me to give particular attention to the housing 
problem, I visited and examined between 350 and 400 tenements, 
shacks, and small houses in various sections of Washington and George- 
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and omer 


the compte of many may be fairly summ: etic remark 
of an old colored woman, who exclaimed with — to her neg- 
lected, filthy yard and privy, S Why, my old marsa wouldn't ha’ kep’ 
his Dors stabled in such a pla 
ml Kiara is needed to show that such ill-conditioned hovels are 
culture of disease, the germs of which may be carried far and wide 
y the flies which feed on the rotting g garbage and excreta. Their num- 
He should be promptly ascertained immediate steps taken for their 
complete siinitna tion; and buildings constructed in their places shouid 
have proper sanitary appurtenances and should open either upon a high- 
way = small eer 


+ * 
wt particulary EN and A prEN of the poor quar- 
0 ese alleys are centers of 


3 is gn inside alle 
2 and — 


communities 8 1 o ed inspecti: am 
by public observation and criticism, y opinion, all inside alle 
with the exception of service alleys, should’ 4 abolished, and a definite 
a for the eo of n . should = adopted. 
* = 
e 250. 000 for the 
substitution of minor 


* law 


c rec- 
tit be not 


ing reports 
Jong and exhaustive report I 2 — the following: 
“A SERIOUS OBSTACLE TO THE CONVERSION OF ALLEYS INTO STREETS. 


Fina toe) commissioners to appoint 
advise them as to the opening of 
minor streets, and cases were rg BN — 2 . as they could be 
properly handled until, up to the 8 of 12 such 
been recommended. o of as ans 
proceeding as rapidl * Sable in the oth: but the 
e er cases, bu 
conflict with private — 1 decision the 


ied 1 -to Hi 
Su e Court of e ene States on 
it in egal $0-esoase all on certain property, as the law pro- 
wides, t unless it is Toned: to sA 


* . * 
2 8 in saat NRN Handbook, says of private enter- 
P 
It has been assumed by thousands who ought to have known better 
that private enterprise, 1 unregulat ane di- 
rected, has we aare garner It has left us py! 


with the object of ine a ck 
eee Eh pet um dwellings 


old -ones in our mids Where the new — sin well built and on 
good sites they FFC rents are so - 
sonably high as to be beyond the means of one family, so they have to 


be sublet to other fi es, and thus by with th 
creased wear and tear following in its train, they rapily deteriorate 
and leave the housing of the mass of the people as ba respects 
as it was before. The product of private en , then, is insufficient 
in quantity and inferior a quality. 

s * 


them. Down * e alleys, below grade, with 
Telt, shingles, rags pn; gravel, boards, and Boge vet) floors 


broken; walls by smoke Be gf Dae — are families 
with all the dignity of tenants having rent PRT e neni has con- 
demned 153 such d the year and antes four 
years, of which pro have been entirely de But 


many owners still cling 8 05 the 
* Our experience in dealing 
among these people during the past four years 


ny, Worthless, dependent classes o "human- 

tte 1 and byways out of sight, and therefore 
eat of mind, un divefal l Seidente cubated and nourished among 
them, spreads its black over the homes of the whole city. Bet- 
= far mt in the chi “pe the aged and 8 in publie institutions of charity. 
gangs, let the cost — t may, than to 


8 


expense to the Biatriet. 
8 bis gy was ie 78 at the close of the year 1908. 
In Ap 1903, the Washington Post said editorily: 


“WE HAVE SLUMS OF OUR OWN. 


lish 3 who is also a philanthropist and a student 

has been d into the slums of Washington. Ten 

years ago e visited the Capt but on that occasion saw our 

splendid public parks and beautiful private residences. (Just a 

very large — — rity of 1 of 1 and visitors.) He returned to 

England con Wa was the long-looked-for model 
sf a 3 


city. Now he t, and this time he goes behind the 
t of Toar aan investigation is an amendment to the gen- 


“An Eng 
of —— 


scenes. The res 


tleman's o He finds that while our areas of squalor 
and degradation are regret as numerous or so extensive as those of 
— they are in many instances much more appalling. this 
po e says: 

This time I came to see the worst that was to be and it 
has been a revelation to me. ty have seen rooms with half a dozen or 


more people living in them. I have seen buildings that —.—— be con- 

demned and torn down in London if th they were inhabited only by a 

coster’s donkey. Walls tumbling down, floors otee ceilings and 

walls fal in, little yards and outbuildings filled with rubbish and 
noy 5 Within 


dirt, 4 ce of i a stone's 
throw of the A there are hovels that are 
not fit for pigs to live in. thin the yo as of the Capitol there are 
others. e canal in Geo 


Hill and in the holes around th 
5 — and rhe direst poy 


patie ne by the 
onal Se aot You 2 of Washington 
w nothing about. 
are death rate among the 
is 457 out or a thousand before th 
Rear one-half! Nowhere I have ever 
heard of a death rate like that. 
Why, P have never seen places like those you have here. * * 

„To fight your slums zan ought, first of all, to acquire the right to 
deal with the evil man who insists on murderin 3 babies. But 
you are suse to Tat ARENSE the woh ery of PID One-half 
your children die in hovels before they reach the TAR ＋ — because 
the owners would rather have 25 * cent profit save their souls. 
For such a condition there’s no ere does the blame lie? 
With the owners of the slums, you will probably say. But it lies 


equally with the community which its such a shameful and sinful 
condition of to exist within its borders.” 

In commenting on this address n Times said: 

2 indictment of a community which has no slums; astound- 


This this 
ing disclosure of a — n y Jast nigh by the squalor of New York 
or London or Paris was the th 


a trip through the 
lain speech to an assembly 
resentative W. 


nder a more recent date the Times, in an extended editorial on 


slum conditio sald: 

“e s E E EE r E 
mercial instinet that owners of houses in the neighborhoods 
will | cease to expect extraordinary percentages 
* It has been proved by, r tust the 
„ housed in clean, a dwellings which 
7 to 10 per cent on the investment, well managed. It has 
aur oe that the 7 ecg on much of the old-fashioned tenement and 


10 to 20 per cent and even higher. 
5 a 3 5 owners are content to make money at the 
the risk of endangering 
5 and filth bred in At- property. 


the whole communt 
The way in whi 

3 first, in strictly enforced 

laws which 2 215 prevent overcrowding insanitary b abso- 

utely.” 


Now, set, us see how far the conditions have improved since that 
time. apres year 1910 strenuous efforts were made to secure 
needed — n and thus improve conditions which were fully dis- 


closed at that time. Tar DO AUTA aaae E PA VEARE SANE VEES on 


In an cle in the Washington Times we * 1 K A quoting 
in part from — of Mr. E. W. Oyster, one of od citizens he 
who incessantly for better conditions 


in even the most of the city. through every 
ce section pel more ne pere e than the denke 4 

districts of New York or London. The health department is figh 

a — losing e conditions too deep-rooted to be Fepaired 

. | without public ald. 


was the warning pre E. W. Oyster, of the Petworth Citizens’ 
Association, hurled from the pulpit of the People’s Church, East 
—— Street, ne ernte x 


. 
And 1 the i eet it is is they ars 


e people w who ori. property in 
for cash 


souls for 3 


“ re e sell 
selling 3 of their own carefull: 


= sete hall t criticize the health se I believe Dr. 
yoona is an efficient officer, alive to he’ ra but terribly 
bli ig — indiferen examiner of the 

bal publie 40 my on occasion 7 Slant and if the 


OW N ashington Sen! 
beautiful. © But what is beauty —_ it is rotten to the core 
+ * * 
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“ As it is the Capital of the Nation is a disgrace, with a death rate 
higher than even such cities as Denver, where we send our sick people 
Oe ae ee 

“Behind great mansions lay hovels that natural disease 
breeders. In every part of this elty, in the northwest as well as the 
sontheast, citizens being murdered through their own lack of 
— — and their own ignorance of what is going on behind their 


The Senator from Wash n [Mr. Jonzs], in a statement made by 
—— sana — in the Was on Times. o September 21, 1914, — 


“To —— familiar with the alley conditions in the city of Washing- 
ton, no action in relation to the city’s needs has been more imperatively 
needed. than their elimination. If the men and women knew of the 

conditions that exist within the shadow of the Nation's Capitol 
amd realized the dangers to health and good morals that go out from 
them to all parts of the city the demand for their eradication would be 
universal ex 74 from those who profit from conditions that are a dis- 
grace to civilization aud Christianity. There would be no grumbling 
about how to do it nor would the rights of humanity be sacrificed for 
the ri pee of 3 
the situation is understood there not much basis except 
eed for” o ition to what has been dene. © substantial injury 
suffered. anyone. Any 8 80 house lawfu on these all 
nov has Beene there more 


2 put to — their excessive profits may be fine eg oe 
be useful and profita 
¥ Nothin e N illustrates the power and influence of 
wealth 5 — greed than the situation in to this alley problem. 


The public has been apathetic, 1 organizations com of men 
— high standing have opposed this le; Meg eee unless the so-called rights 
of coopers owners are given the last farthin un of protection, and the 
le th and safety and the e of humanity have been sub- 
ordinated to the financial patare or a few Tapes | individuals. 
“A few noble women interes themselves in the subject. aia 1 
splendid work, but it took the ‘Pleadings of a tender-hearted w 
an exalted place as she passed into the Valley of 8 100 bring Pantin. 


aeon has came, swift, sure, direct, com . a ashing- 

without its slums and 1 the sweet e; condition: at. I be a 
ting tribute and monument to the es nity of ilson, who 
from her exalted place as the firs Tie and x e her time, 


strength, influence, and love for thee 1 Peyote 8 of the 
poor, lowly, and unfortunate, ate whose Jast 8 were not of her 


position but of poor, sufferin cing te 
Ina Cod dae gy 0 b e Monday Evening Club, of Washington, 


in. October, 1 Thomas Jesse tone chairman of the housing com- 
mittee of thot Stuns has this to 

“After 40 years of aaitation ane ‘and’ search for ere and means to elimi- 
nate the blind alleys of Washington, cri: 


the Bi till remain to me 
and disease throu, hont the beautiful and its inhabi ts. Two 
898 facts should have swept these an out of existence years 
One out of every three children born in nese house dies within the 
£ —.— bei 2 their dis. 
eases and crime fill the center of many b th splendid 
Sone Percy hotels. 

Ke nce at the map of Washington shows the is of the roximi 
of these disease centers to the best residential blocks o. liy, 15 
“ Some alleys have been eliminated to meet the demands of 

enterprises. - One disreputable ED yas converted into a mino street 
by 5 upon 5 W to the cost arbre 
in th Further appie fich 2 method was stopped 
Su cor 8 decision in 1907 which cast aoa upon the 15 of 


inner park. This year the commissioners are — 5 983 a on tour 


“ But in spite of all these accomplishments and plans, there is no plan 
to attack the problem as a whole. A careful s: of the whole situa- 
tion leads to the conclusion that the final solution of the alley problem 
awaits the aroused public interest of the Nation. Let us add to our 
plans for a city beautiful a demand for a . Let the woman's 
clubs of the land, the civic associations of Nation, and litical 

organizations of every State and city unite in the call for a National 
Capital that shall be both beautiful without and clean within.” 
n the same circular Mr. Wilbur Vincent Mallalieu says: 
“The moral conditions in such a secluded inclosure as this court can 


= 9 place in the United States and cnet t there is no crime unknown 
to it. The pouce blo 12. of the Fe iid i shows that from March 1, 
men, 


to animals, and accusa 

number of cases resent all the Sit 8 as does not take into 

account residents of Snow’s Court arrested in other precincts, nor does 

it include the mischief done in Snow’s Court b 3 a tants 

neighboring alleys and residents af other parts 
> » * 


“Snow's Court is a 1 to —.— Capital's. life. 98 an awakened 

public conscience that 1 demand te abolition of this and other pest 
centers will rid the aye very e da! 

might on almost without “gates from the ayine of news- 

fam and others as 750 that date, cond conditions and suggest- 

Tuts show! ie shor 1 c for relief. 

owing shou o Congress for 

In a directo: he tanita E — — issued as late as 1912, it is 
said by way of . 

“There are 275 of these int Interior c courts in the city. 6,000 contain 
3.337 houses used for ere a ap} 1. the ity that. oven 5 
They are so widely dis 8 the ci 
Bin ait eo sections are not. es from th l influences, „ne 3 

the largest of the four 5 ——. of the city, has 161 or 
hear three-Hfths of all the 
statement which follows. ‘shows the number of alleys and alley 
houses for each section of the city. 


— A — — —„—0 

„The average for each alley is 12.1 houses and 58.1 persons. Each 
alley house has an average of 4.8 persons,” 

‘Now, let us see what Congress has done to remedy or ameliorate 
these ope conditions, In a pamphlet published by the committee on 
housing of the wanan : 8 3 of the National Civic Fed- 
eration in November, 1 it was recit 

This first health oe oe, which had por its work of alley reclama- 
tlon so nobly, was abolished, and the office of health officer created by 
an acs of Congress June 11, 1878. Right here the good work stopped, for 
in the legalization, of the ‘health ordinances in 1880 the section under 
which the health de > a ree acted in the condemnation of insanitary 

buildings was omitt Whether this omission was an oversight or was 
secured by the influence of men whose money interests were at stake is 
not amen but it was 12 long years before any further remedial legis- 
lation was enacted, and during those years no houses were condemned 
and new houses were constan erected. nies or naopen, had proved a 
paying pep raatira and brick bad succeeded ing material.” 
892 an act was passed 7 Congress 9 the commissioners 
to “condemn, open, extend, widen, or straighten alleys on the petition 
of the owners of more than one-half of the real estate in the square 
in which such alley is sought to be opened, etc." 

Congress pr Pees we magnaminously vided in this act that the whole of 
the expenses of such improvements should be assessed 2 52 he e gi a 
erty owners in the square to be affected. By an act passed in 

rovisions of the act were extended to minor streets of a Wich of not 
— than 40 or more than 60 feet zu width. 

It goes without sa: ing that these statutes amounted So ene 

notas as a means of ridding the a of the evils I am c nog 
this ree an act passed in 1906 a board for the condemnation of insan 8 

gs was created and authorized to investigate and destroy 
coe such buildings. ‘This has resulted in the destruction of some of 


In 1914 an act was passed making it unlawful “ to erect, place, or 
construct any dwelling on any lot or parcel of ground fronting on an 
alley where such alley is less than 3057 oa wide throughout its entire 
length and which does not run yars ge toand open on two of the streets 
bordering on the square oe is not supplied with sewer, water mains, 
and gas and electric 

The intention of this aa) was good and it is good as far as it goes, but 
that is a ve regt: distance. It only prevents the construction ot 
additional in some of the pret which amounts to but little 
as a means of sate ing an end to evils that have existed for many years, 

On March 3, 1915, another well-intentioned act was passed “to in- 
corporate the Ellen Wilson memorial homes.” This was a tt 
memorial to a good woman, whose pecans and ye, aca te heart wen 
out in sympathy to the unfortuna who were denied the comforts of 
sanitary homes. But as a practical means of rendering the help she 
id ew a desired them to have it will amount to nothing of permanent 

od. The work of correcting this great evil can not delegated to 
private individuals, If it is ever done and done 8 it must be 
one by the Government and with its money, as I shall endeavor to 
point out further along. 
. There was one other act that was effective to destroy one of the 
worst of these slum alleys. It was the act to condemn Willow Tree 
—.— In n tbis instance the Government generously put up half of the 
3 to accomplish this commendable result. But even this 
cent effort has 5 failed of its object, because instead of open- 
mg out the alley to Beas cr ane a public gaze it has been turned 
into an inside or son ogo become the rendezvous of 
criminals, 9 ue eee and viciously disposed of the 
poorer classes that calls for police and sanitary inspection and control 
which is not al s supplied. 

In a report of the committee on . rovement of tag ery houses and 
elimination of insani and 77. ouses of 217 President's Home 

e December 8, 1908, some of the 
existing conditions are deseri and the difficulties of dealing with 
them effectually are pointed out. 

For example, in spe: of one of the objectionable 9 it is said: 

“One of these cases is Birgden’s Alley, concerning 
which the chief of police and | ‘s associates on a board states in the 
recommendation for it conversion into a minor atrect that: 

BAB ne gro an located bormen a — and Tenth and M and 

N Streets, contains 54 houses inhabi by a nes negro element who live 
in poverty and are a source of 3 The dwellings are 
insanitary and dilapidated and afford shelter 1 10 or 12 persons 


ch.“ 
Pe abe 8 620, ae > es Bere bears aur, which are 
n’s ce conta nsanitary 3 very 

much overcrowded, sna ta 0 being of a vicious cbaractes, 

ve the ce more or less trouble.’ 
427 8 familiar with these and other such labyrinths realizes 
the securi — ce 8 which they afford, to sa bps 
of e board di which fully justified the recommendation 


Then it was said: 
“The princi difficulty with the present law seemed to be that it 
That an amount equal, to the found should be assessed 
this Ade within a limited area. It 


ght find to be benefited by the improvement. 3 


ae ble manner, but as it seemed Sree e that es the 
damages awarded would even then exceed th 3 which “the: jury 
might find it seemed desirable to include iha a provision by which a 


AES had PRAM cael gal ok TO ee cetnc So OY Sieg a eles ene ole Monro E bres a gue rata ben rp piers ety ab cee 
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certain proportion of the awards could, if necesary, be paid out of 
some general fund. 

“One of the commissioners has s ted, when the engineer com- 
missioner recommended that the work be sto} on account of the 


nse, that le; tion might be urged pro g that the alleys be 
opened and a enn proportion of the expense be paid by the United 
States Government, another proportion by the District government, 


and the remainder be assessed n the property owners in the neigh- 
borhood of the improvement. much as the deplorable conditions 
of the pee be have grown up under the administration of the District 
government, it seems ls 77 that a considerable portion of the expense 
of remoying them should be borne in this way by those responsible 
for them; but as any ment for District 3 by the Federal 
Government would be contrary to the definite p icy adopted by Con- 
reat 5 did not seem advisable to the committee to advocate such a 
provision.” 

The picture TARDA by the quotations I have made is not over- 
drawn. They do not disclose the whole truth. I have not depended 
on such information in reaching conclusions. I have examined enough 
of these slums and inspected enough of the dwellings located in them 
to speak of my own knowledge. The conditions are ett Wipe A bad. 
One who witnesses them for the first time is filled with a profound 
sense of pity and commisseration for the inmates not unmixed with 
a feeling of shame and resentment that a great Nation like this, one of 

. the richest and most powerful in the world and po sed of almost 
„ should allow such conditions to exist in its 
ta A 

Yashington is a city of striking and abrupt contrasts. One may 
ride along a wide, well-paved, and attractive street lined with beau- 
tiful, almost palatial, homes and turn from it upon an old, worn- 
out cobblestone or brick ved street lined with old, broken-down 
houses, many of them dilapidated and apparently unfit for human habi- 
tation. From that one can turn into what are politely called “ in. 
habited alleys,” '* courts,” “places,” and find an appalling condition of 
poverty, destitution, and degradation. All this within a distance of 
two or three squares. Some of these alleys are blind alleys—that is 
to say, there is but one means of ingress and egress—and within is a 
w nth of alleys covering the entire inside of a square, with a fringe 
of houses around the outside, some of them little better than those 
within except that they are easier of access. 

Within such a square you find the most degrading conditions. It is 
almost beyond belief that human beings can live under such condi- 
tions. They have very justly been called pest holes of crime and dis- 
ease; and yet the owners of the shacks and tumbled-down and insani- 
tary houses are mal more money out of the rent of them than is 
being made by the owners of first-class houses and business blocks. 
The rents are exorbitantly high. As an example, I visited one little 
old brick shanty with two small rooms up and two down stairs, with- 
out running water in the house, out of repair, plaster off the walls, 
ill-lighted and peony ventilated. This house was occupied by two 

ies, each with two rooms, for which they paid $7 a month cach, 
or $14 for this little, dilapidated, insanitary house that should have 
been condemned and destroyed under existing laws long since, 

There is but one effective remedy for this dreadful condition. The 
Government should condemn the whole square as a sanitary measure 
and police regulation, tear everything out of it, root and branch, replat 
the ground, construct upon it model sanitary houses, rent them to the 
poorer classes of people who now inhabit the slums, and then supervise 
and inspect them, thus compelling the tenants to keep them in a sanitary 
condition inside as well as out, It will be said that all this will cost a 
lot of money. Yet, it will; but it will be money much better spent than 
are millions and millions of dollars that we are now throwing away for 
useless and ille; purposes. The Agricultural Department is spendin 
and wasting millions and millions of dollars on useless experiments anc 
in work that should be done by the States and can not legitimately be 
done by the Nationa! Government. The Public Health Service is spend- 
ing millions more in the States in violation of the spirit of the Consti- 
tution. We are spending hundreds of thousands of dollars for the cure 
of hogs and cattle in the States often where the Federal authorities have 
no lawful right or business to enter. We nd millions for agricul- 
tural colleges and vocational schools in the States, a work that belongs 
to and should be left to the States. We are spending money lavishly, 
extravagantly, and paternally in the States, The dividing lines between 
the States and the Federal Government are fast disappearing 7 the raid 
of the States on the National Treasury. The States are selling their 
ee and their sovereignty for money. We are centralizing our 

overnment at an alarming rate and to a degree that I am afraid few 
appreciate, and for purely mercenary and selfish reasons. The pork 
barrel is kept well filled. We are nding millions of dollars for public 
buildings in the States that are not needed and for the improvement of 
so-called rivers and creeks that are of no public use. No wonder the 
National Treasury is bankrupt and the people are being taxed to keep up 
these many illegitimate and useless expenditures. But when an effort 
is made to clean up the National Capa, that is within the jurisdiction 
of the Government and for which it is directly responsible, the purse 
strings are tightly drawn and the cheese paring begins. The half-and- 
half system is p gaart to as a reason and excuse for economy. And if 
the half-and-half system is adhered to it may just as well be conceded 
now, once for all, that this necessary improvement can not be accom- 
plished. The one-half of the money necessary for the initial work can 
not be raised by taxation. It would be ruinous. And so long as the 
Government hides itself behind the half-and-half system and contents 
itself by meeting one-half of the expenses, the conditions in the Capital 
will continue as they are now, a disgrace and a reproach to the Nation. 

These are conditions that should not be allowed to exist for a day in 
any city in a civillzed country, much less in the capital of a great nation 
like ours. But, it will be asked, what is the remedy? The remedy is 
simple and easy, but expensive. The Government should take the matter 
Bess ale in hand. As I have said, it should condemn and clean out 

ese alleys at whatever cost. But it should not stop when it has turned 
these poor people out of their homes, however poor and unsanitary they 
are. It should provide other homes for them at reasonable rents, to be 
under the inspection and control of the Government. ‘This could be done 
as a matter of 15 safety and a sanitary measure. This duty of pro- 
viding homes for the poor and incompetent within the Capital should 
not be left to 8 enterprises seeking profits. Neither the cost nor 
the responsibility should be divided with anybody. To assess the dam- 
ages resulting from such sanitary improvements to private owners of 
property is entirely unreasonable and wholly unjust. Our civic pride 
as well as our sense of justice should impel us to act in this matter 
e and effectively. It has been done in other countries. It can 
and should be done in this country within its Capital, over which it has 
exclusive control, 


Of the means resorted to in London, England, and its results the 
report of the housing committee, above referred to, has this to say: 

The housing of the working classes act, which was passed in 1890, 
and which superseded and ae previous attempts in this connec- 

rovided not only that individual houses might be condemned as 
nitary, as is done under the law of 1906 here, but also that an 
area containing streets and many houses might be declared ‘ unhealthy’ 
and taken over by the local authority, and that the buildings might be 
removed, the streets rearranged, and other dwellings erected, either by 
cles to which money would be furnished by the local authority or, 
necessary, by the local authorities themselves. In fact, the law made 
it obligatory upon the local authority in London to provino housing 
accommodations for at least 50 per cent of the people displaced, which 
has since been raised by an amendment making the required provision 
equal to all, and in other districts to such an amount as might be de- 
termined by the local authority to be adequate under all the circum- 
stances, 

“Under this housing of the working classes act numerous wretched 
districts have been cleared up and comfortable and healthy dwelli 

rovided, and although the cost to the community has been considerable 
n certain cases where the evils to be remedied were of long standing 
and very great, the law has done t good anıl the attention of those 
interested in the subject is being ven to improving its operation rather 
than to changing it in any radical way. It aims, so far as possible, to 
re the interest of the community in acquiring any property which 
as become detrimental to the well-being of the district, while at the 
same time dealing justly with the owners. The method of procedure 
requires the local authority to take the initiative, and where a loan is 
necessary, as it often is where an area is acquired, the plans for this 
and for the improvement of the area must be approved by the central 
authority in London.” 

And comparing the conditions there with ours, it is said further: 

“It will be noticed that the situation in the District of Columbia is 
similar to that in England, in that the District government resembles 
the local authority, which can take the initiative in regard to any alleys 
which require attention, but which can not act without the consent 
of an authority not local, which in the case of the District is Congress. 

“The ordinary 1 in giving to public officials who are in entire 
control considerable discretion in the disbursement of public funds is 
therefore removed, and it ought to be possible for Congress to give such 
a plan a fair trial without incurring any very great risk.” 

The following, published in the ‘Trades Unionist, is worthy of careful 
consideration: 

“That the United States Government should make Washington the 
model for all cities of the country was the opinion of the delegates to 
the National City Planning Conference, which met in this city on May 
22, 1909. It was the consensus of opinion of the delegates to this con- 
ference that the e La of the plans for the beautification along 
practical lines rather than for mere adornment should be the ideal 
worked for by all American cities in order that all classes of people 
shall be benefited. 

“One of the speakers at the openi session of the conference was 
Robert A. Pope, landscape architect of New York City, He said: 

“* Of prime importance to the growth of the city-planning movement 
in America is the realization of its true nature, its proper aim, its vast 
social and economical import. Because of ignorance of the true scope 
of city planning work in this country has not and can not, as at present 
understood, accomplish its primary function, 

For example,’ he said, we have assumed without question that the 
first object of city planning is to beautify. We have made the esthetic 
an objective in itself. We have rushed to plan showy civic centers of 
gigantic cost, the carrying out of which too often s been brought 
about by civic vanity, when pressing hard by we see the almost unbe- 
lievable congestion, with its hideous brood of evil, filth, disease, de- 
generee „and crime, What external adornment can make truly beauti- 

ul such a city? Is it genuine foresight to neglect the present-da 
serious and rast roing ovis of congestion and bad housing which is 
so directly a menace to future generations— 

„To forestall the disastrous and otherwise inevitable consequences 
of these conditions will be the richest service that city planning can 
accomplish for the future. That this is its true and primary function 
can be abundantly established. The example ot European countries, 
especially that of Germany, demonstrates that wise city planning, with 
proper regulations, can alleviate and ultimately eradicate undue con- 
gestion, the festering source of most of our ‘lisease, crime, and de- 
generacy. ‘To remedy congestion, then, is to help solve some of our 
most threatening social and economic problems.“ 

“<The foregoing statement in regard to city planning and city manage- 
meet are probably true of all cities and are certainly true of Wash- 
ugton. ¿é 

g What external adornment can make truly beautiful such a city” 
The Washington Times appears to have anticipated Mr. Pope's question 
when it said editorially: 

No part of the prae Washington can be safely built upon a 
retten foundation. There is no room in the city for such contrasts 
as foul alleyways and a parking systèm embracing the beauties of a 

radise. The spirit that labors for the realization of the beautifica- 

ion project should at the same time strive for the elimination of the 
slum quarters.’ 

“The Washington Post 7 our alleys are ‘pest holes’; Rex. J. M. 
Waldron, president of the Al gi Improvement Association, brands them 
as legne spots’; President Roosevelt declared them ‘a reproach to 
the Capital City’; and Senator McMillan ‘a 1 to our eivilization.“ 

“*What external adornment can make truly beautiful such a city ?— 
a city honecombed with disease-breeding, death-dealing, and crime- 

roducing slums. Jacob Riis says they are worse than any he ever saw 
n New York City or in London, and Washington's death rate, when com- 
parea with that of the cities named and nearly all the other cities of 
ts class in the United States and Europe, seems to prove the truth of 
his statement. ” 

If Congress will abolish the “local authority“ here known as the 
District of Columbia, which is a mere incumbrance, and the half-and- 
half system and deal with this awful condition directly and with a 
free hand, the conditions can be eliminated from the life of the Capital, 
as they should be. 

‘There can be no possible excuse for them to remain. It is a shame 
to every American citizen that they have been allowed to exist at all. 


RED-LIGHT DISTRICT. 


For 80 years, under the system of government that has prevatied here, 
the red-light district, with all its demoralizing influence, corruption, 
vice, disease, and crime was allowed to grow and flourish within a 
stone’s throw of Pennsylvania Avenue, the thoroughfare leading from 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


583 


the Conta to the White House, and almost under the shadow of the 


Capitol itself. It was only within the last two years that a law was 
enacted by Congress remo this blot from the face of the 8 


even then no remedial provisions to aid the poor unfortuna tes w. 
habited this section was made. They were simply evicted from the only 
place of habitation they had and left to seek other homes as best the 
could. Doubtless many of them will be found in the slums or inhabit 
alleys and others more fortunate in the better resident portions of the 
city. Their vices and their misfortunes are hidden from public view, 
which is something, but not much. These py victims of the baser 
Sslons of men need something more than s at the hands of a 
overnment that has forcibly evicted them from the only homes 


they had. 

Some of the good and generous women of Washington made praise- 
worthy efforts to ameliorate their condition at the e of their evie- 
tion, but with what success I do not know. But, at all events, the effort 
was not official and no aid was given them by the Government. 


THE SALOONS. 


Another kindred and debasing evil that bas been nourished i, Boar 
f divided authority and divided responsibility is the liquor 
unmolested and unashamed. Business 


usiness. Nota TT high stan 
No; but it is the 

„ and slavery to 

good morals, 


po + 

high character, who out for a beautiful Capital City, stand opposed 
to the destruction of this, one of the greates gt one 
partial excuse for this in respect of the action of some, at least, of these 
associations. Their membership is someones paray sometimes largely, 
of brewers, saloon repas and others interested irectly or ind y 
in the liquor traffic sometimes officered 5 such as these. Of course, 
such men, interested as they are, are active and energetic, always 

resent at meetings, and pokey mann control meetings in the interest of 
e saloons as a; mem who are not directly interested and 
many of whom bave not the moral courage to speak or vote their real 
sentiments and convictions. 

When I came into the Senate there were over 500 liquor saloons in 
the District of Columbia. Seven of them were on Pennsylvania 
Avenue between the Capitol and the White House, as many as nine of 
them on a square in some instances. poe § infected the residence dis- 
tricts of the city and nestled about the ools and churches. At the 
last Co. a bill was introduced reducing the number of saloons to 
200, excluding them from the residence districts, and providing more 
stringent control tion of them. The bill was strenuously 
opposed in committee. It was 3 reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia an ssed the Senate practically 
without opposition. In the House it was 
and could not be brought to a vote. It was finally passed by making it 
an oeron to the District appropriation bill, which forced a vote 
upon À 

The law has not e all that was intended by or expected 
from it. The administration or maladministration of it by the excise 
board was so obvio bad that an investigation of the board was 
ordered by the Senate which resulted in a report of a committee strong); 
condemning the course of the excise board. It was made evident tha 
the er edule unduly favorable to the liquor interests and 


eld in committee for months 


con: 


and strued the law in favor of the liquor interests and against 
ho puule welfare and morals of the District. 
there should be no divided authority or responsibility. 


This 18 4 matter that interests and affects the whole country. It is a 
a e aie tha Congas shoals dan M EL emp 
5 O 0 y, promptly, 
and effectively. There sho Pai 


be no intervening local authority or 
fears or sentiment to obstruct or hinder the complete elimination of the 
liquor traffic from the . of the Nation. of the States of 
the Union have abolished the saloon and established prohibition ; ‘others 
are moving forward to the same highly desirable result. The Federal 
Government should not be lagging in this great forward moye- 
ment for the betterment of mankind, 


POLICE STATIONS. 


Another of the evils prevailing in the city that needs undivided and 
prompt action is its insanitary condition, not confined to the slums or 
posne sections. The health, as well as the morals of the city, needs 

o be better safeguarded and protected than it has been in the under 
the cent half-and-half sys 


us They are not all so 
as they lant be, but some of them that I have visited are shock- 


are 
are bly insani 9 Fon years efforts have been made to secure 
appropriations sufficient provide better and more sanitary station 
houses, but they have been only y successful. These antiquated 
and. insanitary buildings are s maintained, to the ob Soren Ss 
proach of a civilized nation that boasts of a beautiful capital and 
about making it a model city. 

In the Washington Star of August 2, 1910, Dr. William C. Wood- 
ward, District health officer, is quo as follows: 

“I have gone as far as my power will permit. For the t two years 
I have recommended that immediate improvements be made in a number 
of the police stations and that_the 1 insanitary conditions 
which exist there be corrected. . Sylvester has reechoed th 
ommendations and has given them hearty support. 

“Nothing has been done. I have no power go further. I 
absolutely no power to compel the commissioners to do 5 eer. F 
conditions which prevail are 9 and notorious, but the heal 
is not to blame. It has gone the limit. The whole matter is up to the 
commissioners.” 

The doctor was mistaken in saying it was up to the commissioners. 
These improvements can not be made without money, and Congress has 
failed to rg a elena the amounts 8 to correct this condition. 
The thin, at are 5 and 3 ively needed, some of which 
I am endeavoring to bring to the attention of Congress, can not be 
accomplished er the -and-half system without an un- 
beara: burden of taxation on the taxpayers of the tri 
could under this system, the commissioners are hindered by law in 
making estimates for the expenses of the District to double the amount 


of the estimated revenue that can be raised by taxation ; that is to say, 


the estimates are limited by the amount by taxation and can 
not exceed the amount thus supplied plus the one-half assumed by the 
Government. Such a system by which the hands of the commissioners 
are tied and the liability of Government limited has been a dead 
weight on the prosperity, the morals, and the health of the city. This 
work of proper sanitation is the Government's problem. It should not 
shirk it. he amount contributed by taxation, whether one-half or 
more or less, should have nothing to do with it. 


ENGINE HOUSES. 


The engine and truck houses of the District are subject to the same 
criticism as the lice stations, though probably not in so great a 
degree. The truck house In front of the Senate Office Building that 
has been uncovered and exposed ta public view by the tearing down of 
the houses around it, is a sample of some of these that we have no 
reason to be proud of. Fortunately, its destruction is made necessar 
by the conversion of ground that it stands upon into a public par! 
and a better, more modern, and more one is promised in its 
place. But there are others equally in need of attention, 

Some of them are infinitely worse than this one. I have visited and 
inspected a number of the engine and truck houses. There are 38 of 
them in all, One of them was constructed 58 


of them are epee to live and work in quarters 
e 


stalls, exten 
orses, without any parti- 


to run the 


could t warm by that means in cold weather, and he said no; 
that at night the man on watch in the room where the stove was 
ted to wear a heavy coat in order to wa: 


enings. The e that is in 
between 8 the o 


have to live in a stable with a row of six horses in front of them and 
a heated engine in front of the horses and no ventilation from the rear. 
The conditions under which firemen are compelled to live in many of 
the engine houses of the Capital of the Nation are positively inhuman. 
They must live under earful conditions day and t, winter and 
summer, unprotected either from heat or cold. In addition to what I 
haye said o the arrangement, heating, and ventilating of the houses, 
¢ repair, and dilapidated, 
I have perhaps said enough about the buildings. I might say much 


But these men are handicapped 
uate e The day of 
epartment has passed. 


as has been estimated, Insure a sayin 
the horses and motor er of over 
In a letter to me 


number of engine houses in the city only four or 


five are properly built and equipped. After seeing a number of objec- 
jonable pekee I visited one of home lately built. The contrast Aaja 
It was made with back and front entrances, lighted 


from all sides, steam heated, with hot and cold water 
throughout, comfortable quarters up and down stairs for the men, 
a from the horses, with motor-power apparatus, and in every way 
— — comfortable for the men, and up to date. 

You may ask why the houses are not put in sanitary condition and 
propery equipped. Just because Congress not, under the half- 
and- * 


half, irresponsible system that exists, provide the money necessary 
even to make ordinary and n: re much less b 
sanitary e houses properly 


ld modern, 
ow whether members of the District appropriation com- 
ttees haye visited and examined these houses as I have. I can not 
believe . and humane 


mittees ol 
at committee and the Com: of the two Houses the 
of Columbia to make a personal inspection of all public buildings at 
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least once a year so that they might know their needs from their own 
personal knowledge. 

The men of the police and fire departments are the guardians of the 
life and abs oat AC the people of the District. They should be sup- 
plied with ail that is necessary to make them comfortable and with 
adequate facilities and equipment for efficient and faithful service. 


HOSPITALS. 


The District of Columbia has a combined jail, insane hospital, and 
asylum hospital for the dependent people who are unable to pay for 
treatment at the private hospitals. These three are on the same piece 
of ground. There used to be a workhouse and a rhouse connected 
with them. Through the most strenuous efforts of the commissioners, 
the Board of Charities, and other charitable organizations and private 
citizens other provisions bave been made for a workhouse and an 
asylum for the aged and infirm, commonly called a poor farm, which I 
will notice further along, but the old hospital remains to disgrace 
the city and the Nation. It is = of a number of cottages worn 
with age, poorly equipped, and unfit for use from age and decay. It 
is just about such a pretense of a hospital that one would expect to 
find under a system of government that would allow the slum con- 
ditions which I have mentioned to exist. For 15 years the Govern- 
ment has owned a suitable tract of land upon which to erect a 
modern hospital, such as a city of this size should have. Ever since 
Congress has been appear to for an appropriation sufficient to erect 
such a building, but the land remains vacant. It was a fine real 
estate investment. The property has a speculative value of fiye times 
as oa as it cost, but that does not care for the needy, sick, and 

eted. 

While this imperative duty has been neglected by Congress from year 
to year it has been making appropriations of hundreds of thousands of 
dollars to privately owned hospitals, some of which needed no help but 
were growing rich from their business. For this neither the Govern- 
ment nor the class of Bg le that it should serve have received any benefit 
whatever. Most of the indigent patients they refuse to receive at all, 
and if they do accept any the Government, notwithstanding its conribu- 
tion, must pay for them. 

At the hearings on the District abr beg te bill for 1915 the follow- 
ing showing was made as to appropriations for private hospitals: 


Vt e $665, 521. 23 
Providence Hospital 465, 079. 67 
San,, eee 279, 830. 
Columbia ‘Hospital. oo. eo nese 276, 600. 
National Homeopathic Hospital 126, 168. 62 
Central Dispensary and Emergency Hospital — 103, 708. 00 
eee entla seta bins aioe 50, 000. 00 
Fr RR ie eae ON LSS A ioe rer OFS 1, 966, 907. 52 


Thus it will be seen that while the people of the District have been 
suffering for years for a decent 2 ospital, the Government has 
donated to private hospitals nearly $2,000,000. 

The Municipal Lodging Hospital, like the dr bo Asylum Hos- 
ital, is nothing less than a disgrace to any decent city. It is located 
n “aging tol insanitary quarters in an old recidence on Twelfth Street 
NW., a building pronounced by all who have visited it as utterly unfit 
for the purposes to which it is devoted. And the influence of the owners 
of these same private hospitals and their friends, including some of the 
subservient newspapers, has been 5 used to prevent the con- 
struction of a decent modern 5 none tal. 
` What the Government should have in the city of Washington is a 
first-class modern hospital to care for the unfo: tes that it is now 
caring for so indlfferently and inadequately, and others needing its help. 
It should have a receiving and emergency hospital with all modern im- 
provements and adequately pga It should at once and for all time 
cut off all ad ag Lote ag to private hospitals. It is a misuse of public 
funds for which there is no proper consideration or return, 

The Government 1 should be free to all kinds of practitioners 
of all schools of medicine and other means of healing, leaving the 1 
tients free to select their own means of healing if they have any choice. 
It should in that way be made one means of breaking up the existing 
medical monopoly, one of the worst and most oppressive of all the great 
trusts and monopolies of the whole country. 


PARKS. 


The District of Columbia has good reason to be proud of her Be om 
Most of them are very small, and Rock Creek Park, the largest of them 
all, mas not been made what it should be in the interest of the whole 


It is essentially a rich man's park. It is beautifu use na- 


e. 
hen made it so and not by the 8 of money by the Government 
ad 


or the District. It has been made available to people who can afford 
their automobile or carriage by beautiful drives. e acquisition and 
improvement of the park is to highly commended, but its advantages 
and the pleasure to be derived from it are confined to a comparatively 
few people, who really need it the least. The same may be said of 
Potomac Park, There are no buildings, no playgrounds, no stadiums, 
no places of recreation, no place where the people are provided with any 
conveniences for meeting together to listen to music or enjoy other 
sources of amusement or pleasure in Potomac or Rock Creek Parks. 
They are not accessible to the general public by any cheap means of 
travel, and only long-distance estrians are able to see or enjoy them 
on foot. If the parks are intended and designed exclusively as beautiful 
driveways they are a great success, but if they are intended for the en- 
joyment of the general public, as T think they should be, they need much 
to make them suitable and accessible for such a purpose. In this respect 
they do not compare with the parks of other large cities in area, accessi- 
bility, and fitness for park purposes. 
In the thickly populated down-town sections of the city ample and 
beautiful small par and circles, which may be call parks, are 
provided and are well kept up; but, unfortunately, there this much- 
desired provision for outdoor pleasure and fresh air and sunshine 
stops. Vhile provision has been made tor the extension of all streets 
to the outer sections of the District on the broad lines of the plan of 
the original city of Washington, no provision has been made for 
arks, large or small, in these outside sections that are fast coming 
nto the city and becoming thickly populated. This is a serious over- 
sight. The people residing in these sections need the open parks 
even more than most of the people down town because of the inacces- 
sibility to them of the larger parks, the resort of the people who ride 
in their automobiles. These ＋ ge pay their share of the taxes used 
for the 7 and upkeep of the larger and the down-town parks 
and should have local 5 of their own, and this will not be made 
one. 


a model city until this 
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It is maintained by some that it is unfair to tax the people for 
one-half of the expense of acquiring and keeping up an unusually 
large and expensive pare system for the Capital, but this claim is 
unfounded. he park system of the District of Columbia does not 
compare with that of some, I think many, of the other cities of the 
conne in area, beauty, availability, or usefulness and benefit to the 

neral public, nor has it cost so much either to acquire or maintain. 

comparison of the park system here and in other -cities in the 
States was not furnished at the hearings. I have not attempted to 
secure information as to all other cities, but I have as to some. I 
give a few of them as examples: 


San Francisco, Cal. 
eee . .. 

This will show, I think, that the park areas in Washington, if we 
exclude the many small 1 and circles included in the area in 
this city, are not unusua ly large as compared with other cities in 
the country, because it is the Capital of the Nation, or for any other 
reason. 


THE STREETS. 


There are some pecuijar conditions that have arisen respecting the 
streets and street 3 that may well be called to the atten- 
e 


was laid out as the Capital of the country. I think this was entirely 
roper and has tended to enhance the uty of the city. But for 
the owners of property should not be b; è imposition 


seen that new additions to the cit 
original limits and that streets might 
them to the general street system, some of the enterprising an 
punue spiriton citizens prepared, and had introduced in Congress, a bill 
o extend throughout this outside territory the system of streets already 
perya for within the old city limits. This was obviously necessar. 
f the beauty and symmetry of the city plan was to be preserved. 
But it was with the test difficulty that the passage of the bill was 

, and it was lly 33 with the condition that the whole 
expense of thus laying out the streets should be borne by the people 
of the District. If was a stroke of economy that does not appeal te 
one’s sense of justice or propriety. 

In fact, there been apparent, through all the aers that the 
half-and-half system has been in operation, a disposition to burden 
the taxpayers of the District with expenses that should have been 
borne by the Government. It was a penny-wise-pound-foolish policy 
that has been exceedingly hurtful to the District and unjust to the tax- 
payers. It is the strongest kind of argument in favor of abolishing 
the District and making the Government directly and alone responsible 
for all improvements and expenses within its Capital. 

PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 

I take up Pennsylvania Avenue separately because it is unique and 
deserves especial attention and more heroic treatment. If one who had 
read about the magnificent thoroughfare of the National Capital could 
see it for the first time from the dag re of the Capitol Building looking 
23 toward the White House, his illusion about it would be rudely 


spelled. Aside from its extreme width and, in that respect, imposing 
appearance, there is nothing in the Avenue to excite the pride of an 
American citizen. It was laid out and intended as an and 


im 

superb thoroughfare between the Capitol Building and the White 1 ouse, 
something like a mile apart. But, unfortunately, the Government neg- 
lected to preserve in itself the title to the lands bordering on the street 
and it went into the hands of private owners and the street is lined 
with cheap and unsightly frame buildings, many of which have fallen 
into decay and become nothing less than disreputable. They are occu- 
pied as small stores, zeny of them second-hand and most unattractive, 
with here and there, at frequent interyals, a liquor saloon, often none 
too respectable. And now the finishing touch is added by making the 
center of the Avenue a parring place for automobiles. This is the 
national thoroughfare which the country reads about. 

Are we to leave it in that condition indefinitely? Perish the thought. 
But what is to be done about it? Do with it just what was intended, 
undoubtedly, in the penning Make it a national thoroughfare by 
condemnin 2 foot of the land bordering on the Avenue between the 
Capitol and the Treasury Building for a depth sufficient for the purpose 
and construct upon it the public buildings se much needed for the hous- 
ing of the several departments of the Government. There would be 
plenty of room for them all, I have no doubt, and leaye room for 
parks between them for the length of the street. In this way pry. 
ments of large rents in the city for Government purposes would 
avoided, the efficiency of the service would be greatly increased, and 
the employees of the Government now working uncomfortably in small, 
overcrowded, and unsanitary rooms would be properly housed and abl» 
to render the best possible service and Pennsylvania Avenue be made 
the most beautiful, as well as the most imposing, municipal thorough- 
fare in the world. 

This could not, of course, be done out of the current revenues. It 
should be done =f issuing long-time bonds for the improvement of the 
Capital. It should include an amount sufficient to banish the slums and 
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erect model sanitary houses on the ground they now occupy, and in all 
other ways put the city in goon sanitary condition, This would not 
only enhance the beauty of the city and remove the plague spóts that 
now breed crime and vice and disease, but in the long run it would be 
an economy. 

At the present time the department buildings are scattered about the 
city in MADY DIRGA, many of them rented and poorly fitted for the 
purpose, di t of access and communication by people doing business 
with the Government, and inconyenient in the transaction of business 
id the officers and employees themselves. It has been suggested that 
the Government acquire the south side of the street for its buildings. 
If this should be done and the buildings constructed, the street with 
magnificent and imposing buildings on one side and the one and two 
story frame shacks ready to collapse with age on the other, it would 
be an amazing spectacle. 

Unfortunately, the Government buildings have not been located to- 
gether, but have been scattered about the city. This was a great mis- 
take and should be corrected as soon as possible by bringing them to- 
gether on this one Avenue, thus making the buildings a continuous 
grouping from the Capitol to the White House. The Book of Esti- 
mates for last year showed that we were then paying nearly $600,000 
a year for rented buildings. The amount, I understand, will increase 
this year and continue to grow in amount for the years to come, unless 
we construct our own b ings. This is exceedingly poor economy 
and bad business policy. 

SIXTEENTH STREET. 


Sixteenth is another street that should be made one of the distinctly 
national streets, and improved and protected 5 It is one 
of the most beautiful and attractive streets and drives the city. It 
leads directly out from the front of the White House north to the Dis- 
trict line, and is the principal thoroughfare to Rock Creek Park. If 
Pennsylvania Avenue can not be redeemed, then Sixteenth Street should 
be made the Ll street of the city, and if both can -be treated as 
national thoroughfares to be improved and ornamented as such it 
Would be one commendable step toward making Washington look like a 
National Capital. 

THE CITY HALL. 


It seems a pity to ar Saria about it. It 
evidence of having gone through a long 
ble half-and-half legislation. f not, it 


for I do not know how ye | in spaces of 10 feet square or more, and it 
looks otherwise dilapidated. 


eno 
and the courts brought to 

It will be a lon me before Washington can be made anywhere near 
a model city while such pabue buildings are allowed to stand. As it 
is erat it a blot on the face of a beautiful park that should be 
removed. 

THE FEEBLE-MINDED AND INEBRIATR. : 

For a long time efforts have been made by pene apiece citizens 
of Washington to secure some appropriations that would make suitable 
and humane provision for the unfortunate feeble-minded, and the vic- 
tims of the oo traffic that has been tolerated and legalized by the 
Government. e feeble-minded who are without means of 3 
should be the care of the public authorities. Some home where 
they can be properly cared for should be provided, as has very 1 775 
been done for the aged and infirm. As it is now, some of the charitable 
institutions are caring for these irresponsible people by findin, 
places pf refuge for them as they can. It is a reproach to the 
ment that these unfortunates should be so neglected. 

As to the confirmed inebriates, they are as helpless and as much to be 
pitied as the others. They are be, gd as dependent and irresponsible. 
A Government that has permitted a traffic that has brought such men 


such 
vern- 


to their present deplorable condition should re; it as a sacred duty 
first to abolish the hateful and destructive traffic and then take proper 
care of its victims. This not been done. Like many other ~ 


eratively needed reforms in the District, it is not likely tó be done under 
he restrictive limitations of the half-and-half system. 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 


There is much Spee greg that the Government is not giving adequate 
attention and support to the public schools. The buildings are not up 
to date it is claimed, and there are not enough of them in some localities 
in the city to accommodate the children who desire to attend the schools. 
In addition to this there are school buildings having no grounds about 
them for playgrounds and outdoor recreation. This is a most serious 
defect that should be co ed without delay. There is under con- 
sideration a proposition to establish here a national university at Gov- 
ernment se. t may or may not be within the legitimate scope 
of governmental activities. But if it is, we had better perfect our 
common-school system before talking about spending the public funds 
for universities. 
THE PUBLIC MARKETS. 


Strong protests have been made against the alleged insanita con- 
dition of the public markets. This was brought -to the attention of 
members of this committee by a resolution of the health committee of 
the chamber of commerce of the city vigorously condemning the manner 
in which the markets were being conducted. I received a letter from 
the Washington Market Co., by E. O. Whitford, in which it is said: 

Many of the statements made in the report of the committee of the 
chamber of commerce referred to were promptly and completely refuted 
by John H. Sherman, District of Columbia superintendent of markets. 
as persons making them have since failed in any effort to substantiate 

em.” 

I do not know how many“ of the statements were refuted or how 
well founded they are, but other like complaints have been made. At 
all events, it is highly important that the markets should be kept in as 
nearly perfect sanita: condition as possible. One of the troubles 
about this and other ilar conditions is that under the present sys- 
tems neither the commissioners nor the health department of the Dis- 
trict are provided with sufficient funds to do what they regard as 
necessary to correct and remove insanitary conditions. 


COMMERCE AND MANUFACTURE, 

If I am not wholly in error as to what the District of Columbia 
should and was intended to be, commerce, except so far as it is neces- 
sary to meet the wants of the people within the District, and all manu- 
factories should be excluded from it. It should not be a place for mak- 
ing money by commerce, trade, or manufacture. It should be strictly 
limited to the purposes proper for the National Capital. Some day 
the whole of the District will be needed for the use of the Government. 
Much more of it is needed now than is being used for governmental 
purposes, 

It may be difficult for Congress to lawfully control the use of private 
8 the purposes I have mentioned, but everything possible 
should done to confine the District to such uses and purposes as are 
consistent with its character as a National Capital, Congress should 
feel this to be one of its responsibilities. 


ATTACHED HOUSES. 


It is unfortunate that the Government did not retain in itself the 
title to all the land within the District and lease it instead of vesting 
the title in private owners. This course would have enabled it to con- 
trol the kind and quality of the buildings that might be constructed. 
As it is, many objectionable, Mpg oot and insanitary buildings have 
been erected that will prevent Washington from becoming a model 
city in fact or in outward appearance for many years. One class of 
dwelling houses in particular should never haye been allowed, The 
so-called attached houses, rows and rows of which are found in the 
city—and mor others are being erected—belong to the class of ob- 
jectionable buildings. They are poorly lighted and poorly ventilated 
as a rule and give the owners or tenants no outdoor an Besides, 
from an esthetic point of view, they are unsightly and an offense to 
the eye. They are built mainly by ulators in real estate and sold 
for exorbitant prices. The excuse for building such houses is that 
land is so high that people of moderate means can not afford to buy 
or rent a detached house. This is a lamentable truth. There is no 
excuse, however, for the high price of lots in Washington. It is 
parey speculative and without any just basis or foundation. Specu- 
ators make the unreasonable prices and then construct a cheap, un- 
sightly, and insanitary house, because they have pushed up land prices, 
55 values, so unreasonably high that people can not afford anything 

er. 

If it is ever pik hg to make Washington a model city, this kind of 
house building will have to be stopped. 


CHARITABLE AND PENAL INSTITUTIONS. 


I have been pointing out some of the vital conditions existing in 
the District that are crying loudly for betterment in the interest of 
public morals and Poe health. It gives me pleasure now to call 
attention to some of the good things that have been accomplished along 
this same line. The Occoquan Workhouse is one of these. It is now 
a penal institution largely deyoted to the punishment and reformation 
of petty offenders. It is to inelude, when completed, a strictly re- 
formato: branch, and a prison for those co tted for ver and 
more serious crimes. But this last branch is to be made, just as far 
as possible, a reformatory institution rather than a means of punish- 


ment. It is under the direct supervision of the Board of Charities, 
a praiseworthy institution com of citizens of Washin ot ie 
eir e 


highest character, who 3 and patriotically give o 
for the public good. I have visited the place and gone over the differ- 
ent branches of the work and tried to inform myself as to the success 
of the undertaking. It has struck me as an admirable effort to reform 
the morals and habits of the inmates and start them on the road to 
better things and a life of usefulness. It is a farm of something like 
2,500 acres that was taken in its wild state, mostly a forest, and is 
being cleared and put into cultivation. It bas its dairy, a hog ranch, 
as we would call it in the West, a large epi farm, and a brick- 
3 plant that is furnishing much of the brick used by the 
Government in public buildings. 

As the farm is cleared, a work that is being carried forward, the 
land is bheing put under cultivation, part of it in orchard. The build- 
ings In which the prisoners are fed and quartered are well lighted and 
ventilated, the inmates are well clothed and well fed, and everything 
is kept in excellent sanitary condition. The lumber was taken from 
the trees and the buildings constructed almost entirely by the work 
of the prisoners. There are no cells, except a half dozen or so used 
for necessary discipline and which are rarely used, and no walls about 
the grounds. Very few efforts to escape occur. There is a well- 
equipped hospital, for which there is a gratifying lack of use, because 
the general health of the inmates is unusually kood. This results, no 
doubt, largely from the fact that they are so well housed and well fed 
and kept constantly at work during working hours at outdoor labor. 

On the whole, this institutlon impressed me as an admirable one, and 
I am informed that it has attracted very wide and favorable attention 
and is being taken as a model for like penal institutions. So for once 
the work of the Government in the District is taken as a model. It 
should broaden its beneficent work until the whole city of Washington 
mAy od be looked upon the world over as a model city. 

t the results of this reform movement are tly hindered and 
retarded by the existence of the slum conditions the city, to which 
I have referred. Many, if not most, of the prisoners at Occoquan come 
out of these slums or are the product of these evil places. They are 
usually committed for short terms. On being rel they almost cer- 
tainly return to the old conditions and the old environments that made 
them prisoners and outcasts, sometimes because they know of nowhere 
else to go. As a natural result they are criminals still, and bound to 
be returned to uan or some other paan; sooner or later, which 
affords another convincing argument in fayor of the complete demoli- 
tion of the slums. 

The Institution for the A and Infirm is another beneficence greatly 
to be commended. The buildings are admirably arranged for the com- 
fort of the old people who are there. Every effort is made by the 
management to make them comfortable and contented. I speak from a 
personal tion as well as from information obtained from others, 
and am glad to be able to commend this benevolent institution to the 


favorable consideration of Congress, 


Another of the worthy efforts to make more bearable the lot of the 
dependent portion of the community is the Industrial School for De- 
pendent Colored Boys. It is located on the same farm with the aged 
and „ but is separated from that institution and is under an 
entirely separate and independent management. The ys are not 
criminals. It is not a penal institution, but entirely educational in its 
character. It is doing an excellent and much-needed work, and should 
be generously supported and its scope extended. It will keep many a 
boy out of the slum life and make of him a useful citizen. 
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The several penal, benevolent, and charitable institutions I have | made. I submit, too, that as the District is governed D; 25 
mentioned are an object lesson that should not be overlooked or dis- | people should have some resentation or r Pocumtatives t body. 
regarded. They show what inestimable good the Government can — ere is another phase of the situation that deserves mention. There 
for humanity Eaa for the betterment of conditions in the District by | are a number of officers apbotated by the President and the Commis- 
the judicious use of the public funds for the publie . It should 1 — — of Fg District whose duties are confined to local affairs. It 
an incentive to more ex ve efforts to pur and elevate en has been the custom to select for these offices men from the States, 
in the District and protect and preserve public health. This, in jud t, should not be allowed. No man from California 
TAXATION, aggre Rog ig Boag ge bye Bes ane Be yogis hoy = 

estion of taxation and hooey — of the burden of the nses Gor a tte EALS S Bock GA ARONIA: —— nee 


of 1 istrict that abould, in ity, be borne, x tiv ely, by e Na nono and its affairs, Such officers should be appointed fro 
a . nae fhe: pore amarah of e in t 205 istrict is CONCLUBION. 

e ultimate gusstion eee upon. The several | In dealing with the problems of the District in this report I have 
aa d KE ERRNO AEE ont yh — ho bring to the attention of Congress been generousiy aided the District Commissioners, Dr. William C, 

They are incidents, however, whieh, 255 my judgment, should receive S the bi ny 5 Charities, and other 
careful consideration in an endeavor to determine who should bear the th erase aber 2 aditi y. K the District. e 8 o 10 8 12 
burden, and, if it is to be divided, the proportion to be borne by each, | the social and cee 12 s 
I do not ve the burden should be di vided. I think it should be | & Very. 8 review of sanitary 8 furnished me at my 
borne by the Government for reasons that I haye already stated and | request, called attention to other matters needing attention, spcinding 
for athens that might be mentioned. The whole burden of maintaining | the r tion of the Anacostia MA which has. already been ente 
its Capital should be borne by the Government. But in consideration | UPON ; abolition of alley houses; public baths, public-comfort stations, . 
of this the residents and prope owners should contribute, in tax and others. Space will not permit me me to discuss all of those, but I may 
a fair and reasonable amount to the Government for the protection an ben to ore ee to aioe eit thé: death rete 
other benefits they receive from the maintenance of the city at the ex- s 4 3 9 — — 1 trom ons have Pery abel at ceed, 33.68 
7FFCCCCCCCCCVCTCCCCCCCCCCC tB. Beanng Dy SON 46i to aisis and white, 27-75 to 10.09. This ta » gratifying improvement. 


-half system tha 5 
but there is still room for ate improvement in conditions as they 
system and, as a matter of principle, it would be just and Boson Say gg There tet now, Of th s Washington A um I ital, of which I have already 


d adota: inst that the Government aronga its Congress | Spoken, ie sa shington Asy 

0 adop e Goyernmen g on 9 

would not adequat: support its own Capital by the needed appropria- zo tion eee “gee Pee bull dings should 
tions ; and, pon ig ba Tike people of the District would be overtaxed. | mci perme nthe het har ing om oy ane bape EEA 


urposes.”” 
t may seem ae have gone far astray in my mie greg of the sub- 


p.: 

z ; others. There is no reason to doubt the sincerity of their views or zect submitted to the committee. I have ventured to. submit these 

of their expression of their fears of what would erka if the half-and- ees side issues for two reasons: First, because I suor aay apua 
half system should be abolished. I think it is fair to say that the only | influence Congress to take the affairs of the District more Tae 
foundation for the advocacy of the continuance of the half-and-half its control and appropriate more 8 for Fv 3 regardless of 
system was these fears. To concede that the fears 5 are well- the half-and-half system or f ony, is ility of th Chat M hate ss Pon 
founded is to seriously reflect upon Con There is no doubt, in my | Payers; and, second, because t very strongly 1 em ay zon- 
mind, that iñ some respects, and particularly respecting the matters | Sress should know more about the unfortunate one one tha oneness 
that I have already pointed out, Co has failed in its duty to the | c&n relieve if It will than I knew Batore Mp1 vestiga on commen ne 
District and to the Na tion. But this failure has occurred under the | and more than I think arg the M ae the conditie * a 
half-and-half system. I should be sorry to believe that it would be | have disclosed will help, at least, to e Co! 1 ation ar- 
worse if that system were abolished: — 5 ee, ee interest as will bring about such legislation as 

I do not eve that Congress has purposely or willfully neglected s 

the interests of the District. I think there are very few Lene of of | A BAYS. said come unpleasant things about the conditions that prevail 
either Home ot Congres who Bave made Ghmeclven familiar with toe | Dere in Wanblngton, T ave said them with malige toward pone., They 
G p eaer: 3 3 ce Or: 3 its 5 3 cee it will | time and occasion to say them. Some of them are things that should 
help pr inform Congress of — or the 5 that exist here and bring | Ting out from ulpit in the land. They ä nonl 
about a more serious and broader view of the Stanton I have been | the housetops un e conditions are ce a pe fob atl ararat aap 
entirely convinced by the evidence taken at the hearing that the people | challenge the attention of the civic T 
of the District are — undertaxed. They are, in my judgment, bear- In the District who believe in ty pure, clean, 0 3 
ing their full share of the burden of the expenses of t e District. Just and decent as well as beautiful. But above everything and everybody 
now, when times are hard and real estate values are depressed, I | else, it should call upon Con to take prompt and Fa equate steps to 


gahi view of it was very ably presented by the 138 5 Cee 2 doned for rh ital and housing p 


think they are being taxed too high because the assessment of real | remove from the Capital and the Nation the stain of permitting such 
estate is too high. ft is to be hoped that times will Improve and set | conditions to exist. 

this condition right. But, aside from this, I am satisfied that real Joux D. Wonks. 
estate is app far beyond its real value because land values in the Jaxvanx 6, 1916. 


not be charged up against the Government. It is the result of in- Mr. WORKS. Ont of order I desire to introduce two short 
17 the 5 of some people, for which innocent prop- bills proposing to carry out some of the suggestions which my 
erty owners, especia small-home owners, are suffering wes rage statement contains. I ask that they be printed in the RECORD, 


The sin tax teers was V thoro: and abl t th 
en te bas ory F it would de The bill (S. 8249) to abolish the District of Columbia, and for 
a good system to ado’ opt in the panit It would Arete conditions | other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
C onia taki there system that now prevails would | Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be printed 
questionable, however, whether it would ‘Be mpt to ado; in the Recorp, as follows: 
it in connection with the settlement of She: prs present controversy. It Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- 
will probably be adopted later on. The two civil Commissioners of the | bia be, and they are hereby, authorized and directed to convey, Oe Ay good 
District and Justice Siddons, former commissioner, indorsed it, and | and sufficient deed of conveyance, to the Government of the United 
other gentlemen of 3 and ability gave it thelr earnest support. | States all property, of the District of Columbia, of every kind and N. 
It is a question that I k should receive careful consideration at | real, personal, and mixed; and the United States Government, in con- 
the appropriate time. sideration of such conveyance, shall, and does hereby, assume and will 
As to the half-and- — 6 the District as essed pee an y all the debts of every kind and nature of the said District of Co- 


expression of views by people outside of the District, although the 86. 2. That the municipality of the District of Columbia shall, 
whole country is directly interested in the question. There was no | such conveyance of its erty, 6 5 ana — is hereby, dissolved and nabok 
defense of the half-and.half system on principle. The defense of It, | ished, and its powers, tH tions transferred to and vested 
as I have said and as the hearings will show, was founded wholly on | in the United States, and the 5 D EaDOnE become and the terri- 
the fear that if it were abolished Congress would not do its duty | tery now constituting the District of ar ey hereafter be known 
toward the District. This is a very poor and illogical foundation for je designated as the ae of Washin d said City of Washington 
a fiscal system or form of government, is hereby declared to be the Capital o the United States and under the 
That the Government should assume the attitude of a mere con- | direct ownership, 1 ane 5 of the Government, without 
tributor me 3 support of its Capital is not only cal and absurd | the Ck of 555 munic tion or 8 
in itself but is a violation of the Constitution, which gives Congress Src. 3. That until by act of the officers 
exclusive jurisdiction over it, and thereby makes it exclusively respon- | of the District of Ceinmbla ah 12 and continue N. officers of the 
sible for it. National Government and shall perform for the Government the mines 
SUFFRAGE AND REPRESENTATION. duties now ‘ormed for the District of Columbia and be subject to 
The question of suffrage is not strictly within the objects for which all gers and rules and regulations now in force as to their appoint- 
the committee was appointed and very properly is not L by the terms of office, and removal until otherwise provided by law: 
general report. ying it was vi at the hearing, That such Commissioners shall hereafter be known and 
and may very well be considered bri in connection with what I am 88 as the Commissioners of the City of Washington, and all 
as ng on the general condition of the District and my reasons for | other officers of said District eT ot respectively, and designated 
t 


that it's should be treated wholly as a national Besides, | as officers of said Sy of y owned p 
the penne of the District, or some of them, insist very earnestly that Sec. 4. That all eared own in the District of Columb 
without representation mee g should not be taxed at all. hereafter to be d. ed as the 8 ty of ‘ashington, shall be subj 
My views on the subj may be stated in a 5 few words. Local | to 5 and orig taxes, to used to pay the expenses of 
self-government within the Capital, which by the Constitution is under | City of sment of proper 8 That the rate of taxation and the basis 
the exclusive jurisdiction of Congress, is out of the 8 B the | of assessment o remain as now e inn by law, and an 
National Capital, and the Government having such yast interests other C gr raising revenues. for said shall remain in 
which — of necessity. in Parag sue year to year, Congre 5 ge ance and be aes provided, a) aerate of the expenses of the City of 
a a one of my reasons for sd e 4 = 
municipality of the District of Colum should be abolished. But this derived from such taxation assessments or 


is no reason why the franchise should not be allowed the le of the other i means ns provided Jr shall be paid into 71 United States Treas- 

District for tae urposes. It is unjust and un- 5 the | ury, to ee sented A rien of — Cit. —.— Washington, but the 
franchise to any citizen els tie requisite qualifications of a voter. | expenses of city" of Washington shall be paid by the Government out 
There is no reason that occurs me for denying the people of the Dis- | of its 5 y termes made by Congress, without regard to 


could be this right only by cor amendment to the Constitutions owners within the District shall not be respo: . 
but I thin such an amendment might very Justly and very properly bs the payment of their taxes, the purpose and intention being to consti- 
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tute the District of Columbia, hereafter to be known as the City of 
Washington, the Capital of the Nation, and to make the Government 
wholly and alone responsible for its government, maintenance, up- 
building, and beautification, and to deprive the municipal government 
of all control over the same and to relieve the property owners and 
residents of the District of all such og taper nt ge or control except for 
the payment of such taxes as may be lawfully assessed against them 
or thelr property. 

Sec. 6. That until otherwise provided by act of Congress, taxes shall be 
levied. assessed, and collected as now provided by law, except that the 
same shali not be based upon the estimated expenses of the District, or 
the one-half thereof, but upon a reasonable and just estimate of the 
obligations of property owners and residents of the District as com- 
pensation for the nefits and advantages resulting to them from the 
maintenance and support of the Capital by the Government in which 
they live or own property, according to the rate of taxation and basis 
of assessment above provided for. 

Sec. 7. That all causes of action that might, under the laws as they 
now exist, be prosecuted against the District of Columbia, whether aris- 
ing before or after the passage of this act, may hereafter be prosecuted 
by appropriate action in the courts against the United States the same 
as they may under existing law be prosecuted against such District. 


The bill (S. 3250) to improve the sanitary condition of the city 
of Washington, D. C., was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, etc., That square 28 of the city of Washington, D. C., 
because of its insanitary condition, the character and quality of its 
buildings, and their dilapidated and insanitary condition, is hereby 
declared to be dangerous to the public health, detrimental to public 
morals and the public safety, and a public nuisance, 

Sec. 2. That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby 
authorized and directed to acquire for the Government of the United 
States by purchase or condemnation the title to said square for the pur- 
pose of razing the buildings situate thereon and constructing and matn- 
taining thereon, as hereinafter provided, sanitary dwelling houses for 
the use of tenants. 

Sec. 3. That upon acquiring title to said property the said commis- 
sloners shall cause the buildings thereon to be removed, the said square 
replatted, with ample streets and passageways and means of ingress and 
egress, and construct thereon model sanitary houses of moderate size 
to be rented by the Government to the poor and the laboring classes at 
reasonable and moderate rentals. 

Sec. 4. That the Government shall hold and retain title to said 
for the ad ye above mentioned and the improvement of the sanitary 
condition of the said city of Washington, and the said commissioners 
shall provide such supervision, control, and inspection of said property 
ax to make and continuously maintain it in a sanitary and healthful 
condition, free, as far as possible, from immorality and crime. 

Sev. 5. That there is hereby appropriated of the moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $600,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this act. 


PRODUCTION OF BINDING TWINE. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I submit a concurrent resolution, and I 
desire to present a little article from the press on the subject. 
I ask that the resolution may be read. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 5) was read, as 
follows: 


Whereas binding twine is one of the large Items of expense in the pro- 
(duction of grain; and 

Whereas it has been alleged in the public press and by individuals that 
the present price thereof is exorbitant and is fixed and controlled by 
certain persons and corporations: Therefore be it 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Repre- 
sentatircs concurring), That the Attorney General be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to investigate and report to Congress what 
e and corporations are engaged in the Importation of sisal and 
manila hemp and the production of binding twine, and to what extent, 
if any: they control the price thereof, and whether there are any com- 
binations or agreements to fix and control the wholesale or retail prices 
of sisal and manila binding twine in the United States. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I ask that the Secretary 
may read the following editorial, which is in the form of a let- 
ter of A. O. Sather, of Starkweather, N. Dak., published in the 
Starkweather Tribune of December 30, 1915, which explains the 
necessity and propriety of the resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


A PROTEST—PROMINENT LOCAL IMPLEMENT DEALER URGES FARMERS TO 
WAGE WAR ON SISAL TRUST. 


Permit me to ask space in your valuable paper to call attention to 
something I believe to be of considerable importance. I have it on 
food authority that a corporation composed of American bankers has 

een formed for the purpose of contro ing the price of sisal imported 

into this country for the manufacture of binding twine and rope. The 
bankers interested control the National City and Chase Nationa 5 
of New York City: the Commercial International Bank, of Chicago ; 
the Mississippi Valley Trust Co., the Whitney National Bank. and the 
Interstate Trust Co., all of New Orleans. e permanent officers and 
directors will be elected in a few days. Among them will be Messrs, 
Waxler and Dinkins, of New Orleans; Breckenridge and Jones, of St. 
Louis; and one or two other bankers of New York and Chicago. Levi 
Meyer has been engaged as corporation counsel. 

Now, I have been engaged in the implement business 18 years, and 
am somewhat familiar with trust prices. Before the Spanish-American 
War I sold sisal twine for G cents a pound and made a fair profit, 
Some of our American bankers then formed a trust in Yucatan, Mexico, 
where the sisal fiber is grown. They have controlled the price and out- 
put ever since, and linmediately the price jumped to 10 cents a pound, 
and has remained about that ever since. The hew corporation has 
served notice that twine prices will be advanced 2 cents a pout over 
last year, and we are absolutely at thcir mercy. I was thinking it was 


uare 


I believe the farmers’ clubs should 
on and see what they 
can do, I am sure the implement dealers at their various State con- 
ventions will take some action, but I believe a protest direct from the 
farmers, who are the only ones robbed, would be more effective. 

Yours, respectfully, 


my duty to so inform the public. 
correspond with our representatives in Washi 


A. O. Sater. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that the letter just read may accom- 
pany the resolution to the proper committee. I do not know what 
has been the usual practice with reference to this character of 
resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To the Committee on Manufactures, 
the Chair would suggest. 

Mr. STONE. ‘There was much confusion while the Secretary 
was reading. May I ask the Senator a question? The article 
just read refers to sisal grass or to sisal? 

Mr. McCUMBER, Yes; the binding twine made from it. 

Mr. STONE. Has the Senator a resolution pending to in- 
vestigate the question? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; I offer a concurrent 
resolution instructing the Attorney General to investigate the 
matter. A trust is charged with violating the law; the names 
are given of those who compose the trust or combination; and 
therefore it is an easy matter for the Department of Justice to 
make the investigation. I have deemed it a subject proper for 
the joint action of Congress rather than a mere matter of in- 
formation to be obtained from the Attorney General's office. 

Mr. CURTIS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri that I had a letter upon the same subject yesterday 
and brought it to the attention of the Trade Commission. I 
think perhaps that commission may have jurisdiction of the 
matter. 

Mr. STONE. I was going to remark that I have had com- 
munications of like kind, and I was wondering just what would 
be the best plan of proceeding. Possibly that adopted by the 
Senator from North Dakota is about the best thing available 
for us to do. We all know, at least many of us know, that 
there was a great shortage of sisal some time ago, due to dis- 
turbed conditions in Mexico, and efforts were made to get ships 
to bring it out. As I recall, some provision of that kind was 
made for transporting it across the water. There was great 
difficulty in getting it from the interior of Yucatan, Until very 
recently I had not heard of the combination referred to in the 
communication read a moment ago. 

If there is a combination of that kind to absorb the output 
from Yucatan and practically filch from the manufacturers or 
farmers of this country $ 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, we can not hear a word on 
this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. STONE. I would be very glad, indeed, if some means 
might be adopted to take drastic action as speedily as possible. 

I do not know, Mr. President, just how long it would take 
the State Department to get hold of this information, to gather 
the facts, and to institute suit in the courts; things of that 
kind run along quite a while. I had, however, hoped that some 
Senator possibly had in mind some way of getting directly and 
more speedily the facts. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I simply wish to say that 
the letter which has been read into the Recorp gives the full 
names of all the banks, corporations, and others who are inter- 
ested in the combination, as well as the names of their attor- 
neys. Therefore it presents to the department the principal in- 
formation along which it can make very speedy investigation. 
What we wish first to obtain is the information itself as to 
whether there is a combination. I know of no reason now why 
sisal can not be easily obtained from Yucatan, or wherever it 
may be raised; but there is no question that notice has been 
served that there will be an immediate rise in the price of bind- 
ing twine and of sisal. No reason is given for that, but there is 
suggested here a new combination extending its scope and pow- 
ers over the production and importation of sisal and the manu- 
facture of twine. I believe there will be little difficulty on the 
part of the department in speedily ascertaining what the facts 
are, reporting them to Congress; and if, in the course of the inves- 
tigation, the Department of Justice finds there is such a com- 
bination against the interstate-commerce law and against the 
law pertaining to trusts, it will of its own volition act on that 
without any direction from the Congress. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I wish to say just a word with 
reference to the question which has been discussed by my col- 
league [Mr. McCcumprr]. Those of us who are familiar with 
the conditions of agriculture and know something about bind- 
ing twine are also familiar with the fact that it is not only the 
price of sisal that has advanced but that it is the price of the 
twine after it has been manufactured; and, had it not been for 
the fact that twine is being manufactured in some of the States, 
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for instance in the State of Minnesota and to some extent in 
the State of North Dakota 

Mr. TOWNSEND. It is also manufactured in the State of 
Michigan. 

Mr. GRONNA. And in Mi also—the price of twine 
would be a great deal higher than it now is. We know, how- 
ever, that there has been a combination in existence, not for a 
few years, but for very many years, and that this combination 
has been able to unduly advance the price of this article, which 
is absolutely indispensable to the farmer. 

Mr. President, I receive a great many communications with 
regard to this matter, and I believe that the course taken by 
my colleague is a feasible one. I think, however, that his resolu- 
tion should go to the Committee on Agriculture, because that 
committee, I think, is as much interested in the affairs per- 
taining to the farm as is any other committee. So I simply sug- 
gest that the matter be referred to that committee. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from 
North Dakota if this resolution simply asks for information or 
does it ask for an investigation? $ 

Mr. McCUMBER. It asks for an investigation. 

Mr. SMOOT.. By a committee of Congress? 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; an investigation by the Department 
of Justice of the charges set forth in the information and 
editorial which has been read. 

Mr. SMOOT. I simply rose to suggest to the Senator that the 
easiest way to get at it would be to put it in the form of a 
Senate resolution. Then it would not have to be acted upon 
by the other House. The same investigation could be made 
pie a Senate resolution direct as under a concurrent reso- 
ution. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I differ with the Senator on that point, 
Mr. President. If it were the intention of the resolution to 
elicit information only, I think the suggestion would be very 
proper, and I would have taken that course; but as the purpose 
of the resolution is to instruct the Department of Justice to 
make an investigation of the subject, it seems to me that the 
resolution should be acted upon by both Houses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To what committee does the Sena- 
tor desire the resolution referred? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so referred. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. MARTIN of Virgjnia. I submit a resolution and ask 
unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 49) was read, as follows: 

Resolved, 2 the tog gee mes on Sigg ureter ag or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, fourth Congress to send tor 
persons and p Pisses and 10 — K. oaths, and to empoy a sten 
rapher, at a cost not exceeding $1 per BF are page, t 3 “a 
hearings as may be had in Sape rhage whi 
l before said commi: expenses go tl to be paid ped 57 
the contingens fund of the Seest and that the committee, or any 
subcommittee thereof, may sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think the resolution should be 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I will say to the Senator that the 
resolution is in the stereotyped form of all such resolutions, 

Mr. SMOOT, Will there be any expense attached to it? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. I presume there will be expense 
if hearings are held. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the 
resolution should be referred to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, and it will be 
So referred. 

ARMY POSTS. 


Mr. KENYON. I submit a resolution requesting certain in- 
formation from the Secretary of War, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 

The resolution (S. Res. 48) was read, considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as ee 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War to the Senate, if not 
incompatible with public 8 the Bs oon tip A statement show- 


iret A list of all Army posts in the United States and their loca- 
ons 
Second. The amounts that have been expended in the establishment 
and ma ie of each of said Army posts. o 
main- 


taining + ts, and of them ve not been 
maintained for erig ee A 3 expended during the years they 


have been maintain 

Fourth, The use now being made of each of said Army posts and 
1. uring each year of their existence for the 
ears. 
Fifth.’ Whether or not all of said Arm A 
in properly carrying on the work of the ar Department. 


or not some of 


Sixth. Whether said Army posts, in the interest of 
economy and without nishing effici fs 
mate: 1 ening. < ency, could be abolished or con- 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. Pursuant to the notice I gave on yester- 
day, I submit the following resolution: 

The resolution (S. Res. 50) was read and referred to the 
Committee on Rules, as follows: 

Resolved, That Rule XXV, of the Standing Rules of the Senate, be 


amended as follows: 
h which reads, | “A Committee on pple 


Insert after the para 
tio Claims, to — róg of five Senators,” a new paragraph 


as follows: 

“A Committee on — Ie to consist of 17 8 to which shall 
be referred all pro legislation relating to the construction and 
maintenance of roa 


THE PUBLIC REVENUE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that 
on Thursday, the 18th instant, I shall address the Senate on 
so much of the President’s annual message as relates to the 
public revenue. 

CONDITION OF JEWS IN COUNTRIES AT WAR. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the table Senate resolution 45, submitted by me on 
yesterday, but which, on the request of the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Sroxz] was laid over until to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution, which will be read. 

The resolution (S. Res. 45) was read, as follows: 


uiine iņ the various countries now engaged in war 
000,000 Jews, the great majority of —— are destitute of * — 5 

so and clothing; an 

Whereas ‘millions of have been goran iao their homes without 
warning, deprived of an opportunity to make provision for 
Arp elemen wants, ca’ starvation, disease, and untold suffer- 
ng; and 

Whereas the E Di termin of — ane Sta tes of America have learned with 


sorrow of t of millions of human gs and have 
most fine 2.5 to the Sy, for help wheneyer such an 
ap has reac ed them; Therefore be it 


Resolved, That, in view of the » wretchedness, and hardshi 
which these 9,000,000 Jews are ering, the President of 
United States be respectfully — to Spay a day on 1 the 
citizens of this country ma e expression to their s 

tributing to the funds now 


con- 
„ 
war zones. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I most respect- 
fully ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, on yesterday when the Senator 
from New Jersey offered the resolution and had it read I was 
engaged in conversation with some Senators near by, so that I 
only heard a part of it and hence asked him to let it go over 
until this morning, which he kindly consented to do. Before 
the holiday adjournment the Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] 
offered a resolution very similar applying to the Polish people 
who have suffered as a result of the war, and it was unani- 
mously agreed to. I see no reason whatever why this resolution 
of like kind should not be agreed to. ‘The reasons that induced 
the Senate to act favorably on the resolution offered by the 
Senator from Indiana certainly apply in the present instance; 
and, as I have said, I see no objection, Mr. President, to the 
adoption of this resolution, as I saw no objection to the adoption 
of the one offered by the Senator from Indiana. 

The Poles and the Jews of Europe have no distinctive govern- 
ment of their own. Their position is anomalous. I would ques- 
tion very much the propriety, whatever the sympathy of Sena- 
tors might be, of having the Congress, or either branch of it, 
take action of this general character with respect to any of the 
organized nations engaged in war. We have heard more or less 
sympathetic expressions on the floor of the Senate in the past 
respecting Belgium, and possibly Serbia; but I think Belgium 
and Serbia, being organized nations, hold a different attitude with 
respect to our Government from that of the Poles or the Jews. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have been listening with interest to the 
Senator, Does not the Senator think that our sympathies and 
our contributions, if need be, should go out to the Armenians 
quite as much as to these other people who have not organized 
governments? I say that not ont of hostility to this resolution 
at all. 

Mr. STONE. Yes, I understand; and, of course, I think it 
would be a beautiful tribute and expression of American gener- 
osity and kindliness to have our sympathy and our contribu- 
tions go out to the people of Armenia or to any other people who 
need them. 

_ Mr, President, I hope the resolution will be adopted. 


Cn Ad ae a be del IE es ei 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


AFFAIRS IN MEXICO, 


Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I ask the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the resolution which I offered on yesterday. I think it is 
Senate resolution 42, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator desire to have it 
read? 

Mr. FALL. I do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the reso- 
lution. 


The resolution (S. Res. 42), submitted by Mr. Farr on the 
5th instant, was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with 
the public interests, to inform the Senate upon the following subjects 
and to transmit to the Senate the documents, letters, reports, orders, 
etc.. hereinafter referred to. 

3 Is there a government now existing in the Republic of Mexico; 
and, if so, 

Second. Is such government recognized by this Government; how is 
such government tained and where; who is now the recognized 
head of such government and is the same a constitutional government? 

Third. By what means was the recognition of any government in 
Mexico brought about and what p gs, if any, were followed 
prior to and resulting in recognition, in any conference between this 
country and Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Guatemala, and any other country 
or countries? 

Fourth. What assurances has the government of Mexico given this 
Government as to its course in protecting American lives and property 
in Mexico and in Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, and California ; and, if 
such assurances have been given, what evidence has this Government 


hw abili of such government to fuifill its promises and obligations 
e pre ? 
Fifth. What orders or instructions have been issued to our officials 


and armed forces on or near the Mexican border for the protection of 
the lives, property, and peace of American citizens along said border? 
Sixth. t assurances have been received from the Mexican 


ov- 
ernment, cr requested by this Government, as to payment of 2 
damage claims for injury to life or property of our citizens resulting 
from the acts of Mexico, or citizens of that country, within the past 


five years? 
Seventh. What assurances have been given by the Mexican govern- 


ment as to the 3 of foreigners and Er e and particularly 
in the free exercise of their religion in public or in private? 

Eighth. Reports of the Brazilian minister to Mexico, made to this 
Government by letter or otherwise, while said minister was represent- 
ing this ent in Mexico; also reports of American consuls and 
consular representatives in Mexico during the past four years, tegether 
with reports from any special or other sources of information available 
or in hand, concerning or relating to Mexican affairs and conditions or 
to Mexican officials or mili and factional leaders, reports of the 
pe aah the Red Cross in Mexico, and their reports to this Gov- 
ernmen 


Ninth. Data, letters, and reports relating to the closing of the port 
of El Paso and reo g same to importations of meat from Juarez, 
and also to the set aside or revocation of any decrees or orders of 
Villa concerning mining property. 

Tenth. Information concerning the occupation of Vera Cruz by our 
land and naval forces, duration of such occupation, our administration 
of affairs during such occupancy, and the date and cause of the evacua- 
tion of Vera Cruz, with correspondence conce: such evacuation. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, the purpose of this resolution, of 
course, is made clear by its contents as read. The last official 
word which we had from the President of the United States 
as to Mexico, or as to conditions in Mexico, as to the existence 
of a government or the nonexistenee of a government in Mexico, 
was in his message to the Congress of the United States of 
April 20, 1914, wherein he asked the Congress to ratify his act 
in sending the land and naval forces of the United States to 
occupy Vera Cruz and to secure from the then de facto Govern- 
ment of Mexico reparation for insults offered the flag of the 
United States. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BeckHan in the chair). 
Does the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator from 
Nevada? : 


Mr. FALL. For the purpose of a question. 3 

Mr. PITTMAN. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator's 
Speech, since he is making an address on the subject; but I 
desire to know, as a matter of information, whether or not the 
calendar has been disposed of. 

Mr. FALL. That information is for the Chair and not for 
the Senator from New Mexico to extend. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I was awaiting, of course, to be informed 
by the Chair. Has the morning business been closed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it has 
not been. 

Mr. LODGE. Morning business has not been closed. This 
is morning business, coming over from a previous day. 

Mr. PITTMAN. As I understand the rule in this matter, 
then, the remarks at this hour on morning business are limited 
to five minutes to each Senator. Of course I do not have any 
idea of raising that question. That was not my object in ad- 


dressing the Chair. I simply want to insist that the calendar 
be taken up in its proper order and manner from now on. 

Mr. FALL, If the Senator is making a point of order, of 
course I will yield for that purpose. I yielded for a question. If 
the Senator has a point of order to make, of course he has a per- 
fect right to make it. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I will not raise the point of 
order this morning. 

Mr. FALL. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. President, in the message sent or delivered to this Con- 
gress on April 20, 1914, the President of the United States said 
that “if we are to accept the tests of its own constitution, 
Mexico has no government.” We had heard from the President 
of the United States prior to April 20, 1914. In his message of 
December 2, 1913, the President infermed the Congress that 
“Mexico has no government.” He further informed the Con- 
gress at that time that “we are the friends of constitutional 
government in America.” We had heard from the President 
prior even to December 2, 1913, when in a message he said te 
the Congress of the United States that he had sent a personal 
representative to Mexico to demand of the de facto government 
of Mexico certain things. 

Among the demands which he stated to us he had made upon 
the de facto government of Mexico, as he claimed it to be—the 
constitutional government of Mexico, as Mexico claimed it to 
be, and as it was recognized to be by the majority of the great 
nations of the world—the President said to the Congress that 
he demanded, in the absence of any “ universally acknowledged 
political authority there,” that security be given “for an early 
and free election in which all would agree to take part” and 
all parties to abide by the result.” 

In 1913 the President of the United States demanded that 
prior to recognition of any government in Mexico there should be 
a fair and free election in which all citizens should take part 
and all should agree to abide by the result. On the opening of 
this Congress, as is customary, the President of the United 
States delivered a message to the Congress. Remember that we 
had heard nothing from him since April 20, 1914, with reference 
to Mexico until on December 7 he addressed the Congress. His 
only reference to Mexico in his message was in the words which 
I shall read. These words followed an expression of opinion 
from the President of the United States as to our course with 
reference to Latin America generally; and he says: 

We have been put to the test in the case of Mexico and we have stood 
the test. Whether we have benefited Mexico by the course we have pur- 
sued remains to be seen. 

In view of the doubt expressed by the President of the United 
States as to whether some course which has been pursued by this 
Government, without Congress being informed as to what that 
course was, will inure to the benefit of Mexico, certainly the Con- 
gress of the United States is entitled to know officially what has 
been done by this Government with reference to Mexico since 
April 20, 1914. Therefore I propose that we should request of 
the President information, first, as to whether there is a gov- 
ernment in Mexico; second, whether he has recognized ‘that 
government. 

We are to presume that some government has been recognized 
by the President of the United States as existing in Mexico, be- 
cause we now have pending before the Senate of the United 
States—the coordinate branch of the United States Government 
which must be consulted and join with the President in these 
constitutional matters—the nomination of an ambassador to 
Mexico. We are asked to confirm the nomination of an ambas- 
sador to a country which, judging from the last word uttered by 
the administrative department of this Government, has no 
government—de facto, de jure, constitutional, or otherwise. 

If, since the last message of the President upon this subject, 
circumstances have arisen which have justified him in the recog- 
nition of some government in Mexico, Congress should have been 
informed before or at the time the nomination of the ambassador 
was sent in, provided the course heretofore universally pursued 
by Presidents of the United States, from the time of Washington 
down to that of Woodrow Wilson, had been followed; provided 
we are not to do in' this matter as we have done in various 
others—break precedents, rather than follow them. 

Mr. President, I would be the last Senator to question the 
undoubted right of the President of the United States to recog- 
nize a foreign government. This recognition can be effected in 
many ways—by the appointment of an ambassador, for example, 
or by accepting an ambassador, granting exequaturs to ambassa- 
dors or diplomatic officers sent here by such government as re- 
quests recognition. No one questions this right in the President 
of the United States. But in no instance, in so far as I have 
read the diplomatic history of this country, has any President 
ever, under any circumstances, recognized a new government or 
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a change in an old government without imparting to the Con- 
gress of the United States his reasons for such recognition, to- 
gether with the fact that he has so recognized such government. 
Numerous instances can be cited to sustain this proposition, if 
necessary, and to the general proposition I know of no exception. 

This being the case, Mr. President, and particularly in view 
of the doubt expressed by the President as to whether some 
action which he has taken with reference to Mexico will be of 
any avail to that country, it is certainly the duty of the Congress 
of the United States, which is called upon now under the Consti- 
tution to act jointly with him with reference to Mexican affairs, 
to request most respectfully of him information as to such 
affairs and the basis upon which he has acted, if he has acted, 
and the basis upon which he has sent to the Senate of the United 
States the name of an ambassador to Mexico, when the last word 
we had heard from him was that there was no government and 
that he refused to recognize a government except under certain 
circumstances, 

I for one would like to know, and I think the Senate and the 
Congress and the people of the United States would like to know, 
whether there is a government in Mexico, whether it has been 
recognized by the Government of the United States; and they 
would like to know, Mr. President, whether the President of the 
United States has been able to enforce his ideas as he has 
expressed them, not only to the Congress but also to the people 
of the United States, in his Indianapolis speech, for example, 
with reference to Mexico, and the various speeches he has made 
upon various occasions to various bodies upon what should be 
done in Mexico. I should like to know, for example, if the 
magnificent sentiments which he uttered to Mr. Blythe and 
which were reported by Mr. Blythe in an interview in the Satur- 
day Evening Post have been carried out by the President in 
action. I should like to know, Mr. President, what the action 
of the Government of the United States has been, and compare 
it with the fair words and the manly phrases of the President 
of the United States. 

Now, as to this inquiry and as to whether it is proper. Mr. 
President, some very high authorities have spoken with refer- 
ence to the duty of Congress in matters of this kind. I am 
going to read, Mr. President, from one: 


It is the proper duty of a representative body to look diligently into 
every affair of government and to talk much about what it sees. It 
is meant to be the eyes and the yoice and to embody the wisdom and 
will of its constituents. Unless Congress have and use every means 
of acquainting itself with the acts and the disposition of the adminis- 
trative agents of the Government, the country must be helpiess to 
learn how it is being served; and unless Congress both scrutinize these 
things and sift them by every form of discussion, the country must 
remain in embarrassing, crippling ignorance of the very affairs which 
it is most important that it should understand and direct, The in- 
forming function of Congress should be preferred even to its legislative 
function. The argument is not ‘only that discussed and interrogated 
administration is the only pure and efficient administration, but, more 
than that, that the only really self-governing people is that people 
which discusses and interrogates its administration. * * It would 
be hard to conceive of there being too much talk about the practical 
concerns and processes of government. Such talk it is which, when 
earnestly and purposefully conducted, clears the public mind and shapes 
the ree ge of public opinion. 
303— 2 


And again, Mr. President, the same authority speaking of the 
difficulty encountered by the Congress of the United States 
in obtaining information from the administrative officers, says: 
[From State and Federal Governments of the United States, by 

Woodrow Wilson, 1889. (Par. 232. The Senate and the Executive,” 

pp. 101-102.) J 

But it is not always easy to get legislative questions fully and cor- 
rectly answered, for the officers of the Government are in no way re- 
sponsible to either House for their official conduct; they belong to an 
entirely separate and independent branch of the Goyernment; only 
such high crimes and misdemeanors as lay them open to impeachment 
expose them to the power of the Houses. The committeees are, therefore, 
frequently prevented from doing their work of inquiry well, and the 
Senate has to act in the dark. 

The last quotation, Mr. President, that I may not be mis- 
understood as I have been before in making quotations in the 
Senate from possibly not so high authorities, I will state is from 
the discussion of the Senate and the Executive as contained in 
the “ State and Federal Governments of the United States,” by 
Woodrow Wilson. The first quotation is from “ Congressional 
Government,” by Woodrow Wilson. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FALL. I do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Along in the same connection, if I remember 
the authority correctly, did the Senator find that the author 
opposed cloture in the Senate and said that the Senate was a 
council of ‘revision which furnished the most valuable part of 
congressional Government? 


(Congressional Goyernment, 1885, pp. 
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Mr. FALL. I think so. I have found various expressions 
from the same high authority as to the necessity for “ pitiless 
publicity ” bearing upon the deliberations of the Congress of 
the United States, and various expressions as to secret caucus 
legislation and secret committee legislation, and as to the de- 
liberations of Congress and the entire Government of the people 
being controlled by a few strong men heading committees, and 
have found insistence upon publicity, insistence upon discussion, 
as repeatedly the same author has insisted upon discussion and 
full deliberation in legislative halls. 

Now, Mr. President, in view of the authority which I have 
quoted, I think we are entitled to ask an answer and as early 
un answer as convenient from the administrative department 
upon the propositions touched upon in this resolution. 

In examining other authorities upon this subject, scrutinizing 
the acts of other Presidents of the United States, it will be 
found that even where the President of the United States, as 
in Mexico in 1848 and 1849, had no minister representing this 
Government and where the President appointed a special repre- 
sentative to examine into affairs that he might act intelligently 
as the President of the United States—as we are informed, 
through the press, that President Wilson has repeatedly done 
with reference to Mexico—the President of the United States 
upon the first meeting of Congress has seen fit invariably, as 
was done by Mr. Buchanan in the instance cited, to convey the 
information to the Senate as to what he had done and to say 
to them in sending in Mr. McLane’s nomination as the am- 
bassador to Mexico that he had instructed Mr. McLane to recog- 
nize the Juarez government, because, upon examination, he 
had discovered that Juarez was the constitutional President of 
Mexico. 

Without an exception, in so far as I have been able to dis- 
cover, Mr. President, every President of the United States here- 
tofore has invariably fully informed Congress, of his own 
motion, as to these matters. I recall one instance in which 
President Jackson, who has been spoken of rather favorably by 
the eminent author from whom I have quoted, sent a message 
to the Congress of the United States, in which he said he would 
not raise the question as to whether it was his constitutional 
prerogative or whether he should act jointly with the Congress 
of the United States in the recognition of a foreign government. 
As late as 1877, with reference to Mexico, almost a similar con- 
dition of affairs existed apparently as exists now, when Diaz 
claimed to be the constitutional President of Mexico. 

Upon investigation during the recess of Congress the Presi- 
dent of the United States convinced himself that he was the 
de facto governing power or President of Mexico, and he 
stated to Congress the reasons for such belief at its first meet- 
ing, saying that he would have recognized him as President 
of Mexico except for the fact that there was a disturbance 
at Brownsville, Tex., on this side of the river, caused by 
marauding bands of Mexicans coming from the other side, and 
that therefore he had so far failed to recognize Mr. Diaz. He 
did later in 1878 recognize Diaz as the President of Mexico, 
but it was after the United States Government, under the 
orders of the Secretary of War, had sent armed troops of the 
United States across the Mexican border in pursuit of those 
marauding bands and had recaptured the stolen property and 
punished the thieves and murderers. It was after a Secretary 
of State of the United States had notified Mexico that the 
first duty of a Government was to protect its citizens, that it 
made no difference to this Government how such protection 
was brought about, whether enforced by treaty, by Judicial 
decision, by administrative action, or whether it must be forced 
at the point of the rifle; and in this instance he notified the 
minister that the protection of Americans on this side of the 
line and the punishment of those who had assaulted thenr or 
attacked them would be meted out to them in Mexico if they 
should not be caught in this country. Mr. Evarts was Secretary 
of State, and his communication was to Mr. J. W. Foster, am- 
bassador to Mexico and father-in-law of the present Secretary 
of State. 

Without exception, as I have said, Mr. President, it has 
been the universal custom to send to the Senate and to the 
Congress of the United States, certainly in every annual mes- 
sage of the President, full information as to foreign affairs 
and as to matters of importance involving this Government. 

During this administration alone, for the first time in my 
knowledge, so far as I am able to read history, has any 
President dared to ignore the coordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment, the Congress of the United States, as it has been 
ignored in almost every instance by the present occupant of 
the White House. 
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Mr. President, I have read some of the words of the Presi- 
dent as to what he should demand in Mexico prior to recognition 
of the government. The matters which I have referred to as 
having been given utterance to in public speeches I shall not 


refer to at length. I have confined myself to those words 
which were uttered to the Congress of the United States. He 
has uttered other words, Mr. President, also with reference 
to what he should do in Mexico. When he said that Mr. 
Huerta had refused his demands, in closing his message to the 
Congress of the United States, he said: 

We should let everyone who assumes to exercise authority in any 
part of Mexico know in the most 3 way that we shall 
vigilantly watch the fortunes of those Americans who can not get 
away, and shall hold those responsible for their sufferings and losses 
to a definite reckoning. 

Now, Mr. President, mark the significance of those words, 
We should notify all those responsible for the suffering or in- 
juries to Americans in Mexico that we should hold them to a 
definite reckoning. These were brave words, Mr. President, 
uttered in 1913. I should like to know, and I have no doubt 
other Members of Congress would like to know, whether in the 
recognition of a de facto or first chief” government in Mexico 
the President of the United States has required of him assur- 
ances that those guilty of inflicting suffering and outrage upon 
the citizens of the United States should be held to a “ definite 
reckoning.” I should like to know, and I have no doubt other 
Members of Congress would like to know, whether there was 
any arrangement made prior to the reeognition of the Govern- 
ment of Mexico with reference to payments for damages here- 
tofore done, damages caused by destruction of property, by 
destruction of life, by assaults upon American citizens. I 
should like to know, and I have no doubt Congress would like 
to know, whether similar words to those uttered by Evarts, 
Secretary of State, and McCrary, Secretary of War, in 1877 
and 1878, have been uttered by this administration prior to the 
recognition of a de facto government in Mexico. 

Mr. President, I am for one tired of seeing the United States, 
by treaty, by act, by recognition, tied hand and feet as this 
administration has demanded that it do tie itself in everything, 
and then get nothing. I want to know before I vote to confirm 
an ambassador to any Mexican government whether any assur- 
ances have been given by that government that outrages shall 
be, at least, paid for. The general impression seems to be that 
any foreign nation can with a few dollars satisfy the conscience 
of the people of the United States and continue to perpetrate 
such outrages as they may choose to perpetrate upon its citizens. 
I should like to know whether when allowing the land forces 
of Mexico to pass through our borders for the purpose of crush- 
ing one faction in Mexico we had secured from the faction we 
were assisting with our forces any assurances. that damages 
heretofore done should be paid for and that damages hereafter 
to be inflicted, if any are inflicted, should be recompensed at 
any rate. What assurances have we? Are we not entitled to 
that information before we are asked to confirm an ambassador? 
Clearly, Mr. President, I think we are. 

Mr. President, I might take up much more time of the Senate 
in discussing this matter, and I shall have much more to say 
about itin the future. I have not attempted to go into Mexican 
affairs this morning, but simply to discuss this resolution from 
the standpoint that it should be adopted, and that the request 
contained in it should be complied with. I know that if that 
information is not obtained I may be able hereafter to impart 
some from knowledge which I 

Mr. President, one phase of this matter which impresses me 
very strongly is this. If Carranza has been recognized by this 
Government lately, it would not be the first time that we had 
practically recognized Mr. Carranza and put him in power in 
Mexico. We invited him into what is known as the Niagara 
Conference—the A B C mediation—which was called for the 
purpose of settling troubles between Woodrow Wilson and Vic- 
toriana Huerta concerning a certain flag incident. We invited 
Carranza to send delegates to that mediation in the attempt to 
settle the entire Mexican question. 

Shortly after the adjournment at Niagara Falls Mr. Huerta 
left Mexico, turning the city and the archives over to Mr. 
Carbajal. The Government of the United States was called 
upon to obtain assurances from Carranza, before permitting 
him to take over the reins of government from Carbajal, for 
the protection of life and property in the City of Mexico of 
Mexican citizens and of foreign citizens, as well as those of 
citizens of the United States. Mr. President, I should like to 
know whether the newspaper reports to the effect that this 
Government refused to demand such assurances at that time 
were correct. I have no other source of knowledge. 

Carrenza took charge of the City of Mexico; and there is 
this difference between the status at that time and at the 


present: He has not dared to go into the City of Mexico since 
his recent recognition by this Government. The newspapers on 
yesterday reported that Mr. Carranza had called Pablo Gonzales, 
his officer in command in the City of Mexico, and Alvaro 
Obregon, the commander of the Department of the North, into 
consultation with him; that the matter to be considered, as 
given out from the State Department to the newspapers—not to 
Congress—was the re-formation of a cabinet. Now, recall for 
a moment the fact that, in so far as our information goes, Mr. 
Carranza does not even pretend to be the president pro tempore 
of Mexico, and is, as we read through the newspupers in the 
words from the State Department, recognized by this Govern- 
ment as the first chief of the de facto government” of 
Mexico. Yet we are now told that he is forming a cabinet and 
has summoned two of his generals there for the purpose, ap- 
parently or presumably, of assisting or counseling in the forma- 
tion of a cabinet. 

Where is this meeting to be held—in the capital of Mexico? 
Not at all. Under the constitution of Mexico, under the laws 
of Mexico, Mexico City is the capital of Mexico. This meeting 
is to be held either in the town of San Luis Potosi or of 
Queretaro, between 100 and 300 miles from the City of Mexico. 
Why not in the city, if there is a government in Mexico fit to 
be recognized by this Government? Why should not the forma- 
tion of a cabinet at least be left until Mr. Carranza takes full 
charge in the City of Mexico? Is it possible that the rumors 
afloat on the border, throughout Mexico, and in various parts of 
this country are true that Pablo Gonzales oceupies one portion 
of the City of Mexico and Emiliano Zapata the ether, and 
that they are jointly levying taxes and dividing the revenues 

them? Is it possible that the rumors are correct that 
Mr. Carranza occupies and controls Tampico bay, city, and 
harbor, and that the great oil fields of Tuxpam are controlled 
by the Villistas, and that the Villistas and the Carranzistas are 
jointly levying taxes upon the owners of the oil wells there and 
dividing the revenue? We have no knowledge about it. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. FALL. I do. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Do I correctly understand the Senator 
from New Mexico to say that Mr. Carranza does not even pre- 
tend to be the President of Mexico? 

Mr. FALL. He does not; and not only dees he not pretend to 
be so, but, if the Senator from Connecticut will permit me to 
answer him in my own words, the cause of the breach between 
Carranza and his generals was that upon their written demand, 
signed by Alvaro Obregon, commander in chief of the Depart- 
ment for the Northwest, and Francisco Villa, the commander in 
chief of the Department of the North, he refused to become presi- 
dent pro tempore. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. My purpose in asking that question, Mr. 
President, is to further ask the Senator from New Mexico to 
whom the ambassador, whose name has been sent to the Senate 
for confirmation, purports to be aceredited? 

Mr. FALL. I can not answer from knowledge. I am asking 
information from the President upon that subject. I can only 
answer upon the best of my information and belief. He is 
designated officially by the Government of the United States as 
“the first chief of the de facto government of Mexico.” I think 
that is his official designation, as carried in the Department of 
State. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator from New Mexico does not 
mean to say that the President has so designated an ambassador? 

Mr. FALL. My information, sir, is that he is so designated 
by the Department of State, at least. 

Mr. LODGE. Carranza is so designated. 

Mr. FALL. That Carranza is so designated by the Depart- 
ment of State of this Government, and that we are now being 
asked to send an ambassador to the first chief of the de facto gov- 
ernment of Mexico. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. An ambassador to a first chief? 

Mr. FALL. An ambassador to a first chief; remarkable, sir, 
as that may sound to the Senate. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. And not to the second chief? 

Mr. FALL. We have had ambassadors, but not so designated, 
to the second, third, fourth, and fifth chiefs. We have had 
“ambassadors,” confidential agents, to Villa, to Pablo Gonzales, 
to Mytorena, to Carranza, to Zapata, and to how many others 
I do not know. Of course, not constitutional “ ambassadors,” 
but “ personal representatives.” 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. But the Senate was not asked to confirm 
those gentlemen? 

Mr. FALL. No; nor has the Senate been informed as to 
them, Mr. President. I am asking in this resolution that the 
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Senate be informed as to the reports of these confidential agents. 
I know that we have no right to demand such information; it 
is simply a question as to whether the President chooses to give 
to Congress the information upon which he has apparently acted 
in the recognition of some one as a first chief of a de facto 
government of Mexico, and to whom he asks you to accredit 
an ambassador. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Mexico yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. FALL. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator has referred to two or three differ- 
ent places where rumor states that the Villa and the Carranza 
people are levying taxes or tribute, or something of that kind, 
and dividing it up. The Senator says we have no information. 
Have we none of our confidential agents or representatives of 
our Government at any of those points who might furnish it? 

Mr. FALL. Certainly we have. 

Mr. JONES. Could they not furnish us information as to 
whether or not these rumors are true? 

Mr. FALL, Provided the President thinks it “compatible 
with the public interests” to inform the people of the United 
States, through their representatives, they can, I presume, fur- 
nish the information. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator’s resolution would cover that in- 
formation? 

Mr. FALL. The resolution is intended to cover that. 

Mr. President, I do not wonder that the President expressed 
doubt as to whether our actions in Mexico will be of any benefit 
when I recall the fact that with our troops at Vera Cruz, making 
it possible for him to do so, Mr. Carranza once before entered 
the City of Mexico and proceeded to discharge the duties of 
“first chief,” refusing, as I have said, to become President pro 
tempore. Of course, the Senator from Connecticut undersfands 
why this refusal was made. Others may not understand, and 
therefore I will state that I presume it was because under the 
Mexican constitution if he proclaimed himself or allowed him- 
self to be proclaimed President pro tempore he could not suc- 
ceed himself and be a candidate for election at the general elec- 
tion for the presidency. 

I am not going to weary the Senate, Mr. President, with an 
account or attempted account of what took place during Car- 
ranza’s three months’ administration in Mexico, when he had 
practically the same recognition extended him as he has now, 
when our troops were still at Vera Cruz, where they could main- 
tain or assist in maintaining him in power; but I am going to 
ask in closing that there be printed with my remarks in the 
Record a portion of page 7 of the New York World of Sunday, 
December 18, 1914. The reporter for the World assumes to give 
n correct account of what took place during the Carranza ad- 
ministration in the City of Mexico. The paper itself, I believe, 
is recognized as authority in some circles, and I for one desire to 
say that I recognize it as a very great newspaper; and when I 
saw an article such as this, covering several columns, published 
in that paper I presumed, as I have a right to presume, that 
the information contained was as correct as it was possible to 
give it. The correspondent writes from the City of Mexico just 
ns the Carranzistas are evacuating that city. After speaking 
of the innumerable horrors, of the outrages perpetrated, and 
then referring to the enforced evacuation of the city by Mr. 
Carranza, the correspondent closes : 

Scenes at the Buenavista Station of the Mexican Railway reminded 
one of a thousand moving days combined. ‘Train after train drew out 
in the direction of Vera Cruz loaded down with every conceivable sort 
of e furniture, horses, pianos, paintings, safes. It was 
a sight to make professional burglars and second-story men weep with 
envy. Nothing like it was ever seen on this continent, Huerta and his 
mob were amateurs compared with the Carranzistas. The Huerta crowd 
seldom stooped to petty larceny. If a town or government was ever 
subjected to the vacuum-cleaner method of pillage, it was the capital 
of Mexico at the hands of the Carranzistas. 

There are other extracts which I might read couched in equally 
strong language, Mr. President, but I will simply ask, before clos- 
ing, that the article to which I have referred may be printed in 
the Recorp as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permission 


is granted. 

[The article referred to will be found at the end of Mr. FALT’S 
remarks. ] 

Mr. FALL. Now, Mr. President, I want to say that I am 


asking the Senate to join me in requesting this information 
from the President, not now in a spirit of criticism toward the 
President for anything which he may have done. He may have 
done—and I say so frankly—the best thing possible in recogniz- 
ing some one with whom we might officially deal in Mexico 
and recognizing him in some capacity where he might be held 
responsible. I in common with every other citizen of the United 
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States knowing anything about Mexico, Mr. President, do hope 
from the bottom of my heart that the doubt expressed by the 
President may in a short time be removed, and that the results 
may prove that his action in dealing with Mexico has been for 
the benefit of that country; but I hope as sincerely—and I am 
selfish enough to say it, because I am one who is not governed 
entirely by sentimental considerations for alien people alone— 
I do hope, sir, that the result of such action will be proven in a 
short time to have been for the benefit of American citizens in 
Mexico and of the United States generally. 

Remember, Mr. President, that the brave words spoken by 
the President in his message in saying that those responsible 
for damages or for injuries to American citizens would be held 
strictly accountable” have a familiar sound. We have since 
read something of the same character in the newspapers. If I 
recall correctly, almost a similar phrase was used in a note toa 
great power in February, prior to the sinking of the Lusitania. 
In that note, the words “strict accountability ” were used. It 
may be possible, Mr. President, that—and it is a matter for 
future consideration—when, after uttering such words as these, 
we allowed American citizens to be shot down, not only in 
Mexico but within our own borders, and when our own troops 
placed on the border to guard American citizens were shot to 
the number of 47 and were withdrawn 3 miles behind a hill, 
where they might be safe from Mexican bullets—it may be pos- 
sible, when we continued to permit American women to be 
outraged in Mexico, that, even without a hint thrown to the 
ambassador of a foreign nation, those strong words used in that 
note prior to the sinking of the Lusitania were construed to be 
simply for home consumption. It may be, sir, that, without that 
rumored intimation, but in view of our action in Mexico or of 
our failure to act after similar words, other Governments have 
conceived such a contempt for this Government that they 
imagine they can with impunity continue to attack and murder 
American citizens. 

The article from the New York World of Sunday, December 
13, 1914, which Mr. Fal secured permission to have printed in 
the Reconrp, is as follows: 


Carranza CROWD IN Bic SCRAMBLE FOR Loot IN Exp—He NIMSELF 
Hap BEEN “ MERELY TOLERATED AS A FIGURBHEAD OF A SO-CALLED 
GOVERNMENT BY THE GANG OF GRAFTERS, INCOMPETENTS, ADVENTURERS, 
AND IlIGHBINDERS WHO Surrouxp Him "—Neverk Hap ANY REAL 
POWER IN THE Mexican Caprrat—Dipn’r DEAL SQUARE With 
AMERICAN GOVERNMENT—DELIBERATELY PLANNED TO LEAVE THE CITY 
DEFENSELESS IN THE Hope THAT THR ZAPATISTAS WOULD COMB IN 
AND “Loot, BURN, AND KILL ”— FOREIGN REPRESENTATIVES IGNORED 
WARNING, AND BLANCO DECEIVED THEM. 


Mexico Crry, November 30. 


Some Indication was given several weeks ago by the writer hereof 
of conditions in this city under the rule of Carranza. It was apparent 
at that time that pr ly those conditions—wholesale and ruthless 
confiscation of houses, automobiles, and other private property, relent- 
less political prosecutions and a general all-around disposition to grab 
rather than to govern—demonstrated clearly to anyone who chose to 
read the signs right that Carranza’s days of power were numbered. 

“Days of power” is a misnomer. Carranza while in Mexico City 
never had any real days of power, nor of authority either. He merely 
was tolerated as a figurehead of a so-called 1 by the gang 
of grafters, incompetents, adventurers, and highbinders who surrounded 
hi They stood for Carranza because they could use him for their 
own ends; because he was too weak and impotent to check their prosti- 
tution of the position to which they had been elevated by revolutionary 
upheavel: because, in reality, they were the government and Carranza 
the subordinate factor. Upon his shoulders falls the blame, the 
ignominy, the contempt for the colossal debacle of his three months 
of maladiministration the capital of the requblic. 

It is 3 less than true to declare that aside from the carnival of 
grand and petit larceny that amazed and disgusted all beholders through 
the 90 days that the Carranza gang had the town by the throat the only 
two accomplishments of his administration which one remembers readily 
are these, the presentation of Huerta’s grand piano to the prisoners in 
Belem, to be used for their amusement, and the setting aside for hos- 

ital purposes of the arg of the aristocratic Jockey Club in Avenida 
Ban rancisco. Merely this and nothing more. 
What was 


LEFT A NEW VERB BEHIND HIM. 

resaged in late September now has come to pass. Carranza 
and what followers remained loyal to the national treasury and him 
have retired in the general direction of Vera Cruz. Behind them they 
have left a rank odor and a new verb to enrich the Spanish language— 
“carranciar ” (meaning to steal”). This creation is the quaint con- 
ceit of the nimble wits of the cafés, but it has been adopted generally by 
the populace. For instance, when Gen. Pacheco, the generalissimo in 
charge of the Zapatista forces in the Federal District, came riding into 
town the other day some of his admirers sought to give him a fine white 
horse, one of those left behind by Gen. Lucio Blanco when he ran away 
last week. The general, a typical old Indian in appearance, looked over 
the steed carefully and grunted: “ Carranciada, no?” Or, in English, 
“Stolen, what?” Then he waved back the horse ye 8 those who sought 
to present it, with this comment: “ Very fine for the city, but for cam- 
igning through the country give me my good old plug herc,” indicat- 
ng a dejected-a 8 pony. with numerously branded flanks, that 

stood near by with drooping head and battered accouterments. 

CAUSES OF CARRANZA’S FAILURE. 

One does not need to seek afar to locate the causes for Carranza’s 
failure. They are not esoteric, Sheer stupidity and eee pep ge) 
ck o 
Consuming and bitter jealousy and 


two of them. Inherent incompetence for governing Is another. 
a sense of proportion is a fourth. 
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nemen of Villa figure in the list. There are others too numerous to 
mention, 

Carranza established himself in the national palace and surrounded 
himself with as dazzling an array of small, incompetent men as could 
be found in a day’s search among the unemployed haun the intelli- 
gence offices of Sixth Avenue. ere was not in the whole cabinet a 
man aboye the level of mediocrity, excepting Villareal, his first minister 
of finance, who resigned rather than stand for Carranza's foolishness. 
Three or four of the ministers were rather flash fellows, who spoke 
English well and, so far as surface indications went, looked to be 
“the goods.” But they weren't by a long shot. These fellows, aided 
by some of the 8 jefes, twisted and manipulated Carranza to 
suit their ends, fanned the flame of his antagonism to Villa, and largely 
aided by their advice and machinations in bringing about the final and 
open break between Carranza and Villa. 

lle Carranza was blundering and maundering pana ht affairs 
of state in the national palace and scheming how to chisel Villa out and 
cement himself in the other fellows were runn the town and the 
all government to suit themselves. It is impossible to point to a 
single constructive act performed by Carranza while in office or to any 
intelligent, virile effort put forth to combine the discordant elements in 
the constitutionalist ranks with the idea of getting the country back on a 
peaceable, effecively working basis. 


NOT HONEST WITH WASHINGTON. 


The man was not even honest and square in his dealings with the 
United States Government, which, as everyone knows, did as much as 
the constitutionalists themselves to rid the country of Huerta. He lied, 
shuffied, quibbled, and was absurdly arrogant in his official dealings 
with those whom Washington has to represent it here. There is not 
the shadow of a doubt that Carranza gave his approval to a wicked 
essay on the rt of one of his officeholders to arouse the people to 
repeat the anti-American demonstration that took place here in April 
last. This was done by a manifesto poponar to be issued by 
Mexican members of the Masonic fraternity, calling upon the citizens 
to arm and op the continuance of the occupation of Vera Cruz by 
the American forces. Carranza had already left the capital when this 
pleasant scheme was hatched. He was mightily worried lest the 
Americans should not quit the poni in time for him to take refuge 
there before the advance of the Villistas. The manifesto fell flat. 

Finally, in desperation, Carranza was forced to do what he had 
before repeatedly and 9 refused—to accede, as the price of 
evacuation of the port, reasonable guaranties respecting the jeans 
of Funston’s acts there and protection for the lives, persons, an 
properties of the citizens of the poe These given, we promptly got 
out, and Carranza took earth in Vera Cruz. 

As this is being written—as an example of how Carranza kept his 
promise—news has come of an attempt to levy a forced loan of 
6,000,000 pesos upon the banks and commerce of the city and of the 
landing of marines to protect foreign property in the customhouse from 
being looted by Carranza’s men. 5 

Egged on by the people around him, Carranza imposed conditions 
relative to his retirement from office t were calculated to render 
them Sapoe of acceptance and to force Villa into the field. Car- 
1anzàa might not have had the thing in his mind, but it is impossible, 
viewing his acts dispassionately, to escape the conclusion that he was 
working might and main to insure his election as President; certainly 
he left no undone to drive Villa out of the country. Carranza 
and his crowd clamored that the peace of Mexico and the triumph of 
the cause of the common ple demanded the elimination of Villa 
from participation in all public affairs. 


CAUSE OF THE COMMON PEOPLE. 


The cause of the common people received marked consideration under 
the first chieftainship of rranza. He encouraged a strike of the 
tramway employees, who demanded more pay and shorter hours. 
With promise of government support, they struck and tied up the lines 
for a week. Thus a condition was created which gave the government 
an excuse for stepping in and doing what the grafters had been itching 
to do eyer since they struck town—confiscate the tramways and the 
light and power properties. But when they tried it their courage failed 
in the face of the loud protests that came from the British and 
American diplomatic representatives. they contented themselves 
with placing an intervenor in charge of the properties and ordering 
the strikers back to work at the same hours and rates of wage as 


before. 
Other measures for ameliorating the condition of the r took the 
form of a compulsory eight-hour workday, which none of the workers 
wanted; of 3 all the cooks and domestic servants with a full 
holiday on the Sabbath, which none of them cared a whoop about; and 
of rendering it impossible for anyone to buy a pint of milk or a loaf of 
bread before 8 o'clock in the morning or 3 in the afternoon. last 
had the effect of sending the honest Mexican workingman—whose wife 
abi wer her supplies as and when she wants them—to his daily toil 
reakfastless because of the impossibility of purchasing food under 
the rule of Venustiano the Virtuous before 8 a. m., which is rather late 
for 6 o’clock breakfasters. 


A VILLISTA CONVENTION. 


Carranza had wit enough to see, in advance of the convening of the 
convention of October 10, that there was an imminent possibility of 
representatives designated by the convention seeking him with the bow- 
string. The convention was clearly Villista in its sympathies * 
not overwhelmingly so. The generals close in, who were within reach- 
ing distance of Carranza and the capital, found the pickings so good 
and the life so easy that they were willing to stand for rranza a 
while longer. 

The out-and-out Villista generals and others who were not of the 
Carranza inner circle were determined to eliminate Carranza. But 
they wanted to do it 5 Carranza's supporters in the conven- 
tion put it squarely up to the Villistas, so that either they had to con- 
sent to Carranza remaining at the head of government or unhorse 
him by zonn tactics. The reluctance of the anti-Carranzista delegates 
to assume the responsibility of plunging the country anew into civil 
war accounts for the backing and filling, the sparring and side ste 
ping, that took place for nearly a month before the convention finally 
told Carranza to get out and put Gutierrez temporarily at the head of 
the Government. 

The crack of doom sounded for Carranza the minute he allowed the 
transfer of the convention from this city to Aguascalientes. Had he 
been sure of his ground he would have put down his foot and said: 
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Gentleman, this convention will meet according to the original pro- 
gram right here in my own bailiwick, where I can keep an eye on 


Carranza when he e in effect the preliminaries of the masterly 
piece of strategy which comprehended a general retreat all along the 
ine, to be se ee Pa a return in force to crush Villa here in Mexico 
City. Retreat is fa to the cause of any leader in Mexico, no matter 
upon what specious grounds it may be urged, explained, or undertaken. 
Public opinion sees only the fact and accepts retreat as conclusive evi- 
dence that the jig is up with the retreating party. 


PLANNING A GETAWAY.” 


While he was jockeying with the convention and swapping proposi- 
tions and counter propositions relative to the joint retirement of him- 
self and Villa, Carranza and those in his confidence were quietly com- 
pleting their arrangements for making their panay: hree weeks 
ago Carranza slipped down to Puebla to spend y 
enthusiastic plaudits of his supporters there. He was due back the fol- 
lowing Monday. But he never came. 

A week ago last Wednesday one of his generals divul, the whole 
scheme of camp . It was, briefly, to abandon the gapital, establish 
a temporary capi either at Puebla, Cordoba, or, if the Americans 
evacuated in time, Vera Cruz; strip Mexico City of troops, allow Villa 
to come in, circle about, cut him off from the north, and then simul- 
taneously hurl the combined forces of Carranza's army upon him from 
the north, south, east, and west. Fine in theory, but punk in practice. 
The success of this plan, as everyone can see, depended upon whether 
Villa would be complacent enough to fall into the trap and rmit him- 
self to be eaten alive by his enemies, At last accounts no lunacy com- 
a neon were putting test questions to Villa or doing stunts with his 
reflexes. 

TO LEAVE CITY DEFENSELESS. 


Furthermore, it clearly appears in evidence that the Carranzistas 
deliberately schemed to abandon the city, leaving it defenseless, with- 
out a garrison, in the zealous hope that the Zapatistas, who had 
been kept at bay only by constant fighting in the suburbs ever since 
Carranza took possession of the city, would swoop into the capital 
to loot, burn, ravish, and kill. There is not the slightest doubt of 
this. Carranza, in order to balk Villa, was willing to, and did, expose 
not only the 15,000 foreigners here but the more than 200, of his 
own ple to the tender mercies of the Zapatistas. He did not reckon 
nor did anyone, that the dreaded Zapatistas, when ney did come, would 
behave a thousand times more humanely, patriotically, and more like 
honest men than the Carranzistas ever thought of doing. 

Something of the consternation, almost frenzied terror, that per- 
vaded the city when the people realized what confronted them may 
have been indicated to a degree in the censored dispatches of the 
newspaper correspondents, if any of them were allowed to pass. 
Whether they did or not, there is no means at present of knowing, in 
the complete isolation of the city, due to the lack of mail facilities 
and the restrictions placed upon the use of the cable. 

DIPLOMATS APATHETIC. 

For ree 48 hours after a newspaper man had communicated to 
a certain dipl 
cit — § no steps were taken to prevent leaying the capital 
defenseless. e 


Gen, te eon the acting minister of war, the diplomatic corps began 
to bestir itself languidly. 

The crisis was discussed incidentally at a meeting of the corps 
called to consider what action to take upon the much more vital propo- 
sition of whether or not to accept Carranza’s invitation to join him 
at his temporary capital in Cordoba. If ever a diplomatic corps impres- 
sively demonstrated its utter uselessness and incompetency, it was the 
corps in this ae Rae ry Bhd 48 hours that ensued from a week ago last 
Wednesday un Friday. Without exception, they fluttered and 
fribbled futilely and accomplished absolutely nothing in the way of 
obtaining guarantees for their nationals and the rest of the inhabi- 
tants of the Mexican capital. 

DECEIVED BY BLANCO. 


At length, on Friday, Silliman elicited from Gen. Lucie Blanco as- 
surances that he would remain here with his men to give guaranties to 
the city. Blanco, it was known, had been divided in his mind whether 
to adhere to Carranza or obey the will of the convention. Gen. Alvaro 
Obregon, a pireng man, whose influence 3 
evil rather than for good, strove hard to keep Blanco in line for Car- 
ranza. Blanco followed his promise to Silliman with a manifesto in 
which, as military commander of the city, he pledged himself to stay 
here at the head of his forces as long as necessary to keep order. 
Blanco became a popular hero overnight, not only among the Mexicans 
but with the 83 also. Everyone breathed easy again. 

On Sunday positive information came to a correspondent that Obregon 
had won over Blanco, and that Blanco, notwithstanding his assurances 
to Silliman, would take his men out of the capital with the remainder 
of the Carranzistas. Blanco and his friends denied this. On Monday 
night Silliman again called on Blanco and told him frankly that he had 
been informed that he could not be depended upon to keep his promise. 
Blanco protested vigorously that the rumor was untrue. Silliman went 
away satisfied that Blanco would stand true. 

NEWSPAPER MEN THREATENED. 

Blanco lied to Silliman. At the very moment he and Silliman were 
talking a manifesto over Blanco’s name was being printed. In this 
manifesto Blanco attacked Villa bitterly and protested his allegiance 
to Carranza. Copies of this manifesto were given to at least one news- 
pa. r and to one correspondent. But Blanco recalled the document 

‘fore it had scarcely left his hands and gave notice that if it were pub- 
es ora copy of it were found in any person’s possession death would 

e penal . 

Blanco tumbled from his hero’s pedestal quicker than he had attained 
it. He sneaked cut of the city on Tuesday, followed by the reprobation 
and contempt of all classes. He left d a manifesto saying that 
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through lack of ammunition: he found himself unable to resist thein- 


coming Zapatistas aud that rather than arouse the tre of the liberating 

army of the south by ineffectual resistance and ex the inhabitan 

Da p emng tor thie fury of Zapata’s soldiers he had 
In view of Blanco's plea of scarci 


y there was found hidden away om the outskirts of 
in his: flight, 


g 
di 


wap its 


the troops were concerned, on: No 
carvied out om the sauve 


t his hands on. 

Shameless theft was the order of the diy: 
out down to the last centavo. It is a fact Viet wh uae — 
porary finance: minister took account of — he found: 37, 


payments that ; 
camped. Later, tucked: away in a remote place in the „ where 
it evidently had been hidden and left behind, either through forgetful- 
ness: or lack of time in which to retrieve: it, bank: notes amounting to 
137.000 pesos were unearthed: 
One of Carranza's t-hand men, who had been conspicuous in the 
activities. ef the constitutionalist junta in Washington as: a pleader 


uestrated 
g to his 
jefe that he had exchanged th 
rate was considerably lower. 
Three before he levanted Gen. Obregon was allowed to draw 
from the treasury a million. and a half pesos in cash for the mainte- 
nance of his forces.“ Every ounce of gold and silver in the 
casa. de mon or mint was. taken out with Carranza. Also there went 
printing presses, plates, and the entire . of bank: note paper in the. 
ee typ —.— . — office. The public offices; were stripped of fittings, 
furniture, rugs,, carpets, and curtains. Even 
huge p Saidni chair in the national palace was crated 
Seeks tis estimated that automobiles valued at 3,000, 8 at 
a were taken out: of the city by the advocates: of “consti and 
reform.” 


Scenes at the Buenavista Station of the Mexican. Railway reminded | 


days combined. Train after train drew out 
tuz loaded down with every conceivable sort 
os, paintings, safes. It was 


one of a thousand movin. 
in the direction. of Vera 
2 lunder— motors, furniture, h 


ck of the outfit knew, too, . — he turned his back 
ve nhs —— City that the Carranza cause was hopelessly lost. Most 
those who elected: to: unite with Carranza in his defiance of the con- 
Sentin did se for one of two reasons, occasionally for both. Dither 
they knew that Villa would: have none — them or else they accounted 
it more profitabile personally to stand by and find foot room in the 
trough with the other Carranzistas, where they were reasonably certain: 
of getting part of the swag, trusting to luck T make their peace with 


Villa later. It was not Carranza the Towing were 1 it was the gold. 
bee got that, and now they are fo the ridiculous Carranza no 
onger. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Constitution places in the 
hands of the: President power to conduct all negotiations: with: 
foreign powers. I think that power is wisely placed, and I do 
not think that the Senate, although it has the unquestioned right 
to ask for information and to have: it furnished if the President 
deems it compatible with the public: interest, should take any 
steps at any time which would tend to interfere with or damage 
negotiations being carried on upon any subject. In this instance; 
however, we are dealing with accomplished facts, and we are 
asked: now to take a share in the action of the administration. 

The President has recognized’ somebody in Mexico. We know 
that, because he has sent im the name of an ambessador to 
Mexico. We are: informed by the newspapers that the person so 
recognized is Carranza. We learn from the action of other Gov- 
ernments: that he is recognized as “first chief of the de facto 
government of Mexico.” 

The right of the President of the United States to recognize 
a government in another country is, to my mind, undoubted. I 
think it is complete. I once had occasion some years: ago to dis- 
cuss that question when distinguished Senators on the other side 
took the view that the President. by recognition. of a certain 
government was engaging im a usurpation. F think the Presi- 
dent then had the right to recognize, and I think he has it now. 
I think the President has the entire right to recognize some one 
in Mexico. He has done so, and has sent us the name of an 
ambassador—a most excellent choice, so far as L am aware: I 
have; moreover; no question that it is: extremely desirable that 
we should have a representative in Mexico to take care; so far 
as he can, of such Americans as. may remain. there who have not: 
been either murdered: or driven out and of such fragments of 
property as may still exist. I think it is very desirable that we 
should have an ambassador there; but as we are asked now to 
take part in the reeognitiom by confirming: the ambassador, it 


does not seem to me that it is unreasonable to make the inquiry 
embodied in the resolution of the Senator from New Mexico. 

The Senate of the United States, which is asked to confirm 
am ambassador, has no: official knowledge of what has been 
recognized in Mexico. We learn through the newspapers—an 
excellent but unofficial source, not recognized in the Constitu- 
tion—that the Government has recognized Carranza. I think 
we might have that information officially. I think we might 
also: be allowed to know to whom our minister is accredited. I 
do not think it is a diseased curiosity om our part to wish to 
know where our ambassador is going, One of the well-recognized 
evidences of the fitness. of a Government for recognition is the 
possession of the capital, of the normal seat of government in the 
country: Is our ambassador to go to the City of Mexico, into 
which Gen. Carranza has not gone—governed, we: are informed, 
im his abstention, by a judicious regard for his personal safety? 
Or is our ambassador to follow Carranza’s flitting: and fleeting 
camp, wherever it may happen to be, from Vera Cruz to San 
Luis Potosi, or to Torreon, or somewhere else? Where is our 
ambassador going? 

I say, Mr. President, it does not seem to me that it shows an un- 
reasonable curiosity to ask for this information. These are all 
accomplished acts in whieh: we are asked to share. The time 
of negotiation and dealing has passed. T think, also, we may 
fairly ask what has been learned by the agents who have been 
sent down there—for we have been passing lately from the 
ordinary régime of duly confirmed and appeinted! diplomatic 
officers to transacting business with foreign nations, not only in 
Mexico but elsewhere, through furtive agents of a personal 
character. We ought to know, I think, what the information is 
that has led the President to take this important step. 

I repeat that I think the selection of Mr. Fletcher is a most 
excellent one. I have not the least objection to having him sent 
as an ambassador; but I should like to know to: whom he is 
accredited, where he is going, and what were the grounds for 
the recognition of the “first chief” of the de facto govern- 
ment.. 

This has been done by Presidents time out of mind, either in 
annual or in. special messages. They have not thought it im- 
proper to tell the Senate upon what convincing considerations 
they have decided to recognize a government. We were in- 
formed through the newspapers that this country had received 
guaranties, assurances: for religious: toleration, and security of 
life and property in Mexico. I think we might fairly have those 
assurances laid before us and be told how far they have been 
carried out. I think we might fairly know what arrangement, 
if any, has been made for the payment of claims with the govern- 
ment thus recognized. There are very large claims of American 
citizens pending against the government of Mexico whenever 
that government shall be duly established; and, what is far 
worse, in my opinion, by our course there we have placed our- 
selves: in a position where we may very well be held responsible 
for enormous claims by the citizens of other countries, because 
we have intervened to such an extent as to overthrow a recog- 
nized government, a government recognized by other countries. 
When we took that serious step we opened the door to the pos- 
sibility of huge claims against us on account of Mexico, claims 
beyond the reach of any practical estimate. 

Now, we have recognized another government. T know little 
or nothing of its character. On this point, too, I should like to 
be informed. In common with everybody else, such information 
as I get I secure through newspapers or through correspondence 
in one: way and another. 

T received the other day a circular of one of the Carranza 
military governors. The State of Yucatan was a pe peace- 
ful State. It had not been involved in revolution. It had 1 not 
resisted Carranza. It had kept clear. But Carranza, as “first 
chief” of the de facto government, sent down there, wiped out 
the legislature,. wiped. out the civil governor, wiped out the 
courts, and established à military governor, who is now in abso- 
Inte and despetic control. Whether he is doing what Pablo Gon- 
zales and Zapata are said to be doing in the City of Mexico I 
do not know; but I read this translation of a portion of a cir- 
cular sent out by Gen. Alvarado, Carranzista governor of Yuca- 
tun, to his assistants on October 27, 1915. I read it because re- 
ligious toleration was one of the subjects on which we were said 
to have received assurances: The circular says: 

~.. o is: necessa: 

— . — . it remove all fanaticism 


from: the: State: j effort 3 the false aposties of re- 
and insatiable for bi money, and: and of a „ Since 
have been forming in our 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


595 


constitutional revolution remaining as symbolizing the beneficent light 
of science, 


Now-— 
We should always remember that religion is ignorance and that God 
wanes whilst the revolution advances. 


I do not know whether that statement, that “God wanes 
whilst the revolution advances,” represents the ideas of religious 
toleration of the Carranza government or not; but it certainly 
is an indication of the character of his military governors. As 
we have recognized Carranza, as we are asked to confirm an am- 
bassador accredited, I suppose, to him—I can only make the as- 
sumption—I think it would be not unreasonable that we should 
know something about it. 

I have no question that the President had good reasons and 
sufficient information for recognizing Carranza. I can not im- 
agine that he would have done it without good reason; and I do 
not think it is improper or unfair for us, now that we are asked 
to confirm an ambassador, to be permitted to share those reasons. 
I hope the resolution will be adopted, 

I ask permission to print with my remarks a description of 
Mexico at the present time which appeared in the New York Sun, 
which is written with great sobriety and thoroughness, and which 
I think is very valuable as a source of information as to present 
conditions in Mexico. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

[From the New York Sun of Sunday, Dec. 26, 1915.] 
Mexico, LOOTED AND BESET WITH BANDITRY, STAGGERS TO ITS RECON- 

STRUCTION—A New YORK OBSERVER, IX REVIEWING THE CONDITIONS 

AFTER Five YEARS OF REVOLUTION, FINDS THE SITUATION CALLS FOR 


THE HIGHEST STATESMANSHIP—FINANCES AND RAILROADS A BiG 
PnonLxx. 


and looting, are graphically described by a New Yorker just back from 


Stocks have been running low. Idleness, strikes, disease, and lack of med- 
icines have nearly put the finishing touches on the desolation of the city. 

The constitutionalist officers, or most of them, in control of Mexico 
at the present time are a carousing, venturesome, fighting crowd, who 
know no peaceful pursuit. Most of them have no education. 

Textile factories, one of Mexico's richest Industries, have been de- 
stroyed or shut down for a long period. Sugar and mine properties are 
pat sary beg i in full. Crops have been confiscated and little plant- 
ng has n done, 

ne Carranza authorities have been active in forcing the banks to 
guarantee their notes with currency. Foreign capital is no friend of 
Carranza because of his many decrees. 

x Many new kinds of taxes have been clapped on or are planned, as 
Carranza_is desperately in need of funds, 

The saloons have not obeyed the decree to move, paying heavy tribute 
to stay where they are. 

The writer's version of conditions follows: 

REVOLT FIVE YEARS OLD IN NOVEMBER. 


The Mexican revolution was 5 years old on November 20, 1915. The 
period since Francisco I. Madero issued the plan of San Luis Potosi 
and raised the banner of revolt against the aged Diaz has witnessed 
many ctartling changes in the Republic just south of the Rio Grande. 

These five years just closed have been punctuated by the resignation 
and death in exile of the octogenarian dictator, Gen. Porfirio Diaz; 
Madero's rise to power; Pascual Orozco’s revolt, subsequent exile, and 
recent violent death in Texas as an obscure filibuster; the citadel 
uprising in Mexico City and the assassination of President Madero and 

ce President Pino Suarez; Huerta’s short and bloody dictatorship ; 
Villa’s meteoric career of wholesale banditry; and, finanlly, the quarre! 
of the revolutionary factional leaders and the military predo. nee 
of Gen. Venustiano Carranza. 8 

To-day the Carranza movement is at its zenith and the first chief. 
depository of the executive power, finds himself with the military 
part of his task virtually eee and facing the problems of recon- 
struction, with material, pon cal, and social tangles to unravel which 
would test the financial ability of a Morgan, the diplomacy of a Talley- 
rand, and the iron will of a Cromwell. 

November 20 was an official holiday throughout all the territory of 
Mexico controlled by the forces of Gen. Carranza. As sworn enemles 
of everything connected with the two Diazes, the aristocracy and the 
church, who had always held 5 op pani and as upholders of the inno- 
vations promised by President Madero as well as others of their own 

N e. the followers of Gen. Carranza celebrated the day with re- 
Joia ng. The public offices were closed and there were street parades of 
soldiers headed by bands playing the national anthem. 


NOT GREATLY ENTHUSED. 


of a hungry public and the establishment of the paper of the new 
arrivals as legal tender; all this attended with progressive poverty, 
ruin, and demoralization. 

While these changes were taking place prices were climbing, stocks 
of food, clothing, and medicines running low, the per money of 
all the factions approaching a shinplaster status, business enterprises 
failing and closing their doors, idleness, strikes, sickness, and misery 
becoming general, and the struggle for existence growing into a bitter, 
desperate, and almost hopeless task. 

The fifth anniversary of political and economic insecurity had just 
been preceded by recognition of the de facto government of Gen. Car- 
ranza on the part of the United States and other countries, and there 
had been some talk of general pacification and reconstruction, but there 
was nothing new in such announcements by the authorities. The 
fulsome official press of the different factions always had made this 
subject its principal theme, and the Mexican public awaited deeds 
rather than words. 

NOT HOPEFUL OF PEACE. 


A condition of gloomy skepticism still prevails among the thinking 
classes as to the return of ce and security, despite the unquestioned 
military predominance of the Carranza followers, or constitutionalists, 
as they style themselves, who now control the greater part of the ter- 
ritory of the Republic and whose ultimate triumph over the Villa and 
Zapata factions is looked upon as a foregone conclusion. 

he residents of Mexico, foreign and native, consider the constitu- 
tionalist officials and military men as their own worst enemies at the 
present time. They have by far the greater part of the guns and am- 
munition existing in the country; they are at the zenith of their mili- 
tary prestige, and none thinks of joining the Villistas or Zapatistas 
in their losing fight against the triumphant party as it stands to-day. 

On the contrary, considerable numbers of the losing factions’ fighting 
men are surrendering and joining the ranks of Gen. Carranza’s fol- 
lowers, who now comprise former officers and men of the old Federal 
san who fought under Porfirio Diaz and Huerta, old revolutionaries 
of Madero's time, men cf Pascual Orozco's revolt in the north against 
Madero, turbulent Yaquis from Sonora “serranos” from the moun- 
tains of Puebla and Oaxaca—in a word, men who all their lives have 
been trained to look upon fighting as a profession, or professional 
revolutionists who during the past five years have learned to scorn 
the peaceful pursuits they followed before Madero's time, and prefer 
a life of carousing, adventure, graft, and pillage. 

The general doubt as to the prospects for establishing peace 
throughout the Republic rests upon the well-known character of these 


men, who are going to be pret A hard to satisfy with anything out 
of the line of the license which they have been enjoyin and the 
ambition, jealousy, and greed of their chiefs, who wi ifficult to 


make content with such political rewards as may be assigned them. 

All of the revolutionary leaders have excellent opinions of themselves. 
Their standard of education is not A is Not one officer or general in 
several hundred has the equivalent of an American high-school educa- 
tion. Many can scarcely read and write. So far as civic education 
goes events have proved that they are mere children. 

Their idea is to secure commissions or appointments by force, threat: 
or favoritism of their gh pete and if disappointed their first though 
is revenge by joining the armed enemies of those who should have 
helped them, overthrowing or exterminating the latter and securing 
what they wanted by this means. 


FEAR CARRANZISTAS WILL rack REVOLT—NONCOMBATANTS EXPECT PARTY 
WILL AGAIN SPLIT INTO FACTIONS. 


If a miracle d 
followers of 
will continue. 
The number of 


generals, colonels, and lieutenant colonels now be- 
coming rich throu 


the perquisites of the revolution who five years 
ago were simple storekeepers, ranchers, and artisans is legion. 

The problem of contenting them will be harder for Gen. rranza or 
whoever suc s him at the head of affairs any of his prede- 
cessors as chiefs of revolutionary movements. 

Banditry was ubiquitous when Gen. Porfirio Diaz took hold of the 
affairs of the nation, but the people had not “ awakened ” at that time 
and his remarkable personality was able to cow them into submission 
and order. Since Madero called upon them to “awaken” they have 
grown more and more to scorn the principles of prennas and 
resort to their own brute force for the settlement of every question, 
petty or great, as it suits their personal advantage. The tendency 
of the Mexican middle and lower is not toward socialism but 
anarchy. Aristocracy and wealth are becoming crimes against which 
the most criminal vior is pardoned. 

Both Mexican and foreign anarchists are numbered among the 

ersonages of the warring factions of the Republic and some of them 

ye been given posts of considerable authority. They have incited 
laborers everywhere to strike for higher wages, shorter hours, and 
special privileges. 

Higher wa it is generally conceded, are but a matter of justice 
at the present time, when the struggle for existence is bitter in Mexico, 
but the labor unions asi into a general federation known as the 
“Casa del Obrero Mundla” for the purpose of bringing on sympathetic 
strikes and exerting greater pressure upon employers and the public 

nerally have listened spellbound to avowed “red” anarchists and 

ve de their demands so exorbitant that in many cases employers 
likewise. losing money from the hard times, have been forced out o 
business temporarily or permanently. - 

The different revolutionary régimes have complicated this matter b 
taking over or confiscating for their own operations the concerns whic 
are closed through strikes, which the revolutionaries themselves openly 
and officially 1 As they have allowed the 3 of those 
concerns, mostly foreign, to Li to ruin and have paid no dividends and 
bought no new material worthy of mention to replace what was worn 
out or destroyed, they have been able to operate and pay higher wages 
than the original management. 

GOVERNMENT HAS BIG CLAIMS TO SETTLE—BUSINESS ENTERPRISES AND 
RAILROADS SEEK INDEMNITY. 


A large pa cent of the revolutionary claims to be made against the 
next constituted government of Mexico will be based upon the losses 
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Buffered by different business enterprises on this score. Another and 
even greater percentage of the claims for indemnity will be made by the 
railway companies, the express companies, and others which have been 
taken over by the revolutionary a tions on the score of military 
necessities or for other purposes not clearly defined by the authorities. 

The different railway companies whose properties have been taken over 
and operated by the revolutio authorities will base their claims 
against the recognized government upon the railway laws of Mexico. 
These specify that in cases of domestic or n se war the properties of 
the railways may be taken over by the authorities and that, if no other 
basis of settlement satisfactory to all parties is reached, the companies 
are to receive an indemnization for the use of their properties upon 
the average earnings for the five years prior to their being taken over, 
plus 10 per cent of those same earnings. 

This indemnization is merely for the use of the railway properties and 
does not include claims made by the companies for damage or destruction 
of their lines or rolling stock or for running of military trains prior to 
the taking over of the property, these constituting separate causes for 

The Mexican law does 


indemnity. not make it 4 te clear whether the 
earnings ed in calculating the amount of indemnity are to be net or 
gross ea but assuming that net are meant, which is the 


most optimistic construction for the Mexican Governmen 
of damages to be paid will be enormous. 
NATIONAL’S BILL BIGGEST. 

Of all these railway claims which will be made, the most important is 
that of the National Railways of Mexico, the majority of whose bonds 
are held in Europe and the United States. The ee of this com- 
rigs were taken over for operation by the constitutionalists on August 

3, 1914, thus making it something less than a year and a half that the 
revolutionary forces have had these properties in their possession. 
net ear of the National Railways for the years preceding their 
taking over were approximately as follows: 19 , 2,600,000 — 
1 , 4,500,000; 1910-11, 3,550,000; 1911-12, 2,480,000; 1912-13, 
725,000 ; 1913-14, loss, 


will 
entering into the case. 
3 


the amount 


e of these is t the years y 
the taking over of the pro ies by the constitutionalists 
were not normal years, the earnings diminished notably toward 
their close and serving as a barometer of the spread of disorder 
throughout the country. 

Another complicating feature is the rate of exchange. 
ven as earnings re 
erican dollar at 
when a loss was regi: 
to one. Should the 


The figures 
t pesos with the rate of ar for the 

for one. During the fiscal year of 1913-14, 
stered, the value of the diminished ce 


‘ernment 
worth about 15 to 1 
stock and bondholders hardly 


e arran; ent. 
the break between Villa and 
Mexican 


8 taking 
probably wi 
INABILITY TO PAY BONDS. 


Other matters which will enter into consideration are the Mexican 
governments ownership of a slight controlling interest in the shares 
of the National Railways and its ability or inability to satisfy the 
bondholders as to the 3 of their interests, they the real 
owners of the railways with power to foreclose on the stockholders if 
unsatisfied in this a 

In any event, the claims arising from the 
lines of the National Railways will be small 
material losses which the mr company has suffered through the 
blowing up and destruction of its trains and bridges, tearing up of 
i j wear and tear of rolling stock, damage to stations, shops and 

e like, 

The 3 figures were given out officially by the constitu- 
tionalists recently and serve to throw some light upon the condition 
of the rollong stock of the National Railways at the close of June, 
1914, and at the present time: 

On June 30, 1914, the company had 15,700 broad-gauge cars, 3,267 

uge cars, and 762 locomotives. A short time ago the number 

cars in the panone of the authorities holding the 
3,775, of which 150 were in the repair shops. This 
broad-gauge cars, apart from the 


gauge cars recently stated to be in the 
ion of the authorities was 1,925, of which 125 were in the sho 


vernment's use of the 
comparison with the 


‘or . The loss of narrow- cars, fo accordin 
these is 1.34 gauge re, g 
show 


from those damaged. The recent figures 
t the authorities hold 490 locomotives in serviceable condi- 
tion and have 160 in the shops. This shows a loss of 272 loco- 


motives, a m those 
Such ro material as is in the hands of Villa in the north at the 
resent time must be discounted from the figures given showing losses, 


ut the constitutionalist authorities say 
and engines now in his possession. 


VILLA'S HOLDINGS SMALL, 


The fact is the constitutionalist forces are universally reported to 
be well within the State of Chihuahua in their northern advance against 


t he has very few cars 


case yery much, 

No figures are obtainable to show the damage suffered by the National 
Railways’ t repair shops throughout the coun at the hands of 
the revolutionaries, but it is believed that they will mount well u 
into the millions. The running of mili trains by the Federal 
saie van oee PTT 

a co erable * u 
Except after much wrangting and li tion, ana one of ake greatest 
liabilities of all is the interest due to bondholders of the company, 
guaranteed by the Mexican government, according to 
in normal times between the company and the 
Federal administration. 

The amount of this interest had reached several million dollars Ameri- 

can currency during the time of Gen. Huerta’s presidency. It has been 


piling uP ever since and no payment has been made upon it, although 
several tentative arrangements have been entered into and discarded. 
The Mexican administrations have always considered the payment of the 
bondholders of the National Railways as a sacred obligation, as, should 
the latter foreclose through nonpayment of their interest, the govern- 
ment of Mexico would lose its controlling interest of per cent 
of the shares of the company and foreigners would be in absolute control 
of 8 enterprise of the country in economic as well as political 
Importance. 


and * 

The liability of the Mexican government through the constitu- 
tionalists’ use of the Tehuantepec National Railway, a British conce: 
whose line crosses the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, uniting the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans and doing a freight business which competes with the 
Panama Canal, likewise will be enormous. 

Carranza has had this line in his possession about a year. Recently 
when the last t landslide obstructed the Panama Canal the Hawalian- 
American and other ag eer steamship com ies doing business be- 
tween the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the United States tried to make 
a contract with Carranza to take their freight across the Isthmus of 
Tehuantepec over the line of the Tehuantepec National. 


DEMANDS OF CARRANZA. 


It was 9 that the obstruction to the Panama Canal would be 
cleared within two months, but Carranza refused to deal with the steam- 
ship companias unless they would s a contract and obi themselves 
to pay him for Manang all their freight across the is us for the 

ce of two years, making it appear that he intended to hold the line 
of the British company that Jong. or would fail to comply with the con- 
tract with the steamer people if the line should be delivered to the 
owners before the two years expired. The steamshi 
accent the imposition of a two-year contract under 

The Mexican Railway, ano 


companies did not 
ese conditions, 


the 
een a heavy sufferer through the 


Mexico, Vera Cruz, an ebla, has 
revolution. The properties of company were taken over by Car- 
ranza on December 1, 1914, and haye been run uninterruptedly by the 


constitutionalists since that date. ; 

The company has an account against the Mexican Government for 
$87,500 American currency for the running of mili trains prior to 
the taking over of the road. The earnings of the Mexican Railway for 
the last normal year (1912) prior to its taking over by „which, 
according to the Mexican law quoted, will be used, together with four 
other gan earnings, for striking an aver; and thus computing a 
basis for the indemnity claim, were $4,357,509 American currency 
for gross earnings and $2,346,802 American currency for net earn- 
ine. The com y has no figures as to the destruction of its prop- 
es, wear and tear, and the like, and these are unobtainable at the 


present time. 
It is known that the claim to be presented on this account will be 


enormous. A great t of the machinery and other material of the 
Mexican Railways“ at Apizaco and other points along the line 
between Mexico and Vera Cruz has been removed from there and 
transferred to the shops of the Vera Cruz al Istmo Railway (belong- 


ing to the National Railways) or to the Pan American Railway, like- 


identified, and returned where it belongs. Much of it has been de- 


TRAVEL A HARDSHIP ON MEXICAN LINES—STOCK IN STATE OF WRECK 
AND TRAINS OVERCROWDED. 


Railway men of long experience who have traveled between Puebla, 
Mexico, and Vera Cruz along the lines of the Mexican Railway say 
that rolling material of the company is in a deplorable state of dam- 
age and neglect, principally because of lack of shop facilities. A daily 
passenger service no longer is kept up over those lines for lack of 
serviceable rolling material 

rs are without sleeping-car facilities. 


Such trains as run for panen 
The cars are battered, dirty. without cushions, and owing to their 
g only once in a while they are so crowded with every descrip- 
tion of humanity that standing room for the long journey between 
Mexico and the coast is at a premium. 
Passengers from Vera Cruz tell of seeing the trains for Mexico 
crowded with people the night before the journey is commenced, people 
getting aboard many hours beforehand so as to be sure of some place 
to sit down during the journey. The travelers say they have had to 
ge, thaw yy of money to the railway employees for the privilege 
of going aboard the s ahead of time. nditions of travel are 
o suffer man 


y discomforts during the trip 
use of the crowd and difficulty of holding on to their seats. 
Travel between Mexico, la, vi 


0 co era Cruz now is carried on 
exclusively by day as a 8 against the roving bands of bandits 
calling themselves Zapatistas, who assault and blow up the trains and 
kill and rob travelers. Some months t was a dan us venture 
to make the trip aboard a passenger between the 
and Vera Cruz, and many persons lost their lives in the 1 The 
constitutionalists have been clearing the region trav by the rail- 
— 9 — during the past few weeks and there have been 
tacks on trains, but the discomfort incident to the lack 
the gradual ruin of all the railway facilities is increasing from day to 
day and the regularity of the ce is diminishing. 

SERVICE IS IRREGULAR, 

Traffic between the City of Mexico and the northern frontier by way 
of Laredo is — td irregular, and intervals of many days without a 
train's making the trip. As on the lines of the Mexican way. travel 
— carried on exclusively by day as a precaution against assaults and 

oldups. 

Travelers are likely to have to stop over at any wayside point a 


number of d on account of interruptions from various causes while 
ay are the journey, and generally go vided with blankets 
and provisions to sustain them on the way. ere is little available 


ger purposes, and travelers have to sit 
in a seat made for two or stand up throughout the trip. 
that there is 


mans, are by the con- 
stitutionalists all over the R: being used by generals and 
other military leaders in the 4 

So — n are being used for freight transportation and military 
purposes t freight service is reduced to a minimum, and all the large 


blie, most 


towns are reer: for lack of. the trains of provisions that came in 
daily, from all parts of the country in normal times. When as many 
as carloads of provisions come into the City of Mexico in as 0 
day, the fact is heralded officiali 
The authorities usually 
traffic the jam of. load 


public. 

Engineer Alberto J. Pani, chief of the constitutionalist railway: ad- 
ministration, which includes the National Railways, the Mexican Rail- 
way, and other properties which have been taken over, recently. gave out 
to the press a report regarding conditions as to the lines under his 
charge which was couched in very frank terms for a statement from 
a high revolutionary official. 


ADMITS. MIS DIFFICULTIES. 


He admitted the difficulties he was under in putting passenger and 
freight traffic on anything like a practical basis, and attributed these 
princi; y to lack of rolling stock through — 2 — and destruction, 
and the control of so many rs and locomotives by military leaders, 
who were using them not only for troop transportation but for their 
own individual purposes, carrying on their own freight and express 
business and the like, and accumulating fortunes without answering to 
the railway administration for ee 

This a A 9 Roy of cars and locomotives, is not peculiar to the 
constitution: „ but has been one of the characteristic means of- 
of the Villista, Zapatista, and all other military leaders, some of whom, 
while not actually controlling cars and engines, charge tribute for the 
1 of ‘merchandise through the territory they control. 

It nearly always necessary to y considerable sums to military 
leaders in order to get freight up to the City of Mexico from Vera 
Cruz and from the north, apart from the freight charges of the rail- 
way administration, which ve been doubled recently. Six or eight 
thousand pesos of tribute money to the military officials for the moving 
of a single car to Mexico from the coast is considered t of the one 
by merchants of the capital, who compensate their culties and ex- 
penditures and the depreciation of the paper money by raising their 
prices to the public. 

Engineer Pani has made sincere efforts to stop the abuses of the 
military leaders in connecti: 
of cars and engines in the hands of the leaders in the field, and increase 
the number in use for the service of the public and the profit of the 
administration under his charge, but he has before him a task, which is 
almost hopeless, and he has obtained no result as yet worth mentioning. 


GENERAL STRIKE ON NATIONAL LINES NEAR—TRAMWAY COMPANY, TOO, 


HAVING ITS TROUBLES. 


It is predicted that as soon as the nee ties of the National Rail- 
ways are returned to the company the latter will have on its hands a 
general strike of all its employees for higher wages, shorter hours, 
recognition of the union, and special privileges which will contribute 
still more to cripple it in the face of its other difficulties. The em- 
ployees of the constitutionalist administration of the National Rail- 
ways, who are the same men employed by the com in normal 
declared themselves on a strike the other day, and on that account the 
trains between Mexico and the northern frontier suf- 
The authorities, who openly 


service of the 


that as the rail- 
their — shone 
were considered as subject to military rule a 8 be puni; as 


destruction, ruin, and 

ministrations 

the latter, 

tude of the 

revolutionaries toward foreign capital in general may be obtained by a 

glance at the misfortunes of this great combined enterprise since the 
trouble reached southern Mexico. 

PROPERTIES TAKEN OVER. 

The properties of the Mexico Tramway Co. were taken over by the 
constitutionalists on October 15, 1914, following a general strike of all 
its bir ep for higher wages, shorter hours, privileges, and - 
tion of their union as empowered to dictate whether the company 
the right to discharge employees, fili vacancies, and the like. As the 
company had already. losing money, fares for points within the 


city limits of Mexico being 6 centavos, or less than 1 cent American 


money, the company refused to accede to the demands of the strikers, 
who were encouraged by Gen. Heriberto Jara, constitutionalist governor 
of the federal district, and the properties were taken over for operation 
by the authorities, who promised the employees to satisfy their de- 


mands. 
Under the constitutionalist administration the employees of the 
Mexico have received two- raises in The 


yees as soon as tion 

their properties, as there then will be no patriotic considerations to curb 
the attitude of the men. The tramway management is- to have 
a hard time dealing with the labor problem as presented by its many 


hundreds of employees. 
Wh n abandoned the City of Mexico to the Con~ 


en Gen. Alvaro 
ventionists on November 28 a year ago he took with him a large part 


on with the railways, cut down the number 


‚| accept them withou 


of the tramcars. as well as other apparatus which 
would hinder, the running of the cars by the Conventionists and left the 
latter very short of material as well as the company short of property, 


ROLLING STOCK STOLEN, 


tions, but many were lost or destroyed, and the rolling material of the- 
Seen dwindling steadily ever since through wear, destruc- 


cling to the steps and projections on the outside of the cars. Recently. 
in order to compensate somewhat for this deficiency in the number af 
tramcars, the constitutionalist management put into use the funeral or 
hearse cars, with all thelr grewsome black and white paint and para- 
phernalia, for passenger purposes, and on some of the lines it is a not 


uncommon sight to see box cars or platform cars. being for pas- 
sen The crowding of the street cars has been a very 2 cause 
RA e spread of the epidemic of typhus fever which rages Mexico at 


present time. 
In addition to strikes and salary raises to its employees the Mexico 
Light & Power Co., which has not n taken over by the revolutionary 
authorities, has suffered in other. ways at the hands of the latter. The 
municipal i hting for Mexico City and the outlying. towns of the Fed-. 
eral district has been unpaid for since July, 1913, when Huerta was in: 
ower, 88 for 200,00 ponos; which the Light & Power Co. received! 
‘om the City Council of Mexico three days before the Zapatistas left- 
the capital the last time, the praco being made in conventionist: 
notes, which afterwards were co ted D the constitutionalists and 
supposedly destroyed by them as counterfeits. 
POWER BILLS UNPAID. 


The power used for the N water pumps of Mexico likewise has 
e 


been unpaid for since 1913. ligbt and power oficials say that 
they could s furnishing power to the city on the ground of lack of 
fulfillment of the city’s part of its contract, but they have not thought 


‘of doing so. If this were done the Light & Power Co.’s properties 
probably would be taken over by the revolutionaries and run by them- 
selves with still greater destruction: and loss to the company, The 
‘revolutionaries in Mexico are in the habit of lighting up such houses 
and buildings as they choose with current of the Light & Power Co., 
fixing their own connections to the street wires and not advising the 
57 515 whose transformers are burned out all over the town as a 
result. 


On Saturday, November 20, the anniversary of the five:years of revos 
lution in the country, the police officials of the constitutionalists, 
searched the offices of the Mexico Light & Power Co. presumably. for: 
arms and ammunition, which they said were conceal there. one 
was found, but the officials took, from the safe of the company the 
sum of 530,000 pesos; most of which was in conventionist notes, but 
part of which was in notes acknowledged to be legal tender by the con- 
stitutionalists, who issued them. 

Officials of the company were able to explain the taking, of the 
conventionist notes, as many commercial houses of Mexico ty had 
just been searched by: the authorities and those notes confiscated as 
counterfeits. They were not able to explain the taking away of: the 
constitutionalist notes also. 

The gigantic hydraulic power plant of the light and power com- 
pany in Nexaca, State of Puebla, as well as its great power cables 
which furnish electricity to the Federal district as well as to the mines 
of the Pachuca and El Oro mining districts, also have suffered material 
damage at the hands of the different revolutionaries. The cables have 
been cut and their sustaining towers blown up at different points, and 
on last September 30 the constitutionalists, under Gen. Alejo Gonzalez, 
sacked the company's offices, buildings, and stables at Nexaca, taking 
away everything portable that was of value. 

WORKERS WITHOUT FOOD. 


The compangs . were left so without. food that they were 
ane: on the charity of the constitutionalist soldiers for several days. 
At the end of that time the constitutionalists auctioned off in the 
near-by town of Huauchinango a 


t part of the pro y they had 
taken away and its owners were able to buy it back with money they 
had received from the company in the mean 

Horses of the company taken from Necaxa have not been returned, 
and when last heard from were being used by the constitutionalists in 
the military operations around Toluca. 

The number of other railway and industrial enterprises which have 
been taken over by the different revolutionary factions, is. great and 
almost all without exception have had their o tions temporarily or 

anently suspended or been levied upon heavily by the different 


tlixco — Fae of Mexico City, a: French 


stock suffered dam: 

mated by its owners, Carranza to 

what was left of the rolling stock not one ago, but they refused to 
t the payment of indemnity for their losses. 

’s reply was to threaten definite confiscation of the prop- 
erties, and the owners told him to confiscate, then, in which case the 
would take up the case diplomatically, The constitutionalists are sti 
operating the road. 
TEXTILE, FACTORIES CO 


re 


TO-CLOSE—CROPS AND STORES OF GRAIN 
SEIZED BY FACTIONS: 

Many textile-factories, which constitute one of the richest industries 
of southern Mexico, are in the hands of various revolutionary factions or 
are pat down for lack of raw 5 3 — gama . The 

sugar- properties are oceup! f patis n W zone 

they He, and a: part of the mines of the States of Guerrero and Mexico 

are being worked by revolutionaries, although the im for 

eign — a in the latter Sta meann have been recoy- 

ered by from the Zapa: and returned to their 
owners, who are working them at present. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 6, 


Crops and stores of grain and provisions in general have been confis- 
cated all over southern Mexico by the revolutionaries of all factions or 
bought by them from their owners at rates fixed by themselves and 


taken to the large towns for sale at great profits. In the few cases 
where the owners of stores of provisions have been able to market their 
own products they generally have had to pay high tributes to the reyo- 
lutionaries for the privilege of so doing. 

The general excuse of the latter for their confiscations and forced 
sales at their own prices has been that the owners of the provision 
stores were speculators waiting for a raise in price and trafficking with 
the hunger of the people. 


GOVERNMENT ACTIVE AGAINST STATE BAXKS—-FORCES THEM TO INCREASE 
THEIR METALLIC RESOURCES. 


Recently the Constitutionalists have been very active in their cam- 
pesi br wire the State banks of issue all over the Republic. Accord- 
ng to the original concessions of these banks they were empowered to 
issue notes for the amount of twice their special deposits in coin and 
bars of precious metal to guarantee their bills, these special metallic 
5 being kept intact and apart from the other funds of the 
anks, 


Not long ago Gen. Carranza issued a decree declaring that a special 
payin conceded by Huerta while in power to all the State banks to 
crease their issue of notes to three times the amount of their metallic 
deposits gaaranteeing same was illegal and that the banks must within 
a very short period assigned them for the purpose increase their guar- 
anties in precious metal to half the amount of their outstanding notes 
5 Pee the latter to twice the amount of the guaranty deposit on 
and. 

This was a hard blow to the banks of the different States, the major- 
ity of which are capitalized by foreigners and are considered as per- 
fectly solvent intsitutions, but are in a difficult position to raise funds 
all at once, owing to the general poverty of the country and the sacri- 
3 must make to realize on what in normal times would be quick 
assets. 

A commission, headed by the subsecretary of finance, was formed to 
investigate the condition of the State banks and declare their conces- 
sions forfeited if they did not fulfil the conditions of Gen. Carranza's 
decree within the term specified, which already has expired. The com- 
mittee, which still is continuing its investigation, is taking into consid- 
eration other matters than the guaranty deposits for the outstanding 
bills, according to official statements. 


ABLE TO PAY OBLIGATIONS, 


The first bank whose concession was declared forfeited by the com- 
mission was the Banco Peninsular de Yucatan, of Merida, a French 
concern, which in general business circles is considered as in very good 
cee and perfectly able to fulfil all its obligations if given reason- 
able time. 

This belief has been attested all so by the premium por upos the 
notes of the Merida bank, as well as those of the other State institu- 
tions, over those of the revolutionary factions, the notes of that bank 
not haying depreciated in the quotations of the local market in spite 
of the declaration of the forfeiture of the concession, The French 
management of the Banco Peninsular, immediately upon its concession 
being declared forfeited, began energetic diplomatic negotiations, which 
had the effect of disconcerting the authorities 3 However, 
they went on investigating the State banks and shortly afterwards de- 
clared forfeited the concessions of the banks of Guerrero, Hidalgo, and 
Queretaro. - 

The Banco Nacional de Mexico, which was investigated also, was 
declared to be in excellent condition in every way, with sufficient metal- 
lie guarantees on hand to issue legally another 32,000,000 pesos worth 
of notes, if it so wished. 

The Banco de Londres y Mexico was advertised by the authorities as 
being in a fairly satisfactory way, and they themselyes admitted that 
they meant to enter into a combination with those two institutions to 
get them to form with their French capital the nucleus of the new 
Federal bank of issue planned by Carranza to be the sole institution 
authorized to issue notes in the Republic, admitting at the same time 
that they meant to eliminate the State banks or haye them also enter 
into the combination to form the Federal bank. 

The general belief of business men in Mexico now is that the pressure 
brought to bear upon the State banks in regard to their note guaranties 
is but a means to force them to enter into the Federal-bank combination, 
the idea being for the administration to utilize their foreign capital to 
form the Federal bank and later supplant it, becoming the sole owner 
of the institution. Thus the unification of the paper money now in 
circulation could be secured, and the administration could reap con- 
siderable profits from being the sole issuer of notes in the Republic. 


FOREIGN CAPITAL HOSTILE, 


The attitude of the foreign capital invested in the State banks is 
openly hostile to the administration, however, on account of the coercive 
measures the latter has adopted to make them enter into its financial 
combination, and several of their principal capitalizers who have been 
interviewed in the City of Mexico say that they will fight out the 
matter through all diplomatic and legal channels before they will forego 
the rights conceded them 11 their concessions. 

Owners of the Bank of Hidalgo, Britishers, it is understood, will lead 
the fight for the State banks, which are holding very well together. The 
Hidalgo Bank's notes are quoted on a par with those of the Banco 
Nacional at the present time, not haying been affected by the declara- 
tion of forfeiture of its concession. That is to say, they are worth 
three to one, as compared with the circulating notes of the Constitu- 
tionalist administration. 

The bank recently advertised to exchange Banco Nacional notes for 
its own notes on a par for anyone desiring to make such an exchange. 
It handles the rich British and American mining interests of the 
Pachuca region and is considered to be in excellent condition, in spite 
of the declaration of the authorities to the contrary. 

The following is a list of the important State banks which are con- 
trolled by foreign capital and which are holding out against the efforts 
of the Constitutionalist authorities to make them enter into its com- 
bination, which they consider will be to sacrifice not only their amour 
propre but their financial interests as well: 

Lanco Peninsular de Yucatan (French), Banco de Hidalgo (British), 
Banco de Guanajuato (French), Banco de Queretaro eae Banco 
de Guerrero (British), Banco de San Luis Potosi 1 Banco 
Oriental de Puebla (Spanish), Banco del Estado de Mexico, neo de 
Tabasco. and Banco Mercantil de Vera Cruz (all three dependent upon 
the Banco Nacional and composed of about 87 per cent French capital). 


The following State banks are not foreign controlled, but likewise 
are enlisted in the struggle for existence : . 

Banca de Jalisco (of which Germans are heavy shareholders), Banco 
de Sonora and Banco de Coahuila (of which two banks Americans are 
heavy shareholders), Banco Minero de Chihuahua (Creel and Terrazas 
interests), and Banco de Morelos, Banco de Tamaulipas, Banco de 
Durango, and Banco Mercantil de Monterey (these last named four 
being made up mostly of Mexican capital). 


MARKET IS UPSET BY MANY DECREES—INSTABILITY OF CIRCULATING 
MEDIUM ADDS TO CHAOS, 


The attitude of foreign and domestic capital generally is hostile to 
the constitutionalist administration, as it is toward the revolution- 
aries generally, because of their arbitrary acts, the tribute they exact 
at every turn, the chaos caused in the financial market by their 
sweeping decrees, which are amended and revoked overnight as it 
suits their convenience; the instability of the circulating medium 
caused by the refusal of each faction to recognize the tender of the 
rest and fluctuation in their own per money by declaring a large 
part of it to be counterfeit every few days; the imposition of taxes 
and wholesale confiscations, of which foreigners as well as natives 
are the victims, and the fomenting of strikes. It is safe to say that 
there is not a foreign capitalist or pea owner of any importance 
and very few Mexicans of financial weight who consider themselves 
safe under the constitutionalists or any other revolutionaries, or who 
have not already suffered considerably at their hands during the recent 
long years of disorder and anarchy. 

The subsecretary of finance declared recently to the reporters of 
the Mexico City press that the administration was planning another 
increase in the export duty on precious metals and another great 
increase in the taxes on mining properties. He did not state the amount 
of the latter, but well-informed persons declare that the present 
mining taxes of the country are to be increased to thirty-seven times 
their present amount, which will make them practically prohibitive. 

Gen. Carranza’s recent decree ordering the acq ent by the ad- 
ministration of all the vast cotton crop of the Laguna region of 
Coahuila and Durango at cheap prices, “to be sold at cost to the 
manufacturers of the Republic,” is looked upon in of Mexico 
with suspicion as another graft of the administration, and the export 
tax on hides, which consists of 5 centavos the kilo, is considered a 
. light. 

e order for the poroa of customs taxes and certain other taxes 
in gold. which has n in force for a long time under Gen. Car- 
1 — is considered as deterrent to business in these impoverished 

es. 

All this is not to deny that even the enemies of Gen. Carranza 
acknowledge his necessity of funds if he is to establish peace through- 
out the oa and would like to see him succeed in this enterprise. 
but the general belief is that only a small part of the money exacted 
by the administration is invest for the public good; that grafting 
and corruption are universal among the revolutionaries; that the 

ublic returns are diverted to private channels everywhere; and that 
nstead of the increase in tributes, confiscations, and taxation resulting 
in the establishment of peace, there will divisions among the 
constitutionalists ultimately over the dividing of the spoils, and the 
warfare and suffering will continue. 


BEST PEOPLE DODGE POLITICAL QUESTIONS—WANT PEACE AND PROTECTION 
FROM ONE PARTY OR ANOTHER. 


The people of the City of Mexico and the better classes of the rest 
of the large towns of the south of the Republic, where the bulk of 
the population resides and where the education and wealth of the 
country are most represented, are conservative in their political lean- 
mg together with the foreign element, 

hey want peace and protection at any cost to be able to devote 
themselves to their livelihood, and it matters little to them who is in 
power, so long as an end is put to the warfare and pillage which are 
rampant and they are safe from persecution. These people were all 
favorably disposed toward Gen. Carranza when he and his forces first 
came down from the north. His harshness, his vindictiveness, his 
radicalism, and the abuses of his followers, brought to a climax by the 
reign of terror of Gen. Alvaro Obregon in the capital, won from the 
constitutionalists the sym ay and trust of the majority. 

Later excesses of the Zapatistas, characterized rather by ignorance 
and savagery than by ingenious grafting methods and the dismal failure 
of Villa in the north, put the conventionist element without the bounds 
os e as hopes for the establishment of better things under their 
rule. 


The régime of Gen. Pablo Gonzales in Mexico City, while suffering 
from the defects which have characterized all the revolutionary ad- 
ministrations in the capital, exactions, persecutions, and the like, has 
been so much better than that of oer the Villistas, or the Zapa- 
tistas, and the food situation, while still afflicting, has improved so in 
the capital that Mexico City’s 8 is again rather feeling less un- 
kindly toward the constitutionalists in general. The absolute stoppage 
of political vindictiveness and unnecessary persecutions on that score 
to get possession of the victims’ positions and properties and the estab- 
lishment of a stable legal tender would go far toward making the con- 
stitutionalists strong in the least impoverished and most enlightened 
portion of the Republic. 


CITY A SAD SIGHT. 


The City of Mexico presents at present a sad and depressed appear- 
ance in general, despite the arches of triumph which are being con- 
structed all along Avenida Juarez and Avenida Francisco I. Madero. 
(formerly San Francisco), its 1 far thoroughfares, and the myriads 
of incandescent bulbs which are being strung over the facades of the 

ublic buildings in preparation for the arrival of the First Chief, who 
s expected at the close of next February, when there will be official 
festivities on such a scale as have never been seen in the Republic. 

Hundreds of beggars, ragged and half starved women and boys, 
dodge and scurry or drag themselves along under the scaffoldings that 
are que up and fairly assault passers-by on all the street corners. 
whining and pleading for a pasteboard slip with which to ‘ buy bread.” 
Many stores and offices are closed, where formerly flourishing business 
was carried on. 

Street cars pass at irregular intervals, crowded until there is no 
standing room left, even on the steps; the coaches are drawn by half- 
starved “ sardines,” as the cab horses are called in Mexican slang, and 

o at a funeral pace; automobiles full of constitutionalist officers whiz 
9 the principal streets, swing wildly round the corners, and bowl 
over all obstacles that stand in their way or cross their path. Most 
of these autos have been confiscated from their owners. 
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At least 80 
officials and military men. Most of the rest are owned by foreigners 
saad kare them confiseated every little while and get them back with 

culty. 
FOOD STILL HIGH. 
While food conditions have improved in the capital since the estab- 


Alege of them moe are in the hands of Government 


lishment . Gen. Gonzales there, and certain cles, such as meat. 
le: and rice, have cheapened 33 conditions 
of a still are very dificult and prices . are ing up. 
E: y is this true of clothing, modicines) An — 5 A pea 
pre ig apart from fuel and the food men- 

on 

Merchants are afraid to reduce their ENNE because of the difficulties 
attending renewal of their stocks under present traffic conditions and 
because of the risk attending possession of the money in circulation 
ar — unk of oficial d clarati regarding 

n account of o e ons the prevalence of coun- 

terfeits, with specifications of the false notes, which may be contra- 

cted or so later or may not be contradicted, such a 
distrust exists r the bills that all merchants endeavor not to 
be left with any great quantity on hand ov ht. 

It is always hard to sell b for gold on turday because of the 
uneertainty as to what official declarations may 1 made the Monday 


Speculation in 1 has become one of the most lucrative em- 
gg ner hehe or —— * oS one of * most = eneral throughout the Republic 
100. the au a Hai; are set up everywhere 

a 1 an ee ae or sor lost. a ain N ton ‘ta ‘the offielat 

0 ver — fe irons an o eclara: on e offic’ 
Roche the ta 5 3 of the Constitutionslist 
and would be taken up and de- 
the price of of the bills in American currency 
5 m 12 to 17 to 


o days later the official 171... alata’ and de- 
tha had 


po ion coming out to this effect in . 2 
organ with epecifeations as to the few that were not good 
to distinguish th The price of ex went back again to 4 to T 
in a few — Those who had sold gold for Constitutionalist b 
when the c began and bought it — when the bills rose made ton 
ee =e ere are malcontents wa ae ge who —.— that e ae 
were ers n panic w was origina an 
ended by Rhe 9 

MANY STRIKES IN CAPITAL, 


ee eye. 2 been numberless + eget 2 in the monotony of things 

the City of Mexico owing to stri in the different branches of 

One of these which made itself perpa ator recently was 

that of the Mexican employees of the baking es The Span- 

ish have an absolute monopoly of that sl 5 autndrkeles as 

usual, when 1 are — — a sae the pana sided —.— strikers, and par- 

ticularly so ae hard- 
an 


the Americans occupying 


place in un 
The Spa bakers having re — gs to com . Gate the demands of 
—— strikers for a raise whi have lef without any earn- 


ings, the authorities alded the 7 —.— to establish for themselves and 
pu their former employers out of business. A good many Spaniards 
ve sold their establishments on this account, being unable to 
compete with the joint forces of the strikers and the authorities, and 
ica tter are b g up the baking establishments, as they are sold 
‘or a 
Some 1e of the nish bakers still keep up the vag eee but are 
losing money. 18 ae of bread remains unchanged and is still very 
h on — of ortage of 
e s have a monopoly of the saloon anā 
Mexico and had a mono — iy the pawnbrokin The fetter 
od ao, treamecied them an return ali email 


they all, without 8 1 5 went out of business and Spee themselves 


to other livelih y bazars for bi selling second- 
3 articles. The only pawns — ow in Mexico are those 
tion called Montes de Piedad,” which charge cheap 


f the administra 

rates of interest but have no taxes to pay. 
HARD BLOW TO SALOONS. 

The Spanish saloons recently recelyed a hard blow in a decree which 
was published by the governor of the federal district ordering all 
saloons to move off Avenida Francisco I. Madero and a from ‘the 
Fre mie 2 the se hg none being allowed within a 8 meters 

ce of any 

As there is a church for almost every block in the center of Mexico 
Specie milpon Keepers mostly have their locations on 
long leases, the decree orderin majority of mpos to seek others 
threatened to put them out of business. had been 


osing 

of public order to lessen a 
when allowed to reopen. 

The saloons have not yet moved from their locations, altho’ the 
time fixed for that has expired; but have paid heavily to the 
authorities, and the matter of their being forced Ayo move still is pend- 
ing. The hours for saloons being allowed to remain open during the 
day are re ted according to the amount paid by ann: Some stay 
open until oy pny hours of the morning and others are closed all or 


eavily for taxes. A few days nets Bm rar ae mS 
exchange offices, as well as many other 
were to e chiefs of their respective 
police precincts and “Invi — Bi contribute — the 
arches u which are go preparatory festivities 
some vGasranza's arrival in the capital of the 
who were 
of . I — — — 


The and pressrooms of the Mexican Herald still remain closed 
by order of the Mexico City police authorities. Paul Hudson, the — —. 


pal owner of the pa and others interested in it have received no 

explanation for the sing, nor have they been cited to appear before 
the authorities. 

CENSORS TO GET OUT PAPER. 
e pa; been closed for over a month, and durin: 

the 2 melt Conetitationslist organs have constituted the — tie oe a 
the capital. Some Americans employed as censors and press agents by 
the constitutionalists are sine to ao sen ish = ener in English to 
take the place of the Herald, which by the administra- 
tion. s paper already is EAr h N and will be 
published in a few ba 

One of the of the policy of the constitutionalists in the south 
of the 3 which has been most commented upon since American 
became known as a fact is the general vindictiveness 
disp 00 N —.— r The execution of Garcia 

d of Gen. cently, when the former had been 
sentenced lightly and the Hater 2 by the court-martial which 
—. them, the sentence being overridden by the higher authorities, 

uced a sad effect upon those looking to the constitutionalists to 
. — peace, stop useless persecutions, and brin a peacefully in- 
clined men together for the upbuilding of the coun 

Antonio Rivera, former secretary to the federal ict — 1 — 
under Huerta, who, in spite of a written safe conduct he carried fr 
Gen. Carranza, was arrested and imprisoned when acting as a Withee 
in favor of wot Garcia Granados, sho will be tried before a court- 
martial, and fears are that it will go hard with him. 

He has many friends in Mexico City, and apart from haying been 
unfriendly to dero, havin 1 a mk under the Huerta admin- 
istration, and written criti of the o administration for the 
press of the ca o mi pe even his vegas Dinter political enemies have 
ong accusation 

olitical arres reat ont continue not o in — 2 ar ot 
Mexico but ‘aio —.— 1 ublic. The number of es and fugitives 
from the authorities is legion, and confiscations and arrests are the 
rule of the day. The amnesty decrees of the different constitution 
authorities have only been observed in such cases as suit their con- 
venience. So many have been arrested and imprisoned or executed 
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and reconstruction is greatly retarded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I listened, as nearly every- 
body always does, with a great deal of interest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopar], and I was happy enough to 
hear a part of what was said by the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. Farr]. I do not want to discuss the entire question right 
now, but I do want to discuss the salient, central point involved 
in the controversy. 

In my opinion, that salient, central point is the right of any 
community to govern itself, and the duty of every other com- 
munity to abstain from attempting to control a given com- 
munity’s domestic affairs. Now, the right of self-government 
carries with it, ex necessitate rei, the right of self-misgovern- 
ment. If a people are to be allowed to govern themselves just 
so long as in somebody else's opinion they govern themselves 
right, and then are not to be allowed to govern themselves when 
other people think they pass the bounds of right government, 
then the people of that community are neither free nor inde- 
pendent—they are held in suzerainty to the criticizing com- 
munity. A people can not have self-government without hav- 
ing self-misgovernment until or unless men become angels. 

The degree of self-misgovernment is one thing; the fact of 
self-misgovernment is another. Now, it is true that some people, 
in attempting to govern themselves, misgovern ‘themselves to a 
horrible extent, and that other people, in attempting to govern 
themselves, misgovern themselyes to a moderate extent; but 
there is no line of demarcation to be drawn. If a country is to 
be allowed by other countries to misgovern itself moderately then 
it has theoretically, abstractly, academically, practically, and 
internationally the right to misgovern itself to a very much 
larger extent because you can not draw the line of demarcation 
in degree. 

This is no new question, Mr. President—not in American 
politics, at any rate. It just so happens that at one time 
George Washington was President of the United States, and 
tried to run a Government upon neutral political lines, non- 
partisan lines, and because he did he was afterwards claimed by 
the Federalist Party as being one of their great saints. If he 
ever became so, it was after he left office. It just so happens 
that at the same time Thomas Jefferson was ‘his Secretary of 
State, and furnished him ‘with his policy, as far as the State 
Department was concerned, upon most matters—not, perhaps, 
every single one. It just so happens that before the close of the 
eighteenth century a revolution broke out in France. No people 
anywhere ever started a revolution with higher ideals or loftier 
purposes. Few people anywhere ever sank to lower levels before 
they got through with it. They started a movement for the 
abolition of special privilege—of noblesse, clergy, everybody— 
and in behalf of a recognition of what they called the “ rights of 
man,“ and they synchronized that with the right of liberty, 
equality, and fraternity.” They got into a European war, and 
after a while, there being elected to the convention to govern 
France a lot of people who never had had any experience at gov- 
erning , France fell under the control of the convention 
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into the worst disorders of every deseriptlon—a resurgence 
toward barbarism upon the part of a people, very nearly a whole 
people—the Jacquerie in the country and the mob in Paris, a 
people theretofore highly civilized, and Danton and Robespierre 
and Marat and all the balance of the men whose names have 
been synonyms of fanatical cruelty became the French Govern- 
ment, if that might be called government which recognized no 
bounds to its hates, its cruelties, its theories, or other physical 
or mental or social or antisocial activities. 

The “people” went ahead headlong in a mad career, and, 
instead of merely imprisoning a poor, idle, indolent, foolish 
king, they cut off his head; and instead of imprisoning or, if 
necessary, banishing an idle, vainglorious, and fashionable 
woman of little sense but of a good heart and great, good breed- 
ing, they cut off her head, and brutalized her child and finally 
murdered him. 

There has been no page in history hitherto written darker 
than the page of the French Revolution at one time of its 
chronicle. There has been no movement in history that started 
with as high aspirations and as lofty purposes, and which left 
to the world as great a legacy of substantial good, as the French 
Revolution. 

What took place elsewhere and among other peoples? Why, 
the King of Prussia and the Emperor of Austria—because he 
was even then called Kaiser or Cesar, implying world domin- 
ion—concluded that because just upon the southern boundary 
of one and just upon the western boundary of the other—in 
their back yard, so to speak—anarchy existed and apparent 
chaos existed, that therefore a right of intervention existed. 
The American people, as represented by George Washington, 
President, and as represented by Thomas Jefferson, Secretary of 
State, never admitted that that claim of right of intervention 
because of gross self-misgovernment of a neighbor was good. 
They took the position, upon the contrary, that France had a 
right to settle her domestic affairs; and although they did not 
word it as I did a moment ago, it substantially amounted to the 
same thing—that with the right of self-government upon the 
part of the people of France went the right of self-misgoyern- 
ment so far as any other nation was concerned; of course, not as 
far as God was concerned, nor as far as France herself—the 
local sovereign—was concerned. 

There is nothing new about this. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lopere] rises here and tells us that the military 
governor of some State down in Mexico utters a pronuncia- 
mento to the effect that “God wanes while revolution gains“ 
a diatribe against religion. There are Members of this Senate, 
or may be, who have forgotten—there are none who upon re- 
freshing their memories will not recall, and the Senator from 
Massachusetts, with his scholarship, does not need to recall— 
the fact that there was a period during the French Revolution 
when God was declared to be nonexistent, and when a common 
prostitute was crowned as “ goddess of reason.” There seemed 
to be 2 revolt then and there against all forms of superiority— 
birth, wealth, education, morality, and finally God Himself, 
Did we “intervene”? Did we indorse European intervention 
eyen “in behalf of God and morality”? No; we distinctly dis- 
approved and laid down a doctrine to the contrary for our own 
guidance as to all peoples and some years later as a warning to 
Europe with regard to American concerns. 

Mr. President, whenever any people anywhere begin to inquire 
into fundamentals—wheneyer people begin to question what has 
traditionally been held to be fundamental in human, political, 
or social conduct—those people are apt to go to extremes; and if 
you flatter yourselves that they do it because they are French 
or because they are Mexicans or because they are something else, 
you flatter yourself with little cause. You, yourself, under the 
same circumstances would probably or might possibly do the 
same thing. 

Your so-called civilization is about skin deep. There is a 
yveneering that human progress has put upon animal man, not a 
very deep veneering and not a very tough one. The most highly 
cultured people intellectually upon the surface of this globe to- 
day have not very remotely illustrated that fact upon the plains 
of Belgium; they have been illustrating it upon the high seas; 
and one of their chief opponents upon the high seas illustrated it 
to the last extreme in the case of the Barralong. You are no 
better than they. Intellectually you are no wiser, morally you 
are no better, physically you are no stronger, and historically 
you have no more or greater honors behind you. 

What if some military governor somewhere in Mexico did say 
that religion was a farce and God was a myth; he is not the first 
fool who has “ said in his own heart there is no God.” But the 
United States took the position that matters of that sort were 
matters for the consideration of the country—that self-govern- 
ment carried with it the right of self-misgovernment; that the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 


JANUARY 0, 


fact that there was anarchy and wrong domestic conditions 
within a given country gave no right to another country to go 
there and assert itself as a master. I am free and independent, 
but the moment the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] can 
say to me that “because you hold certain ideas and do certain 
things I assert my mastership,” that moment I cease to be free 
and independent and become servant and slave and, if I submit, 
craven as well. 

Now, if you do want to take hold of Mexico and straighten 
Mexico out, civilize it and unbarbarize it, if I may make such 
a word; that is one thing. If you are going to do it, then 
you must do it virtually by annexation. You can not do it by 
spasmodic international interference. If you were to undertake 
it even by annexation you would fail, because there is not an 
instance in all the history of the world where a superposed 
civilization lasted. It is a mere veneering; it does not go to the 
substance. It is not grounded in the life, it is not grounded in 
the thought; it is not grounded in the feeling nor the ideals nor 
aspirations of the people upon whom you attempt to superpose 
it. You ean not make a white man of a Chinaman nor a China- 
man of a negro by law, and you can not make a self-governing 
people out of Mexicans by any amount of international inter- 
ference. 

What then? It is sad; barbarous; it is true; but what of it? 
They are to be left, as every other nation is left, and as every 
individual to a certain extent is left, to “ work out their salva- 
tion in fear and trembling before God.” ‘There is but one way 
of working it out, and that is gradually going through the travail 
of the childbirth of liberty and self-government; and while they 
are going through that sort of process they are gradually de- 
stroying that which is most antagonistic to liberty and self- 
government, and they are gradually establishing the power and 
influences which are most favorable to liberty and self-govern- 
ment. š 

The idea of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopdk], of 
all men, standing upon this floor and quoting the utterance of 
a military governor of a Mexican Province who has not only 
defied law and morals, but the Supreme Deity itself, and present- 
ing that to the American Senate as something new and startling, 
strikes me—oh, I will not say how it strikes me—except that 
considering it came from the Senator from Massachusetts it 
strikes me, let me say unfavorably and unexpectedly. 

There are some other things that are not new since this 
discussion has started. This Government laid down the rule 
in the very first administration of it under the new Union— 
under the present Constitution—that the citizens or subjects 
of a neutral country have a right to sell munitions of war to 
either belligerent in war, provided the other is not forbidden 
by law to buy the same things in the same market, both equally 
subject to the right of capture of the things thus bought by 
the other, leaving to the chances of war the power to capture. 
That was indorsed by George Washington after Thomas Jef- 
ferson had reduced it te writing, and it was made an utterance 
of the State Department, under the President’s approval, to 
the entire world. It was not founded, as men who are in their 
thoughts treasonable to the United States Government say, 
upon the idea that we merely wanted to make money out of 
people who are shedding one another’s blood abroad. That 
was not the reason for it. It is not the reason for it now. 
The reason is broader and deeper and higher. The reason is 
that if you establish as a universal policy that one belligerent 
making war upon another can not buy munitions of war from 
neutral countries, then you have secured in advance the mili- 
tary success of that country which coustantly keeps itself in 
peace times upon a war footing, and you have decreed in ad- 
vance the defeat of the country which regards war as a mere 
limited thing, now and then to be expected, but not as a 
constant occurrence, and who prepares itself mainly for peace 
and only spasmodically for war—in peace keeping prepared 
only for defense, but always prepared for more peace and 
better peace and truer peace—men being men “for a’ that” 
and brothers“ under their skins.“ 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Pre-ident—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One word and I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. Just a word. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will yield in one second. What chance, 
in God's name, could our own country have? Washington knew 
it, Jefferson knew it, and Andrew Jackson later on knew it, for 
he reenforced it. What chance would our country have in a 
naval war with Great Britain or a land war with Germany if 
we could not buy munitions abroad from neutral powers? We 
would be condemned beforehand to absolute, international 
slavery—subjects of international diplomatic bullying. We would 
be subject to be bullied by every first-class power in the world 
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who possessed Conscious strength behind their bullying, whether 
on sea or on land. It was therefore the policy announced by us 
in our own interests, but more than that the policy announced 
by us in the interests of humanity, a policy announced in the 
interests of peace-loving, war-fearing peoples as against war- 
loving and peace-dreading peoples. Now I yield to the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the question I was about to 
ask the Senator I think ho has in part answered. The establish- 

-ment of the doctrine that we have no right to ship munitions of 
war to belligerents would hamstring our own country in a case 
of an emergency when we had exhausted our supplies in the 
defense of our own country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not only that, Senator, but it would ham- 
string us to an extent greater than it would hamstring any 
other first-class power on the face of the earth, because the 
main object of our Government is to develop the individual, and 
we do not admit the German or Roman theory that the main 
object of the individual is to be a servant to make the Govern- 
ment either great or splendid or powerful or world dominating. 
We have no song, “America over all.“ Believing that, we be- 
lieve that the ordinary life of the Nation is peace and that we 
must prepare for the continuance of peace in its ordinary life, 
and only when an emergency requires it is it necessary to pre- 
pare for war, and only when a great emergency requires it is it 
necessary to engage in war. 

Now, take another country, whose children are taught in the 
schools, whose youth are taught in the universities, whose 
young men are taught in the army that the main object of the 
existence of an individual is that he may be a part of a great 
organized society which shall be splendid and powerful with 
world dominion, and who with all that teaching keep them- 
selves “prepared” all the time on a war footing permanently. 
I am speaking of no particular power, but of any to which that 
may apply; any who do keep themselves prepared with stocks 
and stores and munitions of war, with stocks and stores of fac- 
tories, encouraged by legislation to keep up the constant and 
yearly and weekly production of munitions of war. In heayen’s 
name, what sort of a chance would we stand? 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Missis- 
sippi yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In a moment. The Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Netson] went out when a boy, I believe, and got the 
high office of corporal I have always heard him spoken of as 
“ Corpl. Netson.” Suppose that with the then condition of 
the North, without the thousands of munition plants all over 
the world—in England, France, and Prussia—making the big- 
gest guns then known and turning out all the ships then known, 
the United States Government could not haye imported a ship 
or a gun or a pound of powder from anywhere else in the world, 
they themselyes—these United States then virtually making 
none—and suppose the South had had plenty of all—how long 
do you think Corpl. Netson would have lasted? I yield to the 
Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator has defined what 
our national policy has been with reference to military pre- 
paredness and the training of American youth, and so forth, 
Does the Senator believe there is any necessity for changing 
that national policy? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no necessity for “changing the 
national policy,” because a national policy is a permanent thing— 
a usual thing; the rule, not the exception—but there is a neces- 
sity, which in my mind is so plain that “he who runs may 
read,” for present preparation against anticipated and approxi- 
mate danger. 

Now, one other word and then I will yield again. You fre- 
quently hear men say that “all Europe will be exhausted at 
the end of the war,” and that no country will be aggressive and 
none will be seeking trouble. Do you know when a nation must 
seek trouble—absolutely must seek it—in self-defense? When 
it has an autocratic government, with millions of men under 
arms after a successful war, who the moment they are dis- 
banded must go back to civil life and hunt lost employment. 
Under such distressing present conditions, with the capital 
which formerly employed them almost exhausted, there is a 
spirit among a successful soldiery that leads them to “ follow 
the eagles” to the confines of the earth. Now, one word along 
that line. Do not talk about nations being “ exhausted.’ Here 
are the little impecunious Balkan States; Bulgaria is one of 
them. It went through two wars which tested every fiber of 
its people’s courage, and which tested every financial resource 
of which they were capable. It went through the first war and 
was bankrupted substantially. It went through the second war 
and they were a little bit more bankrupted, if anything. Now 


they are joining in the third war with 500,000 well-equipped 
men in the field. The Kaiser himself has not furnished any 
better soldiery, as far as mere efficiency in war goes. 

What you have got to dread aggression from is a victorious 
country already in position, equipped, mounted, ready, with 
millions of men, and already successful. The great Napoleon 
found that there was a period in his career when he could not 
stop. He had either to abdicate or go further; and every auto- 
cratic Government which gets into that situation is going to find 
the same thing. 

Mr. BORAH rose. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator will pardon me, we are going 
to find the same thing. You can disband a great army in à free 
country—we did it after the war; but it is a very difficult opera- 
tion in a country founded upon military traditions and a mili- 
tary organization officered by a purely military caste and sup- 
ported by military ideals. Now I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator really believe that we are 
going to be attacked at the close of this war by some European 
Government out of a pure spirit of conquest? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not, with any such avowed reason. 

Mr. BORAH. Why should they attack the United States? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is always to be found a reason; 
there is always a pretense. The wolf found one over the lamb's 
protest. 

Mr. BORAH. What is the reason now? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There is always a condition. 

Mr. BORAH. What reason now assigns itself to the mind 
of the Senator that we must anticipate an attack from some 
Government in Europe? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will tell the Senator. I am not antici- 
pating an “attack,” in the first place. I am anticipating 
bullying first, and I am anticipating the fact that the American 
people will not consent to be bullied. Now I will tell the Senator 
why I anticipate bullying. 

Mr. BORAH. Bullying would be for the purpose of attack. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not necessarily, though in effect and per- 
haps as a provocation to make us attack. The gentleman for- 
gets the difference between the subjective and the objective 
entirely. Objectively, yes; subjectively, no. The possibility 
might be, and any man can find a hundred good reasons for it. 
One way, a great power in Europe to-day believes and the 
people in that country believe that we have virtually made our- 
selves allies of the other belligerent, because whatever was the 
principle of international law and whatever was the traditional 
policy of the Federal Government, the effect upon them has 
been that we exported munitions of war to both the belliger- 
ents equally on paper, but to one belligerent only in fact; be- 
cause the other belligerent had no sea power and no means of 
transportation, we have, in their minds, virtually become the 
allies of their enemy. We have raised some very delicate ques- 
tions with that power. They remain to be settled. We have 
gone far enough to demand apologies and satisfaction for the 
sudden unwarned high-sea assassinations of our women and 
children as well as our men upon unarmed merchant vessels. 
There will be plenty of diplomatic talk about that, and there 
will be plenty to quarrel about. Just in inverse proportion to 
the naval power that we have back of us when we talk will be 
the height of conversation of that country, and the depth of it, 
and the extremity of it—in short, the bullying of it. 

Unless we are prepared either to control the sea and thereby 
“spread a wave of caution” in the mind of a military and 
naval bureaucracy and “divine right” autocracy or unless we 
have at least Navy enough to make them doubtful as to whether 
they can contro! the lines of oceanic transportation for troops, 
then will come the bullying, to which we must either submit 
or unavailingly and ineffectively make puerile resistance. 

Now, if the American people had “sense enough to stand 
bullying and let it go at that,” as a man said to me not long ago, 
it would be all right; but the American people have neither that 
degree of sense nor that kind of sense; and by the way I am 
not hungry or yearning or thirsting or praying that they may 
acquire it. I am a peace fanatic, but there is a point where I 
object to the other fellow's shedding my blood. Not long ago a 
man said to me “I do not want to shed the blood of any people 
on the surface of the earth.” I replied, “I do not, either, but I 
do not want anybody to be shedding mine either.” It is like the 
boy whose mother told him not to fight. The boy said, “ Mamma, 
I think you are right, but those boys down there in Peanut 
Alley, what about it, if they go to fighting me?” We have 
already been bullied, have we not, by both sides? 

So much for one side of the shield. What is the other? An- 
other great belligerent has violated nearly every rule of inter- 
national law with regard to our commerce upon the high seas. 
Do you suppose that we will stand a better chance or a worse 


one of getting satisfaction upon that subject if we are ready 
than if we are unready? 

All these questions are in the field of diplomacy now, and the 
President: of the United States has: very wisely attempted to 
keep them within the field of diplomacy: I am sorry for one 
that Congress had to meet right now. I think the management 
of our diplomatic affairs would have been more wisely handled 
by a man long visioned and: deep visioned and tender visioned 
than they are apt to be when they are made a game of battle- 
dore and shuttlecock on the floor of these two Houses, eyen 
when I am one who is forced by others to join in playing the 
game. 

You ask me from whom and what we are going to expect ag- 
gression about? My answer is, We have already had it from 
both sides—if assassinating our women and children on un- 
armed merchant ships on the high seas wherever they: go be nob 
aggression, and if after having that fact brought to the atten- 
tion of a great power the great power talks, and if while it is 
talking it perpetrates the same crime upon the crew of another 
ship, and if, after further talk and just before making an 
apology, it perpetrates the same crime upon the crew. of still an- 
other ship, and then if, after it has come into our notion and 
agreed for the future that their action shall be limited by. our 
demands, another ally of the same power comes in and perpe- 
trates the same crime on still another ship, and then tells us in 
the high-toned dogmatism of diplomacy that we have never dis- 
cussed the matter with them as an “independent: sovereign 
power,” and that they had a right to murder our women and 
children and men, noncombatants, on an, unarmed: ship, after 
their allies agreed not to do it, on the high diplomatic ground 
that we had “never discussed it with them,” with the implica- 
tion in the rear that after we get through with them Turkey 
will also have a right to sink one, two, or three ships and talk 
about each, and after that Bulgaria, if she has anything to do 
it with, might sink another, and talk about it while a second is 
being sunk, and its noncombatant crew and passengers assas- 
sinated. 

You have here a long parley: reaching each sovereign power 


that had no independent diplomatic notice, however much real 


notice they had of our objections to that sort of thing. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Sxrrr] the other day made 
it sufficiently plain that another great belligerent power has 
violated to the same degree, though in another field. of action 
andi touching another subject matter, this.time property—not 
life—all our rights as a neutral people entitled in war as in 
peace to commercial relations with the world except where 
belligerent rights intervene. 

Mr. President, as far as I am concerned—and I am as much: 
interested in cotton as any gentleman, upon this floor-—I would 
give one crop of cotton; or two crops of cotton, or more and 
see them destroyed any day or over night rather than to demand 
the shedding of the blood of one American boy. Whatever 
damage sounds in money or in merchandise can be: cured by 
money, and it can not only be: cured) by money, but a wise 
government may at times well procrastinate and postpone: in 
order that the appeal for reparation and indemnity may be 
made to,a cooler court, a cooler jury, to a people, who, after 
war is over andi the high feeling of war has: subsided, are 
capable of considering things impartially. from the standpoint 
purely of the demands of justice: So far as the mere money 
damage is concerned to cotton or any other product of merchan- 
dise I would do as Washington did; as Adams did, as Jefferson 
did; and as Madison tried to do during the early period of his 
administration during the French revolutionary and Napoleonic 
wars. I would “bear and forbear” until a cooler time came. 
I would do as Lincoln did during the Civil War, and the result 
of the arbitration of the Alabama claims proved him to be 
right in doing it. 

There is only one thing that can not be procrastinated: or 
postponed with honor. There is an old Spanish proverb that 
“gentlemen never quarrel about money.“ That is not inter- 
nationally: altogether applicable, but it is a pity. to see two 
nations ever fighting one another about money, even if they do 
diplomatically quarrel: But there is a point beyond which) and 
about: which you can not procrastinate, and questions growing 


out of which you can not postpone in honor and self-respeet; 


concerning which you must demand that there shall be a: cessa- 
“You may steal my purse— tis trash - but you can not 
come upon my: premises or upon the premises of a, neighbor 
where my wife and children are, have a right to be, and  tress- 
pass upon their lives or their liberties or their limbs; that is a 
different proposition. 

Now, so far as any oratorical attack has in view to weaken, 
or hurt this Democratic administration—if there be 
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of that sort in any man’s motive for speaking -I, for one, de- 
cline to respond to it, because I, for one, decline: to bring a 
great international question down into the dust and sweat and 
turmoil of political discussion: I will only say this, and upon 
reflection: I can. not say it better, I believe, than to repeat what 
I said a moment ago—repeat it, not because repetition is neces- 
sary, but simply to emphasize it—that whatever any man may, 
think of him, there is in the White House at this time—and I do 
not say it because he is a Democrat; during the Spanish-Ameri- 


can War I uttered a compliment equally extreme, though not of 


the same exact character, because the two men did not possess: 
the same personal traits, of President McKinley—but there is a 
man in the White House now who has deep vision, long vision, 
and that means historic, educated vision and tender vision—by 
which I mean a vision: which, after it sees and before it advises; 
action, considers, thoughtfully not only American humanity but 
humanity all over the world. That is right, and that is totally, 
a different thing from allowing wrong to run riot in your 
own land, and not rebuking and fighting against unrighteous- 
ness of government at home the last is one thing, but making 
yourself God's globe-trotting, earth-perambulating missionary 
of good government all over the globe is a totally different thing. 
I do not see, for the life of me, why when Mexico is working out 
her problems with blood and with robbery and with horror and 
with everything else that is reprehensible, but still approxiimat- 
ing an issue and approximating an end to it, we should raise 
any voice in criticism of a: policy which has borne and forborne, 
and. which. will bear and forbear still further—recognizing the 
eternal truth that she must work out her own: salvation, in 
fear and trembling.” If a common woman can not bear a com- 
mon child without travail, how can: a people give birth to law 
und order and liberty without ib?) Do you forget the War of 
the Roses in England? Do you forget the Thirty Years’ War 
about nothing but creeds?’ 

Mr. President, I did not intend to make this speech; I am, 
a little sorry that I did do it; but the remark of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner], carrying with it the inference: 
or insinuation: that it was our duty to call people to order 
because some fellow down in Mexico had said that God wanes 
while revolution gains“ and had expressed a doubt of the ex- 
istence of any God or any religion, aroused in my mind certain 
historical associations. When I first rose I intended: only to 
mention them and to sit down; but, as usual, my slow-working 
intellect is stirred! up by some quicker intellect asking me 
questions of some kind, and before I know it I have made an 
extended speech. 

During the delivery of Mr; WIITaaxts's speech, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Becxnam in the chair). 
The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived; the resolution, goes to. the 
calendar, and the Chair lays) before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands, 

Mr. STONE. I ask the Senator from Nebraska to agree to 
lay the unfinished business aside temporarily until the pending 
resolution can be disposed of. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That course will be satisfactory, Mr: 
President, if the bill holds its place as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The Senator from Mississippi 
will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. WIILTIAus's speech, 

Mr. STONE: Mr. President, I had intended to make some 
observations after listening to the address of the Senator 
from New Mexico, [Mr. Fart], and that of the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lops]; but since this discussion has al- 
ready, been prolonged to a. point where I am sure my friend 
from Nebraska [Mr. Hrroncook], who is anxious to press the 
unfinished business, begins to feel impatient, and as there seems 
to be really. no necessity for further discussion, I shall merely 
say a word and then ask for action on the resolution. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I am interested in this resolu- 
tion somewhat, but I could not hear the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri. 

Mr. TONE. I said that I was about to ask that the resolu- 
tion be acted upon, in order to dispose of it. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator from Missouri desire to send 
it to a committee? Is that the purpose? 

Mr. STONE. No: I wish the resolution adopted. 

Mr. BORAH;, Then I think I may cut my remarks very short. 

Mr. STONE. Does the Senator from Idaho desire to address 
himself to the resolution? 
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Mr. BORAH. 
the resolution. 

Mr. STONE. I am not opposing its adoption. 

Mr. BORAH. Then I certainly have no desire to take up the 
time of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution went to the cal- 
endar at 2 o'clock. 

Mr. STONE. The unfinished business was laid aside tem- 
porarily in order that this resolution might be considered and 
disposed of. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I did not so understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The present occupant of the chair 
does not so understand. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think the resolution had already gone 
to the calendar before the Senator from Missouri suggested that 
I yield to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wreriams] in order 
that he might address the Senate. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator will permit me, as the matter 
happened it was in this wise: The Chair at 2 o'clock laid the 
unfinished business before the Senate. At that time the Senator 
from Mississippi was addressing the Senate on the resolution. 
I then asked the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hirchcock] if he 
would not request that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside in order that this resolution might be disposed of. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Then I misunderstood the Senator’s re- 
quest. I understood his request to be simply that the unfinished 
business be laid aside in order that the Senator from Mississippi, 
who had already commenced his speech, might be permitted to 
finish it. Of course, if the Senator from Missouri is very anxious 
for the consideration of this resolution and the disposal of it 

Mr. STONE. We can dispose of it in a moment. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I doubt that very much. I think there 
are some other Senators who desire to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. FALL. There is to be no further discussion of it on this 
side 2 I know of, unless the Senator from Idaho desires to 
speak. 

Mr. STONE. I understood the Senator from Idaho to Sax 

Mr. BORAH. I have no desire to discuss the resolution if it 
is not going to be opposed. If the Senator from Missouri is 
willing that it shall be adopted, I have no desire to discuss it. 

Mr. STONE. I had supposed when the resolution was laid 
before the Senate that it would be disposed of in five minutes, 
but the Senator from New Mexico asked certain questions, de- 
sired certain information set forth in the resolution, and then 
proceeded to make a somewhat protracted speech. Mr. Presi- 
dent, there is no objection that I know of—and there should be 
none—to the adoption of the resolution, and I ask that it be 
now disposed of. ö 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to action upon 
the resolution at this time? The Chair hears none, and the 
question is on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the people of 
the United States as to the future political status of the people 
of the Philippine ‘Islands, and to provide a more autonomous 
government for those islands. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I hope the Senate can 
proceed this afternoon to a consideration of the committee 
amendments to the pending Philippines bill. Yesterday I con- 
sented that the matter might go over until to-day in order that 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, Lireprrr] might be present; 
but it seems to me, after a telephonic communication with him, 
that he will probably consent, with some of his associates on 
the other side, to the consideration of the committee amendment, 
to which, as I understand, he has really no opposition, so that 
we may make progress by perfecting the bill at this time. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I am informed that the Senator 
from Rhode Island will not be able, on account of illness, to be 
in the Chamber until next Monday. I suppose the Senator from 
Nebraska will not object to leaving the amendments that may 
be passed upon now in such a position that, if the Senator from 
Rhode Island desires to discuss them or to offer amendments 
to them, he will have that privilege. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think that could be done. Certainly 
the Senator would have his opportunity to do so when the bill 
comes into the Senate. I have no desire to press the bill to a 
vote until the Senator from Rhode Island can be present and 
can be heard upon the preamble especially, which, I understand, 
is the point upon which the greatest contention is likely to 
arise. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
will really be unable, owing to illness, to be here before Monday ; 


I do, if the Senator is opposing the adoption of 


but he told me that he wished an opportunity to discuss the pre- 
amble before it came to a final vote, and that he expected to be 
here on Monday. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I shall take the liberty 
of saying a few words in presenting this bill to the Senate. 

This bill contains two essential features. In the first place, 
it grants to the people of the Philippine Islands a larger de- 
gree of self-government than they have heretofore enjoyed. 
Secondly, it promises ultimate independence. These two fea- 
tures I shall briefly discuss separately, although there is a 
natural and historical connection between the two. I shall 
undertake to show that, in so far as the United States has a 
policy in the Philippine Islands, it embraces a gradual exten- 
sion of self-government to the people of those islands, and it 
also includes very definite and positive assurances given to them 
in the past that under proper conditions they would be per- 
mitted to become an independent nation. 

At the outset let me say that this is not a partisan Dill, 
because the policy which I have described is a policy which 
has been upheld by Republicans and Democrats alike. The 
Republican adherence to this policy is evidenced by the repeated 
official statements of Presidents of the United States, Secre- 
taries of War, who had the Philippines in charge, and Gov- 
ernors General speaking to the Philippine people in the name 
of the American Government. Those utterances, which in part 
I shall quote, indicate conclusively, to my mind, that those high 
officials have given public and official assurance to the Philip- 
pine people, first, that there is gradually to be extended to 
them on account of the increasing degree of self-government, 
and, second, that ultimately, some day, under proper conditions 
the people of the United States were to acknowledge the inde- 
pendence of the Philippine people. So much for the Republican 
position. 

The Democratic attitude heretofore has been confined to the 
declarations of the Democratic Party in national convention, 
and those declarations are substantially to the same effect. 
This bill, therefore, now before the Senate, is here not as a 
partisan measure, but as expressing the settled purpose of the 
two parties, the settled policy of the American people. I say, 
therefore, it is not a partisan measure, and should have, as I 
believe it will have, not only the general support of this side of 
the Chamber, but to a large extent the support of Republican 
Senators as well. 

Let me briefly review the course of American-Philippine his- 
tory. On May 4, 1898, occurred the battle of Manila Bay, in 
which Admiral Dewey commanded the American forces. During 
the summer of that year American troops were brought over 
and the town of Manila was besieged. On August 13 of that 
year the town of Manila surrendered to Gen. Merritt, head of the 
American Army. On December 21 of that year, 1898, the Presi- 
dent issued his proclamation taking over those islands in the 
name of the American pecople—islands 8,000 miles away from 
the American coast, islands inhabited by 8,000,000 people, of 
whom nine-tenths were Christians, islands which for 300 years 
had been in the possession and under the control of the old 
Spanish monarchy, islands which contain almost as large an area 
as the British Isles in Europe, islands which lay upon the bosom 
of the Pacific Ocean in the very shadow of Asia. 

On February 22 of the following year, 1899, began the Philip- 
pine Insurrection. The Filipino soldiers had assisted the Ameri- 
can Army in the conquest of Manila, but in a short time they 
became restive under the conditions and decided to continue 
against the Americans, who were taking the sovereign power of 
the islands, the same insurrection which they had been carry- 
ing on against the Spanish Government since 1896. That in- 
surrection began February 22, 1899. On March 4 the first 
Philippine Commission appointed by the President of the United 
States arrived in the islands. President Schurman was the 
chairman of that commission. It was largely, in fact almost 
wholly, an advisory body, for the real power rested in the mili- 
tary authorities in the islands. 

I want to quote briefly from the language used by President 
McKinley in giving his instructions to that commission, because 
it illuminates the real purpose of the American people and it 
vindicates that purpose. He instructed them that they were so 
to conduct themselves toward the Philippine people as to prove 
to them that the United States was to be a liberating rather 
than a conquering Nation. 

On April 11, 1899, the treaty with Spain was concluded, by 
which Spain relinquished forever her claims in those islands. 
On April 7, 1900, the second commission, with Mr. Taft as 
chairman, arrived in the islands. To this commission the Presi- 
dent of the United States gave for the first time legislative pow- 
ers, powers which to some extent had been previously exercised 
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by the military authorities. Those powers were now vested in 
the commission headed by Mr. Taft. 

On June 1 of the following year, 1901, the President extended 
to this commission executive powers to accompany the legislative 
powers which they possessed. These executive powers were de- 
veloped by the creation in September, 1901, of executive depart- 
ments, the heads of which are analogous to our Cabinet officers 
in the United States. 

In October, 1901, the office of vice governor was created by 
Executive order. Up to this time all powers to be exercised in 
the name of the United States in the Philippine Islands had been 
bestowed by the President of the United States under his con- 
stitutional war powers. Now, however, in July, 1902, Congress 
passed what has been known as “ the organic act of the Philip- 
pine Islan 

The chief purpose of this act was to make the first start in 
creating a legislative authority in the Philippine Islands in 
which the Philippine people should have some share and part. 
This act, as I have said, was passed in 1902, and under its au- 
thority occurred the census of the Philippine Islands from 
1903 to 1905. After that census and after a lapse of two years, 
which the organic act required, the new Philippine Legislature 
was organized, a legislature consisting of two houses—an upper 
house, called “the commission,” having nine members and 
being appointed by the President of the United States; and a 
lower house, called “the assembly,” consisting of 81 members, 
and being elected for the first time in the history of the Philip- 
pine Islands by the Philippine people. 

Thus matters stood in the Philippine Islands until the advent 
of the present administration. The commission, which was the 
upper house of the Philippine Legislature, was not only ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, but he had always 
placed upon that commission a majority of American citizens, 
When President Wilson came into power, however, he proceeded 
to carry out in spirit the policy of the Democratic Party, as 
well as the policy of the American people, as I think, by ap- 
pointing a majority of Filipinos upon the commission; so that 
for the last two years the upper house of the Philippine Legis- 
lature as well as the lower house has been in the control of the 
Philippine people. 

The effect of that change, the effect of giving to the Philip- 
pine people a majority of the upper house as well as of the lower 
house, was at once to do away with a great cause of friction, 
irritation, and disagreement which had existed for some time. 
For five years no appropriation bill had been passed, because the 
two houses were unable to agree upon one. For all that time 
the old appropriations had been continued automatically, but as 
soon as the Philippine people came into possession of their upper 
house the appropriation bills passed; and it is to the credit 
of the Philippine people, it is to the everlasting credit of the 
present Governor General of the Philippine Islands that the legis- 
lation of the Philippine Legislature during the last two years 
has been legislation in the direction of economy and progress. 

I hope there will not come into this discussion any of the un- 
fair, unjust, and unfounded criticism which has crept into the 
public press, directed against Gov. Gen. Harrison. I am pre- 
pared to meet it if it does; but it seems to me that it is un- 
worthy of the American people and of public men to attempt to 
make political capital out of the administration of a great trust 
such as we have in the Philippine Islands. 

Francis Burton Harrison, after an honorable service in the 
House of Representatives, went to the Philippine Islands to per- 
form a difficult task. He went there to inaugurate to some 
extent a different policy, a modification of the old policy. He 
went there to put an end to the extravagance of administra- 
tion in the Philippine Islands which had resulted in recent 
years in the accumulation of a large floating debt, and which 
was annually producing a growing deficit. He went there to 
displace to some extent Americans who were holding office in 
the Philippine Government, and to turn those positions over to 
the Filipinos themselves, under the solemn promises heretofore 
made to the Philippine people that that should be done. He went 
there to take his place in a government the legislative powers 
of which were to be wholly within the hands of the Philippine 
people. He has made a success. Under him and under the 
Philippine Legislature taxes have been reduced 18 per cent. 
The expenditures of 1914 compared with 1913 were reduced 
$5,500,000, a peso being 50 cents. 

In addition to this, it should be said that Gov. Gen. Harrison’s 
administration has been handicapped by the same difficulties 
which have confronted our own Government and all the Govern- 
ments of South and Central America growing out of the great 
war in Europe. The customs revenues in 1914, which is the 
last year for which I have figures, were cut down as the result 
of that war 1,707,000 pesos. Not only that, but the present 


Philippine administration has had to struggle with the embar- 
rassments growing out of the act of Congress which prohibited 
the Philippine Legislature from levying an export tax upon the 
products of the Philippine Islands. This provision in the last 
tariff bill passed by Congress was doubtless considered to be in 
the interests of the American people, but it has resulted in de- 
priving the Philippine government of something like 2,000,000 
pesos of annual revenue. In spite of that, in spite of these em- 
barrassments, the Governor General, in the message which he 
delivered to the Third Philippine Legislature last October, used 
this language: 

hae y A of CA. pir anA addii age Boy Eai aga 7 Piya 
insular 1 toward bankrupt 


and by exercise of the greatest patience and self-denial 
tive and executive. officials of the government haye succeeded oe 8 


has been effectua 


the treasury upon a sound basis. This year, for the first time since 
1910, aa actual cash balance will be found at the end of our annual 
operations. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am interested in the discussion of 
this question. I wish to ask the Senator from Nebraska where 
these great savings were made, If there was a loss of a million 
and a half pesos of revenue at the customhouse, and another 
loss of an equal amount by a change in the law regarding an 
import duty, as the Senator asserts, how did they happen to 
save 5,000,000? How did they do it? Was there malad- 
ministration? Was there fraud in the former conduct of affairs 
in the Philippine Islands, or what other explanation can be 
given? 

I ask the question in good faith, because I should like to 
know just how it was accomplished. It would seem to show 
that the Filipinos are better able to administer the affairs of 
their country than educated and intelligent Americans, which 
is inconceivable to me. I can not understand it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the inquiry is a fair one, 
and I wish I were in a position to answer it in detail, which, 
unfortunately, I am not. I have not that detailed knowledge 
of the affairs of the Philippine Islands which would make it 
possible for me to answer the question in detail. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I should like to say a word 
in relation to that matter, with the consent of the chairman of 
the committee. One of the principal savings that has been made 
in the Philippine Islands is through the reduction of salaries. 
Nearly every salary has been cut a considerable amount, a re- 
duction of some $2,000 or $2,500 having been made in the salary 
of the Governor General himself. In addition, there has been 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think I can state to the Senator, as I 
recall it, that the large salaries have been reduced 20 per cent 
and the smaller salaries have been reduced 10 per cent. I think 
that covers it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the Senator care to answer the in- 
quiry further? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I shall be very glad to yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state that another very important 
matter of economy has been in the fact that heretofore a summer 
capital has been used by the officers during some three or four 
months of the year. The cost of transporting the large number 
of clerks—I think some 1,500—to Baguio from Manila constituted 
quite a considerable item, and there was great expenditure for 
the number of automobiles and things of that kind that were re- 
quired to transport those people from Dagupan, which is a point 
on the railroad, to Baguio, which is the summer capital, and that 
has made a saving of no doubt many hundreds of thousands of 
dollars. Gov. Gen. Harrison has taken the position that under 
these conditions, the treasury not being in proper form so far 
as revenues are concerned, it would be better to omit that in 
many particulars. There have been some appropriations that 
have been passed over—that is, that were not considered as wise 
and proper to be made during the last two or three years. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, how much did I understand the 
Senator to say the discontinuance of transferring the clerks to 
this summer resort and back has saved the Government? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. In the three years I should think it would 
be several hundred thousand dollars; perhaps two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BORAH. I am informed that it was about $1,500. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no; it can not be. The cost for each 
individual fare alone is $50, as I understand, from Manila to 


Bagio. 
Mr. BORAH. Has the Senator the figures, so that they can 
be furnished? 
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Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I have not the figures. That was 
simply a general expression, that it was a large saving, and I 
have no doubt it was. 

Mr. BORAH. I simply desired to get some degree of ac- 
curacy about it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think perhaps I can give some details 
that will help in illustrating this point. For instance, in the 
matter of bureaus and officers, which would naturally constitute 
salaries to a large extent, the expenditures for 1914 were 
17,224,000, whereas in 1913 they were 18,794,000, and in the 
previous year they were over 520,000, 000, showing an actual 
reduction in the cost of operating the government. There was 
soine reduction in the amount expended for public works. There 
was some gain in the income from productive funds. And so, by 
a careful attention to the details of government, the Governor 
General, with the very active cooperation of the Philippine 
Legislature and the Philippine public men, has been able to 
achieve this saving of 18 per cent in the cost of the Philippine 
government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator will per- 
mit me—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I trust that the Senator, at his con- 
venience, will elaborate this matter a little more and place 
the figures in the Record. It seems to me almost inconceivable 
that this saving should have been made legitimately when 
there was a large shrinkage in the receipts, as the Senator has 
set forth, from the repeal of the export law and from the 
revenue collected at the customhouse. The Senator from 
Colorado says that the salaries have all been cut. I presume 
that is so. I believe the Governor General gets now $18,000 a 
year; does he not? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I understand it was reduced from $20,500 
to $18,000. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the amount in both cases is ex- 
orbitant. I think a further saving might be made there. It 
seems to me that all along the line there have been excessive 
salaries paid in the Philippine Islands. 

I have no disposition at all to call in question the good con- 
duct of the present Governor General of the Philippine Islands, 
and I trust that no imputation will be placed upon those who 
preceded him. I presume he has been exerting himself to ad- 
minister the Government as economically as possible. As the 
Senator from Colorado sets forth, if they had a summer capital 
where they transported a couple of thousand clerks, more or 
less, back and forth, of course a great saving was effected 
when that was abandoned, and I think it ought to have been 
abandoned. 

I thank the Senator for permitting me to ask the question I 
did, for the reason that on this question I want to get as exact 
information as possible, because I want to cast a vote that 
will be for the best interests of the people of the Philippine 
Islands, and at the same time I do not want to deny them any 
privileges or opportunities for advancement that they can claim; 
but before they are given practically control of their affairs I 
want to be sure that they are qualified to discharge the duties 
imposed on them. 

The Senator from Colorado, as I remember, made a suggestion 
that there was a large saving made by holding up some appro- 
priations for public improvements. I fear that in withholding 
those appropriations the building of roads has been halted in the 
islands, and I also fear that possibly economies have been made 
in other directions that may not be for the best interests of the 
people. I am in favor of legislation that will tend to elevate the 
Filipinos and fit them as speedily as possible for self-government, 
which point they certainly have not as yet reached. The people 
of the islands have made wonderful progress since they came 
under the jurisdiction of our Government, and I hope that the 
pending bill, if it shall become law, will not in any way hinder 
but rather advance that pro 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I have made a mistake if 
I have conveyed to the Senate the impression that I desired to 
criticize the former administrations of the Philippine Islands. 
I do not. I was commending the Governor General for the 
heroic effort he had made in the direction of economy. He may 
have gone far; but rather than criticize the work which has been 
done in the Philippine Islands since the American occupation, I 
desire to glorify it. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The American occupation of the Philip- 
pine Islands is the finest example of an altruistic effort by a 
great country to bring the blessings of civilized government to a 
weak people. In all the history of the world there is nothing 
that approaches it. I am appealing to my Republican friends, 
not by way of criticizing what has gone in the past but for the 


purpose of securing their support for this great step for the 
future; and I am going to show them by quotations from Repub- 
lican public men that we owe it to the Philippine people to take 
the step proposed in this bill. 

Why, Mr. President, when we think of the condition of the 
Philippine people 15 years ago, and look back over the great work 
that has been carried on for their elevation and their educa- 
tion and for fitting them for self-government, we may well be 
proud of it, regardless of what party we belong to. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. One moment. To-day there are 500,000 
Filipino children going to public schools, learning English, 
prosecuting the studies that will make them better citizens; 
500,000 children whose minds are being trained, whose bodies 
are being improved, who are being taught the great advantages 
and the great opportunities that come from a higher standard 
of living. That work is creditable to the American people, and 
it is that work which this bill will continue and promote. 

I now yield to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. CURTIS. I simply wanted to ask whether a large 
amount of the saving referred to by the Senator has not been 
brought about by the discontinuance of the building of roads 
and other internal improvements that were engaged in to a 
very large extent up to two years ago? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will put the table in the Recorp in 
order that it may be seen, as far as I am able to show, just 
what the change was. There has been some reduction in public 
works in the Philippine Islands, just as there has been in the 
United States and everywhere in the world; but, in the main, 
the remarkable economies have been brought about, as they 
should be brought about in the United States, by reducing the 
cost of government without impairing its benefits. 

Now, Mr. President, let me put in the Recorp some of the 
quotations upon which I rely to show to my Republican friends 
that this bill carries out, to the extent of one step at least, the 
solemn promises and pledges made by eminent Republicans in 
official places. I shall not read all of these, but I shall take 
the liberty of putting in the Rxconb some which I will not take 
the time to read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that may be 
done. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. We all know what President McKinley 
said. At least we will readily recall it, I am sure; and he said 
it in different ways on several occasions. He said: 

The Phili 8 x 
to educate, pp! 7 — in in “the dane as eee This te the 
path of duty which we must follow or be recreant to a mighty trust 
committed to us. 

In his instructions sent to one of the commissions created by 
him he said: 


That in all cases the munici 
affairs of the propie are to be 
ever officers o 


Gov. Gen. Harrison has been carrying out that purpose and 
that policy. It has caused some friction there to relieve 
Americans who were upon the pay roll and give their positions 
to Filipinos, but it is carrying out the solemn promise made to 
the Philippine people by President McKinley. 

President Taft, while civil governor of the Philippine Islands, 
said, in 1903: 

From 2 5 to the end of the State papers which were 
circulated in these islands as authoritative expressions of the Executive, 
the motto that “the Phili es are for the Filipinos,” soa that the 
Government of the United States is here for the pu reserving 
the “Philippines for the 1 for their benefit, for thelr eleva- 
tion, for their civilization, again and again and again appe: 

A little later on Gov. Gen. Taft was attacked by EEA 
papers published in Manila, just as Gov. Gen. Harrison has 
been attacked, because, in the opinion of those editors, he was 
proceeding too far to extend self-government to the Filipino 
people. Here is what he replied: 

Some of our 3 lions of the local press have ee — the 
“childish slogan,” an Filipinos. un- 
seen but it is " guificiont to 
say that, whether childish or not, the ina makes up the web 

and the woof of the policy of the United States 8 t to these 
islands, as it has been ny eerttatively declared by residents of 
the United States—for President Roosevelt m 0 loved sedulously 
the policy of President McKinley—and i A the in 
supreme popular will, the Congress of the 


He referred to the fact that the Congress 7 the 1 States, 
in passing the organic act, had indicated the same purpose, and 
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had declared that that act was only for the temporary govern- 
ment of the Philippine people. 

Mr. Taft, then Governor General—or civil governor, as it 
was then called—in a quotation of which I shall read only a 
part, said: 

The doctrine— 

That is, The Philippines for the Filipinos ’— 

Does not include, necessarily, the independence of the Filipinos nor 
any particular degree of antonomy. It is entirely consistent with the 
principle to object to an immediate extension of popular government 
on the ground that we are going too fast for the political digestion of 
the people, and that it is not, therefore, for their good. Whether an 
autonomy or independence or quasi-independence shall ultimately fol- 
low in these islands ought to depend solely on the question— 

Now, what? What question is that to depend on? Is it to 
depend upon the will of politicians in the United States? Is it 
to depend even upon the welfare of the United States? No. 
Mr. Taft declared that— 


Whether an autonomy or independence or quasi-independence shall 
ultimately follow in these islands ought to depend solely on the ques- 
tion, Is it best for the Philippine people and their welfare? 

That is the question and that is the declaration that has been 
made to the Philippine people. It is one of many statements 
made to the people of the Philippine Islands officially by the 
representatives of the United States, and they have accepted it 
as the pledge of the American people. 

He goes on, in the same statement, to say: 

I think I have demonstrated by what I have quoted and the instances 
I have cited that the doctrine, The Philippines for the Filipinos,” is 
one which the honor of the United States be neh it to enforce 
throughout those islands. Not only was it promised to the Filipinos 
when the Americans came, after they had been here, during the in- 
surrection and at its close, but I do not think it too much to say that 
the reiteration of the promises as shown in legislation carrying out 
these principles had much to do with bringing about the present tran- 
quillity in these islands, 

Our pledge to those people had much to do with bringing 
about the tranquillity of the islands and leaving them to accept 
for the time being our sovereignty and control. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Does the Senator from Nebraska desire or 
is he willing to admit an interruption? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. The point just made by the Senator from 
Nebraska is a very interesting one and, of course, refers to the 
preamble of the proposed legislation. Does the Senator from 
Nebraska believe that the preamble as it is reported to the 
Senate is a promise or assurance of ultimate independence? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think so, Mr. President. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Allow me to suggest—and I am asking for 
information rather than otherwise, because I think there is 
no great difference of opinion between the Senator from Ne- 
braska and myself—allow me to suggest that the test you pro- 
pose is the permanent interest of the people of the Philippines 
as viewed by the Congress of the United States. Suppose that 
I as a Member of Congress am called upon to apply that test. 
Suppose that I believe it would be better for the people of the 
Philippine Islands to remain permanently attached to the 
United States as a State, with all the privileges of a State or 
otherwise, would I not fulfill the promise or assurance of the 
preamble in voting to retain the Philippine Islands as a part of 
the territory of the United States? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I presume the Senator would. 

Mr. CUMMINS, Then, is that a proper test? Is it not true 
that if we intend honestly, sincerely to prepare for the entire 
separation of the Philippine Islands from the United States, 
the test ought to be not what we may think is best for the inter- 
ests of the people of that country, but are they at a given time 
able to establish and maintain a free and stable government? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Would not that involve the question of 
their permanent welfare? 

Mr. CUMMINS. No. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Because if they are not able to do that 
certainly it would be detrimental to them. 

Mr. CUMMINS. No; because—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I will say to the Senator that this form 
of preamble is the result of a great deal of discussion, and it is 
the result of an effort to avoid putting into the preamble any- 
thing which would seem to offend the feelings of the Philippine 
people to imply that they are not now fitted for self-government. 
It is, perhaps, not so strong a statement as was put in the 
preamble as reported by the committee at the last Congress, 
but it is a form which is acceptable to the Philippine Legisla- 
ture; it is acceptable to the Filipino leaders; it is acceptable to 
the Philippine people, so far as we know. They are willing to 


trust the judgment of the United States to give them their inde- 
pendence when it is to the interests of the islands to have it, 
They have received up to this time nothing but the most benefi- 
cent treatment from the United States, anid the feeling toward 
the United States is of the very best. We have over there a 
handful of men, ten or twelve thousand, anid 5,000 constabulary, 
and perfect peace prevails in that great archipelago of several 
thousand islands and 8,000,000 people. It is as safe to travel 
from one end of the archipelago to the other ns it is to cross the 
State of Iowa. There is less crinie in those islands than in 
many civilized portions of the world, and the conditions there— 
the feeling toward the American people, toward the United 
States—is such that at this time this form of preamble will be 
accepted by them as a fulfillment of our past pledge. It is an 
officiai statement of the people of the United States in Congress 
assembled. 2 

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. President, I am very happy to know 
that the promise we give in this preamble is satisfactory to the 
people of the Philippines, Just how the consensus of opinion 
among the Philippine people has been taken I have not been 
advised; but I assert with a good deal of clearness in my own 
mind that this preamble changes radically the promise that has 
heretofore been made to the people of the Philippine Islands 
and to the people of the United States. It must not be assumed 
from anything I have said that I favor the retention of the 
Philippines as a part of the permanent territory of the United 
States. I do not; but I am unwilling to transform that vague 
but really well-understood promise that whenever the Philippine 
people were able to maintain a stable government of any kind, 
no matter whether it was our kind or not, we would give them 
the opportunity to do it. 

Now, by this preamble there is presented to me and to every 
Member of Congress the question, whether I believe that the 
Philippine people would be better off, whether their welfare 
would be promoted, whether they would grow rich more rap- 
idly, be better governed, as a part of the United States or as an 
independent State or country. I think we are doing a grave 
injustice to the history of the relations established between 
the United States and the Philippines to now change the under- 
standing by the use of this language. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to make a statement to the 
Senator from Iowa, if the chairman of the committee will yield. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that 
this preamble to the bill is very largely a compromise among 
members of the committee, I favored and preferred the House 
provision, which was that we were to give the Filipinos inde- 
pendence when they established a stable form of government; 
but objection was raised that a stable form of government exists 
there now, and that such a declaration would mean nothing. 
There developed considerable difference of opinion as to the best 
language to be used, and we concluded the phraseology adopted 
in the bill as reported at the last session of Congress was the 
proper provision. The Philippine people are very sensitive about 
the words “fit for self-government.” They are a very highly 
educated class of people, and are ably represented in the legis- 
lature, which is called the General Assembly of the Philippine 
Islands. They do not like the words “ fit for self-government,” 
because they feel that they are fit now. The result was that asa 
compromise we fixed upon the provision as it is now. I look 
upon it, just as I have no doubt the Filipinos regard it, as carry- 
ing out in good faith the intention of the Government of the 
United States, that when the time comes the United States will 
not resort to subterfuges and will not attempt to evade that 
which is clearly the intention of the Congress to carry out if 
this preamble should be passed. 

I want to say to the Senator from Iowa that the Legislature 
or General Assembly of the Philippine Islands last February 
passed a resolution or memorial to the Congress of the United 
States thanking the House of Representatives for the passage 
of the Jones bill, which provided for the establishment of a 
government as soon as a stable government could be maintained, 
and they urged the Senate and the President to use their best 
efforts to get that bill through. 

These various changes are changes which have been suggested 
by Members. I do not know that we are bound as a committee 
to stand by whatever statement is found there if some other 
form should prove to be more satisfactory; and I believe, of 
course, the Congress of the United States would adopt it. It is 
something of a definite nature, and for that reason I should like 
to see it in the bill. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, just one word. I rather 
sympathize with the suggestion that the words “ fit for self-gov- 
ernment” ought not to be used and would be something of a 
disparagement, but there are a great many other problems con- 
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nected: with the government of the Philippine Islands that do 
not relate to the fitness of a portion of the population: to exercise 
all the privileges of free government. I am not captious about 
words; I am not critical about forms of expression; but the bill 
that was reported by the committee at the last session, while I 
think I could have expressed it more agreeably to the people of 
the Philippine Islands, meant something to me and did contain 
un assurance or promise that under certain conditions the sepa- 
ration should take place. This language means to me that so 
long as the Congress of the United States believes that we can 
govern the Philippine Islands better than the people themselves 
can govern them no separation shall take place: 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me suggest to the Senator from Iowa 
that the preamble as reported in the Senate at the last session 
of Congress left the determination as to when they should be 
fitted for self-government to the diseretlon of the American Con- 
gress, and that being the case, if Congress were to attempt by 
some subterfuge to evade the promise of independence you can 
very readily see that they would be in the same position they are 
in now. The Philippine people are desirous that the word “ inde- 
pendence ” should be in an act of Congress. They have had it. 
time and again, as the Senator from Nebraska has said, in the 
expressions of the Governor General and in the expressions of 
Presidents of the United States, but they have never lind the 
word “independence” by an act of Congress; and they want 
that word there for the-moral influence it will have in turning the 
government over to them. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But the Senator from: Colorado does not 
address: himself at all to the point I have been considering. 
I think the word “independence” ought unquestionably to be in 
the preamble if we have any preamble. My inquiry related to 
the standard,, the guide that hereafter should determine what 
the American Congress shall do. If the question is presented 
to me, for instance, Are the people of the Philippine Islands pre- 
pared to establish and maintain a free and independent. govern- 
ment? as an honest man I would answer the question yes or 
no, according to the fact, no matter what the interest of the 
people of the United States might be. But if the question were 
submitted to me, Is it for the best interests of the people of the 
Philippine Islands that they separate themselves from the 
American Nation? I must answer that question honestly, and. 
it might be answered, it would not be for the: best interests of 
the people of the Philippine Islands to separate themselves from 
the American Nation, even though I could affirm that it was 
within the probabilities: that the country there would establish 
and maintain a free and stable government. I might believe 
that their prosperity and welfare would be better served as a 
State of the American Nation than as an independent. country. 
That is the difference between the standard proposed heretofore 
and the rule proposed now, for if this preamble is adopted I do 
not. beHeve that it contains any promise or any assurance of 
ultimate independence. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. 

Mr. BORAH, I wish to ask the Senator from Towa if he 
has formed any opinion as to how long it will take the Philippine 
people to acquire that capacity for self-government which would 
warrant the United States in giving over to them independence? 

Mr. CUMMINS. E have not, Mr. President. I express no 
opinion upon it. If I were preparing a measure of this sort, 
there would be no preamble in it; but if we had to have a pre- 
amble, if, as the chairman of the committee has said, the time 
has come for the people of the United States to give an: assur- 
ance of ultimate independence, then I want the test or the stand- 
ard which is to determine the question, so that it may be in com- 
pliance with the assurance, for, I repeat, I do not look upon this 
preamble as containing any assurance whatever of ultimate in- 
dependence. 

Mr. BORAH. In that respect I approve of the preamble: 
When you take into consideration that the preamble does seem 
to warrant tlie conclusion that they are not to have independence 
until they are fitted for self-government, then the proposition is 
presented to us, How long will it likely be until these people in 
the course of things are fitted for self-government?’ It is scarcely |; 
worth while quarreling over their independence perhaps: a hun- 
dred years in advance of their capacity to exercise it. 

Mr. STONE.. Before the Senator from Nebraska answers 
that question I should like to be clear as to the meaning of 
the Senator from Idaho. Is it the position of the Senator 
that he is unwilling at any time to grant political independence 
to the Philippine people? 

Mr. BORAH. Oh, no; but I am unwilling, since our sover- 
eignty has been fortunately or unfortunately set over those 


people; to be talking about independence with that. insincerity 
furrowed upon: the face of it, which indicates that we have no 
disposition ourselves to curry it out, and we have no power 
to: impose: the duty upon our successors: to carry it out. 

Mr. STONE. With that expression: I am very much in sym- 
pathy, but I should like to follow it by asking the Senator, 
im order to: make us entirely sincere in our treatment of the 
Philippines, what. would the honorable: Senator from Idaho 
suggest as to the time within which: we should take our hands 
off? 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Anglo-Saxon people had 
a schooling of about 1,000 years in self-government. After 
some of them landed: upon this continent, they had about 200 
or 300 years more, and, in my judgment, they were not fitted 
for self-government a day before the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence was. written. 

Mr. STONE. Then the Senator would postpone it for about 
1,300 years? 

Mr. BORAH. I would not postpone it at all. I would not 
talk about a thing which. is manifestly insincere in itself. I 
would not promise the Philippine people a thing which we do 
not give them any assurance: of carrying out, and we know 
we can not impose: upon our successors. the obligation to carry 
it out. I would. abeve all things deal with them sincerely 
and promise nothing that it was not within our intention. and 
our power to fulfill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Would the Senator be willing to insert in 
the bill a provision that they should have independence after a 
given. number of years? 

Mr. BORAH. No, sir. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. He would not? 

Mr. BORAH. I would say this to the Philippine people, that 
we: will give you all the training in self-government from time to 
time and from year to: year and deende to deeade that it is 
possible for you to enjoy, and after you have been sufficiently 
trained in the duties of selfgovernment to enjoy independence 
we will then take up with: you: the question of independence. I 
would urge upon them to fit themselves by the exercise of the 
duties of local self-government and I would direet their atten- 
tion now exclusively to preparation, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is. leaving it entirely with us for 
determination: as to when that time will come and without in- 
dicating we will. ever give them independence. 

Mr. BORAH. Let me read to you from one whom the 
Senator from Colorado will accept without any question, and 
whose philosophy I accept in: this matter without any hesitancy. 
D read from an article written by Woodrow Wilson in 1901, 
and I thinle ib states the true position upon the Philippine ques- 
tion; I read it because I think it sound doctrine and not for 
criticism. 


In China, of course, our — 9 be indirect, but in the Philip- 
pines it will be direct; and in particular must the moral of our 
policy be set up and vindicated. 

This we shall do, not by faving them out of hand our codes of 
‘political morality or our methods of litical action, the generous 
ee ee of complete individual liberty or the full-fangled institutions of 

1 government—a le PR mean Fg 8 — W ee 
‘for these: ings are not blessings; but a- curse, n 
‘still in 295 childhood of their political growth ; 5 ae ate giving Ba em, im 
it. of service, a ernment rule which. shall moralize them 
ng itself moral, elevate and steady them by being ttie pure sa 
steadfast, inducting ‘them into the ru nts of justice and’ 
In other words, it is the aid of our character they need, and not ‘the 
premature aid of our institutions. Our insi institutions must come after 
ithe und of character and habit has been made ready for them; as 
effect, not cause, in the order of political growth. 


| The President, in discussing this same question as to how 
‘long it takes a people to acquire the capacity for self-govern- 


assur | ment, reférs to the fact that the Anglo-Saxon race were a 


thousand years in acquiring this capacity, and then he adds, 
notwithstanding, he says; that the nineteenth century has been 
à century of democracy: 


The: sum: logic of this article; which, if the spirit of it was 
put into this bill, in my judgment, there would be very. little 
‘opposition to it, is that the first thing to do is to train these 

people in character, in intelligence, in capacity, in initiative, to 
spread the spirit of self-government among them, language, 
and e and unity of spirit, and then talk to them about 
independence: 

I assert, Mr. President, that it is an act of insincerity to the 
| Philippine people to talk to them about independence years and 
| Years: in advance of their capacity tw enjoy it. We know that. 
(this Congress is not going to give it to them; we have no 
intention of giving it to them; and we cam not impose upon 
our successors the obligation to give it to them. There is one 
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thing we can do, we ourselves, this Congress, we can widen 
their duties, enlarge their functions in government; we can 
extend the circumference of governmental action, and thus 
train them more and more for independence. But it will be 
u long time before they have learned the lesson. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. In answer to the Senator from Idaho, I 
will say that while history shows we have evolved our prin- 
ciples of self-government not without a great deal of struggle 
and long and trying experience, yet we know that there are 
republics on this continent, like Argentina, Brazil, Chile, and 
others, that are dedicated to the loftiest ideals of liberty and 
freedom. Shall we say that Argentina is not capable of self- 
government? We find that Chile is a self-governing Republic. 
Shall we say that it is not capable because it did not have the 
thousand years of struggle and experience that we had? Can 
it be said that Brazil is not capable of self-government because 
it had not experience similar to ours? 

Mr. President, the Philippine people have been under a govern- 
ment for 300 years. Nine-tenths of the Philippine people are 
Christians, They have always maintained a creditable system. 
of education. We know that there were 2,000 public schools 
in the Philippine Islands before the American occupation, and 
the Senator from Nebraska has told you of the spread of edu- 
cation since that time and that there are now 500,000 pupils 
attending the public schools in the islands. 

I want to say to the Senator that it is not the illiterate people 
who control in government. They are not the ones who are 
elected to pass upon legislative matters. The very best men, 
those of highest education, are elected by the Filipinos for 
membership in their legislature, which consists of 81 members. 
Of those 81 members, every single one is a graduate of a col- 
lege or university. Can you point to such a record as that 
anywhere in the wide world? Inthe States men may criticize the 
Philippine government, but you will find that in your own 
State legislatures you have not more than about 30 per cent 
of college graduates; and it seems to me it comes with poor 
taste, with such a showing, to say that the Filipinos are not 
capable, that they are not amply able to maintain government 
and to establish government. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is no doubt that the Phil- 
ippine Islands have a class who are fit for government. It 
is precisely against that condition of affairs that my mind is 
directed. Mexico has had a class fit for government for 300 
years. She has had a class that has ruled Mexico for 300 years 
under the name of a Republic, but it is as absolute a despotism 
as ever existed on the face of the earth. It has now been nearly 
a century since they seriously began to move toward real 
democracy. They are no nearer a successful free government 
or Republic at the end of a hundred years than they were at 
the time the statesman priest called them together for that 
purpose. Still, they have an intelligent class—a very intelli- 
gent class—of people among them. But this intelligent class, 
considering themselves a class, have always exploited and op- 
pressed the masses, the common people of Mexico. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, why does the Senator 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask the Senator to be as brief as pos- 
sible, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will. Why does the Senator from Idaho 
refer to another country, one of the Latin American Republics 
that has no similarity of character or of race with the Filipinos, 
and argue that because they have not shown themselves capable 
of self-government therefore the Filipino race is incapable of 
self-government? 

Mr. BORAH. I refer to Mexico for the reason that the same 
class of explorers and exploiters discovered Mexico and reduced 
it to subjection that discovered the Philippine Islands and re- 
duced them to subjection about the same time, 300 years ago. 
The same Government, the same master, has been over the 
Philippine people that was over the Mexican people. The same 
Spanish Government, the same succession of heartless rulers. 

It is no easy task to lift these people into that region of 
self-confidence and character which will enable them to step 
from under the customs and habits of three centuries and into 
the atmosphere and faith of men who know what free institu- 
tions are and how to enjoy and preserve them. A few men in the 
Philippines might be found who would meet the requirements, 
but I am speaking of the great majority of the people—the 


masses. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, it is not a question as to 
who has ruled; it is the question of the people that are ruled. 
When we find that the Mexicans are composed of about 80 per 
cent Indians, it can readily be seen why a warlike and revolu- 
tionary disposition would exist there. 

Mr. BORAH. Why, Mr. President, at the time the Spanish 
people took possession of Mexico Mexico had a civilization 


which was then in advance of any civilization which character- 
ized the Filipinos even at the time the Americans took possession 
of those islands, a little over 15 years ago. The advancement in 
mechanics, in the arts, in poetry, in literature, in building, and 
in everything else in Mexico was in advance of the Philippine 
people in 1900 and 1901. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, Mr. President, it seems to me that is a 
statement that can not be borne out by the facts. 

Mr. BORAH. I will present the Senator the story of the 
Conquest of Mexico,” by Mr. Prescott. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I have read the “ Conquest of Mexico,” by 
Mr. Prescott, and I say that when the Americans took possession 
of the Philippines they found there a condition that was much 
better than has ever existed in the Republic of Mexico. We 
found that there had been more of education in the Philippines, 
The Filipinos are not of the same temperament as are the people 
of Mexico. They are of a submissive character; they are not 
revolutionary in their tendencies; consequently they are more 
capable of maintaining government. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Idaho a question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Idaho yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BORAH. Certainly. 

Mr. KENYON. Is the Senator really serious. when he says 
that in his judgment we never intend to give independence to the 
people of the Philippines? 

Mr. BORAH.- I have not said anything of that kind. 

Mr. KENYON. I understood the Senator to say that we never 
intended to doit. I think the Record will show that. 

Mr. BORAH. No; what I said was that we here, this Con- 
gress, has no intention of doing so; and this bill shows it. If 
anything is clear from this preamble it is that this Congress 
does not propose independence or even propose a definite time for 
independence, 

Mr. KENYON. But the Senator does contend that this Nation 
does not so intend? 

Mr. BORAH. I do not know what the Nation intends to do, 
but I think it extremely wise that we legislate ourselves— 
do what we can do. I do not know whether our successors 
will do it or not, but I know that the disposition of the Anglo- 
Saxon race is not to let anything loose it has gotten hold of; 
I know that, instead of releasing territory, with a single excep- 
tion, we have for the last hundred years been reaching out and 
seizing territory. I know that we went to war with Mexico 
solely for the purpose of getting territory; that we went to war 
with Spain for humanitarian reasons, and came back with a 
large slice of territory. I know that we got the Philippines. 
I do not know whether or not we are going to give them up. 
I would not want to give any promises upon the part of my 
successors, but I do know that we ought not to say to those 
people a thing concerning a matter so important as that of 
their independence, which, upon the face of it, carries the 
inference that it is not to be performed within the lifetime of 
this Congress or of the people who are sitting in this Congress. 
I do not want to practice duplicity with a dependent people. 
What we are willing to do and can do let us do, but in the 
name of our honor let us not use these vague, indefinite, and 
manifestly insincere expressions which really mean nothing. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator does not believe, does he, that 
this Government should impose a government upon another 
people and continue so to do, except out of the exigencies of the 
occasion, without the consent of the governed? 

Mr. BORAH. Oh, no; not without “the exigencies of the 
occasion“; but who knows what the exigencies of the occasion 
will be. When the time comes to give them independence they 
may be like the people of Texas when they seceded from 
Mexico. They may say, “ We infinitely prefer to be under the 
flag of the United States; we infinitely prefer to be a part of 
the great Republic of the United States.” It may be, as the 
English language comes more and more to be spoken in the 
Philippines and they come more and more to be acquainted 
with our form of government and the fact that they are pro- 
tected against the other nations of the earth, that they will 
desire to remain with us. I think if the time ever comes when 
the people of the Philippines afe indeed capable of self- 
government, and they still desire to be free and independent, 
the United States will give them their freedom. I hope it will. 
But I want them to be prepared for independence, so that the 
common people, the submerged 80 per cent, will have some 
capacity to take care of themselves 
Mr. KENYON. In view of our Declaration of Independence, 
if its principles were to be applied, does the Senator think we 
could impose a government upon those people against their 
consent? . 
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Mr. BORAH. Well, assuming that when the time comes, it 
is against their consent, there is something in that; we can not 
do it; but does the Senator think the Philippine people are now 
fit for self-government? 

Mr. KENYON. I do not. 

Mr. BORAH. How long does the Senator think it will be 
before they will be so fitted? 

Mr. KENYON. I think they will be so fitted in the course 
of 10 or 12 years. As has been shown here, their children are 
in the schools to the number of 500,000. There has a race of 
educated people come up there in the last two or three years to 
some extent, but just when those people will be qualified for 
self-government would be a problematic question now in view 
of the highly civilized nations of the earth killing each other 
off. The Filipinos have been peaceful; they are a law-abiding 
people. I do not believe they are now fit for self-government, 
nor do I know when they will be; but I do believe that they have 
been led to believe, whether ‘intentionally or not, upon the part 
of those who have governed them, that they are to have in- 
dependence. Having been led so to believe, it seems to me 
rather hypocritical now, when they desire some statement of 
that kind, not to say so to them. I would be glad to say so 
frankly in any other form of preamble that could be drawn, 

Mr. BORAH. Well, Mr. President, the hyprocrisy of this 
situation consists in talking to these people about a very dear 
right, but a right which we are not willing to give now and 
which we are not willing to promise them at any definite time 
in the future, and a right which we can not assure them that 
our successors will give them. Hypocrisy consists in glittering 
generalities which mean nothing. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like briefly to 
continue my remarks. There is a little danger of my losing the 
‘floor and the thread of my argument. I wondered if it would 
be possible that this discussion could be concluded without some 
quotation from Woodrow Wilson by the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Boran]. I only wish he would follow the practical sugges- 
tions of Woodrow Wilson with the same persistency that he 
re and publishes the academic discussions of Woodrow 

son. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator from Nebraska think thet if 
the Senator from Idaho follows pretty religiously and under- 
takes to live up to that which the President taught in his books 
for 30 years, he is obliged to change his course because the 
President has changed his? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No. The Senator from Nebraska only 
regrets that the Senator from Idaho limits his adoption of 
Woodrow Wilson's views to academic discussions, and that he 
is never apparently willing to accept his practical political sug- 
gestions, 

ue BORAH. The Senator from Nebraska has got me right 
exactly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, concluding these quotations from 
representative Republicans, Mr. President, without quoting 
Roosevelt, who is interesting, let me again quote Mr. Taft, who 
is qualified to speak, who did speak, and who spoke directly to 
the Philippine people. I put these quotations in at this time 
for the reason that the Senator from Idaho has raised the ques- 
tion whether we ought to make this promise to the Philippine 
people. He raises the question too late. We have already made 
that promise to the Philippine people. We have made it from 
the mouth of our accredited representatives in the Philippine 
Islands ; we have made it from reports by the Secretary of War, 
who is charged with jurisdiction over the Philippine Islands; 
we have made it in the messages of two Presidents of the United 
States; and while there may be Americans who are not familiar 
with those statements, those statements are well known in the 
Philippine Islands; the Philippine people have acted on them, 
have accepted them, and from President Taft himself we have 
the assurance that those statements have led the Philippine 
people to accept with docility and with confidence the statements 
of the American Government. It is those statements which have 
secured tranquility in the islands. Now that this issue has been 
raised in Congress, it would inevitably be a subject for doubt, 
and possibly disorder, in the islands if those solemn statements 
made by American officials to the Philippine people should be 
repudiated by the American Congress. 

Listen to what Mr. Taft, in opening the Philippine Assembly 
on the 10th of October, 1907, said: 


The avowed policy of the national administration under these two 
Presidents has been and is to govern the islands, haying regard to the 
interests and welfare of the Philippine people, and by the spread of 
general primary and industrial education and by practice in partial 
political control to fit the people themselves to maintain a stable and 
well-ordered government affording equality of right and e 0.53 
nll citizens. The policy looks to the improvement of the people both 
industrially and in self-governing capacity. As this policy of extending 
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control continues, it must logically reduce and finally end the sover- 
eiguty of the United States in the islands. 


- This is a statement made by the Governor General to the 
Philippine Assembly. He qualifies it. Let me give the qualifi- 
cation so that there may be no question of an inaccurate 
quotation : 

End the sovereignty of the United States in the islands, unless it shall 
seem wise for the American and the Philippine proves on account of 
mutually beneficial trade relations and possible advantage to the 
islands in their foreign relation that the bond shall not be completely 
severed, 

The Senator from Iowa some time ago asked me whether I 
believed that this preamble contained a pledge of independence, 
and I answered him that I did so believe; but I do not think 
that it inevitably closes the door to some future arrangement 
that may be mutually made between the American Government 
and the Philippine people in case they find, as they become more 
advanced, that they need the protecting friendship of the 
United States. They may never ask of the United States and 
never desire from the United States complete independence. 
Some of their most eminent men will, if consulted on this sub- 
ject, now say that in the lapse of time it may turn out that the 
foreign relations of the Philippine Islands can be better man- 
aged through the United States than by the Philippine people 
themselves. That is for the future to decide; but for the pres- 
ent let us make good the promise solemnly given by our Presi- 
dents and by our Governors General in the Philippine Islands, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, let me give, if the Senator will 
permit me, another quotation from Mr. Taft—and this is from 
a special report made by Secretary Taft, as Secretary of War, 
I suppose, on the Philippines and their political future. He says: 

The conditions in the islands to-day vindicate and justify that policy. 
It necessarily involves in its ultimate conclusion as the steps toward 
self-government become greater and greater the ultimate independence 
of the islands, 

I now yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, does the Senator from Ne- 
braska really think that the preamble of the bill embodies the 
promise or assurance given by Mr. Taft in the extract which he 
has just read? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. When we come to the discussion of the 
preamble of the bill I shall be very glad to enter into it with the 
Senator, and I think there will be then revealed to him diffi- 
culties and objections to other forms, which are obviated in this 
particular form. 

Tam gratified to find that the Senator from Iowa, rather than 
objecting to the preamble because it goes too far, merely takes 
the position that it does not go far enough. We have endeavored 
to be conservative here; we have endeavored in this preamble to 
be as conservative as we can, consistent with satisfying the 
people of the Philippine Islands that we are keeping our pledge. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I do not think there ought to be any pre- 
amble at all. Although I do believe that we are in honor bound 
to carry out the policy that has been so frequently declared, I 
think it ought not to be in the preamble to the bill; but my 
objection to the preamble is that it does not go in the same 
direction with the promises that have heretofore been made. It 
establishes an entirely different policy and prescribes a wholly 
different standard, and I, for one, am not willing to participate 
in the change which this preamble creates in the attitude of 
the United States toward the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, Mr. President, as I have said, that 
is a matter which I shall be glad to discuss when we reach the 
preamble, I presume it will be the last matter taken up. 

In conclusion, I want briefly to call the attention of the 
Senate to the gist of this bill. It is not a revolutionary bill. 
The legislative features of this bill enlarge the degree of local 
self-government in a very natural but a very moderate way, 
and it is chiefly in enlarging the legislative independence of the 
Philippine government that this bill acts. .At the present time 
the legislature in the Philippines consists of the commission, 
of 9 members appointed by the President of the United States, 
and of the Assembly, which is a body of 81 members elected by 
the Philippine people in 81 districts. The bill now before the 
Senate proposes to create the Philippine Legislature, which shall 
be composed of an upper body of 24 members, 22 of whom shall 
be elected by the people in 12 districts and 2 of whom shall be 
appointed by the Governor General to represent the interests of 
the non-Christian tribes in the Philippine Senate. The lower 
house of the Philippine Legislature is to consist of a body of 
90 members, 81 to be elected in the 81 legislative districts, as 
heretofore, by the Philippine people, and 9 to be selected by the 
Governor General to represent the interests of the non-Christian 
tribes. To this legislature are given general legislative powers. 


610 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 6, 


The members of the commission heretofore have had both 
legislative and executive powers, and so has the Governor Gen- 
eral; but hereafter the Governor General is to be an independent 
executive, holding a position similar to that of the governor of a 
State. He is to have the power of veto. His veto may be over- 
ridden by a two-thirds vote of the legislature in each house; but, 
if so overriden, the bill is still subject to the absolute veto of 
the President of the United States. The Governor General is 
to have the power of appointment of most of the Philippine 
officials. His power of appointment is subject to the right of 
the Senate to confirm. 

The bill as reported by the committee injects certain safe- 
guards for the benefit of the stability and further progress of 
government in the Philippine Islands. It provides that some of 
the public officials in the Philippine Islands shall still be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States, in order that their 
duties for a time may continue to be performed by Americans 
appointed by the President. It provides, for instance, that the 
vice governor shall be appointed by the President of the United 
States and shall have control over the department of public in- 
struction, that being of such vast interest to the Philippine 
people and there being such important needs that American 
standards shall continue in the wonderful development of the 
educational work now going on there. It provides that sanita- 
tion shall still be in the hands of this department; it provides 
that health shall still be in the control of this mt; it 
provides that the non-Christian tribes shall still be under the 
- jurisdiction of this department. 

The bill also provides that the auditor for the Philippine 
Islands shall be appointed by the President of the United States, 
and, to some extent, therefore, shall be an independent official 
and shall audit the accounts of the various departments of the 
government of the islands, the Philippine Government, the 
provincial governments, and the municipal governments. 

While the powers of legislation generally are bestowed upon 
the Philippine Legislature, there are certain restrictions upon 
those powers. The Philippine Legislature can not legislate on 
subjects of immigration without the approval of the President 
of the United States; it can not legislate upon the subject of 
coinage without, the specific approval of the President of the 
United States; it can not legislate upon the subject of the 
public domain, as affecting the alienation of the public domain, 
without the approval of the President of the United States. One 
or two other exceptions there may be, but except for these the 
whole power of legislation is given to the legislature; and that 
is the gist of this bill. - 

The creation of this legislature, the separation of the governor 
general from the legislative function, giving the veto power, the 
power of appointment, and the retaining of certain powers still 
- in the hands of American appointees of the President—these, in 
short, are the provisions of this bill. It is a simple measure; it 
takes a step toward carrying out the solemn pledge of the Demo- 
cratic Party in national convention; it takes a step toward car- 
rying out the very definite pledges heretofore made by President 
Roosevelt, President McKinley, President Taft, Secretary Taft, 
Gov. Gen. Taft, and every other public official who has had to 
do with Philippine affairs. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator— 
and I will do so in just a few words to tell me to what extent 
anil in what way the Filipinos are granted privileges and liber- 
ties of self-government beyond those they now possess? What 
advance will be made under this bill over the present status? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The chief thing, as I have stated, is that 
the upper house, instead of being appointed by the President 
and subject to his control, becomes elective, like the lower 
house. That is the most important change that is made. It 
gives to the Philippine people the control of legislation, subject 
to the veto power or to the qualified veto power of the governor, 
subject to the veto of the President of the United States, and 
subject to certain restrictions in a few excepted cases. This 
bill, for the rest, is merely a reenactment of the organic act, a 
reenactment of existing law, a continuation of existing conditions. 

For many years the municipal governments have been com- 
pletely in the hands of the Philippine people. The provincial 
governments have been practically in the hands of the Philippine 
people, subject to the auditing power of the auditor appointed by 


` the President of the United States, and that is to continue for- 


the purpose of maintaining American standards in the adminis- 
tration of financial matters. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. THOMAS. I should like to ask the Senator in what 
manner, if at all, this proposed measure affects the judicial 
department of the Philippines as now constituted? 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. That is a matter to which I should have 
referred. As it is now, the President of the United States 
appoints the judges of the Supreme Court of the Philippine 
Islands, and I think the Governor General appoints the judges 
of the courts of first instance. Under this bill the same plan is 
continued. At the present time a majority of the Supreme 
Court of the Philippine Islands consists of Americans, and a 
minority, by a narrow margin, consists of Filipinos, and upon 
that court they have, I am told, some able lawyers. - 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I heard the Senator make 
some quotation from an address by ex-President Taft, either 
when he was Secretary of War or when he was Governor Gen- 
eral of the Philippines, in substance to the effect that in course 
of time the sovereignty of the United States might come to 
an end, so far as the Philippine Islands are concerned. Did 
ex-President Taft testify before the Philippine Committee as 
to this bill? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. He did; yes. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. Well, my recollection was, though I am 
not positive about it—and I ask the Senator for information— 
that he did not favor before the committee any reference to 
the independence of the Philippines in this bill. Is that correct? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, that was a good while ago; and I 
must confess—— 

Mr. BRANDEGED. I think it was a year or two ago. I 
happened to be in the committee room at the time, and my 
strong impression is that he thought any statement in this bill 
now relating to ultimate independence of the Philippines very 
inadvisable; that it would excite hopes that would not be 
realized, perhaps, and would tend rather not to order but to 
disorder. Does the Senator remember anything of that kind 
in the testimony of ex-President Taft? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am unable to recall exactly; and I 
must confess that I have paid much less attention to advice 
which President Taft has given in recent years, since he has 
been disconnected with the Philippine question, than I have 
paid to these solemn official statements which he made while in 
the Philippine Islands, occupying a position of authority, and, 
as far as the Filipinos were concerned, representing the people 
of the United States. : 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I know; but does not the Senator really 
remember that ex-President Taft did give utterance to some 
such statement as that? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I must confess that I do not recall it 
exactly. I think I sent the Senator a copy of the proceedings. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. It may beso. They are printed, are they? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Oh, yes; they are printed, and I think the 
Senator has a copy upon his shelf. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. It is on the shelf if I have one. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. HITCH . Ido. ; 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The Senator has referred to the state- 
ment which he read from ex-President Taft as an official state- 
ment. Does the Senator, upon reflection, have the opinion that 
that declaration of the Governor General was an official act? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. j 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Just a moment. It seems to me that the 
Senator will change his view if he will consider the authority 
with which the Governor General was vested and which was 
limited. He had no official authority to promise ultimate inde- 
pendence to the Philippines; and, having no authority, his dec- 
laration could not possibly have been anything more than the 
expression of an individual opinion. 

I am not familiar with the testimony of Mr. Taft before the 
committee, but from what was indicated here in the colloquy 
a moment ago I apprehend that his objection to placing such a 
declaration as that in this bill would be based upon that very 
point, that he objected to an official declaration, There is no 
objection to anybody expressing his individual view, but Mr. 
Taft could not have bound the Government of the United States 
at that time, to say nothing of binding it at some time in the 
future, by any official utterance as to what action they would 
take in this connection. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I do. 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


611 


Mr. CURTIS. 
which that speech was delivered as 1907. Mr. Taft was then 
Secretary of War and had not been the Governor General of 
the islands for some three years, I think. 


I understood the Senator to give the date upon 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am reading from the testimony of the 
Secretary of War before the Philippine Committee; and the lan- 
guage which he uses is as follows: 


In 8 the oe ine Assembly on the 16th of October, 1907, Mr. 
Taft, then Secretary o ar, said 


And so on. Now, he may have been over there at that time 

Mr. CURTIS. He went over for the purpose of opening that 
session. He was then Secretary of War. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. That was my impression; so that he 
really represented officially the President and people of the 
United States. It seems to me a statement which the Philippine 
people might have accepted as a conclusive, binding promise 
from the country which sent him over there. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. That was the great mistake, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in making such a declaration—if any such declaration was 
made—the very fact that they would be inclined to accept it 
as a binding promise, when it could not have had that nature. 
It could not have bound anybody at all. Mr. Taft was there, I 
judge from what has been said, in the capacity of a distinguished 
visitor from this country to the Philippine Islands, not commis- 
sioned to make any declaration to them as to the relations be- 
tween the United States and the Philippines. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I think the Senator would hardly make 
the statement that he was there merely as a distinguished 
visitor, because the organic act specifically places the adminis- 
tration of affairs in the Philippine Islands under the Secretary 
of War and gives him a veto power over acts of their legisla- 
ture; so that he was there in an official capacity, as the supreme 
executive officer, as far as the Philippine people were concerned. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Well, certainly the Senator would not 
claim that that gave him the right to declare that they should 
have their independence at some future time. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. There is no legal contract, of course; but 
I should say that when Secretary Taft said that thing he ex- 
pressed what was the generally accepted view in the United 
States; and the people of the Philippine Islands have heard 
from the United States officially nothing but promises and as- 
surances of that sort. It is to make those assurances concrete 
and specific and to preserve and continue the peace of the 
Philippine Islands that this preamble is introduced into this bill. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? s ; 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think the Senator from Missouri had 
the floor first. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A Senator gets the floor from the 
Chair. Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator 
from Iowa? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. KENYON. I wanted to call attention to the record, in 
view of the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
Branvecee]. On pages 397 and 398 of the record before the 
committee is the testimony of ex-President Taft, in which he 
does state that he is opposed to making any promise at all in 
the preamble, because it would be misunderstood. Then a col- 
loquy follows, on page 398 of that record, in which he expresses 
himself very clearly against that preamble. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. . 

Mr. STONE. I desire to ask if the Senator would not be 
willing to suspend at this time, so that we may have an execu- 
tive session and be able to adjourn at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I shall be very glad to do so. I have 
substantially finished. I ask unanimous consent that the bill 
may be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It goes over as the unfinished 
business if the Senate into executive session now. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I understand we are going into executive 
session. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Friday, January 7, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Beecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 6, 1916. 
CONSULS. 
CLASS 6. 
Samuel C. Reat to be a consul of class 6. 
CLASS 7. 


Wilbert L. Bonney to be a consul of class 7, 
John A, Gamon to be a consul of class 7, 


CLASS 8. 

Walter F. Boyle to be a consul of class 8. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
William H. Tompkins to be receiver of public moneys, 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 
John C. Stoner to be register of the land office. 
POSTMASTERS, 

GEORGIA, 

Walter R. Cannon, Clayton. 


IDAHO, 

Jesse Beasley, Wardner. 

D. O. Castater, Parma. 

Josephine Erwin, Mullan. 

J. C. Ford, Caldwell. 

Don C. D. Moore, Sandpoint. 

Samuel D. Riggs, Emmett. 

Willis M. Sears, Albion. 
MICHIGAN, 

Charles L. Bennett, Thompsonville. 

David R. Brown, Deckerville. 

Edson C. Brown, Tecumseh, 

Helen A. Collier, Gaylord. 

Fred Gibbs, White Cloud. 

Roy P. Hallock, Almont. 

Archie D. Himebaugh, Hesperia. 

Charles H. Hudkins, East Jordan, 

Charles Hunter, Marlette. 

Frank D. McCaren, Carsonville. 

Coleman P. Morgan, Montrose, 

John O'Meara, Escanaba, 

Carl Pickert, Arcadia. 

F. W. Richter, Niles. 

A. F. Skarritt, Edmore. 

Emanuel Wilhelm, Traverse City. 


MINNESOTA, 


Frederick F. Achatz, Harmony. 
J. O. Backman, Mabel. 

John P. Bakken, Pequot. 
Steve Blanchett, Marshall. 
Frank H. Borchert, Osakis. 
George A. Boyd, Le Roy. 
Ennis N. Brandon, Annandale. 
John M. Brown, Ely. 

Martin D. Brown; Fairfax. 

G. F. Burau, Underwood. 
Mary Ellen Demel, Buhl. 

John C. Dwan, Two Harbors. 
Oliver Erickson, Atwater. 
George F. Faber, Chaska. 
Edward C. Feely, Farmington. 
A. O. Forsberg, Willmar. 
John M. Franta, Montgomery. 
John N. Gayner, Litchfield. 
Ora M. Goodfellow, Kenyon. 
Charles E. Gravel, Pierz. 
Edward H. Hebert, Bricelyn. 
Lambert Irsfeld, Browerville. 
A. J. Irwin, Belleplaine. 

John K. Jasper, Bovey. a 
Ludvig Jenson, Battle Lake. 
A. B. Kobe, Kelliher, 

Joseph D. Kowalkowski, St. Cloud. 
R. F. Lamb, Slayton. 

Emil Lipp, Waconia. 

Margaret I. McCall, Brewster. 
Denis J. McMahon, Raymond. 
J. J. Meighen, Twin Valley. 
D. E. Murphy, Dassel. 

J. D. Murphy, Tower. 

W. J. Murphy, Blue Earth. 
George A. Phelps, Walker. 
Absie P. Ritchie, Bemidji. 
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E. A. Schilling, Cottonwood. 
Louis C. Stromberg, Red Wing. 
Jerry Sullivan, Heron Lake. 
George E. Le Tourneau, Windom, 
Sidney D. Wilcox, Park Rapids. 
Charles E. Wise, Mankato. 

John A. Zimbrick, Deer River. 


NEW MEXICO. 


Bertha M. Bartlett, Maxwell. 
John B. Harvey, Carlsbad. 
Van A. Pollock, Tyrone, 

NEW YORK. 
George E. Barry, Clifton Springs. 
Edward Coady, Holley. 
Dennis Quinn, Salem. 
John Toole, Hudson Falls. 

OKLAHOMA. 
R. H. Carraway, Caddo. 
S. D. Grandstaff, Butler. 
Hugh D. O'Neill, Marshall. 
Louie T. Tucker, Eldorado. 

` PENNSYLVANIA, 


Harvey M. Bard, Denver. 

Roscoe H. Brunstetter, Clairton, 

Warren S. Buch, Lititz. 

Walter M. Clevenstine, Spring City. 

Ira F. Cutshall, Tarentum. 

W. E. Donahey, Vandergrift Heights. 

Harry A. Englehart, Ebensburg. 

M. J. Flynn, Emlenton. p 

William C. Harvey, East Pittsburgh. 

John B. Henning, Tunkhannock, 

Robert H. Krebs, Norwich. 

T. W. Lauver, Milroy. 

M. J. McNulty, Troy. 

John D. May, Lapark. 

John A. Miller, Arnold. 

Joseph E. Niemond, Mifflin. 

J. P. Owens, Scottdale. 

Clarence Reisinger, Sewickley. 

Joseph M. Rutherford, Willow Grove. 

A. Ray Sherwood, Meshoppen. 

Francis B. Smeltzer, Avonmore. 

Fred H. Smith, Athens. 

J. Landis Strickler, Hummelstown. 

Joseph R. Thurston, Factoryville. 

Edwin J. Wieder, jr., Pennsburg. 

Oliver F. Wolf, Telford. 

George W. Yost, Collegeville. 
VERMONT. 


Herbert O. Bixby, Chelsea. 
John J. Lynch, Middletown Springs. 


REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate January 6, 1916. 
POSTMASTER. 
Charles L. Collins to be postmaster at Cartersville, Ga. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, January 6, 1916. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the follow- 
ing prayer: 

We thank Thee, our Father in heaven, for those godlike quali- 
ties which Thou hast woven into our being, truth, justice, love, 
mercy, purity, which in times of great crises, lift us out of our- 
selves and make the whole world akin, illustrated in the stream 
of charities and personal sacrifices which are pouring themselves 
out in relief of the suffering men, women, and children in the 
war zone. But we pray that greater emphasis may be put upon 
these qualities in the transactions of daily life after the simili- 
tude of the Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

FREEDOM OF THE SEAS. 


Mr. BORLAND rose. 


The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 


Mr. Speaker, I rise to prefer a request for 
unanimous consent. It is very seldom that I ask unanimous 
consent to insert anything in the Recorp, but I ask now to 
insert, as a part of my remarks, a very remarkable statement 
by Dr. Dernberg, upholding the view of the United States on 
the question of the freedom of the seas from submarine attack, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by inserting 


an article written by Dr. Dernberg respecting certain rights on 


the seas. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman state 
whether he received this communication from Dr. Dernberg 
direct or is it in the form of a publication? A 

Mr. BORLAND. This is a publication in a Milwaukee news- 
paper. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, if it is in a Milwaukee newspaper, it 
is authority. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri if this is the Dr. 
Dernberg who visited the United States and who is not a citizen 
of the United States? 

Mr. BORLAND. This is the Dr. Bernhard Dernberg who is ` 
an expert on international law, as I understand it, and who has 
been in some capacity connected with the German Government. 
He was at one time in the United States. 

Mr. TAGGART. And has now left the United States? 

Mr. BORLAND. He is now in Germany. This is an opinion 
on international law on the question of the freedom of the 
seas, which is very valuable and enlightening as being the true 
German viewpoint on that subject. 

Mr. TAGGART. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 


RURAL CREDITS. 


Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of farm credits. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the subject of 
farm credits. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object. does 
the gentleman expect to do that by inserting a lot of material 
or to extend the remarks the gentleman made the other day? 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, the other day I intended to ask 
that permission. There were several things that I omitted to 
put into my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


COTTON. 


Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of cotton and 
the marketing thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Record on the subject of 
eotton and the marketing thereof. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


NATIONAL DEFENSE. 


Mr. SHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a copy of n tele- 
gram I received from Mrs, Lillian Mitehner, of Kansas, on the 
subject of national defense, and a copy of my answer thereto. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Rxconb by printing a tele- 
gram he received from Mrs. Lillian Mitchner, and his answer 
to the same, on the subject of preparedness. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I do not see here present the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BARNHART}. who 
usually takes charge of these outside requests, and for the 
time being I shall object. 


POSTAE SAVINGS SYSTEM. 


The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 562) to amend the act approved June 


25, 1910, authorizing a Postal Savings System, and the Chair 


recognizes the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. As 


the Chair recollects, when this bill was withdrawn from eon- 


sideration temporarily before the holidays, the gentleman from 


Tennessee [Mr. Moon] and the gentleman from Minois [Mr. 
Mann] were endeavoring to reach some agreement respecting 


the time for debate. v 


Mr. MANN. No, Mr. Speaker; the consent had already been 
given to consider the bill in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. MOON. Yes; and the date for consideration was fixed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Moon]. 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I take it that there is not very 
much controversy about this bill. Possibly there should be 
some little change in the phraseology. 

Mr. MANN. I think the bill was read for amendment. I 
move to strike out the last word. As I understand, the lan- 
guage of the bill is: 

And said act is further amended so as to repeal the proviso in 
section 7 thereof and insert in Heu of such proyiso the following. 

I suppose that would accomplish the purpose, although it 
seems to me a little irregular to say that we amend an act by 
repealing a part of it. I suggest that it read as follows: 

And said act is further amended so that the proviso in section 7 
thereof shall read as follows. 

That is the ordinary form. 

Mr. MOON. The phraseology offered by the gentleman from 
Tilinois does not in any sense change the meaning of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. No; it leaves it identically the sanie, but, I think, 
in better language. 

Mr. MOON. I have no objection to the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out, in line 10, 
the words “as to repeal” and insert in lieu of these words 
the word “that,” and then strike out, in lines 11 and 12, the 
language “and insert in lieu of such proviso the following,” and 
insert “shall read as follows: I will ask the Clerk to read the 
language as it will read as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And said act is further amended so that the proviso in section 7 
thereof shall read as follows: 

The question was taken and the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to ask recognition for a pro 
forma amendment. 

Mr. MOON. I have no objection, 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin rise? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I purposed to offer an amend- 
ment to this bill which would lift the restriction entirely on the 
amount that could be deposited in postal savings banks and limit 
the amount to $2,000 on which interest would be paid; but I 
recognize the difficulty that might beset this bill even though a 
majority of this House were in favor of that liberal policy, for 
this bill in the last Congress had rather rough sledding in 
another body. We brought into the House, in the early days of 
the last Congress, a bill lifting the present limitation of $500 
which a person could deposit in a postal savings bank to $1,000, 
and removed the restriction of $100 that might be deposited in 
any one month. It went to another body, and after a long siege 
over there it was brought back in a somewhat emasculated form, 
and the conference report was agreed to, only to be vetoed by 
the President of the United States in September, 1914. 

It was the expectation of many that some action might be 
taken on this important measure following the veto of the Presi- 
dent, but regardless of the mandate of the Constitution which 
requires immediate consideration of a veto it was referred to 
the Post Office Committee and allowed to slumber there until 
the end of the session. Since adjournment, and even before ad- 
journment, there has been a demand in all of the large cities 
of the country, by reason of the tremulous condition confronting 
the financial situation at times, from poor people, and particu- 
larly foreigners who have not sufficient faith and confidence in 
our financial institutions, to present their savings at post-office 
depositories in greater sums than $100. 

Mr. TOWNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Not at this point. In a minute I will be 
glad to yield. But the post offices of the country have been un- 
able to accept those funds. In fact, those who were in strong 
favor of the Postal Savings System in its very inauguration 
back in 1912 were opposed to that $100 restriction and favored 
allowing a depositor to deposit the maximum amount at one 
time. Any of you gentlemen who are acquainted with the prac- 
tice of receiving these funds know that foreigners come to the 
cashiers of the post offices with large sums, wishing to have them 
deposited, but can not have them accepted. This bill lifts that 
$500 and permits a maximum amount of $1,000 to be deposited 
at one time. It also grants to the board of trustees the privi- 
lege of allowing an additional sum of $1,000 to be deposited, 
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but without interest. The reason why I am not going to press 
my amendment is this: That with the liberal policy of allowing 
any depositor at any one time to deposit $1,000 in a postal bank 
he may at the end of the quarterly period transfer his deposit 
to a postal savings bond paying 24 per cent, and by that means 
will be able to deposit all the savings that he may have in per- 
manent form with the security of the Government back of it, thus 
taking out of ‘hiding these thousands and thousands of dollars 
that have been in hiding for years and years, mayhap, and al- 
lowing those funds to be utilized in the course of business. Now, 
I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. - 

Mr. TOWNER. Is it not true, I will ask the gentleman, not 
only in the larger cities, as the gentleman stated, but in the 
smaller cities and towns, where they may have a large foreign 
element of population, that the demand is also coming for this 
enlargement of the restriction? 

Mr. STAFFORD. In all localities where there is a large 
foreign element the statistics show there has been a demand to 
ultilize the postal savings banks. In fact, nearly 60 per cent of 
all the depositors of postal savings funds come from the foreign 
element of the country. Therefore I will not press my amend- 
ment, but will favor the bill as it stands, hoping it will be agreed 
to speedily in another bedy. 

I withdraw my pro forma amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HOWARD. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I consider this, in view of 
proposed rural-credits legislation that I hope will be enacted 
into law at this session of Congress, one of the most important 
measures that are pending before the House. 

The present conduct of the Postal Savings System of this 
Government, as anybody knows who has devoted any time what- 
ever to the study of the system, is a monumental farce. It is 
unwieldy, in the first place; it is exorbitantly expensive in an- 
other; and there are certain limitations and restrictions thrown 
around the present system that, in my judgment, are absolutely 
absurd. This system has been in operation since 1910. The an- 
nual appropriation made for the maintenance of the Postal 
Savings System has been $600,000 per annum. We had at the 
beginning of the European war about $43,000,000 on deposit, 
after this bank had been in operation for about four years. At 
the present time we have, according to the statement of the 
Third Assistant Postmaster General, $73,000,000 on deposit. 
The reason for this enormous and extensive increase in the de- 
posits of the Postal Savings System occurs for two reasons— 
first, the inability of foreign citizens in this country to get their 
savings to their people in Europe; next, the very high cost of 
exchanges to European countries. I predict—and any other 
man who has given any study te this question will agree with 
me—that as soon as the European war is over all of this sur- 
plus that the Postal Savings System, or practically al. of it, 
that has accumulated will be withdrawn immediately and it will 
be sent abroad to the relatives and close kin of these foreigners 
who have deposited it. Now, if you will take $45,000,000 from 
$73,000,000, you will get approximately the amount of money 
that is sent abroad every year by foreigners who come over 
here to compete with our American-born labor. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOWARD. In just one second I will. I want to finish 
this. 

Now, I saw a very interesting statement in the New York 
Times about the savings banks in this country. If you will take 
the number of offices, some 14,000, out of the number of post 
offices in the United States you will find the sum deposited in 
the offices that the Post Office Department has authorized to 
receive these deposits is a mere bagatelle. I hope, and I shalt 
offer a substitute to this bill for that purpose, that the postal 
savings in this country may become a very strong arm of our 
system of rural credits for the purpose of stabilizing rural-credit 
bonds issued on farm-loan securities. 

Now, let us see. In 1915, at the end of the year, we had 2,100 
savings banks in the United States. The number of savings de- 
positors in these private institutions were 10,502,000. The 
amount of savings-bank deposits, approximately. on the 31st 
day of December, 1915, was $4,700,000,000. The number of 
mutual savings banks out of the 2,100 stock companies and mu- 
tual companies in the United States—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 
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Mr. HOWARD. The number of purely mutual savings institu- 
tions in the United States was 634. Now, here is a remarkable 
fact that I would like you gentlemen to think about. The num- 
ber of depositors in the mutual savings banks, without any stipu- 
lated capital whatever, but purely mutual organizations. 
amounted to 8,274,000 out of a total number of depositors of all 
savings banks of 10,502,000. The deposits in purely mutual sav- 
ings banks, to wit, 634 of them, amount to $3,924,000,000 ; or, in 
fact, four-fifths of the entire deposits and savings institutions in 
the United States were in these 634 banks. 

Now, let me explain to you the inner workings of this system. 
Suppose my friend, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GREEN] 
went down to the post office here and deposited $100, and that 
his business called him to Chicago, where he would have need for 
his $100. You would think, and any other sane man would 
think, that if he stepped into a bank or the post office to get 
$100 on certificate of the Government of the United States, that 
they hold in trust for him $100. But that is not the operation 
of this system. The gentleman from Iowa would have to go to 
a lawyer, draw a power of attorney, designate a certain person 
in the city of Washington, D. C., to collect that money, and that 
person would have to be identified at the local office here. Sup- 
pose his interest fell due, which would amount to $2, and he 
wanted to collect that from Chicago, he would have to go 
through the same operation. Suppose you wanted to deposit 
$18 of your hard-earned savings in this system, and you went 
down to complete that transaction in the city of Washington. 
The clerk would first say to vou, What is your age?” „What 
was the name of your father?” “What was the name of your 
mother?” “What is the color of your eyes?” What is the 
color of your hair; and how much do you weigh; and what did 
you have for breakfast this morning?” In addition to that, 
you say, “I want this 818 deposited.” He issues you four pieces 
of paper—a $10 certificate, a $5 certificate, a $2 certificate, and 
a $1 certificate. The poor fellow gets back more from the Goy- 
ernment than he gave it. He gets a handful of certificates, a 
pass book, an identification card. But suppose he had $18.60 
that he wanted to, deposit. In that case, they would hand you 
a beautiful post card, with six beautiful blue stamps on it, and 
that would make $18.60 you have deposited, and in addition 
you have a handful of paper. The wonder to me is that you 
found 40 per cent of sane American citizens that would put 40 
per cent of the deposits in these banks under the present system. 
No wonder, as my good friend from Wisconsin stated, that 60 
per cent of their depositors are foreigners. An American citizen 
Will not deposit money in these banks as long as these limitations 
and restrictions are put around them. Why should not the 
United States of America at this minute have on deposit, if 
these banks were established in every post office in the United 
States, between $500,000,000 and $600,000,000? For what pur- 
pose does the Government of the United States establish a 
Postal Savings System? Did it establish it for the purpose of 
going into competition with savings banks? Not at all. 

The purpose of the establishment of the Postal Savings System 
was for drawing from hiding, from skeptical people, who would 
rather put their money in an old sock, under the hearthstone, or 
between the mattresses of the bed than in an ordinary private 
savings institution, the hidden money of the country. After 
gathering these vast sums together putting it back into the 
legitimate channels of commerce. But since the enactment of 
this law—and wisely, too, the necessity having arisen—we want 
to establish a system of rural credits. You want the credit of 
the farmer to be worth one hundred cents on the dollar, and 
upon the same principle that all stocks in which savings bank 
deposits can be invested in this country you never find one of 
them below par. Why? Because the mere fact that savings 
banks can invest their capital and deposits in these securities 
stabilizes these securities, and every great financier in the 
country always is endeavoring to make his securities come 
within the purview of the law governing the investment of sav- 
ings-bank funds. So in like manner would the permission to in- 
yest postal savings in rural credit securities stabilize them and 
they would always sell at par. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Georgia has 
again expired. 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the pro forma amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Georgia is withdrawn. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the last 
word. 


Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, is the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. MADDEN] recognized? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. The gentleman moves to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Howarp] did not seem to grasp the significance of this bill. He 
seemed to try to surround the bill with every kind of compli- 
cation and nightmare that he could imagine. 

This is the simplest proposition that has been before the 
House for a number of years. Under the law at the present time 
any person who wishes to deposit in a postal savings bank can 
deposit only $100 in any one month, and he can deposit only. 
$500 altogether. This bill proposes to change that limitation. 
It proposes to enable any person who wishes to do so to deposit 
not only $100 in any one month but $1,000 or $2,000, if you please. 
To-day we pay interest only on $500. If this bill passes, the 
depositor can have $2,000 in the bank on $1,000 of which he can 
draw interest. 

That is all there is in the bill. It is simply an effort to accom- 
modate the public, or that part of the public that wishes to take 
advantage of an increased right to deposit money in the postal 
savings banks. It has nothing to do with rural credits, nothing 
to do with the complications of management. It simply adds 
to the opportunity of increased deposits. That is all. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. HOWARD. Can you please give any reason why the Gov- 
ernment of the United States should limit the amount of money 
upon which it will pay interest or limit the amount of money 
that could be deposited in a postal savings bank? 

Mr. MADDEN. Only the reason that it is believed there ought 
not to be too much money placed at the disposal of the Govern- 
ment of the United States through these deposits. When the 
law was originally enacted it was sought to leave the bill without 
limitation as to the amount of deposits, but a great many Mem- 
bers of the House and of the Senate—a majority, at least— 
believed that there ought to be a limitation, and it is not for me 
to say that what the House and the Senate did was unwise. 
believed then that there ought not to be any limitation; I 
believe now that there ought not to be any; but I believe that 
what we propose is infinitely better than what we have. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. . 

Mr. HOWARD. Then the gentleman practically admits that 
the purpose of this amendment and all other amendments that 
have been put upon this Postal Savings System is to smother 
rather than to increase deposits? 

Mr. MADDEN. Oh, I deny that. This amendment is pro- 
posed for the purpose of encouraging larger deposits, for the 
purpose of bringing more money out of hiding, for the purpose of 
enabling men who have no confidence in banks to deposit their 
money with the Government, and most people who wish to de- 
posit money in this kind of a bank do not wish to deposit in 
any large sums, as a rule. There are times when banks in 
various localities may fail. The people who are not in the habit 
of conducting business through banks and transacting business 
by check take their money out of the banks and endeayor to 
place it on deposit in the postal savings banks. The bankers of 
the country originally believed that this system would be an- 
tagonistic to banking. They have now come to the belief that 
this is a supplement to good banking, and the more money we 
place in the postal-savings banks of the United States the more 
stable the banks of the country are, because all the money that 
goes into the postal-savings banks finds its way into the local 
banks, which are obliged to pay interest to the Government of 
the United States and to give security for the safe return of the 
money which is placed on deposit with them. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 

Mr. FESS. Is there any limitation as to what sort of post 
office or as to the character of the town where the postal savings 
bank is established? 

Mr. MADDEN. The commission or the board, consisting of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster General and, I 
believe, the Secretary of Agriculture, has power to designate the 
character of the post office in which the postal savings bank 
can be established. 

. FESS. Does this answer where there is no bank in the 
town 
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Mr. MADDEN. Where there is no bank in the town, as a 
rule, there would be no postal savings bank, because the law re- 
quires that all money placed on deposit in the postal savings 
banks must be redeposited in the local banks. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 
has expired. The pro forma amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois is withdrawn. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, there ought not to be very much 
controversy about this bill. It is a very simple amendment to 
the postal savings banks law that has been in operation for sev- 
eral years. Under the law, as it stands now, $100 may be de- 
posited in one month. Five hundred dollars is the limit to one 
person for a year. This bill proposes to permit the deposit of 
$1,000 in a year with interest, and $1,000 additional, in the 
discretion of the trustees, without interest, making $2,000 de- 
posits possible. 

As has been stated time and time again, those deposits come 
largely from foreigners and persons who are not willing to 
trust our banks. I had thought when this system began that 
it would not be profitable, but it seems its operation has dis- 
closed the fact that it does make, even with the present limita- 
tions imposed on it, some profit to the Government, and it is 
running not with an increased but with a decreased expense from 
the maximum obtained in 1913. The expenses of running this 
department for 1914 were $205,528.32; for 1915, $168,953.64. 
The estimate for the coming year is $161,120. The department 
is reducing its expenses as it understands the proper methods by 
which it may be better run year by year. Let me read to you 
these figures: 


Statement showing the number of depositors in the Postal Kerings Sys- 
tom and the balances to their credit at the end each fiscal year 
during which the system has been in existence, together with the 
number of officers and clerks employed at the central office of the 
ees at the end of each fiscal rer and the aggregate salaries paid 
the officers and clerks during each fiscal year. 


Fiscal year ended June 30— 


1 Six months only; system began business Jan. 3, 1911. 


The Postmaster General's estimate for clerical hire in the central 
once 2 1481 erm Savings System for the fiscal year ending June 30, 


There are now $73,000,000 on deposit. Last year there were 
$32,000,000 in State institutions and trust companies that are 
not really members of the reserve-bank system and $41,000,000 
in the national banks, as I am advised. I present here some 
facts from the department, as follows: 

THE POSTAL SAVINGS SYSTEM, 

Authorized: By the act of June 25, 1910; installed January 3, 1911. 
(All statistics are of June 30 1915, unless otherwise d 

88 —— 708, = over the previous year of more than 
$22,000,000 ; gest gain in the 33 of the service. 

Number of —— tors: 525,414, inerease of 137,000 over the 
previous year; so largest increase 7. — the history of the service. 

Novem 30 estimates: Amount on deposit, $73,000,000; number 
3 1 ings funds deposit in 3,625 

e ory: All postal sav unds are on 
national = . ee ee except 5 ara: cent required by 


trustees. 

Bonds: Postal sayin 3 (1 to 20 years, 24 7. cent) issued 
pursuant to section 1 5 savings act, 87.307, 100. AN 
outstanding except the $i. 239.22 purchased from A Publie by the 
board of trustees. 

Excess of interest: Excess of interest received from banks over 
interest allowed depositors covered into the Treasury since the be- 
ginning ray the service, $1,687,912.08. Payments to the Treasury 
were as follows: 


Jime . . 999,882.88 


Oct. 18, 1914- —— 425; 884. 72 
Dec. 18, 191 — ties 225, 000.00 
June 16 1915 375, 000. 00 
July 27, 1915. 12, 294: 40 
Dec. 1, ax Z- 250, 000. 00 


The payments to the Treasurer for the “fiscal years 1915 and 1916 
have necessarily been on account and are not complete. 

Net profits: 8 the early days of the service, when the central 
office was being equipped at great expense, the field stocked with 
records, blanks, and other e and the deposits were compara- 
tively small, the service was run at a loss to the Government, Ex- 
parancs pointed out many economies, so that during the fiscal year 

914 the Postal Savings Service, for the first time, was conducted 


at a t—$172,421.67. Further economies and larger deposits 
in 1915 resulted in a net profit of $421,028.44. 

Class of sitors: Postal savings d its are made up chiefly of 
the savings o ple who work for a y wage. While every con- 
ceivable occupation is represented among the depositors, the day-labor 
class far outnumbers all others and owns a yast majority of the sre 
A very large percenta of these day laborers is foreign born, who will 
patronize no savings institution that does not have the Government 
3 powers of it. 

e per cent of all = gs depositors were born out- 
side 9 the United States, and they ps 72 cent of all the money 
on de t. The Russians . other foreign born in re 
with 20.7 per cent of all I savings deposits to their credit. The 
Italians are next, with = — r cent. Natives of Great Britain and 
her colonies rank third, 8 2 7— cent. Then follow the Austrians, 
with 8.7 cent; — — cent; Germans, 4.1 per cent; 
Swedes, 2.2 per cent; and Greeks, Ys per cent. 1 score of other 
nationalities from every quarter of the globe own r cent of — 
deposits. These figures — enormous postal — ngs receipts in 
the large manufacturing ci 

5 ng States and cities: The bulk of postal rye, A eposits is 

comparatively few States. On Septem 30, 16 tes named 
— had 86 per cent of all deposits in Fhe United States : 


Ner Lak a SS Se eS ree re 

ime Tvania {SSA Se SESS TN CRS BER 4 700. 112 
SE SS SS SS SL SR AS 

Ob . — — 4, 546, 699 


“ —— hoist segregation of postal savings in these States shows the 
‘ollowing : 

New York: Ninety per cent of the deposits is in New York City, 
Brooklyn, Buffalo, Rochester, and Long Island City. (Over one- 
fourth of all the —- in the United” States is in post offices in- 
cluded in Greater New York.) 

Illinois: Two-thirds of the deposits are in Chica. 

Pennsylvania : Thirty-nine per cent of the depo Sits is in Pittsburgh, 
— — bile, and Altoona. Outside of these cities the certs 
are heaviest in the mining belts where og og labor predominates. 

Ohio: Sixty-one cent of the deposits in Cincinnati, Cleveland, 
Columbus, Toledo, kron, and Dayton. 

California: Sixty-one per cent of the deposits is in San Francisco, 
Los Angeles, Oakland, and San Diego. 

Massachusetts: Sixty-two per cent of the deposits is in Boston, 
Lowell, and Lawrence. 

Michigan : Sixty cent of the deposits is in Detroit and Ironwood. 

New Jersey: Fo —.— rze cent of the deposits is in Newark, Jersey 

, Paterson, and 
‘ashington : Sixty-three pe cent of the de 8 Is in Seattle, Ta- 
coma, Bellingham, Aberdeen, Spokane, and Ro: 

Minnesota: Seventy per cent of the deposits ii is in St. Paul, Minne- 
apolis, and Duluth. 

ee: Seventy-six per cent of the deposits is in Kansas City and 
4 Oraon: Seventy-six per cent of the deposits is in Portland and 

stor’ 

RONE Fifty-six per cent of the deposits is in Milwaukee and 
or. 


Su 
=, 1 Sixty per cent of the deposits is in Denver, Leadville, and 
eblo. 
Connecticut: Thirty-nine per cent of the deposits is in Bridgeport, 
New Haven, and Hartford. 
Indiana: Twenty-five per cent of the deposits is in Indianapolis and 


ry. 

On September 30, 64 cent of all postal savings deposits in the 
United States were held in 64 t offices. 

Limits handicap: The Ce Savings Service has been handicapped 
from — very begin by the statutory e on the amount 
that be accepted from a depositor. Only $100 may be accepted 
from aa epositor in a month, and 8500, exclusive of accumulated inter- 
est, is the maximum amount he may have on deposit. Millions of 
dollars, tendered chiefly by the foreign born, have been rejected and 
driven back into hiding and disuse on account of these restrictions. 
Not a mr sses that postmasters do not report instances of the re- 
jection o idden savings. More than 30, depositors have now 
reached the $500 limit and can deposit no Brees regate o their appeals 
to do so. these inactive accounts, which e PEE aki of all 

savings de ts, 22,000 are owned 220 he ‘foreign born. The 

‘ost Office partment, as now o eguinped, could attend 
5 thoy eaei incident to much —— With practically no 
a 0 expense 

Postmasters complain: Attached are . from a few letters re- 
ceived since the 2 of the last Congress, in which postmasters 
— —— their views on the statutory limitations on postal savings 


ts. 
‘ederal reserve m and ect pes savings: No postal savings funds 
have been deposi in banks which are not members of the Federal 
reserve system since Novemba 15 1914. when the Federal reserve act 
went into effect, because secti n 15 o of that act prohibits the deposit of 
postal savings in nonmember ban Postal savings deposited previ- 
ous to November 15 in nonmember Tha have been allowed to 3 
5 a Scares ot the Aione General, except as it has been necessary 
em in isolated cases to meet withdrawals by depositors. 
3 savings funds in banks: On September 30, State banks and 
trust comipanion not members of the Federal reserve system held $23,- 
100,000 of postal savings. State banks and trust companies which 
have 244200 600 the Federal reserve system held $1,200,000 and national 
n 
Collateral POO itea by banks: Any bank belonging to the Federal 
reserve s. ae which desires postal savings deposits must first turn 
over to the Treasurer of the United States acceptable collateral to 
guarantee the payment of funds on demand. There are approximately 
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7,600 national banks in the country, but only 3,625 have qualified to 
receive postal savings deposits. 

State banks will not suffer if limit is raised: Under the present law 
State banks and trust companies not members of the Federal reserve 
system can not receive additional postal savings deposits. If the limit 


on deposits is raised, member necessarily get a larger amount 
of money, but this will not be at the mse of the State banks. 
Bankers are satisfied with this bill: A special committee of the say- 
inga yr section of the American Bankers’ Association has considered 
a bill identical with this and has reported that the increase in de- 
posits asked ís not unreasonable and 1 not work hardship upon their 
savings banks. 


Minors : There is no valid reason why different limits should be placed 
on the amounts that will be accepted from minors and adults. More 
than a million and a half postal savings accounts, including those of 
present depositors, have been opened since the service went into effect, 
and there never has been a complaint to the Post Office Department 
that a dishonest debtor has caused accounts to be opened in the names 
of his children to evade his creditors. Of course, no statute can make 
a tax dodger or a dishonest debtor come up to the mark. 

Minors should be given every opportunity during their habit-formin 
years to save their earnings. According to the census of 1910, one-fif 
of all the gainful workers—that is, ple who were working for yin rs 
were between the ages of 10 and 20 years. In other words, 7,453,448 
boys and girls between the ages of 10 and 20 in the United States were 
working for wages. The question of discriminating against them in 
the matter of accepting postal savings deposits is a serious one. 

Having a different standard for deposits for minors and adults would 
entail serious administrative difficulties. Two sets of records would 
necessarily have to be kept. In 20 of the States a l attains her 
majority at 18, so that boys would be required to wait three years in 
those States to patronize the Postal Savings System as fully as girls are 
permitted to do. 

Cost of the postal savings service: Deposits and profits of the service 
are running up constantly and operating expenses are falling off. (See 
table.) The Post Office Department is equipped to transact double the 
preat postal savings business with comparatiyely little additional 
ou . 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. MOON. Yes. 

Mr. WINGO. It has escaped my mind for the moment what 
the rule is with reference to the deposit of these funds in banks 
by the Post Office Department. Does the rule obtain that the 
funds may be deposited in another town, even though there are 
solvent State and National banks in the town in which the 
original deposit was made? 

Mr. MOON. It is a matter that is in the discretion of the 
department to designate the depository. There are about 7,600 
national banks in the United States that may be designated, 
but, as a matter of fact, only about 3,600 are. 

Mr. WINGO. Can the gentleman advise me, is the basis upon 
which the department makes the discrimination of taking thé 
deposits from town A, where there is both a State bank and a 
national bank, and sends them to a national bank in town B, a 
bank that is no stronger in assets? 

Mr. MOON. I, of course, could not explain to the gentleman 
the reason why the department, in the performance of its ad- 
ministrative duties, sees fit to make a discrimination of that 
kind. 

Mr. WINGO. I did not know but that the hearings disclosed 
the reason for that. 

Mr. MOON. Nothing was disclosed on that point. I take it 
merely that the department thought that it was to the best in- 
terests of the department and the security of the funds to place 
them somewhere else. 

Mr. WINGO. In the case I had in mind there was no question 
at all about the security, because there was no question about the 
solvency of both the State and the National banks. 

Mr. MOON. ‘Those are matters that are always in the discre- 
tion of an administrative officer. 

Mr. WINGO. What I am seeking information about is, why 
it was done. 

Mr. MOON. We have no information about that. Of course, 
that may be an isolated case. 

Mr. WINGO. It was some time ago—I think possibly two 
years ago—that the same question was asked me and I was 
unable to give the information sought. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, the demand for this bill comes 
from every State in the Union. The postmasters are asking 
that something be done to authorize them to receive more de- 
posits than they are now entitled to receive under the law. If 
under the present restrictions this bill is producing a revenue 
to the Government and placing money in commercial activity 
that has heretofore been in hiding, and bringing it out to be 
used at a low rate of interest, it is certainly a benefit to the 
people. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for five 


minutes more. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. MOON. So if it operates well and is efficient and does 
good service with the restrictions resting upon it, surely it 
would do better if the restrictions were removed to the extent 
that the Government asks that they be removed. 

I can not conceive of any reason why there should be any op- 
position to this. Of course, I understand my good friend from 
Georgia [Mr. Howard], who says he is going to propose an 
amendment that would revolutionize the whole system and give 
the farmers something that he thinks they ought to have, would 
be glad to have his measure made the law instead of the present 
law; but I take it he knows, as I do, that his amendment will 
not be germane to this bill; and, however wise it may be, it 
can not be considered under this bill under the House rules. 

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOON. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman explain to the House 
why the committee limited the amount to be deposited to 
$2,000? 

i I can not explain to the gentleman why there 
should be any limit on it at all; but the department is moving 
slowly in the development of this system. It has operated some 
time under the low limit, and now its desire is to try to the 
higher limit. I take it that it is possible that it would be all 
right to withdraw the restriction altogether, but I should not 
favor that, in view of the expressed opinion of the department of 
a preference for the limit as fixed in this bill. Of course 
$2,000 is an arbitrary figure. 

Mr. NORTON. The $2,000 is an arbitrary limitation. 

Mr. MOON. Yes; and it is believed by the department that 
this figure will cover the amount of deposits that will be sought 
to be made, so far as present information is concerned. 

Mr. BENNET. Will the gentleman yield for a question. 

Mr. MOON. I will yield. 

Mr. BENNET. Does the bill in its present form meet the 
objections raised by the President of the United States to the 
former bill? 

Mr. MOON. Yes; the President of the United States vetoed 
the other bill because there was a provision in it which directed 
deposits to be made with State banks and trust companies. The 
President thought that all Federal revenue should be under 
the control of a bank which itself was under the control of the 
Federal Government, but this bill does not contain the provision 
that was vetoed. 

The President commended the bill very much, except the one 
provision which he thought was unwise to incorporate into 
the law. 

Now, as I was about to say when I was interrupted, my good 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] has one objection to 
this bill. He thinks that minors ought not to be permitted to 
deposit money in the postal savings bank. Having so much re- 
spect for the judgment of my friend generally, I have tried to 
find some reason why that sort of an objection should be made 
to this bill. I can not see any reason why a boy or girl who is 
working for a living, although under 21 years of age, should not 
be encouraged to make deposits of savings as well as grown per- 
sons. There can not be any sound reason against it. In fact, a 
policy which will encourage the saving of what they make ought 
to be encouraged. But the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
STEENERSON] Says that a case might arise where a parent would 
have children take his money and deposit it in their names, and 
thereby defraud his creditors. It is inconceivable to my mind 
that this Congress should legislate against the possibility of dis- 
honesty on the part of any man, either to circumvent the law 
or attempt to defraud his creditors. I want to suggest to the 
gentleman from Minnesota that while such a case is altogether 
theoretical, up to this time there has not been the suggestion of 
any fraud of that kind. If it did arise it would be the easiest 
thing possible to protect creditors against the fraud. All that a 
creditor would have to do would be to file a bill for an injunction 
against the parties perpetrating the fraud. He could not file 
it against the Government, but he could file it against them, and 
they would be prohibited from withdrawing a dollar of that fund 
until the decision was made. Then if the decision was against 
the defendant and on behalf of the plaintiff-creditor the gentle- 
man very well knows that the Government of the United States 
would not pay out the money to the depositor in the face of such 
judicial decision that it was fraudulently deposited. So it occurs 
to me that there can be absolutely nothing in that view of the 
case. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there are others who want to address 
the House on this question I will yield, and if not, I will move 
the previous question. 

Mr. STEENERSON was recognized. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 
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Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask what the status 
is as to offering an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
for the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can offer it after the other 
amendments are disposed of. 

Mr. HOWARD. After the previous question is ordered? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Hr. HOWARD. But the gentleman from Tennessee moves 
the previous question. 

Mr. MOON. Oh, no; I stated that if there were no other 
Members who wished to address the House I would move the 
previous question. 

Mr. HOWARD. I want to ask recognition to offer a substi- 
tute for the pending bill. 

Mr. MANN, It is in order at any time, and the gentleman 
can do it now. 

Mr. STEENERSON. But, Mr. Speaker, I have been recog- 
nized and I want to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from Minnesota is 
through, the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Georgia 
to offer his substitute. 

Mr. STEENERSON. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


i 78717 the bill by adding at the end of the paragraph on page 2 the 
ollowing: 

* That section 9 of the act approved June 25, 1910, authorizing a 
Postal Savings System, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read as follows: 

** Sec. 9. That p savings fands received under the provisions of 
this act shall be deposited in solvent banks, whether organized under 
National or State laws, and whether member banks or not of a reserve 
bank created by the Federal reserve act, approved December 23, 1913, 
being subject to National or State supervision and examination, and 
the sums deposited shall bear interest at the rate of not less than 
21 per cent per annum, which rate shall be uniform throughout the 
United States and Territories thereof; but 5 per cent of such funds 
shall be withdrawn by the board of trustees and kept with the Treas- 
urer of the United States, who shall be treasurer of the board of 
trustees, in lawful money as a reserve. The board of trustees shali 
take from such banks such security in public bonds or other securities, 
supported by the taxing power, as the board may prescribe, approve, 
and deem sufficient and necessary to insure the sa bai and prompt pay- 
ment of such deposits on demand. The funds recelved at the postal 
ore become ef offices in each aye town, village, and other locality 
shall 1 in banks located therein (substantially in proportion 
to the capital and surplus of each such bank) willing to receive such 
deposits under the terms of this act and the regulations made by 
authority thereof, but the amount deposited in any one bank shall at 
no time exceed the amount of the 2 capital and one-half the sur- 

lus of such bank. If no such bank exist in any city, town, village, or 
ocality, or if none where such deposits are made will receive such 
deposits on the terms prescribed, then such funds shall be deposited 
under the terms of this act in the bank most convenient to such local- 
ity. If no such bank in any State or Territory is willing to receive 
such deposits on the terms prescribed, then the same shall be deposited 
with the treasurer of the board of trustees and shall be counted in mak- 
ing up the reserve of 5 per cent. Such funds may be withdrawn from 
the treasurer of said board of trustees, and all other tal savings 
funds, or any part of such funds, may be at any time withdrawn from 
banks and savings depository offices for the repayment of postal say- 
ngs ba rag when required for that purpose. When, in the judg- 
ment of the President, war or other ee gerne involving the credit of the 
United States so requires, the board of trustees may invest all or any 
par of the postal 8 funds, except the reserve fund of 5 per cent 
erein provided for, in bonds or other securities of the United States. 
The board of trustees may in its discretion purchase from the holders 
thereof bonds which have been or may be issued under the provisions 
of section 10 of the act of June 25, 1910. Interest and profit accruin 
from the deposits or investment of postal savings funds shall be appli 
to the payment of interest due to postal savings depositors as herein- 
before provided, and the excess thereof, if any, shall be covered into 
the Treasury of the United States as a part of the postal revenue: 
Provided, That tal savings funds in the treasury of said board shall 
be subject to disposition as provided in this act, and not otherwise: 
Provided further, That the board of trustees may at any time dispose 
of bonds held as postal senings investments and use the proceeds to 
meet withdrawals of deposits by depositors. For the purposes of this 
act the word “ Territory,” as used herein, shall be held to include the 
District of Columbia, the District of Alaska, and Porto Rico, and the 
word “bank” shall be held to include savings banks and trust com- 
panies doing a banking business.’ ” 


Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is exactly 
the same as section 2 of the bill that passed last Congress and 
which was vetoed by the President. If this amendment is 
adopted, the bill will be exactly the same as the bill that we 
passed in the last Congress, with the exception that the limita- 
tion will be $1,000 with interest and an additional thousand and 
no interest instead of $500. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the House to the grounds 
upon which the former bill was vetoed. We all favored that 
bill. One of its provisions was that the postal savings funds 
might be deposited in State banks without regard to whether or 
not they were members of the Federal reserve system. It was 
in that respect in conflict with the reserve law. The President 
at the request, as we believe, of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
was induced to veto it. The grounds expressed in the veto were 
that we had just then created a Federal reserve system and 


Mr. Speaker, I offer the following 


they wanted all the State banks to join, and they wanted to 
hold out all the inducements possible for those State banks to - 


join. They wanted the additional inducement that postal sav- 
ings funds should be placed in banks that were members of the 
reserve system. 

The Federal reserve act has been in force for more than a 
year. If the Federal reserve act had been carried out, you will 
readily see that postal savings funds in State banks that were 
not members of the system would have been withdrawn. As 
suggested by my friend from Michigan, Mr. Forpnry, when the 
bill was up the other day, the carrying out of the reserve law 
might in some cases cause the withdrawal of millions of dol- 
lars from State banks and embarrass them. It is a pretty 
serious matter. There are now $73,000,000 on deposit, and more 
than half, I believe, of those deposits are in State banks not 
members of the Federal reserve system. It is in the power of 
the Government to change these deposits immediately in com- 
pliance with the Federal reserve law. 

Now, it is true that the trustees of the Postal Savings System 
have not exercised any such authority. They have permitted 
the deposits to continue in the State banks even though they 
are not members of the Federal reserve system. But that very 
fact—the fact that for more than a year they have not enforced 
the law in that regard—is proof, it seems to me, that the ground 
upon which that bill was vetoed was untenable and is not valid 
now, and would not again be taken by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The idea of the Postal Savings System was, as expressed so 
eloquently by those gentlemen who have preceded me, to induce 
money to leave its hiding places, especially among the laborers 
who did not like to trust their money to the banks, and to put 
it at work in commerce and industry. But it ought to be put 
to work—and that was the idea and the object—right in the 
same locality where it originated, and not be carried away to 
distant banks or to Washington. For that reason, when the 
Postal Savings System was before Congress 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has expired. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may continue for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota asks that 
his time be extended 10 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEENERSON. When the Postal Savings System was 
before Congress it was provided that these funds might be de- 
posited—and, in fact, required to be deposited—in the banks 
hearest the origin of the deposits. 

There is another reason why the objection raised in the veto 
of the former measure now loses its force. When they deposit 
postal savings funds in State or National banks they require 
security—bonds, public bonds, or other securities supported by 
the taxing power, as the board of trustees may prescribe. In 
that particular the United States Government is acting as 
trustee for the savings-banks funds, and those funds have an 
advantage over all other deposits, because no other depositor 
gets actual security hypothecated for the return of the money. 

Therefore the reason advanced why these funds should be 
deposited only in National banks or such State banks as are 
under the Federal reserve system, and thereby under super- 
vision of the national authorities, is removed, because the Gov- 
ernment has absolutely passed upon the bonds or securities 
that have been left with the authorities ‘in order to get these 
deposits. It is not a deposit that is based on the general credit 
of the bank, only toa very slight degree. This matter was being 
considered by the committee on postal savings-bank legislation 
of the savings-bank section of the American Bankers’ Associa- 
tion at a session of the annual meeting of the American Bank- 
ers’ Association on September 7, 1915. I will read the report 
which that committee made. It reviews the reasons. While 
this report may be said to favor the measure, it prefers the 
measure that authorizes the deposit of these funds in other 
than system banks. I read: 

The Sixty-third Congress made no change of moment affecting the 
Postal Savings System excepting that nonmember banks were disquali- 
fied under the Federal reserve law from hereafter 8 depositories 
of postal savings funds; funds already on deposit in such nonmember 
banks may or may not be allowed to remain, the present policy of the 
department being to leave these old deposits undisturbed. 

That is the policy of the department. It is not obligatory 
on them to do so. They have the power, as I have already 
stated, to take them all out within 24 hours and put them in 
system banks. To continue with the report: 


When we met in Richmond last October we reported that the Presi- 
dent had just vetoed the bill known as the Moon bill (H. R. 7967). 
This bill at first proposed to amend the existing law by permitting a 
person to deposit an unlimited amount at any time in a postal savings 
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000. 


ete but no interest was to be allowed on sums exceeding $1. The 
I was deposits. was o ay in the Senate and the limit of interest- 


— pas de was at first fixed at $1,000 and gave the board of 
trustees o ostal Savings System discretionary power to receive 

an additional 1.800 without interest. As finally passed, the limit 
was fixed at upon which interest should be d and an additional 


sopo. ae —s discretion of =~ trustees, but without interest. The bill 
8 also provided tha tal savings funds might be deposited 
nks which were not of the Federal Reserve Association. 
1 will say ae pas point that considerable complaint has been made to 
this committ reason of the ged *. the present law does not 
a es peatel A ties ngs-bank deposits be made in nonmembers of the 
‘ederal 41 but that the wiv rg olicy of the department is to 
allow deposits to remain undi bed which were made before the law 
went into effect with such nonmember banks. 


I call attention to the fact that that policy is alleged here 
to apply only to deposits that were made before the passage of 
the reserve act. Deposits made since then would have to be 
deposited in reserve banks. The rest of the letter follows: 


I 3 say gr ye are endeavorin, e ee to have legislation 

t of posta gs funds in any solvent 

nk. one er 8 the Federal reserve or not; but we have been 
unable ay. to 7 io any favorable legislation. 

rovision was not acceptable to the President and the 

put 11 5 F Another bill was age tly introduced by Mr. Moon 

(H. R. 18842) meet the President 2 — aig bill died in com- 

mittee. A similar bill was introduced in the Senate b y Senator BANK- 

HEAD 1 6770) fixing the limit i . upon which interest should 

be d and an additional $1,000 wi t interest ; this bill was not re- 

ed out of the committee to which it was referred, but was a little 

later on inserted F a rider in the Post Office approp riation bill; it was 

finally eliminated from this bill, as the = srs agad decided to 

exclude all matters not strictly items of appro’ 

The limitation of $500 therefore still exists, 23 it 774 understood that 
the Sixty-fourth Congress will enact Bh ce ng raising the limit of 
interest-bearing depecits to $1,000 and vng discretionary powers to 
the board of trustees to accept an additional $1,000 without interest. 
From the knowledge acquired by your committee in its efforts to have 
the original bill amended and a frank 8 of views ima 
the director of the Pistal Savings System. the desire of 
the trustees for this 3233 of authori ism not 8 and will 
not work any hardshi ogor our savin nks. We have been assured 
that it is not the — cy of the Postal Savings la eg to compete with 
the existing agencies for saving, but — on coy to supplement them, 
and in so far as we are able our members should cooperate with every 
effort to cultivate the thrift habit of our people 
Europe deposits 4 "postal. A banks ha 6 

rope n sa ve lar cr uring 
ear; on June 80, 191 FT de 


ast there were 388, positors, and a 
total ot 43,444,271 on deposit: on June 30, 1915, tears we were 528, mi 
N and a total of 5,600,000 on deposit, an increase of 36 


and of 51 per cent in total deposi 


essive 3 


ortance of thrift, are helpful means of promoting the cause for which 
= section stands, — 


h' damage sige 
. must at all U times ki a 9 —4.— eye apon na the Sergei 


urring efforts to amend the savings law. 
enough E making any changes for the —.—— 8 but 
the interests we represent from governmental 


rate in 
should l carefully guard 


— wibmattted. 
su 
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Congress and give the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury opportunity to again consider it. They ought to reconsider 
it, because, as I say, in the first place, it confers a dangerous 
authority to withdraw millions and millions of dollars from State 
banks now, and perhaps would be regarded as a direction to that 
effect if We act favorably on this bill. In the next place, it is 
in line with the policy of the Postal Savings System to keep the 
money in the locality where it originates. As pointed out by my 
‘distinguished friend from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] the other day, 
a town there to which he referred has 12,000 inhabitants or more 
and has three or four State banks and no National banks, and 
none of the State banks a member of the Federal reserve system. 
In that case it would require the money to be sent to a distant 
point, although they were ready to give absolute security in the 
shape of municipal bonds, supported by the taxing power. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentieman yield? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Certainly. 


the | 

On the whole, this is favorable to the increase of the limit, but 
it is strongly in favor of the provision that these funds may be 
deposited in State banks. As I have said, it appears to me, and | 


I submit to the House, that it would be advisable to pass this | 
bill in the form substantially that it was passed by the last 


Mr. STAFFORD, Does not the gentleman's amendment change 
existing law in this particular? Under existing law 80 per cent 
of the postal savings funds are available by the board of trustees 
for investment in Government bonds and postal savings bonds 
and 65 per cent are to be deposited in local State banks, subject 
to the call of the President for use of the Government, whereas 
the gentleman’s amendment provides that the funds shall only 
be utilized by the Government of the United States when an 
exigency exists. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I believe that is the language of the law. 

Mr, STAFFORD, This amendment was added in the Senate 
and agreed to in conference, and I fought it here in company 
with others. 

Mr. STEENERSON. I stand corrected, but anyway it is the 
judgment of beth Houses of Congress that this was the wise 
thing to do, and it is the last judgment expressed by the legisla- 
tive branch of the Government. The conference report was 
agreed to by the House. It was passed by both Houses. It is 
certified, as can be seen on the veto message, by the Speaker 
and the Vice President, and was complete, so far as the legis- 
lative branch was concerned, and was vetoed, as I have stated. 
I believe we ought to give the Executive a chance to reconsider 
the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
has again expired. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA (H. DOC. No. 495). 


Mr. GARD rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the ah from 
Ohio rise? 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speäker, I ask to be permitted at this time to 
submit the unanimous report of the joint select committee ap- 
pointed pursuant to the act of Congress of Marċh 3, 1915, to 
determine the fiscal relations between the United States and the 
District of Columbia, and also to submit therewith the separate 
report of Senator Works, a member of the committee, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Report of the joint select committee appointed pursuant to the act 
of Con — ey of March 3, 1915, to determine the fiscal relations between 
the U States and the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. It will be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and ordered printed. 


POSTAL SAVINGS BANKS. 


Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask for three 
minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, in regard to minors. I 
made the suggestion that the increase in the limit of deposits 
from $500 to $2,000 might enable persons to deposit large 
amounts in the name of minor children and embarrass their 
creditors. I do not think that is a serious objection. I am not 
going to urge it now. They tell me that experience has shown— 
which I did not know when I made the objection—that there 
are no cases of that kind so far, and probably will not be in 
the future, and for that reason I am not urging it. The sug- 
gestion was not particularly my own, but I thought it should 
be submitted to the House in view of the very large increase in 
the limit of deposits. While it is true that it is laudable and 
wise to encourage saving and thrift among the young, it is also 
true that it is just as laudable to encourage honesty. 

It is conceivable that the privilege might be abused, and if 
that should develop in the future it could be remedied by 
legislation. I am not opposed to the bill, but I believe it would 
be a better bill if some such amendment as I have offered 
were agreed to. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota as not 
germane. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman withhold his point of, order 
for a few minutes? 

Mr. MOON. Very well. 
me to withhold it? 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. MOON. All right. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a rather simple proposi- 
tion. Under the existing law the postal savings depositors can 
only have $500 to their credit exclusive of interest. This bill 
proposes to raise that amount-to $1,000, which may draw inter- 
est, and an additional $1,000 which will not draw interest. I 
can see no possible objection to the provisions of the bill, so I 
would be very glad indeed, if it were practicable, to have a 
provision inserted in the bill such as was carried in the original 
postal savings bank law authorizing the deposit of savings in 


How long does the gentleman desire 
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State as well as National banks. That was really a part of 
the compromise agreement in the House at the time the postal 
savings bank bill became a law. d 

For years there has been a controversy as to how the money 
should be inyested by the Government when it accepted savings, 
and it was finally determined, I think very happily, that it 
might be invested in the local banks, both National and State. 
When the Federal reserve act was passed, the people- urging 
that act were then desirous of compelling or urging all of the 
State banks that they could possibly get to come into the 
Federal reserve system, and they provided that those savings 
bank deposits could only be placed in members of the Federal 
reserve bank system. We passed an act a year ago changing 
that in connection with the provisions of this bill authorizing 
an increase of the savings that they might be deposited in State 
. banks as well as National banks, going back to the original State 
bank act. The Federal Reserve Board itself had just taken 
their offices. They did not know how much it might be neces- 
sary to have as part of the system the State banks, and they 
were then using every effort possible to force the State banks 
into the Federal reserve system. I do not think they are so 
insistent now as they were then, and on their advice when the 
9 5 was passed in the last Congress the President vetoed the 

III. 

Now, I am not in favor of accepting the amendment of the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] at this time. I 
do not think that where the President has vetoed a simple bill 
like this we should send it to him again in the same form it 
was sent to him before. We ought to respect his veto, so I 
think that gentlemen here who are interested in having these 
deposits in the State banks ought to confer with the members 
of the Federal Reserve Board and see whether they can not 
remove their opposition to the deposit of these funds in State 
banks as well as National banks. It is quite evident that the 
State banks generally throughout the country are not coming 
into the Federal reserve system, and the only reason they 
offered for refusing to permit those deposits in the State banks 
was to force them into the system. Now, as they are not com- 
ing into the system, I think everybody will admit that where 
we accept postal savings bank deposits in the towns through- 
out the country those deposits should be deposited in the 
local banks in those towns and not force their removal some- 
where else to a national bank; but for the present I do not 
believe we ought to endanger or encumber the bill by adding 
to its provisions such an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] 
makes the point of order against the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Minnesota that it is not germane. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Does the gentleman desire to argue 
that? 

Mr. MOON. No; I do not think it is susceptible of argument. 
It is not germane, because this is simply a proposition to limit 
the deposits. The gentleman’s provision goes not only to the 
control of the reserve system, but to the interest that may be 
taken and the amount that must be held in reserve by the 
department, which is altogether a different proposition. 

Mr. STEENERSON. In answer to the gentleman, I wish to 
appeal from the decision of the gentleman from Tennessee now 
to his decision in the last Congress. He introduced a bill con- 
taining both provisions. His bill was vetoed because of one 
provision, and now this amendment restores his own bill to 
that status. 

Mr. MOON. 
interrupt him? 

Mr. STEENERSON. Yes. 

Mr. MOON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. That was 
a part of the bill then and, of course, it was in order; and I was 
for it then, and I would be for it now under proper circumstances, 

Mr. STEENERSON. I do not suggest anything different. 
You were authority, and the gentleman, then, must have thought 
it germane. 

Mr. MOON. It was in the bill. 
then. But it is not in the bill now. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Well, it relates to the Postal Savings 
System and is certainly very closely connected, and I submit to 
the Speaker that the point is not well taken. I do not wish to 
delay matters by argument. 

The SPEAKER. The Moon bill contains one simple proposi- 
tion, and that is to increase the amount that can be deposited. 
That is the only subject there is in the bill. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEENERSON] is entirely 
different from that. It treats of regulations and rates of inter- 
est and all the rest. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. HOWARD and Mr. BENNET rose. 


Will the gentleman from Minnesota allow me to 


Of course, it was germane 


The SPEAKER. The Chair promised to recognize the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. Howarp] to offer a substitute. 

Mr. HOWARD. I offer the substitute which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Lioyrp] reserve recognition on this bill? 

Mr. LLOYD. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk read the substitute in part. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, enough of that substitute has been 
read to show that it is not in order. I make the point of order 
against the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Moon] 
makes the point of order that the substitute is not germane. The 
Chair will hear the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HOWARD]. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, the part of the bill that the 
gentleman has made the point of order against is the exact 
language of the existing law. The length of this substitute 
would not affect its germaneness at all. The main provision in 
this substitute is the fact that the present bill under considera- 
tion limits the amount upon which interest is paid and then pro- 
vides for an amount upon which no interest is paid, and states 
the amount of interest te be paid, and so forth. The substitute 
that I offer reenacts the law of 1910 in substance, and simply 
takes off the limitation upon deposits. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Georgia would offer 
an amendment or a substitute embracing the last statement that 
he made, the Chair would rule that that was germane. 

Mr. HOWARD. That is exactly what it does. 

The SPEAKER. I know; but his substitute has a whole lot 
of provisions in it that have nothing to do in the world with 
the amount of money to be deposited. 

Mr. HOWARD. I understand, sir. That is true, but it is 
put in operation. In other words, it is an improvement, I sub- 
mit, on the act of 1910, and in a large portion it is a reenact- 
ment of the law of 1910, using the identical language. The 
main provision of this substitute is the fact that the limit upon 
which interest is paid is entirely removed, and that is germane, 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, to the pending measure. I think if the 
Speaker will hear the substitute read in full he will agree with 
me as to the germaneness of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has heard enough of it read and 
has read enough of it to know that it is a general bill on the 
subject of postal savings banks. It might be the best bill that 
has been written since the beginning of time. 

Mr. HOWARD. I think it is, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. And every man in the House might be in 
favor of it, but at the same time it is not germane to the propo- 
sition that is brought in here by the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. If the gentleman will take his substitute 
and offer that provision to take the limit off of deposits, the 
Chair would unhesitatingly rule that that is in order; but as it 
stands it is clearly not germane to the proposition pending. 

Mr. HOWARD. The Speaker would not permit my col- 
leagues the enjoyment that they would receive by reading this 
bill in the Recorp. I would like to get the verbiage of it in 
the Recorp. That is really a great portion of my purpose. I 
ask 

Mr. MANN. Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to 
save time, that this be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that the substitute offered by him may be printed 
in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill, offered as a substitute, is as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6812) to establish postal. savings banks, to enable the 

Government to borrow money directly from the ple, and to market 


its bonds directly to the people in small and varying denomina- 
tions through the medium of the post office, and for other purposes, 


wer 
rans- 
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at the be- 
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drawals therefrom, the number of deposits made in each, the total 
amount standing to the credit of all depositors at the conclusion of 
the year, the amount of the interest due thereon, the amount of such 
deposits at interest, the amount of interest received thereon, the amount 
of interest paid thereon, and the number and amount of unclaimed 
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deposits. Also the amount of extra expe 


pertinent and present. 
Sec. 2. That provisions of section 3 of the act of July 5, 1884, en- 
titled “An act makin, the Post Office 


8 for the service of 

Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for other 
purposes,” are hereby extended and made applicable to all official mail 
matter 3 to the business of the Postal Savings System. 

Sec. 3. That with the object of ö establishing postal savin 
depository offices at every t office the United States the said 
board of trustees is hereby directed to designate as rapidly as gore 
post offices to be postal savings depository offices: Provided, That 
within one year from the date of the approval of this act every post 
office in the United States shall be so designated, and each and every 
post office so designated by order of said board is hereby declared to be 
a postal savings depository office within the meaning of this act, and 
to be authorized and required to receive deposits of funds from the 
public and to account for and dispose of the same according to the 

rovisions of the act and the regulations made in pursuance thereof. 
Each postal savings depository office shall be kept open for the trans- 
action of business during such hours as the Postmaster General, with 
the approval of the board of trustees, shall direct. 

Sec. 4. That deposits may be made in any postal savings depository 
established under this act by any person of the age of 10 years or 
over, in his or her own name, and by a married woman in her own 
name and free from any control or interference by her husband. 

Src. 5. That the tmaster at a postal saving depository shall, apon 
the tendering of a deposit under this act, deliver to the depositor, free 
of cost, ns an evidence of his deposit, a United States Government 
coupon bond, substantially of the size of the present paper currency. 
to be designated as a postal sayings bond. Such bond shall be issued 
in the amount of the deposit: Provided, That no single bond shall 
exceed the value of §100: Provided further, That any number of such 
bonds may be issued to the same person to represent the amount of his 
or her deposit. All such bonds shall bear interest at the rate of 2 
per cent annum from the date of such deposit. Such interest shall 
be payable semiannually and shall be represented by coupons of the 
same size as the bonds, attached to the bond, maturing at intervals 
bond. The said 
5 his name 


indorsed, 
unless parare to bearer. onds shall 


be read 


deposi 
of the bond, the date of such de t or the date of issue of the bond, 
the value of each coupon attached to the bond, and the due date of the 
last maturing coupon attached to the bond at the time of its issue. 
Upon each coupon shall be shown the value of the coupon and its due 
date, as well as the amount of the deposit or the face value of the 
bond, and the date of the deposit or the date of issue of the bond. 

Upon the delivery of such aapon bond as an evidence of deposit, the 
postmaster issui the same shall take three similar receipts, or a 
receipt in triplicate, from the depositor. Each of these receipts shall 
show the amount of deposit or face value of the bond, the date of 
deposit or date of issue of the bond, the value of each coupon attached 
to the bond, and the due date of the last maturing coupon. Of these 
three receipts one shall be re at the post office of issue and filed 
numerically, according to the serial number of said bond. The other 
two signature cards shall be forwarded on the day of issue to the 
Postmaster General, who shall file one of them numerically and the 
other alphabetically. On each bond, coupon, and signature card shal! 
appear the name or serlal number of the post office of issue and the 
serial number of the bond. 

The forms of coupon bonds shall be erereree by or under the direc- 
tion of the Postmaster General, and shall be delivered to the t- 
master at each post office as required, under rules to be adoptet. by 
the board of trustees. 


chase for 10 cents from any depository office a gam savings ca 
3 prepared adhesive stamps, to be 
stamps; and when the stamps so attached 


and postal savings stamps of denominations of 10 cents, and to keep 
them on sale at every postal savings tory office, and to prescribe 
all necessary rules and regulations for the issue, sale, and cancellation 


thereof. 

No interest shall be paid on fractions of a dollar, nor shall any inter- 
est be d for a shorter period than six months. Interest shall be 
p only upon the surrender of mature coupons at or after their due 

e. 


Sec. 7. That any depositor may withdraw the whole or any part of 
the funds deposited to his or her credit, with the interest due ena 
(as shown by due or past due coupons), upon demand upon the pre- 
sentation at the post office of issue or at Post Office ent, 
at Washington, D. C., of the postal savings bond representing such 
deposit, with all unmatured coupons attached, the bond and cou; 
so surrended being properly indorsed (when not 8 to bearer) in 
accordance with their terms, under such regulations as the of 
trustees may prescribe. In case of a al withdrawal the new 
postal savings d issued to resent the balance rising seca on de- 
posit may be so dated as to allow interest on such balance from the date 
of its or ~ — deposit, under such regulations as the board of trustees 
may prescribe. 

Withdrawals shall be * against and eventually paid from the 
deposits in the State or Territory, so far as the postal funds on deposit 


“out of which to pay current withdrawals on bonds and co 


annum 
t 


or other securities 2 by the taxing power, as the board may 
deem sufficient and necessary to insure the 
ent of such deposits on demand. The 


savings deposi ony, 


(substantially in proportion to the capital and surplus of each 8 
n ia such sd fn under the terms of this — 5 55 
y 


convenient to su 
is willin, 
same 


25 per cent of the total tal savings deposits, may be withdrawn by said 
board of trustees and bi wha) $ 


ostal 
the balance held by 
serve as a wor balance 


for payment at the Post Office 


banks on postal sa å its, such deposits with Federal reserve 
ben me other 

deposits with said banks. Or such deposits, or a part of them, may be 
deposited with member banks of the Federal reserve banks, selected from 
time to time by the board of trustees and changed by the board of 
trustees as it deems wise, so as to facilitate the handling of the postal 
sav business in the various ts of the country. ut d ts of 
such funds by the Treasurer with member banks shall be on same 
terms as are provided herein for local deposits of postal savings funds 
as to security required, limitation of amount, and interest charged. 

Such funds may be withdrawn from the treasurer of said board of 
trustees and all other postal savings funds, or any part of such funds 
may be at any time withdrawn from banks and savings depository offices 
for the repayment of postal savings depositors, when required for that 
purpose. <Any part of the amount deposited with the Treasurer of 
the United States, except 5 per cent of the total postal savings deposits, 
which shall always be maintained by the Treasurer as a reserve, may 
de withdrawn for the a se of purchasing and retiring any of the 
long-term bonds of the United States now or hereafter outstanding; or 
may be used for such purposes as Congress may hereafter decide; or 
may be withdrawn and used in time of war or public calamity or pesti- 
lence for the needs of the United States, but then only by the direction 
of the President, and only when in his judgment the general welfare 
and the interests of the United States so require. Interest and profit 

3 from the deposit or investment of postal savings funds shall 
be appl ed to the ment of interest due to postal Ni 3 as 
hereinbefore provided, and the excess thereof, if any, 1 covered 
into the Treasury of the United States as t of the postai revenue: 
Provided, That postal savings funds in the sury -of said board shall 
be subject to d ion as vided in this act, and not otherwise. 
For the purposes of this act the word “ Territory,” as used herein, shall 
be held to include the District of Columbia, the District of Alaska, and 
Porto Rico, and the word bank“ shall be held to include savings banks 
and trust companies doing a 8 business. 

Sec. 9. That any holder of postal-savings co bonds issued under 
this act, of the aggregate value of more than $100, may at any time 
surrender the same and receive in lieu thereof postal-savin coupon 
bonds in denominations of over $100 and not exceeding $1, „ to the 
extent of the bonds so surrendered. But such postal-sa bonds of 
a larger denomination than $100 shall be issued and payable only at 
the Post Office Department, Washington, D. C., and shall be issued 
only in exchange for postal-savings bonds of smaller denomination 
issued under this act. Such bonds of larger denomination shall be 
similar to those issued by the local postal-savings d tories, except 
that they shall have a maximum value of $1,000 ead of $100. 
The board of trustees shall prescribe the rules and regulations under 
which such exchange can be effected. 

Sec. 10. That postal-sayings depository funds shall be kept separate 
from other funds by postmasters and other officers and employees of 
the Postal Service, who shall be held to the same accountability under 
their bonds for such funds as for public moneys; and no person con- 
nected with the Post Office Department shall disclose to any person 
other than the depositor the amount of any deposits unless directed so 
to do by the Postmaster General. All statutes relating to the safe- 
keeping of and proper accounting for postal receipts are made ap- 
plicable to postal-savings funds, and the Postmaster General may re- 

ire postmasters, assistant postmasters, and clerks at postal-savings 
de sitories to give any additional bond he may deem necessary. 

Bec. 11. Tha pe penne ge gen hep Fry an gh clerks, or other 
employees at post offices of presiden: grade, and postmasters at 
post offices of the fourth class, shall not be allowed or paid any addi- 
ae compensation for the transaction of postal-savings depository 


Sec. 12. That the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much 
thereof as may be ni „ to enable the Postmaster General and the 
board of trustees to establish postal savings d tories in accordance 
with the provisions of this act, and to substitute the coupon bonis 
herein described for the certificates now outstanding as an evidence ol 
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postal savings 8 

of the Treasury for expenses incident to the preparation, issue, 

distribution of the bonds authorized in this act; and the 

General is authorized to require postmasters and er postal officers 

and 8 to transact, in connection with their other duties, such 
usin ecessary; and he is 


including the reimbursement of the — — 
an 


the foi , counterfeiting, alteration, impro 
United 
accounts, and reco: 
with the 


General of a copy 
rovided by the laws of 
e records and judicial 


sum in accordance with such order. 8 or decree shall 
e United States from the 


The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. MOON. Did I understand the gentleman from Georgia 
pie = Seiad to say that his only purpose was to get it in the 

ECORD 


Mr. HOWARD. No; but so my colleagues can be enlightened 
on this postal savings bank proposition. They have had no 
light up to date. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. LLOYD. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Speaker, the pending bill has no purpose except to change 
the amount that may be deposited in postal savings banks and 
to authorize that amount to be deposited in different sums from 
those which the law now permits. At the present time no indi- 
vidual can deposit more than $100 in any one month or more 
than $500 in any one year. If this bill becomes a law an indi- 
vidual may deposit $2,000, $1,000 of which will draw interest at 
the existing rate, and the other $1,000 will draw no interest. 
When the original postal savings bank proposition was before 
this House for consideration there was serious opposition on 
account of what was supposed would be injury to the banks 
of the country. The opposition that was presented was the op- 
position of the banks, but at the present time the banks are not 
even opposing this proposed amendment to the existing law. 
They have discovered that the Postal Savings Bank System is a 
benefit to them and to the country, in that it is taking money 
that is now in hiding, that is not now in circulation, and plac- 
ing it in circulation so that it may be useful to the country. In 
order that you may understand that the banks are not opposed 
to this measure or the present Postal System, I wish to call 
your attention to what was done at the meeting of the American 
Bankers’ Association. 

Evidence of the reasonableness of the pending bill from a 
banker’s viewpoint is found in a report by a special committee 
on postal-savings legislation to the savings banks section of 
the American Bankers’ Association at its national convention 
last spring at Seattle. In discussing this very bill the com- 
mittee said: 


nterest ; 
to have the original bill amended and fr 


om a of 
views with the Director of the Postal Savings System we feel that 
the desire of the trustees for this increase of a rity is not 


unreasonable and will net work any hardship upon our savings banks. 
We have been assured that it is not the pales of the Postai Sa 
System to compete with the existing agencies for saving, but en- 


deavors only to supplement them, and in so far as we are able our 
members should cooperate with every effort to cultivate the thrift 
habit of our people. 

This shows very clearly that the bankers who have looked into 
this matter are not opposed to the suggested amendment. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. STEENERSON. That same committee favors the change 
of the law so as to allow the funds to be deposited in the 
State banks which are not members of the Federal reserve 

stem? 
eri LLOYD. The question whether the moneys shall be 
deposited in the State banks is not now before us for considera- 
tion. It was before the House for consideration in a bill which 
was passed by the last House. 

Mr. STEENERSON. They do favor that, do they not? 

Mr. LLOYD. I am not sure whether they do or do not. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill will have the effect of increasing the 
deposits in the postal savings banks of the country. At the 
present time there is about $75,000,000 deposited in the postal 
savings banks. I realize that the suggestion that is made by 
my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Streenerson] that the money 
ought to be deposited in the State banks is a matter of general 
concern; but, on the other hand 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr, RUSSELL of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time of my colleague be extended five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Russert] 
asks unanimous consent that the time of his colleague [Mr. 
Luoyp] be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LLOYD. But, on the other hand, this is not, when se 
riously considered, an important matter. The money that is 
deposited in the postal savings banks of the country is depos- 
ited in the cities and not in the country districts. This pro- 
vision will not affect any State savings institutions in any coun- 
try districts in the United States unless it be in a community 
in which there is a large number of persons of foreign birth. In 
nearly every district of the United States where there are no 
towns of populations of more than 5,000 inhabitants there are 
no deposits of consequence in the postal savings banks, 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
his colleague? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is it not also true, I will ask my colleague, 
that the laborers of foreign birth in the great cities who use 
the postal savings banks would otherwise send their money 
abroad by postal notes and money orders? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes; and that is a point I was going to make. 

Mr. BORLAND. They sent their money out of the country 
before we had the postal savings banks, and now they are be- 
ing encouraged to deposit their savings in the postal savings 
banks here. 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. The object is to encourage them to pat» 
ronize Postal Savings System to a greater extent. If we did not 
have the Postal Savings System a large amount of this money 
now in savings banks would have been sent abroad, and the rest 
of it would have remained in hiding. There are two classes 
of money that go into the postal savings banks. One class is 
the money that comes out of hiding and is placed in the postal 
Savings banks, and the other is the money sent abroad, money 
that would be sent abroad by the individual who earns the 
money and has the savings in the United States. 

This bill was favored by the President of the United States 
when he vetoed the bill that was pending before him in the 
last Congress. This particular measure has been favored by the 
President of the United States, is favored by the Postmaster 
General, and is urged by the Third Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
eral, who has general supervision of postal savings matters. 
And in this connection I wish to say with reference to him that 
he is a banker. He is connected with the money interests of 
Missouri, and you ean be readily assured that he is not going to 
favor any system that in his judgment will in any way inter- 
fere with the business interests of the United States. He is 
very anxious about the passage of this measure because he 
thinks it will add largely to the amount that will be deposited 
in these banks and will take out of hiding at least $75,000,000 
more of the money that is now withdrawn from circulation. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill, as I was explaining, is indorsed by 
everyone that has been connected in any way with the investi- 
gation of the subject. It is indorsed by the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads of the House. It is indorsed by the 
executive branch of the Government. It is indorsed by the 
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banks. It is urged by the people, and it is insisted upon by those 
who desire to deposit their money in these institutions. [Ap- 
plause. | 


Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Lioyp] has just made an argument in favor of his bill 
which, it seems to me, should cause the House to give very se- 
rious consideration to an amendment to take off the limit con- 
trolling the deposits in the postal savings banks. We are assured 
that the bankers are satisfied with this bill; that their interests 
have been safeguarded; that a committee of bankers has gone 
over this proposition and has consulted with the officials of this 
Government; and we have been assured that it is not the inten- 
tion of anyone connected with the Post Office Department to 
do anything which will injure the banking interests of this 
country. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not so much concerned about the effects of 
this legislation upon the banking interests of this country. I 
am concerned about the effect of this bill upon the men who 
want to put their savings in a place where they will be secure. 
I hold that the Government of the United States should provide 
a place where those who, through thrift and self-sacrifice, have 
succeeded in. getting together a few dollars may place that 
money with some assurance that it will be returned to them. 

I live in an industrial community, a city of 60,000 people, the 
greatest industrial community in my State. We have had two 
bank failures in that city. One bank failure involved 6,000 de- 
positors, most of them poor men or those in very humble circum- 
stances. I want a law that will protect those men, and I do 
not want the Congress of the United States to give so much con- 
sideration to what will benefit the bankers and so little consid- 
eration to what will benefit the depositors. If we had had a 
proper Postal Savings System, the workingmen of my home town 
would have had a place where they might have put their sav- 
ings. As it was, the postmaster of my town has assured me that 
men have come to him and literally with tears in their eyes 
have begged him for permission to put their deposits in Uncle 
Sam's savings bank, and the postmaster has been compelled to 
deny them that privilege. I say, gentlemen, that that permis- 
sion should not be denied by this Congress, and particularly 
should not be denied by the Democratic side of this Congress; 
and I trust the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Howarp], before 
we adjourn to-day, will give us an opportunity to vote on a 
proposition which will absolutely remove the limit, and give the 
people of the United States a real Postal Savings System, and 
not the fake system which we have on the statute books to-day. 

Mr. HULBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. HUBERT moves to amend se A striking out the words “ but upon 


which no interest shall be paid” lines 3 and 4, pare 2, and insert 
in aie and stead thereof the words “upon which interest may be 


ee Mr. HULBERT. Mr. Speaker, I am not opposed to the princi- 
ple of this bill. I have heard it stated here in the debate that 
the amount of $2,000 fixed in the bill as the limit of deposits 
is an arbitrary amount, but I have heard no explanation offered 
for the division of $1,000 upon which interest may be paid, and 
the reception of additional deposits not to exceed in the aggre- 
gate $1,000 upon which interest shall not be paid. On the other 
hand, it is provided by the bill “ that the board of trustees may, 
in their discretion ” receive the additional deposits, so that the 
reception of the additional $1,000 is entirely discretionary with 
the board, and it can only be received “ under such regulations 
as the board may promulgate ” as to additional deposits, not to 
exceed in the aggregate $1,000. Therefore I have proposed the 
amendment in order that, if it shall appear in the discretion 
of the board of trustees desirable at any time to allow and make 
payment of interest upon the additional $1,000 as the growth 
of the postal savings bank system progresses, the board shall 
have the power to promulgate a rule under which that can be 
done. Otherwise, if the board of trustees should so determine, 
their decision would necessarily await the consequent delay of 
further legislation before it could be put into operation. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HOWARD. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There is one amendment pending. The 
question is on the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HULBERT]. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HourserrT) there were—ayes 51, noes 79. 

Accordingly the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1 offered by Mr. HOWARD : 

Page 1, line 9, after the word * yable,” insert the words shall be 
unlimited,” and strike out the remain nder of the bill. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to address myself to 
the amendment. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I want to call atten- 
tion to one proposition in this bill that I do not think anybody 
has discussed. 

When the European war broke out, England had in her postal 
savings deposits about $S892,000,000, and she had what is com- 
monly known in banking circles in the United States as the 
* pass-book system as a method of evidencing these deposits. 
In the calculation of interest upon these deposits, it was found 
necessary to employ 4,068 clerks to keep the interest accounts 
of the postal savings depositors in the main office. 

If this amendment is passed limiting the amount to $1,000 
upon which interest shall be paid and then placing a limit on the 
amount that can be deposited upon which no interest is paid, 
it will be absolutely necessary that the force in the postal savings 
banks shall not only be as great as the number employed in 
England, because we have the additional certificates rather than 
the pass-book system, but you have got to keep one set of book- 
keepers to keep the interest accounts of the depositor upon which 
you do pay interest and then you have got to keep another set 
of bookkeepers to keep the account upon which you do not pay 
any interest. The result will be that the depositor will natu- 
rally draw his money from his live account. Then the book- 
keepers must transfer to the live account a portion of the deposit 
that is on the noninterest-bearing account. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. HOWARD. With pleasure. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman speaks of the 
necessity of having two sets of bookkeepers. Why could not one 
set of bookkeepers keep both accounts? 

Mr. HOWARD. I mean that they will need twice as many 
bookkeepers to keep two different accounts. If the gentleman 
knows anything about bookkeeping, he knows that that is true, 
that if you have twice as many accounts to keep you have got to 
have twice as many bookkeepers to keep them. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin again rose. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia yield? 

Mr. HOWARD. In just a moment I will yield. : 

Here is a man who puts in $1,000, and he puts it in $50, or 
$60, or $100 at a time. You are keeping books on him to see 
when he reaches the point where the Government refuses to pay 
interest under the law. Then he is withdrawing deposits all 
the time, and you are keeping a system of books against him to 
see when the limit of his interest-bearing account has reached 
the point where you do not pay interest and where the non- 
interest-bearing account begins. It is absolutely absurd as a 
matter of principle, and any man within the sound of my voice 
who knows anything at all about modern bookkeeping, and who 
has ever kept anything except a single-entry set of books, knows 
that the statement I make is absolutely true. Now, you are 
placing the Goyernment in the absurd position of employing at 
least a third more men than are necessary in the postal savings 
bank to keep these accounts. 

Furthermore, it is absurd to limit the amount of money that 
can be deposited in the postal savings bank. If a citizen wants 
to deposit his money with the Government of the United States 
at 2 per cent, and the Government can turn around and deposit 
that money at 2} per cent, why do you want to pass a law to 
prevent that man from depositing his money with the Govern- 
ment? The Government loses nothing. It encourages savings; 
it brings larger sums of our circulating medium into the legiti- 
mate channels of commerce, and eventually benefits the whole 
people in every walk of life. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman was speaking of the absurd- 
ity of paying interest on only a part of the money deposited. 
Does not every sayings bank in the country do that very thing? 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not know, and I care nothing about 
what the savings banks do. 

Mr. BORLAND. Do not the savings banks require the 
money to be on deposit 30 days? 

Mr. HOWARD. Yes; and some of them six months, and 
some of them require a year; and some of them pay + per cent; 
and if you will take the current magazines of this country and 
will look at the great advertisements put in them by these sav- 
ings-bank people, offering to pay 34 and 4 per cent, you will 
wonder why it would not be just as well for them to have the 
money deposited with the postal savings bank of the Govern- 
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ment and then reloaned to them at 2} per cent, and why they 
should not desire to have the Government accumulate the 
money, rather than to go into this vast advertising scheme to 
gather the deposits of savers throughout the country. 

Mr. BORLAND. This is not raising the rate of interest. 

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman from Missouri did not under- 
stand me. The cost of accumulating the savings deposits in pri- 
vate institutions is at least 21 per cent. Therefore why object 
to the 5 doing it, when it is placed in banks at the 


same cost? 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Georgia 
has expired. as 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Georgia [Mr. 


Howakrp] seems to be very fine on bookkeeping, but he is a little 
short on legislation, in my judgment. He says we are going to 
inaugurate a system of bookkeeping that will require double 
the number of bookkeepers and will double the expense. I call 
attention to the fact that the deposits are now at the maximum, 
and the cost of keeping the books is less than it was two years 
ago. The expenses in connection with this matter two years 
ago was $205,000 and last year it was $168,000 ; and yet under the 
anticipation of the passage of this measure the department says 
that they can take care of all these matters for $161,000. There 
never was a better maxim than “festina lente ”—let us make 
haste slowly. Let us go slowly in this matter. A great many 
believed that the postal system would be of no value; but the 
deposits have so increased that the Government is making a sub- 
stantial profit out of it, and when we have extended the limit 
which the administration thinks wise for the present we think 
it will be sufficient. If we find that it is necessary to take the 
limit off afterwards, when we have operated for some time under 
the law as we propose, we can then take the limit off if it ap- 
pears that it will be beneficial so to do, but for the present I 
think we had better go slowly. 

Mr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWARD. The gentleman does not argue that we should 
go slowly in taking the limit off of deposits for the same reason 


that the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Lioyp] argued it, 


does he? 

Mr. MOON. I do not know as to the argument of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, but I insist that as a general proposition in 
legislation, the result of all mature judgment on every question 
of legislation is that when a new system of any kind is involved 
it is wise to go slowly until its value is developed and we can 
see what is best to be done. 

Mr, SMITH of Minnesota.” Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out 
thé last word. I am in favor of the pending measure and intend 
to vote for it, although I wish it were more liberal. There are 
some things which if added would make it a better bill. The 
amendment proposed by my distinguished colleague from Minne- 
sota [Mr. Sreenerson], if added to the bill, in my humble 
opinion would have made a better bill out of it. 

Money is used either in commerce, where the returns are 
quick and the hazard great, or it is used in long-time invest- 
ments where the returns for its use are small and the hazard 
practically eliminated, or it is withdrawn from use and hoarded. 
The Federal reserve system was inaugurated for the purpose of 
taking care of the commercial interests of this country and not 
for the purpose of taking care of the demands of the investing 
public. It is the commercial agent of this Government, and it 
deals with the commercial transactions and commercial needs 
of the people. The savings banks and trust companies and other 


financial institutions organized under State laws supply the |. 


wants of those who are seeking investments where the hazard is 
eliminated, though the return may be small. In perfecting the 
Federal reserve system the distinction between these classes was 
distinctly recognized and provided for by keeping the assets of 
the banks belonging to the Federal system liquid and eliminating 
everything that would in any way impair the ability of a bank 
belonging to the Federal reserve system to quickly convert its 
assets into cash. 

By applying this principle to the processes of the Federal 
reserve system the investing public or the borrower on long- 
time security was deprived of any of the benefits of the system 
except in the case of farm loans, where an exception to this 
general principle was made for his benefit. Moreover, the city 
dweller, though having excellent real estate security to offer, 
is denied the privilege and opportunity of borrowing a cent on 
his city property from any bank belonging to the Federal 
reserve system. 

Before the passage of the Federal reserve act postal savings 
were deposited in banks under Federal and State supervision, 
Mach qualified to accept them, and qualification was effected 


by a bank depositing with the Treasurer of the United States 
approved bonds as security for the payment of postal savings 
deposits on demand. The Federal reserve act, which went into 
operation November 15, 1914, under section 15 prohibited the 
deposit of postal savings in any bank except those belonging 
to the Federal reserve system. In 1914 there were postal sav- 
ings deposits of about $43,000,000. About twenty-five millions of 
this amount were deposited in State banks and trust companies 
not member banks of the Federal reserve system. Since Novem- 
ber 15, 1914, the date that the Federal reserve act went into 
effect, no postal savings deposits have been deposited by the 
Government in State institutions, but the surplus must be turned 
over to the banks belonging to the Federal reserve system. 

The Sixty-third Congress passed an act repealing section 15 
of the Federal reserve act, in so far as that act prohibited the 
depositing of postal savings funds in State institutions. The 
amendment now offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
STEENERSON] is identical with the bill passed by the Sixty-third 
Congress covering this same subject. This bill was vetoed by 
the President on September 11, 1914. In his message the Presi- 
dent stated that when the Federal reserve act was passed it 
was thought wise to make the inducements to State banks to 
enter the Federal reserve system as many and as strong as 
possible. It was therefore provided in the act that Government 
funds should be deposited only in banks which were members of 
the Federal reserve system, and that the principle of such a 
provision is sound and undisputable. 

From the angle at which the President was viewing the 
question his conclusion is sound, but the question has a much 
broader aspect than simply the compelling of State banks to 
enter the Federal reserve system, and I am confident that if the 
President had viewed the proposition from all its angles he 
would have arrived at a different conclusion. 

The postal savings deposits are owned by the laboring classes 
residing in the industrial cities of the country. For example, 
90 per cent of the postal savings deposits of the State of New 
York is in New York City, Brooklyn, Buffalo, Rochester, and 
Long Island City, and one-fourth of all the savings deposits— 
amounting now to $738,000,000—is in Greater New York. 
In the State of Minnesota 70 per cent of the deposits is in the 
cities of Minneapolis, St. Paul, and Duluth. What is true of 
New York and Minnesota is true of every other State in the 


Union. If these postal savings deposits are required to be de- 


posited in banks belonging to the Federal reserve system, which 
are organized and conducted solely for commercial purposes, 
the laboring masses of our great industrial cities who own 
practically all of the postal savings deposits will be unable to 
borrow a dollar of this money for the purpose of building or 
purchasing a city home. 

It is an unwise policy to make all the financial institutions of 
the country subservient to the interests of the Federal reserve 
system, which is a commercial banking system only. If the 
Federal reserve system attempted to carry on, regulate, and 
control all classes of financial institutions, there would be some 
reason for turning over savings accounts and investment funds 
to that system. 

When you take the deposits of savings banks and turn them 
over to commercial banks you are discriminating against the 
laboring man, because the amount of money for long-time invest- 
ment is lessened. The laborer, if he borrows at all, borrows 
from the investment banker, not the commercial bank. The 
laboring man has nothing but his money, and if he loses that 
at any time during the progress of his savings the chances are 
that he will be a pauper for the rest of his life. 

Mr. MOON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Yes. 

Mr. MOON. The gentleman says the laboring man has noth- 
ing but his money. Let us concede that to be true. Is it not 
better for him that the deposit of his money be in a bank that 
is under the control of the 9 with the Government 
behind it? 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. If that were all there is to the 
gentleman’s proposition, I would say yes, but it is not. In the 
first place these savings are secured by municipal bonds that are 
based on the taxing power of the municipality that issues them. 
There is nothing in that proposition at all. The only reason 
that it was made possible to place these deposits in the Federal 
reserve system was to build up that system at the expense of 
the other systems of banking, and I say that is unfair; it is 
unjust. 

Mr. MOON. That would not be unfair to the laborer de- 
positor. It would be unfair to the other system of banking. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Yes; and to the laborer as well. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia. 
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The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
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Mr. Howarp and Mr. Keatinc) there were—ayes 16, noes 107. neat eres. Kenna. R, I. Torter 
Mr, KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that | Aimon Flynn Key Obio! Ralis 
there is no quorum present. Anthony Gallagher Tee Roberts, Mass, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado makes the | Terchfeld F Rowland 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will | Buchanan. M enn“ AT TAR oo 
count. [After counting.] One hundred and ninety-seven mem- Burke Graham McClintic 0 
bers present, not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, 8 88 RIE pages Smith, N.Y. 
the Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and the Clerk Chiperiictd es Ee Satthows 8 
will call the roll. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | Church Griffin Miller, Minn. Swift 
ment offered by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HowARD]. Se . * te Aangel Switzer 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 31, nays 3 Davespork Hart Moth. 8 
answered “ present“ 4, not voting SO, as follows: Dooling Haskell Murray Van Dyke 
7 Driscoll Helm Oglesby Vare 
YEAS—31, Dupré Humphrey, Wash, Parker, N. Y. Walker 
Caraway Helgesen Lindbergh Shallenberger Ka Jones Patten Witson, Fla. 
Crosser Henry London Shouse Faire bnd Kelley Peters Wilsen, III. 
Cullop Hilliard Mays Siegel 
Dil: Howard Soren, Okla. Tavenner So the amendment was rejected. 
Doolittle Huddleston Moss, Ind. ‘Taylor, Colo. The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Eagle James Nelson Thompson Until furth otice: * 
Emerson Keating Nolan Young, N. Dak. ERNEUTEN notice: 
Hayden Konop Ragsdale Mr. Carew with Mr. ROWLAND. 
NAYS—318, Mr. Doom with Mr. Swirr. 
Abererembie prus ea Kogers Mr. BRUCKNER with Mr. SNELL. 
er yer ess, ouse Mr. WALKER with Mr. PORTER, 
3 3 5 Bees Mr. Date of New York with Mr. Gray of New Jersey. 
8 8 EIRKAU Rücker 4 Mr. Scurry with Mr. BROWNING. 
shbroo Aston chin ussell, Mo. Mr. Witson of Florida with Mr. Goutp. 
Aah Eetopinal ago pee Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois with Mr. CHIPERFIELD. 
8 i Eraus paugisy puntire Mr. Montague with Mr. GRAHAM. 
charac rr AZATO Saunders Mr. Liege with Mr. SWITZER. 
il hibach ` s 7 > 
Ratkiey 8 R Lede keien Mr. Fartey with Mr. Kremer. 
Derobart Fields 3 Lever Bears Mr. Papcerr with Mr. Roserts of Massachusetts. 
es zgeraid OWLS 8 — 
Beales 1 Liebel Sherley d Mr. MAHER with Mr. VARE. i 
Bell Focht Linthicum Sherwood i Mr. Remy with Mr. NORTON. 
8 e eee aes 15 Mr. Lee with Mr. Guernsey. 
ac "oss 202 Ninno Mr. Grirrin with Mr. Scorr of Pennsylvania 
3 X obeck S iss: 4 7 2 z 
I ee Pear 8 A den Mr. GALLAGHER with Mr. ANTHONY. 
oraaa 88 e Head Mr. Apamson with Mr. BARCH¥FELD. 
F er 5 Sloan Mr. Burke with Mr. CHARLES 
Britten Gallivan McArthur Smail E 4 Sia eee 
Brown, W. Va Gandy McCracken Smith, Idaho Mr. Hamtty with Mr. Corey. 
pense we Gare 3 nity, — — Mr. Driscout with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 
rumbaug zurdner Dermo mith, n. neh ae We es 7 
Buchanan, Tex. Garland McFadden Smith, Tex. Mr. Du raS with Mr. GLY 2577 
Burgess Garner MeGillienddy Sparkman Mr. EaGan with Mr. HASKELL. 
Burnett arrett PSE Space PRIORI Mr. Winitey with Mr. KELLEY. 
TAPE iie Nee nale eaga Mr. Fiynw with Mr. Kennepy of Rhode Island. 
Bera. Ween: Godwin N.C. Metaugitin Btesie tows Mr. Goopwin of Arkansas with Mr. Humprerey of Washington. 
canwn nora ee Steele, Pn. Mr. Greeo with Mr. Hixps. 
‘allaway jordon adden Steenerson 8 É 3 8 N 
Campbell Gray, Ind. Mann Stephens, Cal. Mr. Harr with 55 . n 8. 
Candler, Miss. Green, Iowa Mapes Stephens, Miss. Mr. Heise with Mr. MAGEE. 
8 greene, sega 3 98 ween: Mr. Key of Ohio with Mr. Mircer of Minnesota. 
ntr ireene, Vt. eeker tephens, Tex. Mr. Ociespy with Mr. Morr 
Capstick Griest Miller, De Sterlin ae anton Phen 
Catlin Hadley Miller, Pa Sa Mr. Patren with Mr. PARKER. 
Carter, Mass. Hamiiton, Mich. Moon Stone Nr. MeCrintic with Mr. SNYDER. 
Carter, Okla. 1 1. 1 Stout Mr. SHACKLEFORD with Mr. PETERS. 
8 Hardy Moores: Ind e Mr. SMITH of New York with Mr. Treapway. 
Chandler, N. V. Harrison Morgan, La Sutherland Mr. Van Dyxe with Mr. Wixson of Hlinois. 
Stark, Fla. B 1 proce A The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
n U ` Taggar s "Ar 
Coad Hawley Moss, W. Va 8 The doors were opened. j 
Coleman Hay Mudd Talbott The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
8 Hayes Ataev te 8. C eee Ark. third reading of the bill. 
ner Heflin, Nichols, Mich. Tillman The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
Cooper, Ohio Helvering North Tilson was rend the third time, and passed. 
Coupes & Va. 3 er A ADERARE On motion of Mr. Moon, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
ee Utica a Oliver Towner. Which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
Cox Hill Olney Tribble ra c: 
Crago Holland O'Shaunessy Vinson EXTENSION; OF- REMARKS. 
5 FFC yet Mr. STEENERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
Curry Hopwood — ge, Mass. Ward that those who have spoken on this bill may extend their re- 
Dale, Vt. Houston ar 5 ason marks in the Recorp. 
roti ee Heda apes Pree, Nae wee Pa. The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
Darrow poner Piatt Warnon; Va. mous consent that all those who haye spoken on this bill may 
Davis, Minn. Huil, Iowa ou con extend their remarks in the Ryconb. Is there objection? 
5. Tex. Power Whale ‘he 
ches 1 Miss. Pratt 5 Wheeler [After u pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Dempsey Husted Price Williams, T. S. Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
Denixon Hutchinson uin Williams, W.N. tend my remarks in the Recorp on this bill 
nt Igoc ainey Williams, Ohio IDEAR TA h í bee r 1 
Dewalt Jacoway Raker Wilson, La. The SPEAKER. That has just n granted. 
Dickinson 8 8 8 en Wake Mr. FOSTER. That was for those who have spoken. 
Dies ohnson, $ 9 ON The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
Blixen eee * Hee Woot, Ind. tleman from Illinois? [After 2 pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Doremus Kearns Ricketts Woods, Iowa Mr. CARY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
B abe ae 3 n my remarks on this bill. 
Deakker Kent KES Rodenberg The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Wisconsin (Mr. Cary] 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—4, makes the same request. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
Browning Hinds Norton Padgett The Chair hears none, , 
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Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I make the same re- 
quest. : 

The SPEAKER. That has been granted. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I have not spoken on this bill, but 
I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 
same request. 

Mr. SIMS. But not on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
on January 8, next Saturday, immediately after the morning 
hour, I be permitted to address the House for 15 minutes on the 
subject of Gen. Jackson’s battle at New Orleans and the return 

f the Pelican flag, and I ask that the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr, ESTOPINAL] be permitted to address the House on the same 
subject for the same period of time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 
asks unanimous consent that next Saturday, the 8th of January, 
after the reading of the Journal and the clearance of the 
Speaker's table, that he, likewise the gentleman from Louisiana 
IMr. Estorrnat], be permitted to address the House, each for 
15 minutes, on the subject of Jackson’s victory at New Orleans 
and the return of the Pelican flag. Is there objection? [After 
a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for one hour on Monday next, after the reading 
of the Journal and the clearance of the Speaker's table, on the 
subject of the administration of the post office. 

The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Maryland asks unani- 
mous consent that on next Monday, after the reading of the 
Journal and clearing up of business on the Speaker's table, he 
be allowed to address the House for one hour on the administra- 
tion of the Post Office Department. Is there objection? [After 
a pause. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SCHALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks on this recent amendment to the bill just 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
SCHALL] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks on the 
bill just passed. Is there objection? [After a panse.] The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp on Hawaii. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Aus- 
TIN] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record on the subject of Hawaii. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he is willing 
to include in his remarks some of the rest of. us who had that 
most delightful and instructive trip to Hawaii with him? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I would not do it any other way, Mr. Speaker, 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to renew my request to 
be permitted to extend my remarks in the Recorp by publishing 
a telegram from Mrs. Lillian Mitchner and a copy of my answer 
on the subject of national defense. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks- unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Record by publishing 
a telegram from Mrs, Lillian Mitchner and his answer to it on 
the subject of national defense. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, it may 
appear very technical, but I wish the gentleman would specifi- 
cally ask to extend his remarks on the subject of preparedness 
without indicating it is for the purpose of answering a particular 
telegram, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Record on the sub- 
ject of national defense. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. Under the special order made the other 
day the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bortanp] is recognized 
for one hour on the subject of the Missouri River. 


THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, at this time when so much at- 
tention is invited to the important subject of national defense 
we may be led to overlook the equally necessary work of de- 
veloping the commercial resources of our country. I can not 
but concur in the timely and patriotic remarks of the Secretary 
of the Interior, Hon. Franklin K. Lane, in his annual report just 
issued: ; 

I make bold to express the hope that no ether policies of this Goy- 
ernment may be allowed to stay the internal development of this coun- 
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per 75 There is a fear, how general I do not know, that this Government 
ll halt in carrying out its full and needed program of legislation 
affecting home affairs because of the immediate need for strengthenin 

our national defenses. This apprehension arises, I am contident, out ò 

no lack of sympathy with the n to increase the Army and the Navy, 
but out of a rearing: that the Government in both executive and legisla- 
tive branches will so immersed in matters military and nayal as to 
overlook these matters of less dramatic and perhaps less immediate 
concern, p 


PREPAREDNESS NEED NOT PREVENT INTERNAL DEVELOPMENT. 

I am anxious to face frankly and boldly the question of 
national defense and to provide for the safety and dignity of 
our country and the maintenance of the rights of American 
citizens at home and abroad. I think these preparations should 
be ample and not meager, for I feel that there is no danger of 
our Nation ever going to the extreme of militarism. But I 
regard as equally important the development of the national 
wealth and resources of our great country that our people may 
have an opportunity to build homes, produce wealth, develop 
commerce, and improve their social and intellectual opportuni- 
ties. A great, rich, and strong nation can provide for the 
national defense without the sacrifice of its opportunities for 
improvement in the arts of peace. I look with more enthusiasm 
upon the activities of the Federal Government which help the 
average man, which lead to peace and prosperity. I would 
rather build homes than battleships and rather dig ditches than 
graves. 

We are told that at this session of Congress there is to be a 
Sweeping attack made upon all forms of internal improvement, 
and especially upon expenditures for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors. Instead of waiting for some submarine attack 
I am willing to draw the fire of the enemy at once and force him, 
if possible, into the open. [Applause.] 

ROMANCE OF TIHE RIVER. 

In 1912 Congress adopted a project of improving the Missouri 
River after the most careful consideration and repeated ex- 
aminations and reexaminations by different boards of engineers. 
Upon the faith of this action by Congress the people of the 
Missouri Valley, and especially of Kansas City, have invested 
millions of dollars in restoring commerce to the river, and their 
efforts have been successful to a remarkable degree. They 
have solved at the cost of time, effort, and money many of the 
great and fundamental problems of river navigation. They 
were the pioneers in a system of transportation which will soon 
extend to all of the navigable streams of the Mississippi Valley. 
I would like to tell you something of the romance of the river 
as illustrated by the efforts of Kansas City and her business 
men. 

The Missouri River Commission passed out of existence in 
1902. That commission had done some permanent improvement 
of the Missouri River, notably a 40-mile stretch near Jefferson 
City which is still intact and demonstrates that a permanent 
channel can be constructed and maintained. Most of the money 
spent by the Missouri River Commission, however, was not 
devoted to a scientific plan of improvement. Congress unfor- 
tunately interfered and required specific expenditures at pnr- 
ticular localities; in other words, a pork-barrel method of dis- 
tributing public money was adopted. Naturally most of the 
money was wasted, and the Missouri River project has had to 
bear the odium of these unjustifiable expenditures. 

NEW POLICY—CONTINUOUS AND SCIENTIFIC IMPROVEMENT. 

In 1907 Congress entered upon a new policy of improving in- 
land waterways on 2 comprehensive and scientific plan. When 
I entered Congress in 1909 we had just had a survey and report 
on the Missouri River by the district office, Capt. (now Maj.) 
Schulz. He reported a plan for improving that portion of the 
stream from Kansas City to the mouth to secure a permanent 
6-foot channel at an expenditure of $20,000,000, and strongly 
advised that the improvement be made in a continuous and sci- 
entific manner over a sufficient stretch of the river to permit 
the actual restoration of commerce. When the report came be- 
fore the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives that body was presided over by. Hon. Theodore Bur- 
ton, of Ohio. The commercial interests of the Missouri Valley 
appealed to the Sixtieth Congress for the adoption of the Mis- 
souri River project, but they were met by the statement that 
there was no general commeree on the Missouri River which 
would justify the improvement. The reason for the lack of 
active commerce on the Missouri River had been fully poiuted 
out in Capt. Schulz’s report. It was shown that the river traffic 
had been destroyed during the years when railroads: were being 
built in large numbers into the western country. far in advance 
of the commercial needs of the country. These railroads for 
more than 20 years had engaged in a fierce competition for busi- 
hess during a period when the traffic available was not sufficient 
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to support all of the lines. The result was a general system of 
secret rebates and rate cutting, which crippled the railroads and 
exhausted much of their capital, and made anything like the 
maintenance of river traffic impossible. This condition had 
changed very rapidly with the strict enforcement of the inter- 
state commerce law, and the abolishment of secret rebates and 
rate cutting, and also with the tremendous growth of traffic in 
the Missouri Valley. The railroads have reached a point where 
rates were more stable and where the growing traffic was tax- 
ing the capacity of all of the roads. 


During the period, however, of railroad competition the river 
had fallen into complete disuse; commerce on it had practically 
ceased and could not be restored except upon an improved 
channel extending over a sufficient reach of the river, as, for 
instance, from Kansas City to St. Louis, as would make a haul 
a sufficient length to justify the loading and unloading of 

ts. 


SHIPPERS’ BOAT LINE ORGANIZED. 


In their request upon Congress to provide a permanent channel 
on the Missouri River for the restoration of commerce, the com- 
mercial interests of the West took the position that the improve- 
ment of the river must precede the restoration of commerce, 
and it was only to a very limited extent that commerce could 
be restored upon an unimproved river. An attempt to do so 
would be experimental and be carried on under many disadvan- 
tages, which would prevent its being a profitable enterprise. 
They were assured, however, that if commerce was restored upon 
the Missouri River upon a basis which promised success, Con- 
gress would adopt the project and complete it by sufficient appro- 
priations within a reasonable time. In other words, they were 
asked to show their own faith in the value of the Missouri River 
by risking their own capital in the development of water traffic. 
In accordance with this understanding with the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, the commercial interests of the Missouri 
Valley, led by the business men of Kansas City, organized a boat 
line, which was incorporated September 7, 1909, under the laws 
of the State of Missouri. The form of incorporation was such as 
to secure and retain the control of the line in the hands of the 
merchants and shippers of Kansas City. Preferred stock in this 
boat line was subscribed by 4,220 Kansas City firms and indi- 
viduals to the total amount of $1,220,000. More than $1,000,000 
of this amount has been collected in cash. In the Sixty-first Con- 
gress the chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee was 
Hon. D. S. Alexander, of New York. Chairman Alexander took 
a deep interest in the Missouri River project and made a per- 
sonal investigation of it. He came to Kansas City in Septem- 
ber, 1909, and made a trip down the river from Kansas City 
to the mouth, as a result of which he became thoroughly con- 
vinced not only of the engineering possibilities of the river but 
of its tremendous commercial importance. 

On June 25, 1910, in the rivers and harbors bill prepared by 
Chairman Alexander, the first appropriation was made for the 
permanent improvement of the Missouri River to the amount of 
£1,000,000, although the project was not formally adopted by 
Congress. When the bill reached the Senate a provision was 
inserted by Mr. Burton, of Ohio, who had then become Senator, 
providing for a reexamination of the project by a board of 
three engineer officers of the Army. This reexamination was 
had and resulted in the substantial adoption of the Schulz 
report and the recommendation of the improvement of the Mis- 
souri River from Kansas City to the mouth at a total cost of 
$20,000,000, to be completed in 10 years. This report reached 
Congress too late to be incorporated in the regular rivers and 
harbors bill of the first session of the Sixty-second Congress, 
but in order that the work on the river so well begun by the 
appropriation of $1,000,000 should not cease, an authorization 
of $600,000 to continue the work was made. After this ample 
foundation had been laid, the project was finally adopted by 
Congress in the rivers and harbors act of July 25, 1912. The 
credit for this is due to the Rivers and Harbors Committee, 
headed by SPARKMAN, of Florida. In all Congress 
has appropriated $6,250,000 for the river. On account of the 
irregularity and uncertainty of the appropriations and the 
repeated attacks which have been made upon the whole plan 
of river improvement, the work has been slower and more ex- 
pensive than it should be, but the latest reports of the engineer 
officers are that the work can be completed within the estimated 
eost and the allotted time. The Government has built a plant 
costing over half a million dollars. It is now proposed to sweep 
the whole thing away, junk the plant, lose the money invested, 
and break faith with the commercial interests of the valley, and 
all this is to be done in the name of economy, or, if that cry 
fails, in the name of patriotism and preparedness, 


FIRST PROBLEM—MODERN BOATS. 


Let us see what the commercial interests have done in re- 
liance upon the word of Congress. They have restored com- 
merce upon the Missouri River between Kansas City and St. 
Louis more rapidly than the improvement of the river has 
progressed under the Government work. When the first appro- 
priation of $1,000,000 was made in 1910, an agreement was 
entered into between the Rivers and Harbors Committee of the 
House and the Commercial Club of Kansas City that the Gov- 
ernment would adopt the project if commerce in good faith 
should be restored on the river. The shippers have kept in a 
generous measure their share of this bargain. They found, it 
is true, a mighty task, for they were resolved not simply to 
run a few experimental boats as a bluff to cut down railroad 
rates, but to rebuild on modern lines the obsolescent system of 
river navigation. 

While there is always an abundance of water in the Missouri 
River, if it be kept within a well-defined channel, the neglect of 
the channel produces snags, sand bars, and shallow places, 
which make the navigation of full-draft vessels impossible. It 
was this channel which the Government had promised to restore, 
but which our people were compelled to navigate in its then 
neglected condition. The main problem involved a number of 
incidental problems, which they must solve not only for their 
own benefit but for the benefit of all those who undertook to 
navigate inland streams. There were no types of modern boats 
available for inland streams. The only craft that could be 
secured were the old Texas deck boats of ante-bellum days. 
These are constructed of wood and are so highly inflammable 
that insurance is almost prohibitive. They are so frail that 
they are at the mercy of every snag. Most of them carry their 
power and fuel at the expense of available space for freight. 
They carry all of their freight on deck, exposed to theft and the 
weather, and must be loaded and unloaded by hand at a prohibi- 
tive cost, requiring the presence of an impossible number of 
casual laborers or wharf hands at every stopping place. No 
sane business man would attempt to carry freight under these 
conditions in competition with an oxcart, let alone with a rail- 
road. 

The first task of the Kansas City Missouri River Navigation 
Co. was to secure.a naval architect, a man trained in the tech- 
nical schools of Germany and familiar with navigation on the 
Rhine, and send him to every stream in the United States to 
examine every possible type of river boat. From these careful 
expenditures of money and effort a type of steel-hull barges was 
evolved, to be pushed by a power boat. These steel-hull barges 
were so well protected from the danger of fire, theft, and snags 
that they eliminated the need for marine insurance. The com- 
pany can afford to, and does, pay every loss promptly, and the 
shipper is not required to insure his goods. As the power boat 
is separate from the barge a higher efficiency can be maintained 
for both units. While the barge is tied up to the wharf, loading 
or unloading, the power boat is started again on its trip with 
other barges which have been loaded. 

A portion of the capital was immediately invested in these 
steel-hulled barges. We found, gentlemen, that the maximum 
capacity of a steel-hulled barge on a 6-foot channel on a non- 
tidewater stream should be about 2,000 tons. We began by 
building barges of 1,400 tons, because in the 400-mile stretch 
between Kansas City and St. Louis there were between 40 and 
50 shallow places and shoal crossings where barges of full draft 
could not get through and where navigation must be limited 
to the shallowest place in the stream. We began with 1,400- 
ton barges. We found they were too large and had to be 
lightered over the shallow places in the river. Then we went 
down to 1,200-ton barges, and later we went down to barges of 
1,000 tons, and now we have gone down to 600-ton barges because 
the Government has not yet opened up a proper channel naviga- 
tion between Kansas City and St. Louis. l 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle- 
man yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BORLAND. I do. 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gèn- 
tleman if it has been possible for this independent company to 
which he refers to do a profitable business with a 600-ton barge? 


Mr. BORLAND. No; it has not been profitable. We are doing 


it because the condition of the channel compels us to do so. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman said they 
started out with 2,000-ton barges. 

Mr. BORLAND. No. I said they started out with 1,400-ton 
barges. 
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Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It may be of interest to the 
gentleman from Missouri to know that in my section of the 
country it has been found to be unprofitable to use barges car- 
rying 900 tons on streams of a depth not exceeding 7 or 8 feet. - 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman is no doubt right about it. 
We have found this to be the case: On through freight from East 
St. Louis to Kansas City or return the load ought to be full, as 
full as the barge can make it, and 2,000 tons is the profitable 
weight. 

But much way freight, such as farmers loading apples, or 
sacked grain, or hay, or other products of that kind at farm 
crossings—of which we now have considerable, owing to the en- 
couragement that has been given in the last few years—or at 
smaller towns along the river, where small lots of merchandise 
and groceries are loaded, we find that smaller barges can be 
used at a profit. The power boat leaves the barge at its place 
of temporary destination. Then the power boat is free to take 
another load either up or down stream. In the meantime the 
barge is being loaded or unloaded, without loss of time to the 
power boat. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I think it will interest the 
gentleman to know that the New York State Barge Canal, which 
is being constructed at enormous expense, contemplates the use 
of 2,000-ton barges, with a depth of 12 feet. 

Mr. BORLAND. We believe that they can be run profitably 
at a depth of 6 feet. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. You are fortunate. 

Mr. BORLAND. There is a draft of 41 feet in the 2.000-ton 
barges, and we believe they can be run on a permanent draft of 
6 feet. In addition to that, the barges must be kept constantly 
active. Of course it costs proportionately more to handle small 
barges than to handle large ones, but I will say to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, if he is familiar with our agricultural 
country out in the West, there is a class of way freight which it 
will not pay to pick up with large barges. They can be picked 
up profitably by 600-ton barges, so that we are solving a problem 
that is common to all internal waterways, but a problem which 
has no connection whatever with deep-water shipping. 

In the season of 1911 the navigation company operated one old 
Texas deck boat, called the Chester. In the season of 1915 it 
had, in addition to the Chester, two modern tunnel-type power 
boats and a fleet of eight steel barges. In the season of 1916, 
unless Congress decides to chloroform American enterprise, it 
will have an additional power boat of an enlarged and improved 
type and additional barges adapted to way-freight farm products 
along the river, 

SECOND PROBLEM—TERMINALS. 

In addition to developing a new type of river craft the boat-line 
company found that terminals must also be provided. The long 
neglect of the river had enabled the railroads to seize the water 
fronts in all of the river cities. The Government might improve 
the channel at great expense in vain unless proper terminals 
were provided. Kansas City began the fight by issuing bonds for 
$75,000 to build a municipal terminal which should be free to 
all boats without danger of extortion. Before building the termi- 
nal, however, it was necessary to force the railroads, by litigation, 
off the land. Now we have a modern, steel and concrete ware- 
house, fire, weather, and rat proof, at Kansas City. No shipper 
is going to permit his goods to be dumped upon a wet or muddy 
bank exposed to the weather and theft; but, on the other hand, 
cities can not provide modern terminals unless the Government 
improves the channel and really performs and finishes what it 
undertakes. In addition to providing a wharf or landing place 
and providing proper warehouse facilities there must also be 
modern electric cranes for the purpose of loading and unloading 
the boats. Hand labor is too expensive and too uncertain. These 
modern cranes must lift the goods from the boat to the ware- 
house or from the boat to the railroad car, or vice versa. This 
necessitates that there be an articulation of the railroads with 
the boats at the public wharf by proper switch tracks. 

THIRD PROBLEM—SWITCHING CHARGES. 

But this is not all. After all this is provided the boats are 
still at a disadvantage unless they can accept and deliver freight 
at the warehouses of shippers who are not located near the river. 
In other words, they must be in a position to compete with rail- 
roads which have private switch tracks to every industry and 
every factory of any size. It became necessary, therefore, for 
the boat line to absorb switching charges and give the shipper a 
rate based upon receiving the freight at his establishment or de- 
livering it to his establishment within switching limits from 
the public wharf. 

FOURTH PROBLEM—INTERCHANGE OF TRAFFIC WITH RAIL CARRIERS. 

But this is not all. It is necessary for the boat line, if it 
would compete with the railroads, to interchange freight with 


connecting rail lines so as to be able to accept freight coming 
from or destined to any point in the United States to the same 
extent that the railroads do. If a shipment from Massachu- 
setts were destined to a point in southern Kansas, the boat 
line should be able to receive it at St. Louis, carry it to Kansas 
City, and redeliver it to the connecting rail carrier. This neces- 
sitates through routes and through rates and a division of 
rates between the rail and water carrier. To show the earnest- 
ness with which Congress has entered upon a plan to restore 
inland water transportation, we may recall the recent act 
amending the interstate-commerce act giving the commission 
power to establish and compel through routes and through rates 
and interchange of business between water and rail carriers. 
The railroads were at first inclined to dispute this right and 
to embarrass our Missouri River boat line. Our boat-line people 
promptiy took the matter up with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission and won the first victory under this law. The case 
is Kansas City Missouri River Navigation Co. v. The Chesapeake 
& Ohio Railroad Co. (I. C. C., No. 7002, decided May 11, 1915). 
It involved the right of the boat-line company to demand a divi- 
sion of the through rate for the carriage of flour and milling 
products from points west of Kansas City for export via Newport 
News. In this great victory the rights of the western farmer 
and miller were involved and they were given the benefit of 
the cheaper water rates. [Applause.] 


FIFTH PROBLEM—BUILDING UP PATRONAGE, 


But this is not all. The building up of a new transporta- 
tion line, or a new method or system of transportation, is a 
tedious, difficult, and expensive matter, not only on account 
of the obstacles which must be overcome, but on account of the 
element of habit, usage, or business confidence which controls 
to so large an extent the course of trade. Every new enterprise 
suffers from this difficulty, but its continued success is finally 
rewarded by a degree of public confidence which we call the 
good will of the business and which in many cases is the most 
valuable part of the entire enterprise. We must bear in mind 
that the Missouri River, in a partially improved condition, was 
being navigated by a boat-line company. The Federal Goy- 
ernment had not yet given us a 6-foot channel. On account of 
the shallow places in the stream, the size of the boats, and the 
size of the fleet, the extent to which the vessels could be loaded 
and the time consumed in the trip were al! adjusted to the worst 
spots in the river. As the Government work progressed the serv- 


ice of the boat-line company became better and its patronage ` 


among the merchants grew. In the season of 1911 it moved only 
1,084 tons of general merchandise. In the season of 1915 it 
moved over 33,000 tons of general merchandise. 

That does not seem very great to these gentlemen that write 
magazine articles about the failure of the river improvements. 
But if they will read some letters of men who patronize those 
boats along the route they will have a different idea of it. 

Here is a letter from a hardware company. It says: 

Our tonnage for the past five years has been as follows: In 1911. 
106,000 pounds; in 1912, 195,000 pounds; in 1913, 228,000 pounds; in 
1914, 580,000 pounds ; and in 1915, up to October 10, 912,000 pounds. 

That is the way business grows. 5 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. N 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman just gave his 
figures of the amount of freight in pounds. Did he mean 
pounds or tons? 

Mr. BORLAND. In that case I meant pounds. 

Scores of merchants came before the Rivers and Harbors 
Board at Kansas City and testified that they could not adjust 
their business nor take the risk of shipping by water in 1911 or 
1912. Many of them did not attempt to do so in 1913 or 1914, 
but began in the season of 1915. Each year saw an increase in 
the patronage of the boat line as the service improved and as 
proper routings for freight and time of delivery were worked 
out. This good will of the business is not only the most valu- 
able but the most delicate part of an enterprise. It takes time, 
patience, skill, work, and money to build it up, but it can be 
torn down by any blundering fool in an hour. Nobody knows 
better than the railroads that if they can get Congress to with- 
hold appropriations for a single year every shipper who has 
patronized the boat line will be driven back into their arms. 
Any ambitious statesman who wants to run for President of the 
United States on a railroad platform should begin by a sub- 
marine attack upon the waterways. 

DOES RIVER NAVIGATION PAY? 

The boat line company now carries freight of all classes, in- 
cluding some of the most valuable merchandise, at a uniform 
rate of 80 per cent of the rail rate. In the first seasons of its 
existence it has necessarily faced a deficit. All new transpor- 
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tation lines do, and no railroad has ever been known to pay 
within the first nine years of its existence. The boat line has 
had the further expense and difficulty of operating upon a par- 
tially impreved channel, so that it can not lead its boats to full 
capacity, and has been frequently unable to accept all the freight 
offered to it. It also absorbs the switching charge at terminals at 
Kansas City and East St. Louis and the cost of loading and un- 
loading. In addition to this it absorbs the marine insurance, 
so that the saving of 20 per cent is a net saving to the shipper. 
In spite of these handicaps, it will shortly be on a profit-making 
basis, and could now wipe out its deficit if it charged the same 
rate as the rail carriers. It can not increase its present fleet 
more rapidly than the improvement of the channel will justify, 
and therefore it is restricting its own earning power. For illus- 
tration, the maximum capacity of barges adapted to a 6-foot 
channel is 2,000 tons and the maximum power boat would be 
1,000 to 1,200 horsepower. Craft such as these will produce a 
handsome profit at 80 per cent of the rail rate or even less. 
The company found, however, that with the numerous shallow 
places in the river it must use lighter draft boats. It began with 
1,400-ton barges, and when it found that these could not be op- 
erated profitably until the river was further improved it built 
barges of smaller and smaller capacity. The small barges are 
operated at a proportionate higher cost, and when the channel is 
finally Improved will be used only for way freight; therefore 
the company can not invest in full-size barges at this time nor 
can it tie up all its capital in small barges adapted only to the 
partially improved stream. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me 
to say that just now the railroads are issuing embargoes against 
freight; they are unable to carry the commodities furnished 
them, and in some cities the waterways are unable to assist 
them, because they are unable to get the great terminals. Does 
this condition hold at all in the gentleman’s country, and if his 
river was improved would it be of any more service to the 
people than it has been? 

Mr. BORLAND. Unquestionably the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is right. We are feeling the freight congestion, and I 
was about to touch on that. Not only are we feeling the freight 
congestion, but the Interstate Commerce Commission has issued 
a peremptory order that we must not hold railroad cars, that 
they are badly needed to haul the products, and that we must 
turn them loose at the earliest possible moment. 

There was a time, I have no doubt, when the railroads of Mis- 
souri were overbuilt. 

Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. The congestion in New England is due to political 
prosecutions on the part of the United States and the utter in- 
ability to raise funds to meet the situation, because $160,000,000 
has been robbed from the people of New England by this prose- 
cution. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry I can not yield for 
the discussion of that important topic, There is some difference 
of opinion as to who did the robbing. But I do want to say that 
gentlemen who are saying that we ought to abandon the rivers 
and save the money we are spending upon these improvements 
are basing their contention on the fact that our railroad facili- 
ties ùre ample. They say: What is the matter; what do you 
need any more facilities for? Have not you got the railroads?” 
It reminds me of a mayor in a sister city, who, when he was 
asked why he did not provide street lamps to light the streets, 
replied, “ You got the moon yet, ain't it?” [Laughter.] 

ann RAILROAD FACILITIES AMPLE? 

When our critics say, Why do you need to spend so much 
time, work, and Government appropriations in building up river 
navigation? Have you not got the railroads?” We reply, 
Yes; we have the railroads, and we are attempting by con- 
structive legislation to make them deal uniformly and fairly 
with the shipping public, and they are fighting back with both 
fists—their financial fist and their political fist. Even if the 
railroads were amply controlled and rates could be established 
arbitrarily by the Interstate Commerce Commission to please 
every shipper, regardless of natural conditions affecting the 
movement of freight, the improvement of the waterways would 
still be necessary and desirable. There was a time three decades 
ago in the history of the West when the railroads had built far 
in advance of the needs of commerce. In those days the rail- 
roads were engaged in cut-throat competition. ‘To-day more 
stable rates haye come, but the railroads are utterly unable 
to provide facilities for the increasing traffic. A system of 


railroad monopoly of transportation is a false and impractical 
` system. It is as false us it is for the opponents of river improve- 
ment to claim that the business men who demand water trans- 
portation have no object in view but to bluft the railroads into 


reducing their rates. In 1871 when the Missouri Pacific was 
completed between Kansas City and St. Louis it had to be 
heavily subsidized because there was not suflicient commerce 
to justify its construction. To-day there are five lines of rail- 
road between Kansas City and St. Louis, and some or all of 
them must soon be double-tracked. No man can foresee the 
tremendous growth in the movement of traffic in the interior of 
the United States. Nobody has ever overestimated it. The 
railroads to-day are suffering from periods of congestion, and 
there is almost an annual car shortage at the time of the move- 
ment of crops. 

If anyone is interested in estimating the enormous growth 
of traffic in the Southwest, his attention is called to the fact 
that when Congress adopted the Missouri River project it did 
so on the basis of the official returns of 1907, which show that 
traffic passing through the gateway of Kansas City was ap- 
proximately 5,000,000 tons, of which 1,000,000 tons would be 
available for transportation by water. In 1915 the total tonnage 
passing through the gateway of Kansas City was 11,000,000 
tons, an increase of 120 per cent in eight years. 

WILL WE SAVE MONEY BY ABANDONING THE RIVER, 


Suppose we abandon the improvement of the Missouri River 
and waste the $6,000,000 we have expended on it, are we going 
to save the people of the United States the $18,000,000 necessary 
to complete the project? Is the improvement of waterways 
the only cost of transportation which is charged against the 
public? The public in some form pays for the capitalization 
of additional railroads. Those who take their position with 
the railroads against the rivers must demonstrate not only that 
ample railroad facilities can be provided, but that they can 
be provided at a less cost and with greater efficiency than the 
improvement of the rivers, Of course the very reverse is true. 
The Missouri River between Kansas City and St. Louis, with 
a permanent 6-foot channel enabling boats to make continuous 
trips and run day and night on regular schedules, has a carry- 
ing capacity probably equal to 100 single-track railroads, and 
yet it can be built to-day and maintained for a less cost than 
one additional single-track railroad between Kansas City and 
St. Louis. This is shown by a statement of the division of 
valuation of the Interstate Commerce Commission issued to 
WILIIAu P. Bortanp, October 27, 1915, which says that it will 
cost approximately $55,000 a mile to construct a modern single- 
track railroad from Kansas City to St. Louis. The distance is 
280 miles, which makes a total cost of $15,400,000. To acquire 
the necessary terminals in Kansas City and St. Louis would 
cost at the very lowest estimate $5,750,000, making a total of 
$21,150,000. To maintain this road would cost $2,500 per mile 
per year, or a total of $6,500,000. Just compare these figures 
for a moment with the cost of having and maintaining an 
improved river between Kansas City and St. Louis. It will cost 
$20,000,000 to secure a 6-foot channel, of which about $6,250,000 
has already been appropriated. It will cost $500,000 a year to 
maintain this channel. Our critics insist that we shall also 
add interest on the investment at the rate of $600,000 a year, 
making a total of $1,100,000 as the cost to the Government in 
maintaining a 6-foot channel. You will notice that the cost of 
maintaining a single-track railroad between Kansas City and 
St. Louis would be $6,500,000 a year, which does not include 
the item of interest on the investment. The original cost of 
the railroad is $21,150,000, or approximately the same as the 
original cost of the improved river. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. How much more traffic could the river 
earry than a single-track railroad? 

Mr. BORLAND. It has been estimated that it will carry at 
least 100 times the capacity of a single-track railroad. Nobody 
knows. It is an expansive quantity. It adjusts itself entirely 
to the traffic offered. You can run as many boats on an im- 
proved stream as you have traffic offered. There is no limit 
as far as we know. There is no such thing as congestion at the 
terminals or otherwise on an improved river. You have all of 
the terminal facilities up and down stream that you need. You 
do not have to have your railroad yards blocked with cars which 
can not be switched onto tracks and unloaded. ` 

TF GERMANY OWNED THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Which do you prefer, my patriots, who are so anxious to save 
the pocketbooks of the people, a railroad which must be clubbed 
into submission by an Interstate Commerce Commission and 
which is entitled to charge its full cost of operation to the ship- 
per, or a free and open river, a public highway, with public ter- 
minals? If we regard the matter purely from the standpoint of 
preparedness, it is the height of national folly not to develop 
every available means of internal communication. Germany has 
built up the most remarkable military establishment the world 
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has ever seen, and at the same time has improved her rivers, | 


roads, and railroads, She has constructed magnificent canals 
and harbors. If Germany owned the Missouri River, there 
would be a different tale to tell. Much of our railroad stock 
originally was, and still is, in foreign hands. In the future it 
might happen that we would need every means of communication, 
need them free from private control, and need them brought to 
the highest state of efficiency. 


TRAFFIC IS CREATED BY CHEAP TRANSPORTATION, 


Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. SMALL. The gentleman has correctly stated that one 
argument of the opponents of river improvement is that we have 
the railroads to carry the traffic, and he has referred to the rivers 
as an additional instrumentality of transportation, and the 
coordination of water carriers with rail carriers through the con- 
struction of terminals. Is the gentleman prepared to state the 
additional advantage of the improvement of rivers and the estab- 
lishment of water carriers by reason of the cheapened trans- 
portation as compared with carriage by rail? 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, that is an important question, 

but one Jargely experimental. We know that business is created 
by the presence of cheap and reliable transportation. One gen- 
tleman came before the Rivers and Harbors Board at its hearing 
in Kansas City in October. He was a manufacturer in St. Louis 
of bathroom fixtures, enameled ware. He said that the opening 
of the river, he found, had enabled him to command a trade 
several hundred miles farther west than he had ever been able 
to command before; that he could go into territory by reason 
of the reduced rates on the river that he had never renched 
before, and he had enlarged his plant upon that proposition. 
Another gentleman, a man from New England, came before us 
who proposed to establish an apple-cider-vinegar factory at a 
small interior point in Missouri, on the river. He said that the 
continued improvement of the river and the running of beats 
was the sole condition of the investment of his capital; that he 
could not establish that plant there if it had not been for the 
facilities offered. 
Another illustration is the alfalfa-meal business at Kansas 
City. Alfalfa is raised in the agricultural States of the West, 
ground into meal at Kansas City, and shipped to the South for 
dairy and stock feed. Other forms of stock feed are being 
manufactured at Kansas City, some of them using large quan- 
tities of molasses, which is brought via New Orleans. On ac- 
count of the cheap and bulky character of this freight a water 
rate is absolutely necessary to build up the trade. Business 
under modern conditions: is created by transportation facilities. 
It follows transportation facilities. It does not precede them. 


EFFECT OF RIVER. NAVIGATION UPON RAILROAD RATES. 


As to whether the river traffic has now reached a point where 
its influence can be felt in competitive rail rates there is a 
wide difference of opinion between the shippers on the one 
land and. the railroads on the other. The shippers believe that 
viewed from the standpoint of experience in the practical effect 
of water competition on the Great Lakes: with the rail baul 
from Chicago to New York a very substantial reduction of rates 
can be made between Kansas City and St. Louis. This will 
follow the increase in the volume of high-grade tonnage carried 
by river. The critical period is now approaching, and at this 
crisis it is seriously proposed to abandon the improvement of 
the river, put the boat line out of business, visit with dis- 
couragement and loss those who have invested their labor and 
capital in building up river traffic, and free the railroads from 
competition. 

On the other hand, the railroads contend that the river traffie 
has already had and now has a very potent effect on rail. rates; 
that the rates are now too low; and that with the elimination 
of water competition these rates will be promptly and sub- 
stantially raised. 

Both parties regard the presence or absence of water competi- 
tion an important factor in the rate situation, This is evidenced 
by the statements and admissions of railroad men given in testi- 
mony before the Interstate Commerce Commission. Here is 
what they say about it: 


The rates between New Orleans and Kansas City are not normal 
rates, but are depressed by water competition on the Missouri and 
Mississippi Rivers. 

But for the water route from New Orleans to Kansas City the rail 
rates on the commodities complained of would be a great deal higher 
than they are at present. If the present rates to Kansas City should 
be raised to a reasonable basis, thus ignoring the river 5 it 
is ope A opinion that the same condition would obtain that exis wap se 4 

e present low rail rates. The traffic 8 be bandied 
between New Orleans and Missouri River A gate PRO DE boats or barges, oe 
boats or barges to St. Louis, and then to destination, and 
this would mean that the: initial — at bot ma Orleans would be 
deprived of handling this traffic. 


That is what the railroads say. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. From what is the gentleman 
reading? 

Mr. BORLAND. I was reading from the testimony given by 
a witness in an interstate-commerce case. The case is No. 6119. 
The name of the witness is Shephard, and he is assistant 
general freight agent of the Illinois Central Railroad and the 
Yazoo. & Mississippi Valley Railroad. 

KANSAS CITY A BREAKING POINT FOR RATES. 

Mr. SMALL. Has the gentleman time for an interruption? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. SMALL. I think it is generally conceded that the rail- 
road fixes rates between water competitive points below the 
cost of carriage, so that the rates entail a loss upon the rail- 
road as between water competitive points, and generally they 
recoup that loss by advancing the rates to interior points. That 
has created a prejudice upon the part of interior sections 
against the improvement of waterways, because, they say, the 
benefits are sectional. I ask the gentleman if he has consid- 
ered the proposition whether it would not be wise to authorize 
the Interstute Commerce Commission to fix a minimum rate 
which the railroad may charge between water competitive 
points, so that whatever benefits are derived from water trans- 
portation shall inure to the benefit of the water carriers and to 
the sections immediately contiguous to the rivers, without pen- 
alizing thereby sections and points in the interior? 

Mr. BORLAND. I will say in reply to the gentleman that 
that condition of which he speaks does not prevail in the terri- 
tory west of Kansas City, for this reason: Kansas City is the 
breaking point for rates. If the rates between Kansas City 
and the Mississippi River are lowered, and that lowering is 
forced into a general readjustment. of the rates, as we are now 
endeavoring to make it do, it necessarily operates for all the 
products west of the river, because Kansas City is the breaking 
point. 

Mr. SMALL. You have just furnished evidence of the rate 
from water competitive points on the Missouri River, from an 
official here, below the cost of carriage, which was a loss to a 
railroad. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not know that they are below the cost 
of carriage or a loss to the railway. I know they say if it 
were not for the presence of water competition the rates to. New 
Orleans on molasses and sugar would be higher. 

Mr. HARDY. Will the gentleman yield for just one question? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; but I may have to ask for a minute 
or two more, I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. HARDY. Has not the objection which the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Smart] speaks of, which was very prevalent 
before the law of 1909, been largely eliminated by the law 
which passed this Congress in the year I speak of, which pro- 
hibits the carrier charging more for a short haul than a long 
haul? 

Mr. BORLAND. I think it has had some effect in that 
direction. 

WATER COMPBTITION MUST BM CONTINUOUS AND SUBSTANTIAL, NOT 
MERELY POTENTIAL. 

The growth of traffic on the river has been so rapid in the 
last five seasons that the railroad officials are beginning to con- 
sider a reduction of their rates to meat the water competition. 
Of course until the river carries a substantial amount of com- 
merce and really becomes permanent and substantial factor 
in the rate situation, the railreads are not going to meet the 
water rates. There are two reasons which will induce the 
railroads to maintain their rates as long as possible. The first 
reason is that the Missouri River is the key to. the rate situa- 
tion of the entire country south of the Great Lakes. Any reduc- 
tion of through railroad rates to meet competftion on the 
Missouri River would require a readjustment of rates to all 
interior points. The second reason is that the interstate-com- 
merce law now provides that if the railroads lower their rates 
to meet water competition, they can not afterwards raise the 
rates without showing some other reason than the elimination 
of water competition. 

The railroads are now watching the boat line so carefully 
that by examination of the files of case No. 6119 of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission docket it will be found that every rail- 
road in the Southwest receives detailed reports of the cargo 
of every boat on the river, including the name of the consignor, 
the name of the consignee, and the point of origin and destina- 
tion. On local points in the State of Missouri where the 
through rate is not affected the railroads. have already reduced 
their rates to meet the boat-line competition. At this crisis, 
when water transportation is becoming a substantial factor, it 
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is much easier for the railroads to cripple it and put it out of 
business by preventing appropriations in Congress for the con- 
tinnation of the work. If they succeed even for a single year in 
causing an abandonment of the work, shippers whose whole 
commercial interests are at stake will be compelled to come 
back to the railroads and confidence in water transportation as 
a permanent factor will be destroyed. This is the bug under 
the chip of the whole waterway fight. Doubtless the railroad 
policy is a short-sighted one, and doubtless it would be better 
for them as well as for the country at large to recognize the 
waterways as a permanent addition to the transportation facili- 
ties of the country; but just now every railroad politician and 
railroad paper is busily shouting “ pork” to frighten the adyo- 
cates of river improvement, or “ preparedness” to charm them 
away from a continuance of the waterway policy. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time of the gentleman from Missouri has 
expired. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 
more time? 

Mr. BORLAND. I would like to have a little more. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri be allowed to 
proceed 10 minutes more. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri be allowed to 
proceed 10 minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 


EFFECT OF PANAMA CANAL, 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to trespass upon 
the time of the House, but I do want to explain the effect on the 
West of the construction of the Panama Canal. It is a thing 
to which gentlemen probably have not given much attention. 
The rate situation in the Southwest is about to be violently 

disturbed by the opening of the Panama Canal. The ocean rate 
from the Atlantic seaboard to the Pacific seaboard will be cut in 
half, and this will affect rail rates in the territory east of the 
Alleghenies and west of the Sierra Nevadas; but the great 
interior section of the country between the Allegheny Mountains 
and the Rockies must pay proportionately higher rates unless 
the great inland waterways of the Mississippi Valley are im- 
proved so as to furnish an all-water route to the Atlantic and 
Pacific coasts. This means that manufacturers desiring to 
enjoy the Pacific coast trade or foreign trade must move to the 
Atlantic seaboard or to the Gulf coast. They must abandon the 
Mississippi Valley with its great supply of raw material and 
fuel. This is a serious situation for every State west of the 
Alleghenies and means that the great Panama Canal, which was 
built at the expense of all of the people of the Nation, will prove 
a commercial blight to a very large section of our country unless 
it is supplemented by the improvement of inland waterways. 
The West, with its enormous supply of raw material and its 
inexhaustible fuel, can become the manufacturing center of the 
country if it be given adequate and cheap transportation. 


MISSOURI RIVER A NATIONAL ASSET. 


The Missouri River is the natural solution of this transporta- 
tion problem. It runs through the great chain of eight States, 
which in the last decade have grown faster in farm wealth than 
any other eight States in the Union and that will grow faster. 
it runs through the great oil, gas, and coal belt of the world. 
We have the fuel, we have the labor, we have the climate, and 
we haye the capital. But gentlemen say this is some kind of a 
sectional proposition. A lumber dealer who appeared before the 
engineer board at Kansas City said: We can not buy Pacific- 
coast lumber in the Mississippi Valley if you do not give us the 
Missouri River. If the river is improved we can bring the 
lumber around through the Panama Canal and up by way of 
New Orleans, and up the Mississippi and the Missouri, and the 
people in Missouri and Kansas and Oklahoma can afford to buy 
the cheap lumber ; but we can not transport a bulky freight like 
that if we have to pay an all-rail rate across the Rocky Moun- 
tains.” So our friends on the Pacific coast are not so foreign to 
the proposition, and neither, I may say, are our friends on the 
Atlantic coast. In New England they do not raise the foodstuffs 
that feed their great manufacturing population. They can not. 
They have no means of raising it. Instead of sending to Canada 
to feed the operatives of New England, let them send to the 
Mississippi Valley. Let us send them the wheat, the flour, and 
the millstuff by water, down the Missouri, down the Missis- 
sippi, via the port of New Orleans, and then by the Gulf and 
the Atlantic Ocean around to the port of New York. And why 
not? We have built the great Soo Canal for the Great Lakes, 
and it has added to the farmers’ price of every bushel of wheat 
far up into Canada, hundreds of miles north of the United 
States border. Canada has developed her wheat lands on the 


Does the gentleman desire 


basis of our improyement of the Great Lakes. We in the South- 
west have the same right to have our natural waterways built, to 
add to the price of our wheat, our cattle, our beef, and our cotton. 

Mr. HULBERT, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. HULBERT. Does the gentleman think that at the port 
of New York we can take care of any more commerce coming by 
way of the Missouri River and the port of New Orleans unless 
we are able to get port improvements in New York Harbor? 

Mr, BORLAND. Nobody is voting against port improvements 
in New York Harbor. New York is the greatest asset in a com- 
mercial way that the Nation has, and I have neyer yet voted 
against the improvement of New York Harbor. [Applause.] 
We own New York Harbor and we are glad of it. 

TRIUMPHANT VINDICATION OF PROJECT. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Maj. Schulz, who was the engineer at 
the time this improvement was reported, recommended it. He 
was unqualifiedly in favor of it. He was removed and another 
man sent there, and this man made a report against it. 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. That unfavorable report has been set 
aside by the Engineers’ Board of Review. 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. GALLAGHER. Has the gentleman any idea why Maj. 
Schulz was removed from Kansas City? 

Mr. BORLAND. No; but I have a notion. I know he was 
removed and another man was sent there, and on the 4th of 
March Senator Burton put in an amendment proyiding that there 
must be a reexamniation of the Missouri River; and, with great 
speed, on the 22d of April the reexamination had been made and 
the adverse report was in. We had to fight that adverse report. 
We got the Board of Army Engineers to come out there, and we 
so overwhelmed them with testimony as to the commercial use 
of the Missouri River that they came back here and yesterday 
joined in a report recommending that this Congress continue the 
work. [Applause.] 

HEART OF AMERICA, 

The Missouri River reaches into the very heart of America. 
It is the most Important commercial artery of the country. It 
carries water navigation farther into the great producing and 
agricultural regions than any other channel. It is the breaking 
point for rates on east and west bound traffic. It is the key to 
the entire rate situation of agricultural States between the Mis- 
sissippi River and the Rocky Mountains. Its improvement will 
control the price of every bushel of wheat, every pound of beef, 
raised in that great bread basket of the world. No other country 
except China has so neglected its opportunities or so sacrificed 
its home interests to the demands of foreign capital. I have no 
prejudice against the railroads or against foreign capital which 
draws the income from them, but I know that we will need both 
the rivers and the railroads to meet the oncoming tide of Ameri- 
can prosperity. This country is big enough, strong enough, and 
rich enough to protect itself and to build up its internal enter- 
prises at the same time. [Applause.] 

THE FARMER AND WAGE EARNER, 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Davis] has one hour in which to address the House. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request for 
unanimous consent. My colleague [Mr. Davis] has one hour, 
and in order that he may not be under restraint as to time I ask 
that he be allowed to proceed until he concludes his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry] 
asks unanimous consent that his colleague [Mr. Davis] be per- 
mitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I think that the gentleman from 
Texas, who is a valuable Member and will become a more valu- 
able Member of the House, might as well learn at one time as 
another to comply with the ordinary provisions of the rules of 
the House. This is a permission which is practically never 
given, and I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
objects, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Davis] is recog- 
nized for one hour. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, you will find the text for 
my remarks where God said: 

Open thy mouth, judge righteously, and plead the cause of the poor 
and needy. 

For, whether I discuss the question of preparedness or the 
question of rural credits, I shall endeavor to represent that 
great mass of humanity down in the common ranks, whom 
Abraham Lincoln said God must have loved because He made 
so many of them, f 
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There are very grave issues pending in this Congress, and as 
I look upon the conditions of our country I say to the Demo- 
cratic administration that the very life and destiny of the farm- 
ers of this Republic are now in your hands, knocking at the 
door not only for fair existence but for liberty itself. 

When I was born this Republic had free land enough to make 
an empire twice as big as the great German Empire that is now 
battling the world with its prowess in arms. Now that land is 
gone; no longer can the farmer leave the crowded East and go 
to the inviting West, drive down his stakes, and add to civiliza- 
tion a new hope and a new home. ‘Turning back we find 
8,000,000 farmers, and 5,000,000 of them are tenants, I turn 
now to my Republican friends and say that is a terrific indict- 
ment against their administration, because the Republican 

Party has had charge of this Government during all of these 
years, with few intervals to the contrary, but there are some 
cobwebs that I want to brush away. When the Speaker an- 
nounced the other day that I would address the House on 
preparedness and rural credits, he said, “and so forth.” 
[Laughter.] I would like to know just what that “so forth” 
included. I jotted down a few thoughts that I will undertake 
to put in with the “so forth.” 

What is a reactionary Republican? In the parlance of the 
western farmer he is simply a hitching post in the body politic 
where the criminal rich ride up and hitch when they want to go 
in to scuttle the building. [Laughter.] What is a progressive 
Republican? It is a motherly hen sitting on a lot of rotten eggs 
expecting them to hatch, and the longer she sits the staler the 
eggs. [Laughter.] 

When I came here I looked around this imposing pile of 
architectural beauty and display wondering what I would be 
able to do for the great family all over that grand State that 
voteil for me to come here. What am I here for? [Laughter.] 
Then I heard a bunch of Republicans oyer there pretend to dis- 
cuss the tariff. Three or four of them said the foreigner pays 
the tariff. Then, my God, I hung my head and wondered what 
they came here for. [Laughter.] The people who sent that 
kind here evidently made a mistake. They ought to have sent 
them to the asylum. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, if I thought there was a kinky-headed, black- 
faced, knock-kneed, pigeon-toed nigger in heathen Hottentot 
who did not know that the foreigner never pays the tariff I 
would be willing to head a petition to have Roosevelt go down 
and discover him as a new species of the biped family. [Laugh- 
ter.] The foreigners pay the tariff. Phew! 

I heard a speech yesterday from a Republican—TI did not get 
his name and State, who in discussing the question of conserva- 
tion. with an insolence pragmatic and, it seemed to me, vicious, 
said that he cared nothing about the next generation, that the 
next generation could take care of themselves. My God, sir, 
that is what has put us in the political hell where we are now, 
and you Republicans began that 40 years ago. All the great 
opportunities that God gave to man have been fastened in the 
clutches of the heartless, soulless, pitiless, conscienceless, cruel 
corporations that have no soul to damn under God's laws, no 
neck to break under human laws, and yet have all Ged’s 
blessings monopolized. 

I stand to beg and to plead for them who shall come in the 
future as well as for them who live now. God gave mankind 
dominion over the earth, the fowls of the air, the fishes of the 
sea, and the beasts of the fields; and no generation of man has 
a right to monopolize, eat up, and drink up in riotous reveling 
wealth, the usufruct of the soil, and hand it down to posterity 
burdened with the former generations’ sins and iniquities, 
loaded with misery, debt, death, and despair. 

I have been a national character for 80 years. [Laughter.] I 
remember 20 years ago papers like the St. Louis Globe Demo- 
crat were cussing me by note, and my Republican friends if I 
put a blister plaster on you this afternoon it is not because I 
hate you, because I am like our much beloved Lord—*“ those 
whom I loveth I chasteneth.” 

When I was a boy there were lots of grand, patriotic men 
leading the Republican Party; but, say, it has been a long time 
since T was a boy. [Laughter.] I was born in the State of 
South Carolina, the State that threw the first bombarding shell 
in the face of the American eagle. My father moved to Texas 
when I was 4 years old, and out on the frontier of that 
frontier State I grew up just to suit myself. [Laughter.] 
Many, many nights the bosom of the earth rocked me to sleep. 
The broad canopy of a star-lit heaven covered me. The lowing 
herds, the twittering birds, the howling wolves, and the hooting 
owls were many times the only music of my Civilization; and 
yet, born a slaveholder, in the very lap of that institution, 
with all of my people on the other side—all on earth I had 
went down in the emancipation proclamation, and my oldest 


brother lies in the ditches at Corinth where they buried the 
boys in gray—I have said a hundred times, and say it now, 
that I thank God devoutly that as grand and glorious a patriot 
as Abraham Lincoln lived in this country. [Applause.] 

‘But say, when I want to compare Abraham Lincoln and his 
crowd to the modern Republican bosses and leaders I go down 
to the Washington Monument and let that represent Abraham 
Lincoln, and then stick up a toothpick by the side of it. [Laugh- 
ter.] But they are not to blame. There is a reason. No 
political party that dominated any country on earth as long as 
they did ever was able to live over its own sins. Designing 
powers get hold of a party in power and seek to prostitute it to 
their base and ignoble service, and so the Republican Party to- 
day is dominated by the trusts and combines and conscienceless 
criminal corporations just like the slave power in the Whig 
and Democratic Parties dominated those parties before the war. 
That is history. 

I was national political lecturer for the Farmers’ Alliance 
for three years, and during ‘that time I had more than a hun- 
dred leading Republicans on my cant-hook. In the pomp and 
splendor of their great monopoly in politics you could see the 
very Pharisees of old written in their face. They would march 
up with a pompous feeling and lay down their little almanacs 
and tablets of one sort and another. 

Mr. BAILEY. And dream books? 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Yes; and dream books, and then pro- 
ceed to thank God that they were not as other men. You could 
see that their life was bound up in the fourteenth chapter of St. 
John. They would walk up to the front and say, Le believe 
in God, believe also in me.” [Laughter.] But, say, it is not 
that way now. Now they have a different tune. They start out 
how over in Psalms and cry out, “Create in me a clean heart, 
O God, and renew a right spirit within me.” “ Judge me not ac- 
cording to the multitude of my sins, but in the bounties of Thy 
mercy.” One reason I am so determinedly against the increase 
of the Army and the Navy is the experience we had several years 
ago when William McKinley, a patriot, led this Republic into 
a war for liberty, for justice, and the rights of humanity, when 
the conduct of Weyler in Cuba was so revolting that the whole 
heart of the Republic rose in a thrill and asked to dethrone that 
tyrant and give that country liberty. But before we got through 
Mark Hanna had charge of the program, and marched us 
across the world, shot the Monroe doctrine all to pieces, made 
it a mockery in the history of the world, marched on beyond 
Japan, stopped at the very door of China, and put the Philippine 
Islands in Uncle Sam's pocket—to extend trade! And since 
then there is no man who has respect for the rights of humanity 
that can ‘boast about the Monroe doctrine in America without 
feeling a pang. 

Iam for the Monroe doctrine, but that doctrine does not reach 
around the world nor include military conquest and plunder. 
They said they took that country because they represented mani- 
fest destiny. They were still in partnership with God, you see. 
Well, I thought then, and I think now, that you might possibly 
convince me that Jehovah had been walking along the archways 
of infinitude for 6,000 years waiting for Mark Hanna to make 
Bill McKinley President and then go to the Philippine Islands 
with Mauser rifles and Gatling guns to shoot salvation into 
those fellows. But, my God, this next inquiry comes: If you 
went over there to shoot salvation into them and God Almighty 
sent the rifles and the Gatling guns, what part of manifest 
destiny was to be played when the next line of transports car- 
ried 65,000 barrels of liquor? I suppose God sent that along to 
“teach them the way of the Lord more perfectly.” 

Let me give you a picture of 500 speeches I have made in the 
last 20 years all over this Republic. Divide the human family. 
as God divides them, into three great classes. The industrial 
world I will put in the middle. The agricultural world on the 
right; the business and professional world on the left. Black- 
stone tells us that the distinction between civilization and bar- 
barism is in the production and distribution of life's comforts 
called commerce. Get that down in your hearts. Savage and 
barbarous people produce and distribute nothing. Production 
and distribution make civilization. If you allow that business 
and professional class to stand between this industrial family 
and that agricultural family and go to the mint and get the 
money that controls production and distribution, it will not be 
long until you will have the producer, the farmer, and the great 
industrial world just where they are now. Twenty-seven 
millions of this industrial class have to beg, plead, and pray at 
the shrine of heartless, conscienceless, cold-bloodeil trusts for 
the privilege of earning their daily brend. Here is the great 
family of farmers producing under a chattel mortgage one-third 
of the cotton raised in this Republic. Out of our 8,090,000 
farmers 5,000,000 of them are tenants, and no more free land. 
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Two-thirds of the corn, two-thirds of the wheat, and far more 
than two-thirds of the cotton raised by men who do not own the 
soil. If 50 years of Republican rule has put us in that shape 
when we had an unconquered world to start with, my God, what 
must be the crop of misery, poverty, and want in the next 50 
years? There is no longer a new world to go to, and if civiliza- 
tion can not turn back and banish this crowd of corporation 
usurpers and stop its rapacity, and mark a proper limit on the 
ownership of God's opportunities, then this Republic will go 
down in reeking ruin through anarchy and despotism. 

The Gary dinners alarm me. I heard our President talk 
about the patriotism of the great family of employers being 
willing for their employees to join the Army. If he meant such 
as met around that festive board in that millionaire carouse of 
the Steel Trust—the Gary dinner—may God pity our country. 

Gold itself in mountains makes the very earth barren of every- 
thing except rocks and thorns and thistles. And so it does with 
mankind. It drives all the mercy out of men until they have 
piled up uncounted millions and have their “ foundations laid,” 
and then, realizing the blood, terror, devastation, and sorrow 
that they have caused, seeing the shadows of age and feel- 
ing the impending curse of an avenging God, impelled by 
cringing remorse, they hand out a lot of their ill-gotten dollars 
in the hope that this will serve as fire insurance against the 
flames of hell, [Laughter.] I was amused at the thought of 
their patriotism. 

It is the same patriotism that the slave driver had when he 
put dogs on the trail of his escaping slave, trailed him up, 
lashed his body into lacerating and bleeding scars, and took him 
back: to bondage. It is the same patriotism that the crocodile 
has when he steals up to the bank of a stream, takes its long 
tail and swishes its victim into the water, and then crunches his 
bones. It is the same patriotism that the wolf has for sheep. 

Theirs is the patriotism of every tyrannical king on earth, 
intensified by inordinate greed. They, without one restraining 
virtue or love of humanity, have their very soul wound up 
inside the curves of a dollar mark, and, left to their own de- 
pravity, would recrucify Christ, stone the prophets, and out- 
rage the virgins to prolong their sway. The common people 
to them are but a plate of oysters, ready for them to eat when 
they pour the seasoning on. 

We must save this country by the great middle class, who 
have heart-throbbing love for humanity, with an impulse and a 
hope. The two extremes in society have never paved the way 
to civilization. 

After all, the worst of every war is an aftermath of the 
bond sharks, the legalized lords of money, surveying the wreck 
and ruin wrought by themselves and their cohorts. They will 
administer on the nation’s estates and hold a debt payable in 
gold, while they retire in ease and affluence and lay tribute on 
the treasure and toil of the millions who survive. 

But amidst all this mad clamor for a large Army and Navy, 
when the war-mad maniacs are telling us that our Navy is abso- 
lutely worthless, that it is a collection of hulls and hulks and 
untiquated instruments, I turn to the late Mr. Witherspoon, a 
gentleman and a judge whom I knew for 20 years, who made 
the experts of the United States admit that—in every measure- 
ment that makes for efficiency, effectiveness, and power—our 
Navy is now equal to any country on earth except England; 
and if the $2,000,000,000 that this Republic has expended on the 
Army and Navy in the last 10 years have left us without any 
defense, my heavens, some of you Republican leaders and 
bosses should tell us who buncoed us. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GARRETT). Does the gen- 
tleman from Texas yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Sure; I will yield for a question, but 
not for a stump speech. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I do not make them, like the gentleman does. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Thank you. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman said a moment ago, I think per- 
haps, he would hurry along, or something of that kind. Would 
the gentleman like to have more time after his hour is up? 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Thank you. I shall not want more 
time after the hour. I am much obliged. 

Mr. MANN. I will offer the gentleman time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Thank you. I would like to have 
known it before, because in that case I could have systematized 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has 
10 minutes yet remaining. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Thank you, my friends. When I once 
get folded up it takes some time to get unfolded. I ask, Mr. 
Speaker, the privilege of extending my remarks in the RECORD. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 3 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. In appearing to-day to plead for the 
farmer you will find my text where God said, “Open your 
mouth, judge righteously, and plead the cause of the poor and 
the needy.” 

The Democratic Party is committed to an asset currency and 
has given the commercial man and speculator an open and 
short-cut road to the mint, and bound by law to an almost 
limitless issue of currency to these classes at a nominal cost or 
rate of interest. 

What our millions of patient and long-suffering farmers want, 
expect, and demand is that they, not as speculators or jugglers - 
with commercial paper, but as life-savers, producers, whose 
toil has furnished food to make the flesh and blood of civiliza- 
tion, and whose produce clothes the living and shrouds the 
dead, be allowed to go to the mint and Treasury upon the same 
terms as the creditor classes. 

The American farmer demands protection from competition 
with the reckless speculators and to be freed from the gripping 
greed of those whom the Comptroller of Currency says have 
charged 1,000 per cent. When statistics show over 1,000,000 
farmers’ wives and daughters in the fields, in the grim sweat 
and swelter, for less than 50 cents a day, it is wicked to hesitate 
and infamous not to give them relief. 

The men who stand between the producer and consumer, 
holding a franchise to operate public functions, public utilities, 
and protected factories, have robbed both producer and con- 
sumer by law. They have robbed labor because it had no 
means of self-employment and was at their mercy. They 
robbed the producer because they control the money that buys, 
the factories that manufacture, and the transportation that 
hauls his produce. In this way they have extorted billions from 
a helpless people, and are now combined and combining to con- 
tinue their spoliation by the support of a standing army. 

If the Democratic Party gives the farmers n just law. then 
it will deserve and receive their unstinted praise as their re- 
deemer, their Jesus; but if the party refuses, and gives them a 
stone when they ask for bread, then it will deserve and receive 
their execration, contempt, and scorn as their Judas. 

A million women in the fields form the chain gang of this 
Republic, the industrial tragedy of the twentieth century. The 
very destiny of farm life is now in the hands of Congress. 

Now, you Republicans, laugh. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. At what? 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. At yourselves for causing all this mis- 
ery. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] I wis 
elected on a platform pledging rural credit. 

A national farmers’ credit and home-loan association is now a 
national demand by all parties and by all patriots. Wall Street in- 
fluences are trying to force a system through that will send the farmer 
to them after the money so they can plaster him with more debt and 
force him to continue to feed and feast them with his toil for the use 
of money. If the farmer can make Wall Street safe, he can make the 
Government safe. Why should the farmer not have the funds as 
cheap as the commercial banks? I want some honest man to tell me 
that the farmer should be outlawed and driven from the mint, and 
then have the mint grind out millions, yea, billions, for the commercial 
and creditor class, and force Mr. Farmer to go there for it. thus mak- 
ing him their legal peon. We have now adopted a plan of asset cur- 
rency by which the creditor class may turn in their assets, notes, 
bonds, etc., and have the Government issue them 8 dollars at cost, 
taking these bonds, notes, stocks, etc., as security. I will never die 
satisfied until I see the farmer have the same right. 

In my opening speech, 200,000 of which were distributed, I 
said: 


We must not consider society as now existing either normal or 
natural. We have been vitiated, bound down by ages of oppression 
and plunder, and have never been allowed to develop the good or the 
sublime in our race. 

Mankind is a creature of environment; his conscience is a pupil in 
the school of contact, subject to the evil as well as the good influences, 
and money is the most absorbing thought in the human race, and a 
just and righteous system of currency will do more to tone anil ele- 
vate life than all else; but our present system is a relic of modified 
ba: coming down from feudal times, and our country is yet 
filed with Shylocks who demand their pound of flesh. 

We should divide our currency system into three parts, one- 
third as now through the reserve banks on the commercial as- 
sets of the country; one-third to the States, counties, and cities 
on their bonds for internal improvement; and one-third to the 
farmer on solvent warehouse receipts and land notes in the pur- 
chase or improvement of homes. Some such measure would 
confer an immeasurable blessing on the American people and 
make our common country a paragon of beauty. 

First. It would put one-third of our paper money into circula- 
tion to the workingmen at cost and set a premium on internal 
improvements without loading the country with debt and taxa- 
tion to be absorbed by bond sharks.and great corporations. 
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Second. It would solve the problem of good roads and make it 
easy to use electric motors (autos) for overland common traffic, 
and make rural life contented and prosperous. 

Third. It would soon interlace the Great Lakes and rivers 
with canals, leyee the main streams, divert and control the vast 
overflows, and prevent all that devastation of life and property. 

Fourth. It would make paved streets, waterworks, and other 
internal improvements for the cities easy with money from the 
Government mints direct to them at cost. 

Fifth. It would soon make our national conservation a glori- 
ous success, We could wicker the western world with canals, 
impound at the base of the mountains in reservoirs the millions 
of cubic yards of water that come down each spring in the snow 
melt and save it for irrigation. These artificial lakes would in 
a. few years moisten and humidate the atmosphere and bring 
about bountiful rains in summer. 

Sixth. It would make our Reclamation Service an untold 
blessing. We could drain our swamp lands, making useful 
millions of acres of the best lands on earth, destroy the malarial- 
insect pest and convert these vast regions into happy, healthy, 
and prosperous homes, 

Last, but not least, it would enable us to erect schools, col- 
leges, universities all over the country with paper money at 
cost direct from the mint, and free our schools from the humilia- 
tion of accepting charity and tainted money from the great cor- 
porations and their sinister trust masters. We, the people, 
would issue the money to ourselves and pay it back to ourselves 
at a low nominal interest through our Treasury at Washington 
with the reserye banks as fiscal agents, basing these issues on 
land, State, county, and city bonds, the best and most stable 
security on earth. 

Against the people’s rule in all ages aristocracy has carried 
the red flag of anarchy or the black flag of piracy. In this 
country our aristocracy is created through our corporate laws 
and systems, But its power, arrogance, extortion, and extrava- 
gance are more intolerable and oppressive than that of the 
aristocrat born. If their agents and emissaries rail at me as a 
demagogue, I am only paying the price that all men pay who 
dare to defend the oppressed against the oppressor. 

1 am not a pessimist. I believe the world is rapidly adyanc- 
ing. Our material, mental, and moral progress is wonderful. 
Many persons grow gloomy over what they call the increase of 
crime and the decay of our race. This is a fallacy. They fail 
to consider that modern means of communication and informa- 
tion make it possible to see the misdeeds of the whole world 
yesterday portrayed to-day. It is not news to tell that 90,000,000 
of people in this country behaved yesterday, but it is news to 
tell of a few hundred who misbehaved. It is the abnormal, un- 
natural, or extra conduct of man we read of. When I contrast 
the material progress of man, I think of Abraham sending a 
message across the plains of Judea on a “jack,” racking off 6 
miles an hour as their rapid transit, and of Ahimaaz running 
on foot to report the capture of Absalom to David, and then 
think of the fact that at a small cost we can touch a keyboard 
mud shoot a message around the world before Lot could have 
gotten a courier back to Sodom to tell of his wife’s collapse into 
a dome of salt. When I want to contrast our moral advance- 
ment, I think of St. John two decades after Christ’s crucifixion 
standing in exile on the isle of Patmos, a criminal under Roman 
law for preaching the glorious gospel of a risen Redeemer. The 
last living member of Christ’s Apostles; all the rest had lost 
theirs heads or had been cruelly slain by orders of government. 

Then I think of the fact to-day that in every government on 
earth we preach the Gospel with perfect freedom. When I think 
of the labor troubles of to-day and the sad plight of organized 
labor I call to mind that shortly over a century ago, when 
baronial and lordly aristocracy ruled England, to be a member 
of a trades-union was a felony. Now organized labor is the 
strongest power in all Europe, and, Mr. Edison says, will soon 
issue the decree that will disrobe every king on the Continent 
and stop every wheel in motion until another Magna Charta is 
signed. I say, God grant the day, These and a thousand things 
like these give me great consolation over present affairs and 
great hope for the future. They tell me in undying accent that 
justice and right can never be shackled and bound by law, 
and that truth crushed to earth will surely rise again. But we 
must not content ourselves with the present. The man that tells 
you to rest contented because you are better off than your an- 
cestors is an enemy of progress and represents the rust of civili- 
zation. Onward and upward is the road that leads to the 
glory of God and the grandeur of man. 

I am cheerful to admit that we are far in advance of our 
ancestors. 

But rank injustice still Pid trad n 
And fills the world with strife; 


We see its outrage eve here, 
In all the walks of lite. : 


The slave as a slave in the South was ten times better off 
than his ancestors were as savage cannibals in the jungles of 
Africa, yet this country was baptized in blood to make way for 
the God-given rights of man. Lazarus is better off to-day, 
not because he has his full measure of opportunity under 
the law of God and enjoys the right to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness, but because Dives, the millionaire of 2,000 
years ago, has become Morgan the billionaire of to-day and has 
more crumbs to drop from his table and more dogs to lick his 
sores. But if we continue to charter the natural blessings of 
our country into the hands of special privilege and allow them 
by law to concentrate and combine their wealth and power, ere 
long there will be a few thousand men like Dives and millions 
of men like Lazarus; then there will not be dogs enough to go 
around and lick their sores and soothe their pains. 


Then outraged man in sore despair 

Will rise in resentment everywhere, 

And a million men who can't get crumbs 
Will make complaint with dynamite bombs. 


We live in a land that is blessed by nature beyond conception. 
All the natural elements that go to sustain a happy life are 
bounteous. The farmer is the greatest wealth producer in 
civilization, and blesses the world with his crop. It is his crop 
that goes to the outside world and brings its gold and keeps the 
balance of trade in favor of American commerce. For five gen- 
erations the Republic has held for its people millions of free 
homes, yet with all of these natural blessings millions of our 
most industrious people are in the midst of despair. Every ave- 
nue of advancement foreclosed against them. Great corpora- 
tions control our destiny; they have forced our people into lay- 
ers and strata of life and forced them to submit to the rules, 
domination, and ravage of an aristocracy of wealth. They 
have covered the land with a corporation debt so intolerable 
that it will make serfs of our children—most of this ruinous 
and enslaving debt has been obtained by fraud, forgery. and 
usurpation. Their power over us is overwhelming. They con- 
trol our money, the lifeblood of civilization. They control our 
great factories. They control our transportation both on land 
and sea. They stand guard over all our natural resources and 
forbid humanity to use them except at extortionate prices. 
They control the millions who toil in our mines, factories, rail- 
roads; and while piling up unmeasured millions for themselves 
they have driven the wage earner to the lowest living wage 
and have him helpless at the door of despair. They are by 
heartless methods denying his right to organize for self-protec- 
tion. They control the farmer because they control the money 
and combines that buy his crop and the transportation that 
hauls it. Their agents and attorneys sit in the seats of the 
mighty, making the insidious and unjust decisions of to-day 
the precedent for to-morrow. They have built a political bastile 
into which they cram the common man and liberate the corpora- 
tion and its venal manager. They infest our capitols like 
vultures to feast upon moral decay. They keep the best brains 
of our bar on their pay roll in princely salary to help them 
pillage the land by law. Covering the earth with a loathsome 
and scandalous debt running into billions, they now have these 
assets coined into cash through an asset currency. My friends, 
our great labor and producing masses cry for liberation. A 
bounteous yield from the farmers’ field sends a thrill of joy 
through all the business world from the bootblack to the bond- 
holder. Yet the great blessings he has wrought for humanity 
become a blight, a burden, and a curse to him. His richest har- 
vests, his greatest: crops, rise like a specter of despair to haunt 
him with the horror of more debt and more distress while some 
political pimp for plutocracy yells, “ Overproduction!” 

A few years ago young Rockefeller was born into an inheri- 
tance that if piled up in silver dollars would require a man 
working 10 hours a day to live a thousand years to count it. 
All this wealth, coming down to him through a law of entail- 
ment, perpetuity, and monopoly, in one of the greatest corpora- 
tion trusts of the age, had so calloused the young man's soul 
that he was defending the trusts in a lecture to his Sunday 
school and illustrated the trusts in the business world as the 
American Beauty rose in the floral world, saying that most of 
the buds must be pinched off and let all the sap flow into one bud, 
A few days after that came out I made a speech in western 
Nebraska. I told the audience, though cold, cruel beyond 
measure, the logic of his simile was correct; that we could see 
all over this Republic the withered buds which had been 
pinched off; that 40,000 honest laborers then on strike for 
living wages and wholesome homes represented some of the 
withering buds; that 5,000,000 tenant farmers represented more 
of the buds that were withering; that the 20,000 workingmen’s 
wives that a school board had said were going without break- 
fast each day in five of our great cities that their hard-working 


husbands might have meat for dinner and their children have 
dinner to take to school represented more of the withered buds; 
that the million working girls in our factories and sweatshops 
whom the vice commissions had said were working at such poor 
and paltry wages that after paying house rent, board, and 
laundry in a miserable existence thousands of them were forced 
in humility to sell their virtue for clothes, were a lot of the soft 
and tender buds that were being pinched off; that a hundred 
thousand tramps, vagrants, and outcasts were mostly the buds 
that had already withered and dried. Some one called out, 
“What about the dynamiters?” I answered, saying they were 
the buds with hard, stiff stems filled with thorns, and they 
lacerate the hand as they are pinched off. These are sad things 
to contemplate in a Christian land. The trusts and the Socialist 
Party present a serious situation and problem that must be 
solved. The trusts represent the despotism of our great corpo- 
rations, a species of socialism led by greed and avarice for 
private gain, a method of collective ownership for private profit. 
It stifles all individual enterprises, chokes and strangles its 
rival, and, unrestrained, would soon make a few trusts own and 
control everything. This, the Socialists say, is proper, but the 
Government must be the trusts; that we must all work in com- 
mon, own all things in common, making a heterogeneous mass of 
conflicting elements that, in my opinion, can never be brought in 
harmony; but we had as well look facts in the face. Two-thirds 
of our farmers are tenants now, and when they lose all hope of 
owning land they will vote for the Government to own it all and 
rent from the Government. More than two-thirds of our wage- 
workers must beg at the bar of some soulless trust or corpora- 
tion for a place to earn their daily bread. In their helpless de- 
spair they are losing hope, and when they do they will vote for 
the Government to own all the means of production and distribu- 
tion and force all to work for the Government. Debs, the lead- 
ing Socialist, tells us the trust is an economic blessing and is 
here to stay, and should be owned and operated by the Govern- 
ment for the common good. Pierpont Morgan, king over all the 
regions of money and emperor over all the regions of rapacity, 
ordained by the Republican Party as general manager of this 
Republic, answered a Government inquiry, saying that the trust 
was here to stay, not, as Debs said, for public good, but for his 
good and others of his kind, and told the President of this 
glorious Republic that he could no more destroy the trusts than 
he could unscramble eggs. 


I made a speech a few days after that in which I said that 
we might not be able to unscramble the eggs but we could see 
to it that Mr. Morgan, Rockefeller, and their kind should be 
allowed to put only a fair share of the eggs on their table after 
they were scrambled. Now, my friends, between the radicalism 
of Debs and the commercial cannibalism of Morgan there is a 
happy middle ground upon which stands the temple of liberty 
and where rest the highest attainments of civilization. The God 
who gave us life gave us liberty at the same time. The right to 
life carries with it the God-given or natural means of life, and 
all monopoly of land and natural resources contravene the law 
of God and outrage the rights of man and must be abolished. 
The Commissioner of Corporations, one of the important officers 
in our Government and one whose business it is to know facts 
about corporations, in speaking at Atlantic City, sounded a seri- 
ous note of warning to the American people. He said in the past 
15 years 200 corporations haye grown to such an extent that they 
own in assets $22,500,000,000—own three times as much prop- 
erty as the total wealth of this country 10 years prior to the 
Civil War. These 200 corporations, owned by a few thousand 
persons, have extorted enough to buy seven times as many 
slaves as were liberated by emancipation. They have ten times 
money enough to buy all the kings’ estates of the earth. Their 
power to pillage is at least 1,000 times greater than the biggest 
Slaveholder or the most ravenous king of history. And the 
voluptuous splendor in which they live has never been rivaled by 
the richest kings of earth. These lordly trust masters and their 
attorneys are the masters of our destiny. We fought seven 
years to free ourselves from the tyranny of King George. At 
Bunker Hill, Brandywine, and Yorktown our forefathers poured 
out their blood as an oblation to liberty under the inspiring 
battle cry that taxation without representation was tyranny, 
and yet each of these 200 corporations have taken from us more 
every year than King George did our forefathers in 50 years. 
To tamely submit to this rapine and plunder and then read the 
Declaration of Independence on July 4 and prate about our 
liberty is to make mockery of the sacred sacrifices our fathers 
made and prove ourselves the unworthy sons of noble sires. Do 
you wonder at the unrest among our millions of mortgage-ridden 
farmers and the ceaseless clamor of discontent among our half- 
paid rent-ridden wage earners? I know that among the “ ruling 
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classes” speeches like these are unpopular. Men dread to con- 
fess their wrongs even to their God, and aristocracy has always 
become indignant at its accusers. 

Abraham Lincoln, when lecturing against slavery in 1854, 
was sneeringly referred to as the “baboon from Illinois.” Ten 
years later the despised baboon was recognized as one of the 
world’s greatest patriots and penned the proclamation that burst 
the shackles from 3,000,000 chettel slaves. Just before the 
patriot died he said that he feared for the future of his country 
more than ever before, even in the midst of war; said that 
as a result of the war an era of corporations had been en- 
throned and would prey upon the prejudices of the war and pro- 
long their power until liberty would be lost. Every page of 
history verifies that direful prophecy. When the manager of 
a corporation can spend $3,000 on his wife’s pet dog, and smug, 
strap, and brace it with the finest jewels, put it in a kennel 
amid satin, silk, and damask that cost more than the best farm 
home among 5,000,000 farmers, and turn then with. stoic in- 
difference to human rights and reduce the wages of 3,000 wage 
earners, many of them half-paid women and girls, liberty is 
already lost. When the owner of a great line of railroad can 
sidetrack every train of cars from New York to San Francisco 
and run his pedigreed dogs through on a special train, and 
then turn and issue $50,000,000 worth of bonds on the road and 
pocket the cash and tax the living and mortgage the unborn 
to pay these bonds, we have reached a point of intolerable 
shame where none but the servile sycophant or beneficiaries of 
the outrage could be expected to be silent. 

When the manager and directors of a railway, a system of 
great highways which they hold in trust for public good and 
for their stockholders and honest creditors, gó behind the 
screens and in flagrant violation of positive laws build a lot 
of side lines and taps, capitalize them at ten times their cost 
and value, and sell them to themselves for the parent company 
and thus filch the parent company, rob its stockholders and 
creditors, walk off with the loot, leave the whole system in bank- 
ruptcy with millions of fraudulent debts as a fixed charge 
against the people, to be paid in exorbitant freight rates, while 
the looters live in luxury, we have reached a stage in corpora- 
tion depravity that would make the world’s greatest pirates 
petty thieves and highway robbers respectable rascals in com- 
parison. To send the common crap shooters to the calaboose 
and poker players to prison, and then put these high-toned 
malefactors in our parlor as honored guests is to invite the 
admiration of the devil and turn the glory of God into shame. 
God has said, The love of money is the root of all evil.“ The 
money question is the most absorbing question in the human 
mind; next to his soul’s salvation, with the average man it is the 
most vital. Whoever controls the money of a country controls 
its destiny, and if the people are to control this country and run 
the Government for their own good they must control the issue 
and distribution of money. This is fundamental. The world's 
statesmen seem to have never learned that production is limited 
to consumption and consumption is limited to the average income 
of the average man. A great majority of our people are mechan- 
ics, wage earners, and farmers, whose labor is confiscated by a 
pagan, brutal, and unscrupulous economic system and by an 
unjust, outrageous, tyrannical money system, which starves 
industry and gorges indolence, caresses the covetous and greedy, 
pampers the rich, pauperizes the wage earner, and makes the 
farmer a peon. Hence we have underconsumption everywhere. 

One man and a machine to-day does more work, Mr, Edison 
says, than a hundred slaves did in 1860, But a corporation owns 
the machine, hires the man, controls and directs both to its own 
good; hence the great corporations own all the improvements 
of the age, fill their own tills with unmeasured piles of wealth, 
and if labor becomes disobedient and refractory they shut down 
the plant, get their palatial yacht or palace car and glide away 
to a health resort, while the worker starves to submission. Or 
they call for the militia and have him listen to the music of 
the Mauser rifle or gaze down the muzzle of a Gatling gun. 
Thus they are masters, and the ravage goes on. The farmer 
has been designated “the backbone of civilization.” It is his 
toil largely that tinsels the flummery of the great corporations 
with fringe of gold and fills their pockets with millions, that 
keeps the common merchant from the. bankrupt courts and the 
banker doing business. You have read of heroes on the field of 
battle, of deeds devoted and glorious in religion, but the most 
self-sacrificing member of civilization is the farmer’s wife: The 
Government work is 8 hours a day, the common laborer puts in 
10 hours and counts the click of the clock on extra time. But 
around 5,000,000 farmers’ homes day by day there is a farmer's 
wife who has no time limit to her toil. She rises with the early 
dawn and starts her ceaseless toil. 
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She lives in nature's open life, 
With nature's native grace; 

She has given the earth her greatest men, 
The noblest of our race. 

Yet, how few of us stop to think what her lot in life really is. 

The farmer's plow stops on Sunday, but the farmer’s wife 
Must cook, and scrub, and wash, and rub, 
And make up beds, and sweep the floor, 
Just as she did the week before, 

Yes; even more, for while the Lords’ Day brings a thrill of 
joy for her piously inclined heart, it also brings a vast amount 
of extra work; yet, God bless her, she gets to church on time 
and has an innocent Virgin Mary“ smile that marks her as a 
consecrated Christian. We often tind her weary and faint, tired 
of the cooking and cleaning, washing and bleaching and iron- 
ing. Canning, pickling, and preserving add fuel to the flames 
that consume her. The thought of lakesides and seashores gives 
her a veritable headache of longing, but her despoilers enjoy 
these blessings. In the closing scenes of her life, dressed in 
raiment of righteousness she stands just this side of the jasper 
wall that separates us from the great beyond. The evening 
shadows fall thick and fast, glintings of a useful life glow in her 
countenance. The golden gates swing ajar and she is soon to 
leave this great groaning, greedy world. When her last lesson 
of life has been recited she sees the glimmer of a crown shining 
in the gloaming of eternity, and when the night shadows fall, too 
heavy for longer toil, the dear Lord giveth his beloved sleep. 

In the name of 5,000,000 farmers’ wives I plead for an honest 
system of rural credits. 

It is a fundamental principle of Democracy (though now con- 
sidered in some quarters as antiquated and shelf worn) that 
great military establishments are inimical to the peace of nations 
and dangerous to the liberties of the countries which maintain 
them. The war in Europe confirms it. With such a danger are 
we confronted unless the machinations of designing interests 
can be exposed and their schemes headed off. 

The earlier lesson which the American people drew from 
the horrible conflict in Europe was the true one;_it was, that 
when a country is converted into a military camp or its people 
are trained to arms the spirit of military aggression predomi- 
nates and war inevitably ensues; that those who fall asleep 
under the tramp of soldiers and awake by the fife and drum may 
surely be expected to tire of the quiet ways of peace to become 
enamored of the so-called glory of war. But selfish and con- 
scienceless interests, taking advantage of the excitement of the 
hour, have falsified our country’s situation and, playing upon 
our fears, would hurry our Government upon a program of 
stupendous military preparation which no party in this country 
has heretofore been bold enough to espouse. Spurred on to un- 
usual activity by the passion of gain and the worship of Mam- 
mon they, by hypocritical appeals to the national pride and hob- 
goblins of foreign invasion, would have us believe that our 
safety lies in following the unhappy nations of Europe, now at 
each others throats destroying millions of their best and bravest, 
while a few grow vastly rich by feeding the bloody spirit of war. 
“War profits“ these words are no longer strangers to the peoples 
of Europe, for at last they realize that there are those who gain 
by their country’s miseries. Of the same brood are those in our 
own country who see in the present war hysteria a golden op- 
portunity to make of this country an easy customer for their 
munitions of war and who use the cry of the national defense as 
a cloak for hiding the deformity of their scheme of restoring the 
infamy of Republican tariffs and of breaking the back of De- 
mocracy by overloading it with the burdens of defenseless taxa- 
tion; who seek to strangle the program of the Democracy for an 
adequate merchant marine by substituting battleships for those 
of commerce; who, halting at an expenditure last year of $50,- 
000,000 to acquire peaceful ships to carry our commerce to the 
world, do not flinch at the expenditure of a billion of dollars for 
the creation of a huge Army and Navy ; who strive to shut off the 
vision of “a new freedom” and to close the door of hope to the 
common people; who would answer the cry of our farmers for 
the establishment of farm credits by giving them in lieu the bur- 
dens of war loans and multiplied taxes to support military con- 
tracts. 

Are not the times portentous when general conscription for 
military service in time of peace is vigorously advocated? Is 
not the Democratic Party in peril if a great standing army is to 
be created and supported by stamp taxes? Is it not time for 
the people to awake when merciless Shylocks gather around a 
famous table to wine and dine a would-be Napoleon of America 
and to hatch schemes and lay plans to install their satraps in 
power through the overthrow of the Democratic Party? The 
snake has not been killed, it is only scotched. 

The record of achievement of the present administration is 
one of which the honest, plain people of the country feel justly 
proud. It fearlessly entered upon the task of rescuing from 
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the hands of political and financial marauders functions of the 
Government which the Republican Party through 40 years of 
misrule had surrendered to them. It made the law, in the 
language of Scripture, “a terror to evildoers.” It wrenched 
the national currency out of the hands of a band of buccaneers 
who had been allowed to manipulate it in the interests of 
private greed to breed panics, to browbeat and bankrupt enter- 
prises which dared to contest with theirs, to swallow up 
competition, to restrict credit here and extend it there, and 
for other unholy ends. It cut the pipe line which connected 
special banking interests with the National Treasury and placed 
credit where it of right belonged, namely, on the mobile re- 
sources of the country’s enterprises. Let no one believe that 
this was accomplished without the resistance or resentment of 
those who were thus unhorsed, nor any vainly imagine that the 
interets whose special privileges have been subjected to the knife 
meekly submit or have in contemplation ever to support those 
who applied it. They seck to destroy the Democracy. 

It is said that when the war in Europe shall have ended 
most of the world’s free wealth will be found in this country. 
Do not be deceived ; that little squad, who constitute less than a 
millionth part of the country’s population, but control a tenth 
of all its wealth, when the crucial hour strikes, will again 
touch knees round that famous table at Judge Gary’s and lay 
out the plans for making sure that not much of that wealth will 
reach the common man. 

The administration has corrected the glaring injustices of a 
tariff constructed to enrich privileged pets, which extorted 
from the consumer a dollar where a dime found its way into the 
National Treasury. It is a well-conceived plan of the protected 
interests to join in the clamor for “ preparedness,” hoping that in 
the confusion of enormous expenditures they may undermine the 
work of this administration and bring about the restoration of 
the era of graft in which they once reveled. It is a fact of glar- 
ing significance that the most excited clamor for the national de- 
fense comes from those who are hotfoot in their endeavors 
for a restoration of Republican tariffs and Republican meas- 
ures as the means cf raising the revenue to foot the bills. It 
is not uncommon to find a subsidized paper, which rings the 
changes on the “ national defense,” in such a hurry that it can 
not take time to place in a separate paragraph its plea for the 
restoration of protection as the only means of furnishing the rey- 
enue. For when the President suggested that a share of the cost 
of an enlarged Army and Navy should be laid on the Steel Trust 
through taxing structural steel and pig iron the trust and its 
allies at once took fright and resurrected the “ round table” of 
Wall Street and got ready to put the pile of their billions be- 
hind the old régime, remembering how docile and tractable the 
old régime was when it was in power. It did not hesitate to sus- 
pend the laws to help a friend or to use the iron hand to crush 
an insurgent. A hurried note from the White House to my 
“Dear Mr. Attorney General” held the laws of the Nation 
in suspense, and the Treasury Department held horses while 
the Steel Trust highwayed its last competitor. 

A commercialized conscience is war mad—mad for great world 
power—and the millionaire magi of our country are holding 
conclaves and forming cabals to force upon the country a stu- 
pendous program of military preparedness, hoping to put in the 
White House a dictator to execute it. When the war in Europe 
is over the war barons who build battleships and supply arms, 
having exhausted poor, stricken Europe, will turn to fresh 
fields. Their evangelism of might is already launched in the 
countries of this hemisphere. They plan to arm and prepare 
one nation, and then, pointing to its preparedness as a menace 
and danger to the others, urge the others to counterprepare. 
Did not the ammunition makers thus play battledore and shuttle- 
cock with the countries of Europe? Are American battleship 
builders and gun manufacturers to be permitted to arm and 
prepare foreign powers and then use that preparedness to 
frighten us into huge outlays? Much of the clamor for pre- 
paredness has a metallic ring. 

When the hysteria of the hour is over, if the country has been 
saddled with huge burdens which now or hereafter involves 
military service by compulsion in time of peace, the creation of a 
great continental army, to be employed to stifle the ery of labor 
and to crush all opposition to a military government, those 
responsible need not expect the American farmer, laborer, and 
wealth producer to humbly kneel to have the load strapped on 
their backs. 

All history teaches that when the wealth of a nation is 
gathered into the hands of a few the powers of government go 
with it, and that the measures employed to uphold the rule of a 
moneyed oligarchy embrace great armies to insure submission. 
Thus enthroned the few, as was said by Mr. Jefferson, run 
rampant and roughshod over the plundered plowman and beg- 
gared yeoman.” In the swollen coffers and mercenary designs 
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of syndicated wealth lies the power to corrupt publie opinion 
and debauch the electorate. These interests now own and con- 
trol the electric wires that network the country and carry news. 
Their hands are already on the sources of information. Their 
power is next to supreme, and if the Democracy shall be wrecked 
the liberties which we enjoy will be at their sufferance. Give 
them an imperial army and navy, reinstate the Republican Party 
in power, and put a man at the head of the Nation of the rest- 
less ambitious spirit of Roosevelt, and we will have reached the 
beginning of the end of the rule of the people. 

These war traffickers are lined up for a billion-dollar raid on 
the Treasury in the sacred name of national defense and carry 
on a systematic slander of our Army and Navy, stigmatizing it 
as “a thing out of date, impotent, and worthless as a power of 
defense.” In the last 10 years we have spent something like 
$2,000,000,000 on the Army and Navy, a sum greater than that 
spent during the same period by Germany and Japan. 

While men’s imaginations are being excited with visions of 
invading armies, burning cities, tramping soldiers, fluttering 
flags, prancing horses, thundering battleships, belching cannon, 
screaming shot, and bursting shells—the pomp and splendor of 
war-—we appeal to the sanity of the plain people and call upon 
them to stand steadfastly by the teachings of the founders of 
the Republic and the ancient landmarks of democracy. 

The path of the President and of his administration during 
this last year of troublous times has been beset with dangers 
on every hand; these our enemies would increase; they are 
digging pitfalls for the Democratie administration and set- 
ting snares for it. They must not be permitted to defeat the 
hope of the people. With a fair working ship bill enacted into 
law and put into operation, giving to American exporters and 
to the products of the American producer reasonable rates for 
ocean transportation, and a farm-credits bill enacted and in- 
augurated, giving to the tillers of the soil—who, after all, are 
the great mudsills of society and civilization—credit based upon 
their resources and at rates which that great nonspeculative 
enterprise can afford to pay, the achievements of this administra- 
tion will link the name of our chief with those of Jefferson, 
Jackson, and Lincoln, and so establish the Democratic Party in 
the confidence of the people that it will be safe against all 
assaults of predatory wealth. But we must not sit in the lap 
of the Republican Party while a great military machine is 
fastened upon us, for, when the system is established and the 
expenditures are voted as nonpartisan, the Republicans stand 
aside and refuse to join in supplying the funds unless we allow 
them to resurrect that old fraud of a protective tariff, the most 
indefensible measure that inordinate greed and commercial cun- 
ning have ever invented. 

A Navy adequate to the country’s defense is an established 
policy of our party; to any necessary increase of that armament 
we would offer no opposition, but the incomes of the rich, inheri- 
tances, and “ war profits” should bear a just share of the cost 
and the load be lightened for the industrious poor. 

Nations should never forget what God meant when he sent 
an envoy of angels from Heaven to shout the “Glory of God, 
peace on earth, good will among men“ when he christened the 
Babe of Bethlehem the Son of God and the Saviour of man. 

“The wages of sin is death” applies to nations the same as 
to individuals. The nations, now drunk on blood, rioting in 
ruinous war, are paying the death penalty because their sins 
have found them out. Given over to ravenous greed with a 
riotous aristocracy, living in luxury and lust, ruling in rapacity, 
making mockery of God's laws and a shameless sham of 
Christianity for ages, they are now reaping the harvest of 
their sowing. This devastating war is simply a climax, a dread- 
ful drama of man’s reign, of man's inhumanity to man.” 

Fifteen millions of the best specimens of manhood in all 
Europe, who should be the fathers of the next generation, en- 
gaged in killing one another and pulling down the piers of civili- 
zation, but few of the common men in this work of destruction 
want to perform it or know its origin. These countries are in 
the hands of a score of individuals called rulers, kings, emperors, 
whose despotism degrades the race. Millions of the wretched 
poor watch the marching armies and wait for starvation. Com- 
mon men are but mere tools for the rulers. Lovers of peace have 
been unable to control events because people do not control goy- 
ernments and operate them for public good. 

This war may bring to the world such a demonstration of 
horror, stupidity, and awe that a mighty revulsion will make 
for universal peace. It may bring these kings with their 
ministers and chancellors to the world’s bar of justice in 
universal judgment, convicted of the most heinous crime in 
history, and cost them their crowns, for which God be praised! 

We find our country the produce center of the world, the 
greatest wealth-producing country on earth, yet my heart sinks 
when I see the massive piles of wealth in the hands of a 


privileged few who have held a franchise to fleece millions of 
men, and after having made them poor, ignorant, and sinful, 
in order to obtain, without their knowledge or consent, the 
products of their toil, these few, conscious of their own wrongs, 
now want to mesh our land with military barracks as a means 
of compelling submission to their further pillage. 

A touch upon the heartstrings of my soul, and I hear the 
chimes respond: 


O “ dove of peace,” where hast thou flown? 
Is there no peace on earth? 


Did the angels a false refrain 
When they sang at our Savior's birth? 
Will and gold forever rule 


And fill the world with strife? 
Is there no way to stay these wars 
And reckless waste of life? 


Shall gun thunders never cease 
And dying millions moan, 
While we feed the dogs of war 
On human flesh and bone? 


‘Then answering back from other shores 
I heard the 9 say: 

We're now in the darkness that precedes 
A glorious coming day; 

When man shall take his murderous guns 
And make of them, plowshares ; 

And loving God, be Tres from war 
With all its tolls and snares; 


When men and women everywhere 
Will love and trust each other; 
And look to God as father of all 
And all mankind as brother. 


THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE JOSEPH A. GOULDEN, 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
passage of the order that I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. GARRETT). The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bennet] asks unanimous consent for the 
immediate passage of the resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That Sunday, January 23, 1916, at 12 o'clock noon, be 
set apart for addresses upon the life, character, and public services 
of Hon. JOSEPH A. GOULDEN, late a Representative from the State 
of New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the imme- 
diate consideration of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Fosrer, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of J. H. Moreland, House bill 7887, Sixty- 
third Congress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 

He also, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of Sophrona J. Spencer, House bill 14242, 
Sixty-second Congress, no adverse report having been made 
thereon. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. KETTNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend in the Recorp some remarks made by a Member of this 
House on the State of California. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California 
[Mr. Kerrxer] asks unanimous consent to extend remarks in 
the Record by printing an address by a Member from California. 

Mr. KETTNER. An address made by a Member of this 
House on the State of California. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MANN. Pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, may I ask 
the gentleman from North Carolina a question? 

Mr. KITCHIN. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. It is the intention, I understand, to-morrow, 
after the speech of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER], to take up the water-power bill? 

Mr. N. Yes; to take up the water-power bill. 

Mr. MANN. So that everybody has notice of it. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Yes. I renew the motion to adjourn, Mr. 


Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Krrcurm] moves that the House do now adjourn, 
The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 52 
minutes p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 7, 1916, at 12 o’clock noon. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
copy of a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
accept, on behalf of the United States, funds for the construc- 
tion of a lighting plant for the illumination of the Statue of 
Liberty on Bedloe Island (H. Doc. No. 496); to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of preliminary exami- 
nation of Quinnipiac River, New Haven Harbor, Conn., and Mill 
River; New Haven Harbor, Conn., up to the Grand Avenue 
Bridge (H. Doc. No. 497); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Indian Creek, Vinalhaven, Me. (H. Doc. No. 
498); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

4. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, transmit- 
ting, in accordance with the naval appropriation act approved 
March 2, 1907, information in regard to the repair of vessels 
of the United States Navy (H. Dec. No. 499); to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
copy of letter from Superintendent of United States Capitol 
Buildings and Grounds reporting completion of the Columbia 
Hospital for Women and Lying-in Asylum and making recom- 
mendations regarding the custodial care thereof (H. Doc. No. 
500); to the Committee on the District of Columbia and or- 
dered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions in 
the case of Elizabeth Munday et al, sole heirs of Samuel 
Munday, deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 501); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting certified copy of the findings of fact and conclusions in 
the case of The heirs of Frederick Hensalt v. The United States 
(H. Doe. No. 502); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered 
to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting; with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Current River, Mo., above Donithan (H. Doc. No. 
503); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting copy of 
the preliminary report of the committee of supervising inspectors 
of the Steamboat-Inspection Service (H. Doc. No. 504); to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries and ordered 
to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Sergeant at Arms, House of Representa- 
tives, transmitting’ report of receipts and disbursements by the 
Sergeant at Arms of the House of Representatives (H. Doc. No. 
505) ; to the Committee on Accounts and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 7617) to provide that 
the Secretary of Agriculture, on behalf of the United States, 
shall, in certain cases, ald the States in the construction and 
maintenance of rural post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 8015) to acquire additional 
site, enlarge, extend, remodel, and modernize the post-office and 
courthouse building at Savannah, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8016) to limit and define the powers of the 
judges of the district courts of the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R, 8017) to provide for the 
reduction of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class. mail 
matter for local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 8018) to tax the privilege of 
dealing on exchanges, boards of trade, and similar places in 
contracts of sale of cotton for future delivery, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 8019) providing for site 
and public building at Sylvania, Ga. ; to the Committee on Publie 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R: 8020) to reduce the mileage of 
Members of Congress, Resident Commissioners, and Delegates; 
to the Committee on Mileage. 


By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 8021) providing for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a publie building thereon 
at Deeatur, Ga.; to the. Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8022) providing for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a publie building at East Point, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8023) to equip the Boston 
Navy Yard for the construction of battleships; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COSTELLO: A bill (H. R. 8024) to make an appropria- 
tion for improvement at Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa.; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8025) to make an appropriation for im- 
provement at Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8026) to make an appropriation for the im- 
provement of Frankford Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa.; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 8027) to standardize the treat- 
ment of tuberculosis in the United States, to provide Federal aid 
in caring for indigent: tuberculous persons, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8028) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 8029) for the protec- 
tion and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska, and for other pur- 
peses; to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 8030) making an appropriation 
for the improvement of Wills Strait, Casco Bay, Me.; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 8031) to establish the Freder- 
icksburg and Adjacent National Battle Fields Memorial Park in 
the State of Virginia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8032) providing for the repair and rebuild- 
ing of the boulevard leading from Princess Anne Street, in the 
city of Fredericksburg, Va., to the national cemetery in Spotsyl-: 
vania County, Va.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 8033) to amend section 162 
of the act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary, approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on Re- 
vision of the Laws. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 8034) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a post-office building at Newburgh, N. Y.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8035) au- 
thorizing the expenditure of $30,000 for the erection at Phila- 
delphia, Pa., of a monument or memorial to Benjamin Franklin; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8036) to regulate the 
officering and manning of vessels subject to the inspection laws 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 8037) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to deliver two mounted bronze or brass cannon or 
fieldpieces, with their carriages and a suitable outfit of cannon 
halls, to the Jacob E. Reed Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Newton, III.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARLAND: A bill (H. R. 8038) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Pittsburgh, in the State 
of Pennsylvania, and the removal of the existing Federal build- 
ing in the said city of Pittsburgh; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R, 8039) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to furnish two condemned cannon to the New York 
State Historical Association for use at the Crown Point Reser- 
vation, Crown Point, N. X.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 8040) to appropriate money to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to license and inspect ware- 
houses, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8041) to create 
Bismarck, N. Dak., in the district of Dakota, a subport of entry; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIB: A bill (H. R. 8042) to establish a 
University Board in the Department of the Interior; to the 
Committee on Education. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8043) provid- 
ing for the homestead entry of certain lands in the State of 

Washington, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 8044) to establish an aux- 
iliary corps in W to the Committee on Milis 
tary Affairs. 
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By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 8045) providing for the issu- 
ance of bonds by the United States for the defense of its coasts 
and shores and the protection of its people and their properties 
from invasion or aggressions of foreign nations; to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8046) amending section 4509, 
Revised Statutes; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 8047) to increase the limit of 
cost of the construction of a Federal building at York, Pa.; to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 8048) for the appro- 
priation of $250,000 additional for the destruction of predatory 
animals; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 78) providing for 
appointment of committee to inquire into the organization, mem- 
bership, etc., of certain organizations engaged in national de- 
fense and peace propaganda ; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LOUD: Resolution (H. Res. 79) providing for free 
transportation of relief materials and supplies on auxiliary ships 
of the United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: Resolution (H. Res. 80) for print- 
ing 10,000 copies of the report of the investigation of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission of the financial affairs of the Chi- 
cago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Co.; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
82) providing for the continuation of the Joint Commission to 
Investigate Indian Affairs; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DILL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 86) providing 
that a facsimile of the original document of the Declaration of 
Independence be made a public document; to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 88) authoriz- 
ing the American Society of Civil Engineers to erect a memorial 
to Alfred Noble in the city of Washington; to the Committee on 
the Library. 

By Mr, TILSON: Memorial from the Connecticut Legislature, 
urging legislation to prevent dumping of dredged material in 
Long Island Sound; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8049) granting a pension to 
Isaac Esley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8050) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan A. Hill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8051) granting a pension 
to Fred Tish; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8052) granting an increase of pension to 
John Toothman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8053) granting an increase of pension to 
Phillip W. Longstreth ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8054) granting a pension to Nettie B. 
Shores; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 8055) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph A. M. Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BLACKMON: A bill (H. R. 8056) for the relief of 
John T. Melvin; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOOHER: A bill (H. R. 8057) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Napoleon B. Giddings ; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 8058) for the relief of Oscar 
Samuelson; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8059) granting an increase of pension to 
Sigmund J. Messing; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8060) granting a pension to Mary L. Mil- 
ler: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (H. R. 8061) granting a pension to Sallie E. Gilke- 
son; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8062) for the relief of the heirs of Claud 
Graham; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURGESS: A bill (H. R. 8063) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles B. Perry; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8064) granting an increase of 
pension to Calvin Fryer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8065) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Wesley Rowland; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 8066) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Sanborn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARAWAY: A bill (H. R. 8067) to quiet the title to 
certain lands in the possession of G. B. Dickson, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8068) for the relief of E. C. Hornor; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8069) granting an increase of pension to 
Nancy Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHARLES: A bill (H. R. 8070) granting a pension to 
Eugene H. Flanagan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8071) granting a pen- 
sion to Nettie M. Fobes; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COSTELLO: A bill (H. R. 8072) granting a pension 
to Jennie Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8073) granting a pension to Mary A. Mood; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8074) granting a pension to Hannah A. 
Caldwell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to Catherine 
Longshore ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 8076) granting a pension to 
Ryan V. Eichelberger ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8077) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8078) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Wolf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to 
Sallie E. Mullin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8080) granting an increase of pension to 
Alexander Noffsinger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8081) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Reed; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8082) granting an increase of pension to 
Josiah Fosnot; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8083) granting a pension to 
B. F. Barden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8084) granting a pension to Ardilicy 
Braining; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP: A bill (H. R. 8085) granting an increase 
of pension to John Mallett; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8086) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Jackman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: A bill (H. R. 8087) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Cobb; to thé Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8088) granting an increase of pension to 
Emily P. Zenk; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8089) for the relief of Frank Mogridge; 
to the Committee on Claims. r 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8090) for the relief of Jacob F. Weidner; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 8091) for the relief of 
George W. Colbert; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 8092) confirming 
patents heretofore issued to certain Indians in the State of 
Washington ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DILLON: A bill (H. R. 8093) for the relief of Wilson 
M. Dent; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8094) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Short; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8095) granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Thrasher; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRUKKER: A bill (H. R. 8096) granting a pension 
to William H. Adam; tó the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDS; A bill (H. R. 8097) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. McCracken; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8098) granting an increase of pension to 
James Davis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8099) granting an increase of pension to 
Wilder Branum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8100) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Gillum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.-R. 8101) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Hollingsworth; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8102) granting an increase of pension to 
Montville Cooksey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8103) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi H. Colburn; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas M. Patton; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8105) granting an increase of pension to 
R. F. Rice; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8106) granting an increase of pension to 
E. B. Wilhoit ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8107) granting a pension to James H. 
Gilley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8108) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives and heirs of Elizabeth Bruce, deceased, widow of the late 
John H. Bruce; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8109) granting a pension to Hattie Sylvia; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8110) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret L. Campbell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8111) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. O’Brien; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8112) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. Ellis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8113) granting an increase of pension to 
Perry G. P. Bruce; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8114) for the relief of Otho Adams; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 8115) granting an increase of 
pension to Saphrona J. Spencer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8116) for the relief of Charles Snyder; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8117) for the relief of Peter Helfman; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8118) granting an increase of 
pension to Amos M. Stroh; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8119) granting a pension to Mary E. 
Temple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 8120) granting an increase of 
pension to George D. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GILLETT: A bill (H. R. 8121) granting a pension to 
Hannah R. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8122) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter N. Culins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8123) granting an increase of pension to 
John H. ‘Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to 
Arthur W. Blauvelt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8125) for the relief of Dennis Frenyer; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GODWIN of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8126) for 
the relief of Thomas D. Meares, administrator of Armand D. 
Young, deceased; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8127) granting a pen- 
sion to Effie Peterman ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8128) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Julian; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8129) for the relief of 
Lewis Montgomery; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) for the relief of Willis B. Morse; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 8131) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza E. Sutherland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 8132) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to award the congressional medal of honor 
to Second Lieut. Etienne de P. Bujac; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to 
George F. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to 
George S. Rowell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8135) granting a pension to Ammi D. Sea- 
bury; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8136) granting a pension to Philena O. 
Norton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8137) granting a pension to Eunice E. 
Dodge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8138) granting 
a pension to Homer D. Truax; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 8189) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of James Welsman, deceased; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8140) granting a pen- 
sion to William Herbert Fish; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HUSTED: A bill (H. R. 8141) for the relief of the 
dependent widow of Patrick Curran, civilian employee of the 
Government, who was killed while in the discharge of his duties 
at the United States naval magazine at Iona Island, N. Y.; to 
the Committee on ‘Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bin (H. R. 8142) 
ee Atkins Coddington; to the 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8143) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Clinton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


granting a pension to | 
Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8144) granting an increase of pension to 
Oyrus A. Lewis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8145) for the relief off ira D. Gregg; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8146) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Craven; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KTESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8147) granting 
a pension to Fred Reidy; to the Committee on Pensions. - 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8148) granting an increase of pension to 
Ola Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (H. R. 8149) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Galbraith; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 8150) granting an increase 
= pension to Aaron Spotts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8151) granting an increase -of 
pension to Francis King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 8152) granting a pension 
to Martha S. Becker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8153) granting a pension to Otto H. Staron ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8154) granting an increase of pension to 
Lillie E. Spaulding; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8155) granting an increase of pension to 
Patrick J. Hyde; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8156) granting a pension to Clara B. Lowe; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8157) granting an increase 
of pension to William F. Daly; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8158) granting an increase of pension to 
“By Mr. MEEKER: A bil (H K. 8130) granting u Pai 

y Mr. : ) granting a on to 
Louis Becker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORES of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8160) granting an 
increase of pension to Martha L. Whitsit; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8161) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Hanway; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8162) granting an increase of pension to 
> Bene = 8 Ss — . ittee on Invalid Pensions. 

„ a 5 granting a pension to William H. 
Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8164) granting a pension to Mollie W. 
Springer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 8165) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George S. West; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8166) granting a pension to George B. 
Roach; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8167) grant- 
ing a pension to Alfred J. Osborn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 8168) granting an increase 
of pension to William B. Stahl; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8169) for the relief of the 
heirs of William H. Harvey, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 8170) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joel Alldaffer; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 8171) granting an increase 
of pension to Harry A. P. Mayville; to the Committee on In- 
2 Ir. PLATT A bill (H. R. 8172) pensi: 

By Mr. ETT: granting a on to 
James R. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8173) for the relief of the Montgomery & 
Erie Railway Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8174) for the relief of the Goshen & 
Deckertown Railway Co.; to the on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8175) granting a pension to Emma A, 
Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8176) granting an increase 
of pension to Zacharah Holland; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8177) granting a pension to Stephen 
House; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8178) granting a pension to Sarah Scott; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 8179) granting a pension to 
Samuel L. Meddaugh ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8180) granting an increase of pension to 
James C. Hakes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8181) granting a pension to James P. Shew- 
man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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. By Mr. RODEN BERG: A bill (H. R. 8182) to correct the 
military record of Lauritz S. Rasmusson; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8183) to remove the charge of desertion 
standing against the record of Stephen McKenzie; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, 4 bill (H. R. 8184) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Rogers ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8185) granting an increase of pension to 
Squire P. Reamer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8186) granting an increase of pension to 
David Luke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8187) granting an increase of pension to 
James J, Ferguson ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8188) granting a pension to Ivey W. Wat- 
kins; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to Edward 
Dzengolewski; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8190) granting a pension to Susan C. John- 
son; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8191) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert N. Barton; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 8192) for the relief of the 
United Breweries Cos., of Chicago, III.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 8193) granting a pension to 
Andy H. Fritts; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 8194) granting a pension to 
Charles Nelms; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8195) granting a pension to Robert L. 
Farris; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8196) granting an increase of pension to 
Nathaniel L. Lawrence; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8197) for the relief of George T. Larkin; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8198) granting 
a pension to Mary E. Olmsted; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 8199) for the relief 
of Dora Nickerson; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8200) for the relief 
of M. E. Sitters; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 8201) granting a pension to 
Elsie L. Fleegle; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: A bill (H. R. 8202) grant- 
ing a pension to Sinnie Young; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8203) to cancel 
the allotment of Davie Skootah on the Lummi Reservation, 
Wash., and reallot the lands included therein; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 8204) for the relief 
of legal representatives of John T. Adkins, deceased; to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 8205) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of the Sanford & Brooks 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 8206) for the 
relief of Mrs. M. A. Hibbard; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 8207) granting a pension 
to Pearl Parker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8208) granting a pension to Elliott C. 
Howe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8209) for the relief of Morris S. Baker; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 8210) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Doolittle; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 8211) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry J. Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 8212) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of George W. Soule; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8213) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Edmund C. Park; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8214) granting an increase of pension to 
Ira A. Goodridge; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 8215) granting an increase of pension to 
Carroll C. M. Frame; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8216) granting an increase of pension to 
Hugh M. Parkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8217) granting an increase of pension to 
Monroe J. Potts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8218) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Berry ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8219) granting 
a pension to George W. Widener; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) granting a pension to Judith E. 
Haskell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to Louisa Fleming; 
to the ‘Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8222) to correct the military record of A. J. 
Henry ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
87) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
credit the stamp account of Edward B. Craig, as collector of 
internal revenue of the collection district of Tennessee, in the 
sum of $2,034.89, being the representative value of certain inter- 
nal-revenue documentary stamps which were taken from the 
office of said collector by an act of burglary; to the Committee 
on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Pennsyl- 
vania Arbitration and Peace Society, urging that the Pan 
American Conference be made permanent; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. ALLEN: Petition of citizens of Glendale, Ohio, favor- 
ing taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany the bill (H. R. 
7669) for relief of John A. McLain; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, petition of 54 merchants of Mansfield, Ohio, in favor 
of the so-called Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Ohio Private Bankers’ Associations, 
+ rnd a stamp on bank checks; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. BEALES: Memorial of the Religious Society of 
Friends of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, 
against preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES: Memorial of Schenectady (N. X.) Board 
of Trade, favoring military preparedness; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of sundry citizens of the thirtieth New York 
congressional district, favoring bill taxing mail-order houses; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of Associated Charities 
of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring passage of House bill 476, Kern- 
McGillicuddy bill, relative to compensation for injured em- 
ployees of United States Government; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARROW: Memorial of Philadelphia Branch of the 
National Security League, favoring national defense; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Pennsylvania Arbitration and Peace Society, 
of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to a conference of American Re- 
publics for peace; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of Monthly Meeting of Friends of Philadelphia, 
Pa., against increase of armament of the United States; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DYER: Petitions of Associated Charities of Minne- 
apolis, Minn., and Scandinavian-Canadian Land Co., of Minne- 
apolis, favoring passage of the Kern-McGillicuddy bill, relative 
to compensation for injured employees of the Government; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the United Spanish War Veterans, De- 
partment of Tennessee, favoring bill to pension widows; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Asso- 
ciation, favoring passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; ta 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of Newark Typographical Union, No. 103, rela- 
tive to investigation of the treatment of the West Virginia coal 
miners; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitions of Schwind & Maher, of Francitas, Tex., and 
North American Fruit Exchange, of New York City, favoring 
appropriation for fighting citrus canker; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 
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By Mr. FITZGERALD: Memorial of Atlantic Deeper Water- 
ways Association, urging adoption of the Atlantic intracoastal 
waterways system; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, memorial of National Association of Vicksburg Veterans, 
relative to appropriation for reunion at Vicksburg in 1917; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of 53 cigar, tobacco, stationery, and newspaper 
storekeepers, protesting against internal-revenue war tax on to- 
bacco, ete. ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Yetta Kerber, of New York, protesting against 
the increase in tax on beer, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, memorial of Sons of the Revolution, State of New York, 
favoring preparedness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Western States Reclamation Conference, 
favoring passage of Senate bill 6827, relative to swamp lands, 
ete.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, memorial of Twenty-eighth Ward Taxpayers Protective 
Association, favoring passage of the Hamill bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Evidence in support of House bill 7079, for 
the relief of Riley R. Zerbe; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 6584, for the relief of 
David E. Shaver; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Petitions of sundry citizens of the State of 
Illinois, favoring law abolishing throughout the United States 
the manufacture, sale, etc., of alcoholic liquors ; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FULLER: Papers to accompany House bill 7096, 
granting an increase of pension to Adon Butler; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, : 

_ Also, petition of Seattle Chamber of Commerce, concerning 
railway-mail pay; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George D. Hart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Sons of the Revolution, favoring national de- 
fense; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 96 members of Local Union No. 1722, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Oglesby, III., against large ap- 
propriations for national defense, and for the manufacture by 
the Government of all necessary munitions of war; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petitions of James W. Brady and 885 
other citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, protesting against any addi- 
tional taxes on beer, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: Petition of citizens of Merino, Colo., 
against militarism; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Evidence in support of bill for 
pension for Homer D. Truax; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Friends’ Boarding School, at Barnesville, 
Ohio, and 93 students, opposing preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Ohio Millers’ State Association, favoring 
law for grading grain; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of Neugart & Eberle, Bridgeport, Ohio, rela- 
tive to increase of taxes on liquor traffic; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of 71 citizens of Clearfield 
County, Pa., for a Christian amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petition of citizens of Alliance, Nebr., 
favoring prohibitive tax on manufacture and sale of liquors ex- 
cept for medicinal purpose; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Memorial of Columbus (Ohio) Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to railway-mail pay; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for increase in pen- 
sion of Francis King; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Protest of the Society of Friends, of Pasa- 
dena, Cal., against any increase in military appropriations; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of B. Doolittle, C. H. Faust, C. W. 
Arnold, J. L. Beak, J. R. Thexten, and F. Cogers, all of Elmira, 
N. Y., protesting against the Moon bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Wilhelm H. Warns, Joseph Nitsche, Henry 
Otto Hauptmann, Joseph Eck, George H. Rochs, and Ernest 
Kaulfuss, all of Corning, N. X., favoring embargo upon further 
shipment of war material; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Utica (N. Y.) Lodge, No. 33, 
Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks, favoring passage of 
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House bill 437, making the “Star-Spangled Banner“ the na- 
tional anthem; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of the thirty-third congres- 
sional district of New York, favoring bill taxing mail-order 
houses ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petition of operatives of Minneola Manu- 
facturing Co. and King Cotton Mills, protesting against the 


child-labor bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Revolution Cotton Mills operatives, Green- 
boro, N. C., opposing child-labor bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of John Elliott, of New Haven, 
Conn., favoring proper national-defense system; to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Allan M. Osborn Camp, United Spanish War 
Veterans, for pensioning of Spanish War yeterans; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Petition of Andrew Duman, Mrs. 
Katie Specht, Felix Stromberg, Charles W. Mayer, Mrs. A. 
Duman, Mrs. Angeline Stromberg, citizens of Akron, Colo,, pro- 
testing against appropriations for increased armament; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of J. L. Gardner and 152 other 
citizens of Leon, Iowa, protesting against the adoption of com- 
pulsory military service; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Memorial of Synod of the 
Northwest of the Reformed Church in the United States, pro- 
testing against the exportation of munitions of war; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jamestown, N. Dak., favoring a 
Federal motion-picture commission; to the Committee on Edu- 
cation, 


SENATE. 
Frivay, January 7, 1916. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we linger this sacred moment in Thy pres- 
ence at the opening of a new legislative day. We bless Thee 
for the fair vision that opens to our minds of a happy people 
surrounded by the comforts of home, prosperous in their busi- 
ness enterprises, in essential unity, loving liberty, honoring the 
law, fearing God. Grant, we pray, that no misconception of the 
great principles of life may mar the beautiful prospect, the 
glorious opening of the years to come to this happy people. 
Guide us in the discharge of our duties. For Christ’s sake. 
Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

PURCHASE OF SEEDS (S. DOC. NO. 234), 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a detailed statement showing the place, the quantity, and 
price of seeds purchased and the dates of purchase, etc., which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 562) to amend the act approved June 25, 1910, authoriz- 
ing a Postal Savings System, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 3681) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, 
Okla., and it was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Georgia relative to the development and use 
of water power in the South in conjunction with plans for an 
increase of the armaments of the Army and Navy, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a resolution adopted at the fourth annual 
meeting of the Council of the National Association Opposed to 
Woman Suffrage, held in Washington December 15, 1915, 
remonstrating against the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution granting the right of suffrage to women, which 
was referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. WORKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Col- 
fax, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
for Government ownership of water-power utilities, which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
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Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorlals of sundry 
citizens of South Carolina, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit interstate commerce in the products 
of child labor, which were referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. KERN presented a memorial of 500 citizens of Bedford, 
Ind., remonstrating against a 3 of compulsory military 
service, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Indianapolis, Ind., praying for an increase in armaments, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK presented a memorial of Local Union No. 
248, Farmers’ Cooperative and Educational Union, of Winside, 
Nebr., and a memorial of Local Union No. 109, Farmers’ Coop- 
erative and Educational Union, of Snyder, Nebr., remonstrating 
against an incrense in armaments, which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of Time Lodge, of New 
Britain, Conn., praying for the placing of an embargo on muni- 
tions of war, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Sound 
View, Conn., remonstrating against an increase in armaments, 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WEEKS presented a petition of Freja Lodge, No. 205, 
of New Bedford, Mass., praying for the placing of an embargo 
on munitions of war, which was referred to the Commiftee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of James M. Marden, of 
Roxbury, Mass., remonstrating against an increase in arma- 
ments, which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Massachu- 
setts and a petition of the Society of Sons of the Revolution 
of the District of Columbia, praying for an increase in arma- 
ments, which were referred fo the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the National Council 
of Congregational Churches, praying for national prohibition, 
whieh were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented an affidavit in support of the bill (S. 563) 
granting a pension to Alice R. Hutchinson, which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE presented petitions of supdry citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, praying for the enactment of legislation to provide a 
standard price on patented and trade-marked articles, which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. HARDWICK. I present a joint resolution passed by the 
Legislature of Georgia, which I ask may be printed in the 
Recorp and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

le of the United States should never 

3 3 a Foha Pubes ag’. was right when he said, “No ee — 
the shoulder, — * swaggering 3 the world, but a firm stand, and 

Whereas we feel a a national patina) peice in that wisdom and patriotism which 
have so marked Woodrow Wilson as one of the greatest 
and safest statesmen in the history of our country; 

Whereas in the country’s plans of ness for national defense, as 
stated by President e can and should profit in all that 
we do by the experience and example that have been made obvious te 
us by the militar, 7S and naval —— of the actual present,” especially 


in the country of Germany; 
Whereas Germany has so 20 nolably emp employed her natural resources for 
national defense and n the example of her taking the nitro- 
gen from the ä — Tai to manufacture her i lies ema explo- 
sives but also for m of her food crops, thus making 
her independent of her former supply of nitrates —.— hile: There- 
fore, by this joint resolution, be 
Resolved by the L of the State of Georgia: 
1) That we areor aoon cal pledge 8 to Kappert those 


ideals and 
and wisely enuncia his late — 


triotically 
before the Manhattan Club, of New York Ci 

(2) That any 2 of nally adopt s for national defense which Con- 
gress consider and final pa —— include, so far as possible, 
the economic Savelonment on resources of our country 
which will not only contribute to 83 defense in times of war, but 
to the Nation’s prosperity and wealth in times of peace. 

(3) Therefore we upon the Bedlam sig and ha Members: of 
the lower House of Con from the Bt State of pme tisy y press 

upon the attention of President Wilson and Secre and 

Agriculture and urge upon the Naval and Military 88 and 
the Agricultural Committees of both Houses of Congress the serious 
consideration = 4 — great water Leggs in the Chattahoochee River, 
the Coosa e Savannah Domviget Rivet Rivers, the 5 5 
River, and notabl bee Mussel Shoals in the ~~ which can 
be developed 4 niy improve 
the navigation 
but also with teense cheap water 


wers prov: 
needed nitrates for explosives in t 


mes of war and provide the farmers 


2 their needed nitrogen for the fertilization of their crops in times 
me ) The economic importance of considering the utilization of these 


the important fact that this countr 
year 1916, amon nae in value to $401,990,004.86, and. 
amoun value to 

tations the manufacturi = and Eateries 


and on t 
for the same period, a paid an export — to the county ef Cite at 
* mately $90,000, 


5) ‘That ou armor making plants; that our shipbuilding concerns; 

that our gunmakin ng plants and our — tach ctories, especially 

the ens of nitrogen for powder 8 not be all closely 

in a narrow strip of coun 200 to 300 miles in 

of the PEAP ands extending on an average less 100 miles in the interior 

— —.— Lane 5 —— a from ecticut 

si re o e te of Georgia respectful 

1 that it is the duty of 6 9 

for national defense to consider th — tev t 

n other sections of the coun and hiy in the South, where, 

in her 1 streams, are to be found water powers of the magni- 

tude ea 3 —— pp 8 will ra the largest use 

and c cation electri throu 

which has sone! 8 A 


ashington — t — 8 of Congress — advocate the 
usefulness and effi of coming joint resolution passed the legisla- 
ture of this Beate To for’ economical and practical 9. — — e kale 


Approved November 27, 1915. 


The oa te oon resolution, enacted by the General rata ayy A of 8 
is signet by . — Ogden 3 —— State senate, and bd B 
Burw spea use o 
Harris, of the date abeve. Ace 

THE GEORGIA COMMITTEE. 
ee accordance with the attached resolution, Gov. Harris has 3 


the following committee to carry out the 
National Woes — chairman ; 


Barrett, = m Ae president 

John D. Walker, + parta, banker, State senator from the twentieth 
district ; s M. Jackson, Miglock. i * — Ieader, posh deer from 
Chatham County; S. T. Fayetteville, banker ; J. Brewn, 
Bowman, farmer, selene Georata rmers’ Union ; aes 3 
e ae treasurer 


tives, and approved by Gov. N. E. 


1 

5 respomling secretary Bap- 
tist Home Mission Board; M kinson, Atlanta, animes pant 
ae der, banker Atlanta Chamber of Commerce; R. L. 9 
wee nker; J. Rice Smith, Augusta, president Georgia Chemical 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1781) to correct the military 
record of Nathaniel Monroe, reported it with amendments and 
submitted a report (No. 30) thereon. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 1378) to amend the military 
record of John P. Fitzgerald, reported it without amendment 
and submitted a report (No. 81) thereon. 

MINING AND METALLURGICAL SOCIETY OF AMERICA (S. DOC. NO. 233). 


Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Printing, reported the 
following resolution (S. Res. 51), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the manuscript submitted b 
Mr. PROON on January 6, 1916, 85888 rica, wit of conference of 

e Mining and Metall urgical Socie 2 85 various mining 
organizations ber 16, 1915,” Senate document, 
and that 10,000 additional copies be printed Doe. tee eae oF tas Gerais 
document room. 


DISTRIBUTION OF FARM PRODUCTS (s. DOC. NO. 240). 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 52), which was considered by 
unanmious consent a agreed to: 

Resolved, That the 

Mr. FLETCHER 


the Senator from Utah 


* January 5, 1916, entitled “S 
in, American delegate to the International — — Of culture 
at Rome, and others, relating to to distribution of farm products,” be 


ADDRESS BY DR. THOMAS HUNT (S. DOC. NO. 239). 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 53), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 

3 That the 5 submitted by the Senator from Florida 

FLETCHER) on January 5, 1916, aun 22 anne Relation of a 
. — ‘Agriculture to Social W. Welfare,” reas by Dr. omas 
Hunt, dean of the College of 9 *Gniversity of Cali- 
fornia, be printed as a Senate document. 
THE POSTAL SERVICE (S. DOC. NO. 238). 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 54), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 


That the t submitted b; tied. Hia Santor & from Florida 
8 on EEH 1916, — Service 
yk —— can Trade,” an adress! Wy 


t Postmaster Gen 2 8 
gress at 1 — 3 S. C., December 16, 1915, be printed a as a Senate 
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METRIC SYSTEM IN EXPORT TRADE. 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the foliowing resolution (S. Res. 55), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the LA submitted by the Senator from Florida 
(Mr, FLETCHER) on January 1916 enti oe Report on the use of 
the Metric System in Export Trad e, 06 S. W. Stratton, Director of the 


Bureau of Standards, be printed as a Senate document, with illus- 
trations. 


COLLECTION OF GARBAGE. 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 56), which was considered by 
unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the communication e yt by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia on December 1 , 1915, relative to the col- 
lection and disposal of garbage and Senar. waste in the District of 
Columbia, be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
without printing. 


STEAMER “ EASTLAND.” 


Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 57), which was considered by 
unanimous consent’ and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the communication transmitted by t the Secretary of 
Commerce on December 10, 1915, concerning the inquiry relative to 


the disaster of the steamer Eastland, be. referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, without printing. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred, as follows: 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 8252) for the allowance of certain claims for 
indemnity for spoliations by the French prior to July 31, 1801, 
as reported by the Court of Claims; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. KENYON: 

A bill (S. 3253) to prevent the nullification of State anti- 
gambling laws by international or interstate transmission of 
race-gambling bets or of racing odds. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To which committee shall the bill 
be referred? 

Mr. KENYON. I think possibly it should go to the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads, but I am perfectly satisfied to 
have it go to the Committee on the Judiciary or the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will send it wherever 
the Senator suggests. 

Mr. KENYON. Let it go to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. WORKS: 

A bill (S. 3254) to amend “An act to regulate the height of 
buildings in the District of Columbia,” approved June 1, 1910; 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. OVERMAN: 

A bill (S. 3255) for the relief of B. H. Harrison; 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3256) to amend an act entitled “An act to prevent 
the disclosure of national-defense secrets,” approved March 8, 
1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3257) for the relief of Johnston-McCubbins In- 
vestment Co.; and 

A bill (S. 3258) for the reduction of the rate of postage 
chargeable on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Georgia: 

A bill (S. 3259) to defray expenses of L. K. Meldrim in cer- 
tain litigation ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. PITTMAN: 

A bill (S. 3260) for the relief of Fred E. Jackson (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 3261) to establish an additional fish-cultural sta- 
tion in the State of Texas; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 3262) to provide for the appointment of an addi- 
tional judge in the fifth judicial circuit of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 3263) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for an enlarged homestead ”; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. STONE: 

A bill (S. 3264) to authorize the payment of an indemnity 
to the Norwegian Government for the detention of three sub- 
jects of Norway in Hudson County, N. J.; to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 


to the Com- 


A bill (S. 3265) for the extension, remodeling, and improye- 
ment of the public building at Jefferson City, Mo.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 3266) to refind to Mary Beecher Longyear duty col- 
lected on certain rugs or wall hangings; to the Committee on 
Finance, 

A bill (S. 3267) placing Henry E. Rhoades, assistant engi- 
neer, United States Navy, on the retired list with advance of 
one grade; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3268) for the relief of John Duggan; and 

A bill (S. 3269) for the relief of Francis M. Atherton (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3270) for the relief of the owners of the barkentine 
Mabel I. Meyers and her master and crew, and for the relief 
of the owners of cargo of molasses late on board said barken- 
tine; and 

A bill (S. 3271) for the relief of New England Coal & Coke 
Co., owner of the American barges Emilie and Cassie, and 
Bruusgaard, Kiosterud Dampskibsaktieselskab, owner of the 
Norwegian steamship Hesperos; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3272) to pension widows and minor children of offi- 
cers and enlisted men who seryed in the War with Spain, 
Philippine insurrection, or in China; and 

A bill (S. 3273) granting a pension to Helen G. Fairbanks 
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: 

A bill (8. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 
C. Lay (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8275) granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
Drew; 

A bill (S. 3276) granting a pension to Phoebe W. Hodéper; 
and 

A bill (S. 8277) granting a pension to Laura Belle Ewing; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: 

A bill (S. 3278) for the relief of Willis B. Morse; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3279) granting a pension to Hannah Josephson; 
and f 

A bill (S. 3280) granting a pension to Louis Southworth; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: 

A bill (S. 3281) granting a pension to J. W. Jewell; 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 3282) granting an increase of pension to George A. 
Blose (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 3283) to give a legal status to a dam constructed in 
the Red River of the North at Fargo, N. Dak.; to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A bill (S. 3284) for the relief of the estate of John L. Murphy, 
deceased ; and 

A bill (8. $285) for the relief of the estate of Willis D. Cad- 
dell, deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3286) granting a pension to Sarah B. Scott; 

A bill (S. 3287) granting an increase of pension to James T, 
Steele ; 

A pill (8. 3288) granting a pension to Robert F. Seawell; 
and 

A bill (S. 3289) granting a pension to Elias Brown; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 

A bill (S. 3290) for the relief of the heirs of Paul Noyes; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KERN: 

A bill (S. 3291) granting a pension to Lew Wallis (with ac 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3292) granting an increase of pension to Henry F, 
Vogt (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3298) granting an increase of pension to Joel A. 
Griffin (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (for Mr. OwEn) : 

A bill (S. 3294) to appropriate a sum of money to pay Rhoda 
Menz, W. W. Christmas, and James M. Christmas, heirs of Myra 
Clarke Gaines, for certain lands in Louisiana; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: 

A bill (S. 3295) granting an increase of pension to George F. 
ee (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 

ensions. 


to the 
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By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (for Mr. WARREN) : 

A bill (S. 3296) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii amending 
the franchise held by the Honolulu Gas Co. (Ltd.), by extending 
it to include all of the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii; and 

A bill (S. 3297) to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii amending 
the franchise held by the Hawaiian Electric Co. (Ltd.), by ex- 
tending it to include all of the island of Oahu, Territory of 
Hawaii; to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 8298) granting n pension to Lillie Guffey (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8299) granting a pension to Milton T. Callahan, jr. 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3300) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Lander (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3301) granting a pension to Squire O. Baker (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 

A bill (S. 3302) granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Soncrant (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 3303) granting a pension to Lydia A. Heatherly 
(with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KERN (by request) : 

A bill (S. 3304) concerning the exportation of alcohol and 
other distilled spirits ee accompanying paper); to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 3305) granting an increase of pension to Olive L. 
Baldwin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

SURVEY OF WASHOUGAL SLOUGH, WASH, 


Mr. JONES submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 6), which was read and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House Representat ring), 
That the 5 * Was be, aad yeas hereby. 5 9 d A 


survey made and an e: submitted as 3 as practicable of the 
cost of the improvement of Washougal Slough, 


PAN AMERICAN DAY. 


Mr. WILLIAMS submitted the following concurrent resolution 
(S. Con. Res. 7), which was read and referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 8 concurring), 
That the Congress of yes United States with pleasure nego- 
tiations the part of the President with Central and South Ameri- 
can coun to * P upon a day to be 55 throughout tue 
three Americas as Pan American y, for the of memorializ: 


ing past international 9 — and as a practi pi het yal of the hope 
for fts continuance in perpetuity. 


INTERFERENCE WITH THE MATLS. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
58), which was read and referred to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, directed 
to furnish the Senate with full information showing i what - age vers 
the mails between the United States and neutral countries have 
interfered with, ee up, retained, or opened by Government censors ot 
Sa t Bb bes 1 d also whether any ead interference has in- 
-eluded Also to gg fa the Senate with copies of cor- 
eae rape tn the Post Office “gy and the postal author- 
ities of belligerent coun relating is subj lso to advise 
the Senate to what extent and in what ‘particulars belligerent countries 
are at the present time disregarding and violating the provisions of the 
International Postal Union agreement. 


IMPORTATION OF DYESTUFFS. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask consent to have read a telegram 
from Thomas ©. Byrne, one of the largest wholesale mer- 
chants of the West, and to have the same referred as a memorial 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as follows: 


[Telegram.] 
OMAHA, NEBR., January 6, 1916. 
Hon. GILBERT M. MITCHCOCK 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


Dyestuff situation becomes more dan cous every day and if relief 
Britain on shipments of 


many, 1 male of 90 days there 
350,000 operatives in textile ind ae in the manufacture of 
garments thrown out of loyment. is does not take into consider- 


ation damage to comm: Interests or the inconvenience from which 
the general public is already suffering. 
THomas C. Brnxn. 


THE “ LUSITANIA’S” MANIFEST. 
Mr. JONES. 
on the Lusitania, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD, 


pracy goods, 1 


I have a copy of the manifest of articles shipped 


There being no objection, the paper was ordered to be printed 
in the Reconxp, as follows: 


Manifest of articles shipped on steamship “ Lusitania,” Apr. 30, 1915. 
LIVERPOOL. 


3 9 505 


2165 e e 
Barter, rc Pe eee EC BER RE. 


FESR RIOR I eR BOA IE 


Wire goods, 16 packages 
Reclaimed ruver; 10 packages 
piee 2. re pisces AE A 

rushes, 4 packages 
Ammunition, 1,271 cases 
Salt, 100 ckage 


BRISTOL. 

DO TRIS POOR, FA OCS a oh aes ee E eg erin ae oe 2, 319 
Steel and manufactures, 4 package „„ 331 
DUBLIN. 

Engines and material, 2 packuges 54 140 
GLASGOW. 

NOONE T DO CORRE ̃ cle a ET 479 
KORBE. 

Liquid ine, eee. ðᷣͤm —?˙ͥ DRS 124 
LONDON, 

SGI, Dr CN aes eet EA SEA 845 
Drugs, 8 packages 458 


Wool yarn, 1 package. 
Shoes, 1 Case... 
Bronze powder, 10 E 

Motor cycles and parts, 8 packages. 


Sir . ARLAN As aiiai 8 
Furs, 1 package . 750 
Printed matter, 14 packages 147 
Leather, 89 cases 31, 517 
Cartrid 22 ammunition, 4,200 CARON oD een st ne 2, 400 
Films, EGE WEASEL .. —é?4 1 
Machine patterns, tO a eas eee Se 
Machinery 898 


Electrical. ee inery, 1 package. 
Watch material, 2 oye wees 
Electrical material, 4 —— 
Automobile vehicles and parte, 4 packages_ 


tal goods, 1 
MANCHESTER, 
Sewing machines and parts, 20 packages „ 
CITIZENSHIP OF ENLISTED MEN OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask to 
have read a communication from Admiral Victor Blue in regard 
te the personnel of the Navy, which explains itself; also a com- 
munication from Mr. H. B. Joyce, of Seattle, Wash., which I 
sent to Admiral Blue and asked him to give me the facts in 
regard to the matter. 

I think publicity should be given to these things, because 
there is widespread uneasiness throughout our country now in 
regard to our Navy’s condition. Admiral Blue's letter will serve 
the good purpose of showing that the men behind the guns 
are all right, and I believe the ships are all right as far as 
they go. As chairman of the Naval Committee of the Senate I 
speak advisedly, I believe, in saying this. Our ships are as good 
as any in the world and I believe our sailors are as good as 
there are on any battle fleet now afloat. 

I ask that Mr. Joyces letter be read first. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Secretary will read, 
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The Seeretary read as follows: 
SEATTLE, WASH., December II, 1915, 
Hon. Beys. F. TIN 


United States Bante. Washington, D. C. 
ons now before your 
m bearing on the et dt 


Si: In view of the im ce of the 
honorable body, it seems t any informa: 
would be valuable in arriving at a correct conclusion. 


The inelosed matter, on the condition of our maritime power, 
is isting In t showing how posted other nations are on conditions 
coun 


timate a itance with maritime . 
Pacitic and Atlantic coasts, inch 8 and Canada, 
ables me to confirm the statements made in the inclosures herewith 


presenti 
There is nothing more situation in the whee 8 of national 
defense than the meg oo situation in this co 

We must create a maritime population Sonicient to ö 
eitizen seamen and ships’ officers to meet all requiremen 
and merchant-marine purposes. 

To employ Asiatics or other cheaply paid alien mariners to the exclu- 
sion of citizens maritime classes Apenes, pa erea Sorene piece this Rare aot in a posi- 
tion of naval helplessness similar to Russia its war wi 

Wisely decided upon and liberally supported, a policy tor — onal de- 
fense can be made perfect. We hope it will be done. 

Respectfully, yours, 
H. B. JOYCE 


1917 Ninth Avenue West, Seattle, Wash. 


n 3 News of July, 1903, contains the following: 


full stren; f the American Navy pe few now is, on paper, 

32.000 men, but ee are actually enlist regia 5 a peal, * 
8 —.— atag The American w: anaes Be 8 

‘oreign material among their pana * are 


made ap vie ae great foreign, sailors from foreign steamers and de 
ro foreign warships attracted by the higher wages the United States 
pays. 9 of manning the a Ay — one of serious im — 
to The personnel of men in the ocean fisheries o; 
New Angland coast dropped from 18.077 men in 4880 te to 8,345 in 1900 
of whom, be it remembered, 90 per cent are not American born.” 


A wide and varied FFF. 
me that the writer of the forego was well informed or had ex 
tional rience in connection with the subject mentioned. During 
all the years mentioned, and for many years before, the Bri 


ae has been npe: to its Royal Naval Reserves of the highest 
class $5 per month as ride ag fee, with extra wages for time 
spent in naval training at the trainin ‘Nations rovided for the purpose, 
In 1890, 137,000 men were Soron in these Royal Naval Reserves of 
Great Britain, i about 100,000 of whom were fishermen, the balance sail- 
ors, firemen, ete. This in 1890, All were enthusiastic in praise of the 
system. Their loyalty to the empire was unquestioned. 
We quote further from the same article in the Financial News 
“Last 1 Canada had over 80,000 men engaged in her ishing in- 
Se par all of whom are citizens. 
N land has some 60,000 men 


whom are citizens seamen of the hi highest order. The fishing banks 
of Newfoundland are the best 3 or seamen in the world. 
Gloucester, it is the Grimsby of America, the seat 
of the American ing ae in the North Atlantic, and the center 
from which the United States Navy expects to draw ci for 
its warships in the next maritime emergency; but, owing to the fact 


that mine tenths of thee men engaged in the fisheries are Newfound- 
—. Nova Scotians, Scandinavians, and other nationalities, the 
— getting American citizens from this or any other source is 
a y competent authorities as very doubtful, the American war- 
having Arany too large a percentage of foreign material am 

the eto, E the aggre Navy has trebl 
Ligh proper uen; the ocean 
decidedly worse off 


crews. Thus, while 
10 50 20 years and the need for men grown 
fisheries have 1 one-half, and Unele Sam 
now ever s crewing his a 
“ Canada divides ev over. —.— among her Atlantic coast fishermen the 
interest on $5,5 ained from the United States in 1877 under 
an Award Fe 8 of the fishery 8 
“This bounty is a great assistance to the Canadian fishermen. The 
idea of a naval reserve being formed among them has always appealed 
Me strongly to the statesmen of both countries. 
he Admiralty began the experiment with Newfoundland ant, it bav- 


ng the period between 
boun to its codfisheries of => New 
, or the equivalent of $8 per man for each 9 This 
bounty Was pr — value in building up the fishing and hd. freighting 
peri eran toward training th 


th en val Keire Object of the appropriati — 
or na “service, so the on. 
— 3 ; still the appropriation was a benefit far beyond its cost 
‘ation. 
Before the repeal of the bounty act of the United States, England 
d paying her naval reserves more than four times as much, 
ae eavivalent: in’ Unt: CORRU greater than times as much on 
account of the difference in wa 
Since we have allowed our citizen seamen classes to be driven from 


the sea by our failure to ae 
been taken by men of other nations, we can now 


other pations by by furnishing suficient a 
time pursuits and ves in the reserve forces from which 
the Nation can draw its necessary skilled seamen if it ever 8 them. 
It can be done, and the volunteer seaman, with short terms of training, 
can be made a better all- round round seaman and m far better citisen thas 
one who has been hopel 8 tor four to De geen Pe S SR 
with only short periods of liberty on shore during the e. 
Unless we take some measure to meet the issue we may find 

Navy in Brag condition of naval ineff similar 

in the R rns conflict. Mariners need as much training to 
reach perfection in their industry as the machinist or the watchmaker. 


7558 DEPARTMENT, 
BUREAU or NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. O., January 4, 1916, 


TTT 
A er a memoran: e 
gard t a e Ee ap a ae pery Aa e enn er ES f 


There 
= 8 
nae our 
-five and fo 


on page Bi, ta tablen giving ail the statistica —„—„— 


-seven one-hundredths per cent of the total force 
oe nate nited States. The remainder include mostly 

pinos and others of our ms who are not eligible for 
citizenship in the United States, a few Japanese and Chinese who 


e service years in the messman . 
are entitled to 3 R 


The Na 3 — 5 gored mae pam the 
ee een ge crag gy a 
our mer 
ers, 8 had we depended on recruiting our >- ine is Miled üp with foreign 
would —.— foreign —— spoken on — — 


rine too, 
which is is happily not the case. 
I am sin ae that you are interested in Americanizing our 


it is part of the national defense. 
ete in preparing „„ which — is 


will accom si urpose suggested in your letter. 


be placed be: pre the Hecretary in a tee and if approved 
2 9 — 2 the matter with you and will be po toa too glad & proved F 
The inclosed corr ence is herewith returned. 
Wi 8 the season to you and yours, I am, 
Hon. B. R. TILL 5 Date 


United Beater nai NGLAIS, Washington, D. O. 
PERMANENT TARIFF COMMISSION. 


Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp an editorial from the National Monthly. 
for January, a magazine edited by Hon. Norman E. Mack, 
former chairman of the Democratic national committee. It is 
on oe ee of a eet tee tariff commission. 

ere no on, matter was ordered to be printed 
in the Rxconn, as follows: 3 


EMINENT DEMOCRATS FOR TARIFF COMMISSION. 
Editorial from National Monthly for January.] 
Senator Gonn's recent 


growing volume Democra 
favor of a nonpartisan mmission, ae other — Eg Be = 
crats who do not hesitate to express ives in behalf of the 
tariff ont of tics by a nonpolitical tariff commission, a pro ent 


A train of bes ay Senator Gonn's address, and in 
yuya and statements of Gov. Cox, is that rag J pai the chief disad- 
ges of political of tarif maki the Maipi fbi 
which th they subject the business mem oe ya with hi him the wage earner, 
the farmer, the public at large, whe considered in its aspects as 
* N. pane as mogao or consumer. — 
ar nto w eee ms enter in the process of 
Sas its schedul may be bad, but whether good 
bad, it suffers ae ‘hat wee communi 
be sure what c 
is so related to 


place belongs = former Gov. Cox, of Ohio. 
San 2 


be good, 
andica can never 


business, is on 

pa dare that spells a general condition of agarenekttvenaen in the 

One of the great arguments E AAS — new currency law, and of para- 

mount rank in the successes it bas achieved, is the stability it has 

le bankin to Ee national finances. 

bankin: — ia cirenlation, the coun knows yet what it has to 
This is a master entive of ession and ic. 

y analogous to is function of the currency law, with its 

Federal reserve an & remover of ty, id be the 

uses of a non tariff commission, reper eg for adjustment 

of tariff questions, on wholly economic and scienti = 


fic lines. 
Such a co n would im with th te the tariff sub 
to action consequent on it. e 


‘herewith nonpolitical 
mission aena in the inevitable order of t stand as a ba 
agatat a epression and ic. By the out of politics we 

ould have once and ays, emancipation of business from reflecting 
the oscillations of politics. 


NORWEGIAN SHIP “INGRID” (s. DOC. NO. 237). 


The VICH PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

At the request of the Norwegian minister at this Capital and 
in view of the recommendation of the Secretary of State, I 
transmit the latter’s report and the accompanying documents 
relating to the claim made by the Norwegian Government in 
behalf of three members of the crew of the Norwegian ship 
Ingrid, and I recommend that, as an act of grace and without 
reference to the question of the liability of the United States, 
an appropriation be made to effect a settlement of this claim in 
accordance with the recommendation of the Secretary of State. 
r Wooprow WILSON. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 

Washington, January 7, 1916. 


CARLOS HEVIA Y REYES CAVILAN (s. DOC. No. 235). 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
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read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatires: 


I transmit a report from the Secretary of State, inclosing a 
draft of a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to permit Mr. Carlos Hevia y Reyes Cavilfin, a citizen of 
Cuba, to receive instruction at the United States Naval Acad- 
emy at Annapolis, at the expense of the Government of Cuba. 

The Secretary of State points out that the passage of the 
resolution would be regarded as an act of courtesy by the Gov- 
ernment of Cuba and that it would follow established prece- 
dents, 

Wooprow WILSON. 

THe WHITE HOUSE, 

Washington, January 7, 1916. 


RENE W. PINTO Y WENTWORTH (S. DOC. NO. 236). s 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit a report from the Secretary of State, inclosing a 
draft of a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
permit Mr. René W. Pintó y Wentworth, a citizen of Cuba, to 
receive instruction at the United States Military Academy at 
West Point, at the expense of the Government of Cuba. 

The Secretary of State points out that the passage of the reso- 
lution would be regarded as an act of courtesy by the Govern- 
ment of Cuba and that it would follow established precedents. 

x Wooprow WILSON. 
Tun WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, January 7, 1916. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 562. An act to amend the act approved June 25, 1910, 
authorizing a Postal Savings System was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


FREIGHT EMBARGO IN NEW YORK CITY, 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the resolution offered by me on day before yesterday may be 
laid before the Senate for consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution of the Senator from Montana, which will be read, 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 48), as follows: 


Whereas it is a notorious fact that for weeks there has been a serious 
congestion of freight in the terminals and eg of all of the trunk- 
line railways entering the port of New York City; and 

Whereas thousands of loaded freight cars have been standing in said 
yards and terminals and on sidings of said trunk-line railroads with 
great damage and injury to business men and shippers of the 
country, as well as to the railroads themselves; and 

Whereas all or some of the leading trunk-line railroads have declared 
8 upon further shipments of freight into the port of New 

ork ; an 

Whereas similar conditions are reported as to other ports, and the situ- 
ation has become so serious as gravely to menace not only our . 
trade but the domestic trade of the country, manufacturing industries 
having difficulty in receiving supplies of needed raw materials on the 
one hand, and being unable to make prompt shipments of their fin- 
ished product on the other; and 

Whereas shippers throughout the country are suffering delays, incon- 
venience, and actual losses because of these conditions; an 

Whereas it is asserted that the principal reason for such freight con- 
gestion and for such railroad embar; is the lack of ships to carry 
on the foreign commerce of the United States; and 

Whereas the ocean 8 rates, even on such ships as are avallable, 
have increased since the outbreak of the European war from normal 
to as high as 1,500 t cent, thus im a serious handicap on 
the commerce of the United States, such ocean freight rates being so 
high as to preclude foreign commerce in certain articles of American 
production ; and 

Whereas American commerce is to-day dependent almost wholly upon 
ships of foreign registry; and 

Whereas such ships are more or less under the control of their re- 
spective Governments, which, in turn, are quite naturally employing 
them primarily for the benefit of their interests, regardless of the 
rights and interests of American commerce; and 

Whereas the situation has become so grave that it is imperative that 
all of the facts shall be developed in order that the problem may be 
fully understood and dealt with: Therefore be it 
Resolved, That a special committee of fire Members of the Senate 

be appointed by the President of the Senate, with authority to investi- 
te and report npon the existing freight blockade and embargoes on 

he trunk-line railroads entering the port of New York City and other 
rts where like conditions may be disclosed; the reasons for such 
lockade and embargoes; the effect of the same upon the foreign and 
domestic commerce of the United States; the extent to which the same 
is occasioned by a lack of ocean transportation facilities at and from 
such ports; the reasons for such in cient Shipping or ocean trans- 
portation facilities ; the ocean freight rates now being charged as com- 
red with the rates existing at the time of the outbreak of the 
nropean war in 1914; the extent to which discriminations are being 
practiced ba 0 shipowners and carricrs as between American products 
and commodities, and the reasons ther-for, and, generally, to investigate 


the shipping conditions as related to any and all of the ports of the 
United States and as between said rts and foreign countries. Said 
special committee is hereby given Tall power and authority to summon 
witnesses, to compet the production of books and papers, to employ 
counsel, and to take any and all steps that may be necessary to carry 
out and effectuate the purposes and objects of this resolution. 

d special commi „ or any subcommittee thereof, is further 
authorized to employ a stenographer, at a price not to exceed $1 r 
printed page, to report such hearings as may be had in connection with 
the subject pending before the said committee ; that the committee may 
sit during the sessions or of the Senate; and the expenses 
thereof shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. WALSH. I yield. 

Mr. BRANDEGER. When the resolution of the Senator was 
read the day he submitted it, I was inclined to ask him, and I 
ask him now, why should not the investigation contemplated 
by the resolution be made by the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission instead of, as is proposed, by a special committee of 
the Senate? 

Mr. WALSH. It was my intention to consider that question, 
but I am pleased now to say that there are, to my mind, some 
good reasons why an investigation by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission would not be sufficiently comprehensive in its 
scope. I may say to the Senator from Connecticut that the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission is now conducting an investi- 
gation into certain aspects of the conditions to which the reso- 
lution makes reference. 

Mr. President, I do not desire to say much touching the mat- 
ters to which the resolution refers, except to call the attention 
of Senators in a rather specific way to the conditions that pre- 
vail. In a general way, they are known through newspaper re- 
ports to the country and to the Senate. Unfortunately, they 
seem to have taken on a character more or less permanent. 
Away back last spring, under date of March 9, the Washington 
Post had an editorial as follows: 


A DEPLORABLE SITUATION FOR OUR EXPORT TRADE. 
{The Washington Post, Tuesday, Mar. 9, 1915.] 


Our docks and railway terminals at our Atlantic and Gulf ports are 
blocked with iragate ready for export. 

Three thousand cars of wheat at Jersey City terminals alone are 
awaiting cargo space upon the ocean. P 

Millions of dollars’ worth of our agricultural products, millions of 
dollars’ worth of outputs of our shops and factories, millions of dollars’ 
worth of the products of our mills, our furnaces, and our mines, block- 
aded, embargoed, for lack of ocean vessels. 

What an object lesson to the business men of the United States! 

What an object lesson to the farmers, to the merchants, to the manu- 
facturers, to the Leia ner to the entire population of this sup- 
posedly free and inde lent nation! 

What a rebuke to the Republican and the Democratic Parties, which 
have promised the country its own merchant marine for the past 40 
years, and both of them failed to provide it. 

We are told that no mall may go to Europe for the next seven days. 

We are told that no steamships will be available for a week to trans- 
port our shipments destined for western Europe. 

We are waiting for vessels owned by our commercial competitors to 
move our commodities to foreign markets. 

hat a deplorable situation for the most powerful Republic of the 


lobe. 

y And our legislators listen to the siren song of foreign shipping com- 
bines, and fo financial interests, and the domestic representatives 
of these, and keep tight the shackles upon the growth and development 
of the foreign trade of the United States. 


this. 
is country be made independent of its 
foreign competitors for the markets of the world. 

Canada has just established the service of a line of 18 steamships 
from Halifax to France. 

New York, the shipping metropolis of the world, waits for British, 
French, and other foreign vessels to relieve it from freight congestion. 

It is time for the people of the United States to demand that Con- 
gress legislate for them, and not for the financial, commercial, indus- 

, and shipping combines of Europe. 

This q on of an American merchant marine is a national ques- 
tion to be solved by and for the people of the United States. 

It is not a question for foreign natoni for the domestic agents of 
foreign nations, for the representatives of foreign interests to advise 
in or to interfere with. 

The United States needs its own merchant marine; it needs it now; 
it will need it every week, every month, every year of the future time, 
and no political party nor any political leader that opposes such ma- 
rine can be re ed as pro-American in such action or such views. 


I have good reason to believe that the conditions as outlined 
in this editorial even at the time that it was written were 
scarcely such as to justify in full the comment that was made, 
and whatever they were, they were thereafter and during the 
course of the summer much alleviated; but they have recurred 
in an exaggerated and more intensive form, while the situation 
does not seem to be relieved as readily as it was in the spring. 

I send to the desk, and ask to have read, a dispatch appear- 
ing in the Post, under date of November 26, from New York, 
outlining the conditions as they prevailed some six weeks or two 
months ago. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


New YORK IN PERIL or A Bia FOOD SHORTAGE aS RESULM or War— 
AVALANCHE OF FREIGHT FOR BPXPORT CAUSES Serious Lack or 
Provisions—Firty THousanp Cars CHOKE Yarps—Five TIMES 
More SHIPS ARE NEEDED TO RELIEVE CONGESTION AT PIERS. 


New YORK, November 26. 


The land and water 9 routes into New Tork 
are facing the greatest freight congestion known in their — by 

The situation is so serious that if New York should be visited with 
even so brief a blizzard as the one of the late winter of 1914 the city 
would come nearer to a food famine than it ever has before. 

An avalanche of freight for export is pouring into New York's 
terminals and piers. Consequently, the supply of staple foodstuffs for 
local customers is at a low point. 

The chief cause of this condition of affairs is the enormous growth 
of the export trade of the United States, on which has been piled 
up a growing domestic business that gives promise of outdoing all 
records. 

When the United States undertook to furnish reat P yria and 


s country became something like a huge irrigating system, 
with New York as 
which. the waters of our commerce could be distribut into e 
subsidiary channels of ocean-going ships. 


ALL SECTIONS SEND GOODS. 


From New England mills, from Pennsylvania factories, from pasts 
in the Middle West and South, manufactured goods to flow as 
brooks, streams, and rivers of freight into e ehstbound railway 
9 of the country. On top of this came the 6 of 

e country—wheat and citrus fruits from the West, I a a 
thousand and one things—to feed and shelter Europe's war-busy 


peoples. 

The port of New York had to serve as the great dam behind which 
all these products were to be impounded before being turned into 
the subsidiary channels. The docks were the sluices ough which 
5 5 Gage feo mera of expert material must be ed down into the 

olds o ting ps. many came carry goods away 

there was no room for them, the 8 to pile up on wharyes 
and te and freight cars began to lengthen their lines on 
sidings until the present climax came. 


NEEDS FOR SHIPS. 


At the present time there is five times as much freight ready for 
export in the port of New York as the waiting ships can take. In and 
around the city there are 50,000 freight ‘cars standing, which is twice 
= gran Vaas the amount of freight-car shortage reported for the rest of 

e country. 

Wherever one id around the waterfront of Manhattan, Brooklyn, 
Jersey City, Hoboken, and Staten Island there is the same picture, re- 
peated over and over again, of a lot of pygmies toiling away at removing 
mountains of freight on which they seem to make no impression what- 
ever. And conditions are so bad that traffic managers are asking for 
all kinds of extensions of time for delivering local freight. 


GERMAN DOCKS ARE IDLE. 


A broken pr northward through the freight terminals make this 

t congestion even more impressive. Passing back- 
across the ferries, the enormous amount of traffic 
going on in the North River was noticeable, the only blank spot in all 
this maritime activity reng along the Hamburg-American and North 
German Lloyds piers, where interned ships are lying idle. 

West Street, up to Fourteenth Street, in Manhattan, is a vast jumble 
of freight, truck: rated drivers, and traffic policemen, trying to 
. something like order in the welter of vehicular movement. 

e upper West Side of Manhattan’s river front has two evidences of 
crowded condition of the harbor, for north of the Fort Lee Fi there 
are two Hamburg-American liners tied up at a pier there for the first 
time in history, the company having moved them from its South Brook- 
lyn docks to rent the ce to a line of neutral ships that can carry 
cargo to Europe which the German-owned boats can not. 

Down along the East River waterfront the mass of ht and trucks 
seems quite as bad as along West Street, while the confusion of river 
craft is much worse. 

8 to the fact that there are more ocean-going ships berthed 
along the Brooklyn waterfront than ever before, there is an extraor- 
dinary number of lighters and car floats in and around those docks. 

Over on the Manhattan side of the East River there was a swarm of 

Line piers that looked as if some 
tugs, barges, and lighters there in inex- 


ents have been suggested by freight-traffic mana- 
gers to relieve this situation, including embargoes on eastbound goods 

m the Far and Middle West, and the fixing of charges for cars held 
in New York terminals longer than 15 days. 

OCEAN CARRIERS REQUIRED. 

But no one knows whether the last-named expedient will help the 
situation much, while the mention of the word embargo in connection 
with freight movements raises eee shippers and railways. 

Only one cure for the situation seems ble, and that is the coming 
into the port of New Tork at once of flve times as many empty ships 
as are here now, And with present conditions in the ocean-carrying 
trade that possible cure is impossible. 

So long as the present enormous export and domestic business exists, 
just so long will the freight congestion around New York continue to 
remain the worst it has ever known. 


Mr. WALSH. The threatened embargoes anticipated by the 
article have been laid by practically every line entering the city 
of New York. The article just read advises us that about 
November 26 as many as 50,000 cars were standing on the side- 
tracks in the yards about that great port and that no impression 
was being made upon the congested condition. The New York 
World of December 25 asserts that on that date the number 
had increased until it had reached the enormous total of 150,000 
cars, Can we appreciate, can we comprehend, what that means? 
It signifies the equivalent of a train of cars reaching from the 


city of New York to Chicago. So many and more are congre- 
gated in the terminals and yards about New York awaiting 
disposition. : 

The conditions are detailed in a dispatch from New York 
to the Chicago Tribune under date of December 17, which reads 
as follows: 

Pra 1 tic sen- 

ctically bag pe ern connecting oa spe a the Atlan 


board yesterday placed an embargo on ments for rt pur- 
poses. Only perishable goods, such as fresh meat and other foodstuffs, 


Lack of ocean-going vessels and an unparalleled co condition 
of the freight Seren docks at the principal 2 East are 

ven as the reason. 

Loaded freight cars by the thousands are standing on every avail- 
able siding for miles outside of New York. Warehouses and elevators 
at the eastern ports are choked up with grain, and freight houses are 
packed to the roofs with shipments of all kinds. 

The embargo is placed 5 against grain, 4,000 cars of which 
are said to be awaiting shipment at eastern ports. 

THESE LINES ARE AFFECTED. 


The railroads which have issued embargoes out of Chicago are: New 
York Central, Wabash, Pennsylvania, Erle, Lehigh Valley, Norfolk & 
Western, Baltimore & Ohio, ckawanna. 

OCHAN EQUIPMENT SHORT. 


roads as well.” 

And of similar import is a dispatch sent to the Louisville 
Courier-Journal, under date of December 21, as follows: 

The committee representing all trunk-line railroads leading into 
New York announ to-day that the fr t embargoes declared by 
the many roads have failed to ameliorate the traffic congestion, there 
ban „ 50,000 cars destined for New York on lines or 
a S. 

Acting on this, the Pennsylvania, New York Central, and Lehigh 
Valley to-day declared additional stringent embargoes on freight con- 

ed to New York for export or coastwise pent 

he Pennsylvania extended its recent argo on virtually all 
freight for export, coastwise or domestic deliveries, except dressed 
meats, other perishable freight and food products to include shipments 
ori ting on the Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, Baltimore & Washington, 
and West Jersey & Seashore oads. 

The New. York Central declared an embargo on all carload freight 
except live stock, pas fresh meat, provisions, and munitions. 

e Lehigh Valley declared an erage on all eastbound freight 
from connecting lines eee flour an gral roducts, live stock, 
meats, perishable freight, coal, coke, fuel, oil, and provisions. 

That the evil and the loss extend to all parts of the country 
and is not confined to any particular section is disclosed by the 
substance of a later telegram from Baltimore to the New York 
World, under date of January 3, as follows: 

The Western Maryland Railroad to-day issued an order, effective at 
the close of business to-morrow, placing an embargo until further 
notice on all 8888 of grain to this port for export. There are 
nearly 2,000,000 bushels of grain in storage here awaiting ships. 

Mr. President, while it is perfectly obvious that the principal 
factor in this remarkable congestion is the want of necessary 
ships for carrying the export trade, the conditions can not be 
assigned altogether to that cause. Indeed, they are to a very 
large extent somewhat obscure. I have a communication from 
a leading railroad man conversant with the situation who has 
this to say concerning the conditions and the causes 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. WALSH. I do. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I simply rose to say that there is general 
complaint among the farmers of my section as to the lack of 
shipping facilities for cotton. A large farmers’ organization, 
the Farmers’ Union, is sending a delegation here now to see if 
something can not be done to relieye the situation, 

Mr. WALSH. The letter contains the following. It is under 
date of January 4: 

We see no immediate change in the condition, as the surplus has not 
et been absorbed, and the exporting is about the same rate per day as 
‘ormerly, and it requires several days, or even weeks, for an embargo 

to afford material relief 8 the long distances to the originating 
ints of the freight. It is difficult to give an analysis of the causes to 
termine to what extent the embargo is occasioned by lack of ships. 
That apes of course, to be one of the artery causes. There appear 
to be, however, many other causes beyond our knowledge. You appre- 
ciate, of course, that many of the ships belong to the belligerent na- 
tions, and they are sent to the various ports to obtain certain commodi- 
ties for their particular needs, and there appears to be considerable 
delay in doing this. Instead of taking on a general cargo and depart- 
ing, the ocean shi g is for the foreign interests, and it is beyond our 
power to expedite it. 

An inquiry into certain features of the problem is now being 
conducted by the Interstate Commerce Commission. A pre 
liminary report has been received by the commission, containing 
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a paragraph advancing views that are interesting and important 
to have in mind-at this time. It is as follows: 


The present congestion is the result of a combination of circum- 
stances. It began with the freight handlers’ strike of last September. 
The closing of the Panama Canal has been a contributing cause. But 
the most important cause is the unprecedented volume of export traffic, 
a large part of which has been consigned to New York without space 
haying been 8 en on the steamers. War munitions are 
being sold cash f. o, b. bill of lading, by which is meant that the 21 
receive cash for the s as soon as they obtain the bill of lading 
from the railroad. his, of course, tends to encourage shippers to 
-unload the freight upon the railroads, which in turn causes congestion. 
There is also an unusual amount of freight consigned to foreign ports 
to which there are no r sailin most of this commerce hayin 
been heretofore handled by England, Germany, and France. Much o 
the trouble is due to the lack of lighterage facilities in New York 
Harbor, and it is quite generally believed that the lighterage facilities 
were inadequate even in no times. While a t many steamers 
have been overbooked and are consequently unable to take all the 
freight for which they contracted, there are many cases where steam- 
ers with ample space have been delayed because no lighters could be 
secured to deliver the freight to them. In New York the railroads as 
a rule furnish the lighters and are required to deliver the freight at 
shipments. They can not deliver to steamers, however, until permits 
or orders are issued. It has even happened that after permits have 
been issued by the steamers they have declined to take the freight ten- 
dered, because of later instructions received from certain foreign Govern- 
ments to take only war munitions. It is rumored that some of these 
one are based upon cable advices received through J. P. Morgan 


The situation seems to be particularly burdensome in New 
England—so much so that the President of the New York, New 
Haven & Hartford Railroad Co. recently addressed to the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission a communication which is substan- 
tially a confession of total inability to deal with the situation. 


It is so important in many aspects that I am sending it to the 
3 and ask that it may be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


+ 
Tus New York, New Haven & HARTFORD RAILROAD CO., 
Executive DEPARTMENT, 
South Station, Boston, December 28, 1915. 

To the INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION; PUBLIC UTILITIES COM- 
MISSION OF CONNECTICUT; PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF MASSA- 
CHUSETTS ; Pune Services COMMISSION, First DISTRICT, OF NEW 
YORK; PUBLIC Service COMMISSION, SECOND DISTRICT, or NEW 

YORK; PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF RHODE ISLAND: 


Prior to the grea 
th facilities that in 
t volume 
of business in its history, and a task handl: 

that business which is taxing its paye facilities. The volume o 
business may be evidenced by the fellow figures showing the number 
of cars of freight loaded locally on New Haven rails and the number 
of loaded cars received from connections for the first eight days of a 
number of months in 1915 as compared with the same eight days in 
the same months in 1914 and 1913: 


many 


railroad like the Coenen Burlington & Quincy, and makes the problem 
of furnishing transpor 


ough a period 
— Rs financial and corporate status. 


have been authorized, not including 
as rapidly as men, material, and weather will permit, that will cost 


uipment, which are being made 
nearly $5,000,000, In addition to this, very large sums should be spent, 
if money can be obtained, for additions to tracks, bridges, terminals, 
engine ig ate PRAA 5 7 te 3 — electric: 
spite of financ roubles the freight ment of the compan 

is in much better shape than it was a year — A year ago there oar 
4,800 freight cars in bad order, and now there are less than 1,600, a 
marked improvement, and a number not far from the minimum that 
pay be expected with 46,000 cars on the road. The company has placed 
orders for 33 powerful freight locomotives, to be delivered in January 
and February, and 500 coal cars, which are promised in March, costing 
about $1,500,000. 

The company has tried to relieve its rail lines just so far as it could 
by diverting busineses to its boat lines, but here again it has not been 
able to add to its facilities because of the uncertainty surrounding the 
future of the boat lines. The company considered very seriously placing 
an order nearly a year ago for two additional freight steamers to run 


on Long Island Sound, but it did not feel that it had the right to bor- 
row the la sum of money necessary, considering the fact t within 
a comparatively short time the company might ordered, under the 


Panama Canal act, to dispose of all its water The relief, therefore, 

given by the boats is not as great as the Soy rey would like. 
There comes a time when the volume of business t 

s man, a steel mill, a hotel, and a rallroad is more than the physical 

a 


es. 


The management of the New Haven saroe hopes 8 the . 
and on connecting 


time, a con- 
manage- 


HOWARD ELLIOTT 
Chairman and President. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the business loss the country 
has already suffered by reason of this deplorable condition can 
be very readily imagined to have run into the millions. The tes- 
timony submitted speaks so eloquently it is quite unnecessary, 
I am sure, to say anything to move the Senate to take some 
action in the premises. Obviously, full information is the first 
requisite of any attempt, by legislation or otherwise, to relieve 
the situation. It is, I dare say, simply a question as to the 
channel through which this information ought to be sought. 
While many of the causes apparently fall within the scope of in- 
vestigations that may be very properly carried on by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, it seems to be conceded upon all 
hands that the primary cause is the want of ships. That cause 
seems to be continually acquiring force and strength. Into that 
field, I take it, the ordinary powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission will not permit it to g 

I likewise feel, Mr. President, that the condition requires im- 
mediate action, and therefore it was my opinion that it could be 
more effectually and more speedily secured through a special 
committee charged with this duty and that would have no fur- 
ther duties to divert its attention from the subject. J 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I think unquestionably this 
situation is a yery serious one not only with regard to commerce 
in New York and Boston and Philadelphia and other ports in 
that region, but it is important to the whole country. It really 
assumes the dignity of international importance. 

The Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsa] has furnished suffi- 
cient evidence, I think, to show what the situation really is, 
but perhaps it would not be out of place to add just a few facts 
in connection with what he has said by way of verifying state- 
ments which have been made in the newspapers, and also fur- 
nishing additional corroborative statements by those who liave 
investigated the subject. s 

I find that on November 30 last the collector of the port of 
New York, in reporting to the Secretary of the Treasury, after 
mentioning the number of cars on the sidetracks there, says: 


The cars above referred to may be said to contain gencral mer- 
chandise, chiefly of American production, steel products and war muni- 
tions predominating. This large number of cars constitutes a prac- 
tically unprecedented congestion which may be ascribed to different 
causes, but the great predominating cause is the lack of vessels to 8 
the freight. This lack is caused by the withdrawal of vessels ordi- 
narily engaged in commerce; the complete withdrawal of the German 
and Austrian commercial fleets ; and in a smaller degree the destruction 
of commercial vessels by mines and submarines. An expert shipping 
authority at this port has estimated the losses from the above causes as 
at least 60 per cent of the commercial tonnage of the world. 


The collector further stated at that time that— 


It should be realized that the actual conditions of to-day would be 
duplicated to-morrow or the next day, since there are held outside of the 
immediate district of New York thousands of cars awaiting opportunity 
for entry here. Under the circumstances ít is my opinion that the 

resent export tonnage facilities do net meet more n 25 cent of 

present demand. Experts state that the congestion at this 
will increase in the near future, and that ocean freight rates wil 
higher than ever before. 


ort 
be 
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I will add that the collector of the port at Boston also, as late 
as December 15, 1915, submitted a report on conditions there, 
and among other things he says: 


That exporters and the secretaries of commercial organizations inter- 
ested in foreign trade are practically unanimous in declaring that the 
opportunities for American merchants to engage in overseas commerce 
were never priho than at 8 and the local Bureau of Forei 
and Domestic Commerce reports that it is estimated that at least 1 
firms previously not interested in foreign markets for their products 
have gone into this branch in earnest, and that about 10 commission 
houses have been established during 1915 for exporting New England 
made goods. 

> * * * * . * 
Exporters complain of the exceedingly high freight rates quoted by 
teamship agents, the percentage of increase from July 1, 1913, to 
mber 1, 1915, being on provisions, 309 per cent; on cotton, 400 per 
cent; on flour, 400 per cent; and on grain, 1,166 per cent. 
* „ * * * * . 

Six of the seven steamship agents admit that there is a shortage of 

ocean steamer tonnage at this port, 


Of course that undoubtedly has a great deal to do with the 
situation, but it goes back further to two fundamental fallacies 
which, unfortunately, found lodgment in the minds of the 
people of this country and which, unfortunately, had a certain 
basis of truth. One was. that our people could better employ 
their capital in something else than in shipping, and that it 
was cheaper and more economical to let the foreigner furnish 
the ships to carry on our foreign trade. The other was that 
the consignee paid the freight; that it made no difference about 
the rate, because the party who received the goods and bought 
the goods and had them delivered to him always paid the 
freight. These, I say, are two original fallacies to which we 
may trace, in a large measure, the present situation. 

Referring to this subject in a recent article in the Scientific 
American, Mr. Herbert T. Wade, after discussing the conditions 
in the ports which I have just mentioned, says, among other 
things: 


With their New York freight yards and sidings filled with cars they 
could not dispose of, the railways adopted the heroic measure of declaring 
embargoes or refusing to accept freight. Thus the Lackawanna ap- 
plied its embargo to all shipments free on board at New York for re- 
shipment prg because on its line between Scranton and New York, 
when the order was issued, there were not less than 6,000 cars loaded 
with export freight, as compared with less than 2,000 cars which would 
have been between these points under normal conditions. Later in 
the month it was announced that had been declared on flour 
and timber for export under through bills of lading by the New York 
Central, the Erie, the Central Railroad of New Jersey, the Lackawanna, 
the Lehigh Valley, and the Pennsylvania. 

The congestion was not confined to New York. The Pennsylvania 
also found it necessary to place embargoes at the ports of Philadelphia 
and Baltimore on export grain. In addition to the 1,000,000 bushels 
of grain in the new and spacious Girard Point elevator at Philadelphia 
on the evening of November 28, there were 1,778 cars, 2,600,000 bushels 
of export grain, on hand to go through the elevator, Of these cars 
453 were standing in the Girard Point district, and the others were 
held at points west of Philadelphia. At this time there were six 
ships at the port of Philadelphia loading grain, six waiting to load, 
and four others were expected. Likewise in the Baltimore elevator 
of the same railroad there were 2,000,000 bushels of grain in storage, 
and 2,629 cars with 4,240,000 bushels of export grain on hand, 
destined to go through that elevator. Of this number 940 were at 
Baltimore, while the remainder were held at various points on the 
Baltimore and other divisions. p 

On December 15 the railways declared further embargoes chiefly 
affecting export shipment, but dealing also with freight requiring 
lighterage in New York Harbor. 


This is an article on that subject in the Scientific American 
of December 25, 1915; and the author, Mr. Herbert T. Wade, 
further says, in which it seems to me we ought to agree, 
that it is a matter not merely of local interest but of Nation- 
wide interest. In discussing the subject further, he says: 


This congestion of freight cars laden with commodities designed 
both for foreign shipment and for home consumption in the freight 
terminals in and about New York City, as well as along the rail 
approaches to the metropolis, involves a situation full of broad 
significance and possesses far more than local interest. 

* * * * * * * 

In addition, there is a national question of no small commercial im- 
portance, for this congestion of freight prevents not only the movement 
of material from interior points to seaboard but, by producing a short- 
age of cars and curtailing distribution, it tends to cripple the normal 
commerce of the country, which, after a period of depression, is now 
increasing to a most satisfactory degree. Any shortage of freight cars 
at this time is a matter of widespread and serious national interest. 

3 * * . - . * 

The exports to Ew „it must be understood, have not been exclu- 
sively war material. rain cargoes have been large and frequent, and 
there has been a demand in excess of the supply of steamers for grain 
as well as for coal, „ and general cargo, 


This condition extends, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEP- 
PARD] has mentioned, even to that State—in fact, to the whole 
country—and instead of getting better it seems to be getting 
worse. I think it is quite proper that Congress should investi- 
gate the subject, inquire into the reasons for this situation, and 
endeavor to find the proper remedy. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, no doubt this is a very im- 
portant subject and should be immediately investigated. The 
question is, By what agency of the Senate? We have here a 
resolution that reports a congestion of interstate commerce as 
the result of an interruption of foreign commerce. Interstate 
commerce is under the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce 
Committee of the Senate. Foreign commerce is under the juris- 
diction of the Commerce Committee of the Senate. It seems to 
me that the resolution ought to be referred to one of those two 
committees, or possibly to both, with a view to determining 
upon a proper method of inquiry, one which will be fruitful of 
results and educational to the Senate itself. As the matter of 
legislation must ultimately come before either the Interstate 
Commerce Committee or the Commerce Committee, it seems ap- 
propriate that the resolution should be referred to one of those 
two committees. 

I invite the attention of my friend, the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. CLARKE], to the fact that the resolution relates both 
to interstate and to foreign commerce; but it is claimed that 
the interruption of. interstate commerce is due to the fact 
that foreign commerce has been interrupted, and therefore the 
ultimate jurisdiction would seem to be in the committee of 
which he is chairman. 3 

Mr. President, this brings my attention to one question, and 
that is that the divided jurisdiction of commerce between these 
two committees has thus far prevented any full and compre- 
hensive adjustment of the transportation system of this country. 
The world now admits the superiority of Germany in regard to 
all methods of efficiency that relate to militarism. We must 
also admit the superiority of that country with reference to the 
regulation of its transportation. There they have built up a 
perfect system of river transportation, a perfect system of rail 
transportation, and a perfect system of ocean transportation, 
each dovetailing with the others in such a way as to promote 
the transportation and the commerce of that great country. 

We have thus far paid attention only to interstate transporta- 
tion and that form of it which relates to railways, and we have 
not yet taken up the question of the development of our rivers, 
which would mean that all our great waterways, properly de- 
veloped as instrumentalities of transportation, would dovetail 
with the railways of the country in meeting the demands of 
commerce, particularly with reference to those coarse and bulky 
products which require cheap transportation. 

If there were a perfect system of river and rail transportation 
in this country, we would not have a system as the result of 
which two or three trunk lines would be called upon in condi- 
tions of great emergency to supply almost all the transconti- 
nental transportation of the country. This congestion is now 
upon three or four lines of the country, lines conducted from the 
West to the East, and does not relate to any part of that trans- 
portation which runs from the North to the South. 

Mr. President, for some years I have been endeavoring to 
secure through a river regulation bill the proper consideration 
of this question and the question of transportation. The ques- 
tion of transportation has come up and is now before the 
Senate with reference to a bill I have introduced upon that 
subject, which is entirely devoted to rivers and does not include 
harbors. My view is that that bill should go to the Interstate 
Commerce Committee instead of the Commerce Committee, 
which has jurisdiction over foreign commerce and to harbors 
as instrumentalities of foreign commerce; that the Interstate 
Commerce Committee has jurisdiction over all matters re- 
lating to interstate. transportation, including the instrumental- 
ities of commerce themselves; and through that committee 
and its general jurisdiction over the subject of interstate 
transportation a proper system of river development can be 
worked out. I am perfectly willing, so far as that committee 
is concerned, to have it cooperate with the Commerce Com- 
mittee in the accomplishment of that purpose; but it does seem 
to me that it is a matter that chiefly belongs to the jurisdic- 
tion of the Interstate Commeree Committee. I cheerfully 
concede that, so far as the question is concerned, the jurisdic- 
tion mainly relates to the Commerce. Committee, of which my 
distinguished friend is the chairman. Undoubtedly the cause 
of this congestion is the want of carrying ships, and that sub- 
ject is now before the Commerce Committee of the Senate, If 
seems to me that it would be betier for that committee to take 
up the investigation than a new and untried special committee 
that has no accumulated experience upon the subject. 
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I may say here that the cause is perfectly apparent. This | So all the delay that has occurred has been only of a temporary 


tie-up of transportation is caused, first, by the absolute with- 
drawal from commerce of the interned ships of the German 
nation, and, second, by the diversion of the other carrying ships 
of the world to the service of the war itself. - Obviously, there- 
fore, there must be a shortage of tonnage. 

Mr.-O'GORMAN. Mr. President i 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield te the Senator from New York? 

Mr. OGORMAN. Will the Senator yield for an inquiry? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. À 

Mr. OGORMAN. The Senator from Nevada has stated some 
of the rensons explaining the present shortage of ships. Has 
the Senator considered the large number of neutral vessels that 
have been taken out of commission from time to time during the 
past 16 months beeause of the London orders in council? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I have not. I have not enumerated them, 
at all events, although, of course, that point should be held in 
mind. 

Mr. O’'GORMAN. It has been stated that more than 200 ves- 
sels belonging to neutral countries have been taken out of com- 
mission temporarily by virtue of a policy which has been pro- 
nounced by our State t, and correctly so, as violative 
of well-established principles of international law and in dis- 
regard of the rights of neutral nations. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 
a moment? 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. If Senators will examine the report of the 
Commissioner of Navigation they will find that, next to Great 
Britain, the greatest amount of ocean shipping is that of Nor- 
way. If you add to that the shipping of Denmark and Sweden 
you will find that their merchant marine altogether exceeds 
every other merchant marine to-day afloat on the ocean except 
that of the British. I know to my certain knowledge that what 
the Senator from New York [Mr. O'Gorman] states, that they 

have eliminated 200 vessels of neutral shipping from commerce 
is not accurate, and for this reason: I know that every Nor- 
wegian vessel, from a motor boat up, is as busy as can be in 
carrying products from abroad. As a matter of fact, within 
the last six months more Norwegian, Swedish, Scandinavian, 
aud Dutch shipping has been sunk by torpedo boats than has 
_ been the case with the shipping of Great Britain. It is true 
that most of these ships have been freighters, but the lives of 
the seamen and officers on those vessels are as dear to them as 
are the lives of the people who have the ability and the means to 
travel on the great liners to them. 

It is not true that the shipping of these neutral countries in 
the north has been interfered with in its operations by the 
orders in council. Those vessels have been injured and inter- 
fered with solely by the operation of submarine boats and ocea- 
sionally by mines. That is what has interfered with the traffic 
of the shipping in those Scandinavian and neutral countries, 
including Holland, and not the British orders in council. 

Mr. O'GORMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Senator from Minne- 
sota to question the accuracy of the statement that during the 
past 16 months 200 neutral vessels have been taken into British 
ports and kept there, and their business activities interrupted? 

Mr. NELSON. With the permission of the Senator from 
Nevada, I will answer the Senator from New York. There are 
two steamship passenger lines plying between the Scandinavian 
countries and this country—the Danish Line, which has four or 
five large ships, and the Norwegian Line, which has two large 
new ships. These lines, since the North Sea and the British 
Channel have become obstructed by mines and by other meth- 
ods, have usually taken a course north of Scotland between the 
Orkney Islands and the Shetland Islands, and gone through the 
pass south of the city of Kirkwall, in the Orkney Islands. It 
has frequently happened that British vessels have held up those 
vessels temporarily for the purpose of searching fer contraband ; 
but, as a rule, very few of them have been held up; and when 
they have been held up the British have simply taken out the 
contraband goods and allowed the vessels to proceed on their 
journey. There has been very little interruption of the Nor- 
wegian Line and very little interruption of the Danish Line. 
The vessels of those passenger lines have not, as you know, 
been torpedoed. The work of the German submarines has been 


character, occasioned by the searching of those vessels for con- 
traband. Asa rule, they have been allowed to proceed on their 
journey after they have been searched and the contraband re- 
moved. So they have not been eliminated from the trade. 
Those are the facts of the case. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
mean to say that no goods have been taken? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There must be some little order in 
the Senate. In the interest of the stenographers the Senate 
can not have more than two Senators talking at once. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like to ask—— 

Mr. NELSON. I am on my feet by the favor of the Senator 
from Nevada, and of course I shall refrain from any further 
statement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But there were two other Senators 
on their feet at the same time. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I yielded for what I sup- 
posed was to be a question; I did not intend, of course, to yield 
to general debate. I assume that the Senator from New York 
will not contend that these 200 vessels have been continuously 
detained out of the commerce of the world. 

Mr. O’GORMAN. Mr. President, I have not made that state- 
ment; but I should say in this connection that I recently read 
in some publication that during the period of the war upward 
of 200 vessels of neutral countries have been taken into British 
ports from time to time and there held, frequently for months, 
before an opportunity was afforded to have the questions 
tried out before a prize court. If I mistake not, protests have 
been made by this Government from time to time regarding 
those unusual and unprecedented delays. Of course, we know 
that in the old days, when a belligerent sought to examine the 
contents of a neutral ship the examination took place on the 
sea where the capture or seizure occurred. Such customs have 
been entirely disregarded as a rule during this war, and ships 
have been taken some hundreds of miles into British ports und 
there confined for weeks, and sometimes for months, before they 
received their clearances. Only recently it was the subject of 
comment that some of these neutral ships which were brought 
into British ports under protest to enable the British authorities 
to investigate their cargoes were required and compelled to 
pay port charges after they were discharged and before they were 
permitted to leave the British port. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I assume, however, that the Senator will 
not contend that these 200 ships have been under continuous 
detention, but that that number have probably been detained at 
different times, many of them for short periods and some for 
long periods—of course that is unquestioned—and to that 
ah the carrying trade of the world has been affected by the 

Now, Mr. President, we are endeavoring, as we have been 
endeavoring for the last two years, to meet this question of 
deficient transportation. We had, in the first place, a measure 
pending before us for an auxiliary navy, with a view to pur- 
chasing a number of carrying ships for the auxiliary navy and 
using them in times of peace in opening up new routes of com- 
merce. That was followed by a shipping bill, under which the 
United States was to enter into the business of constructing and 
operating ships, and such a measure is now pending. This 
investigation, I imagine, will throw some light upon that legis- 
lation, and it seems to me very proper that the resolution should 
go, therefore, to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as a matter of historical 
accuracy, I think the Senator from Nevada should say that long 
prior to the legislation to which he alludes bills were introduced 
and passed this body which, in the opinion of some of us, would 
have rehabilitated the American merchant marine to such an 
extent that this present embargo would not exist. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course it is a part of the history of 
the country that under the able leadership of the Senator from 
New Hampshire a measure has been urged for years, called the 
ship-subsidy bill, and doubtless that bill, if it had been carried 
into operation, would have resulted in an increase of American 
shipping; but there never has been a time when such a bill could 
pass, and, in my judgment, there never will be, for the Senator 
has never been able to obtain the full support of his own party 
for a bill involving a subsidy. It is therefore absolutely essen- 
tial for us, if the Government is to act at all, either to act ina 
limited way, by the immediate construction of the needed aux- 
iliary ships for the Navy, which would supply in part our com- 


mostly confined to the freighters of those neutral countries. | mercial requirements, or to go into Government construction and 
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operation, and even then it would be a long time before we get 
the ships. The mere purchase of existing ships engaged in the 
carrying trade of course will not add to the existing facilities 
for commerce. It will be absolutely essential to construct new 
ships. So far as private enterprise is concerned in this connec- 
tion, without Government aid of any kind, it means that private 
individuals would be obliged to go extensively into the construc- 
tion of ships to meet a pressing extraordinary demand, with the 
possibility that, upon an abrupt conclusion of the war, all the 
carrying ships now engaged for military purposes would be 
thrown into the commercial area, and thus imperil the invest- 
ments of private capital. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will pardon me, in a mo- 
ment I will yield. 

It seems to me absolutely essential that the Government 
should act in some way. I believe that the way it should act 
would be in a way that would receive almost the unanimous 
support of both parties in Congress, namely, by providing for 
the acquisition of a large number of ships—fifty or sixty mil- 
lion dollars’ worth or more—as a part of the Federal Navy, 
with a view to aiding our fighting ships in case of war, with 
the power to utilize them whilst we were at peace in general 
commerce by lease to operating companies upon terms fixed by 
the Government, thus doing away with the necessity of com- 
pelling any legislator to so act as to settle the contention in 
favor of Government operation of ships, a policy to which many 
Senators both on the other side and this side have serious 
objection. We could at the very commencement of this war, if 
the Senate had adopted an amendment which I offered to the 
naval appropriation bill providing for the purchase and con- 
struction of auxiliary ships by the Navy, have had by this time 
a large portion of the ships required. It seems to me that we 
ought to act promptly upon that subject, remove from debate 
nll moot, all contested questions, and simply, patriotically act 
in the interest of the country upon a line that would meet the 
candid support of both sides of this Chamber. y 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Further, in the interest of historical 
accuracy, I desire to remind the Senator from Nevada—and I 
trust we shall not get into a partisan discussion on this ques- 
tion—that the bills which have been introduced and which 
several times passed the Senate received the almost unanimous 
approval of the Republican side of the Chamber and the unani- 
mous disapproval of the Democratic side. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. They certainly did. 

Mr. GALLINGER. They were defeated, Mr. President, under 
the ery, the bugaboo of “subsidy,” which is now being revived 
in the ship-purchase bill that the administration proposes to 
force through Congress, if it can, in a more obnoxious form 
than it ever was presented to the people of the country in the 
past. f 
Mr. NEWLANDS. But, Mr, President, the Senator will admit 
that his ship-subsidy measure was pressed for many years 
whilst the Republican Party had full control of both the Senate 
and the Hovse of Representatives, and that bill failed because 
it did not have enough Republican votes to support it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ah; but, Mr. President—— 

Mr: NEWLANDS. So I have been entirely justified histori- 
cally in saying that the Republican Party has not been a unit 
with reference to that measure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, Mr. President, one of those bills 
passed this body and passed the other House with an amend- 
ment. We desired to have that amendment concurred in, but it 
was filibustered to death by two Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Now, Mr. President, I will say that the 
Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce has to-day been con- 
sidering a resolution—Senate resolution 60—regarding an in- 
vestigation by a committee of all the questions which relate to 
transportation in interstate and foreign commerce, with a view 
to full and comprehensive legislation upon the subject. That 
committee is authorized to report the resolution which I intro- 
duced, with some amendments, and it is to be reported within a 
few days. If the House concurs in that action all these mat- 
ters would come, I imagine, or might come, before such a com- 
mittee; but, as the action of the House on this subject may be 
problematical, I will not expect the Senate to defer action upon 
this subject until that matter shall have been determined. I 
think that the resolution introduced by the Senator from Mon- 
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tana ought to go to some standing committee of the Senate: and, 
unless the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] is disposed to 


request its reference to the Committee on Commerce, T shall ask 


for its reference to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, the Committee on 
Commerce is one of the instrumentalities by which the Senate 
conducts its business. That committee is not willing to relin- 
quish any jurisdiction that by common consent and universal 
practice has been lodged there; neither is it disposed to go out- 
into the unsettled domain to demand jurisdiction of every- 
thing that has a remote connection with water transportation. 

This particular resolution partakes of the nature of the juris- 
dictions, respectively, assigned to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce on the one hand and the Committee on Commerce 
on the other. It might appropriately go to either. It is alto- 
gether probable that it should go to one or the other. The 
Committee on Commerce is at this time pretty well supplied 
with business and it is not disposed to enter into competition 
or a race of diligence with any other committee. It is entirely 
satisfactory to me to have the resolution go to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. That committee is made up of able 
Senators who have been for years dealing with some of the 
questions involved in this particular inquiry. But if, on the 
other hand, the Senate sees proper to send the resolution to the 
Committee on Commerce, I can give the assurance of that com- 
mittee, based upon its past efficiency, that it will do the best it 
can with the subject matter. 

This particular resolution, however, is not now in a condition 
to be referred to either of those committees, for the reason that, 
under a mandatory statute of the United States and the specific 
rule of the Senate, it must go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go there whenever the dis- 
cussion is over. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I shall not pursue the subject 
until it comes before the Senate again. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am not enamored with 
the work of special committees or commissions. I think we 
are overloaded with that kind of work. With a view to having 
this matter go to a tribunal that I think is eminently fitted to 
consider it and to make a report to the Senate, I offer as a 
substitute for the resolution the matter which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
posed substitute. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolced, That the Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby dl- 
rected to investigate and report upon the existing freight blockade 
and cmbargoes on the trunk-line railroads entering the port of New 
York City and other ports where like conditions may be disclosed; 
the extent of and the reasors for such blockade and embargoes; the 
effect of the same upon the foreign and domestic commerce of the 
United States; the extent to which the same is occasioned by a lack 
of ocean transportation facilities at and from such ports; the reasons 
for such insufficient shipping or ocean transportation facilities; the 
ocean freight rates now being charged as compared with the rates 
existing at the time of the outbreak of the European war in 1914; 
the extent, if any, to which discriminations are being practiced by 
shipowners and carriers as between American products and com- 
modities, and the reasons therefor; and, also, to investigate the ship- 

ing conditions as related to any and all of the ports of the Unitel 
tates, and as between said ports and foreign countries; report to 
be made to the Senate at the earliest practicable day. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire whether, 
in a case like this, where a resolution is pending which must 
go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, an amendment or a substitute can be 
offered which would take it out and away from the jurisdic- 
tion of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate? 

If I may be permitted, I will make just a single remark. 1 
feel that it is very important that an investigation of this kind 
should be made. The honorable Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER] thinks so. His opinion is expressed in the 
substitute which he has offered. ‘Therefore, so far as he and 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Watsu], who has offered the 
pending resolution, are concerned, and so far as the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. NEWIXNDS] and the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. CLARKE], the chairmen of the Committees on Interstate 
Commerce and Commerce, are concerned, the difference between 
them concerns the agency to be employed in making the inves- 
tigation. 

I have not any doubt that the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, for example, are eminently qualified to conduct the investi- 
gation. I concede that they are so qualified by reason of the 
ability of the commission, the experience of the commission, and 
their general knowledge of the subject to be investigated. I 
haye not any doubt that the Committee on Commerce, the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, or the special committee sug- 


The Secretary will read the pro- 
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gested by this resolution, could conduct the investigation. The 
one thing above all others that interests me is, what agency is 
most likely to prosecute an investigation of this kind with a due 
degree of speed, and return a report to the Senate before the 
Sixty-fourth Congress adjourns? 

I am not going to discuss the matter. I simply say that is the 
chief question that concerns my thought at this moment. 

It occurs to me that the resolution offered by the Senator 
from Montana ought to go to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; and I submit to the 
Chair whether any other disposition of it can be made by the 
offering of an amendment or a substitute. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks this is a point of 
order. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Is it a point of order? I understood 

Mr. STONE. I will make the point of order, in order to bring 
it clearly before the Chair. It was really a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask to be heard on the point of order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will consent to hear the 
Senator from Massachusetts, but the Chair’s mind is made up. 

Mr. LODGE. I should not expect to convince the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not on that proposition. 

Mr. LODGE. I was only going to suggest, for my own satis- 
faction, that a resolution involving a charge upon the contingent 
fund of the Senate is not unamendable. It can be amended at 
any stage. It can be amended in such a way as to remove the 
clause which brings it under the statute and the rule. I have 
seen that done on this floor. It may be amended by the Senate 
in other ways and then go under the rule and the statute as 
representing the opinion of the Senate as to the form of the 
resolution. If it goes with an amendment pending, the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control do not pass on the pending amend- 
ment, because it is not before the committee. It is pending 
here on the resolution as originally introduced, but the fact 
that a resolution carries a charge on the contingent fund does 
not remove it beyond the power of amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will pardon an interruption—— 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course the Senator is perfectly right in 
saying that the Senate, when the resolution is before it, even if 
the resolution must go to the Committee to Audit and Control, 
can amend the scope of the resolution itself; but not even by 
unanimous consent can the Senate send to another committee of 


the Senate for consideration, or even pass itself, a resolution 


which requires payment out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. LODGE. That is absolutely true. I do not question it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, then, does or does not the original 
resolution, to which the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire applies, require payment out of the contingent 
fund? If the original resolution does, then, if the Senate 
amends the original resolution, of course the original resolution 
as amended must also go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control. 

Mr. LODGE. But if the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire should be adopted by the Senate, or if an 
amendment simply to strike out the clause making the charge 
were adopted, that would at once take it from under the rule 
and the statute. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, of course. 

Mr. LODGE. Exactly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If an amendment were adopted which 
struck out the charge against the contingent fund of the Senate, 

then the jurisdiction of the Committee to Audit and Control 
would terminate. 

Mr. LODGE. My sole contention is that the amendment is 
not out of order. 

Mr, WILLIAMS. But does the amendment offered propose 
to do that? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; it strikes out the charge, because it car- 
ries the work te the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. STONE. At all events the original resolution, before it 
can be considered by the Senate, must go to the Committee to 
Audit and Control. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, Mr. President, that is the point I am 
against. The resolution is amendable in the Senate. We are 
not deprived of our right of amendment by the fact that it has 
to go to the Committee to Audit and Control. 


Senate until it is referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 


Mr. LODGE. It can not be passed. It ean be considered, and 
it is constantly done. I have seen resolution after resolution 
whieh made a charge on the contingent fund amended by the 


Senate before it was sent to the Committee to Audit and Control 


the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts eite the Chair to a precedent where the point of order 
was made that the resolution should go first to the Committee 
to Audit and Control, and the point of order was overruled, and 


the Senate amended the resolution without sending it to the 
| Committee to Audit and Control? Has the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts in mind or at hand an instance of that kind? 


Mr. LODGE. An instance? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A ruling of that kind; ves. 

Mr. LODGE. Have I in mind an instance where a resolution 
carrying a charge on the contingent fund was amended? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Amended over a point of order that 
it should go to the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know that after the point was made 
that it should go to that committee it has ever been amende:}. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the point. The Senator 
from Massachusetts is just as likely as the Chair to be right, 
and more so; but the Chair is clearly of the opinion that under 
the statute of the United States, when a resolution calls for an 
expenditure from the contingent fund of the Senate, that resolu- 
tion must first go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent Expenses ef the Senate, that it may determine the ques- 
tion as to whether it will report back the resolution favorably or 
unfavorably, and whether it will amend the resolution in any 
way. It is a regular committee of the Senate and there is a 
statute requiring that such resolutions shall be referred to it. 
Until that action has been taken the Chair rules that the resolu- 
tion is not subject to be amended in the Senate of the United 
States, although it is amendable after the report is made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire in one moment. If I may be permitted to say so, I have 
not any question that I can find plenty of cases where a resolu- 
tion has been amended before it went to the Committee to Audit 
and Control. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has not any doubt 
about that, either. 

Mr. LODGE. But if the point of order is made that it must 
zo to that committee, that, I confess, I have never consider 
whether, after that, it could be done; that is, whether that 
point of order cuts off debate and amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have had very siight 
experience in presiding over this body, and I know that when 
I did preside over this body I made some bad rulings. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not unusual for any pre- 
siding officer. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Exactly. Some of those rulings lave 
been reversed by the Senate, as have some of the rulings of the 
present occupant of the chair been wisely reversed. I think 
the. decision of the Chair is not well founded, but I am not 
going to appeal from it. I have no disposition to enter into a 
eontroversy about this matter. 

I had a double purpose in offering tbe amendment. One was 
tə send the resolution to a body that has all the equipment for 
making an immediate investigation. The Interstate Commerce 
Commission has a vast army of men who have special fitness 
for this kind of work. My other reason was that the revenues 
of the Government are in a very bad way; and I thought by get- 
ting rid of this provision which puts the investigation in the 
hands of a special committee that would cost the Government 
something and therefore require sending the resolution to the 
Committee to Audit and Control, we might do a little something 
toward rehabilitating the Treasury of the United States, 

Mr. President, I am sorry the ruling has been made; but to 
the ruling I submit, and will simply say that I hope the resolu- 
tion as originally offered will go, as it will go, to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 
When it comes back here, if I happen to be in the Chamber, I 
shall then offer the amendment that I presented to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
understands that the Chair is clearly of the opinion that when 
the resolution comes baek, if it does come back, any desired 
amendments may be offered. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; there can be no question about 
that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be referred to 


Mr. STONE. I understand; but does the Senator agree | the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of 
that the original resolution itself can not be considered by the the Senate. ; 
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IMPORTATION OF LOGWOOD EXTRACTS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, before the morning hour 
expires, I desire to say that some time ago I called the atten- 
tion of the State Department to the logwood situation in this 
country. Our textile manufacturers are suffering great hard- 
ship because of the fact that they can not get dyes from abroad, 
or logwood with which to make dyes. I called that matter to. 
the attention of the State Department, and about 10 days ago 
Secretary Lansing wrote me a letter, which I wish I had in 
hand at the present moment, saying that he thought the matter 
had been so arranged that we could get a sufficient supply of 
logwood from Jamaica; but there was a little trouble about it, 
inasmuch as they first wanted te supply Canada, which I pre- 
sume is well enough. That letter was published in the press 
of New England and to some extent in the press of other parts 
of the country and seemed for the time being to satisfy our 
manufacturers. This morning I received this telegram: 

Boston, Mass., January 7, 1916. 


Hon. J. H. GALLIXGER, 
Washington, D. 0.: 


Is there anything official with reference to the embargo situation on 
logwood? Kindly telegraph fully, my expense, 
F. C. DUMAINS. 


Mr. Dumaine is the treasurer of the great Amoskeag Co., of 
New Hampshire. I immediately communicated with the State 
Department, and am in receipt of this telegram, which I was 
requested to transmit to Mr. Dumaine: 

State Department is endeavoring to have manufacturers of logwood 
extract reduce their price to Canada, which will overcome British ob- 

tions and release supply from Jamaica. In the meantime supply can 

obtained from Haiti by eee United States consul at Port au 
Prince and from British Honduras by address Messrs. C. Mulhado 
& Sons or Robert M. Steele, at Belize. Bureau Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce will send you pamphlet giving further details. 

1 desire simply to put this matter in the Recorp in order that 
the great manufacturing industries of the country, not only of 
my own part of the country but in other parts of the country, 
may be olficially apprised of the present situation. I am afraid 
it ix not going to give them the relief they are seeking; but, at 
any rate, there is some enconragement in the dispatch. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived. the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
Senate bill 381. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed considers- 
tion of the bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the people of 
the United States as to the future political status of the people 
ef the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more autonomous 
government for those islands. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, the pending bill provides for 
a more autonomous government in the Philippine Islands, and 
promises ultimate independence to the people thereof. 

As the determination of the problem involves such great re- 
sponsibilities and consequences, not only to our Government and 
people, but also to the government and inhabitants of the islands, 
the subject should be most carefully considered and analyzed, 

I wish to discuss the question from, first, the political, second, 
the conunercial, and, third, the military viewpoint. 


1, FROM THE POLITICAL VIEWPOINT, 


What I mean by the political viewpoint is, how will legisla- 
tien upon this question affect the great principles and policies 
of our own Government and of theirs? 

Mr. President, in the formation of our Republic we put forth 
te the world new principles of government, which seemed so 
plain to us that we declared them to be self-evident truths. We 
decinved that all men are created equal, not in intellect, not in 
height, not in strength, not in color, and not in many other 
respects, but equal in rights. We declared that man is entitled, 
as an unalienable right, to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness, We said in that declaration that so sacred are these 
rights ugainst tyranny that they not only shall not be invaded 
hy others, but they can not be bartered away even by ourselves, 
We further declared as our fundamental principle that, in 
order to secure these unalienable rights, governments are insti- 
tuted among men, deriving their just powers not from kings, 
not from presidents, not from parliaments, not from congresses, 
but from the consent of the governed. We further said, that 
whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these 
ends it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it and to 
institute new government, laying its foundation on such prin- 
ciples and organizing its powers in such form as to them shall 
seem most likely to effeet their safety and happiness.” 

These principles, according to our ideas of right, constitute 
the ethics of organized society called government. 


Sir, the one thing above all others for which we and all 
human beings yearn, compared to which all gifts and favors are 
as nothing and contrasted with which great wrongs seem light 
and trivial, is liberty. In order to eradicate that sentiment from 
our hearts it is necessary to turn back the hands of the clock of 
civilization, to nullify the self-evident truths of our own Declara- 
tion of Independence, and to announce that some people have 


the right to govern others without their consent. If we attempt 
to hold the Philippines permanently, these fundamental truths 
will continually and persistently rise in our minds and in theirs 
to show our violation of the law of our own being. 

Mr. President, if the happiness of the inhabitants of the 
Philippines be the determining factor in the question of their 
ee then independence of that people is the only solu- 

n. 

This arises from the fact that no people of any intelligence, 
after being conquered, are willing to be ruled by an alien race. 
There is born in the breast of every human being a love of 
independence, liberty, and freedom, not only for himself, but 
also for his nation, people, and race. All questions of efficiency 
in government are, and always have been, considered subordi- 
nate in the minds of those to be governed to the principle 
of self-government. Every people who aspire to independence 
honestly believe their government will be better than any for- 
eign government imposed upon them; but even if they knew 
that their own government would not be as efficient, economical, 
or progressive as the government of them by another race, they 
would prefer their own government and get more satisfaction 
and happiness from the same. Yea, more, they would by self- 
government develop a manhood and character which in the end 
would produce a greatly superior people. We know that we 
have the best government of this continent, but we do not find 
any of the South or Central American countries petitioning to 
have the benign rule of our Republic extended to them. 

Lord Elphinstone, in trying to convince an Afghan chief of 
the benefit of English rule over his province, asked him, “Do 
you not think there are benefits, compensations, on the other 
side of the border in the way of peace and tranquillity? Here 
you have disturbances so frequently; homes are being invaded 
and people are being killed, and there is always disorder.” The 
chief answered, “ While peace and tranquillity are my ardent 
desire, I will bear with all the disturbances and evils of my 
country ; but there is one thing that I will not bear, and that is 
a master.” 

Mr. Oscar T. Crosby, in his statement before the Senate Com- 
mittee on the Philippines (220), referred to this incident and 
said: 


Now, if that does not express what the race that we palong to has 
stood for in the past, I do not know what language would. nd why 
in the world we should be surprised to discover anyone else wit 
those sentiments I can not understand. is our pride to have lived 
up to those sentiments ourselves, and we would have killed anybody 
who, with let or hindrance, stood in the way. 

This same truth was expressed by the great Daniel Webster 
when he said: 

We may talk of it as we please, but there is nothing that satisfies 
mankind in an enlightened age unless man is governed by his own 
country and the institutions of his own government. No matter how 
easy may be the yore of a foreign parer, no matter how lightly it 
sits upon his shoulders, if It be not imposed by the voice of own 
nation and his own country he will not, he can not, and he means 
not to be happy under its burdens. 

How much more convincing must be the statement when it is 
applied to a conquered nation governed by an alien race? 

AIR OF SUPERIORITY ASSUMED BY CONQUERORS PREVENTS CONTENTMENT. 


There are two reasons why a conquering nation ean never 
obtain the hearty good will and love of an alien people as long as 
it fercibly holds possession of their country : 

First. The usual arregance and supercilious conduct of the 
officers and citizens of the conquerors stationed or residing in 
the subjugated country is always offensive to the inhabitants. 

Second. That the families of the military and civil officers 
of the conquering nation hold themselves aloof from even the 
most refined and highly educated of the alien race must create 
a spirit of resentment. Under similar circumstances we would 
feel the same way. 

Mr, Carl Crow in his book entitled “America and the Philip- 
pines” uses this language: 

We can give them law and order and prosperity, educate them and 


train them te be self-governing, but we can never give them happiness 
while we refuse to recelve them socially. 


INDEPENDENCE THE ONLY LOGICAL SOLUTION. 
Independence for the Philippines is sure to come, because it 
is logical, and any other course will destroy the very funda- 
mental principles upon which our own Government is founded. 
We must treat the Filipinos either as subjects or citizens. If 
we treat them as subjects, we will always have their enmity, 
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produced from a knowledge that, according to our own theory 


of government, they are deprived of their rights. We can never 
gain their affection so long as we deprive them of what they con- 
ceive and what our principles of government declare as self- 
evident truths to be their rights. They may be quiet through 
fear, or by reason of hoping for the redemption of promises 
which have been made to them, but there can be no genuine 
affection until the promises are fulfilled. Government by force 
may produce a peace, but it is the quiet caused by fear. Such 
condition makes cowards of men and destroys the very elements 
of manhood which we most admire. God forbid that our be- 
nign Government, in order to maintain our rule, should destroy 
the nobler impulses of their nature, 

We will never treat them as citizens, because as such they 
will be entitled to statehood. No one here has ever suggested 
that they be given statehood, with 40 Representatives in the 
Congress of the United States, to which they would be entitled, 
according to their population, under our Constitution. 


DID WE. PROMISE ULTIMATE INDEPENDENCE? 


Mr. President, considerable opposition has been made to the 
preamble-of the bill becanse it promises independence to the 
`- Filipinos when, it is argued, no such promise was ever au- 
thoritatively made, and some have contended that as the present 
Congress can not bind any future Congress, the promise should 
not be made. 

When statements are made to a people which can fairly be 
interpreted as a promise, expressed or implied, it is not fair to 
invoke technical rules of construction that might be contended 
for in a court of law in the interpretation of an instrument 
drawn by skilled attorneys to express all the agreement be- 
tween the parties. 

Taking into consideration the circumstances attending our oc- 
cupation of the islands, our principles of government, and what 
was said at the time and afterwards by those in authority, it 
seems to me no one can doubt that the natives understood they 
were to have their independence. 

Could the Filipinos forget the words of President McKinley, 
at the beginning of the Spanish-American War, when he said: 

Forcible annexation can not be thought of; that, according to the 
American code of morals, is criminal aggression. 

From those words, would not the people of the Philippines 
have a right to understand that to forcibly annex their islands 
would be criminal aggression? Would they have aided us in 
conquering Spain if they had dreamed we would subjugate 
them? . 

Again, President McKinley said: 

The Philippines are ours not to exploit, but to develop, to civilize, to 
educate, to train in the science of self-government. 

Mr. Taft, when Secretary of War, in April, 1904, in a speech 
used this language: 

When they have learned the principles of successful popular self- 
government from a gradually enlarged experience therein, we can dis- 
cuss the question whether independence is what they desire and grant 
it, or whether they pure the retention of a closer association with the 
country which, by its guidance, has unselfishly led them on to better 
conditions, 

In 1907 Mr. Taft, in opening the Philippine Assembly, made 
this statement: 


The policy looks to the improvement of the people, both industrially 
and in self-governing capacity. As this policy of extending control 
continues, it must logically reduce and finally end the sovereignty of 
the United States in the islands, unless it shall seem wise to the 
American and the Filipino peoples, on account of mutually beneficial 
trade relations and possible advantage to the islands in their foreign 
relations, that the bond shall not be completely severed. 


In the special report made by Mr. Taft when Secretary of 
War, on January 23, 1908, he succinctly stated what, in effect, 
he told the General Assembly of the Philippine Islands. He 
said (p. 484): 

It necessarily involves in its ultimate conclusion, as the steps toward 
self-government become greater and greater, the ultimate independence 
of the islands. + Any attempt to fix the time in which com- 
plete self-government may be conferred upon the Filipinos in their 
own interest is, I think, most unwise. 

Ex-Gov. Gen. James F. Smith, in an article in the Sunset 
Magazine of December, 1911, used this language: 

The evolution of a prenna by Americans assisted by Filipinos 
into a government of Filipinos assisted by Americans, and the educa- 
tion and preparation of the opas for popular self-government, was the 
broad fiey of President McKinley, of President Roosevelt, of Gov. 
Taft, of Gov. Gen. Wright, of Gov. Gen. Ide, and of all their successors. 
It is the policy to-day. 

What does popular self-government mean? Self-government 
with a string to it is not self-government. It evidently means 
government by themselves, without any interposition on ou 


part, and that means independence, 
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Ex-Gov. Gen. W. Cameron Forbes, in a farewell speech be- 
fore leaving the islands, made the statement that— 


the policies of both parties reached the same general conclusion in 
regard to the ting of independence when a stable government 
should be established. 


Mr. WORKS rose. 

Mr. BORAH. I wish to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jonxsox of South Dakota 
in the chair). Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the 
Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. BORAH. As I understand the statements which the 
Senator has been making, they are not different from the atti- 
tude which some of us assume at the present time. Does the 
Senator take the position that the Filipinos ought to have their 
independence now? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; I think as soon as they reasonably 
ean get under way there in the exercise of functions of govern- 
ment, I believe in their having it in two or three years. 

Mr. BORAH. If the Senator contends, in the first instance, 
that they should not have it until they are prepared for it, 
then the difference between the Senator and me would simply 
be a question as to when they would be prepared for it, would 
it not? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; I think so. I do not believe that 
the Filipino people would establish a government such as we 
have in the United States. I do not believe that there is any 
people on earth who can have a government equal to ours. But 
they will have a government satisfactory to them, and they will 
maintain law and order there, and, in my judgment, they can 
do it now. Of course it is pot the uneducated persons who will 
do that. As I stated on yesterday, it is the fact that the Filipinos 
elect men to office who are capable of doing these things, who 
are educated, and who can pass laws that would be a credit to 
any government. 

Mr. BORAH, But neither Mr. McKinley nor Mr. Taft has 
made any pledge, according to anything which has been read 
in the Senate Chamber, that they should have independence at 
any time prior to their being fitted for it through the experience 
of local self-government. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Roosevelt has, but Mr. Taft has not. 
Mr. Taft has always said that it should be in a generation or 
two, but Mr. Roosevelt in a recent article in Everybody's Maga- 
zine has said that they should have independence now, inasmuch 
as we haye made to them a promise of independence. 

Mr. BORAH. Did not the ex-President say that there were 
only two courses open, either to give them independence now 
or to enter faithfully upon the proposition of educating them 
to a point where they would be really fit for self-government? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; in that recent article he said if the 
Filipinos had been misled, if they honestly believed from the 
representation that they were to have independence, we ought 
to give them independence right away and retain nothing in 
the islands whatever. I will get to that statement in a few 
minutes. 

Mr. BORAH. All right. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I may as well read it now. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not care to take the Senator out of the 
course of his remarks. 

Mr. KENYON and Mr. WORKS addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield, and to whom? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield first to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. KENYON. If the Senator will read the article from 
President Roosevelt, I will not make the suggestion I have in 
mind. I think the notion was expressed by him that inasmuch 
as the Democratic Party had now declared for independence 
the country owed it to them to give it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will read that, because I want to read 
also some of the statements of the Democratic officials. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WORKS. I was about to ask a question similar to the 
one submitted by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boram]. I 
should like to ask whether the Senator himself believes that the 
Filipinos are capable of establishing and maintaining a govern- 
ment fitted to their condition. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, I think they are. Of course it can not 
be done to-morrow. The government should be turned over 
probably after trying a governor general appointed from the 
Filipinos, and a demonstration that they are capable of main- 
taining a government. I am satisfied that they will be able to 
prove their capacity for the responsibilities. 
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Mr. WORKS. I understand the Senator takes the position 
that the ultimate right of the Filipinos is absolute independence 
and self-government. What I am afraid of is that we are going 
to fix too high a standard for those people and will withhold 
from them the right that they should govern themselves until 
they can do it in a way that we think is the best way. That is 
one of the troubles, I think, about the bill now before the Senate. 
I am one of those who believe that the Filipinos are entitled 
to their absolute independence and a government of their own, 
but I should like to see them have it just as soon as possible. 
Just as soon as we can surrender our rights there and turn it 
over to the Filipinos themselves decently I should want to see it 
done. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I agree with the opinion of the Senator in 
every particular. I will read, because I want it in the RECORD, 
the statement of ex-President Roosevelt, and then I will get to 
the other statement in just a moment. ; 

President Roosevelt, in a message to Congress in 1908, said: 

Hitherto this Philippine Legislature has acted with moderation and 
constraint— 

He was commenting upon the conservative nature of the legis- 
lature— 
and has seemed, in practical fashion, to realize the eternal truth 
that there must always be government, and that the only way in which 
rend body of individuals can escape the necessity of being governed by 
outsiders ts to show that they are able to restrain themselves, to keep 
down wrongdoing and disorder. ‘The Fillpino people, ge ip their 
officials, are therefore making real steps in the direction of self-govern- 
ment. I hope and believe that these steps mark the beginning of a 
course which will continue till the Filipinos become fit to decide for 
themselves whether they desire to be an independent nation 
All we can do is to give them the opportunity to develop the capacity 
for self-government. * * * We can not give them self-government 
save in the sense of governing them so that gradually they may, if they 
are able, learn to govern themselves. 

Can that language have any other meaning than a promise of 
ultimate independence to those people if they desire it? 

In a ‘message to Congress, delivered on the 6th of December, 
1912, President Taft said: 

We should * * > endeavor to secure for the Filipinos economic 
Independence and to fit them for complete self-covernment, with the 


power to decide eventually, according to their own largest good, whether 
such self-government shali be accompanied by independence. < 


Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I gathered from what was said 
by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrencock] yesterday that 
the government of the islands at the present time is about as 
good as our own. He likened the conditions there to conditions 
in the State of Iowa, for example. I should like to know to 
. what extent the Senator thinks that kind of a condition is main- 
tained by our own forces and our own control over the adminis- 
tration of affairs there. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state that since Mr. Harrison has 
been Governor General of the islands a policy somewhat differ- 
ent has been pursued, especially with respect to what are called 
the uncivilized people, the Moros. Formerly the United States 
troops were quartered there because of the fear that if they 
were withdrawn anarchy and insurrection would immediately 
prevail. Gov. Gen. Harrison appointed Frank Carpenter gover- 
nor of the Mindanao district. He went down there with in- 
structions to try to get the Mores interested in government. 
Soon the American troops were withdrawn and Goy. Carpenter 
called the chief datos together. He said to them, “ We are 
going to let you help in the government.” He appointed a num- 
ber of Moros to positions, some of minor importance but many 
of them bearing commissions signed by the governor, in which 
they took a great deal of pride. From that time there has been 
an amazing improvement in the observance of law and order 
in the Province. There has been no revolt nor any large dis- 
turbance. It was said that the Moros would immediately sub- 
jugate the entire country. Instead of that it is perfectly safe 
to go through the Moro country without any guard whatever. 
Three or four of us went across the island of Jolo in an auto- 
mobile with no concern. It would have been absolutely reck- 
less 10 years ago, or even 5 years ago, to have gone without an 
urmed guard. 

Mr. WORKS. Does the Senator think we should withhold 
independence from the Filipinos until the Moros are civilized? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. WORKS. And capable of self-government? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I am satisfied the Moros are going to co- 
operate with the Filipinos. There had been attempts to arouse 
antagonism between the Moros and the Filipinos, but since Gov. 
Gen. Harrison entered upon a policy which was the establish- 
ment of colonies composed of Christian Filipines in the heart 
of the Moro country there has been no indication of any frictio 
between them. ' 

We visited certain colonies that had been planted from Cebu 
down on one of the rivers in Mindanao. Some of those colonies 
consist of Filipinos, and three of them consist of half Filipinos 


and half Moros. They were each placed almost alternately 
upon 40 actes of land, and they have been getting along all 
right. The committee which went upon that occasion arranged 
to be there at a certain time and were well received. The 
natives mingled together; there was no one hurt; there was 
nothing in the way of a disturbance of any kind. The three 
other colonies consist of Christian Filipinos from Cebu, who 
were located upon tracts of land right in the heart of the coun- 
try of the Moros, but not on alternate 40-acre tracts. There 
has been no trouble there; there has been no disturbance. 
Those people have been there for two years now, and the result 
is, as Goy. Carpenter stated to me, that there never had been 
such good order in that island as existed in those two years. 

Mr. BORAH. 1 want to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
question in order that I may find out what the difference of 
opinion here is in regard to this matter. I ask, Does the Sena- 
tor from Colorado believe that the Filipinos would be capable 
of self-government and fitted for independence as soon as, in the 
order of things, the government could be turned over to them? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think so. 

Mr. BORAH. And that would perhaps take a year or two? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It would probably take two or three years. 

Mr. BORAH. In other words, the only delay which the Sen- 
ator sees as being a necessary delay is such delay as would be 
required to transfer the machinery of government into their- 
hands? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. And perhaps to test it a little by an experi- 
anes of several months in seeing that they discharged their 

uties. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not see, then, why there should not be at 
least in this bill a definite proposition as to when these Filipinos 
shall have their independence. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I would rather have it in that way; but, 
Mr. President, the difficulty is that all men do not agree on 
that. I will tell the Senator from Idaho why the provision that 
was contained in the House bill was not adopted by us. There 
was a suggestion made in the committee that it was the 
language of the Democratic platform, and if we put it into the 
bill it would be considered a Democratic measure and would, 
therefore, meet with opposition. I do not know whether that 
would occur, but we did not want it to be a partisan matter, 
because there were Republican members of the committee who 
had been voting for the measure, and we did not want to 
criticize the administrations that had been in charge over 
there. So we felt that it would be better to change the language. 
My belief and conviction is that if we get the word “ inde- 
pendence” in the bill it will not be long before the people of 
the United States will feel that they should give the Filipinos 
an opportunity to have independence as soon as practicable. 

Mr. BORAH. I was going to say that the apparent partisan- 
ship might be obviated by simply putting in what is already 
there with the definite statement as to the year, say 1925 
or 1920. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There was a suggestion of that kind. 
I believe in putting in a definite date. I should like very much 
to do so; but the objection was urged that we might be at war 
at the date fixed, and it might be very impolitic for that reason 
to set a time. So it was said that it would not do to fix u 
definite date. That seemed to be the prevailing opinion of the 
majority, although that very majority wanted to fix a definite 
date if no interference of the kind suggested was likely to 
occur. We have had discussions of these matters; we have 
trie? to solve them as best we could; and the language which 
we have adopted seemed to be the language that would meet 
with no opposition or comparatively little opposition in the 
committee. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. CUMMINS. In view of the statement just made about 
the Democratic platform, may I ask whether the Senator from 
Colorade has knowledge of the views of the Democratic Senators 
upon that point? : 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No. I can not state them, though the mem- 

bers of the committee expressed themselves, and some of the 
Democratic members of the committee did not feel that it was 
safe to fix a definite time. 
Mr. CUMMINS. Does the Senator from Colorado believe 
that a provision in the bill that would put an end to the sover- 
eignty of the United States in the islands within a few years 
would meet the approval of the Democratic Senators? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, I can not say as to that, Mr. President. 
It would meet my approval; but I can not say as to others. 


— 
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Mr. CUMMINS. Has there been any dissent from the Demo- 
cratic platform upon that point? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; because the Democratic platform is 
rather indefinite, for it says, “when a stable government is 
established.” The answer to that was that a stable government 
is there now; and, accordingly, you would have to turn the goy- 
ernment over to the Filipinos to-morrow. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I simply want to advise the Senator from 
Colorado that, if he would alter his course in any way, there 
are some Senators upon this side of the Chamber who would be 
yy gn to join in a proposal of that kind or in legislation of 
that kind. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think when the time for amendment 
arrives perhaps some kind of an agreement can be reached. Of 
course I joined in this report, and, consequently, I feel some- 
what bound by it; but my individual feelings, as I expressed 
them in committee, were as I have indicated them to the 
Senator. 

Mr. BORAH. Well, Mr. President, I am not going to inter- 
rupt the Senator again. I want to say, however, that my ques- 
tions to the Senator might have indicated that I believed that 
a definite time should be fixed. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I did not so take them. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not want to be so understood. I simply 
wanted to get the view of the committee. r 

Mr. SHAFROTH. President Wilson appointed to the position 
of Governor General Hon. Francis Burton Harrison, a man 
whose views in favor of the independence of the islands were 
well known, who in his inaugural address said: 


The President of the United States has charged me to deliver to 
you 5 following message on behalf of the Government of our 
country : 


“We regard ourselves as trustees, acting not for the advantage of 
ne ast States but for the benefit of the people of the Philippine 
slands. 


very step we take will be taken with a view to the ultimate inde- 
pendence of the islands and as a pre tion for independence ; 
and we hope to move toward that end as rapidly as the safety and the 
permanent interests of the islands will permit. After each step taken 
experience will guide us to the next. 

“The administration will take one step at once and will give to the 
native citizens of the islands a majority in the appointive commission, 
and thus in the upper as well as in the lower house of the legislature 
a majority representation will be secured to them. 

“We do this in the confident hope and expectation that immediate 
proof will be given, in the action of the commission under the new 
arrangement, of the political capacity of those native citizens who 
Bava already come forward to represent and to lead their people in 
affairs.” _ 

Have not the Filipinos the right to construe that message 
as a promise of the administration to grant independence to 
them? 

President Wilson, in a message to Congress delivered Decem- 
ber 2, 1913, used this language: 

* © * But in the Philippines we must go further. We must hold 
steadily in view their ultimate independence, and we must move toward 
the time of that independence as steadily as the way can be cleared 
and the foundations thoughtfully and permanently laid. * * * By 
their counsel and experience, rather n by our own, we shall learn 
how best to serve them and how soon it will be possible and wise to 
withdraw our supervision. Let us once find the path and set out with 
firm and confident tread upon it, and we shall not wander from it or 
linger upon it. 

It must be remembered that the people of the Philippines 
know no political parties in the United States; they take the 
words of the duly appointed and elected officers as those of the 
Government itself and not those of any political party. 

I should like to call the attention of the Senator from Idaho 
to the quotation I am going to make from ex-President Roose- 
velt's declaration. 

In the January, 1915, number of Everybody's Magazine ex- 
President Roosevelt indorsed this contention, and said: 

If we act so that the natives understand us to have made a definite 
promise, then we should live up to that promise. The Philippines, 
from, a military W are a source of weakness to us. The 

resent administration has promised explicitl 

ts action has rendered it difficult to hold them against any serious 
foreign foe. These being the circumstances, the islands should at an 
early moment be given thelr independence, without any guarantee 
whatever by us and without our retaining any foothold in them, 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey in 
the chair). Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Sena- 
tor from Idaho? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. To what end and for what purpose does the 
Senator quote the statement of Col. Roosevelt? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I quote it for the purpose of showing that 
the Filipinos had a right to believe that these promises were 
made when ex-President Roosevelt said that if the Filipinos 
had understood them in that way it was our duty in good faith 
to carry them out. 


to let them go and by 


Mr. BORAH. Precisely; but Col, Roosevelt says “if they 
have been given to so understand.” 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. And then he goes further, and says the Denio- 
cratic Party having made the pledge, it should keep it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Les. 

Mr. BORAH. Of course, whether or not the Filipinos under- 
stand it is a matter about which we might differ. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes. 

Mr. BORAH. But there is not any difference of opinion 
about the pledge the Senator’s party made. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No. 

Mr. BORAH. And upon that I understand Col. Roosevelt 
bases his declaration that you should live up to the pledge. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No. I think he bases it upon the declara- 
tion made by Gov. Gen. Harrison in his message to the legisla- 
ture there and in the message delivered by President Wilson to 
the Congress of the United States in December, 1913. Those 
were explicit declarations of an intention to grant independence. 
Then Col. Roosevelt assumes in this that the Filipino people 
look upon the declarations of high officials of the Government 
as governmental promises, and that, if they had been led so to 
believe, independence should be given them immediately. 

Mr. BORAH. Without any guaranty or looking after them 
whatever? 

Mr. SHAFTRROTH. Les, sir; without any guaranty or look- 
ing after them whatever. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the junior Senator from 
Colorado yield to the senior Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield, Mr. President. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, it seems to me—and T have 
been of this opinion for a long time—that all of the guaranties 
or pledges which have been given through the expressions of 
officials and of party declarations lack that certainty which they 
should have; that definiteness as to time of performance which 
would make it a binding promise susceptible of performance. 
The difficulty with the assurances that have been given is that 
for the most part they are conditioned upon performance, when 
in our opinion the Filipinos shall have reached that stage. of 
moral and mental development that in our opinion justifies in- 
vesting them with the right of self-government. 

Now, that happy moral and intellectual condition may, in my 
opinion, have been reached; in the opinion of the Senator from 
Idaho it may be some years before the development will be 
sufficiently obvious to justify the discharge of our trusteeship, 
so called—and, of course, if we are trustees, we are trustees ex 
maleficio, and all trusteeships of that kind should be ended as 
soon as possible. 

I think that this bill, or some bill to be enacted by the present 
Congress, should be so drawn as to fix some definite time, and 
that as soon as possible in the near future for the emancipation 
of those islands from the thraldom of the United States, 
whether they are fit for self-government or not. Of course, we 
concede—we must concede, because it is ours—that the form of 
government we desire to give them is the best of all forms of 
government. The Filipinos may not think so; they may desire, 
and the characteristics of the Filipino and the other tribes which 
inhabit those islands may be such as to justify, the imposition 
of some other form of government. Hence it seems to me that 
we are not exactly consistent in our views of the right of 
people to govern themselves when in our treatment of the 
Filipinos we give them promises of ultimate independence at 
such time as in our judgment they are fitted for self-government. 
Why not let them go? We must retain them as citizens, or we 
can not retain them at all without doing violence to our form 
of government, and I think it would be much better and much 
more in keeping with the spirit of these assurances and promises 
to say to them by legislation, You shall after a certain date be 
given the right to govern yourselves as you please.” That will 
eno our responsibility, which ought never to have been under- 
taken. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I agree with the senior 
Senator from Colorado that it would be wise to fix a definite 
time; but the objection was made in the committee that if the 
United States were at war when the date fixed for independence 
had arrived there might be a condition of affairs that would get 
us into very serious complications. It seemed to be such a valid 
objection that after that time there was hardly any pressing 
of that suggestion. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SHAFROTH, I do. 
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Mr. CUMMINS. You could provide for the contingency of the 
United Stakes being at war by an exception in the bill, could 
you not? 7 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, we might do that. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Just one other question. If the Filipinos 
are capable of determining what kind of government they desire 
to have and were to determine it, that would be self-government, 
would it not? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think so. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Self-government, I take it, simply involves 
the privilege of those who are governed to determine how and 
by whom they shall be governed. 

Mr. BORAH. Well, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To whom does the Senator 
from Colorado yield? Does the Senator yield to the Senator 
from Idaho? 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have finished. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Very well; I yield to the Senator from 
Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I want to see if I understand 
the Senator from Iowa. He does not take the position, I pre- 
sume, that if 2 per cent or 4 per cent of the people of the Philip- 
pines should determine the kind of government they want that 
would be self-government of the people of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. CUMMINS. Oh, no; I take no such position as that. I 
am speaking of the Filipino people as a whole, and assuming 
that they exercise that privilege, if it may be called a privilege, 
as generally as we exercise the privilege of government here. 

Mr. BORAH. I agree with the Senator, if that is the basis 
of his statement. 

May I read a brief letter from Col. Roosevelt in connection 
with what the Senator from Colorado read a few moments ago? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly; I have no objection. 

Mr. BORAH. The letter is as follows: 


New York Crty, December 4, 191}. 
MAXvUEL QUEZON, 


House of pa Bime EPA Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Quezon: I thank you for your letter and appreciate it. 
You have put the case in a nutshell when you say that in view of the 
attitude of the present administration and of the American people in 
in administration, the proper course to follow now is “to 
grant the Filipinos their absolute independence without any responsi- 
bility on the part of the United States in guaranteeing such independ- 
ence.” 

Sincerely, yours, 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Colorado before the inter- 
ruption took place was discussing the question which was sug- 
gested by his colleague [Mr. THo As] as to fixing a certain date 
for granting independence to the Filipinos. I do not know that 
the Senator remembers the fact, but he himself asked that ques- 
tion of Dean Worcester when he was before the committee, and 
he raised another objection to fixing a specific date further than 
the objection which the Senator has suggested. I would like to 
put that in the Record here, if the Senator does not object. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Very well; I should be glad to have it 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


go in. z 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Colorado asked him that 
question. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Asked whom? 

Mr. KENYON. Dean Worcester, who, of course, is a great 
authority in Philippine questions; and in answer to the ques- 
tion he said: 

That is a pretty hard question to answer. If it were not that any 
promise we can make is subject to misrepresentation and misinterpre- 
tation, and may do more harm than good, I should believe in promising 
8 when the people were ready for it. This has one very 
great advantage, that it gives them a stimulus to better things. If we 
were to say, Lou are going to have your independence in 1935,” or at 
some other time, this stimulus is taken away. They would say, “ Very 
well, we will establish our own kind of a government then,” and would 
let down meanwhile. If they are kept on their behavior, if they 
are, so to s k, under bonds to keep the peace, if they know they are 
— 1 observation, the chance of their walking straight is very much 

etter, 

Mr. BORAH. May I say a word there? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. This statement of Mr. Worcester’s embodies the 
real proposition, if I understand the situation correctly, which 
we contend for, and that is that these people have no concep- 
tion of self-government. They simply have a conception of 
obedience to some superior power, and so long as that superior 
power is above them they will walk like a man in the presence 
of a policeman, but as soon as the policeman has departed from 
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his beat they will begin to do something else. That is precisely 
the position which Mr. Worcester takes in regard to it, and, in- 
stead of arguing for self-government, it proves conclusively, 
according to his own statement, that they are unfit for self- 
government. 5 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not believe that Dean Worcester is in 
favor of ever giving them independence. I will state that to the 
Senator. I am convinced that, no matter what the conditions 
at any given time, according to his opinion they would be in- 
capable of self-government. I believe that. 

Mr. KENYON. What is suggested by the Senator from Idaho 
is true of a good many people, that they walk differently when in 
the presence of the policeman. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The bill, which in the preamble promised 
independence to the Filipinos as soon as a stable government 
could be established in the islands, passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the last Congress by a vote of 33 to 1. 

It may be that these promises, in the technical sense, are not 
legally binding on the Government, but they are morally binding. 
What do we think of the man who verbally agrees to a contract 
required by law to be in writing but who refuses to carry it out? 

The Government authorizes the appointment of a Governor 
General for the very purpose of having him go to the islands and 
exercise his judgment as to what is best under the conditions 
prevailing. Such declarations made by such officials are re- 
garded by the world as governmental promises. The people of 
the Philippine Islands have relied upon them as promises and 
have governed their action upon such confidence. 

1S IT WISE FOR CONGRESS TO CONFIRM THE PROMISE? 


Mr. President, some contend that if Congress promises inde- 
pendence to the Filipinos unless that result follows immediately 
they will become dissatisfied, and violence and insurrection may 
follow. 

The difficulty in the situation is that they are alarmed now, 
because of the contention that no absolute promise of independ- 
ence has been made, when they understood there was no ques- 
tion about it. 

If what we understand as a promise has been made to us, do 
we not want it expressed clearly and by the proper authority? 
If it is indefinite, do we not want it specific? If the party 
refuses to make the promise more definite, do we not immediately 
have our suspicions that he is trying to evade his promise? Do 
we not then lose confidence in the promiser? Do we not know 
that if the promise of independence is stricken out of this bill 
the Filipinos will take that action as an expression upon the 
part of the United States that she does not intend to grant 
independence? Would we not so conclude if we were Filipinos? 
When people are deceived, is it not natural for them to resent 
the deception? Can we hope that they will be pleased or satis- 
fied? Human nature is the same in the Filipinos as in the 
Americans, and the fulfillment of this promise will make much 
better conditions than will its repudiation. It would so affect us, 
it will so affect them. 

The refusal, therefore, to confirm what they have understood 
to be a promise to grant independence will naturally make the 
Filipinos resentful, which may develop into open hostility. 
There may be no general revolt, for such unavailing action 
would undoubtedly retard the advance of their cause for many 
years. We ourselves have taught them that men should be will- 
ing to die for freedom. They will remember the Battle Hymn of 
the Republic, as we have sung it on many a field: 

In the beauty of the lilies, 

Christ was born across the sea, 
With a glory in his bosom 

That transfigures you and me; 
As He died to make men holy, 

Let us die to make men free. 

Many Americans in the islands have been continually at- 
tempting to force an iron-hand policy upon these people, which 
all history teaches would produce discontent, disturbances, and 
even insurrection. Ex-Gov. Gen. Taft admits this in a speech 
on December 17, 1903. He said: 


There are many Americans in these islands, possibly a majority, and 
this includes all the American press, who are strongly opposed to the 
doctrine of “The Philippines for the Filipinos.” They have no patience 
with the policy of traction, no patience with attempts to conciliate the 
Filipino people, no patience with the introduction into the govern- 
ment as rapidly as their fitness justifies of the prominent Filipinos. 
They resent everything in the government that is not American. They 
insist that there is a necessity for a firm government here rather than 
a popular one, and that the welfare of Americans and American trade 
should be regarded as paramount. 

The attitude of the American press and of the American merchant 
in his hostility to the oe and in the consequent hostility to the 
civil government was led into the error at one time of emphasizing 
in every possible way, by letters and representations of all sorts, that 
the condition of the coun as to tranquillity was so bad that the 
whole of the islands was s in a state of war. Every small ladrone 
fight, every discomfiture which the constabulary suffered was exag- 
gerated and made the basis for inference that the conditions in the 
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country were retrograding rather than improving. ‘Such incidents were 
seized upon and made as much .of as headlines and general statements 
could make them, 

When one's feelings of enmity are very much aroused, it is difficult 
to set the limit to the expression of them. So it is that we have the 
young lions of the American press, of the three — 14 — who are 
supposed to speak the American public opinion in ‘these islands, holding 
the Filipino up to contempt, exposing his supposed vices and giving 
ulm no credit whatever for any virtues, and tt may be that this repre- 
sents the feeling of the — of the resident Americans in Manila. 
But can we not in the end be just and give to the whole Filipino 
people their due? Should we wish the lipino ple to judge of 
Americans by the drunken, truculent American loafers who infest the 
small towns of these islands, living on the fruits of the labor of Fili- 
pino women, and 4 us more trouble than any other element in 
the islands? Should we wish the Filipino . to judge of American 
standards of honesty by reading the humiliating list of American 
official and unofficial defaulters in these islands? I think not. 

In view of such conditions, is it not plain why the Philippine 
people want the word“ independence“ placed in the preamble of 
this bill, and if we were Filipinos, would not we be anxious 
Tor that expression? 

I am interested, as an American citizen, in the preservation 
of the fundamental principles of our Government, and I am 
as anxious, on that account, as any Filipino of seeing the word 
“independence” expressed in this measure. I want it so that 
in warlike times, when men dream of universal empire, the 
Congress of the United States will not be carried off its feet 
with a desire for colonial possessions, and forget the principles 
of liberty and freedom, which have made us the most equitable 
Government on the face of the earth. I want it there for the 
Filipino, so that in the future if an iron-hand policy should 
obtain the ascendency in our Government, the Philippine Islands 
would not be ours to feel the effect of such policy. 


DO THE PHILIPPINE PEOPLE WANT INDEPENDENCE? 


It has been said that the Filipinos do not want independence; 
that they are satisfied with the government we have given them. 
There is nothing but the baldest assumption in that statement. 
That is the same contention every ‘monarch makes as to his 
people who are protesting against being denied their rights, It 
must be remembered that King George III said the inhabitants 
of the Colonies were satisfied, except a few who were misled 
by their chiefs. Palliative measures as to human rights never 
satisfy. It is one of the traits of human nature that laws in- 
creasing the liberty of a people simply whet the appetite for 
absolute freedom. 

It is absurd to assume that men who had the courage to defy 
the greatest nation on earth to be independent have lost that 
spirit which all peoples deserving freedom possess. 

The test as to a people’s desire for independence is in the 
sentiments that are expressed and the resolutions adopted at 
public meetings, in the platforms of political parties, and in the 
memorials and petitions of provincial, municipal, and legislative 
bodies. Almost the only question discussed at public meetings 
of Filipinos is that of independence, and the expressions are 
unanimously in favor of the same. Petitions for independence 
have repeatedly been presented to Congress by their citizens and 
by their provincial, municipal, and legislative bodies; no counter 
petitions by Filipinos have ever been presented. 

When the general assembly was created in 1907 there were two 
political parties in the islands; one, called the National Party, 
was for immediate independence, the other, called the Federal 


(later Progressive) Party, was for statehood. Notwithstanding 


all the Americans and the officeholders, both American and 
native, were in sympathy with the Federal Party, it met with 
a crushing defeat at the first election for assemblymen, the 


National Party electing all but 15 of the 81 members. Now all 


the assemblymen are for immediate independence. 

We sometimes hear it said by an American that an influential 
Filipino merchant told him in a private conversation that he 
did not fayor independence, but that he dare not so publicly 
express himself. The very fact that they will not express 
publicly this opinion shows that the overwhelming sentiment 
of the people is against them. 

Commissioner Quezon, in his statement before the Senate 
Committee on the Philippines, said the sentiment of his people 
for independence was so strong that if he were to tell them they 
should not have independence he could not get followers any- 
where from one end ‘to the other of the archipelago. 

The General Assembly of the Philippines, elected by the 
people, have time and again unanimously, by resolution, declared 
for independence. If there were any considerable number of 
people in the islands against independence, petitions and reso- 
lutions expressing such sentiment would soon find their way 
to the Congress of the United States. At all their public meet- 
ings banners are displayed declaring for independence and 
expressing laudatory sentiments in behalf of those who are 
prominent in the effort to obtain the same. 


At nearly all the school exhibitions there is a speech or two in 
English pleading for independence. I attended several mass 
meetings held in honor of Commissioner Quezon and Speaker 
Osmefia. The attendance at each was large and every reference 
to their work in behalf of independence received the hearty 
applause of the people. It is true that most of the Americans 
there are opposed to independence, but it can not be possible 
that this Government would keep the islands in the interest of 
3,000 or 4,000 of. our citizens outside of the officeholders and 
their dependents when practically all of the people to whom the 
islands belong desire independence. It seems to me that no one 
who has visited the islands can truthfully assert the people do 
not want independence. 

After the passage of the Jones bill in October, 1914, the Philip- 
pine Commission and General Assembly, in joint session as- 
sembled, unanimously passed a resolution expressing to the 
House of Representatives of the United States their high appre- 
ciation of the passage of the Jones bill and requesting the same 
approval thereof by the President and Senate. How can anyone 
fairly maintain after the unanimous passage of that resolution 
that the Philippine people do not want independence? 

But some, driven from fheir contention by such oyerwhelm- 
ing evidence, say that the sentiment for independence is the 
result of the agitation of politicians and they slur at and de- 
nounce them as agitators. Why, Mr. President, Patrick Henry 
was an agitator, Thomas Jefferson and John Adams were agi- 
tators. Have we gotten to that pass, in order to sustain our 
action as to the Philippines, we denounce men who agitate for 
human rights? Agitation in a righteous cause is the highest 
form of patriotism. 

WHAT IS OUR PHILANTHROPIC DUTY? 


There are some who seem very much alarmed that we will 
not do our duty to the Philippine people if we withdraw our 
sovereignty from the islands now or at any time in the near 
future. They claim that Providence placed the islands in our 
custody as a trust, which we can not in equity surrender until it 
is clear to us that the Filipinos are capable of self-government. 

As history demonstrates that most of the acts of usurpation 
were justified by monarchs on the ground that they were best 
for the people whose necks they bestrode,” so it is easy for a 
conquering nation to violate human rights under the plea that 
it is best for them. Let us not determine all these things from 
our standpoint, but let us place ourselves in the position of the 
A and do unto them as we would that they should do 
unto us. 

Likewise there are some who seem to think that having 
undertaken the education of the Filipinos we can not stop at 
partial- education, but must continue indefinitely until all are 
educated. Why, no one seems to give any good reason. If it 
were a charity, one might say it would be appropriate but not 
a duty. When one gives a contribution for charity it may be 
very appropriate for him to give another, but no one can fairly 
claim there is an obligation to do so or that he should be blamed 
for not doing it. If it is charity, it is a blessing no matter to 
what extent it goes. But it must be remembered that every 
cent for this education, including the cost of all school buildings, 
has been paid by the Philippine people in taxes upon their prop- 
erty in satisfaction of appropriations cheerfully made by the 
general assembly elected by the Filipinos. There is no likeli- 
hood, therefore, that such appropriations would cease or that 
education would stop. Even the Aguinaldo constitution of Janu- 
ary 20, 1899, provided that “popular education shall be obliga- 
tory and gratuitous in the schools of the nation.” 

There is an intense desire for education upon the part of the 
Philippine children. There is no compulsory-education law in 
the islands, but 500,000 children are now attending public 
schools there and fully as many more would be in attendance 
if there were sufficient schoolhouses. In my recent trip to the 
islands I visited a number of schools, but never found any 
‘vacant rooms or unoccupied seats. At Jolo the Moro children 
were attending school in large numbers, and there was a demand 
for 60 more schools on that island. They were being taught in 
English, and a Moro boy delivered the address of welcome in 
our language. : 

Vice Governor Martin is the head of the department of public 
instruction in the Philippines, and before the Senate committer 
he confirmed that statement in the following declaration: 


Senator 8 „ Is there seemingly a desire upon the part of the 
ais a to obtain an education? 
. MARTIN. The children are the most eager I have ever seen. 
-weeks ago I asked the director of education to take me 
to some of the night schools. It happened to be a y bad — eas 
It rained. In fact, it poured. He took me to a large ool building 
with two wings and h a driveway between them—a great open way 
where an automobile could drive through, perhaps two abreast—anii 
prod vor Ang. ry e Isaw the driveway was crowded with 
people. The driver stopped, and the director got out and made a way, 
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so the automobile could be driven in under the shelter. I said to him, 
“What is all this mob here?“ He said, They are boys hoping that 
some of the boys who have been admitted will not be here and that 
they can get the vacant seats.” * * * I have always been in- 
terested in the schools, and I have never seen any such interest at 
home in the schools as I have seen in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. William Morgan Shuster, for three years one of the com- 
missioners of the Philippines, in his testimony before the Senate 
committee said: 

I have seen them almost take the shirts off their backs to contribute 
money to schoolhouses and to the payment of school-teachers where 
there was no pressure whatever upon them to do so. I never knew 
a municipal council or a provincial board to refuse to give their last 
dollar for education, and I was superintendent of instruction there for 
years; that was my portfolio. 

With such a strong desire and demand for education among 
the inhabitants, there is sure to be increased appropriations by 
the general assembly for school purposes, and the good work 
of education is certain to continue under a Philippine Republic. 

EFFECT OF EDUCATING THE FILIPINOS. 

Popular education is very essential to the citizenship of a 
Republic, because such education gives the ability in the electo- 
rate to correct the errors of legislators and to pass upon and de- 
termine what laws are best for the country. It is extended for 
the purpose of making the people self-governing. On the other 
hand, the monarchs see clearly that to educate the masses of 
their colonies is to educate them as to their rights, which is sure 
to breed discontent when they are governed without their consent. 
It is ordinarily by reason of the ignorance of the masses and the 
strong display of force that the colonies of monarchies are ad- 
ministered. Monarchies believe in educating the aristocracy 
and the well to do, but not the masses. When we inaugurated 
in the Philippines a system of popular education we sowed the 
seeds of equality of rights which must culminate in either in- 
dependence or statehood. 

The boy and girl of the Philippines can not read the history of 
the American Revolution without receiving the passionate ardor 
for liberty which inspired our own patriots in that momentous 
struggle. They can not read the self-evident truths of our own 
Declaration of Independence without applying them to them- 
selves. 

It was Abraham Lincoin who, referring to that immortal docu- 
ment, said: 2 

All honor to Jeferson, to the man who, in the concrete pressure of a 
struggle for national independence by a single people, had the coolness, 
forecast, and sagacity to introduce into a merely revolutionary docu- 
ment an abstract truth o E to all men and all times, and so to 
embalm it there that to-day, and in all coming days, it shall be a re- 
buke and a stumblingblock to the very harbingers of reappearing tyranny 
and oppression. 

And again, in another speech, he said: 

What constitutes the bulwark of our own liberty and independence? 
It is not our frowning battlements and ous bristling seacoasts, the guns 
of our war steamers, or the strength of our gallant and disciplined Army. 
These are not our reliance against a resumption of tyranny in our fale 
land. + * Our reliance is in the love of liberty which God has 
planted in our bosom. Our defense is in the preservation of the spirit 
which prizes liberty as the heritage of all men, in all lands, everywhere. 
Destroy this spirit, and you have planted the seeds of despotism around 
your own door. 

It is impossible for the school children, the attendants of the 
colleges and universities, and the educated men of the islands 
to read such patriotic expressions without quickening the pulsa- 
tions of their hearts, without infusing into their veins an intense 
love for liberty and independence. 

The only way we can logically hold the Philippines against 
the will of their people is to repudiate the expressions of Jeffer- 
son and Lincoln and the spirit of our Government as expressed 
in the Declaration of Independence. When we have done that 
we will have changed our form of government; we will have en- 
tered upon a career for colonial empire; we will have brought 
about the very conditions which Abraham Lincoln so eloquently 
described. 

ARE THE FILIPINOS CAPABLE OF SELF-GOVERNMENT? 


Mr. President, some people who are opposed to Philippine in- 
dependence often refer to photographs of natives in a seminude 
condition as examples of the Philippine civilization and ask if 
such beings are capable of self-government. Such pictures are 
exceptional and are usually of what are termed the uncivilized 
inhabitants, which in population bear no greater proportion to 
the Christian Filipinos than the American Indians did to the 
people of the Colonies at the time of the Revolutionary War. 
The census of 1903 gives the number of Christian people as 
6,987,686 and the uncivilized population as 647,740. 

The Christian Filipinos, constituting nine-tenths of the popu- 
lation of the islands, wear more clothes and have less exposure 
of the person than the people of any other tropical oriental 
eountry. That was the uncontradicted testimony before the 
Senate Committee on the Philippines, and in my recent trip to 
the islands, China, and Japan I repeatedly noticed the fact. 


If the American standard of general intelligence is necessary, 
it may well be said that no other people in the world are capable 
of self-government. 

It has not been many years since the monarchs thought that 
no people were capable of governing themselyes. King George 
III thought that in establishing this Republic we had ex- 
changed Jaw and order for anarchy, whereas we had exchanged 
tyranny and oppression for freedom and liberty. 

Of course, all countries, not excepting our own, have a consid- 
erable number of illiterate inhabitants, but these are not the 
people who conduct the affairs of government. The very pur- 
pose of holding elections is to select those who are intelligent 
and most capable of administering the duties of the offices. Ig- 
norant people would never be selected for that purpose. No 
better illustrations of that truth can be found than in the re- 
sults of the elections of legislators in the Philippine Islands 
since the creation of the general assembly in 1907. Not one of 
the ignorant or half-naked class, but men of a very high order 
were selected for this body. I believe the Philippine Assembly 
is the only legislative body in the world where every member is 
a graduate of a college or university. The electors have at 
least set the example to the nations of the earth of requiring 
such a high standard for lawmakers, some of whom are jaw- 
yers, doctors, college professors, merchants, farmers, and rep- 
resentatives of the laboring class, but all are college men, In 
visiting the southern islands I traveled for two weeks with a 
committee of the general assembly, consisting of the speaker, 
Mr. Osmefia, and 13 members, They were intelligent and digni- 
fied, and all were fine public speakers. Is it possible that men of 
such education and learning are incapable of enacting laws to 
govern themselves? What presumption it is in many citizens 
of our States to contend that such a body in the Philippines 
can not legislate wisely for its own people, but that the legisla- 
tures of our States, composed of not a third as many educated 
men, are fully capable of so doing. Only about 60 per cent of 
the members of our national Senate and House of Representa- 
tives have been graduated from a college or university. Would 
any of us like to be adjudged incapable of performing the duties 
of our office because some, or even many, of our constituents 
could not read or write? 

The work of the general assembly has been creditable. Both 
Presidents Roosevelt and Taft have commended the conserva- 
tive action of the legislators. 

Goy. Gen. Harrison in October, 1914, said: 

The past year has been one of progress and reform. The record of 
the first legislature in which Filipinos have been in complete majority 
is one in which all may well take pride. It is not my purpose to re- 
hearse here all the accomplishments of the last session. Suffice it to 
say that they compare favorably with those of the most progressive 
States of the American Union. 

Nor are the courses of their universities and colleges inconsid- 
erable. I was told that the law course at the Santa Tomas 
University, at Manila, required seven years’ study, of which 
two years were devoted to the Roman civil law and five years 
to the Spanish, English, and American law. There is no uni- 
versity in the United States that requires such long prepara- 
tion, Santa Tomas University is older than our own Harvard. 

In a speech I delivered in the House of Representatives 14 
years ago, after a visit to the islands, I made this statement: 

The general impression exists among many Americans that the 
Philippine people are savages. * * When I find behind the pre- 
male on desks of the numerous drug stores of the islands, even when 
kept by Americans and Englishmen, Filipinos compounding medicines 
taken from bottles labeled in Latin; when I see behind the counters ot 


banks, having large capital, natives acting as bookkeepers and receiving 
and paying tellers; when I find thent as merchants and clerks in almost 


all lines of business, as 8 operators and ticket agents, conduc- - 


tors and engineers upon railroads, and as musicians rendering upon 
almost all instruments high-class music; when I am told that they alone 
make the observations and intricate calculations at the Manila Obser- 
vatory, and that prior to the insurrection there were 2,100 schools in 
the islands and 5,000 students at the universities of Manila; when I 
find the better class living in good, substantial, and sometimes elegant 
houses, and many of them pursuing professional occupations, I can not 
but conclude that it is a base slander to compare these people to the 
Apaches or other American Indians. Even the civilizing test of Chris- 
tianity is in their favor, as a greater proportion are members of the 
church than among our own people. 


In my recent visit to the islands I found not only that the 
same conditions prevailed, but that there had been great ad- 
vancement by the Filipinos, especially in occupations requiring 
technical knowledge. 

The assistant director of education told me that in Manila 
alone there were more than 600 efficient native stenographers 
who could take dictation in either English or Spanish, and that 
there were thousands who daily did good work as typewriters. 

Native electrical engineers, civil engineers, public accountants, 
architects, dentists, pharmacists, lithographers, and all of the 
professions have increased in large numbers. 
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The census of 1903 showed that of the males 21 years of age 
and over 32.2 per cent at that time could read and write Spanish, 
English, or some other language, and that 44.5 per cent over 10 
years of age could read some language. Gen, MeIntyre, before 
the Senate committee, estimated that now 50 per cent could 
either read or write some language; that census, containing very 
full statistics, was taken by 7,627 Filipino and 125 American 
canvassers, 

According to the World Almanae of 1916, compiled from sta- 
tistics furnished by the United States Census Bureau, illiteracy 
ef all ever 10 years of age prevails in the following countries 
in the appended percentage: 


It must also be remembered that of the soldiers of the Revo- 
Intionary War more than one-half signed the roll mustering 
them out of the Army with a cross mark. Yet they were the 
constituents of these who established the most equitable goy- 
ernment ever devised by man. The Hliteraey of the Filipinos 
was taken from the last census of 1903, before they had received 
much benefit from the educational system of the islands; the 
percentage now would be much less. 

Cam anyone with fairness contend that Argentina, Brazil, 
Bolivia, and Chile are ineapable of self-government, although 
they do have such a high percentage of illiteracy? Are we to 
say that Russia, Roumania, Bulgaria, Portugal, Spain, and 
Greece should not be independent? Yet they have a much 
larger percentage of illiterncy than the Philippines? } 

There are in the islands 5388 American and 9,306 native school- 
teachers, instructing the children in all the branches of educa- 
tion in English. How many of our teachers could conduct: all 
the classes in the various grades of our schools in a foreign 
language? Of course they could learn to de this, but it would 
take work and ability. Why not concede that the Filipino 
teachers are civilized and possess education and ability which 
fit them for citizenship in any country? The Filipinos have a 
eonsiderable native press in both daily and weekly papers. 

There are now in the classified service of the Philippine Govern- 
ment 1.987 Americans and 7,304 Filipino officers. These were ap- 
pointed under civil-service examinations. Is there any sugges- 
tion that these Filipinos are incapable or do not discharge their 
duties as faithfully and as well as the Americans? Would they 
not be equally as eapable and as efficient under a government of 
their own? 

The chief justice of the Supreme Court of the Philippines is 
a native, as are also two other members of that court, all of 
whom are recognized as able and learned judges. 

Of the judges of the courts of the first instance 22 are Fili- 
pinos and 14 are Americans, 

The municipal courts are presided over almost entirely by 
- Filipinos. 

The attorney general and nearly all his staff are Filipinos. 

Of the nine commissioners, who now constitute the upper 
house of the legislature, five are natives and four are Americans. 

Is it possible that these capable, efficient native officers, as 
soon as their appointment or election is provided for by their 
own government, would become incapable or inefficient? 

The Philippine people for many years have been electing the 
governors of their Provinces. Has there been any contention 
that the governors selected were not good and capable men, or 
that their administration did not compare favorably with those 
of similar officers anywhere? 

They have been electing their municipal officers ever since 
civil government was established. Has anyone even suggested 
that the mode of selection be changed? T venture the assertion 
that their munieipal officers have given better satisfaction to 
their electors than ours have to us. 

Prnetieally all of the officers and employees of both the pro- 
vincial and municipal governments are Filipinos. 

As it is the interest in and love for the family which enuses 
the father, even in lowly circumstances, to do far better for 
his children than more enlightened and wealthy people to whom 
they might be apprenticed would do for them, so it is that the 
interest and love of a people for their country and eaeh other 
will produce ordinarily far better government than the rule 
of an alien race. 


It was Henry Clay who said it was impossible for him to 
conceive of a people who were incapable of self-government. 
John Hay, in his preface to Castilian Days, wrote: 


There are those who think the Spaniards are not fit for freedom. 
I believe that no people are fit for anything else. 


The Philippine people are capable of self-goyernment because 


| they have a deep interest in their country and great love for 


her and possess a large highly educated class, thoroughly 
identified with the best interests of the islands, who under the 
educational qualification now prescribed by law will be elected 
to legislate and administer the affairs of government. 

The Filipino people are not nomadic. ‘They do not live in 
tents or caves and rove for their subsistence; they live in 
houses and have farms which they cultivate. They own nearly 
all the real estate of the islands; only 6 per cent are renters, 
They love their homes. Their children are a pleasure to them, 
and the devotion of children to their parents continues through 
life. They are generous to their relatives; they will share with 
them their household and divide with them the last morsel of 
their food. Pauperism is almost unknown. According to the 
last census only 1,668 paupers were a public charge. They are 
honest, industrious, and moral. Such men if left alone are sure 
to work out a splendid destiny for their country. 

It was Alfred Noyes who wrote: 

Who are the empire builders? They 
Whose d arrogance demands 
A self-refl 


core to sway 
A hundred little selfless lands? 


Lord God of battles, ere we bow 

To these and to their soulless lust, 
Let fall thy thunders on us now 

And strike us equal to the dust. 


But be that to his home is true, 
Where'er the tides of power may flow, 

Has built a kingdom great and new 
Which Time nor Fate shail overthrow. 


These are the empire builders; these 
ex where none shall say them nay, 
Beyond the world’s uncharted seas, 
that can never pass away. 


FILIPINOS NOT FNELINED TO INSURRECTION. 

Why do men assert that if independence is granted to the 
Filipinos they will act as the people of some of the Latin 
American Republics in fomenting revolutions? Is there any 
evidence upon which to base such a conclusion? Are we going 
to assume thut they are incapable of acting for their best inter- 
ests? Are we going to deprive: then» of human rights, declared 
by us to be inalienable, upon a mere guess? While some of the 
Central and South American Republics have been revolutionary, 
many of them have not had insurrections for many decades. 
I am confident that as a whole the Spanish American Republics 
have had better government and their people are happier and 
more presperous than they ever were under Spanish sovereignty. 
The Spanish population of the Philippines is too small to assume 
leadership there. . 

The Filipinos are not of the same temperament or even of 
the same race as the inhabitants of those Republics. The evi- 
dence is overwhelming that they are a quiet, peaceable, for- 
bearing, law-abiding people, not inclined to insurrection. The 
fact that only one revolution of any magnitude against Spanish 
oppression took place in 300 years demonstrates their peaceful 
nature. 

Gen. Frank McIntyre, Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, 
who has had large experience in the Philippines, in his testi- 
mony before the Senate committee clearly showed this fact: 


Senator SHAFROTH, I want to ask you a question in reference to the 
nature and character of the Filipino people. Have they any of the ele- 
ments of a good many of the Latin American Republics tending toward 
revolution and insurrection? 

Gen. McIntyre. Well, we ean judge that by the record; for the 300 
8 sa they were under Spain the Filipinos had, we might say, no 
revolution. . 

Senator SuarrgoTH. They submitted to law and order, did they? 

Gen. MCINTYRE. They submitted to law and order. 

Senator SwHarrorr. ren if the orders were somewhat tyrannical? 

Gen. Melxrrnz. That was generally the case. The insurrection” of 
1896 was the most serious insurrection, and, of course, we met the con- 
tinuation of that. 

Senator SHarroruH. Well, in the conduct of the average Filipino 
individual, is he hard to manage? 

Gen. McIntyne.. Not at all; wore easy. 

Senator SHAFROTH. He obeys orders, does he? 

Gen. Melxrrnz. He obeys orders; and they are a people that are 
thught, and have been taught for ages, and it is well inculcated in them. 
to respect authority, and the exceptions to that are limited. 


Since the provincial governors, municipal officers, and assem~ 
blymen have been elected by the people there has been no indita- 
tion of a resort to violence, either during the election or over 
the result. 

Much is made in the hearings before the Senate Committee on 
the Philippines of the fact that only 235.000 out of a population 
of 8,000,000 voted for assemblymen, but when you take Into con- 
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sideration that the law does not permit a man to vote unless 
he possesses a certain amount of property or can read or write 
the English or Spanish language, you can readily see why the 
number is so small. When the qualification is extended to 
those who can read and write their native language it is esti- 
mated that between 700,000 and 950,000 will vote. That con- 
tention, therefore, is no argument against their want of desire 
to vote, but is an illustration of how harsh is the law which 
requires them to read or write a foreign language before they 
can vote. Suppose our laws should prescribe that no one could 
vote who could not read or write a certain foreign language, 
how many votes would be cast in this country? The Filipinos 
are eager to exercise the elective franchise. The fact that 95 
per cent of those who arc registered vote demonstrates that 
assertion. In the last election there 235,786 voted out of a total 
registration of 248,154. In no State in the Union does such 
large percentage of electors vote. In Colorado 83 per cent of 
the men and 80 per cent of the women vote. 

The estimate of the cost of the Philippines to the United 
States, including the expense of suppressing the insurrection, 
has varied from $600,000,000 to nothing. If you count as part 
of that cost the necessity for a larger Army and Navy to be 
ready to defend the islands, so often argued when the bills 
making appropriations therefor were before Congress, the cost 
would exceed the highest estimate. 

It is absurd to say that the maintenance of our sovereignty in 
the islands costs us nothing. The fortifications at the entrance 
to Manila Bay, on the Island of Corregidor, Carabao, Fraile, 
and Cabanos have already cost $12,000,000, and if the fortifica- 


tions are completed they will cost $22,000,000. On Corregidor |- 


alone we maintain 4,000 American troops. Gen. McIntyre has 
testified that we have reduced the number of American soldiers 
in the islands, but that there are still 12,000 men, besides three 
or four thousand native scouts in the service of the United 
States. Ex-President Taft, who was Secretary of War in 1906, 
in an article in the Saturday Evening Post of June 5, 1915, said: 

Our regular military establishment in 1906, with 60,000 effective 
men, cost us $72,000,000. 

That is $1,200 a year for each soldier. The cost for those in 
the Philippines is more, on account of distance to transport, 
limitation of service, greater pay in the Tropics, and higher cost 
of subsistence, In reply to a Senate resolution, the Secretary 
of War reported that the cost of the Army of the Philippines to 
May 1, 1902, was $169,858,572; from May 1, 1902, to June 30, 
1907, $114,515,155. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I should like to ask my col- 
league a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to his colleague? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS. Do the figures which have been given show 
any balance? In other words, are they subject to any deduc- 
tion either from taxation or revenues from any other source? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no, Mr. President; the cost of main- 
taining civil government there is paid out of the revenues of 
the Philippine Islands. They have various sources of revenues 
there, but all that money goes to the maintenance of the Philip- 
pine civil government. ‘These figures are not subject to any 
deduction. These are estimates made by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield. 

Mr. STERLING. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado if the entire expense of running the civil government is 
not derived from that source? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, yes; there is no doubt about that. 
The civil government, including their school system, is being 
maintained now by taxation upon the Philippine property and 
customs dues, which are collected, and formerly by export 
duties which they imposed upon some of their products. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. KENYON. I am interested in knowing, and possibly the 
Senator knows, the entire expense to the United States in ac- 
quiring and keeping the Philippine Islands up to the present 
time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There are many who contend it is from 
$600,000,000 to $1,000,000,000, but there are many who say, 
“Well, we would have our soldiers anyway, and they are just 
stationed over there, and consequently they cost nothing more.” 
That is the theory upon which some of the estimates are based. 
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I have not the statistics from the 30th of June, 1907, to the pres- 
ent time, but I imagine the cost is about $26,000,000 a year. 

Mr. KENYON. As to the entire cost of acquiring the Philip- 
pine Islands and maintaining law and order and carrying them 
on to this time, has the Senator any estimate or any notion 
in his mind as to what it amounts to? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, I can not tell; but it is about $300,- 
000,000 or $400,000,000. 

Mr. KENYON. Senator Hoar said in this Chamber on the 22d 
of May, 1902: 

The conflict in the Philippines has cost you $600,000,000, thousands 
of American soldiers—the flower of your youth—the health and sanity 
of thousands more, and hundreds of thousands of Filipinos slain. 

Senator Hoar was rather a conservative man, but I assume 
those figures must be rather high. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They are not high if you take into con- 
sideration the increased cost that followed the Spanish-American 
War, because every increase of appropriations for the Army and 
Navy was largely justified by the fact that we held these posses- 
sions so far away, and it took a large Navy and a large Army 
in order to sustain our sovereignty there. 

Mr. KENYON. There was very great expense in the conflict 
there when we were shooting civilization into the Philippines. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; that is one of the conditions; and 
if Senator Hoar's estimate were carried out to the present 
time, taking into consideration all that he claimed, with the 
indirect expenditure, it would no doubt be double the amount 
which he named, although it has annually been decreasing. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President 

Mr. KENYON. I was only speaking with the courtesy of the 
Senator from Colorado. Probably it is a safe, conservative 
estimate, then, that the United States has spent something like 
$800,000,000 in acquiring and governing and subjugating the 
Philippine Islands up to this time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Directly and indirectly, I should think so, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to his colleague? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS. I merely rose to suggest that my under- 
standing of the Senator’s figures just stated have reference to 
the cost of maintenance as distinguished from the cost of 
acquisition. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; it includes acquisition. 

Mr. THOMAS. ‘Then there is great disparity between the 
estimate of Senator Hoar in 1902 and the estimate of the Sena- 
tor from Colorado as derived from the reports of the War 
Department up to 1907. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But the War Department did not count 
any of the enlargements; it only counted the cost of the 
soldiers who were actually there, figured upon a basis of so much 
per soldier and the amount of supplies that were shipped there 
and not any Navy increase. Senator Hoar’s statement included 
indirectly the increase of the Army and the increase of the Navy, 
and he charged it all up to the fact that it was made necessary 
by the acquisition of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator take into consideration 
the additional cost it has been to this country in entering upon 


-a system of a much larger Navy and possibly a larger Army in 


order to protect the possessions of a foreign people in another 
section of the world, how much this adds annually to our 
budget? 


Mr. SHAFROTH. It does unquestionably; and those matters 
were taken into consideration by Senator Hoar when he made 
his statement. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator from North Dakota practically 
offered the suggestion I rose to offer. Of course, neither Sena- 
tor Hoar nor any other man on earth could ascertain exactly 
what it has cost us to acquire and hold the Philippine Islands. 
I believe Senator Hoar’s figures were far under rather than 
above the actual amount. As the Senator from North Dakota 
has suggested, from that day to this, and from now to the end 
of this Republic, if we retain the islands the fact that the islands 
are in our jurisdiction will be a reason rather than a cause for 
expenditures beyond the power of any man to calculate. They 
are vague and indefinite. They have been made and are made 
to-day and will be made to-morrow the reason for expenditures 


that are absolutely unnecessary. 
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Mr. SHAFROTH. I have no doubt the Senator's statement is 
correct. 

Mr. VARDAMAN, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I have listened with a great deal of in- 
terest to the very exhaustive statement of this question by the 
Senator from Colorado, but I was called from the Chamber, and 
I do not know whether he discussed this phase of the question or 
not. Has the Senator any data on the question as to what ex- 
tent the lands, the resources of the Philippine Islands have been 
exploited by American citizens? Have investments been made 
there, and to what extent have.the great opportunities been 
seized which a great many enterprising American citizens 
thought they would have when the islands were acquired? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They have unquestionably invested con- 
siderable money in the Philippine Islands, not so much as was 
expected, but there are several very large enterprises in the 
Philippine Islands, and that is one of the sources from which 
objection comes for Philippine independence. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I rather thought so. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They fear they will not have the protec- 
tion which the United States Government will give them, and 
therefore they are unwilling to surrender the islands, but insist 
that we shall hold them perpetually to be a colony of the United 
States. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Does the Senator know the extent of such 
investments there? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not. They were encouraged to go 
there, and naturally it would tend to develop the islands. I do 
not think there has been any tabulation as to the exact amount. 
At lenst I have seen none. j 

The Jones bill last year estimated the annual cost to the 
United States there was $26,000,000 a year. 

Suppose it is $24,000,000 a year, and that is a moderate esti- 
mate, can we eyer hope to be reimbursed for that outlay? No 
one has ever suggested taxation of the Philippine people for 
that purpose. It would be futile, even if it were suggested, as 
they are poor and for years ran behind in maintaining their 
civil government. Are the people of the United States willing 
to expend $24,000,000 a year forever unless some great benefit, 

direct or incidental, will be received? 

i It is said, however, that great benefits to our commerce will 
result. Let us examine that contention and see if it is sound. 

The imports from the United States to the Philippines during 
the year 1914 amounted to $24,020,395. The profit made in the 
export trade by our merchants, on the average, does not exceed 
10 per cent, after paying freight and insurance. Hence the 
profit to our commerce does not exceed $2,402,039 a year. But 
who gets the profit? Does the Government, which expends at 
least $24,000,000 a year to maintain our sovereignty there? 
Oh, no; the Government does not get a penny of it; the mer- 
chant adds it to his own fortune. It is contended, however, 
that our exports to the islands will increase. No doubt they 
will. But suppose they double, treble, or quadruple, and it 
would take many years to quadruple our trade, the profits to 
the merchants could not even then exceed $10,000,000 a year, 
while the cost to the Government would continue at $24,000,000, 
and if we had any disturbances over there it might double or 
treble that sum. How long will the Government be willing to 
expend $24,000,000 a year in order to give a profit to some one 
else of half that amount? What an absurdity in trade eco- 
nomics. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLAPP. The Senator's argument would indicate that it 
was in the mind of some one at least, not of himself, that we 
can only retain our trade with the Filipinos under the cloak 
of the sovereignty of the Philippines. If that is true, it strikes 
me that it is a criticism which of itself is only the suggestion 
of further sovereignty over any alien race. ; 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I believe, Mr. President, that the Filipinos 
would deal with us much better if we were to give them their 
independence. 

Mr, CLAPP. Of course they would. 

Mr. SHAF ROTH. Much better than if we were to hold them 
with an iron hand in subjection. I believe that men are grate- 
ful in this world. 

If we give to the Filipinos their independence, it will not 
diminish our exports to them. A grateful people will always 
give the preference to their benefactors, other things being 
nearly equal. The boycott is never started against those who 
deal in a spirit of friendship. It is the weapon of resentment. 
If the Philippine people should feel that the premises of inde- 
pendence which they understood were made to them had been 


violated, is there not infinitely more reason for a boycott agalust 
our products than if we gave them their independence? 

It seems to me clear that we can not increase our trade nearly 
so much by governing the islands without their consent as by 
giving them that for which their hearts yearn, namely, their 
liberty and independence. Cuba's trade with us is several times 
greater than it ever was before its independence. 

MANILA CAN NEVER BECOME DISTRIBUTING PORT FOR ORIENT. 


To contend that Manila can become the distributing port for 
the commerce of the Orient is to deny the axiom that the short- 
est distance between two points is a straight line. Those who 
make such predictions ignore the fact that the shortest distance 
from the United States to Manila is by the course nearest to a 
straight line in navigation, namely, by the are of the great circle 
which goes near the great Japanese and Chinese ports before 
Manila is reached. The freight rate now is $4 per ton more 
from San Francisco to Manila than to Chinese and Japanese 
ports. To expect that merchant vessels which always take the 
short course to carry their cargoes by the oriental ports to 
Manila and then unload and reship to China and Japan is te 
Indulge in a dream that will never be realized. You might as 
well expect that England could make one of the Bermuda 
Islands the distributing point for her commerce with the United 
States. She realized this principle when she acquired Hong- 
kong, an island at the entrance to Pearl River, and made it a 
free port and when she obtained a concession in the city of 
Shanghai, near the mouth of the Yangtze River, the great 
artery of commerce for the Chinese Empire. Hongkong and 
Shanghai are the natural points for the transfer of freight from 
ocean vessels to river boats, whereas Manila is 640 miles from 
the nearest Chinese port. We have a concession at Shanghai, 
and for distribution to China of the commerce of the United 
States it is worth infinitely more than any port we have in the 
Philippine Islands. 

THE ISLANDS OF NO VALUE TO AMERICAN FARMERS AND WORKMEN, 


The islands, though rich for the Filipinos, are of no value for 
purposes of settlement by our people. It is not a white man’s 
country. The heat of the tropical sun is too great for manual 
labor in the fields by men reared in the Temperate Zone. We 
have occupied the islands for 16 years, yet there are practically 
no American tillers of the soil there except a colony of 56 ex- 
soldiers who married Filipino women. The Philippine govern- 
ment about two years ago agreed, if they would take up home- 
steads on public lands, that it would lend to each P1,000 with 
which to make improvements. They located their homesteads 
in Mindanao, near Camp Keithly, on very high ground, where 
the heat will not sap their vitality. They are doing very well. 
Outside of this one settlement, there are practically no Amer- 
icans farming there. The islands, therefore, can never be of 
value to our people for purposes of settlement. 

American workmen in the Philippines can not compete with 
the natives because of the low wages prevailing there. 

Now, I wish to discuss for a few minutes the situation from 
a military viewpoint. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Nevada, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Before the Senator takes up a new point 
I should like to ask whether he thinks if we should withdraw 
from the islands now the Filipinos are sufficiently well organ- 
ized to conduct a government of their own and to maintain 
peace and order there, and whether they have sufliciently a 
common language to enable them to communicate with each 
other upon matters of general interest? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, it is true there are different 
dialects, but not more so than I have observed among the peoples 
of European countries. The Filipinos can understand each 
other and have almost as free intercourse as do the people of 
European countries. 

As to when independence should be granted, I want it granted 
just as soon as we can within a time which, in my judgment, 
would be sufficient to have the affairs of government turned over 
to them, probably retaining the Governor General for a while, 
afterwards putting in a native Governor General and providing 
that, after six months’ or a year’s time those people should be 
given their entire independence, provided that the President 
felt that they were maintaining their government in a stable 
form. I believe in their independence; I believe in giving it 
to them just as quickly as they can exercise the duties of gov- 


ernment, and not after the manner of one who desires to hold 


back the declaration of independence. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the 
Senator from Colorado in the view that we should withdraw 
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from the islands immediately, if possible, and I have no doubt at 
all that it would be to our interest to withdraw; but we are also 
considering the interests of the Filipino people. When I was 
there, some 10 years ago, as a member of a party headed by Mr. 
Taft, my observation at that time was that there was a great 
variety of language—not simply a variety of dialects, but a 
variety of language—and that there was no common language. 
I recall upon one occasion, when Mr. Taft was making a 
speech—one of singular nobility of sentiment, one which ought to 
have aroused the enthusiasm of his auditors, some 5,000 or 10,000 
people—there was no response, although his speech was inter- 
preted by the secretary of the commission, who was an accom- 
plished Spanish scholar. His voice was strong and loud and 
could be heard to the utmost limits of the crowd. I remarked 
to a provincial judge, an American, who sat next to me, that 
I was amazed that there was no response. His reply was that 
the audience there could understand neither English nor Span- 
ish. I became convinced at that time that there was not such 
a common language there as would enable them to exchange 
ideas, and that in order to conduct government, and particu- 
larly a democratic government, in which the people are to think 
and act, it would be necessary at least to have a common lan- 
guage. 

Of course I understand that education has extended since 
that time, and training in the English language, but I should 
very much doubt whether that training has reached the extent 
that it would give them a common language. Has the Senator 
from Colorado been in the Philippine Islands recently? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes, sir; I was there last summer. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. What is the Senator’s observation with 
respect to that? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. My observation with respect to the matter 
was this: It happened that there was a committee of the 
General Assembly of the Philippine Islands that was to visit 
the southern islands. I went with that committee, consisting 
of Speaker Osmefia and 13 of the representatives. Public 
meetings were held at which speeches were made in English 
and Spanish and Visayan. There are two dialects which are 
spoken by, I should say, three-fourths of the people of the 
Philippine Islands. Those are the Visayan and the Tagalog. 
They generally called upon members of the party I was with 
to make some expression. Whenever we said anything in En- 
glish we could find an appreciable response in the audience; 
without any question whatever many could understand, and 
they would applaud. When Mr. Osmefia and Mr. QUEZON 
spoke there was recognition immediately of what they said. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Are there any statistics as to the number 
of people who can speak the English language in the islands? Of 
course, they rely upon that, I imagine, as the common language. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. They are pursuing the study of English to 
a greater extent than any other language, because it is being 
taught in all the schools. Whenever you go to a school, or when 
you want to get information, if you go to the young pepole on the 
streets you can get it, and get it in English, but the Spanish 
Government never wanted, or seemingly never wanted, their lan- 
guage extended. ‘They did not establish schools among the 
masses. There were a good many schools there, but they were 
not established for the purpose of studying the Spanish lan- 
guage. Spanish was the language of the merchant; it was the 
language of the trader and used in the conduct of court affairs. 
The American Government is the only one that has attempted to 
introduce a language among the great masses of those people. 
The fact that 9,000 Filipino teachers are teaching the various 
grades of schools in the English language is evidence to my mind 
that enormous progress has been made in that respect. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I want to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion, if he will permit me. Assuming that in the interest of the 
Filipino people it would not be wise for us to withdraw and im- 
mediately turn over the government of the islands to the Fili- 
pinos, does not the Senator think that we are making too rapid 
an advance in giving the Filipino people control immediately 
of their upper house? As I understand, under the pending 
measure the Governor General will have the appointment of only 
2 out of 24 members of the upper house, while now he has the 
appointment of all the members of the upper house. Would it 
not be better, if this process of training the Filipinos in govern- 
ment is to be a gradual process, and if our preparations for 
withdrawal are gradual, to at first simply increase gradually in 
the upper chamber the number of representatives that the people 
themselves are to elect, reserving for some considerable time the 
majority control? The Senator speaks of “ intelligent legisla- 
tion ” on the part of the lower house, but I am sure that in the 
early sessions of that body there were some very foolish and ab- 
surd performances, which I fear would be emulated unless some 
larger control is exercised. 


Of course the Senator from Colorado will understand that I 
fully realize the beneficent character of the administration of 
those islands. I think it has been wonderfully conducted. I 
think that Mr. Taft's greatest work was the work that he accom- 
plished in this building up gradually of local self-government in 
the Philippines, and T believe that he deserves the highest com- 
mendation for the splendid spirit that animated him throughout; 
yet when I was there the apparent hopelessness of their making 
a substantial democracy of those islands oppressed me; and 
whilst I was eager to withdraw, I felt that immediately upon 
our withdrawal, even if we should withdraw within a hundred 
years, at the expiration of the hundred years the result of our 
withdrawal would be a chaotic condition of the islands them- 
selves. y 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, well, probably the result is that the 
Senator does not believe in withdrawing at all. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not say that. On the contrary, I am 
rather inclined to think that we should protect our own inter- 
ests and withdraw, whether that withdrawal shall result 
beneficially to- the Philippine people or not. I am for legislat- 
ing for America first. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Les; that, it seems to me, is a very strong 
position; but when the Senator talks about delays, he should 
put himself somewhat in the position of the Filipino. The 
Filipino has now waited 17 years. How much longer is he to 
wait? Is he to wait 100 years, when you can not say that he 
will be prepared for independence? Is it possible that we are, 
on the mere question of a guess, to prevent those people from 
having the rights which our own Government, in its Declaration 
of Independence, says are “inalienable rights”? It will take 
several years yet to transform that government into a republic; 
it can not be done immediately, no matter what our desire may 
be that it should be done immediately. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 


yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Before the Senator from Colorado pro- 
ceeds with the next phase of his discussion, I should like a little 
information along this line: I believe that the American in- 
centive for holding the Philippines is a fear that if we now leave 
them to their own independence they will probably be taken 
possession of by some powerful autocratic government, and all 
of the labors that we have expended upon them would be lost. 
My own view is that we could secure an agreement of all of the 
great nations of the world, if we set forth to do so, to maintain 
the independence of the Filipino government. Has the Senator 
from Colorado thought of that matter, and has he any informa- 
tion to give us on that subject? I am satisfied that the Amer- 
ican people would be very glad to give independence to the 
Philippine people to-day if they felt sure that they would not 


fall into the hands of some other powerful government. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator’s 
question, I will say that I also visited Japan. That is the only 
country that I have heard suggested as likely to take the Philip- 
pine Islands. I looked at the question with a view to ascer- 
taining whether there was a belligerent feeling in Japan. I 
must say that I found nothing but the friendliest feeling there. 
I found, further, that there was an uneasy feeling at the time 
of the acquisition of the Philippine Islands, a fear that it was 
an act of aggression upon our part for the acquisition of more 
territory in the Orient; but that since the policy has been 
almost reversed, since it has become known that our intentions 
there were benevolent, there has been a tendency the other way. 
The Japanese Government feels almost exactly with respect to 
the Orient as we feel with respect to the Western Hemisphere. 
Let a European power or any other great power come to this 
continent, and we immediately feel alarm. When not long ago 
one of Japan’s battleships was stuck in the mud off the coast of 
California, immediately the newspapers stated that the Japanese 
were trying to establish a naval base there. Senators will 
remember the news articles and editorials that were published 
and the alarm that then existed among the American people; 
and it was not until two other battleships went there and pulled 
her out and she sailed away that they were relieved of their 
apprehensions. Japan, as I have said, feels as to the Orient 
exactly as we feel in regard to the Western Hemisphere. 
Every movement that is made there in the way of acquisition of 
territory is something that she looks on with a jealous eye; 
and she did have a feeling, I have no doubt, hostile somewhat to 
the American people when this policy of acquisition prevailed 
some 15 or 16 years ago, but she has made no effort to get the 
Philippines. Only 3,000 Japanese are in the Philippine Islands 
to-day. She has a right to send her people there, but she never 
has done so; and the reason is that they are not used to a 


„ 


664 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


JANUARY 7, 


tropical climate, and very high wages must prevail to induce 


them to go into a tropical country. However, if Japan had any 
intention of seizing those islands, I imagine many more of her 
people would have gone there. i 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, right here let me say that, 
while we look with jealous eye on any other government ob- 
taining any further territorial rights on this hemisphere, that 
fact did not prevent us from taking possession of Hawaii; 
did not prevent us from getting hold of Porto Rico; did not 
prevent us from acquiring a sort of protectorate over Cuba, and 
getting as much control as possible over all the territory which 
we thought it might be to our advantage to hold in case of war 
with another nation. Why might not Japan, although jealous 
of any foreign power getting a foothold along the Asiatic bor- 
ders or in the western Pacific Ocean, nevertheless have a desire 
to strengthen herself by getting possession of such territory as 
would enable her to keep off all foreign countries? I am not 
sure that she would not be actuated by the same sentiments 
that have actuated the American people. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, that is possible, but, as I have said, 
there is no movement toward that end. Three thousand Japa- 
nese have gone to the Philippine Islands, while 70,000 Chinese are 
there. The Japanese are a very small fraction of the population in 
the Philippine Islands and they have shown no tendency to go 
there now; but if there were any intention on the part of Japan 
to acquire them, then there would unquestionably be some emi- 
gration from Japan to those islands. The truth is, the Japanese 
do not thrive in the Tropics; and the Philippines are in the 
Tropics. Some Japanese have gone to Hawaii, but the climate of 
Hawaii is entirely different from that of the Philippines, and 
Hawaii is much farther north. For all these reasons it seems 
to me there will be no attempt upon the part of Japan to seize 
the Philippine Islands, 

Now, I should like to take up the question from the military 
viewpoint for a few moments, and then close. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to interrupt him there? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is very familiar with the 
situation and condition in those islands and I am not; but is it 
really an argument that because only 3,000 Japanese are in the 
Philippine Islands to-day when they are under the protection 
of the United States, after we do give them their freedom and 
our protection is practically withdrawn, Japan would not then 
feel like taking possession of those islands? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, it is possible. I really believe that 
the proper solution of this matter is to try to get an interna- 
tional agreement to respect the neutrality of those islands, and 
I have not any doubt that Japan would join in such an agree- 
ment. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. -That would be a very desirable thing, 
if it could be done. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It would be a very desirable thing; but 
the people of the Philippines are not asking that the protection 
of the United States be extended to them. 

Why not let the Filipinos decide that for themselves? The 
American people did not seek a protectorate in France when 
they attained their independence. No nation that has ever 
obtained self-government, has ever been willing that its sover- 
eignty should be impaired in the slightest. Protectorates and 
suzerainties have too often proved dangerous by forming the 
excuse for seizure and subjugation. 

I believe in an honest effort by this Government to obtain an 
agreement with the leading nations of the world to guarantee 
the neutralization of the islands, but if that can not be done, 
I would not withhold independence from them. They are willing 
to take independence without a protectorate, and as they run 
the risk why not let them have it? 

Commissioner Quezon, in his testimony before the Senate 
Committee on the Philippines, gave the best answer to such 
objection in the following language: 

We do not want any protectorate if we get independence. You would 
not want it, because it would be unfair and unjust to the United States; 
and we would not, because protection can never be afforded without 
impairment of the absolute freedom of the protected States, and we are 
more concerned about the substance of freedom than about the word 
independence. If we are ing to have independence, we want real 
independence and not merely nominal independence. 

Mr. Quezon represents the Filipinos and knows their de- 
sires as expressed in innumerable resolutions of citizens, organ- 
izations, and official bodies. His answer in behalf of his people 
ought to be conclusive to us. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
ricld to the Senator from Mississippi? 


` 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. With the Senator's permission, I should 
like to suggest to him that the passage of this bill would not 
preclude any effort on the part of this Government to bring about 
an international agreement to protect the integrity and autonomy 
of the Philippine Islands, but the passage of this bill would 
forward a movement of that kind, would it not? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think so. I have introduced a resolu- 
tion asking the President of the United States to enter into such 
negotiations, and I hope after this bill passes to get some action 
upon it during this Congress. I am satisfied that the leading 
nations of the world would readily join in such an agreement of 
neutrality. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. KENYON. Before the Senator leaves that subject, I 
want to ask him this question: It was the testimony before our 
committee of very eminent citizens of the Republic that in their 
view as soon as our troops left the Philippine Islands the people 
of the islands would be—I think this was the expression—* at 
each other's throats.” That is a consideration that has troubled 
me a great deal. I am not in favor of trying to force our Gov- 
ernment upon some other people who may not want it. Suppose 
it happens that we withdraw from the islands, as the Senator 
suggests, in a couple of years, and then those people fly at each 
other’s throats, so that there is a condition there similar to 
that prevailing in Mexico; can we sit back then and say, “ We 
are done; we are free of this burden, and there is no moral re- 
sponsibility of any kind upon us”? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That is a condition which is presented to 
them. They have a highly educated class there who believe 
that it is better for them to run that risk than not to have 
independence; and when we say “if you are willing, take it,” 
the responsibility is no longer ours, in my judgment; but I 
want to say to the Senator that all these predictions up to this 
time have proved absolutely false. The prediction was made 
that if the American troops were withdrawn from Mindanao 
the people would begin to get at each other's throats immedi- 
ately ; but they have been withdrawn for more than two years, 
leaving nothing but Filipino scouts, and there have not been 
any riots or insurrections or anything that might be claimed 
even to partake of the nature of an insurrection. 

Mr. KENYON, I agree with the Senator that if we withdraw 
from the islands we ought to go out bag and baggage and be 
done, letting them work out their own salvation, without any 
moral responsibility upon us, if we can avoid it. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Now, Mr. President, I want to view this 
matter for a few moments from the military standpoint. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator leaves the branch of 
the discussion he has been pursuing, as he has just said that 
there has been no riot in the Philippines in the last two years, I 
will ask him to listen to the following press report, dated the 
Gth day of February, 1915: 

FILIPINO ADMITS SEDITION—RUFINO VICENTE, 
LEADERS, PLEADS GUILTY, 
MANILA, P. I., February 6. 

Rufino Vicente, one of the leaders accused of instigating the Filipino 
raid on the governmental offices at Navotas Christmas eve, pleaded 
guilty on trial here on the charge of sedition, Other Filipinos held 
on the same charge pleaded not guilty. 

The public prosecutor asserts that the government will prove that 
the movement was widely organized, and that documentary evidence 
shows that the rising was directed as much against the Filipino 
politicians now holdin goue office as it was against the American 
officials. The trial o e natives arrested in connection with the 
rising attempted in Manila and its enyirons December 24 is pending. 
These men are to be tried on the charge of brigandage. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I will state to the Senator 
what I know about that. There was a meeting of some cooks 
of various restaurants and hotels who assembled at the bo- 
tanical gardens, which are between the Hotel Manila and the 
center of the town. No one was hurt. There was some violent 
language used. Gov. Gen. Harrison told me that he drove 
through that crowd at the time they were assembled and did 
not know it was an insurrection. It was such a calm, quiet, 
undemonstrative gathering that the Governor General drove 
right through the crowd without knowing that it was anything 
but an assemblage of people upon some political matters. I 
want to say further that nearly everything that comes from 
Manila has a certain tinge to it, just as ex-President Taft said 
was the case in his day. I want to read you a paragraph from 
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an address by him to show you just what interpretation has 
been put by the American press on affairs over there. He says: 

The attitude of the American press and of the American merchant 
in hostility to the Filipinos, and in consequent hostility to the civil 
government, has led them into the error of emphasizing in ever pos 
sible way, by letter and representations of all sorts, that the 5 ns 
of the country as to tranquillity were so bad that the whole of the 
islands were still in a state of war. Every little ladrone fight, every 
discomfiture which the constabulary suffered, was exaggerated and made 
the basis for inferences that the conditions in the country were retro- 
grading rather than Improving. Such incidents were seized upon and 
made as much of as headlines and general statements could make them. 

The same kind of statements, rumors, and reports are sent 
out now against the Governor General that were sent out 
against ex-President Taft when he was trying to establish law 
and order, and he so stated in Manila on the occasion when he 
delivered his address. 

Now, I will state, Mr. President, that there has been a report 
by the Governor General as to the so-called insurrection or 
difficulty or mass meeting, or what not, referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Illinois. No guns were fired; very few, if any, of the 
people were armed; and the report was to the effect that it 
amounted practically to nothing and did not disturb the goy- 
ernment over there in the slightest. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am asking for information, 
not in order to take up time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will be glad to give such information to 
the Senator as I can. ' 

Mr. SHERMAN, On January 23, 1915, about a year ago, 
from Manila came the following press note. Possibly the Sena- 
tor has some information about what became of this prisoner: 


PHILIPPINE REBEL TO DIE—GOVERNOR GENERAL REJECTS PLEA TO SPARE 
INSURGENT LEADER. 


Mania, P. I., January 23. 

Gov. Gen. Francis Burton Harrison, in an order to-day, directed 
that Gen. Noriel, the insurgent leader, who is one of the most prominent 
natives of the province of Cavite, be put to death next Wednesday. The 
execution originally was set for January 12, but Judge Revilla, a native 
jurist, issued a stay. 

Influential Filipinos exerted every effort on behalf of Gen. Noriel, but 
Gov. Harrison directed that the death sentence be carried out. A pend- 
ioe macesure abolishing capital punishment offers the only hope for 

Does the Senator know what became of this unfortunate 
gentleman? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; but I do know that there was a man 
who had headquarters in Hongkong, with a few agents in the 
Philippine Islands, who would go to some of the ignorant Fili- 
pinos and say to them, “For P5 I will give you a commission 
as captain; for P10 I will give you a commission as colonel; for 
P20 I will give you a commission as general.” It was a means 
of extracting money from the people, but never resulted in an 
insurrection, though a great fuss was made about the fact that 
generals and colonels and majors and captains were taking 
par in this, that, or the other movement. That amounted practi- 
cally to nothing. The Governor General tried to stop it. He 
did, I presume, have some persons arrested who had participated 
in the fraud, more for the purpose of protecting the Filipinos 
against deception than for any dangers that might arise to the 
Government there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, does the Senator know what 
became of this particular offender? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; I do not know; but I have not heard 
of anyone being executed there. I can not say with any degree 
of certainty as to that. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say a few words upon this 
question from the military standpoint. 

FROM THE MILITARY STANDPOINT. 


It is the consensus of opinion of those who are best informed 
upon such subjects that solidarity of territory is the most inyul- 
nernble form of possession. 

It was Mr. Gladstone who said: 


The United States have a national base for the greatest continuous 
empire ever established by mn. œ The distinction between a 
continuous empire and one severed and dispersed over the seas is vital. 


When we annex permanently the Philippine Islands we make 
them targets for the attack of any foreign power with which we 
may engage in war. Why will they attack us there instead of 
on the mainland? Because the islands are 7,000 miles from 
our base of supplies. Every mile of such a distance increases 
the difficulty of defense in almost a geometrical ratio. When 
we declared war against Spain we did not attack her on home 
territory. If we had done so, it would have taken ten times as 
many men and ten times as many battleships to have aecom- 
plished the same result. We fought her in her outlying pos- 
sessions, 3,000 and 13,000 miles from her base of supplies. The 
fact that Spain has lost one after another of her possessions in 


the Western Hemisphere shows how difficult it is to maintain a 
war so far from home territory. 

It was Mr. Frederic Harrison, an eminent English writer, 
who so vigorously showed the weakness of the Crown colonies 
of the British Empire in this language: 

But an aggregate of dependencies which is foreyer disturbed and 
menaced and forever awaiting or forestallHing attack, which contributes 
2 to the home government in money or men or resources of an 
kind, is not a strength, but an increasing weakness. It must pufi 
down the strongest race that ever trod the earth, and as it pulls them 
down it will hurry them from one crime to another. 

The coast line of the many islands of the Philippines is 
greater than that of the entire Atlantic and Pacific shores of 
the United States. Those islands being the natural points of 
attack of our enemies. must be fortified, if we determine to hold 
them against foreign aggression. To properly fortify even the 
more important cities will require hundreds of millions of 
dollars. Are we willing to make such expenditures when many 
of our own cities are defenseless? 

The Philippines, being our weakest places of resistance, will 
necessarily in time of war cause us to concentrate our battle- 
ships there for a great struggle, leaving relatively unprotected 
many of our important cities. 

Prof. Robert M. Johnston, of Harvard University, a lecturer 
at the War College at Washington, D. C., used this language 
relative to the Philippines in his recent work entitled “Arms and 
the Race”; 

It is a weak, eccentric military position, fundamentally indefensible 
against any strong trans-Pacific power, but inevitably a magnet to draw 
ships and 8 away from our shores, A popular clamor might result 
3 time in a weak administration sending the battle fleet to 

It was Lord Macanlay who so vigorously denied the military 
advantage of colonies in these words: 

There are some who assert that from a military and politica! point 
of view the West Indies are of great importance to this country. This 
is a common but a monstrous misrepresentation. We venture to say 
that colonial empire has been one of the greatest curses of modern 
Europe. What nation has it eyer strengthened? What nation has it 
ever enriched? What has been the fruits? Wars of frequent occur- 
rence and immense cost, fettered trade, lavish expenditure, clashing 
jurisdiction, corruption in governments, and indigence among the people. 

Those curses are the very things our great Republic should 
avoid. It should set its seal of disapproval of conquest and 
colonial empire by giving to a liberty-loving people their right to 
independence. 

The oriental powers have always looked with alarm upon the 
seizure of the Philippines by the United States, fearing that it 
might lead to other acquisitions in the Eastern Hemisphere. 
Japan naturally feels as to the Orient as we do to the Western 
Hemisphere. Independence of a small State in Central or South 
America did not give us the least concern nor create the desire 
to seize it because it was small and weak, but the attempt of a 
powerful nation to acquire any territory in the Western Hemi- 
sphere has always caused the greatest uneasiness to us. We 
were very much alarmed a short time ago when it was sus- 
pected that Japan was about to establish a naval base on 
Lower California. Is it not natural that Japan should view 
with apprehension the seizure and retention of islands so close 
to her possessions by a powerful nation? It would remove all 
suspicions if we granted the independence of the islands. Occu- 
pancy by an independent government would not be threatening 
to her. The holding of the islands, therefore, is a perpetual 
irritation to Japan, and will be the underlying cause of war if 
we have a contest at arms, with her. 

Why jeopardize the peace and quiet of our great Republic, 
when by this act of right and justice we can attach to us a 
grateful people and remove the main cause of dissatisfaction and 
jealousy upon the part of the great eastern nation? 

Some of the best military experts of our Government, believing 
it would be impossible for us to defend the Philippines against 
any nation having large armies and an efficient navy, have said 
that in case of war our best policy would be not to attempt to 
defend the islands, but to rely upon the outcome of the war to 
recover them. All seem to concede that under any circumstances 
the attack of the enemy would be made there, consequently the 
loss and destruction would occur there. What a gloomy outlook 
to the inhabitants of the islands, of death, devastation, and 
destruction to their fair land. No wonder the Philippine people 
feel they had rather take the chances as an independent nation 
of avoiding war through diplomacy of its own officers than to 
run the risk of invasion by any nation that might get into a 
conflict with us, As the complications of the Philippine Gov- 
ernment with other nations would be far less than those of the 
United States, their danger of invasion would be less. 

A great many small nations for hundreds of years, through 
diplomacy, haye maintained their independence. In fact, most 
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of those that lost their independence did so by reason of being 
drawn into the maelstrom of conflicts of great nations. 

As the Philippine people are the ones most vitally affected, 
their determination that they want independence should be 
conclusive. 

CONCLUSION. 


Mr. President, let us grant to this people the right to govern 
their own country. It is right and it is also expedient, both for 
them and for us. It will be a marked example to all the land- 
grabbing empires of the world of real altruism. It will teach the 
warring countries of Europe that civilization demands liberal 
treatment of their colonial possessions. It will impress upon the 
minds of all peoples that conquest is nothing less than criminal 
aggression, which in the end will not pay. It will remove the 
suspicion of the Republics of South and Central America that 
the United States has designs upon their territory, and will 
ereate a friendship which will produce lasting peace and pros- 
perity for the entire continent, and thereby stimulate our com- 
merce and intercourse with them. It will remove the cause 
for war upon the part of any oriental country, and produce 
harmony and cordial relations instead of distrust and enmity, 
which will increase our trade with the far eastern nations, It 
will inspire every American with pride that the ideals of liberty 
and freedom, for which our forefathers fought and died, and 
which resulted in the creation of the greatest Nation in the 
world, are still cherished by our people; that these patriots of 
old shall not have lived and died in vain. It will preserve the 
principles of our Government and thereby save us from the fate 
of imperialism, which has befallen so many Republics. It will, 
in these warlike times, make men turn from the horrors of 
strife and approve the doctrine of “peace on earth, good will 
toward men.” It will so adjust conditions that the only Chris- 
tian people of the Orient will become the leaders in the movement 
there in behalf of human rights. It will establish in the Orient, 
where human liberty is least respected, a new republic dedi- 
cated, as ours, to the rights of mankind. It will have a modi- 
fying influence upon all monarchies in behalf of a more liberal 
form of government. It will instill into the Filipinos an am- 
bition to work out their own destiny, and education and learn- 
ing will attain still greater heights. It will grapple those peo- 
ple to us with hooks of steel and make them in all future ages 
rise up and call us blessed. z 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have a very illuminating 
letter on this subject written from Manila a short time ago by 
Hon. Ricuarp W. Austin, a Member of the other House of Con- 
gress, he having visited the islands, and I ask unanimous consent 
to place it in the Recorp without reading. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Wars in the chair). The 
Senator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that the 
letter referred to by him may be placed in the Rxconp. Is there 
objection? 4 , 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. May I understand what it is? 

Mr, GALLINGER. It is a letter written from Manila a short 
time ago by Hon. RIcHAnD W. Austin, a Member of the other 
House of Congress, he having visited the Philippine Islands, 
Japan, and China. It is full of interesting matter, figures of 
imports and exports, and all that sort of thing. While from 
glancing over it I may say that there are some things in it to 
which I do not agree, yet it occurs to me that it might be a 
valuable contribution to this discussion. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does it constitute 
on the Philippine government? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not at all. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is not a criticism? 

Mr. GALLINGER, It is not a criticism. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire will be granted. 
The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

AMERICA’S DUTY IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


MANILA, P. I. 
d the vacation in vis- 


in any way an attack 


Congress not being in session, I decided to 
iting ear ons in the Pacific—the Hawaiian and Philippine 
Islands and Guam and also a journey into China and Japan. After 
Your months in the Orient, I have decided to write down some of 
observations and conclusions, hoping the same will receive care 
consideration by my fellow Americans in the States. In this period I 
have covered over 20,000 miles and spent a portion of four months in 

ulu, Manila, N. , Yokohama, Tokyo, Kyoto, 
Osaka, Kobe, Shanghai, Nanking, ankow, Wuchang, and Peking. 
Have visited many industrial plants in China and Japan, and in Pe 
had an in Republi 
Yuan Shih Kai, and also 
I am going to write first about the 1 


d later take up the 
ds, China, and Japan. I found in: 


an 
in the Phili 


ment and Europeans against the 
administration as being carried out by Gov. Harrison, under instru 
tions from Washington. Trained. 


vernmental policy of the Wilson 


„ competent, and experienced Ameril- 
cans have been summarily dismissed from a service their energy, 
ability, and unceasing devotion had made a success, and their places, 
when filled given to a few “good Democrats” from the States, but 
largely to inexperienced Filipinos. 

y of these men who ve been displaced came to the Islands 
— 7 doa | s in their hands in order to aid the immortal Dewey in 
fin g his work of redeeming the islands from Spanish misrule, 
Later on these men rendered v: nt service in defeating the insurrec- 
tion against the United States led by Aguinaldo. They hel put the 
Spaniards out of the islands, hel put down a local re on, and 
now, after having faithfully served the United States Government in 
war and in peace, es are unceremoniously kicked out, and their 
places largely given to those who were indorsed by Filipino politicians, 


some of whom held commissions in the revolutionary army. At the 
time this was done the natives were holding not less than 71 r cent 
of the government positions in the islands. I found the nish- 


American veterans, and there are several thousand in the islands with 
a number of their posts or organizations, justly indignant at this unfair 
treatment of their former comrades in arms. 3 

The present administration is the first to introduce politics in the 
selection of appointees, though two or three Democrats preceded Mr. 
Harrison in the Governor General's office. In goin over the matter 
with a prominent Democratic attorney in Manila, he expressed the 
opinion t a majority of those who had been appointed under previ- 
ous administrations were of ocratic faith, and in the selections 
made, character, fitness, and ability to do the work had been the onl 
consideration. The splendid achievements accomplished in the islan 
since the American occupation are the best proof of the wisdom of such 
a — But Gov. Harrison served 2 years in Congrese from New 
York City, and hence was es 7 7 in the Tammany school of politics, 
which teaches and practices the Jacksonian theory, to the victors 
belong the spoils,” even at the ense of main g the best, the 
most progressive government in all the Orient, and one from which 
Sarman y could learn much to the advantage of the taxpayers of New 

or’ 4 

There perhaps, another reason why the new governor should fol- 
low such a policy. He has publicly stated his indebtedness to MANUEL 

'vEzON for the position he now holds. QUEZON is one of the Commis- 
sioners from the islands to the American Congress, is very much in 
8 and naturally ous to ore as many of his partisans on 

e Government pay roll as lo le. Having served in the revolu- 
tionary army against the United States, we can imagine he is not 
shedding tears when the political guillotine decapitates former Ameri- 
can soldiers in the interest of his political supporters or former com- 
rades in the Filipino revolution. Such a Wilsonian policy may delight 
the Manila 1 but I doubt if it will ap to the sense of fair- 
ness of the erican people who have always eved in fair and honor- 
able treatment of those who have bravely and patriotically come to the 
Nation's aid in times of stress and storm. 

The Americans whose courage and fidelity contributed to the estab- 
lishment of our sovereignty in the islands, whose energy and capital have 
been freely used in developing the mining, commercial, and manufac- 
turing interests of the Philippines, and who are amongst the largest 
taxpayers have no voice in the Government, no influence with the pres- 
ent administration, are not consulted, and are, in fact, absolutely 

ored. One noticeable effect of such a policy is shown in the action 
of the commanding general in not 2 the band to play America's 
national anthem—the Star Spangled Banner—on the Luneta, or public 
pari He very S declines to give the natives opportunity to con- 

ue to show their disrespect in refusing or neglecting to ute our 


HOW PROGRESS IS HALTED. 


rogress ? 
What is delaying development and keeping prosperity out Bs sieht in 


at Pa 
gress to carry out the foolish and un 
ennings Bryan to turn the islands adrift without gaits or compass; 
to turn 8, „000 people. ults illiterate, and 
9 wild, over for the time being to the political firm of Quezon 


and relegated to the vassal class along rea 
ose all 


ers, sailors, civil officials, mer- 


wyers, physi el me editors, 
bankers, clerks, policemen, scouts and constabulary offiviais, etc, and 
upon my honor not a single one, and a you a majority of em have 


thought the natives prepared, able, or strong enough to maintain law 
2 the excellent government created 
rvision, and control. 


id withdraw. 
tion and conditions in Mexico, Haiti, and San Domin 


times over.” A native government would be powerless to control an 
one the many tribes, with or 16 different dialects, pagan; Reston, 
an 


ances between them, a million out of total of 8,000,0 stians, 
000 Christians less than 10 per 


from fo: eee; covetousness, and . 
The to overnment income is less than the cost of a single up-to- 
date battleship. ‘This means that an army and navy for defensive 


ar- 
poses would be impossible. The Manila native editors and politicians 
who shout “independence” night and — 7 are so simple Rhat they 
believe the people of the United States will tax themselves till “ King- 
dom come” to tain an army and navy in the Philippines for the 
benefit and protection of a people whose selfish politicians insist u 

severing American control and setting up for themselyes, Every intel- 
ligent erican and Euro en business in the islands—and 
I do not hesitate to include the ese merchants, who control 8160, 
000,000 of the $267,000,000 wholesale and retail trade—knows and 
realizes that so long as they have American protection their lives and 
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business Interests are absolutely safe, and in the event our flag should 
come down and another flag of the so-called Philippine Republic ap- 
pear, it would mean confusion, chaos, and, in a yery short time, ruin, 
pure and simple. 

So long as there is doubt and uncertainty as to whether the United 
States or the Manila politicians are to govern there will be stagnation 
in business—a suspension of growth and devyelopment—so long will 
capital be timid and men refuse to develop the resources of the islands, 
build factories, and continue the marvelous work so auspiciously began 
and continued during the administrations of Govs, Taft, Wright, Ide, 
Smith, Forbes, and Gilbert. 


BRYANISM IN THE PHILIPPINES. 


Ex-Secretary Bryan, three years ago at Baltimore, committed the 
Democratic Party and the present administration to the folly of turning 
the Philippine Islands adrift. In his first campaign against McKinley, 
Mr. Bryan declared the best Shing for America was “ free silver.” Had 
his advice been followed, would it have blessed or cursed our country? 
There is only one answer. The defeat of free silver and the abolition 
of slavery are two of our greatest 833 and the names of Lincoln 
and McKinley will always be remembered in connection with these two 
great deeds. 

Dr. Bryan, in his second campaign against President McKinley, had 
another prescription for the American 2 le labeled ‘‘Anti-Imperialism, 
or turn the Philippines and other island possessions loose. On that, 
as on the free-silvyer issue, he was overwhelmingly defeated, and the 
people at the ballot box decided to retain the Philippine and Hawaiian 

lands, Porto Rico, and Guam. After this decision, our Government 
went forward in spending millions in constructing fortifications— 
$12,000,000 in the bay of Manila, Army posts and barracks, transport- 
ing troops to and from the Philippines for 15 years, and in many 
ways improving the islands from a act and naval standpoint. 
Counting this cost, the $20,000,000 originally id Spain, and the 
amount necessary to capture and expel the soldiers of Spain and 
crush the incipient Filipino revolution, we have taken om the 
National Treasury—the people's money—countless millions in the 
nature of our country’s investment in the islands. 

The pending proposition—the Jones bill—the Bryan idea—is to throw 
this immense investment away—present it first to the noisy, selfish, 
and ungrateful Filipino politicians, and later to Japan, an unfriendly 
nation and a strong military and commercial rival in the Pacific. The 
latter would fully develop the islands, and the wealth shey would 
bring, with Japan's other aggrandizements in the Orient, would easily 
enable that ambitions nation to drive our commerce out of the Orient— 
the region of the world’s test future commercial and industrial 
development—the great awakening of 500,000,000 people to modern or 
western ways, methods, and civilization. 

The American people having decreed in 1900 that they would retain 
the Philippines as a part of the United States, several thousands of 
our citizens who obeyed the country’s call in going to Dewey's aid and 
later in putting down the rebellion led by Aguinaldo, decided to re- 
main in the islands, make it their home, and engage in business, which 
they had a perfect right to do, Last year there were 207 Americans in 
the wholesale business in the islands, 371 in the retail trade, and the 
amount of their annual joint sales was $17,777,330. These Americans 
had invested last year $3,695,377 in manufacturin lines. If we add 
the additional amount in new railroads, street-car lines, public utilities, 
sawmills, sugar 3 mining, and other operations, the sum 
total will run high up into the millions. 

A majority of these men have been from 10 to 15 years in creating, 
building up, and extending their business enterprises, In many cases 
all they possess is invested in their business and in their new homes, 
and along with it many of the best years of their lives. Would it be 
just, would it be honorable in the American people to abandon seven 
or eight thousand fellow Americans in the Philippines, cause them to 
lose their all, haul down their flag—the one they fought to raise over 
the islands—withdraw the Army, and turn them over to be abso- 
lutely governed by the very men they defeated in the trenches around 
Manila and at the end of that long, cruel Aeree war inaugurated 
and prosecuted by a so-called Philippine Republic which gave abundant 
evidence in its maladministration and conclusively proved, by its official 
records left behind, that it was unworthy of the name it bore and 
utterly Incapable of wisely governing either white or brown men? 

I can not believe the American people will, when the issue is brought 
home to them, commit such an unjust, unpatriotic, such a contemptible, 
cowardly act as to betray, desert, and abandon the ot og American 
men and women who have meee Pe in the Philippines, have upheld 
8 b American ideals and principles in this faraway land in the 

rient. 

Three years ago the apostle of free silver, Mr. Bryan, materially 
aided in writing the piauorm upon which President Wilson was elected, 
receiving 1,300,000 less votes than the combined Taft and Roosevelt 
vote. he Demecratic platform carried a pank favoring “an imme- 
diate declaration by Congress of our intention to give the Philippines 
independence "—or, in other words, turn them adrift—but securing 
their neutralization. Since that declaration was made, we have wit- 
nessed the destruction of Belgium by Germany, one of the nations 
which signed the treaty guaranteeing the neutrality of Belgium. The 
United States, the Filipinos, and the rest of the world have at last 
learned that neutrality ties are absolutely worthless—without force 
or effect, and devoid of protection. 

Following close upon the violation of the Belgium neutrality treaty. 
the world has witnessed the action of Japan, taking advantage of 
China's defenseless condition, demanding and by threats securing, in- 
valuable rights and privileges, which action was in violation of a joint 
treaty, signed by Japan, agreeing to aid in upholding the territorial 
integrity of her nearest neighbor, China, and its open door commercial 
policy. If China's 450,000, people and Belgium's 8,000,000 brave, 
prosperous, and highly enlightened inhabitants were powerless to have 
neutrality treaties respected and enforced, what would become of the 
poor, weak, and defenseless Filipinos, with annual government receipts 
of less than $17,000,000, and a million—or one-eighth of its popula- 
tion—made up of wild and ignorant tribesmen, many of whom, prior 
to American occupation, were head hunters and eyen now practice 
peonage, or slavery? 

Had Mr. Bryan defeated President McKiniey on the“ anti-imperial ” 
issue in 1900, the United States would have abandoned the Philippine 
Islands 15 years ago. Had the Bryan advice been followed, the world 
would not have witnessed the marvelous Lear Fe 1 5 % in the 
Islands under the inspiration aud guidance of the lendid patriotic 
men connected with the military and nonpartisan civil governments 
sent out by Presidents McKinley, Roosevelt, and Taft. 


BRIEF RECORD OF 15 YEARS OF CONSTRUCTIVE WORK IX PHILIPPINES. 


Now let's note what good fortune, great blessings, fell to the lot 
of the Filipinos in not being turned adrift 15 years ago as advocated 
by Mr. Bryan—by not severing their relations with the people of the 
United States—by remaining beneath the Stars and Stripes: 

Free speech; free press; religious liberty; law and order; protection 
of life and property. 

Increase of railroad mileage from 122 to 611 miles. 

A much-needed, safe, sound, and satisfactory currency system, the 
equal of the best in the Orient. 

The coming of numerous missionaries, with the establishment of 
new churches, schools, and free hospitals. 

An expenditure for improved health conditions, sanitation, fighting 
deadly diseases, building modern ig, “he of $9,630,000. 

The expenditures of the United States Government of more than 
S78 000; for fortifying the islands and providing barracks, Army 
posts, ete. 

Four thousand four hundred miles of well-built roads, better than 
can be found in a majority of the States, and 1,300 miles of cart roads 
and trails in the mountain districts or Provinces. 

An expenditure of $21,376,000 in the interest of education, including 
modern school and university buildings. The number of children in 
attendance showed an increase of 360,000—tuition and textbooks free. 

Sanitary improvements, sewerage, pure water supply, banishment of 
cholera, plague, and smallpox. Construction of new waterworks for 
Manila and 800 artesian wells for towns and rural districts, reduction 
of death rate, etc. b 

Dredging of harbors, buillding of breakwaters, construction of wharves. 
lighthouses, telegraph and telephone lines, and the establishment of 
coast steamship lines, hundreds of new t offices, and a modern postal 
system, under which stal receipts have grown in 15 years from 
$484,960 to $1,072,684 per annum, and, in the same time, money 
orders from $1,526,310 to $8,272,858 per year. 

Consider the amount paid out for labor and local material, higher 
and better wages than ever known in the islands—$15,000,000 on 
fortifications, military defenses; $7,000,000 for harbor improvements: 
$6,100,000 constructing good roads; $750,000 for lighthouses; millions 
on new railroads, street-car lines, government, provinctal, and munict- 
pal buildings, water and sewerage systems, schoolhouses, hotels, hos- 

itals, telegraph and telephone lines, the opening and operation of 
umber camps, sugar plantations, and gold mines, the building of manu- 
facturing plants, modern business and private houses, and finally the 
creation of the beautiful summer capitol at Baguio, located in the 
mountains of Luzon and one of the wonders resulting from the com- 
ing of progressive Americans. 

An examination of the record covering the Island's exports and im- 

rts at the time when Mr, Bryan first declared in favor of surrender- 
ng or giving them up is interesting. Then the Philippines sold to 
the world produce, etc., to the value of $14,640,162. Last year (1914) 
they sold 548.68 „634, an increase of $34,049,472. The record cover- 
ing imports—the people's purchasing A888 abroad, for the same 
periods, shows $13,116,567, as against $48,588,653, or an increase of 
$35,472,086. In 1904 we sold in cotton goods to the islands, $278,106, 
and last year (1914) the sales were $5,826,333. For 1913 and 1914, 
the last 2 years the amount was $12,911,000, and if we annually 
average last year’s sale, $5,826,333, for the next 10 years, which we 
will do and even better, if the islands are retained, our total sale of 
cotton goods for the 10-year period will reach $58,263,330, and our 
total sales to the islands covering the same period would be $253,- 
881,926. The past 16 years we have sold in the islands goods to the 
value of $145,315,503, The raat tae sold and bought abroad from all 
countries in 1899 a total of $27,756,729, while last year (1914) this 
total increased to $97,278,287, a difference of $69,521,558. f 

From the time of our taking over Porto Rico, the Hawaiian, and the 
Philippine Islands up to December 30, 1914, they have purchased from 
the American business men goods to the value of $760,773,785. In 
proportion to size and population, they are the best, the most valuable 
customers we have to-day. Is it to our interest to give them, or any 
one of them, up—surrender our trade and legislative control over them 
to some other authority or power? If the American business men, 
exporters, and manufacturers wish to retain this desirable trade, they 
should take the subject up at once with their Senators and Congress- 
men, for this question will be determined at the coming session of 
Congress In the consideration of final action upon the Jones bill. 


HAVE FILIPINOS BEEN UNFAIRLY TREATED? 


Now, as to the claim that the Philippines need independence and 
have been unfairly treated in the distribution of the offices. More 
than 71 per cent of the government positions were filled by natives 
when Goy. Harrison took charge, and since the wholesale removal of 
Americans under the present administration to make room for Fili- 
pinos the latter’s percentage of officeholding has greatly increased. 
‘he entire membership—S1—of the lower house of the assembly, or 
congress, is composed of natives, and at the present time the upper 
house is made up of five natives and four Americans, 

In addition to the native officeholders mentioned as being in the 
government service and in the assembly, there should be added the 
village, town, city, and provincial elective and appointive officers and 
10,000 members of the native scouts and constabulary. 

When the Spanish were in control there were perhaps 10 or 12 Fili- 

inos who served as justice of the ce, their highest rank in the 
Judicial office-holding line. Now all the justices of the peace are 

ilipinos on yearly salaries running from $300 to $1,800, except those 
who serve as ex officio. Three of the seven members of the supreme 
court, half of the district judges, half of the judges at large, and half 
of the land-court judges are natives. The attorney general and seven 
assistants are Filipinos. The prosecuting attorney and the city attor- 
ney of Manila are to the manner born. It is hardly necessary to state 
that the two Resident Commissioners representing the islands in Wash- 
ington are natives. 0 

n the matter of salaries, a Filipino justice of the ce in Manila 
now draws a salary of $1,800 per annum, more than the Spanish pail 
the prosecuting attorneys and judges. There are native judges now 
being paid annual salaries of $4,500, $5,000, $5,500, and $10,000, which 
is in excess of those paid for like service throughout the United States. 
There are Filipinos serving on the commission who draw $15,500 an- 
nually; the 1 of the assembly is paid $8,000; while Messrs. 

UEZON and EARNSHAW draw more money out of the United States 

sury than their colleagues in Congress, on account of the at 
amount of mileage (about $3,991.60), which, added to their individual 
salary of $7,500 each, makes a total of $11,491.60, and as travel on 
a Government transport is only a dollar a day, this would leave a net 
balance of $11,281, 
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th paawa of good 
develo t during the 


8 memory ot every man woman, and 3 
heir great works and noble deeds are not remembered, then the Fili- 
pinos are utterly hopeless. 


SHOULD UNITED STATES RETAIN ISLANDS? 


Now, let’s consider the question whether it is to the interests of the 
United States to retain the islands—whether we should keep them or 
withdraw the Army and Navy, wipe off our losses, and let the Filipinos 
sink or swim. ‘The t majority of the men in and out of Congress 
who favor surrend the ro awa do so for two reasons, namely: 
On the 2 Oy ground that “t 25 will always be a great e 
an unprofitable investment, to the United States,” and, secondly, “ they 
are now and will for all time be a menace to us.” The answer to the 
first excuse is: The islands are paying theit own way, so far as meet- 
ing the expenses of running the municipal local and general govern- 
ments is concerned. The only expense now borne by the erican 
Government is incident to the presence of our soldiers in the Islands. 
This expense can be greatly lessened, if not practically wiped out, in 
time by 5 the number of American soldiers and increasing and 
substituting additional constabulary or the native scouts, paying for 
their services out of the Philippine treasury, as is being done at this 
time with the constabulary force of 5,000 men. 

To abandon the islands for the reason that they are or may become 
a menace virtually means that Uncle Sam, who never fought an un- 
successful war, ts for the first time going to show the white feather, 
admit possessing a yellow streak, make a confession to all mankind—to 
all the world—that our noble ancestors signally failed to transmit to 
the men of this generation any of their indomitable conns, undimmed 
loyalty, unceasing bravery, unswerving determination to hold and for- 
ever defend our rightful possessions, purchased not only with millions 
of the le's money under a treaty ratification Bryan favored, but, 
above all, with the priceless lives of our heroes, many of whom sleep 
in the very soil they now tell us we must give up for lack of courage, 
for fear we have a “ menace on our hands.” God forbid! 

With or without these islands there will be a menace to the United 
States until Congress performs its patriotic 150 in 33 an Arm 
and Navy so big and strong no nation in the Orient or elsewhere will 
ever menace or attempt to do our country an injury or capture 
any of our possessions. By making it possible for Japan to succeed us 
in the Philippines, take over the 2 and expensive fortifications cost- 
ing us upward 2 hapainga and fully developing the rich possibilities 
of the Islands th countless thousands of Japanese Jaborers, will 
Japan as a nation be strengthened or weakened as our military, naval, 
and commercial rival in the Pacific? Will not the absorption of the 
Philippines, along with Korea and Formosa and the ever-increasing con- 
cessions Japan is securing in China by threats and force, result in 
her immense commercial growth and 1 15 until she will soon be 
financially able to increase her army and navy to an extent where she 
will, indeed and in fact, be more than a menace to the United States 
in the Pacific? To-day her navy is repped the equal of ours and 
her standing army of seasoned and hly trained men exceeds ours 
by 175,000, and has lately heen ordered increased. Every man in the 


nation has received mili g. 

Evidently anticipating our withdrawal from the Philippines, certain 
Japanese are now negotiating for the sph apt of extensive sugar lands 
in the islands and are quo in the Manila press as stating that they 
plan to bring over 100, or 200,000 Japs to use in the sugar industry, 


every man of whom will be a trained soldier 
OUR TRADE WITH THE ISLANDS. 


Last year American merchants and manufacturers sold goods to the 
value of. $27,204,587 to the islands, as against $127,804 in 1898, or an 
increase of $27,076,788 since we took them over. Our sales in the 
Philippines for 1914 exceeded our exports to China for the same period 
and are equal oe half of the amount we disposed of in Japan and were 

eater by $2,000,000 than the amount we ship; to all of the follow- 

ng countries in South America during 1914: Venezuela, Peru, Colom- 

bia, Uruguay, Bolivia, and Paraguay. Our trade in Chile and Peru 
combined fell a million and a half dollars behind the Philippines’ orders 
last year. Comparing our trade in the islands with some of our ex- 

rts to European markets, we have the following: Our Philippine 
— last 10 (1914) exceeded by $3,000,000 all we sold to Greece, 
Portugal witzer! Turkey in Europe, and fell short only 
$3,000,060 in equaling our exports to Russia. Of our exports to the 
islands, we sold in cotton goods in 1904, $2,827,106, and in 1913 the 
amount was $6,827,082, more than a million dollars in excess of our 
sale of cotton China, where at one time—before the Japanese 
controlled southern Manchuria and drove our trade out—we sold in 
one year cotton goods to the value of $29,814,000. 

We have the advantage of our competitors now in the Philippines, 
because Congress has enacted trade and tariff laws favorable to our 
ex rs and manufacturers; but withdraw, give up the islands, 
others make the laws or make it ble for Japan to succeed us, and 
it will not be long before our b ess in the i ds will yanish as it 
did in Manchuria. 

Our competitors sold goods to the value of $24,568,258 in the Islands 
last year. have examined the list covering these importations, and 
practically every article is manufactured in the United States, and 
with proper tariff legislation this additional business would come to 
us and double our trade in the islands—increase it from $24,020,395 
to $48,588,653 at the present time. 

If we are to care for the islands, furnish an army and navy for their 
protection, and be r msible for them, our business men should have 
the market, and not forei competitors whose countries do not share 
with us the expenditures, labors, and responsibilities in connection with 
their administration. 

Here is a partial list of articles and their values sold in the P. 
pines last year by our competitors, which American business men 
to have furnished and can in the future, if Congress will do its duty 
to our exporters, manufacturers, and employees: Cotton goods, value 
$4,129,911; coal, $1,629,490; condensed milk, $740,996; silks and 


manufactures of, $724,704 ; undershirts and drawers, $703,425 ; cemen 
$547,763 ; E Praya pa and freight cars, $217,681; locomotives and prt 
> ars 


of, $209, co and shirts, $162,638; iron bars, rods of steel, 
etc., $154 027; steel rails, $146,831; enameled u $100,202; 
i a Ruste, Sd Partie, aa a e 
80 r ; vi s 7 

toys, $44,190 ; electrical machinery, $39,301. 10 ‘en f 
no richer, more fertile, undeveloped coun e world 

than the Philippine and with the 8 of i - 


ds, ts 
cultural and mineral wealth as will follow our continued occu 
in a short time our trade would increase from 27,000,000 
200,000,000 or $300,000,000 per annum, and this would be far more 

an our present exports to all South America and the Orient com- 
bined. We annually eee ot South American and other countries 
more than $700,000, tropical fruits, goods, produce, etc., which can 
be u in the islands and sold to us in exchange for American 

s, and thus escape the present heavy balance of trade, $396,000,000 
now against us in dealing with these countries, which place the great 
bulk of their purchasing orders with our European competitors The 
live, awake Americans have developed the ultural wealth of the 
little Hawaiian Islands, about the size of the State of Connecticu 
and as a result last year the 225,000 ple of these islands purcha 
in the United States goods te the ue of romp eta These pros- 
peor. e—225, wn more automobiles than the 500, 

China and Japan. What has 

development, 
be repeated in the Philippines on a mu 
are as large as all New E: 
a population of 8,000,000. 

r. Bryan urged us to give up our insular ions, and yet the 
record proves that we found a desirable market for the surplus of our 
factories and milis last year in Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Phiii 
pines to the extent of $85,646,367. At this rate at the end of 10 
years our exports to these islands will exceed $856,468,670. With our 
great industrial growth we are turning out more 
market can consume. If we are to keep the mills go 
working people fully employed, prosperous, contented, and py, we 
must have a market for e full output of our mines, mills, and 
factories. We must look ahead. We can not turn back. We must 
hold our own and forward. Congre will be faithless to the present 
and future interest of America if it surrenders control of the Philip- 
pines—will do a cruel and serious injury to the honest and deseryi 
Americans now residing in the islands; will unde one of the greates 
works of the twentieth century, the matchless achievements of Ameri- 
can progress and civilization in the Philippines, and bring upon the 
natives of the islands unending troubles and misfortunes—a greater 
calamity could not befall them. And, finally, by such action Congress 
will yirtually proclaim, in ordering the removal of our loved flag, that 
the brave men who willingly gave up their lives to see it triumphantly 
float over the walls of Manila—over conquered Spaniard and captured 
Filipino revolutionist—have died in vain and our coun has ceased 
to remember and appreciate their great sacrifice to main her honor 
and glory and make her a great world power. 

From such enduring shame, hu tion, ingratitude, and disgrace 
om we as a people and an enlightened Nation be spared. 

f the administration in power succeeds in its attempt to haul down 
the American flag in the Philippines, an r aes people will inflict 
the same punishment upon President Wilson and his party which was 
administered to President Cleveland for Vege dient to lower the fi 
and abandon the Hawaiian Islands in 1893, History will repeat itself 

FINAL WORD TO FILIPINOS. 


Now, baying had my say to the American people, I will close this 
lengthy communication by submitting a prediction to honest, sincere, 
and thoughtful Filipinos devoted to the best interests of their country 
and having its welfare close at heart. If you guen and tamely per- 
mit the demagogues, excitable editors, and unw y politicians to 
drag your country from beneath the protecting folds of the American 
flag, you will at no distant day find yourselves compelled to acknowl- 
edge allegiance to another, offering less protection, fewer liberties, and 
exacting tribute for whatever may be given you. You will then live 
your remaining days in sackcloth and ashes, mourning over the supreme 
folly committed by those who, betraying your best interests, inflicted 
lasting misery upon your beloved land by severing her relations from 
the best Government on the face of the earth, which brought to you 
countless blessings you failed to understand or Le 

ICHARD W. AUSTIN. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK, Mr. President, as there seems to be no 
disposition to discuss the Philippine bill further to-day I ask 
that it may be temporarily laid aside, without prejudice to its 
position as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks that the bill under consideration may be temporarily laid 
aside. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 


2 


OHIO RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. CHILTON. I ask unanimous consent to take up Senate 
bill 2409, for the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River. 
Unless it is passed at this time a public work will be delayed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senatè bill 2409, the title of which will be 
stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2409) to authorize the Ohio-West 
Virginia Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Ohio River 
at the city of Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock 
and 50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Saturday, January 8, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 7, 1916. 
UNITED States CIRCUIT JUDGES 


Samuel Alschuler, of Chicago, III., to be United States circuit 
judge, seventh judicial circuit, vice Peter S. Grosscup, resigned. 
Mr. Alschuler is now serving under a recess appointment. 

Tillman D. Johnson, of Ogden, Utah, to be United States 
district judge, district of Utah, vice John A. Marshall, resigned. 
Mr. Johnson is now serving under a recess appointment. 


JUDGE or Court oF CLAIMS. 

George E. Downey, of Indiana, lately Comptroller of the 
Treasury, to be a judge of the Court of Claims, vice Charles B. 
Howry, resigned. Mr. Downey is now serving as such judge 
under a recess appointment. 

UNITED States ATTORNEYS. 


Charles R. Williams, of the Canal Zone, to be United States 
attorney, district of the Canal Zone, vice William K. Jackson, 
jr., resigned. Mr. Williams is now serving under a recess 
appointment, 

Thomas J. Spellacy, of Hartford, Conn., to be United States 
attorney, district of Connecticut, vice Frederick A. Scott, re- 
signed. Mr. Spellacy is now serving under a recess appointment. 

John L. Neeley, of Tallahassee, Fla., to be United States 
attorney, northern district of Florida, vice Philip D. Beall, 
resigned. Mr. Neeley is now serving under a recess appointment. 

Joseph W. George, of Yazoo City, Miss., to be United States 
attorney, southern district of Mississippi, vice Robert C. Lee, 
deceased. Mr. George is now serving under a recess appoint- 
ment. 

Thomas S. Allen, of Lincoln, Nebr., to be United States 
attorney, district of Nebraska, vice Francis S. Howell, term 
expired. Mr. Allen is now serving under a recess appointment. 

Stephen T. Lockwood, of Buffalo, N. Y., to be United States 
attorney, western district of New York, vice John D. Lynn, 
appointed by the court. Mr. Lockwood is now serving under a 
recess appointment. 

Stuart R. Bolin, of Columbus, Ohio, to be United States 
attorney, southern district of Ohio, vice Sherman T. McPherson, 
resigned. Mr. Bolin is now serving under a recess commission. 

Miles M. Martin, of Richmond, Va., to be United States attor- 
ney, district of Porto Rico, vice J. Henri Brown, appointed 
by the court. Mr. Martin is now serving under a recess ap- 
pointment. 

J. William Thurmond, of Edgefield, S. C., to be United States 
attorney, western district of South Carolina. Mr. Thurmond 
is now serving under a recess appointment. 

H. A. Sawyer, of Hartford, Wis., to be United States attorney, 
eastern district of Wisconsin, vice Guy D. Goff, term expired. 
Mr. Sawyer is now serving under a recess appointment. 


Unrrep STATES MARSHALS. 


William A. Shelton, of Windsor, Mo., to be United States 
marshal, western district of Missouri, vice Henry C. Miller, 
appointed by the court. Mr. Shelton is now serving under a 
recess appointment. 

Joseph L. Asbridge, of Roundup, Mont., to be United States 
marshal, district of Montana, vice William Lindsay, term ex- 
pired. Mr. Asbridge is now serving under a recess appointment. 

Thomas J. Flynn, of Omaha, Nebr., to be United States 
marshal, district of Nebraska, vice William P. Warner, term 
expired. Mr. Flynn is now serving under a recess appointment. 

Clayton L. Wheeler, of Hancock, N. Y., to be United States 
marshal, northern district of New York, vice Daniel F. Breiten- 
stein, resigned. Mr. Wheeler is now serving under a recess 
appointment. 

John D. Lynn, of Rochester, N. Y., to be United States marshal, 
western district of New York, vice Henry L. Fassett, resigned. 
Mr. Lynn is now serving under a recess appointment. 

Charles J. Lyon, of Abbeville, S. C., to be United States mar- 
shal, western district of South Carolina. Mr. Lyon is now sery- 
ing under a recess appointment, 

Samuel W. Randolph, of Manitowoc, Wis., to be United States 
marshal, eastern district of Wisconsin, vice Harry A. Weil, term 


expired. 
ment. 


Mr. Randolph is now serving under a recess appoint- 


REGISTER or LAND OFFICE. 


Myron W. Hutchinson, of Havre, Mont., to be register of the 
land office at Havre, Mont. Reappointment. 


RECEIVER oF PUBLIC Moneys. 


Frank M. Broome, of Alliance, Nebr., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Valentine, Nebr., vice Elof Olson, term expired. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 


CAVALRY ARM. 


Capt. Walter C. Short, Fourth Cavalry, to be 9 88 85 from 
December 24, 1915, vice Maj. Louis C. Scherer, Eighth Cavalry, 
detailed in the Quartermaster Corps. 

INFANTRY ARM. 

First. Lieut. William B. Wallace, Infantry, unassigned, to be 
captain, from January 2, 1916, vice Capt. William F. Nesbitt, 
Fourth Infantry, who died January 1, 1916. 

Second Lieut. Frederick C. Phelps, Twelfth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant, from January 3, 1916, vice First Lieut. John C. 
Waterman, Seventh Infantry, detached from his proper com- 
mand. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 


MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 
To be first lieutenants, with rank from January 5, 1916. 


Ira Ross Clark, of Missouri. 

Andrew Roy MacAusland, of Massachusetts. 
George Millar Sabin, of Vermont. 

Floyd William Hunter, of Pennsylvania. 
William Henry Mansperger, of New York. 
Howard Henry Dignan, of Californian. 
Frederick Walter Kroll, of California. 
Herbert Budington Wilcox, of New York. 
Winfred Morgan Hartshorn, of New York. 
Edward Martin Colie, jr., of New York. 
James Lawrence Evans, of New Jersey. 
Percy Herbert Williams, of New York. 
Herbert Charles Clark. of Indiana. 

Robert Holmes Greene, of New York. 

John Roscoe Elliott, of Delaware, 

Carlton Lakey Vanderboget, of Washington. 
William Gray Phillips, jr., of New York. 
Harry Kalman Loew, of Texas. 

Augustus Riley, of Massachusetts. 

George Milten Linthicum, of Maryland. 
Dennis Frank Reeder, of the Canal Zone, 
Jerome Kingsbury, of New York. 

Harry Pepper, of Michigan. 

Claren Emmett Pfeifer, of Ohio. 

Peter Lyons Harvie, of New York. 
Francis James Grandfield, of Michigan. 
Henry Paul Brown, jr., of Pennsylvania, 
Alfred M. Hellman, of New York. 

Harold Montgomery Craig, of Alaska. 
Frank Lappin Horsfall, of Washington. 
Samuel William Spencer Toms, of New York. 
Calvin Hooker Goddard, of Marytand. 
Max Washington Myer, of Missouri. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE Navy. 


Lieut. Julius C. Townsend to be a lieutenant commander in 
the Navy from the 26th day of November, 1915. 

Midshipman Robert M. Fortson to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 5th day of June, 1915. 

First Lieut. Samuel W. Bogan to be a captain in the Marine 
Corps from the 17th day of December, 1915. 

The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters in the 
Navy from the dates set opposite their names: 

Francis J. Wilson, November 15, 1915. 

Herbert Duthie, November 15, 1915. 

Herbert Van C. Wetmore, November 15, 1915. 

James G. McPherson, November 15, 1915, 

Stephen L. Lovett, November 15, 1915. 

Albert G. Merrill, November 15, 1915. 

William R. Thomas, November 15, 1915. 

POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 

John D. Ainsworth to be postmaster at Wesson, Ark. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Alfred Watts to be postmaster at Yellville, Ark. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 
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CALIFORNIA. 


Charles W. Brown to be postmaster at Calipatria, Cal. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Lee Darneal to be postmaster at Los Gatos, Cal., in place of 
W. 5 Campbell. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 
1916. 

E. M. Drury to be postmaster at Fowler, Cal., in place of E. W. 
Wilson, resigned. 3 

Charles E. Kerr to be postmaster at Korbel, Cal. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

John J. MeGrath to be postmaster at San Mateo, Cal., in 
place of Thomas E. Byrnes. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 20, 1915, 

Edgar J. Murphy to be postmaster at Redondo Beach, Cal., 
in place of Arthur B. Steel. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 25, 1916. 

Joseph H. Ramsdale to be postmaster at Coachella, Cal. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

John W. Stemmle to be postmaster at Crockett, Cal., in place 
of Thomas Edwards. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 14, 1915. 

COLORADO. 


Agnes H. Alford to be postmaster at Castle Rock, Colo., in 
place of Ellen E. Potter. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 24, 1916. 

Thomas J. Chancellor to be postmaster at Brighton, Colo.. in 
place of R. W. Campbell. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 16, 1916. 

Duncan Lamont to be postmaster at Colorado City, Colo., in 
place of John F. Morgan. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 16, 1916. 

Walter E. Rogers to be postmaster at Berthoud, Colo., in 
place of John G. Shull, Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 11, 1916. 

Rhoda J. Yersin to be postmaster at Burlington, Colo.. in 
place of Charles Creglow. Incumbent’s commission expired 
Deceinber 20, 1915.. 

FLORIDA, 


William F. Albury to be postmaster at Cocoanut Grove, Fla. 
in place of William D. Sanford, resigned. 

Charles F. Hopkins to be postmaster at St. Augustine, Fla., in 
place of George A. Alba, removed. 

Albert E. Lounds to be postmaster at Crescent City, Fla., in 
place of E. D. Lounds. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
24, 1916. 

Thomas McLeod to be postmaster at Newberry, Fla., in place 
of Arthur C. Reid. Incumpent's commission expires January 
15, 1916. 2 

Joshua S. Register to be postmaster at Tarpon Springs, Fla., 
in place of John C. Beekman. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 22, 1916. 

David S. Simpson to be postinaster at Mount Dora, lla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


GEORGIA. 


George L. Bonds to be postmaster at Chickamauga, Ga. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

J. L. Brooks to be postinaster at Austell, Ga., in place of 
©. A. E. Strickland. Incumbent's commission expired December 
18, 1915. 

George D. Rucker to be postmaster at Alpharetta, Ga. Office 
became presidential July 1, 1915. 

Anna C. Williams to be postmaster at Lumpkin, Ga., in place 
of Annie Ard, deceased. 

ILLINOIS. 

Jacob R. Alleman to be postmaster at Libertyville, Ill., in 
place of Ross M. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 11, 1916. 

Robert L. Downing to be postmaster at Joy, III. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 

James E. Heflin to be postmaster at Versailles, Ill. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Herman J. Hemann to be postmaster at New Baden, III. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Frank Johnston to be postmaster at Charleston, III., in place 
of Fred More. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 
1915. 

INDIANA, 

Herbert P. Carpenter to be postmaster at Elwood, Ind., in 
place of E. E. Fornshell. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 16, 1916. 

John L. Fraley to be postmaster at Anderson, Ind., in place 
of Henry P. Hardie. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1916. 


Frank D. Haimbaugh to be postmaster at Muncie, Ind., in 
place of R. L. Williamson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 16, 1916. 

Joseph T. Kistler to be postmaster at Royal Center, Ind., in 
place of William D. Lutes. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 16, 1916. 

Guy Longest to be postmaster at English, Ind. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 

Otto A. Minear to be postmaster at Claypool, Ind. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

John T. Scott to be postmaster at Valparaiso, Ind., in place of 
M. J. Stinchfield. Incumbent’s commission expired December 12, 
1915. 

James P. Simons to be postmaster at Monticello, Ind., in place 
of W. F. Bunnell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1916. 

IOWA, 


K. F. Baldridge to be postmaster at Bloomfield, Iowa, in place 
of Perry T. Grimes. Incumbent's commission expires January 
30, 1916. 

Edward M. Bratton to be postmaster at Shellsburg, Iowa. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

E. F. Breen to be postmaster at Farley, Iowa, in place of John 
B. Cook, resigned. 

Joseph G. Geister to be postmaster at Primghar, Iowa, in place 
of W. W. Artherholt. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
20. 1916. 

J. J. MeMahon to be postmaster at Toledo, Iowa, in place of 
F. C. McClaskey. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1916. 

Dorothy Parden to be postmaster at George, Iowa, in place of 
William Horsfall. Incumbents commission expired December 
20, 1915. 

George Ritz to be postmaster at Rockwell City, Iowa, in place 
of A. L. Riseley. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 
1916. 

S. I. Rutledge to be postmaster at Iowa Falls, Iowa, in place 
of Peter McCallum, resigned, 

N. E. Sheridan to be postmaster at Bancroft, Iowa, in place 
of Jacquez A. Frech. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 24. 1916. 

Ira A. Squier to be postmaster at Sutherland, Iowa, in place 
of ©. W. Briggs. Incumbent's commission expires January 8, 
1916. 

Albert I’, Steffen to be postmaster at Hull, Iowa, in place of 
Herman Ver Steeg. Incumbent's commission expired Novem- 
ber 20, 1915. 

Peter Wohlenberg to be postmaster at Everly, Iowa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


KANSAS, 


I. J. Hart to be postmaster at Pleasanton, Kans., in place of 
J. F. Smith. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 
1915. 

Alma Helvering to be postmaster at Beattie, Kans. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

T. J. Masterson to be postmaster at Elkhart, Kans. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

G. A. Pierce to be postmaster at St. Paul, Kans., in place of 
Ernest Hoefle. Incumbent's commission expires January 18, 
1916. 

John W. Sheridan to be postmaster at Paola, Kans., in place 
of G. L. Robinson. Incumbent's commission expires January 
29, 1916. 

William M. Stehley to be postmaster at Woodston, Kans. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

T. A. Stevens to be postmaster at Caney, Kans., in place of 
A. L. Utterback. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 
1916. 

Charles E. Van Vleck to be -postmaster at Rossville, Kans, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

KENTUCKY. : 

Arthur L. Hall to be postmaster at Dixon, Ky., in place of 
J. C. Jenkins. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1916. 

Mattye L. Harris to be postmaster at Auburn, Ky. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

Cyrus M. Preston to be postmaster at Ashland, Ky., in place 
of E. F. Poage. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 
1916. 

LOUISIANA. 

Stacy Elizabeth Ober to be postmaster at Ferriday, La., in 
place of S. E. Ober. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
22, 1916. 
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MAINE. 


Bion B. Anderson to be postmaster at Dover, Me., in place of 
A. A. Dinsmore. Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 
1916. 

Rena M. Bates to be postmaster at Strong, Me. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


John Adams to be postmaster at Provincetown, Mass., in place 
of Joseph A. West, deceased. 


MICHIGAN. 


George Baskin to be postmaster at Ubly, Mich., in place of 
38 Morris. Incumbent's commission expires January 16, 

16. 

Charles M. Brown to be postmaster at Ithaca, Mich., in place 
of J. N. McCall. Incumbent’s commission expires February 20, 
1916. 

Clio S. Case to be postmaster at Brighton, Mich., in place of 
F. M. Blatchford. Incumbent's commission expires January 18, 
1916. 

John W. Currigan to be postmaster at Lyons, Mich., in place 
of Leonard E. Morse, resigned. 

William L. Ferry to be postmaster at Eau Claire, Mich., in 


place of T. B. Wynn. Incumbent’s commission expires January 


11, 1916. 

Thomas T. Fralick to be postmaster at Copemish, Mich. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Murray J. Hoppock to be postmaster at Frankfort, Mich., in 
on of H. A. Lewis. Incumbent's commission expires January 

1916. 

Gustay H. Knaak to be postmaster at St. Joseph, Mich., i 
place of J. W. Needham. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 19, 1916. 

Alva McCarty to be postmaster at Oxford, Mich., in place of 
A. B. Glaspie. Incumbent’s commission expires January 25, 
1916. 

Thomas Maveety to be postmaster at Olivet, Mich., in place of 
F. N. Green. Incumbents commission expires February 1, 1916. 

Frederick H. Miller to be postmaster at Remus, Mich, in 
place of S. L. Willits. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 1, 1916. 

Paul D. Palmer to be postmaster at Sunfield, Mich. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Emmett Pullman to be postmaster at Tustin, Mich., in place 
of Elmer Pryce. Incumbent’s commission expires February 1, 
1916. 

D. D. Ranney to be postmaster at Leslie, Mich., in place of 
George L. Belcher, removed. 

Nathan C. Thomas to be postmaster at Caledonia, Mich. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Alle Toppen to be postmaster at Holland, Mich., in place of 
G. Van Schelyen. Incumbent's commission expires. February 1, 
1916. 

J. S. Walling to be postmaster at Coopersville, Mich., in place 
of W. P. Stiles. Incumbent's commission expires February 1, 
1916. 

MINNESOTA. 


C. M. Anderson to be postmaster at Baudette, Minn., in place of 
O. S. Dahlquist. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 
1916. 

Henry J. Bock to be postmaster at Delano, Minn., in place of 
C. J. Buckley. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1916. 

Frank M. Clark to be postmaster at Wells, Minn., in place of 
Justin E. Stiles. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 
1916. 

W. C. Galbraith to be postmaster at Balaton, Minn., in place 
of J. H. Carlaw. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 
1916. 
` John Kasper to be postmaster at Faribault, Minn., in place of 
William Kaiser. Incumbent's commission expired December 21, 
1915. 

M. W. A. Murray to be postmaster at Parkers Prairie, Minn., 
in place of J. A. Hawkinson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 24, 1916. 

J. H. Pelham to be postmaster at Menahga, Minn., in place of 
Matthew Ristinen. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 
1916. 

John A. Timpane to be postmaster at Waterville, Minn., in 
place of — W. Gish. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 11, 1916. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


James H. Crawford to be postmaster at Tylertown, Miss., in 
place of John L. Carr, Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 


| ber 13, 1914. 


Hugh M. Drane to be postmaster at McCool, Miss. Office 


became presidential January 1, 1916. 


R. B. Waldrop to be postmaster at Houston, Miss., in place of 
Beatrice Williams. Incumbent's commission expires January 15, 
1916. 

MISSOURI. 


Zachariah T. Casebolt to be postmaster at Miami, Mo. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

William B. Ellis to be postmaster at Elsberry, Mo., in place 
of William A. Ulery. Incumbent's commission expires January 
15, 1916. 

Bristol French to be postmaster at Piedmont, Mo., in place of 
Isaac N. Barnett. Incumbent's commission expires January 15. 
1916. 

Almae C. Hall to be postmaster at Blue Springs, Mo. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

James E. Harris to be postmaster at Conway, Mo. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

L. R. MeNatt to be postmaster at Purdy, Mo., in place of E. 
P. Ambrose. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 1916. 

Earnest M. Moore to be postmaster at Corder, Mo. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

William T. Murphy to be postmaster at Parma, Mo. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

William L. Peoples to be postmaster at Shelbyville, Mo., in 
place of Richard Collier. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 27, 1916. 

MONTANA. 


John F. Butler to be postmaster at Glendive, Mont., in place 
of John C. Sorenson. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 18, 1915. 

John G. Eppers to be postmaster at Denton, Mont. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1915. 

Frank K. Hollenbeck to be postmaster at Forsyth, Mont., in 
place of L. W. Katzenstein. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 18, 1915. 

John W. Lister to be postmaster at Missoula, Mont., in place 
me Andrew Logan. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 
1916. 


NEBRASKA, 


Melvin A. Brinegar to be postmaster at Alexandria, Nebr. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

Jerome W. Connelly to be postmaster at Lindsay, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

James M. Crews to be postmaster at Culbertson, Nebr., in place 
5 ret Kleven. Incumbent's commission expired December 

1915. 

Cora Congrove to be postmaster at Cairo, Nebr. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 

Harry A. Crosby to be postmaster at Beemer, Nebr. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Harry C. Furse to be postmaster at Alma, Nebr., in place of 


Albert H. Gould. Incumbent’s commission expires January 16, 


1916. 

Hazel James to be postmaster at Carroll, Nebr. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 

C. P. Lundgren to be postmaster at Wausa, Nebr., in place of 
P A. Anderson. Incumbent's commission expired December 20, 

15. 

P. J. Melia to be postmaster at Gretna, Nebr., in place of 
5 55 M. Fox. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 

16. 

John Moran to be postmaster at Callaway, Nebr., in place of 
Joshua H. Evans. Incumbent's commission expires January 15, 
1916. 

William S. Morgan to be postmaster at Atkinson, Nebr., in 
piaco of Dell Akin. Incumbent's commission expires January 
18, 1916. 

Thomas O. Norman to be postmaster at Oxford, Nebr., in 
place of E. P. Reichardt. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
eember 20, 1915. 

E. C. Ratcliff to be postmaster at Stratton, Nebr., in place of 
—5 n Incumbent's commission expired December 

William C. Rosecrans to be postmaster at Ashland, Nebr., in 
place of James H. Oliver. Incumbents commission expires 
January 15, 1916. 
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A. H. Shepard to be postmaster at Ansley, Nebr., in place of 
E. P. Gaines. Incumbent's commission expires January 15, 1916. 

Ambrose E. Sherwood to be postmaster at Haigler, Nebr. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

John Wilson to be postmaster at Franklin, Nebr., in place of 
Clayton Kellam. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
20, 1915. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


Philip W. Sherburne to be postmaster at Pittsfield, N. H., in 
place of Ferdinand French, removed. 

John A. Willey to be postmaster at Sanbornville, N. H., in 
pece o E. A. Himes. Incumbent's commission expires January 
11, 1916. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Willard N. Apgar to be postmaster at Dunellen, N. J., in place 
of II. S. Garretson. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
24, 1916. 

S. Dana Ely to be postmaster at Rutherford, N. J., in place of 
F. M. Buckles. Incumbent’s commission expired August 19, 1915. 

Mary A. Hyde to be postmaster at Franklin, N. J., in place of 
George L. Shaw, resigned. 

Charles E. Paxton to be postmaster at Jamesburg, N. J., in 
place of J. B. Pownall. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 12, 1915. 

Thomas Quinn to be postmaster at Chrome, N. J., in place of 
J. H. Nevill. Incumbent’s commission expired February 16, 
1915. 

Harvey H. Van Derveer to be postmaster at Englishtown, 
N. J., in place of G. D. Vandenbergh. Incumbent’s commission 
expires January 18, 1916. 

Richard F. White to be postmaster at Perth Amboy, N. J., in 
place of W. H. Pfeiffer. Incumbent's commission expired July 
17, 1915. 

Alexander A. Yard to be postmaster at Farmingdale, N. J., 
in place of A. A. Yard. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 11, 1916. 

NEW YORK. 

John J. Breen to be postmaster at Mineola, N. X., in place of 
William McCarthy. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
29, 1916. 

Joseph Thiel to be postmaster at North Collins, N. Y., in place 
of F, E. Gaylord. Incumbent’s commission expires January 11, 
1916. 

William H. Weise to be postmaster at Valley Stream, N. Y., 
in place of F. W. Muller. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 29, 1916. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

L. Estelle Jones to be postmaster at Bethel, N. C. Office be- 

came presidential January 1, 1916.. 

W. C. Gillespie to be postmaster at Burnsville, N. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

John W. McCain to be postmaster at Waxhaw, N. C. Office 
becume presidential January 1, 1916. 

A. S. iggy to be postmaster at Southern Pines, N. C., in 
place of J. N. Powell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
24, 1916. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Lillian B. Totten to be postmaster at Bowman, N. Dak., in 

place of Myrtie Nelson, resigned. : 
OHIO. 

Peter J. Blank to be postmaster at Canal Fulton, Ohio, in 
place of W. E. Moulton. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 


Lee R. Carman to be postmaster at Belmont, Ohio. Office be- |. 


came presidential January 1, 1916. 

Michael J. Callaghan to be postmaster at Bellevue, Ohio, in 
place of F. O. Bates. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
15, 1916. 

Ross S. De Muth to be postmaster at Rossford, Ohio, in place 
of W. R. Tuller. Incumbent’s commission expires January 15, 
1916. 

Emmet H. Dixon to be postmaster at Byesville, Ohio, in place 
of Elmer E. Green, resigned. 

Hugh Gormley to be postmaster at Glouster, Ohio, in place 
of J. W. Bryson. Incumbent’s commission expires February 1, 
1916. 

à William Hosick to be postmaster at Mineral City, Ohio, in 
place. of A. L. Moffitt. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

M. E. Miskall to be postmaster ‘at East Liverpool, Ohio, in 
place of R. C. Heddleston. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 1, 1916. 
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Perry E. Montgomery to be postmaster at Greenspring, Ohio, 
in place of J. B. Maule. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 1, 1916. 

Frederick B. Mowery. to be postmaster at Kingston, Ohio, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Daniel W. Rumbaugh to be postmaster at Chicago Junction, 
Ohio, in place of Otis Sykes. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 18, 1916. 

George Russ to be postmaster at Sciotoville, Ohio. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


OKLAHOMA, 


William M. Huntley to be postmaster at Rush Springs, Okla., 
in place of Henry W. Kinnard, deceased. 

Marian L. Robinson to be postmaster at Depew, Okla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


OREGON. 


Joe Mason to be postmaster at Ione, Oreg. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Martha E. Nichols to be postmaster at York (late Yorkville), 
S. C., in place of Martha E. Nichols, to change name of office. 

Marie C. Harley to be postmaster at Williston, S. C. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


TENNESSEE. 


Dossie O. Thompson to be postmaster at McEwen, Tenn. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 


TEXAS. 


Hugh M. Bryan to be postmaster at Burton, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

Leslie B. Duffel to be postmaster at Estelline, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

Mary M. Ferrel to be postmaster at Roby, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

William L. Hayley to be postmaster at Bronte, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Henry H. Luckett to be postmaster at Toyah, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Fountain M. McGee to be postmaster at Ochiltree, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

James H. Richey to be postmaster at Hedley, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Wilson B. Russell to be postmaster at Liberty Hill, Tex. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Henry C. Williams to be postmaster at Newcastle, Tex. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


VERMONT. 


John H. Donnelly to be postmaster at Vergennes, Vt., in 
place of Thomas Mack. Ineumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 8, 1916. 

Asa C. Oakes to be postmaster at Stowe, Vt., in place of 
Albert H. Cheney. Incumbent's commission expires January 
11, 1916. 

John L. Welsh to be postmaster at Proctor, Vt., in place of 
Charles E. Holden. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1915. 

VIRGINIA. : 

Charles N. Graves to be postmaster at Stanley, Va. Office 

became presidential January 1, 1916. 


WASHINGTON, 


Edward W. Ferris to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, Wash., 
in place of Edson S. Phipps. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 20, 1915. 

A. Herbert Graves to be postmaster at Asotin, Wash., in 
place of William R. Day. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 14, 1915. 

E. B. Johnson to be postmaster at Granger, Wash., in place 
of Mary A. Ide. Incumbents commission expired August 1, 
1915. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

M. J. Meadows to be postmaster at Beckley, W. Va., in place 
of Thaddeus K. Scott. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
15, 1916. 


; “WISCONSIN. 

A. E. Gerlach to be postmaster at Fountain City, Wis., in 
place of J. A. Oenning. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 16, 1916, i 


1916. 


J. E. Hennig to be postmaster at Princeton, Wis., in place of 
Oscar C. Olman. Incumbent’s commission expires February 21, 
1916. 

Carrie Kautsky to be postmaster at Colby, Wis., in place of 
H. J. Blanchard. Incumbent's commission expires January 16, 
1916. 

Herman Kronschnabl to be postmaster at Dorchester, Wis., 
in place of Louis E. Homsted. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 22, 1916. 

John H. Levis to be postmaster at Black River Falls, Wis., in 
place of Samuel Lund. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 15, 1916. 

F. A. Lonsdorf to be postmaster at Athens, Wis., in place of 
Henry Kreutzer. Incumbent's commission expires January 16, 
1916. 

Joseph Marx to be postmaster at Hilbert, Wis., in place of 
John A. Kropp, deceased. 

Otto J. Melcher to be postmaster at Wantoma, Wis., in place of 
W. H. Berray. Incumbent's commission expires February 6, 
1916. 

Andrew J. Osborne to be postmaster at Barron, Wis., in place 
of K. E. Thompson. Incumbent's commission expires Febru- 
ary 1, 1916. 

Henry Pattison to be postmaster at Durand, Wis., in place 
of John F. Gillmore., Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1916. 

Alfred W. Puchner to be postmaster at Edgar, Wis., in place 
of Albert C. Wagner. Incumbent's commission expires January 
16. 1916. 

F. C. Schliesman to be postmaster at Cambria, Wis., in place 
of John R. Davies. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
16, 1916. 

W. D. Schultz to be postmaster at Stanley, Wis., in place of 
W. H. Bridgman. Incumbent's commission expires January 
16, 1916. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 7, 1916. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER. 


John Brooke Evans to be assistant treasurer at Philadelphia, 
Pa. f 
CONSULS. 


CLASS 6. 


Claude I. Dawson to be a consul of class 6. 
J. Paul Jameson to be a consul of class 6. 


CLASS 8. 
William L. Jenkins to be a consul of class 8. 
CLASS 9. 
Henry T. Wilcox to be a consul of class 9. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ALASKA, 


Martin Conway, Skagway. 
DELAWARE. ` 


William Carter, Edgemoor, 
SOUTIL DAKOTA, 


John W. Martin, Watertown, 
Lydia Oldewurtel, Freeman. 
George A. Poe, Hitchcock. 
H. K. Sanborn, Hurley. 
James S. Slaughter, Herrick. 
John A. Stromme, Garretson. 


TEN NESSEE, 


Luther A. Cross, Oliver Springs. 
H. H. Gouchenour, Greeneville. 
Thomas M. Huddleston, Centerville. 
C. M. Reed, Athens, 

TEXAS. 
H. L. Piner, Denison. 

WYOMING. 

Mary Isabelie Crilly, Hanna. 
Signa E. Gilkey, Buffalo. 
James L. Masters, Torrington. 
C. E. Russell, Moorcroft. 
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The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Infinite Spirit, our heavenly Father, we pray for a public 
sentiment which shall place a higher value on intellectual, 
moral, and spiritual attainments than upon material gains, 
These are valuable, but we realize that if our Republic lives it 
must grow; for wheneyer a thing ceases to grow, it begins to 
die; its life therefore depends on character, individual and col- 
lective. Material values fluctuate, but character built upon 
intellectual, moral, and spiritual life lives and grows. Inspire 
us as a people to seek these higher values which reflect Thy 
glory in the individual and in the Nation. In the spirit of the 
Master. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

THE TREATMENT OF TUBERCULOSIS. 


Mr. KENT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the Recorp concerning a bill which I introduced 
yesterday, looking toward the standardization of the treatment 
of tuberculosis, and toward the elimination of the great evil 
of the assisted migration of indigent tubercular patients. 

The SPEAKER. Tue gentleman from California [Mr. Kent} 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp 
on a bill that he has introduced, providing for the standardiza- 
tion of the treatment of tuberculosis, and to devise some means 
of prohibiting or lessening the assisted immigration of tubercu- 
lar sufferers into this country. Is there objection? i 

There was no objection. 


COPYRIGHTS. 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
change the reference of the bill H. R. 588 from the Committee 
on Printing to the Committee on Patents. It is a -proposed 
amendment to the copyright law. Owing to a defective title on 
the bill, I think the Speaker very properly referred it to the 
Printing Committee in the absence of any explanation. I ask 
for the change of reference. 

‘The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 


Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Recorp by including therein some 
resolutions adopted by our State legislature. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by introduc- 
ing a. set of resolutions. passed by the Legislature of Georgia. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Battery, on account of illness. 

THE NATIONAL DEFENSE. 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order of the House the 
time has arrived when the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] is entitled to address the House for one hour. [Ap- 
plause.] 

THE EMBARGO ON MUNITIONS OF WAR. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, on August 12, 1915, Secretary 
Lansing communicated to the Austrian Government his reasons 
for upholding the legality, morality, and wisdom of permitting 
American citizens to export munitions of war to the European 
belligerents. No statement of the case could be more convincing 
or more complete. I advise everyone to read Secretary Lans- 
ing’s letter. It is not long, and copies can readily be had. So 
admirable is the Secretary's argument that only after very real 
hesitation have I decided to say something in amplification of 
his conciseness. 

OUR DECLARATION TO AUSTRIA, 

If public opinion were in its ordinary rational state, this 
House would sooner vote to forbid the sale of strait-jackets to 
confine madmen than vote to forbid the sale of war munitions 
to the allies. When, however, a nation is in such a frame of 
mind that it makes Harry Thaw a natienal hero and fills the 
front pages of its newspapers with the sailings of a bedlam boat, 
when, moreover, the times are such that we see strong-minded 
women and weak-minded men vieing with each other in greeting 
burglars with bouquets and decorating murderers with mistle- 
toe, then we need not be surprised to find that there are serious 
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adherents to the doctrine that the best way to end the European 
war is to follow Bulgaria’s example and stab the allies in the 
back. Let me read you a few lines from Secretary Lansing’s 
letter, of which I have just spoken: 


The principles of international law, the practice of nations, the 
national safety of the United States and other nations without great 
military and naval establishments, the prevention of increased armies 
and navies, the adoption of peaceful methods for the adjustment of 
international differences, and, finally, neutrality itself are opposed to 
the prohibition by a neutral nation of the exportation of arms, ammuni- 
tion, og — munitions of war to belligerent powers during the prog- 
ress o e war. 


THE HOLY ALLIANCE. 


That is a good, stout statement taken from this Government’s 
reply to Austria on August 12, five months ago. Has anything 
happened to change the situation in 150 days? Yes, indeed. 
Congress has assembled and three groups of men are demanding 
the enactment of a law to stop the export of war material—a 
law prescribing an embargo, as it is called. The German- 
American demands the embargo out of love for the fatherland, 
the cotton king joins in the chorus out of love for Mammon, 
and the pacifist adds his hallelujah out of love for God. Upon 
my word, I think the German-American is the best man of 
them all. His motives may be hyphenitic, but they are not 
neurotic. His performances may skirt on treason, but they are 
not shabby. Frankly he demands that we shall balance by 
legislation an inequality achieved by Great Britain's triumph 
over Germany at sea. His reasoning is simple, and from his 
point of view it is sound. “Ammunition,” says he, “ helps the 
allies; so, by hook or by crook, by laws or by strikes, by gold or 
by dynamite, by torpedo or by mine, let us do what we can to 
keep ammunition from reaching our enemies.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What is the gentleman's warrant for the 
charge that he has just made against the German-Americans, 
that by dynamite or gold they are in favor of preventing the 
shipment of munitions of war to the allies? 

Mr. GARDNER. In all the newspapers of the greatest 
metropolis in this country you find the substantiation of that 
statement. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. You can 
not find any substantiation anywhere for the statement that 
German-American naturalized citizens haye engaged in any 
such actions as those you charge. 

Mr. GARDNER. But our pacifist friend. See where his doc- 
trine is carrying him. His hatred of militarism would halt the 
very arms which are striving to destroy militarism. If he had 
his way he would paralyze the only force in the universe which 
stands between him and the tender mercies of armed autocracy. 

“Peace,” cries the pacifist. “Peace at any price; peace at 
the German price! Arbitration! Compromise! Anything for 
peace !” 

“Tet us arbitrate,” said King John of England at Runny- 
mede. “Not so,” said the barons, “we will fight it out.” So 
King John was forced to yield, the Magna Charta was signed, 
and the liberties of Englishmen were gained. “Let us have 
peace; we will grant you all you ask except independence,” said 
the British Parliament on March 2, 1778. “Not so,” said the 
American patriots, “ we will fight it out.“ So we fought it out, 
and Great Britain was forced to yield and the liberties of 
Americans were gained. “This Civil War is a failure,” said a 
great American political party in 1864, “let us compromise our 
dispute with the Confederacy without settling the question of 
slavery.” Not so,” said the Union, we will fight it out.“ So 
we fought it out, and who is there to-day, North or South, Bast 
or West, who says that we did wrong? 

MR. BRYAN AND KING COTTON. 

Last June Mr. Bryan told us that it was unpatriotic for Amer- 
icans, be they millionaire travelers or be they penniless hostlers 
or stokers, to claim their right of travel on belligerent ships. 
Such a course, in his opinion, endangered our International re- 
lations and should therefore be abandoned. Has anyone heard 
Mr. Bryan repeat that doctrine for the benefit of the great cot- 
ton planters? Has anyone heard Mr. Bryan tell the distin- 
guished advocates of an embargo that their threat to enact 
legislation which our Government itself has recently declared 
to be unneutral is certain to endanger our relations with Great 
Britain, and France, and Russia, and Italy, and Japan? Has 
anyone heard Mr. Bryan chide King Cotton or his courtiers for 
their lack of patriotism? Has anyone seen our recent Secretary 
of State stretch out a single finger to check this scheme for 
garroting sore-beset Democracy? Perhaps Mr. Bryan’s heart 
throbs for poor King Cotton. Mine, I confess, remains calm. 
There is at least a silver lining to my cloud. In case these cot- 
ton gentlemen are obliged to dispose of their product without 
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securing the extravagant prices which a devious traffic with 
Germany would assuredly bring them, we can comfort ourselves 
with the reflection that the useful cotton handkerchief can still 
be purchased at the moderate figure of three for a quarter. 
Perchance the American mother, the subject of so much 
oratory, may even rejoice that the allies permit none of our 
cotton to be filtered into Germany or Austria. Perchance she 
feels safer so long as there is no danger lest her darling boy on 
some future Lusitania or Ancona may be blown up by a torpedo 
manufactured with cotton grown on his native soil. 
THE PLEA OF THE CENTRAL POWERS. 


ee 7 of The Hague Convention, No. V, of 1907, reads like 
8: 


A neutral 


ower is not called upon to 
Sct a be po prevent the export or trans- 


£ of one or other of the belligerents, of arms, munition 
2 or, in general, of anything which — ne et use 88 an army. — 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Certainly. 

Mr. FESS. Does this provision emanate from a desire of the 
neutral country to sell munitions or from a belligerent country 
to buy, or both? 

Mr. GARDNER. I do not know. It is currently said that 
it was agreed to by Germany on account of that country’s desire 
to sell munitions. It is impossible to go into the motives of the 
various countries who ratified that provision. 

Mr. FESS. Was it not our position to keep open the markets 
m opasa Paat the belligerents might buy-in case we were not in 

e war 

Mr. GARDNER. I think that our position was shown in Sec- 
retary Lansing’s August letter to the Austrian Government. 
Let me read the passage in that letter to which I refer. It shows 
the danger we shall run if international law shall ever in the 
future forbid the ammunition traffic between neutrals and bellig- 
erents. Listen to this: 


But, in addition to the question of principle, there is a practical and 
substantial reason why the Government of the United States has from 
the foundation of the ublic to the present time advocated and prac- 
ticed unrestricted trade arms and military supplies. It has never 
been the poney of this country to maintain in e of peace a |, 
military establishment or stores of arms and ammunition sufficient to 
repel invasion by a well-equipped and powerful enemy. It has desired 
to remain at peace with all nations and to avoid any appearance of 
menacing such peace by the threat of its Armies and Ka es. In con- 
sequence of this standing policy the United States would, in the event 
of attack by a foreign power, be at the outset of the war serlously, if 
not fatally embarrassed by the lack of arms and ammunition and by 
the means to produce them in sufficient quantities to supply the require- 
ments of national defense. The United States has always depended 
upon the right and power to purchase arms and ammunition from 
neutral nations in case of foreign attack. This right, which it claims for 
itself, it can not deny to others. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. It is urged on many hands that the 
United States ought now to prepare itself thoroughly for defense 
against any country that may attack us. It is not stated that 
any particular country has such a design, but it seems to be 
feared that some country may do that. Does not the gentleman 
think it would be a step toward this preparedness to lay an 
embargo on the shipment ef arms and ammunition to other 


countries so that we would not have to fight against our own 


ns? 

Mr. GARDNER. That is the argument of the pro-German. 
A few minutes ago I read you article 7 of The Hague Convention, 
No. V, of 1907. 

The United States, Germany, and Austria each ratified that 
agreement on November 27, 1909. If it means what it says, 
that sentence concludes the whole argument so far as the strict 
legality of munition exports is concerned. So much is admitted 
by Austria and not denied by Germany. But neither Germany 
nor Austria admits that this agreement was intended to cover 
munition exports of such dimensions as we are beginning to ship. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
he knows whether or not the gun that was fired across the bow 
of the Hocking when it was taken to Halifax was fired by a gun 
that the English purchased in the United States? 

Mr. GARDNER. I have not the slightest idea. To continue 
my statement of Austria's and Germany's position. Austria's 
protest was formal. Germany's protest, made in an open letter 
written by Count von Bernstorff, was informal. Considering 
the Austrian and the German protest together, here is what I 
believe to be a fair statement of the case of the central powers: 
They hold that, notwithstanding any right to sell ammunition 
to belligerents which American citizens may enjoy, clearly the 
American Government has the authority to prevent the ex- 
ercise of that right if it so desires. In the opinion of both Ger- 
many and Austria, article 7 of The Hague Convention V (1907) 
was not meant to cover vast increases in production or to pro- 
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tect new industries such as the new American war-material in- 
dustry. On the contrary, that article, they say, was designed 
solely for the protection of industries already existing in times 
of peace, Furthermore, from the central powers’ point of 
view, the amount of American war material exported is grow- 
ing so large as to be of substantial weight in the international 
scale, and thus the neutrality of the United States is in fact 
impaired. In view of the circumstance that only the allies 
nre in a position to insure delivery, the view taken by the 
American Government that its citizens are as willing to sell 
arms to one belligerent as to another is dismissed as theoretical. 

Both Germany and Austria point out the possibility of bring- 
ing the allies to terms by the menace of an embargo. Austria 
suggests “the possibility of the prohibition of the exportation 
of foodstuffs and raw materials in case legitimate commerce 
in these articles between the Union and the two central powers 
should not be allowed.” Count von Bernstorff suggests either 
that our one-sided war-material export should be stopped or 
else that it should be used as a “ means fo uphold the legitimate 
trade with Germany, especially the trade in foodstuffs.” 

In answer to our contention that Germany herself has been 
notorious as a seller of munitions of war to belligerents, the 
ambassador makes the not very clear contention that these sales 
were conducted in competition with other nations, whereas at 
the present time the United States alone among neutrals is in 
position to furnish war material in vast quantities. 


THE ANSWER, 


It is not to be wondered at that the Bernstorff letter was in- 
formal, for it is in direct conflict with Germany's official note 
of December 15, 1914, in which the Imperial German Govern- 
ment stated that “ under the general principles of international 
law no exception can be taken to neutral States letting war 
material go to Germany’s enemies from or through neutral 
territory.” 

If Germany had desfred to confine the scope of article 7 of 
The Hague Conyention V, cited above, so as merely to cover the 
munition industries of neutral countries as they might exist at 
the outbreak of war, she had but to say so at the time. She 
did not say so. She made no intimation to that effect. On the 
contrary, after two years’ consideration, she signed a perfectly 
unqualified explicit declaration approving munition exports. 

I confess that I am a good deal puzzled to understand just 
why the export of war material in large quantities should be 
held to be an unneutral act, while the export of war materials in 
small quantities is held to be a neutral act. Surely in each case 
the motive of the exporter is the same, to wit, the wish to se- 
cure a profit. Surely if the exporter has the right to seek a 
small profit from a small number of transactions, he has an 
equal right to seek a large profit from a large number of trans- 
actions of the same nature. Equally obviously in each case 
the motive of the purchaser is a desire to influence the result of 
the war in favor of his own side. The fact that the exporter in 
one case more than in the other contributes to his customer’s 
success-has nothing to do with the question. 

In his letter Count von Bernstorf€ quoted the following re- 
mark, said to have been made by President Wilson in connection 
with the Mexican situation: “ We should stand for genuine neu- 
trality, considering the surrounding facts of the case.” Relying 
on this expression of opinion, the count comes to the conclusion 
that the circumstance that the British Navy prevents Germany 
from securing the delivery of ammunition purchases made in 
our market is a “ surrounding fact“ which ought to be reckoned 
with. In other words, because Great Britain can deliver the 
goods which Great Britain purchases, while Germany can not 
deliver the goods which Germany purchases, therefore it is our 
duty to offset Great Britain’s naval superiority by seeing to it 
that there shall be no goods sold here for anyone to deliver. If 
that doctrine is to prevail, why confine it to war material? Ger- 
many can not deliver wheat or clothing or metals or hospital 
supplies. If strict neutrality means strict elimination of all 
inequalities, we must stop the export of everything which any 
belligerent desires. 

The German ambassador evidently looks on neutrality as a 
sort of sporting proposition. Apparently we are expected to act 
in the capacity of referee and insure fair play. Very well. How 
far are we expected to go in adopting this doctrine of “ sur- 
rounding facts”? If we are to eliminate the inequality caused 
by the British fleet, ought we not to offset the inequality caused 
by Krupp’s German city of ammunition factories? Are we to 
disregard the fact that for years one of the belligerent teams 
whose game we are umpiring has been quietly piling up war 
material on the side lines? Are we to turn ourselyes into a court 
to decide whether all contestants got a fair start? What allow- 
ance must we make for the fact that Germany in the first few 


days, by breaking the rules, acquired control over all of Belgium's 
and most of France's coal and iron resources? After all, if Ger- 
many’s idea of strict neutrality is to prevail, we must stop feed- 
ing the Belgians for they are making ammunition for their 
conquerors. 

PACIFISTS OF OTHER DAYS. 

Widely different as is the path of the pacifist. he, too, has 
come to the conclusion that the export of ammunition ought to 
be stopped. He presents the view that abundant ammunition 
postpones the termination of the war. It is quite true that it 
one combatant is plentifully supplied with ammunition while 
the other combatant is entirely destitute of ammunition the war 
is sure to end quickly. So, in the name of humanity, the 
pacifists propose to secure for Germany the undisturbed pos- 
session of the helpless nation which she has so wantonly in- 
vaded. So far as we can do so, the hands of the allies are to 
be tied, and we are to help the pillager retain his booty. We 
are to stop the war with the plunder secure in Germany's 
grasp. For the sake of peace the Nation born at Lexington 
and preserved at Gettysburg is to encourage pillage, savagery, 
and infidelity by showing the world that a nation may violate 
every law of God and man and yet be a gainer thereby. In 
order to stop the war we Americans, so far as we have the 
power, are to shear France of her defense against the ferocity 
which has turned fair Belgium into a charnel house. 


THE (RIVATE SOLDIER'S SENTIMENTS, 


Ever and anon a feeble cry goes up that the private soldiers 
want to end the war. Yes; each soldier wants the war to end, 
always provided that his own side is victorious. If it is true 
that the rank and file are fighting against their will, how is 
it that at least four or five million British. according to the 
press, have voluntarily joined the colors? Read the history of 
our Civil War. The same misjudgment of the private soldier 
was prevalent then as now. In 1864 McClellan ran for Presi- 
dent on a platform calling on the Nation to sue for peace. Lin- 
coln ran on a platform calling for a vigorous prosecution of the 
war. Yet the soldiers in the field voted overwhelmingly for 
Lincoln. Listen to these extracts from a letter written to the 
President by Horace Greeley, editor of the most important organ 


of public opinion in the North. Mind you, this letter was - 


written August 29, 1864, just 90 days before Lincoln's. tri- 
umphant reelection : 

I know that nine-tenths of the whole American people, North and 
South, are anxious for peace—peace on almost any terms—and beige Fd 
sick of human slaughter and devastation. I beg y im- 
pere you, to inaugurate or invite p posals te peace forthwith,” And 
n case peace can not now be made, consent to an armistice for one 
year, each party to retain, unmolested, all it now holds, but the 
rebel ports to be opened. eantime let a national convention be held, 
and there will surely be no more war at all events. 

So wrote Greeley. Do the words sound familiar? Fortunately 
the pacifists failed to carry the day. By way of contrast to 
the Greeley letter, listen to this message dispatched on Novem- 
ber 8, 1864, by Gen. Francis P. Blair, who was at that time 
serving with Sherman’s army in the field: “The vote in this 
army to-day is almost unanimous for Lincoln.” 

Yet, of course, it is true that Germany would rejoice if peace 
were declared to-morrow. I remember very well in my college 
days that on a certain occasion my class nine, on which I played, 
found itself slightly in the lead at the end of six innings. 
Unhappily for our prospects of ultimate triumph, our opponents 
were coming strong and our pitcher had developed a glass arm. 
As might be expected, we wanted the match to stop while vic- 
tory still perched on our banner, and we nearly mobbed the 
umpire when he refused to call the game on account of dark- 
ness. Our position was precisely that of Germany at the 
present time. 

MURDER V. TRESPASS. 

There is a certain class of mind which can see no distinction 
between an offense against civilization and an offense against 
private property. Germany has violated international law and 
so has England, we are told. Therefore both nations ought to 
be treated in the same way. Murder and trespass are to be 
measured by the same yardstick. Taking a child’s life and 
elbowing a trader out of a fat market are to be reckoned as 
equivalent misdemeanors. Turn back and note the newspaper 
headlines for the last few months. You will find that hitherto 
we have punished Great Britain more severely than we have 
punished Germany. If the Washington correspondents are good 
judges, our notes to Germany were friendly and our note to 
Great Britain was sharp. But Germany has made amends, we 
are told. What amends, pray? Count von Bernstorff sent an 
offhand note to Secretary Lansing disavowing the Arabic attack. 
In this note and another he tells us that “liners” are to be 
warned before they are torpedoed. No indication is vouchsafed 
that any merchant ships except “liners” will receive warning. 
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What the term “liner” means has not been defined as yet. 
Mr. Speaker, the life of the humblest American who ships as a 
stoker on a freighter and the life of the American farmer’s boy 
who tends a dozen mules on a tramp steamer are just as dear to 
them as the life of Alfred Vanderbilt on the “liner” Lusitania 
was dear to him. Does the Bernstorff note cover the American 
stoker on the ammunition ship or does it not? Does the Bern- 
storff note cover the American hostler on the cattle transport 
or does it not? Time will show. We promised the same full 
protection to the American stoker on the ammunition ship which 
we promised to the American traveler on the “liner.” We told 
the Kaiser in impressive tones that we should exact “strict 
accountability ” for the death of the stoker and the death of the 
traveler alike. Have we done so? Will we do so? There is 
still a long, long way to travel between Count Bernstorff’s per- 
sonal Arabie note to Secretary Lansing and our promise to hold 
Germany to “strict accountability” for the Lusitania. The 
William P. Frye, the Falaba, the Gulflight, the Orduna, the 
the Nebraskan, the Hesperian, the Oushing, the Armenian, the 
Arabic, the Ancona, the Persia—I am not sure that we ought 
to be especially proud when we note how eagerly official Wash- 
ington seems to accept and even to suggest each unconvincing 
excuse for the destruction of these ships. Have we forgot- 
ten how sternly we rejected Spain’s indignant denials of com- 
plicity in the blowing up of the Maine? Are we unconscious of 
the danger that a censorious world may take note of the fact 
that Spain was weak while Germany is mighty and menacing? 

I can not claim to have n single-track mind, but upon my 
soul, if I were President, I think I should prefer to settle some 
of those questions with Germany before I proceeded to impose 
an embargo for her especial benefit. 

THE HESSIANS. 

Secretary Lansing has published a statement showing Ger- 
many’s record in the matter of sales of ammunition to bellig- 
erents. It is a singularly extended record. She even sold am- 
munition to Great Britain when the Boers were blockaded—just 
what she complains of now when the same medicine is prescribed 
for her. But when we were fighting for our independence it 
was not ammunition which the Germans sold to Great Britain; 
. it was men. Germany’s sale and Great Britain’s purchase of 
Hessians and Brunswickers for the purpose of suppressing 
our Revolution was as discreditable a piece of business as mod- 
ern history relates. I never forgave England her share in that 
besmirched transaction till at the outbreak of the Spanish War 
in 1898 she, and she alone, took our part and faced the concert 
of the European powers. Of course it is all the fashion to 
reprobate Great Britain now that she is fighting for her life; 
but if you think we were not glad to have her with us in Manila 
Bay, why, ask Admiral George Dewey. However, the Spanish 
War is a thing of the past, and the cotton king deals strictly 
with the present and the future. He must have a still higher 
price for his cotton, even if the cause of Democracy is to be sacri- 
ficed. Not content with his present splendid profits, he insists on 
even more. I will do him the justice to say that he does not 
play the hypocrite about the immorality of the ammunition 
trade. Give him his German market, and for all he cares you 
may trade in ammunition forever. He does not even pretend 
that the embargo for which he shouts is anything else than a 
weapon for the enforcement of compliance with his demands. 

THE FREEDOM OF THE SEAS. 


I have listened in vain for a clear exposition of the meaning 
of the German demand for “ the freedom of the seas.” To whom 
in time of peace have the seas been otherwise than free for a 
hundred years past? It is quite true that Great Britain has 
been the greatest sea power throughout that time, but only the 
pirates could justly charge her with using that sea power to 
destroy “the freedom of the seas.” After all, some nation must 
be the strongest at sea. I wonder whether Germany would prove 
a more considerate ruler of the wave. 

But these are war times, and to-day the seas are by no means 
free. Great Britain claims the right to prevent supplies from 
reaching Germany. We can hardly blame her for that. That 
is what a navy is for. Just as an army besieges a city, so a 
navy beleaguers a country. The purpose in both cases is to 
force a surrender as a result of hunger and privation. Nothing 
so surely as hunger arouses the civil population and the army 
alike to demand relief. So the Germans found, when in 1871 
Paris surrendered to avoid starvation. So the North found in 
1863, when Pemberton with gaunt famine staring him in the 
face, surrendered. Vicksburg to Grant. “Hunger will compel a 
man to do almost anything,” so ran a significant sentence in the 


round robin which the Confederate soldiers in the Vicksburg 
trenches sent their commander five days before the surrender. 


Mr. GORDON. Is it the contention of the gentleman that 
England has had an effective blockade of Germany since the 
war began? 

Mr. GARDNER. If one of the gentleman’s constituents will 
5 Ps get something into Germany he will see what happens 

Mr. GORDON. Well— . 

Mr. GARDNER. No; I can not yield any further. The gen- 
tleman does not want to make a serious t. 

Mr. FESS. Will the gentleman yield now? I would like to 
know whether the gentleman from Massachusetts has exonerated 
Great Britain for maintaining a blockade of neutral coasts or 
for her seizing conditional contraband that is consigned to 
neutral coasts? Is the gentleman exonerating her for that? 

Mr, GARDNER. Just at present I do not want to quarrel 
with a nation which is fighting democracy's battle against Prus- 
sian autocracy. 

THE PUZZLE OF NEUTRAL TRADE. 


But though Great Britain, under the customs of warfare, is 
entitled to strangle Germany, yet in the process she is not 
clothed with the privilege of interfering in the legitimate trade 
of neutrals among each other. The puzzle of neutral trade is 
how to separate the genuine from the spurious, If in her 
eagerness to tighten her hold on Germany's windpipe Great 
Britain has encroached on our rights she certainly should make 
us ample reparation. I am quite clear, however, that an 
embargo on our own exports can not be regarded as a wise 
measure of retaliation, if retaliation is to be our policy. 

Mr, OGLESBY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts 
yield to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. GARDNER. Yes. 

Mr. OGLESBY. I would just like to ask if the reparation 
would consist in the removing of the encroachment? 

Mr. GARDNER. Will the gentleman please repeat that 
question? I did not quite understand it. 

Mr. OGLESBY. The gentleman suggests that if England had 
encroached she should be required to make reparation. I want 
to know whether the reparation would be to remove the en- 
croachment. j 

Mr. GARDNER. Not at the present time. Is that a clear 
answer? 

Mr, OGLESBY. It is clear. 

Mr. GARDNER. It is entirely certain that the evanescent 
evils arising from a temporarily restricted market for beef and 
copper and cotton are not to be compared with the fundamental 
evils incident to the passage of this legislation. Should the 
worst come to the worst, we may console ourselves with this 
thought: If our beef barons and our cotton kings and our 
metal syndicates find that they can not get the exalted price 
for their goods which they seek to garner out of a devious trade 
with Germany, at all events we have the satisfaction of know- 
ing that they will be forced to sell their product in the home 
market at more reasonable figures, 


WHOSE OX is GORED? 


To return to the line of thought suggested by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Frss]. 

I am not a lawyer, much less an international lawyer. In 
the matter of international law I am ready to follow our State 
Department pretty closely. I should feel better satisfied, I 
confess, if international law were not quite so nebulous. Last 
January Secretary Bryan wrote a letter to Senator Sroxr on 
the subject of neutrality. As a layman I could not help being 
struck by this passage: “ When neutral, this Government has 
stood for a restricted list of absolute and conditional contra- 
band. As a belligerent, we have contended for a liberal list, 
according to our conception of the necessities of the case.” 
parently in the past even Uncle Sam’s view of international 
law depended a good deal on the question as to the ownership 
of the gored ox. 

REMEMBER OUR IDEALS. 


If Great Britian violates our rights, our standing as a nation 
may ultimately require us to go to extremes. But if we must 
fight, let us fight like men, not like money changers. Let us 
not become the ally of the crew which seeks to destroy in a 
twinkling of an eye the results of three centuries’ battles for 
popular government. I do not believe that this Nation has re- 
ceded so far from the ideals of the fathers that we are ready to 
cripple democracy in the supreme moment of its agonizing 
stru, 


ggle. : 
To end the war to-day is to perpetuate the empire of military 
autocracy, because at the present time the autocratic powers 
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are still in the ascendant. Who ever heard of the overthrow of 
a triumphant scepter or of a victorious dynasty? 

Another year of warfare would be bad enough; but the sub- 
version of democracy in Europe would be worse. An incon- 
clusive peace would mean another war. Peace in Europe to- 
day would be nothing but an armed truce, a mere breathing 
space. The issue between military autocracy and democracy 
must be fought out or the world will have no lasting harmony. 
If by any act of ours Germany's success shall be fostered, God 
help democracy, and God help our generation’s place in the 
world’s annals. Let us see to it that history shall not record 
the maiming ef democracy by the very son of whom she has 
been the proudest. 

Mr. FESS, Mr. FERRIS, and Mr. STAFFORD rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Ohio IMr. Fess] rise? 

Mr. FESS. To submit a request for unanimous consent. I 
ask unanimous consent that on the 11th of this month, next 
Tuesday, after the business from the Speaker’s table is dis- 
posed of, I be permitted to speak one hour upon our rights 
upon the sea, at which time I would like to pay some attention 
to the aggressions of Great Britain on the sea. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] asks 
unanimous consent that on January 11, next Tuesday, after 
the reading of the Journal and the disposition of matters on the 
Speaker’s table, he be allowed to address the House for one 
hour on the subject of the aggression of Great Britain. 

Mr. FESS. I should like to have that stated Our rights 
upon the sea,” because I do not agree at all with what Germany 
is doing. I condemn it, but I do not agree with what Great 
Britain is doing. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. IIEFLIN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Alabama rise? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I desire to ask unanimous consent that, follow- 
ing the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess], I have one hour in 
which to discuss the cotton situation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess]? 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
I do it because we are getting along with the session now, and 
it seems to me there ought to be some reservation for the busi- 
ness of the House, so that we could get along without setting 
apart hours days ahead for speeches. I have no objection to the 
speaking at that time. What I thought was that it might inter- 
fere with the regular business of the House. I do not know 
what may come up. If the gentleman from Ohio will accept 
that modification—that it shall not interfere with the business 
of the House at that time—I shall have no objection. 

Mr. FESS. I shall be glad to modify my request in that way. 

Mr. MANN. So as not to interfere with appropriation bills 
or privileged bills. I suggest to the gentleman that he make it 
that way. 

Mr. FOSTER. Yes; I aecept that. That it shall not inter- 
fere with appropriation bills or privileged bills. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wants to state to the chairmen 
ef committees that unless we want to stay here until next Octo- 
ber they will have to bring some bills in here to be considered. 
[Applause,] 

The request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] is to be 
modified; that his speech is to be subject to the consideration of 
appropriation bills or any privileged matter. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the qualification 
should also include any regular bills coming before the House 
and having the right to come before the House at that time. It 
might be on the call of committees. 

Mr. MANN. Here is the situation: There is no business before 
the House practically, and the usual opportunity of addressing 
the House in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union is not given to Members now, because we have not yet 
reached that stage. I do not think the call of committees ought 
to interfere with speeches like this. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Wisconsin rise? 

Mr. FOSTER, I reserve my objection, Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I rise to say that I hope the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] will not make an objection, 
in view of the fact that the speech just made, although in a 
neutral country, was as violent as would have been made in 
the British Parliament. [Laughter and applause,] 

Mr. GARDNER, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular order. 
I demand the regular order, 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. We should at least give some- 
body on the other side an opportunity to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess]? 

Mr. FERRIS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker— 
a thing which I shall not do—I want to remind the House that 
we have one more bill here that we are anxious to get through. 
It was reported the first day of the session. I think we can get 
the bill out of the way by that time, but 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can get his bill up next Wed- 
nesday, anyway. He could not get that bill up on the call of 
the calendar except by unanimous consent. It is a Union 
Calendar bill. 

Mr. FOSTER. Does the gentleman mean the bill that is now 
pending before the House? 

Mr. MANN. No. An order has already been made to cover 
that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to address the House, 
following the gentleman from Ohio, on the cotton question. 

The SPEAKER. Subject, of course, to the same conditions 
imposed in that case? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrin] 
asks unanimous consent that he shall be permitted to address 
the House for one hour, following immediately after the gen- 
ieman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] concludes his speech, on the 
sume conditions as those applying to the permission given to the 
gentleman from Ohio. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STAFFORD, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. When? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Star- 
FORD] asks unanimous consent to address the House for 10 
minutes at the present time. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object. at the end of that 
time will the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris] quiet 
the waters by then moving to go into committee? 

Mr, FERRIS, I will. I am trying to get recognition now. 
Hae not objecting to that request, but I am trying to get the 

H up. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 

ie SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, were it not for what I con- 
sider a base libel made by the distinguished gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] on a great number of loyal Amer- 
ican citizens in this country, I would not rise at this time to 
resent the base and false charge that he made, in which he 
said that the German-Americans of this country, by gold and 
by dynamite, were purposing the destruction of ammunition 
factories. 

I come from a constituency that has as large a representation 
of those German-Americans, naturalized citizens, as there is 
in any part of the country. I know them by reason of 
brushing up against them. I know they are liberty-loving, law- 
abiding citizens. In my own district, surrounded by thousands 
upon thousands of these German-Americans, there are being 
manufactured to-day, and there have been manufactured for 
several months past, munitions for the allies without guards 
and without any question whatsoever that those munitions’ 
plants are safe and secure. And yet we find a distinguished 
Representative coming on the floor of the House in these 
troublous times, when we should weigh carefully what we 
say in the House of Representatives, uttering these base 
charges against as loyal, liberty-loving Americans as can be 
found anywhere, based upon some idle newspaper story. 
[Applause, ] 

_ Why, if he wants to improve his standing rather than degrade 
it to the low gutters of yellow newspaperdom, he would have cited 
more warrant for such a charge than to say that it is in the 
headlines of some metropolitan newspapers. There may have 
been some upon whom, perhaps, the tinge of suspicion attaches 
as to the destruction of munition plants, but those charges can 
not be leveled and massed against 8,000,000 of German-Americans 
who in times past have shown their loyalty to the flag. [Ap- 
plause.] Who here in whose veins flow any Teutonic blood 
but what sympathizes with the fatherland? But mere sympathy 
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for the fatherland does not conflict with the loyalty to the Stars 
and Stripes. [Applause.] 

If Germany or Austria-Hungary should attempt by any de- 
liberate act to insult our Government or to invade our rights, I 
am sure that these German-Americans who in times past have 
shown their loyalty would respond to the colors nobly, and not 
as some of the volunteers from effete New England in the 
Spanish War did when they enlisted in that little war, against 
n little and crumbling country, when after they enlisted they 
had their mothers go and beg the governor of Massachusetts, 
jov. Wolcott, not to send them to the front. [Laughter.] I 
know whereof I speak, because I, too, was at Harvard; but I 
om thankful that I did not have the aristocracy of New England 
affect my democracy, nor has it affected my true loyalty as an 
American. I do not come upon this floor to-day advocating the 
pro-German side [applause], not like my distinguished Spanish- 
American war veteran, advocating the cause of England in the 
Halls of Congress more strongly than a Briton could advocate 
it in the House of Commons. No, Mr. Speaker; I rose merely 
to resent this base, disloyal charge, and I hurl it back as un- 
worthy of the man, as unworthy of any American, to be arraigned 
against these millions of men, who in times of danger in the past 
haye always shown their loyalty first and above all to the flag 
that we all dearly love—the old Stars and Stripes. [Applause.] 


WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


On motion of Mr. Ferris the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 408) to provide for 
the development of water power and the use of public lands in 
relation thereto, and for other purposes, with Mr. Harrison 
in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed with the reading 
of the bill for amendment. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment to section 1. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, we have 
read the first section, but the committee amendments have not 
been agreed to. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. FERRIS. I ask that the committee amendments be 
voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the committee 
amendments. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, after the com- 
mittee amendments are disposed of, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line 9, after the word or,“ insert “ of.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

Page 1, line 9, after the word “thereof,” insert “or to any State, 
county, municipality, or irrigation district.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, lines 12 and 13, strike out the words “ chief officer” and 
insert the word “secretary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, line 15, after the word “not,” insert“ destroy, materially.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
5 855 2, line 15, after the word “injure, strike out the word “ de- 
stroy.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, Une 21, after the word municipality,” strike out the word 
or.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, lines 1 and 2, strike out the words “valuable for“ and 
insert the words “susceptible of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 2, after the word “development,” insert the words 
“including distribution.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, in the amendment to lines 9 
and 10, on page 1, to insert the words “ or to any State, county, 
municipality, or irrigation district,” it did not seem to me that 
the Clerk read all the words. 

Mr. MANN. He read them all. All the amendments to 


section 1, except the one last read, have been agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN, It is the understanding of the Chair that 
all of them have been agreed to. j . 

Mr, MANN. What ia the reason for this amendment to insert 
the words “including distribution ”? 

Mr. FERRIS. That is in the preliminary permit. 

Mr. MANN. Yes. Why is it necessary to give somebody the 
right to occupy land which might be used for the distribution of 
power, and how far would that go? It is evidently inserted for 
some reason. I suppose the department has given the reason to 
the gentleman's committee. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from California [Mr. Raxer] 
says he remembers the statement which was made about it. 

Mr. RAKER. There might be a tract of land 100 feet wide 
that the party desired to use for the purpose of investigating to 
see whether or not he wanted to run his line at that particular 
place or desired to build his canal there or to use for other pur- 


-poses strictly connected with the line; and the idea of the com- 


mittee was that he be given the opportunity to take that land 
and use it for the purpose of experimenting and surveying and 
developing to that extent and that only. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the reason for anthorizing the pre- 
liminary occupation of land which may be susceptible of water- 
power development. That could only occur where there was 
some possibility of water power; but so far as the distribution 
is concerned, while the gentleman says the land might be 100 
feet wide, it might be 1,000 miles wide. There is no limitation 
at all. Ifa man asks for a preliminary permit for the occupa- 
tion of land for distribution, and says he does not know where 
the line is going to run, he may have a permit to occupy all of 
the land within a radius of many miles. Now, is that desirable? 

Mr. RAKER. No; that is not the purpose, and if the gentle- 
man will recall he knows that the land used for the purpose 
of building distribution lines is practically always 100 feet wide. 

Mr. MANN. That is when you know where it is going. 

Mr. RAKER. And in the case of a preliminary permit the 
Secretary would not extend it beyond that limit. Now, it is 
quite important to have the opportunity to make a survey so 
that a man may know just what land he wants when he gets his 
permanent Jease, 

Mr. MANN. No; but the man may not be able to tell where 
the distribution line is to run, and he may make application for 
the whole territory for the purpose of preventing somebody 
else getting in there, 

Mr. RAKER. No. 

Mr. MANN. That is what it will result in. 

Mr. RAKER. The same thing might apply to taking land for 
water-power purposes or reservoir sites, He has to take a suffi- 
cient tract of land, and then he has to put his surveyors and 
engineers on it to determine what he can do with it—the size 
of the dam and where the line will go—and he ought to have 
permission to use the land for that purpose. That is what it 
is for. 

Mr. MANN. I think I understand that there may be reasons 
for letting a man have a chance to look over a piece of land 
where he is going to run a line; but to give him practically un- 
limited authority, to say that he shall have occupation of cll 
the land in the neighborhood, on the ground that he does not 
know where he is going to run his line—that is what will hap- 
pen—it seems to me that goes altogether too far. 

There ought to be some limitation there, although I have none 
to suggest. The gentleman can see that there will be many 
contests where you give somebody the favor of occupation. It 
will be a favor granted to one man against another. There may 
be a dozen looking at it at the same time, and you absolutely 
cut off the rights of all the others. You may do a-great deal of 
unfair damage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unaninious consent that 
I may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended fiye minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FERRIS. This was an amendment not in the original 
bill but went into it in committee. I do not think it is of any 
great importance, although I think the gentleman from Wisconsin 
IMr. Lenroot] has some ideas upon it. This is the testimony on 
which it was based. It was brought to our attention by some 
engineers that sometimes large expenditures, reaching up to a 
million dollars, are made in making surveys and investigations 
to determine whether or not it is a feasible proposition to install 
a plant; taking the water flow at different periods of the year, 
studying the topographic map; and it was also brought to our 
attention that frequently quite far-reaching surveys were nec- 
essary in order to determine the right of way and questions lead- 
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ing up to distribution, It may be that the amendment does not 
accomplish that, and that it goes farther than it ought to, 

Mr. MANN. I have no amendment to suggest; but we all 
know that in legislation of this kind, if we insert loose lan- 
guage, in the end some one gets an unfair advantage from it. 
They make use of every possible syllable in a- bill, including 
the punctuation, in getting favors which sometimes ought not 
to be granted. I do not know; it is possible that this may be 
controlled by regulations to be issued. 

Mr. FERRIS, I wish the gentleman would withhold his con- 
clusions upon: the: matter until the gentleman from: Wisconsin 
[Mr. Lennoor] has a chance to say what he wishes. 

Mr. MANN. I simply called it to the attention of the gentle- 
man, hoping that he would call it to the attention of the depart- 
ment. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I move:to strike out the last 
word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a committee amendment pending 
that is not yet disposed of. ‘The committee amendment is the 
amendment, on page 3, relating: to distribution. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard: on this 
amendment. As to the matter discussed by the gentleman from 
Illinois, I am not certain that there is very much danger of 
anyone being denied their rigħts: under the proviso. which has 
been discussed. It has never heretofore been considered neces- 
sary to give an applicant for any sort of right of way a permit 
to survey and investigate. We have been: granting railroad 
rights of way and irrigation: rights of way for a great many 
years, and the grant of rights: of way are all preceded by care- 
ful investigation and surveys and mappings, and it has never 
been considered necessary to grant anyone an exclusive permit 
for that. purpose. 

There have been places and conditions under which: two or 
three parties were examining the same area at the same time 
with a view of constructing a railroad) with a view of putting 
in a power plant, with a view of building an irrigation work, 
but there have been no serious difficulties between such parties 
because’ the work to be done is a work of investigation, a work 
of engineering, a work of surveying, and several parties can 
occupy the same territory at the same time without seriously 
conflicting with each other. As a matter of fact, however, the 
lease must eventually be granted to the man who has the water 
right. So that after all, if the Secretary grants a permit of 
this kind to one who does not have a right to use the water, 
it could do him little good. It would simply keep the party 
having the water rights waiting for a certain period of time. 
At the expiration of the period of the permit he could go on and 
make his survey. I doubt if there is any necessity for this 
provision as I suggested last year when the bill was under 
discussion. This is not the sort of legislation where a permit 
to prospect is needed because the character of the preliminary 
work is such that it can be carried on by several parties at 
the same time without conflict. 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Chairman, I have been in doubt whether I 
should vote for this bill, but I rather think on the whole that I 
shall. I regret it because during the years I was in Congress be- 
fore I used to follow rather implicitly the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. Monnet] on these questions. I voted with him 
once when there were only 36 men in the whole House with us. 
I listened to him the other day with a good deal of sympathy, 
although it did sound to me as though his attitude was one of 
sorrowing without hope. 

The tendency of this bill ought to attract a little attention: 
It is not entirely good; it is another step toward a commission 
government which is doing a good deal of breaking down of 
our old system. There is only one man in this House that has 
an absolute right to seriously rejoice in this bill, and that is 
the gentleman from the twelfth district of New York, because 
this is a step toward socialism. I am going to vote for it; but 
I want to say now that I am not wholly in favor of this com- 
misston government that we are getting into. It used to be 
that the word “president”? was a strong word in this country, 
but it is not nearly so strong now as the word “ commissioner.” 
We are governed all around and altogether and all too much 
by commissions, and that is what this bill is doing. 

They are putting a tremendous: power in this country in the 
hands of what is substantially a commission. Consider what 
our daily life is in a great city, so far as commissions are con- 
cerned. In a city like Chicago or New York or Boston or almost 
any large city a man gets up and turns on the water in his 
bath, supplied by- the commissioner of electricity, gas, and 
water supply, and in our city it tukes two commissioners for a 
man to get a bath. ‘ $ 


Mr. MANN. T suppose that accounts for the fact that New 
York is so seldom bathed. [Lanughter.] 

Mr. BENNET, It might. We do:not have to bathe so often 
as they do in Chicago, where they have all of that smoke. 
[Laughter.]) ; 

Mr. MONDELL.. Mr. Chairman, will tlie gentleman: yield? 

Mr. BENNET. Certainly: 

Mr. MONDELL. Do I understand the gentleman is support- 
ing the bill because in this case the commission, instead of 
being: within the reach of the party over whom it has jurisdiction, 
is 1.800 or 2,500 miles away? 

Mr. BENNET. I am supporting the bill absolutely without 
any pride and with very little defense. [Laughter.] I started 
to say that when a man takes a bath in u big city he has to have 
the assistance: of two commissioners; at least he has in New 
York. Then he goes in to the breakfast table and eats his break- 
fast food with milk which is pasteurized, grade 2, certified to 
by the commissioner of public health. He eats his roll, which is 
baked in a bakeshop- that is licensed by the commissioner of 
public health; He then rushes out after breakfast and stops on 
his way to buy a newspaper at n stand on the street, which stand 
is located by the commissioner of publie works. He goes down 
into the subway, and the exact location of the station has been 
determined by the public-service commission. If on the way he 
wants to telephone, he uses a telephone that is regulated by 
the public-service commission of the second department. He goes 
down town in a subway regulated by the public-service commis- 
sion of the first department. If he happens to be a Congressman, 
after he has gotten through with his day’s work he goes to 
Washington, he rides on a railroad whose rates are regulated by 
a commission, 

The only thing that a man in his- liasty process from the 
bath to his office in the morning does without the assistance of 
a commission is to kiss his wife good-bye, and now in the 
State of New Jersey, in certain parts, that is being interfered 
with by public officers of the law. The tendency is not good. 
My friend from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetz] the other day 
challenged those who were going to vote for this bill as 
Hamiltonian Federalists.. I am one of those. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of tlie gentleman from New 
York: has expired. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENNET.. Mr. Chairman, when I was in Congress 
before I looked very carefully over the provisions of the 
Federalist, because I saw this tendency; and because we 
were breaking down the power of the separate States, and in 
so far as we are interfering with their efficiency as arms of the 
public service we are doing the whole country an injustice. 
Why, there is a perfectly terrific provision in the ninth para- 
graph of this bill, which says to some State in the West—and I 
understand it is only one State“ Until you establish a public- 
service commission the Secretary of the Interior is going to 
run your water power.” Imagine saying that to a State! I can 
say for the State of New York that a public-service commission 
is: not an unmixed blessing. We have just had one public- 
service commissioner removed for violating the law and two 
others have resigned while under investigation. The greatest 
scandal that we have in the State of New York at’ present is in 
connection with the public-service commission. Then, I am told, 
they do little things like this: A certain man made a bid on a 
contract over there. He was the low bidder. He was so low 
that everybody was rather afraid. A part of the route upon 
which he bid went under a big building erected a hundred years 
ago and nobody knew anything about it. But he bid with 
confidence and he got the contract: After he got the contract 
the public-service commission issued an order that the building 
should be torn down, and they paid this contractor several hun- 
dred thousand dollars for extra work. He did not have to go 
under the building: Of course he made a lot of money. It is 
that sort of thing that we are running into with public officials 
who are not responsible to the people. 

Coming back to the Hamiltonian Federalist, you can search 
the Federalisti from end to end and you will not find a single 
sentence by any one of the men who wrote any of those papers 
in which they attacked the power of the State over its strictly 
internal‘ affairs; and, as a matter of fact, in one of the papers 
by Mr. Madison you will find the statement made, as a matter 
of course, that the power of a State to regulate its internal 
affairs is necessary to the maintenance of our form of govern- 
ment; Yet here in the ninth paragraph of this bill is a provi- 
sion that no party would have dared put into a bill 10 years 
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ago. Where does it come from? It comes now from the party 
that has prided itself on its history as an upholder of the doc- 
trine of State rights! Yet they say to—I think it is Utah“ You 
must establish a public-service commission or our Secretary of 
the Interior will come in and run your strictly internal State 
rights.” It is all wrong. I am going to vote for the bill because 
it is the best thing that is proposed. If my friend from Wyo- 
ming Mr. Monpett has a substitute, I shall probably vote for his 
substitute first, and then after we are beaten—as we will be, 
heenuse I think I see the temper of the House—TI shall vote for 
the bill because we have to develop those water powers. I felt 
that before I voted for it I should call the attention of the 
House to the direction in which we are drifting, which is away 
from the magnificent struggles of individualism that for more 
than a century have built up this great country toward what I 
regard as the evils of socialism. [Applause.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the legislation under considera- 
tien can hardly be held responsible by either friend or foe for 
all of the ills that may be present in the Commonwealth of New 
York. Fearful that we may get too far afield from New York, 
let us for 2 moment consider what the trouble is up there. In 
the State of New York they have 449 electric stations and they 
have 20 corporations that own 81.4 per cent of the total de- 
veloped water power up there, and 14 of these 20 control 74.3 
per cent of the water power. Five companies control over half 
the total water power and two control one-third of the water 
power, Forty municipalities have four-tenths of 1 per cent of 
the water power and six-tenths of the total power. So the 
trouble of which the gentleman complains comes from the fact 
that 20 corporations own his State and the municipalities own 
only four-tenths of 1 per cent of the public utilities there. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, we are not in any trouble in 
New York. As a matter of fact, we have developed electric 
power wonderfully. I was talking about troubles to come from 
this legislation. As a matter of fact, the gentleman has simply 
missed the sermon on my text. Under the old-fashion system 
of individualism under good old Democratic doctrine of Thomas 
Jefferson that State which is governed least is governed best. 
We in the State of New York, without help from the Federal 
Government, but through the instrumentalities of our own citi- 
zens, have grappled with the question and built up a tremendous 
water-power development, and we are proud of it. 

Mr. FERRIS. I thought a fair inference of the gentleman's 
former remarks was that he was smarting under all sorts of com- 
mission goyernment and all sorts of commissions, and I thought 
I might be able to give a few instances of what the real trouble 
was. Suffice it to say that had this legislation been in vogue at 
an. earlier age he would have been free from the troubles of 
which he complains and all would have been rosy both with the 
gentleman and his State, 

I know the gentleman is speaking in the height of good 
humor, for he stated he was supporting the bill, but it is well 
that the facts also be known. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I was exceedingly surprised 
to hear the speech just made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BENNET]. He does not seem to be aware that this is the 
year 1916. He is talking in the age of 1796. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, the gentleman’s position evidently is this: He complains 
of being regulated by commissions because he does not like com- 
missions and therefore does not want these public-service cor- 
porations regulated at all. Rather than have the electric service 
of New York City regulated by a commission he would prefer 
that the people of New York be compelled to pay such charges 
for electric light as that company may choose to charge. Rather 
than be regulated by a water commission he would rather sub- 
ject the people of New York to pay such charges as the water 
company chooses to charge. Rather than be regulated in refer- 
ence to the urban railway system of the city by a commission he 
prefers to permit that company to charge 10 cents or 20 cents 
where they are now being charged 5. Rather than have a 
railroad regulated by a commission he would prefer that they 
pay a charge twice as much as charged to-day. That is the 
situation that the gentleman from New York is in. But when 
he talks about a paragraph of this bill being so much more 
Hamiltonian than anything Alexander Hamilton ever stood for— 
the gentleman is one of the most intelligent in this House when 
he knows the subject he is talking about [laughter]—but it is 
very evident that he has not any conception of the principles 
underlying this bill, because if he had even read the bill he would 
have known that it is a matter of contract between the company 
that chooses to take a lease from the United States Government 
of its own land, and by that contract the lessee says that he will 
agree until there is some regulation of his company in the 
State in which it is situated; he is willing that the Secretary of 


the Interior shall regulate it. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I have just 
listened to the gentleman from Wisconsin reassert what he 
stated the other day, that a leave under this bill was the same 
as a contract between private individuals. 

It does seem to me the gentleman must be aware of the 
sophistry in the argument he makes upon that point. It is not 
the same as a contract for leave between two private parties by 
any manner of means. When you wish to construct a water- 
power plant in our portion of the country and some man does 
not want to do what is right or reasonable about it, we have a 
way to compel him. We can go into court and condemn the 
land for public purposes. Now, that is what you do in dealing 
with private parties, but that is not the case here at all. 

Mr. LENROOT, If that is not done, has not the private 
party the right to make the same protest as in the contract here 
proposed? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. We can compel a private 
party to do what is right in the interest of the public; but the 
proposition in this bill is to place those who wish to develop 
water power just where the Government can absolutely coerce 
them to make such contract as it wishes. If that were done by 
a private party, we would call it by the polite name of black- 
mail. We have no power to compel the Government to act 
justly in this matter. The Government says that you can come 
and construct your water power not upon terms or conditions 
as those with a private party, because if we could not agree 
with a private party we could go into court and reach a just 
conclusion; but here the Government says you shall not only 
pay us what we say it is worth, for the land we own, but 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman's position, then, is, he de- 
sires that the State should have the right to assert control and 
ownership of the public land of the United States, which his 
own State expressly declared it never would. 

Mr, HUMPHREY of Washington. The position of the gentle- 
man in regard to water in his State is that the State has the 
right to control that water, and that we do not believe that the 
Government ought to take the position of a blackmailer and 
compel us to pay something more than it is worth. That is 
exactly the position of the gentleman. 

Mr. LENROOT. We are not attempting to control the water 
in the State of Washington or in any other State in this bill 
in that way. 

Mr; HUMPHREY of Washington. Now, there is another thing 
about it, and it shows in the gentleman's speech, and I have 
read it all the way through, and it is one thing that I resent; not 
only in this argument but in all of them. All through this 
discussion there runs the idea that the people out in the West, 
where they have this water power, either do not have the honesty 
or the ability to properly conduct their own affairs. Constantly 
that argument is made. And the gentleman from Wisconsin 
(Mr. Lenroor] said three or four times in his talk the other day 
that we might as well understand that we are not going to 
monopolize this power. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BENNET. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. He [Mr. Lennoor] says you 
might as well understand you are going to get this bill or you 
are not going to get anything. We think those who live in the 
West are just as honest and just as intelligent as the average 
of people anywhere else, and we do not claim to be any more 
so, and we think we know just about as much of conditions in 
the West as anyone else. 

Now, I want to call attention to this argument that has been 
made and constantly reiterated, Those in favor of the bill suy 
they have no idea of controlling the water, or the use of the 
water, or sale of the water. But that is what they do. Now, 
let me give you an illustration. Suppose they are developing a 
water power and as they develop it they cross a piece of public 
land. They do not pretend that they want to charge what that 
land is worth. If they wanted a reasonable lease for the land, 
we would have no objection. But they want you to put a valua- 
tion on the power that is to be developed from that water, not 
the value of that land but value of the water, which they dis- 
claim they own. 

Now, if they take that position and insist upon it is not that 
coercion? Where does the element of contract come in? Talk 
about it being as a contract between two parties! When you 
make a contract the minds of the parties meet and agree. But 


That is all there is to it. 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


681 


here the Government says pay what I say or you will get no 
lease. 

I asked the gentleman who has charge of this bill a question 
the other day, and I have asked the same question a good 
many times. I asked it of those who represented the Govern- 
ment at that famous meeting we had in Portland. None of 
them, however, answered or attempted to answer it. I asked 
the question one night at the banquet we had at Portland. 
There we had the conservationists representing the Govern- 
ment as well as those who were opposing the bill. The ques- 
tion was, When you take this property back, what are you 
going to do with it?’ Do you propose at the end of 50 years 
for the Government to go into the business of furnishing power 
for cities, for irrigation, for all the different power purposes? 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman might as well ask, assuming 
that his home city grants a franchise of 20 or 30 years, if they 
are going to run street cars after that franchise has expired. 
The question answers itself. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That may be true in the 
opinion of the gentleman. But wait until I get a little further. 
Suppose the Government takes over the property, is the Goyern- 
ment going to pay taxes to the State? 1 

Mr. FERRIS. Does the gentleman want an answer to that? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I never will, by my vote—and I hope it will 
not be done by any considerable vote on the part of Congress— 
turn the State of Washington loose to tax any part. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. That is the best answer I 
think that can be made. I leave it to the gentlemen who are 
listening as to whether it is an answer or not. You do not 
answer the question whether you intend that the Government 
shall pay taxes, Is the Government going to pay taxes to the 
State? You say no. Then, what are you going to do? You are 
going to build up a great industry, with millions of dollars’ 
worth of property, furnish electric light, power to electric rail- 
ways, furnish power for irrigation property worth tens of mil- 
lions of dollars, exempt from taxation, and in competition with 
others who are paying taxes. Is that what you are going to do? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I will. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Does the gentleman mean to tell this House 
that the leasehold, and so forth, of a lessee from the Government, 
who establishes his plant and is engaged in the furnishing of elec- 
tricity—that that property, not the land but the property, includ- 
ing such leasehold that it used in making clectricity, is not sub- 
ject to State taxation? Is the gentleman aware of the decision 
of the Supreme Court to the contrary? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
that kind. I did not even intimate it. 

Before I leave that subject, I want to go back to that ques- 
tion of what you are going to do after you recapture the prop- 
erty. You can say that those things are indefinite, that they 
can be settled at the end of 50 years, that we need not necessarily 
anticipate trouble. Let me call your attention to the fact that 
you are not going to get development in the West with those 
uncertainties. Fifty years is a long time for an individual. 
Victor Hugo says in one of his books that 100 years is youth 
in a church and old age in a dwelling. Fifty years is a short 
time in the life of a State. What class of investments are you 
going to get under these conditions? Simply speculative. Men 
wo are willing to take chances, not the class that is really desir- 
able. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Garner). 
has expired. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. May I have three minutes 
more? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the expiration of 25 minutes’ debate the debate close on 
this amendment, 5 minutes of the time to be granted to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. Humpurey], 5 minutes to 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertry], 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Benner], and 5 minutes 
for myself. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FER- 
RIS] asks unanimous consent that at the expiration of 25 minutes 
all debate on this amendment be considered as closed. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Reserving the right to object, 
I would like five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. What was the request? 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. FERRIS. To what, Mr. Chairman? 


I never said a thing of 


The time of the gentleman 


The CHAIRMAN. To the request made by the gentleman 
from Oklahoma, that at the end of 25 minutes all debate on the 
amendments be closed. Is there objection? 


Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman, I 
wonder if we could not reach some agreement about closing the 
debate on the entire section. 

Mr. FERRIS. I think the pending amendment is all there is 
in the section that would provoke debate. 

Mr. MANN. Several gentlemen want to be heard; that is the 
situation. 

Mr. FERRIS. There is only one other important committee 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN. This is the last committee amendment to the 
section. If we could make an agreement as to the time to be 
consumed on the section I think it would be wise. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER} has two amendments which he wishes to offer, and he 
has left the Chamber. 

Mr. MANN. We will take care of it on this side. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Benner] wants five minutes, and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Kann] wants five minutes, and 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monveti] wants as much 
as he can get. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will allow me, on this 
paragraph I would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my request. 

Mr. MANN. I think it would be wise to fix it so as give to 
each gentleman desiring time the time he wants now. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT, I think if liberality is allowed here we can 
thrash out some propositions and get along faster in the end. 

Mr. MANN. Fifty-five minutes or an hour, Mr. Chairman, 
is desired on this side. 

Mr. FERRIS. A little time is wanted on this side. 

Mr. MANN. It will take an hour. I think it would be wiser 
to ask for an hour. 

Mr. FERRIS. Well, will an hour and a half be agreeable? 

Mr. MANN. If you give us an hour, I think that would be 
the easiest way. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the expiration of an hour and a half, one hour to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] and half an 
hour to be controlled on this side, all debate on this paragraph 
and amendments thereto be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unan- 
imous consent that at the expiration of an hour and a half, one 
hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois and the 
half hour to be controlled by the gentleman from Oklahoma, 
all debate on this paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Reserving the right to object, 
Mr, Chairman, I would like to ask the gentleman from Okla- 
homa if he will yield to me three or four minutes? 

Mr. FERRIS. There is an hour on that side and only 30 
minutes here, Will not the gentleman be willing to get his time 
over there? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Washington [Mr. HUMPHREY]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
HUMPHREY] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
other proposition connected with this bill to which I object 
because I do not think it is fair to the Western States, and I 
want to call it to the attention of the gentleman who has the 
bill in charge. The objection is to the proposition regulating 
the payments provided in these leases by charging a certain 
amount upon the power developed. Take it out in my country, 
where you have water power—and in order to produce water 
power you have to have a great mountainous country—this 
power is one of our resources. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] expressly says 
that the water belongs to the State, and yet it is proposed to 
tax that resource which belongs to the State and to pay a por- 
tion of that tax to the General Government. 

That is a special assessment, a taxation of the resources of our 
State for the benefit of the whole country, and that is not 
equality under the Constitution to which we are entitled. It is 
just the same as if, in the city of Seattle, they should take a 
special neighborhood and assess it and take the money and put 
it into the general funds of the city because that particular 
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portion of the city might have some special resource that the 
other portions did not have. 

Now, there is another point that has been made, and T want 
to call the attention of the: Members of the House to the unfair- 
ness of it. I do not say that the gentlemen making the argu- 
ment mean to be unfair, but we have heard it repeatedly reit- 
erated on the floor of the House here that certain water-power 
companies control 75 per cent of the water power in the State 
of California, or 60 per cent of the water power in the State of 
Washington, and so on. The gentleman from Oklahoma IMr. 
Ferris], when I called the matter to his attention the other day, 
admitted that what he meant was a certain percentage; as 
named, of the water power that had been developed. Why, 
gentlemen, it has not beem but a few years since a Siwash 
Indian erected a fish. wheel upon one of the rivers of my State 
for the purpose of catching salmon, and at the time this Siwash 
Indian absolutely controlled 100 per cent of the water power 
in the State of Washington. He was a grasping monopolist: 
He controlled all the water power of the State in exactly the 
pers way that the present companies control a certain per cent 
of it. 

When they make that statement they do not explain that they 
mean merely the water power that has been developed. When 
they say that there is a monopoly of the water power of that 
country that can be developed they are not stating the facts; 
because there is no such monopoly. The monopoly of which they 
complain is. only as to that which is already developed. Not 
only men on the floor of this House have been misled by that 
statement. but the country has been misled. by those statements. 

Now I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Inasmuch as the gentleman quoted indirectly 
a little colloquy between himself and myself the other day, stat- 
ing that I conceded something in error about these figures 

Mr. HUMPHRBY of Washington. No; I said vou frankly cor- 
rected the statement when I called your attention to it. You did 
it very properly. 

Mr. FERRIS. What statement was it? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman stated that 
a certain percentage of the water power iu the State of Cali- 
fornia was being controlled by one or two companies, and I 
asked him if it was merely the water power that had been de- 
veloped. The gentleman was fair about answering, and said 


yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. Mr. Chairman, let me give the figures 
here, and then there will not be any controversy about it after- 
wards. There are 116 water-power stations in the State of 
Washington, the gentleman’s State, as follows: 

Stone & Webster, 11 stations, 25.8 per cent; Washington Water 
Power Co., 4 stations, 28 per cent; Sporene & Inland Empire Railroad 
Co. 1 station, 6 per cent; American Power & Light Co., 11 stations, 4.2 

r cent; Northwestern Electric Co., 1 station, 5.4 per cent; Olympic 

wer Co, 1 station, 2.9 per cent; Great Northern Railroad Cos, 1 
station, 2.6 pon cent; Lewiston-Clarkston Improvement Co., 1 station, 
1 per cent; Wenatchee Valley Gas & Electrie Co., 3 stations, 1.5 per 
cent; Inland Portland Cement Co., 1 station, 1.2 per cent; Federal 
Light & Traction Co., 1 station, 0 per cent; Washington-Oregon Cor- 
poration, 2 stations, 0.3 per cent; municipal stations, 12 stations, 16.5 
per cent; all other stations, 66 stations, 4.6 per cent. 


Mr. LENROOT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON]. J 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, as we listen to the wails 
that come up from certain distinguished gentlemen from the 
West it might lead some of us to believe that this is a bill 
intended primarily for the abuse of the western communities. 
I assume that these gentlemen would have us understand that 
they are speaking here on behalf of the interests of the com- 
munities which they represent: They say something about a 
difference here between the conditions where private ownership 
prevails and where public ownership prevails, and they seem 
to bewail the fact that the water-power interests, under the 
power of eminent domain, can not condemn these public lands, 
as they say can be done to lands in private ownership; but they 
overlook the fact that the right to condemn under the power of 
eminent domain in case of private ownership is not a power 
vested in the individual who invokes the right, but is a power of 
the public, a power of the Government itself, which, for the 
general good, permits this private land to be taken for a public 
benefit. Now, here is land which is already owned by the Gov- 
ernment. It is public land 

Mr. McARTHUR. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON, In five minutes I really can not yield. Now, 
we are endeavoring to take this public land and devote it, not 
to a private use, but to the publie use for the good of the com- 
munities which you gentlemen represent in the West; and may 
I say to these western gentlemen that the expense of the 


operation and administration of all of this is borne by the 
Federal Government, which gets no return, not one penny. We 
pay even. the cost of administration. This. section 9 which is 
put in here is not for the protection of any individual and is 
not for the benefit of the General Government, except as: tlie 
General Government benefits by the prosperity of any com- 
munity; but it is in order that this public land which we turn 
over for a public use shall inure to the public good, and not to 
some grasping monopoly which will fix its rates without regula- 
tion: So we provide that the rate charged for the power de- 
veloped here shall be fixed by some public authority, and if 
none exists in the State, then the Federal Government will 
supply it, simply carrying into effect the means of seeing that 
something which belongs to the public shall result for the public 
good, and seeking primarily the good of your western communi- 
ties now and in the future. 

Mr. LENROOT. How much time does the gentleman yield 
back? 

The CHAIRMAN. Two minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BENNET]. 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I rise to correct an impression 


that exists in the mind of my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Lennoor] that I have become a hard-shell reactionary and want 
to be charged three or four prices for everything. I do not. 
He overlooked one very important part of my speech. I said I 
was going to vote for the bill. I shall vote for it, because I 
recognize that with all its imperfections there is a real situn- 
tion out there that has to be met, and this seems to be the most 
practical way of meetingit.. I regret several things about the 
bill; first, that it is going to add to the burden on the Public 
Treasury some hundreds or thousands of men: Nobody seems 
to: worry about that, but we ought to worry about it; second, it 
isa blow at individualism ; third, it weakens the powers of the 
State. 

There are other things that I could mention about the bill 
that I do not like, but as a practical man I am going to vote for 
it in spite of the tendencies I have pointed out. And as this is 
a forum of free, open, frank discussion, it did seem to me that 
having those views in my mind I owe to the country, which 
we in the aggregate represent, a duty to point out here the di- 
rection in which we are not drifting, but the direction in which 
we are being driven by the logic of events, to the end that if 
there is some way by which we can attain the same useful, 
practical end that we all want to attain, without the dangers 
we run in this way, it can be found: We will in our imperfect, 
human, finite capacities in the meantime do our best by voting 
for the best thing that is presented from time to time. 

If I have any time left I yield it back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back one-half 
minute. 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman froin 
Galifornia [Mr. KAHN]. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, there is no doubt that this bill 
will pass, but the suggestion made by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Benner] ought to cause some of us to pause. IT was 
greatly interested in what the gentleman from Michigan [Mr 
Cramton] said a few moments ago. The gentleman from 
Michigan is, of course, a thorough conservationist. The State 
of Michigan has cut down all its timber; it has practically none 
of its timber lands left, and, seemingly, now wants to protect 
the States of the far West from themselves. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KAHN. I can not yield now. Suppose at the time 
Michigan was being populated and developed the Federal Gov- 
ernment had stepped in and drawn a line around 800,000 acres 
of land, withdrawn that land from entry, and said, This is 
a forest reserve; and then had gone into another corner of 
the State and drawn a line around 300,000 additional acres 
and said, “This is a national monument.” Does the gentleman 
feel that the great State of Michigan would have been peopled 
and would have developed as it has been developed? And yet 
they are taking enormous areas out of the publie lands in the 
far Western States and thereby preventing the development of 
the West. Take the matter of water power; I have frequently 
gone through New England 

Mr. CRAMTON,. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. KAHN. I can not yield now for I have only five minutes. 


New England owes its enormous development to its water power. 
Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman yield? 


Mr. KAHN. I can not yield now. 

Mr. HILL. I want to controyert that proposition. 

Mr. KAHN. I have gone through the State of Massachusetts 
repeatedly, and have seen oné mill after another on the streams 
in that State. The mills in large measure get their power from 
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those streams. They have built up their enormous factories 
with that power. It is a wonderful thing to see how varied 
industries have grown and expanded in that section of the 
country. They use, largely, water power. But suppose, after 
the first six or eight factories had been erected on those 
streams, the Federal Government had stepped in and had said, 
“ Gentlemen, you can not use any more of this power. Every 
new mill, every new factory will have to pay something into 
the Treasury of the United States if they want to use it, and 
we will only let them use it for a term of 50 years.” Does 
anyone believe there would have been the wonderful develop- 
ment of the industries of the State of Massachusetts that there 
has been? Of course not, 

So we say that we know the conditions in the West, and that 
this legislation will hamper the development of that section 
of the country. There are other ways of regulating the use of 
power, I believe that the opportunity should be given to 
capital to develop power sites without the imposition of over- 
head charges that existing companies do not have to pay. I 
would invite capital to go into the business of the development 
und sale of water power. I would permit them to meet the 
existing companies on equal terms. Then if they make com- 
binations for the purpose of forcing up rates, if they do those 
things that tend to create monopoly, I would even have a con- 
dition in the grant that would work the forfeiture of the 
franchise. But conditions such as are found in this legisla- 
tion simply tend to foster monopoly. These people who are 
already in the field and who paid nothing into the Federal 
Treasury for their grants, who developed their power sites be- 
fore any restrictive laws were enacted, can underbid, can 
undersell any new dealers in power who would have to pay 
something into the Federal Treasury in just the amount the 
new competing companies pay into the Federal Treasury. Does 
anyone believe the new company could survive such competi- 
tion? Gentlemen, this bill will keep capital from the develop- 
ment of new power sites. To my mind, this kind of legislation 
will defeat itself. There will be little development under it, 
just as there was little development under the law of 1902. 
When that Jaw was passed I predicted failure for it, and I pre- 
dict failure under this law. [Applause.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, if under this law there will 
be little development, it is far better for future generations that 
the little development takes place rather than the conditions 
that would follow if you granted large corporations rights to 
develop water power on the public domain without limit or 
restriction. It can not be charged by Representatives coming 
from States where water powers have been exploited by private 
capital that we are seeking for selfish gain to protect the public 
against the unrestricted appropriation of the undeveloped water 
powers on public domain that remains in the far-western coun- 
try. We who come from States where our powers have been 
developed know that fabulous fortunes have been gained by the 
unrestricted development of these powers. 

New England has been developed in a way by the water- 
power development largely from the fact that the paper in- 
dustry was established along the New England streams. But 
since then, since 1891, when water powers began to be utilized 
for hydroelectric generation, it developed that these water powers 
were beyond all conception of the original value. It is a contest 
between unfettered capitalization on the one side and State and 
Government regulation on the other. We in the Middle West 
who have gone through unfettered capitalization seeking to take 
hold of undeveloped water power realize that a mistake was 
made. We do not wish to hamper the development of the West, 
but we say to the Representatives of California that it is a 
crime, in my eyes, as I saw the past summer in crossing over 
from the Yosemite Valley to the Hetch Hetchy Valley, that 
beautiful forest land on the mountain side appropriated by east- 
ern capitalists for water-power sites and awaiting despoliation 
until the time when it would be profitable to developit. Wesay 
now that if you want to rob the future for the benefit of the pres- 
ent we will restrain you. We will place reasonable regulations 
upon it and allow the State to develop these water powers 
under the regulations of the State commission. If you have no 
State commission, then it will rest under the supervision of the 
Secretary of the Interior. This bugaboo of bureaucracy does 
not scare me, because at all times it rests with the State legis- 
latures to establish a State commission. When they establish 
the commission then the power of the National Government, the 
supervisory power of the National Government, ceases. 

Mr. McARTHUR. I want to know if the gentleman ever lived 
in a State that was honeycombed with these bureaucrats? 


Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, I have studied the conditions where 


they have been. I served on the pulp and paper committee back 
in 1908, where the conditions arising from the appropriation 
of these water powers were first called to my attention, and if 
the gentleman had served on that committee and heard the 
testimony of the few corporations getting control of all the 
undeveloped water powers, he would, if he were not hampered 
by local sentiment in his district, be in favor without restriction 
of this bill. I will ask the gentleman if he favors a corporation 
taking control, as they do, of the public lands in the Yellow- 
stone National Park, and holding those undeveloped water 
powers for generations to come, and then compelling those 
generations to pay just what those corporations see fit to 
charge? 

Mr. McARTHUR. I do not. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If he would, he would be in favor of 
unlicensed individualism. The great fortunes of this country 
have been made by appropriation of the public domain. We say 
that that domain now and for the future is for the public and 
for the public benefit. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
sin hus expired. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to direct the 
attention of the chairman of the committee to another matter, 
and that is whether it was the intention of the chairman of 
the committee to grant unlimited time for extension after the 
one-year period as provided in the last proviso on page 3? My 
reading of the first section shows that there is no limitation as 
to the length of time te which the extension shall be granted, 
but merely that the power is given to extend if the original 
time of one year is not sufficient. 

Mr. FERRIS. The thought of the committee was this: 
Numerous engineers came before us and testified to the colos- 
sal task it was to make the survey and take the preliminary 
steps to the expenditure of a million or more dollars for one of 
these large hydroelectric plants, and to finance it. In some 
instances where a company that was acting in good faith did 
pot have time enough we gave the Secretary power to extend 
the time. 

Mr. STAFFORD. To an unlimited degree? 

Mr. FERRIS. No. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin has again expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. I yield the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. STAFFORD, Under the phraseology of the bill as writ- 
ten there is no limitation on the time for the extension period. 
I thought it was the sense of the committee to only extend it 
for a like period of a year? 

Mr. FERRIS. It is; but they can only extend it when pre- 
vented by unusual weather conditions or some unusual thing 
of that kind from pursuing it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. This would give the Secretary of the In- 
terior power to extend for 10, 15, or 20 years, if the first year 
was not sufficient because of these conditions, I thought tt 
better to place a limitation on it for a like period. 

Mr. FERRIS. There is a limitation in the fact that the 
Secretary must find that the special conditions warrant the 
extension. 

ao STAFFORD. If those conditions do exist, he can ex- 
tend it. 

Mr. FERRIS. This applies to Alaska, and the gentleman will 
1725 bo mind that part of the year they can not work up there 
at all. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I send to the 
desk an amendment and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1 by adding at the end thereof the following : 

“And the leases hereby authorized, and all subcontracts as to the 
management ot said water power or the terms and conditions of the 
distribution of electrical energy, light, or heat, shall be at all times 
j may be passed By the United States, 
y 0 sa 0 a 
so stated to be subject in said pi and contracts: Sp ae aS age 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, in the general 
debate it was said very justly that this was not a bill for the 
development of water power, but its object was to allow those 
water powers to be used for wide distribution of electrical 
energy. It was truly said that this object can only be attained 
by great associations of capital, and that this ownership of the 
water power or leasing of the water power and of the lands is in 
its nature a monopoly, and that it is a great and pressing ne- 
cessity not only in this sort of monopoly, but in all development 
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of great resources, that laws shall be passed which should regu- 
late the business of these monopolies, so that only a fair profit 
shall go to the holder and that the business should inure other- 
wise to the benefit of the public. It was said truly that these 
objects are not attained by this bill fully, as they can not be by 


any bill. It needs experience. No doubt it will be agreed that 
such regulation can not now be finally established, but must be 
subject to amendment from time to time. It was with this view 
that I offer this amendment that the leases and contracts them- 
selves should submit the parties and the distribution to the 
regulation of the law. It was likewise pointed out by the 
gentleman from Minnesota most justly that the regulation of 
the distribution of electric current between various States will 
be necessarily confused with the distribution within the State 
unless there be one uniform system of regulation, which could 
only be had under United States law developed from time to time 
by experience. It is, at any rate, possible that this may prove 
in the end to be the best solution; and it is, therefore, as I 
submit to the House, the part of prudence not, perhaps, to make 
stringent regulations and take away the power of the State, 
but to reserve the possibility of such control, and this is easily 
done by making that reservation a part of the terms of the lease 
itself, as proposed by this amendment. 

How this control can be exercised is a different matter. The 
gentleman from Minnesota is inclined to a commission. I sym- 
pathize with the fear of commissions expressed by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Bennet]. 

Experience has shown the difficulties, the expense, and many 
of the unfortunate results which attend even their beneficial 
operations. The object to be obtained is the limitation of 
private profits so that the benefit of the enterprise shall go to 
the public. This can be done by simply saying so and making 
the business mutual and cooperative between the holder and 
the public, so that the lessee should be limited to a certain 
annual tage of profit from his investment and so that 
profits in excess should be returned to the consumer by way of 
dividends upon what he pays. This is like a cooperative store. 
It is like a mutual insurance company with a stock capital and 
which does a mutual business. It is no more complicated. It 
is one that long ago ought to be applied to public-service 
corporations, where public streets furnish the right of way and 
the whole public are the customers. 

The profit to be allowed to the holder should be large. He 
takes the risk. When you tempt private capital to such an 
enterprise it might be as much as 15 or 25 per cent a year or 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Jersey has expired. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Would it be possible for the 
gentleman from Minnesota to yield me more time? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield three minutes additional to the 
gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. We do not want to discourage 
capital, but we want to prevent successive reorganizations with 
expanded stock which will put money into the pockets, not of 
the original investor, but into the pockets of mere promoters 
after the work has been done. The limit may be sometimes low, 
because sometimes towns will only want such profit as will pay 
interest on public bonds. Such a scheme will involve many 
details which can not be fully settled now, but must be left 
to future legislation. But certain requirements would not be 
out of place now. 

One is to keep careful account of construction and operation. 
If profits should be diverted to improvements of plant, they 
should be represented by scrip bearing interest. 

Another is to provide that salaries, office building, and other 
headquarter expenses and commissions should be reasonable, so 
that the profits should not be used up. 

The lessee ought to deal directly with the consumer. It is 
the consumer, not the intermediary, that is to obtain the profit. 
This, however, should not prevent partnerships as long as this 
result is attained, and therefore should allow such contracts 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior as do not infringe 
on the right of the consumer to share in the profits. 

Consumers should be equally treated by equal rates in each 
locality, and fair rates as between different localities. With this 
in view I have prepared amendments to the second section, which 
will be read at their place at the end of the second section, but 
which I now desire to offer asa part of my remarks to show the 
general scheme. They are only tentative, but if we want to 
meet the demands of the world at the present time we must 
obtain some system of regulating public servants by law and 


not by commission. 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. MONDELL. May I ask the gentleman if it would not be 
well to try the same scheme, which may be a very good one, 
right here in the District of Columbia, where we have had some 
difficulty in respect to electricity? Would not this be a good 
place to try it? 

Mr PARKER of New Jersey. My time has expired. 

The proposed amendments to section 2 by Mr. Parker of New 
Jersey are as follows: 


Amendment 1, Add at the end of section 2 the following: 

“And each such lease shall provide that detailed accounts shall be 
kept of construction and operation in such form as ma prescribed 
by the Secret of the Interior, and annual statements thereof filed 
on such day as he may order, so that the totals of every branch of the 
business may be ascertained at any time.” 

Amendment 2. Also add the following: 

“And each such lease shall provide that all 2 52 on the original 
cost of the plant in excess of cumulative annual profits at a rate and 
per cent of such cost to be fixed in said lease shall be annually divided 
among the consumers of electrical energy according to the amounts 
paid by each consumer in the year.” 

Amendment 3. Also add the following: 

“The Secretary of the Interior, in his discretion, may offer any lease 
to pour competition among bidders giving satisfactory security to 
perform the terms thereof as they shall offer the more rent, or agree 
to accept a less annual rate of profits; that is, the said competition 
may be as to the amount of rent to be paa to the United States or the 
maximum annual profits to be retained by the lessee.” 
endment 4. se 


Am add the following: 
“And each lease shall provide that profits which may be invested in 
rson entitled thereto 


3 improvements may be paid over to the 
y scrip or certificates of such investment on which local interest shall 


accrue and be paid annually until they shall be taken up and funded 
in debt or a preferred stock at lower interest.” 

Amendment 5. Also add the following: 

“And each lease shall provide that expenses for salarics, offices, and 
other headquarters expenses and commissions shall be reasonable and 
Ues auaeets tek Beek TEE EE en acne Seat te eet 
and labor in conatroction EnA operation.” eee 

Amendment 6. Also add the following: 

“And each lease shall provide that the lessee shall sell or lease or 
contract for electrical energy directly with the consumer, except by 
such contracts as may be first approved by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and shall not impair the consumer's right to share in the profits,” 

Amendment 7. Also add the following: 

“And each lease shall provide that rates for electricity shall be equal 
in each locality, acco: to the quantity used or lost and the of 
connection, and shall be ly apportioned as to different localities.” 

Mr. FERRIS. Might I ask the Chair how much time re- 
mains to each side? 

The CHAIRMAN. Each side has 28 minutes remaining. 

Mr. FERRIS. I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Lonpon]. 

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, I first desire to ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp, as I haye 
had no time to prepare a careful statement. I object to this 
proposed bill. I object to the 50-year clause, to the so-called 
recapture clause. It seems to me the committee is indulging in 
radical talk and reactionary action. ‘That is the position now 
of both Republicans and Democrats. They are liberal in strong 
talk against corporations and about the people and about the 
masses, but when it comes down to genuine action you see 
nothing progressive from them. I became suspicious when I 
saw the Republican and Democratic leaders in agreement on 
this bill. It was high time for me to examine it carefully. 
{Laughter.] 

I spent last night, from about 10 o’clock until midnight, in 
my office carefully examining that bill. The committee speaks 
of the recapture clause. It is not a recapture clause. It is a 
fool-capture clause. Fools will be captured by it. What you 
are trying to do now is that, instead of preserving the natural 
resources of the country for the people, you are making things 
worse by enabling the commission to give leases for 50 years. 
I wonder where I will be able to meet you 50 years from now 
in order to reproach you for your act. I am not quite sure I 
will meet you in heaven, although I know where I am going to 
land as a Socialist. [Laughter.] Fifty years is an awfully 
long period of time. It is more than a generation, The word 
“generation” means the average life of all the persons in the 
community, which is one-third of a century. You are permit- 
ting the making of leases for more than a generation, for more 
than the lifetime of a generation. It is not enough that you 
do mischief to last a lifetime; it is not enough that you burden 
with the result of your unwise action the present generation ; 
but you want to impose burdens upon those who will come after 
us. You are quite ambitious in your projects. 

I am opposed to the recapture clause and that 50-year leas- 
ing clause. How generous the committee is. Just listen to this 
wonderful language. They say: 


We must provide generous terms, in order to get private capital to 
make investments. 


You can not get enough private capital interested to develop 
water power. Why not get the inexhaustible capital of the 
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United States of America? You speak so glibly of expending 
billions of dollars for munitions, for armament, for fighting 
some invisible enemy, an. enemy that exists in your minds only, 
but you can not get your minds to work out some method for 
utilizing the resources of the United States for the people. 

The committee speaks of criminal negligence committed in 
the past in overlooking the wonderful resources of the United 
States and in permitting them to be appropriated by private 
capital. What does the committee substitute for it? Instead 
of the criminal negligence of the past generations, you substi- 
tute deliberate criminality by permitting leases for 50 years. 
And if you gentlemen do permit a lease for 50 years, why do 
you not provide that the commission should have the right to 
regulate hours of labor, wages for labor, and other conditions 
of labor, and that conditions of employment should not be 
inferlor to standards demanded by organized labor?) Why do 
you always forget these little things—the demands of labor? 
You speak of the consumer. What about the great masses of 
the working people? Why do you disregard them in your 
scheme for regeneration of society? 

Gentlemen, you are not doing the right thing in adopting this 
bill. When the Republicans and Democrats agree it is a safe 
thing to vote for a bill, it is time to look out. [Laughter.] I 
do not want to call you names, First of all, it is a bad thing 
to do. I wish to be an agreeable fellow. I can say lots of 
things about the Republicans in the abstract and about the 
Democrats in collectivity. History will take care of that and 
will call you all kinds of names. I shall not indulge in the 
calling of names. All I wish to say is that you are making 
a very serious blunder. The future historian will say that by 
enacting this bill you tried to fool the people, to deceive them, 
and make them believe that you were earnestly making an 
attempt to conserve and preserve the natural resources of 
the country, while in reality you were enabling private inter- 
ests to obtain 50-year leases in order to continue the exploita- 
tion of the resources of the Nation. 

I object to this bill because it is an unfair bill. It is an im- 
proper bill ; it is not one to promote the interests of the people; 
it is destructive of their rights. I suppose there will be no 
objection to my extending my remarks in the Recorp, although 
I that practice. The last time I obtained it, together 
with everybody else, I did not feel like taking advantage of it. 
A speech extended in the Record and not delivered on the floor 
looks to me a very funny thing, but as you are so funny I see 
no reason why I can not once in a while be as funny as you are. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman request to extend his 
remarks in the RECORD? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman have permission to extend his remarks in the 

RD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from New York have permis- 
sion to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. z 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Ferris] yield to me two minutes? 

Mr. FERRIS. Every moment is promised, if the gentleman 
will pardon me. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The matter I wish to speak 
on does not pertain to the bill. j 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman withhold until a little later 
and get permission on the next section? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Very well. I yield back the 
time granted me by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LEN- 


ROOT]. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL]. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I propose to interpose a nov- 
elty in the discussion by discussing the section of the bill under 
consideration, The section of the bill which has been read pro- 
vides for the leasing of public lands for water-power develop- 
ment. If that was all that the bill did and those leases were on 
proper and reasonable terms and conditions, I should have no 
very serious objection, although I believe that the matter could 
be better and more advantageously worked out along the line 
of rights of way, a line which we have followed in the past. 
But there is one very peculiar and extraordinary thing about 
this section. I want to call attention to it, and I want to chal- 
lenge the attention of the House to it, because it is the very first 
of the kind in our history, as I stated a year ago, on the same 
section. Heretofore in legislating in regard to the public lands 
we have granted certain rights or privileges or opportunities to 


citizens. We do nothing of that kind in this bill. In the first 
section of the bill we turn over to the absolute management and 
control of the Secretaty. of the Interior, to be managed and con- 
trolled according to his sweet will, all the land of the public 


domain that may be used, needed, or required for power devel- 
opment. Nothing in the bill gives any citizen any assurance 
that at any time, now or in the future, he may have an oppor- 
tunity to lease any part of the public land for these purposes. 
The Secretary is given the right to either grant or withhold the 
right to use these lands for purposes contemplated by the bill. 
There has been a good deal of the Don Quixote style of oratory 
in this debate. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] 
and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris} mount their 
limping steeds, and with lances at rest they charge with great 
eloquence upon the windmill of alleged or feared monopoly. 
They realize, if they know anything about it, that at this time 
the West does not suffer from oppressive monopoly in these mat- 
ters; the West does control, and control so that the West is 
generally securing better terms from: water-power companies 
than the East. But they fear combinations and monopolies in 
the future, and fear that we shall be so pusillanimous in the 
future that we shall not protect ourselves. In my country, when 
the cowboys want to describe a man who is utterly beneath con- 
tempt, they refer to him as “a fellow who would rob his own 
trunk.” If the West would allow itself to be robbed by its 
power companies it: would come in that category. 

Now, the fact is that so far as monopoly and combination are 
concerned there will be mere monopoly and more combination 
under this legislation than there would be without it. If we 
simply leased or granted rights of way and allowed the States 
to control, there would unquestionably be less of combination. 
There would be a larger number of separate ownerships than 
there would be under this bill. 

That fact has been admitted by practically all of the extreme 
conservationists who favor this class of legislation. They be- 
gan by scaring the people of the country with the bugaboo of 
water-power combination, but they ended by embracing the idea 
and the theory of combination as a condition under which the 
people: will be most satisfactorily and cheaply served. I repeat 
that it is now admitted, wherever that question has been put, by 
the men who have given study to the question, that this bill will 


not prevent or have any tendency to prevent combination or 


monopoly. Asa matter of fact, all water powers are monopolies. 
1 will not discourage monopoly. Monopoly is encouraged in the 
III. 

But they say that so long as the Federal Government controls 
under certain conditions it is well to have this monopoly and 
this combination. If we suggest that under our form of Govern- 
ment the people are sovereign in their control and ought to be 


effective in their control, instead of discussing that proposition 


they proceed to attempt to.alarm us by again talking about com- 
binations and monopolies, as though combinations and monopolies 
were not the very thing sought and expected to be accomplished 
under this legislation. } 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman: from Kentucky? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Is there any reason why the State of Wyo- 
ming will not have control in regulating the price to be charged 
by. the water companies? 

Mr. MONDELL, Well, the State of Wyoming has a commis- 
sion. ` 
Mr. SHERLEY. Then is there any reason why it will not 
have proper control in regulating the price to be charged? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What is it? 

Mr. MONDELL. Given a power plant in the State of 
Wyoming, occupying so much as a quarter of an acre of public 
land, a square foot of public land, if you will, or even running a 
transmission line over a strip of public land, immediately there- 
upon the State public-service commission and the communities 
which, under our law, may fix rates are deprived of all power 
and control over the practices of the company or the rates 
which they may charge, and a clerk down here in the office of 
the Secretary of the Interior becomes the sole judge of what a 


great power plant serving my people shall do as to its practices, 


as to the issue of its stock, and as to the charges it shall make 
on the current that it produces. That is a fair statement, I 
believe, of the case. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If F understand the gentleman, he means 
that when the company’s: activities cease to be intrastate and 
become interstate the: State ceases to have complete control. Is 
that it? 
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Mr. MONDELL. I mean that whenever a company puts a 
transmission line across the State that happens, and happens to 
all the activities of the plant in both States. The gentleman 
from Kentucky is a very good lawyer, one of the very best in 
the House. Therefore I, not being a lawyer, would not pre- 
sume—— 

Mr. MADDEN. 
a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. In a moment. I would not presume to 
differ with him on a purely legal question. But I am not con- 
vinced that passing an electric current or an electric line across 
a State line is interstate commerce, and if it is not, then there 
is not any constitutional way in which this operation of control 
may be put into effect. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MADDEN. As I understand the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming to say, 2 company organized within a State, doing busi- 
ness entirely within the State, with capital furnished by citizens 
of the State, under control of the commission authorized by the 
State, would not have any rights within the State after an 
electric wire carrying current went out of the State? 

Mr. MONDELL. If this becomes law, the State commissions 
and bodies having power to regulate. would lose all of their 
authority and control, and the authority and control over 
rates and practices would be transferred to Washington. 

Mr. MADDEN. Every power within the State as well as 
withont? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 


Mr. MONDELL. May I have just one minute more to answer 
the gentleman's question? 

Mr. LENROOT. Not out of my time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Very well; the gentleman does not want 
information given to the House, evidently. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kentucky IMr. SHERIEY]. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, in the debate that has taken 
place to-day we have had an illustration of the extremes of this 
question. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Lonpon], per- 
fectly consistent with his view of government, believes that this 
bill is unjustifiable because of the extreme privileges it grants 
to capital. The gentlemen from the West, starting from the 
always assumed and mistaken premise that the public lands in 
the Western States belong to the Western States, argue that 
there are too many restrictions placed around the use of the 
property of the Government. 

Mr. MONDELL. Win the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Yes. $ 

Mr. MONDELL. On that straw man of his 

Mr. SHERLEY. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman was not here the other day 
when half a dozen western Members answered that proposition, 
and said they did not claim any ownership of-the public lands. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Of course not; they never claim that when 
faced with it, but they always claim it as the basis for an 
argument that has no standing except upon the assumption that 
the public lands in those States belong to the inhabitants of 
those States. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman uses that statement as a 
basis for an argument. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Now, will the gentleman let me have my 
time? The gentleman had his, at length, ad libitum, and I 
might add another phrase, but will not. 

The proposition here involved is simply this, that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, owning certain lands, shall put terms 
upon the use of those lands by a lessee. Y 

But it is said that the relationship of ordinary contracting 
parties does not exist, because of the one fact that the land 
owned by the Government is not subject to the right of a State’s 
eminent domain, and if the terms that it imposes upon the 
lessee are not suitable to that lessee he is without recourse. 
That is true, but it ought to be true. As has been well pointed 
out the right of eminent domain is a right of sovereignty, and 
the very highest, and it ought not to be exercised against a 
sovereignty ; and the time will never come when the Govern- 
ment of the United States will confer upon any lesser political 
subdivision the right of eminent domain as against the property 
of the United States, and it never should. 

But much is said about the fact that these States are bur- 
dened with great sections that are held by the United States 
and which are not subject to taxation. They forget that the 
States and the people within the States took them subject—it 
you please to call it that—to the burden of Government owner- 
ship ef part of that domain, 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for 


The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 


But it is not true in law, it is not true in fact, and can not be 
made true by the repeated assertions of western gentlemen, that 
these great properties that will be created by the development 
of water-power sites in the West will be free from State taxa- 
tion. Gentlemen have only need to read the decision in 14 
Peters or the decision in 220 United States to find that the 
leasehold that is granted is subject to State taxation and is 
now being taxed in certain instances in the Western States, 
and it either shows ignorance or unfairness on the part of 
advocates who constantly talk about taking away from the 
States any power to levy taxes and to support themselves. 

Speaking for myself, I should like to see a shorter lease than - 
50 years. Men say you can not induce capital. Why, in my sec- 
tion they would not think of issuing a franchise for 50 years. 
That belongs to the limbo of forgotten things. We do not believe 
that we are so wise—even if gentlemen out West are satisfied 
of their own wisdom—as to be able to span the future with any 
flimsy bridge of thought and make terms for 50 years that will 
represent equity during the whole of that term, I think it is 
proper that we should give a sufficient length of lease to induce 
capital—and men will differ as to what that term is—and it will 
have to stand the acid test of actual trial; but certainly 50 years 
is not so short a time as to make anyone doubt the fact that 
these lands will be leased. 

Now, one of two things is true. Either gentlemen do not want 
regulation of any kind, and so they object to Federal regulation 
because they are satisfied that they can avoid State regulation, 
or they believe that the limitation of the 50-year term is too 
extreme. I submit in all candor that, if anything, it represents 
an extremely liberal policy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman from Oklahoma give me 
a couple of minutes? 

Mr. FERRIS. I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I want to say, in conclusion, another thing. 
I am sometimes impressed by the tyranny of phrases, Men bow 
down before the idol of a cant phrase. I came here 13 years 
ago a very pronounced believer in State rights. I have not 
lost my conviction touching real State rights, but I am con- 
stantly reminded of the fact that we are all the time hearing 
more of State rights than we are of State duties. [Applause.] 
It has been because of the absolute neglect of State duties that 
the people—speaking for no locality, but for the Nation at 
large—are determined that power shall not again be given to a 
limited class to exploit what belongs to all. [Applause.] 

Why, one gentleman made much of the fact, that the State of 
Michigan had lost its forests; and said that because the people 
there had lost their forests they were coming in and insisting 
upon regulating the public lands within the borders of Western 
States. What better reason on earth could there be for the posi- 
tion of Michigan in desiring to prevent the West being exploited 
as Michigan was exploited? Michigan has learned by ex- 
perience. Yes; the people of the West are just as patriotic and 
just as intelligent as the people of Kentucky or Michigan or 
elsewhere; but every man here knows that the trouble is not 
with the mass of the people, but it is with a limited number of 
people having the strong desire of personal gain, against the 
unorganized and not alert attention of the great mass of the 
people. [Applause.] We give to the States every right that they 
can ask in reason. We say to them: “If you have a commission, 
you shall have power to regulate. If you have not a commis- 
sion, as soon as you get one you shall have the power to regu- 
late; but if you refuse to have one, then we, holding in trust 
for all the people the public lands of America, will give the 
right to use those lands for only a limited period, under such 
restrictions as in the judgment of those representing all the 
people are fair to all concerned.” That is the essence of the bill, 
ond that is the reason the fight is on here so strenuously by 
these gentlemen. It is not so much because they object to the 
terms of the bill as because under the plea of bureaucratic gov- 
ernment they want to get away from the establishment of the 
principle of public control of public utilities as against the pri- 
vate exploitation of them. [Applause.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin use some 
of his time? 

Mr. LENROOT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. MCARTHUR]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. Mc- 
ARTHUR] is recognized for five minutes. 


[Mr. McARTHUR addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in the few 
minutes allotted to me in the discussion of H. R. 408, the Ferris 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


687 


water-power leasing bill, I desire to express my disapproval and 
opposition to this and all other leasing bills. I believe that the 
whole leasing program, w. 
passed, will result in a system in the public-land States which 
will keep these States from ever becoming full, complete Com- 
monwealths. Each one will be part State and part Province, 
with no hope of change. So long as the Federal Government 
shall lease in 50-year periods the resources which lie in what is 
now the Federal part of the State of Washington—those leases 
subject to renewal—no future governor of that State may hope 
to be governor of the whole State. He will be, as now, governor 
of almost two-thirds. No future citizen may hope to see, even 
a hundred years hence, all of the resources taxed for the general 
welfare. That future citizen will see, as now, the income from 
the Federal resources of that State going to various Federal bu- 
reaus and a little sop handed back, the bulk having been used 
in overhead charges, which charges must constantly increase as 
the size and activities of the bureaus increase. Where we now 
have 10 agents, inspectors, surveyors, rangers, and other classes 
of agents, paid by the United States Government, running over 
that portion of the territory in the Western States still belonging 
to the United States Government, we will have 100 such agents. 

Carry out the leasing system as this administration proposes 
to carry it out and the whole people of the United States, who 
boast that the best-governed people are the least-governed people, 
may neyer hope to get rid of the public-domain problem, which 
is costly, cumbersome, and forbidding, and which should at some 
future date come to an end. 

I confidently believe that the bulk of the people in the dis- 
trict I have the honor. to represent are sick and tired of that 
whole propaganda, which seeks to control federally forever that 
which every pioneer hoped would become part and parcel of his 
State. I doubt if the people of the United States, when they 
talk of their public domain out West—and it is, in truth, their 
domain—realize the enormous cost of Federal operation; nor 
do they realize the obstacles and obstructions thrown in the 
way of all who would enjoy the blessings which the United 
States pretends to hold out to those who would go upon the 
land. 

If anyone doubts my statements, let him go to the minor 
offices in the Interior and Agricultural Departments and read 
the complaints. Let him see how the man who grazes 6 cattle 
has been hounded, while the company which grazes 16,000 has 
been favored and benefited—at actual Government .loss—and 
this under one of these beneficent leasing systems. 

Let him see how would-be settlers have been harassed. Let 
him decide for himself why that whole country, which was so 
prosperous and whose whole people were so hopeful, has lan- 
guished, 

Then perhaps he will understand why those who were fooled 
once by the high-sounding phrases of conservation are chary 
now of an everlasting lease system of everything in the public 
domain, from the water in the bed of the nonnavigable stream, 
which the State owns, to the rich rocks under the ground, for 
which few miners will prospect, inasmuch as their only reward 
is soon to be a lease. 

If we are to become full, complete States, as we have hoped 
since we received our enabling acts, then the whole long-term 
leasing plan is wrong. If we are to remain, in part provinces, 
then—tell us so, and go to it. Tell us that we may never have 
taxes from the great untaxed resources and unused areas within 
the confines of what we thought were sovereign States. 

We, who oppose this continued increase of Federal control, 
are used to assault. Every invective has been hurled at us. 
Last summer I attended an important conference in the North- 
west where efforts were made by governors and others to dis- 
cuss this leasing proposition from the standpoint of the West. 
After substantial addresses had been made by western men who 
had given great study to the subject we had the further pleasure 
of hearing ourselves called secessionists by employees of the 
United States, who in their rage at our hope that we might 
become in time free from their academic advice and their over- 
bearing supervision, could think of no meaner nor more belittling 
charge. 

The charge that monopoly will control is made: In the State 
- of Washington a public utilities commission handles that phase 
of the problem and does it well. I believe that water-power com- 
panies are forbidden to make more than 6 per cent, and they 
are not given opportunity to inflate their stock. Is 6 per cent 
too much in a country where the banks pay 4 per cent for de- 
posited money? In a mountainous country, too, where, as in the 
case of the Elwha Power Co., a dam went out, causing in a 
single night a loss of a couple of million of dollars. That com- 
pany struggled valiantly for a long time against that loss. Now, 
it is bankrupt. That company hoped that the publie domain 
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in the reserve back of it might be brought into use. It has 
given up that hope. 

This bill proposes to lease not the water, which the. Govern- 
ment does not own, but the power-house sites, which the Govern- 


ment does own. The Government has uson the hip. We can not 
use the water without the sites. Therefore Congress, when it 
passes this bill, places a pistol at our heads and says, like a 
bandit, “ Give up what you've got.” 

Then Congress proposes to base the lease price for the sites 
on the amount of horsepower available in the stream. 

Next, this Ferris bill, taking for the Government this lease 
money, says, We'll give it back to you—or a part of it—for 
reclamation purposes.” Anyone familiar with the cost of gov- 
ernmental bureaucratic operations may guess about what pro- 
portion we will get back, 

Very often the highwayman, after taking all of his victim’s 
money and valuables, gives him back a car ticket with which ‘to 
ride home. If this Government, desiring to help the States, 
were proposing by congressional act to let the States, through 
the control of the public-service commissions, make these leases 
and receive the bulk of the returns, how much better the tax- 
payers of the State would feel. The return also to the Federal 
Government would be safer, would be sure, and would not be 
dissipated among an array of additional Federal officeholders 
who will come onto the pay roll when this bill becomes a law. 

The Western States have limited representation in Congress 
in proportion to their area and to the importance of these Fed- 
eral problems, which bid fair, under leasing, never to end. As 
matters stand, this bill will pass. Our substitutes are not con- 
sidered. Fortunately, some amendments have been added as a 
result of continued hammering by the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming [Mr. Monperr] and a few others who really know the 
West. The bill as about to be passed by this House is much 
better than the bill which did pass the last House and which 
failed in the Senate, and yet the advocates of last year’s bill 
resented every effort to change it. So something has come 
from agitation and continued effort of its opponents, who 
realize that, representing Western States, they are but a small 
part of the total representation in this body. What we get is 
solely by the grace of the Members of the Eastern States, who, 
unfortunately, pay too little attention to this and other prob- 
lems so vital to the Western States. 

Members should remember that these forest-reserve lands, 
where are many of the power sites, are controlled by the Agri- 
cultural Department. The sites, however, are to be leased by 
the Interior Department, Thus will result the same thing over 
and over again that has been going on in regard to homestead 
and other rights where both the Agricultural Department and 
the Interior Department send rival agents to fight with each 
other at the expense of our people. I heard a speaker out West 
say that he thought that bureaucracy was the mildew on the 
heart of Democracy, and we know that to be true, for year in 
and year out since this new benevolent control by long distance 
of our progressive people has been going on, we have been suffer- 
ing and suffering to the extreme. 

In the city of Tacoma electric power is sold for one-half cent 
per kilowatt hour, and the municipal plant in that city regulates, 
I believe, the price of current in that part of the country. In 
the district I have the honor to represent I presume there is 
more unharnessed potential water power than in any other area 
in the United States. Thousands upon thousands of horsepower 
of that water power will continue to run unharnessed to the sea. 
This law will not invite capital, in my opinion. Under this 
law the Utopian dream of development will go on. If we get 
water-power development you get the proceeds. If we do not 
get development we get the promise of it about two generations 
ahead. But we believe that “an acre in Middlesex is worth a 
principality in Utopia,” and we are tired of these theoretical 
nostrums. 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, how does the time stand? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has 8 
minutes and the gentleman from Oklahoma 18 minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Craarron]. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, as I heard my friend from 
Washington [Mr. McArtHur] bewailing the use of the water 
which belongs to the State by institutions under the control of 
the Federal Government, it occurred to me to wonder whether 
the gentleman understood that these water-power plants would 
consume the water flowing in the streams. It is my under- 
standing that the water belonging to the State will continue to 
flow on its way undiminished and the water coming to the 
mouth of the stream will be there in the same quantity. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON, Yes. 


688 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 7, 


Mr. MONDELL. Is that any reason why the Federal Govern- 
ment should tax these particular water powers because they are 
not going to consume the water? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am simply answering another suggestion 
made. I do not understand there is to be a tax on the water in 
the stream, but the institution which makes use of the land at 
the side of the stream must pay the Government, which owns 
the Jand, for its use. A water-power site, I understand, of one 
concern in the West under private ownership is valued at 
$26,000,000, and the consumers of the power there manufac- 
tured, in effect, pay a tax upon that valuation, and it is no 
hardship to the consumers of the power developed upon these 
sites if they pay a reasonable rental to the Government. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Frss]. | 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, when the work of the Constitu- 

- tional Convention was finished in Philadelphia, Benjamin Frank- 
lin declared it was not satisfactory to him, and probably was 
not to any member, but that it was a good deal better than any- 
thing else they had, and, therefore, he would sign it and adopt 
its meaning. I have noticed that the range of this debate has 
touched the extreme points. One side does not want it for 
one thing and another side does not want it because it does 
not do another thing. To some Members it goes too far; to 
others it does not go far enough. However, it is a better propo- 
sition by a good deal than what we have now. While I would 
not vote to have the Government go into hydroelectric develop- 
ment directly, neither would I yote to give unlimited oppor- 
tunity to private capital without any restraint. I am willing 
to split the difference and permit the Government to lease the 
right under proper conditions, because I believe in developing 
the water power. The possibilities in this direction, especially 
in the West, are great. I think there is nothing in the future 
in the next 50 years that will see more remarkable develop- 
ment than electricity from the use of water power. When it 
can be utilized in our public lands, over which the Government 
has control, we ought to make it possible. 

Whatever dangers might lurk in the monopolistic character 
of the power ean be obviated by the provisions in the bill to 
retain Federal control, and whatever undue advantage might 
be taken by holders can be thwarted by the provision to re- 
claim the lease after 50 years. I shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, first I want to answer the 
question asked by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mappren], 
and which the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Moxbzrz,] did 
not have an opportunity to answer. I prefer to answer it 
because I think I can answer it a little more satisfactorily 
than he could, because of inadyertency on the part of the com- 
mittee in reporting one amendment to the bill. It is not often 
that the gentleman from Wyoming makes a criticism against 
this bill that is well taken, but in that particular instance the 
gentleman, perhaps, was right in his assertion that, as the 
language stood, if one transmission line went across a State 
line, under the terms of the bill all of the power and serv- 
ice in the State came under the jurisdiction of the Secretary 
of the Interior. I want to say for the relief of the mind of the 
gentleman that the committee agreed on an amendment, and 
it will be offered on the floor—and it should have been in the 
bill—providing that the Secretary of the Interior shall only 
regulate such power as actually enters into interstate com- 
merce, leaving all of the rest of it within the control of the 
public-service commission of the States, if they happen to have 
one. 

. Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. For a question. : 

Mr. MONDELL. The committee having amended in that re- 
spect, or proposing to amend, and having amended in another 
respect, what is left of the bill after you get through? 

Mr. LENROOT. Oh, all of it is left. I only want to refer to 
one other matter, Mr. Chairman. 

Very little, if anything, new has been brought out in this de- 
bate to-day, but I do want to refer to the statement made by 
the two gentlemen from Washington, Mr. Humpurey and Mr. 
Jounson. They bitterly complain against this policy that is 
provided in this bill. They say there is no question about the 
power of those States to take care of their own affairs and fully 
regulate them; that oppressive monopoly is absolutely impos- 
sible because of the care they take of the rights of their own 

ple. 
Pere, Chairman, at this water-power conference held at Port- 
land last September, to which I referred the other day, two 
speeches made at that conference were by men representing 
great hydroelectric companies in the United States. One of 


them was by Mr. S. Z. Mitchell, of New York City, whose name 
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can be found in a very large percentage of the directorships of 
the water-power corporations in the West. In the course of his 
speech at this conference he said: 


I do know, however, that some of them whose properties are pecul- 
iarly open to competition are rather anxious for the law to remain as 
it is or, in the alternative, have the Ferris bill pass without amend- 
ment, because they belicve that is the safest way to perpetuate the 
monopoly which they now have. 

If that is the case, have monopolies been fully regulated in 
those States? This is by a man who bitterly condemns this 
policy and takes the same position that the gentlemen from 
Washington do. In September, at that convention, Mr. Clyde 
Dawson, of Colorado, another gentleman representing also 
great water-power companies, made some reference to the State 
of Washington. In his speech before the water-power confer- 
ence he used this language: 

From a practical standpoint the Stone and Webster interests, who 
were in control of the power development of the Poper Sound country, 
could well have afforded to pay a quarter of a million dollars a year 
for being protected in a monopoly they already had by the handicap 

e 


which t regulations or permits put upon those seeking to develop 
power on Government land. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr, Chairman, the debate has gone very far 
afield and must of necessity be confusing to those who have 
given little or no attention to water power. On the one band 
we find the gentleman from New York, Mr, Loxpox, a Socialist, 
who believes in Government ownership, is opposed to the grant- 
ing of the term of 50 years with a proper retaking of the prop- 
erty to the people. On the other hand, we find the two genial 
gentlemen from the State of Washington; Mr. HUMPHREY and 
Mr. Jonnson, apparently want to go back to the procedure 
prior to the act of February 15, 1901, when water-power sites 
went to patent at.$125 an acre, and at times even less. The 
inference is only a fair one that the old law apparently was 
satisfactory to them. Prior to 1901 there was no law on the 
subject at all. As between those two gentlemen—— 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I would like to proceed for a few minutes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I do not think the gentleman 
should make that inference. 

Mr. FERRIS. As to the correctness of this bill, I lean on the 
judgment of the best water-power students and thinkers in the 
United States. I lean on the Public Lands Committee. We gave 
long and extended attention to this subject; all agreed that a 
50-year term is the proper length of term, provided we have a 
guarded recapture clause to get the property back at the end of 
the term, and we think that section 5 does that thing in a proper 
way. I am prepared to defend it, but I think it will need little 
defense when the time comes. Wx-Secretary Fisher, a clear- 
headed, patriotic man, a student of public questions, especially 
water power, a man charged with the administration of this 
very thing, during his incumbency in office said that 50 years 
was the correct term. He said se in the hearings. Secretary 
Lane, the present Secretary of the Interior, a student of the 
subject, a man charged with the present administration of it, 
said that is the correct term. He is able. He is acting for the 
public interest. He is seeking development. He wants to help 
the West, not retard it. Dr. George Otis Smith, head of the 
Geological Survey, a man who has given extended attention to 
water power, says that this is the correct term. The chief en- 
gineer of the Water Power Bureau of the Forest Service says 
50 years is the correct term. Gifford Pinchot, president of the 
National Conservation Commission, who has given extended 
attention to this question, says that 50 years is the proper term 
and agrees with this bill. $ 

The committee took 700 pages of testimony last year and in- 
vited the bankers to-discuss this proposition, invited engineers 
who deal with this proposition, invited every possible source of 
information that they could get hold of to come before them, and 
they concluded unanimously that 50 years is the correct term, 

Now, that being true, I think the committee is fairly safe in 
being trusted along the line of what is the correct term. 

I now pass to the real question that is being contested here. 
Shall the Federal Goyernment let these power sites go to patent, 
as the gentleman from Wyoming and the two gentlemen from 
Washington insist, so that there will be no bureaucracy, as 
they call it, and no Federal control, as they call it, so that the 
States may run their own business as they want to do? Or, on the 
other hand, shall the Federal Government reserve to itself the 
right to do for the benefit of the public interests the thing that 
ought to be done with its own property, viz, the right to regulate 
it, the right to control it, the right to protect the public from 
monopoly ? 

I belong to the Democratic Party. I live pretty well south; I 
live pretty well west; I live among people who believe in State 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


689 


rights: uud all that sort of thing. But, my friends, they hold 
between themselves and the fire the so-called State rights 
theory and try to protect themselves against the Government, 
who wants to assert its own rights in reference to its own 
property. f 

I should feel sorry and I should feel I was going amiss in my 
duty if I should ask the Congress to pass a law inyading the 
rights of any State; but this bill does no such thing. This bill 
merely provides for the regulation of what? Land, water-power 
sites, that belong strictly to the Government. It is but the right 
to control what belongs to the Government. It should be an 
undoubted right by the western people. The courts have said 
whut the rights of the General Government are. This goes no 
further. 

I know that in the West, where 72.6 per cent of the water 
power is located, there is, by a few people, a great hand of pro- 
test held up against the Federal Government doing what? Reg- 
ulating its own property. Now, what do we do? Should we 
go on and let these power sites, worth millions of dollars, go 
to patent as a purt of a homestead, at $1.25 an acre? I think 
not. T do not believe any man from any State in this Union 
could be reelected to Congress, if the question were stripped of 
all these details. that voted for a proposition like that. I do 
not believe the State of Washington would return a-Member 
of Congress of any party to this body who voted to turn the 
power sites yet remaining in that State over to private owner- 
ship and private monopoly. 

Now, that is a pretty broad statement. Last summer they 
held a governors’ conference out there, so called, but there were 
mauy people there besides the governors. No one elected them 
as delegates. They came on their own motion. Who came? 

The press out there says that it was a kind of a hand-picked 
affair, men resolving themselves into delegates to attend a 
convention. What for? To break down Federal control. What 
for? So that they can get title to these power sites for noth- 
ing; so they could escape regulation. We think the Congress 
will hardly follow such a self-constituted body. 

I do not know what the will of the House may be, but I 
assume it will be this year just as it was last year. Last year 
when the debate opened on this proposition we heard these 
same speeches from these same gentlemen, We heard the same 
so-called State rights proposition carted in, and later we heard 
them earted out. We heard the same gentlemen malign and 
abuse the Government, saying that it was bureaucracy Fed 
eral control. We heard the same invectives against the man 
who first made the withdrawal. We heard all of those things. 
And then, after the cobwebs were swept away and we got down 
to the proposition, the House did what it generally. does, the 
sensible thing, namely, passed this bill by unanimous consent. 
There was not enough opposition to it after the noise subsided 
to even have a roll call, and there will not be this year. 

Section 1 lays down what is an agreed proposition—the proper 
length of term. I now ask consideration of the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Parker], which looks 
well on its face, and offered, I know, with good intent, but 
which, if adopted, would put us right back where we are now. 
It would absolutely keep down any development. I hope the 
House will not agree to the amendment, because I think it does 
what he himself does not want to do, and I think if I had had 
the time to go over it with him a minute and present the hear- 
ings to him he would ask that it be not adopted. I had not seen 
the amendment before it was read, but I think the good judg- 
ment of the House and the committee would not have it adopted. 

Hydroelectric power is only about 25 years old. The first 
plant was built out in Colorado in 1890. It has grown very fast. 
A few companies in the United States own practically all the 
water power as it now stands. Eighteen companies own practi- 
cally all of it in the United States. The committee ought to be 
very careful. They ought to be careful, first, that they do not 
make these Government leases too onerous, otherwise there will 
be no development and Congress will be an aid to monopoly 
rather than a spoiler of monopoly. It is a subject that has to be 
studied and gone over carefully, and I hope the House will 
do as they did last year, trust the committee that has gone 
abont it patriotically and earnestly. I hope they will trust 
the best authorities in the United States and follow the best 
conclusions about it, rather than follow the wild invective of 
Members here who talk more than they think. These several 
Members should have brought their matters to the committee 
and there let them be worked out. The matters here urged 
have all been considered and after consideration rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first question is on agreeing to the 
committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, - 
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Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to have my amendment read. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 


unanimous consent to have his amendment read. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the 
Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1 by adding at the end thereof the following: 

“And the leases hereby authorized and all subcontracts as to the 
management of said water power or the terms and conditions of the 
distribution of electrical energy, light, or heat shall be at all times 
subject to any legislation which may be passed by the United States, 
whether by amendment cf this act or otherwise, and shall be expressly 
so stated to be subject in said leases and contracts.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

a STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the Chair that there 
is another amendment, 

ae PARKER of New Jersey. The amendment is to the next 
section. í 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin will send 
up his amendment. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The Clerk has it at the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ‘ 

Page 3, line 5, after the words “Secretary of the Interior" insett 
a comma and the words “ for a like period.” 

Mr. STAFFORD. I believe the chairman has no objection to 
this amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. I have no objection to it. 
made the extension. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That each lease made in pursuance of this act shall provide 
for the diligent, orderly, and reasonable development and continuous 
operation of the water power, subject to market conditions, and shall 
provide that the lessee shall at no time contract for the deliver = 
the 


The committee 


any one consumer of electrical energy in excess of 50 per cent o 
total output. 

Also the following committee amendment was read: 

Insert, after the word “ output,” in line 15, section 2, the following: 

Except upon the written consent of the Secretary of the Interior.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the committee amend- 
ment? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Washington 
object? 3 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
ing a new paragraph, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk was reading the latter part of 
section 2. The committee amendment is on lines 15 and 16. 
The question is on agreeing to the committee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington, Mr. Chairman, a few mo- 
ments ago the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s amendment? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. To strike out the last 
word. The gentleman from Wisconsin, a few moments ago, 
read from a portion of a speech by Mr. Dawson, to show that in 
the State of Washington we were suffering from monopoly. 
It so happened that I was present and heard Mr. Dawson make 
that speech, and I knew the monopoly to which he referred. 

T will read another sentence or two from that speech: 

I know what is the matter with the State of Washington. It is not 
the fact that we want or need more law. It is the fact that the admin- 
istrative bureaus of Washington will not permit action under the 
present law. 

Then he stated what the gentleman from Wisconsin read. It 
was this: 

It was said that Mr. Pinchot was doing this to protect the people 
against monopoly. 

That is what they always say. They are always talking about 
“ protecting the people against monopoly.” Then he continues: 

But from a 1 standpoint the Stone & Webster interests, who 
were in control of the power development in the Puget Sound country, 
could well have afforded to pay a quarter of a million dollars a year 
for being protected in the monopoly they already had by the handicap 
which the regulations or permits put upon those secking to develop 
power on Government lands. 

That is, they are protected by these Government regulations 
or permits. I know what Mr. Dawson was talking about at 


I thought you were read- 


690 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE: 


- JANUARY 7, 


that particular time. There is a company that was trying to 
develop a power on the Skagit River to compete with Stone & 
Webster. Some of the land necessary to the development of that 
power has been held by the Government for years. The Gov- 
ernment has held it up, and they can not develop that power and 
compete with Stone & Webster. 

Stone & Webster could well afford to pay a quarter of a 
million dollars a year to haye this bill that you are now consid- 
ering written on the statute books, The Stone & Webster people 
already have their plants. The General Government can not 
tax them. They are beyond the Government’s control. These 
other people that want to compete with them can not get a per- 
mit, and if they do they have to pay an additional tax to the 
Government, and that gives an advantage to the Stone & Webster 
people. 

If this legislation does anything in the way of monopoly, it 
perpetuates that monopoly, and it is just exactly as it was said 
here about Mr. Pinchot; you are doing it all in the name of the 
people, but constantly you are doing it in favor of the very ones 
whom you denounce. You hear Stone & Webster denounced 
on this floor, and yet this legislation is in their interest. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Washington 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the gentleman agree with the statement 
of Mr. Dawson that the Stone & Webster Co. now have a 
monopoly in the State of Washington and could well afford to 
pay a quarter of a million dollars a year for being protected 
in their monopoly? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I say they could well af- 
ford to pay $250,000 a year for the Government to take the atti- 
tude which it has taken. 

Mr. LENROOT. But if they have the regulation that the 
gentleman contends for, how could they afford to pay $250,000 
a year to perpetuate their monopoly? , 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Well, I have tried to ex- 
plain it two or three times. Now, to give you a specific instance, 
the Government will not permit competitive properties to be 
developed. You want to throw one more obstacle in the way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington with- 
draws his pro forma amendment. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, the committee having this bill 
in charge heard all those who desired to be heard last year, 
when the same bill was before the committee. That bill was 
reported, and as all Members know, it passed the House and 
went to the Senate, where an amendment was placed upon it, 
and the matter stood there without final action. 

Some nine months have passed. The House committee again 
took up this bill for hearing and investigation and to make 
such amendments thereto as they might determine upon as 
wise, with a view to reporting it to the House, hearing those 
who desired to be heard; and it seems to me that it is a wise 
piece of legislation, viewed from all angles. The committee 
have placed a few amendments upon the bill that round it out 
better than it was before, having placed one in particular upon 
it which emphasizes the fact that this is nothing more nor less 
than a contract by the proprietor of the land, directing and 
placing upon these contracts of lease such proper condition as 
may be desired to place upon them for the use of the lands. 
That is directly and specifically provided for in the bill. 

It seems to me that it is a late day now for gentlemen from 
any State who had the opportunity to appear before the com- 
mittee, who had the opportunity to present the facts before the 
House, to charge the entire membership of the House of Repre- 
sentatives with being in favor of and interested with and work- 
ing for the Stone & Webster hydroelectric interests, 

Now, I know that the committee would have been delighted, 
if the gentlemen from Washington had had any such informa- 
tion, to have had them present it to the committee. The mere 
statement now that some one institution that has been attempt- 
ing to control and has, during the last eight or nine years, by 
virtue of the revocable permit, controlled, and that the depart- 
ment has held up these many applications that have been 
legitimately pending, wherein large capital desired to enter the 
field for the purpose of developing hydroelectric power, would 
not justify gentlemen in now saying that this legislation is in 
behalf of such organizations or corporations. 

It seems to me that gentlemen must know that this bill, prop- 
erly carried out, with proper regulations formulated under this 
law, will make it certain that those who apply to the Secretary 
and comply with these rules and regulations, with a nominal 
and reasonable royalty and with the opportunity to be in abso- 
lute control of their property for 50 years, are going to expend 


large sums of money in developing the water powers of the 
West that are so much needed. If there is any possible objec- 
tion, it is by those who have developed their plants now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] be permitted to ad- 
dress the committee for five minutes on another subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 
Moore] be permitted to address the House for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. FERRIS. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chairman— 
which I do not intend to do—will the gentlemen over there have 
any objection to closing debate on this paragraph at the end of 
that speech? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to offer 
quite a lot of amendments relative to the profits that I spoke of 
and the keeping of accounts. 

Mr. FERRIS. They come on this section, do they? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Yes; they come on this section. 

Mr. FERRIS. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I want sufficient time to pre- 
sent them all. Say, five minutes in all, I shall not probably 
take more than a minute to say what I have to say. I can almost 
state them in brief as they are read. I would like to make a short 
statement on each, not using probably more than one minute 
on each. - 

Mr. FERRIS. I ask unanimous consent that at the expi- 
ration 

Mr. TOWNER. I would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Why can we not get through 
with my amendment first? 

Mr. FERRIS. I think we can agree upon this, which will 
facilitate time. I ask unanimous consent that at the expiration 
of 20 minutes 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monperr] 
wanted five minutes. Did you include that? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. And I want at least 10 min- 
utes. I have eight amendments, and certainly one minute apiece 
is not too much time. 

Mr. FERRIS. Then I ask unanimous consent that at the 
expiration of 35 minutes all debate close on this paragraph and 
all amendments thereto. 

Mr. LANGLEY. I thought it had closed. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. How much time do I get on 
my amendments? 

Mr. FERRIS. I thought the gentleman asked for 10 minutes. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I will not waste the time. I 
think I shall probably not take over a minute on each amend- 
ment, but I want to distribute the time among the various 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first put the request of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. The gentleman from 
Illinois asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania have five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FERRIS. In lieu of that, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the expiration of 85 minutes, 5 of which shall go to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore], debate on this para- 
graph and amendments thereto shall close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that 35 minutes be devoted to this paragraph. 

Mr. FERRIS. And all amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN. And all amendments thereto; and that at 
the expiration of that tim2 a vote be taken on the amendments, 
and that five minutes of that time be given to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, as the result 
of our legislative experience in this House we learn that it is 
not always the wisest thing in debate to say the sharpest things, 
Some things of a personal nature carry a sting and reflect at 
times upon the speaker who gives them utterance. I have no 
thought that either of the two gentlemen to whom I may refer 
had any desire to wound the feelings of the other, and yet in 
the address made a short time ago by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Starrogp] certain things were said, in the heat of 
debate, of course, and due to the zeal of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin in the interest of his constituency, which might be 
interpreted as unjustly reflecting upon the military record as 
well as the courage of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER]. Now, it happens that I do not fully agree with all 
of the arguments of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER]. I do not quite believe that the people of this coun- 
try want war. I am not prepared to go quite so far as he does 
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as to our attitude toward certain belligerents. I do not go 
fully into agreement with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Strarrorp] in all that he said, and yet I can thoroughly under- 
stand why he should defend that splendid constituency of his 
out yonder in Wisconsin. 

But, as a matter of congressional history, I recall that at one 
time during a heated discussion in the House Gen. Bingham, of 
my own State of Pennsylvania, a member of the Appropriations 
Committee, was referred to by some one upon the other side, 
hastily and hotly, as “a tin soldier.” Subsequently, in justice 
to the general, who was one of the most modest of men, another 
Member of the House, who knew of his splendid service, pro- 
duced the military record, which at once proved that not only 
was the general not a “ tin soldier,” but one of the most gallant 
and courageous of the soldiers of the Republic, one who had 
been more than once wounded and who had the proud distinc- 
tion of serving at Gettysburg upon the staff of the superb Han- 
cock. An apology was in order and was promptly given. 

I recall, too, a story in connection with service in the Spanish- 
American War, which ought to be known to all the Members 
of the House. Over upon the other side sits our friend, the 
gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. HUMPHREYS. On this side, 
a few years ago, sat the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 
Ames. Mr. HUMPHREYS as a child stood in the executive 
mansion of the State of Mississippi, of which his father was 
governor. He had the misfortune to see his father driven 
away from the capital of Mississippi by the father of Mr. Ames, 
then Gen. Ames, in charge of the United States forces at that 
place. Subsequently, Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi enlisted 
in the Spanish-American War. After that service he was mus- 
tered out with honor with the rank of lieutenant. He came into 
this House to find here, on the Republican side, Butler Ames, 
the son of the man who had driven his father from the Missis- 
sippi capital. Without knowing it, they had served together 
under the same flag in the Spanish-American War. Both had 
served faithfully and been discharged with honorable records. 
Such men help to reunite, as the Spanish-American War helped 
to reunite, the people of our country. Therefore, instead of 
minimizing the service of those who engaged in the Spanish- 
American War, perhaps, we should give them our full meed of 
praise. We have many of them about us here: Col. Craco, 
of Pennsylvania, who served in the Philippines; and our friend 
Lieut. GREENE, of Vermont, who did not get farther than Chicka- 
mauga—and I am told that Chickamauga, for a time, was worse 
than the front; also, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DYER], 
who now stands at the head of the Spanish-American War Vet- 
erans in this country, Perhaps it is well that we should speak 
not too severely of those who served in that war. 

However, in justice to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Garpver], with whom I do not wholly agree in his war 
arguments, and in fairness to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Starrorp], to whose zeal and earnestness I have already 
referred, I take occasion to say that the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Garpner] was not an idler when we needed men 
in the service of the United States in 1898. He went forward 
promptly to the front. He made a record of which any man in 
the service of the United States might well be proud. I learned 
of this service accidentally through Gen. Hulings, late a Mem- 
ber of this House. Gen. Hulings was commander of the gallant 
Sixteenth Pennsylvania. Over yonder in the island of Porto 
Rico when a battle was on, he told me, he needed a guide—some- 
one to get a message to the commander of a battalion that was 
to head off the Spaniards, It was absolutely necessary for him 
to reach this oflicer. He told GARDNER he needed a volunteer. 
There was no horse except one white horse in sight anywhere. 
A white horse in that country was like a target, but GARDNER, of 
Massachusetts, volunteered. He mounted the white horse and 
in the face of the enemy dashed along the mountainous road and 
conveyed the message of the colonel of the regiment to the major 
and came back safely ; the day was won for the American forces, 
[Applause.] 

The fact is recorded here in the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of 
March 20, 1902, among the nominations forwarded by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
order to complete this record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
that his time be extended one minute. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In this official record for- 
warded by the President of the United States appears this very 
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brief statement, and with it I will close, because it seems to me 
that it makes the record complete. Nominated by the President: 
TO BE MAJOR, BY BREVET. 

Capt. AUGUSTUS P. GARDNER, assistant adjutant general, United States 
Volunteers, for gallantry in action at Coamo, P. R., August 9, 1898, to 
rank from that date. 

That is the record, gentlemen, the particulars of which I had 
direct from Gen. Hulings. The gentleman offered his services 
to his country when the call to duty came, and I am quite sure 
that no one would intentionally question his patriotism or his 
courage. [Applause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak for five minutes on a subject other than that before the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent to speak for five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. That would be extending the time fiye minutes. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I think I am the most sur- 
prised Member of the House at the remarks made by my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore]. I did not know until he spoke 
that my remarks were susceptible of any direct personal reflec- 
tion upon the military record of my college friend the honorable 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER}. I assume that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is speaking at his instance. 
If the gentleman from Massachusetts takes offense at anything 
I have said in the debate as reflecting upon his military record, 
I wish now to disclaim any such intention. I have read again 
the official report of my remarks, and I see nothing in that report 
which casts any odium or reflection directly upon the military 
record of my heretofore friend, and I hope my continued friend, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. In making those remarks I 
had nothing in my mind which would reflect upon his military 
career, but, speaking generally, I referred to some instances 
with which I was acquainted. I knew nothing about the record 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, and my only purpose was 
in resenting the charge he made deliberately against a large 
body of German-Americans, charging them with being enemies 
of the Republic or being conspirators in an attempt to blow up 
munition plants. That was my only purpose, and I again say 
that if in my impromptu remarks I made any reflection upon 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, as to his military record, 
I regret it. [Applause.] 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amend- 
ment which I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 2 the following: 

“And each such lease shall provide that detailed accounts shall be 
kept of construction and operation in such form as may be prescribed 
by the 1 of the Interior, and annual statements thereof filed 
on such day as he may order, so that the totals of every branch of the 
business may be ascertained at any time.” 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, as to that, I 
have only to say that I hope this will be accepted by the com- 
mittee. They have already provided that the books shall be 
open, and this only provides how they shall be kept so that they 
can be understood. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, section 11 of the bill I think 
fully accomplishes what the gentleman from New Jersey seeks 
to do, and in addition to that we have section 13, which gives the 
Secretary full power to work the whole thing out. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. If that is the case, Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish to withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey with- 
draws his amendment. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer 
amendment No. 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Also, add the following: À 

“And each such lease shall provide that all profits on the original 
cost of the plant in excess of cumulative annual profits at a rate and per 
cent of such cost to be fixed in d lease shall be annually divided 
among the consumers of electrical energy, according to the amounts 
paid by each consumer in the year.” 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, this is the 
central point of the suggestion that I make. With a monopoly 
we always run the risk, although it is created for the public 
benefit, of giving all of the profits to the person who holds it. 
I believe that his profits should be liberal, even up to 25 per 
cent a year, or perhaps to three times what he has put in— 
I do not care what, if it be certain. But I do not want to see 
this bill made the foundation for reorganizations which increase 
capital to 20 times the original investment, as we have all seen 
at times. I believe that this is a principle that will finally have 
to be applied to all such public undertakings, and I therefore 
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urge upon the House that they open the door to this system by 
making the simple statement, that profits shall be limited to 
a certain amount each year—25 per cent, if you please, we 
need not care what it is, but have some limit, so that the surplus 
shall be distributed and turned back to those who pay the rates. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey I know is offered in the very best of 
faith. I believe: in the first place, it will be unworkable, and 
in the second place, I believe it would prevent any development 
out there, which is very much desired: In the third place, I be- 
lieve it would call for a covering up of profits to the extent that 
never could be realized on.. I hope that the amendment will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, in reply, I say 
it will not stop the enterprise if the limit be put high enough. 
You can make it even 25 per cent a year, if you please. As to 
covering up all profits, the amendments I propose to offer, if 
this be adopted, provide: that the lessee shall not spend too 
much in salaries and shall deal only with the consumer. These 
elauses would provide against what the gentleman has in mind. 
If this amendment be rejected, the other amendments to which 
1 refer will have to go, except the last one which I have offered, 
beeause the others depend upon this. But it is the key of the 
situation. It will enable us to govern by law and not by com- 
missions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejeeted. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I offer the Fast 
of these amendments, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as. follows: 

Add, at the end of section 2, the following: 

„And such lease shall provide that rates for electricity shall be 
equal in each locality, according to the quantity used or lost and the 
cost of connection, and shall be fairly apportioned as to different 
localities.” 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I have but a 
word to say.. Section 2 already provides that not over 50 per 
eent of the electrical power shall be leased to one person, 
Another section of the bill provides that rates shall not be raised. 
Why not provide also that rates shall be equal to all? These 
lessees are to supply the public. If they reduce rates to one, 
they ought to reduce to another. They should not make some 
people special favorites. The idea of publie service is equality 
of rates throughout. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Parker of New Jersey) there were—ayes 18, noes 55. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The debate has made it very clear that there is a wide 
difference of opinion in regard to the provisions. of this bill, but 
I had hoped that in the expression of that wide division of 
opinion no gentleman would feel called upon to impugn the 
motives or question the motives of those who differed from him. 
I feel so honest in regard to this matter that if I were possessed 
of an inclination to think harshly of my colleagues I might be 
inclined to think that they, with deliberate intent, proposed to 
create conditions that they know would be onerous and harmful, 
that instead of preventing monopoly would create it, because I 
believe the provisions of the bill would have that effect. There- 
fore, if I were disposed to think evil of the motives that prompt 
men, I might, within parliamentary limits, express the opinion 
that gentlemen were not prompted by the best of motives. 
But I have never been inclined to feel that was true of any 
Member of the House. I believe that, wide as our differences are, 
they are generally almost without exception honest differences. 
These remarks are suggested by something said by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY], generally very temperate 
and fair in what he says. His words, as I recall them, were 
these. Referring to those of us on this side who do not approve 
the substitution of Federal for local control, he said: Gentle- 
men oppose this under the pretense of opposition to Federal 
contrel, because, as a matter of fact, they are opposed to any 
public control of public: utility corporations,” and so forth. 

I do not feel personally offended by that statement, because 
I am conscious of the rectitude of my motive. But it was 
applied to all ef the gentlemen who take the position that 
many of us do in regard to this bil, expressed as the opinion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky of our attitude. There is not a 
gentleman. on this side who does, not believe in public control 
ef public-utility corporations. The State which I have the honor 
te represent has a commission to control these affairs, and I 
had something to do with encouraging and promoting the legis- 
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lation that brought. it into being. All of the Western States 
have commissions of that kind save one. The Western States 
are fortunate in this that in the matter of control of water- 
power development the State ownership or the people’s owner- 
ship of the water gives them unquestioned control over their 
use of it. So that while there might be a denial of the right 
of the public to control in all respects in a region of riparian 
rights. there can not be a question, never has been a question, 
of the right of the public to control the use of the water in the 
land where water is used by appropriation—by an appropriation 
of an individual or a corporation—from the State, under control 
of the State in every possible way. I am personally fortunate 
in the discussion of this bill, because it so happens that there 
is little water-power development in my State up to date. Our 
coal and oil are so cheap that there has been no considerable 
demand or reason for such development. So far as I recall, no 
citizen. of my State has ever discussed the matter of this power 
bill with me, nor have I discussed it with my people except in 
a most general way in speeches in the State. So far as I know, 
there is not a citizen in the State who has taken an active 
interest in the bill, nor has anyone outside the State who has 
interests in the State discussed the matter with me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That in case of the development, generation, transmission, 
and use of power or energy under such a lease in a Territory, or in 
two or more States, the regulation and control of service and of 
charges for service to consumers and of the issuance of stock and 
bonds by the lessee is hereby conferred upon the Secretary of the 
Interior or committed to su body as may be provided by Federal 
Statute: Propided, That the physical combination of plants or lines 
for the generation, distribution, and use of power or en under this 
act or under leases given hereunder may be penmitted. te the discre- 
tion of the Secr of the Interior, but combinations, ments, 
arrangements, or understandings, express or implied, to limit the out- 
put of electrical energy, to restrain trade with nations or be- 


tween two or more States or within any one State, or to fix, main 
or increase prices for electrical energy or „ are hereby forbidden. 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 3, line 20, strike out the words “ service and all charges for 
service to consumers” and insert the words “so much of the service 
and of charges for service to consumers as constitutes commerce be- 
tween the States or in such territory.” 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, this is the amendment I re- 
ferred to in reply to the question of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mappen]. This amendment was agreed to in the commit- 
tee when the bill was considered, but through inadvertence was 
not reported with the bill. The purpose is merely to make clear 
in the section that the jurisdiction of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to control service and rates where a portion of the plant 
enters into interstate commerce shall be limited only to that por- 
tion of the service and charges which do constitute interstate 
commerce. 

Mr. MONDELL. Win the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. I do. 

Mr. MONDELL. The amendment does not in any way modify 
the power of the Secretary of the Interior over the issuance of 
stocks and bonds. 

Mr. LENROOT. It does not. In reply to that I will say it 
does not attempt to change the provisions of the bill in any 
respect in reference to the control over the issuance of stocks 
and bonds, because in that respect there can net be a dual au- 
thority; one or the other must control—exactly the situation 
we had in the legislation that passed a previous Congress with 
reference to the control of stocks and bonds of railroad corpora- 
tions. 

A portion of the operation of almost every railroad is inter- 
state commerce, and another portion is intrastate commerce; 
and, as I stated in general debate the other day, while opinions 
differ as to the power of Congress to control the entire issuance 
of stocks and bonds, which was fully argued upon the floor of 
this House, this House has at least on two occasions, I think, 
asserted the power by passing a bill which provides for that 
very thing; and that is all that this bill seeks to do, so far as 
stocks and bonds are concerned: £ 

So far as rates and service are concerned this amendment will 
leave to every utility commission, where the State has a utility 
commission, full power and control over rates and service on 
that portion of the service that is confined within the State, 
or, in other words, in intrastate commerce, but will leave to 
the Secretary of the Interior control over that portion of the 
service and charges which actually enters into interstate 


commerce. 
_ Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LENROOT. Yes, 
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Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Will the gentleman please define 
what he understands the term “ interstate commerce“ to mean 
in reference to this subject under discussion? 

Mr. LENROOT. Well, a transmission line crossing a State 
line, the power developed in one State and used in another 
would be interstate commerce, in my judgment. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Under the gentleman's amendment 
I take it that after the line passes into a State from another 
State that the public utility commission of the State into which 
it passes would have control over the fixing of rates and 
services? 

Mr. LENROOT. Not of that portion of current that passes 
from one State into another State. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I still seem not to make myself 
clear, 

Mr. LENROOT. If the current is generated and used solely 
within one State, the State commission will have full authority 
to control. If the current is generated in one State and crosses 
the State line and is used in another State, it then becomes 
interstate commerce exactly in the same way transportation 
upon a railroad becomes interstate commerce, and in that case 
would be controlled by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. I would ask that the gentleman's 
time be extended for a minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks 
unaninious consent that the time of the gentleman from Wis- 
consin be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

- Mr. PERRIS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
how much time is desired over there? 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to have five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask unanimous con- 
sent, at the expiration of 15 minutes, that the debate close on 
section 3. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have another amendment to offer, I will 
say to the gentleman, and I would like to discuss that a little. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman want five minutes on that? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that, 
at the expiration of 15 minutes, 10 minutes to be controlled by 
the gentleman from Wyoming and 5 by myself, the debate on 
this section close. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five 
minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Then I ask that debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto close in 20 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request? 
a pause.] None is heard. 

Mr. SMITH of Minnesota. Is it the gentleman's understand- 
ing that the term “interstate commerce“ as used in reference 
to electric current would have the same significance as com- 
merce would have when used on our railroads? 

Mr. LENROOT. I would think so. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, last year when a similar 
bill was before the House I discussed this section at some length 
and called attention to a condition of affairs created by it which 
I do not think could be successfully defended. I made a some- 
what extended criticism of some provisions in the discussion 
under general debate, but not until to-day have I heard any 
suggestion of a change or a modification of the provisions of 
the section touching those matters which I criticized. Now we 
have a proposed change in the form of an amendment which 
will profoundly affect the bill, and wlich, it seems to me, goes 
directly to the definition of interstate commerce as defined in 
connection with this bill. The bill, as it stood, attempted through 
a plan of contract, or as it stands now, for that matter, to give 
the Federal Government a certain power, control, authority, and 
opportunity to tax which it could not secure otherwise, and then 
when it came to the matter of regulation the interstate-com- 
merce clause of the Constitution was invoked, and it was claimed 
that as the current crossed a State line the operation became 
interstate commerce. In neswer to the question asked by the 
gentleman from Minnesota a moment ago, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin said that the operations under this bill were inter- 
state commerce in the same sense that railway operations were, 
in which event when a current was passed across a State line 
the entire operation would become interstate commerce. That 
is the effect on a railroad, and if the application of the interstate- 
commerce theory were the same, then this entire operation would 
become interstate commerce, and that is the theory on which 
the committee has been proceeding up to this moment. And the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Surrrey] has taken me to 
task, as well as a number of other gentlemen, because I pre- 
sumed to suggest that if a company passed a wire across a State 
line, possibly for the purpose of escaping local regulation, we 
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should not pass a law which enabled them by so doing to escape 
local regulation. 

Now, we haye an amendment which largely remedies that, and 
provides that though a current may cross a State line the State 
law continues to control, except that the State into which the 
current passes shall lose the control it would otherwise have 
over that current, and the Secretary of the Interior has the au- 
thority under the amendment to fix the rate on the current so 
passed across the State line. That is the condition of affairs 
corrected in the gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. LENROOT. No. Will the gentleman yield? > 

Mr. MONDELL. I will yield, yes; because I am anxious to 
understand it. 

Mr. LENROOT. It puts it exactly in the same situation as a 
railroad. If a railroad becomes interstate. all its operations do 
not all come under Federal control. The gentleman knows 
that is true. The business of the railroad in a State is under 
State control and the portion that is in interstate commerce is 
under Federal control, exactly the same condition that there is 
here. 

Mr. MONDELL. And yet under the theory that is held until 
this moment, you have been proposing under the interstate-com- 
merce clause, as you Sax 

Mr. LENROOT. Not at all. The gentleman must not gather 
that because the words “commerce between the States” are 
used we are inyoking the interstate-commerce Clause of the 
Constitution 

Mr. MONDELL, What is the gentleman invoking? 

Mr. LENROOT (continuing). As one of the conditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent that I have five 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that he have five minutes more. Is there objec- 
tion? ` 

Mr. FERRIS. Reserving the right to object, the gentleman 
has 10 minutes. If he uses 10 minutes now, it will not leave 
him time to debate his second amendment. 

Mr. MONDELL. If that is the best arrangement that the 
gentleman can make. 

Mr. FERRIS. Use your five minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Very weil. 

Mr. FERRIS. Not to extend the total now, but he wants to 
use his 10 minutes now. 

Mr. MONDELL. The proposed amendment very profoundly 
affects the bill. It meets or partly meets one of the most seri- 
ous objections to the bill. 

I have frequently called attention to a condition which might 
arise under the bill without this amendment, under which a 
great power plant, chancing to occupy a little of the public 
domain, by passing a pole line over the State border would pass 
from State control. This section of the bill provided, until the 
moment this amendment was offered and as it was once passed 
by the House and defended by this committee, that the moment 
any current crossed the State line, if it did not go more than a 
rod over the State line and if it only was sufficient to start one 
glim, it would take from the State public utility -commission 
or from the county authorities or municipal authorities the 
power to fix rates and practices, and so forth. It would take 
from them the control over the entire plant and all of its enor- 
mous operations. 

Now, this amendment changes all of that, so that only the part 
of the current crossing the State line comes under the control 
of the Secretary of the Interior. So far as the State in which 
the power is generated is concerned, it very largely reme- 
dies one of the most serious defects and one of the pronounced 
evils of the bill. But how about the other State? If the State 
in which the power is generated is, in the opinion of the spon- 
sors of the measure, competent to fix rates and practices, why 
not the State into which a part of the current passes? Why 
should the Secretary of the Interior have control of that which 
might be a very small proportion of the entire development of 
the plant when the balance is retained in the control of the 
people of the State? 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MADDEN. Might not the State in which the current was 
first generated object to the control of the prices by the State 
into which the current passed, and does not the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] define 
a remedy for any conflict of opinion between the two States, by - 
leaving it with the Secretary of the Interior to regulate? 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not know as there is any more likeli- 
hood of a conflict between two States than between one State 
and the Secretary of the Interior. The Secretary of the In- 
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terior may be a gentleman who may be more readily gotten 
along with than the authorities of a State of the Union or he 
may not. 

But that does not necessarily follow. 


The amendment, how- 
ever, does profoundly affect the bill. It affects it so profoundly 
that it takes a large part of the Federal control from the bill 
and leaves no Federal control over rates whatever in the bill 
except in the State of Utah, until they provide a public-utilities 
commission; and except as to current that may be transmitted 
across a State line from a plant on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, the law, I think, is well 
settled in this country with regard to the line of demarcation 
between the control of interstate and intrastate as commerce, 
between the General Government and the States. If it shall be 
determined that the commerce is interstate, then the regulation 
is exclusively in the General Government. If it is intrastate, 
such commerce is within the control of the State. 

It should be noted, however, by the committee that no state- 
ment of the bill as to whether it shall or shall not constitute 
interstate commerce will govern. That will be determined by 
the courts, no matter what the terms of the bill may be. It is 
not within the province of Congress to determine whether or 
not a certain thing is or is not interstate commerce. Congress 
can not determine in advance, or interpret in advance, the 
Constitution, which places the authority over interstate com- 
merce with Congress. 

This amendment is perfectly in accordance with the law 
as it has been interpreted by the courts. It leayes with the 
Government of the United States the control of that which is 
interstate commerce. It commits to the States the regulation 
of corporations which operate utilities whose scope of operation 
is entirely within the State. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that there ought to be no 
complaint made, especially by gentlemen who are to be bene- 
fited by this change. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentlemen who are going to be bene- 
fited are for it. That is, their constituents are going to be 
benefited by it. 

Mr. TOWNER. It seems to me that the gentleman from 
Wyoming, instead of complaining of the offering of this amend- 
ment, ought to be grateful to the gentleman who has offered it. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am. 

Mr. TOWNER. Aud ought to be here supporting it. In spite 
of that, I can recall no words uttered by the gentleman from 
Wyoming commendatory of the amendment, clthough it makes 
clear that the States shall have the right to control the utilities 
within their borders. This is in harmony with the law as it 
exists; not that we could change it if we desired to do so, but 
certainly we ought to endeavor to make our legislation conform 
to established law. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman from Iowa think the 
gentleman from Wyoming should exhibit any unholy joy when 
the ultraconseryationists are surrendering all the sacred prin- 
ciples of their bill? Does the gentleman think we ought to con- 
tain ourselves and be satisfied without expressing our satis- 
faction? 

Mr. TOWNER. If the gentleman will pardon me, that is his 
great delusion. The gentleman believes that any endeavor on 
the part of anybody to make any law with regard to the control 
of any of the public lands or utilities in any of the lands within 
the Western States is an invasion of the State's established 
right. I believe that this bill is of benefit to the people of the 
gentleman’s State and of every other Western State. I believe 
that this is not an act to tie up their energies or will withhold 
their benefits from their people. I believe that in the years to 
come the gentleman from Wyoming and those people whom the 
gentleman represents will be glad that this bill has been en- 
acted into law, not that it is perfect in its terms but because, 
on the whole, it is as good a bill as we can perhaps secure for 
the determination of a question that should be determined by 
law. It is because it has not been determined by law heretofore 
that the utilities within those States have not been used as 
they ought to have been. It has been because there has been no 
law defining and determining these rights that there has been 
an insufficient or an arrested development of the resources of 
the States. When it shall be known what the law is and what 
the rights are that may be acquired under it, then these tre- 
mendous energies that the gentleman talks about so eloquently 
will be made available to the people of the West under, I think, 
reasonable laws and restrictions. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor]. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That except upon the written consent of the Secretary of the 
Interior no sale or delivery of power shall be made to a distributin 
company, except in case of an emergency, and then only for a period 
not exceeding 30 days, nor shall any lease issued under this act be 
assignable or transferable without such written consent: Provided, 
however, That no lessee under this act shall create any lien upon any 
power project developed under a permit issued under t act by mort- 
gage or trust deed, except approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
and for the bona fide purpose of financing the business of the lessee. 
Any successor or of such property or project, whether by volun- 
tary transfer, judicial sale, foreclosure sale, or otherwise, shall be sub- 
i. to all the conditions of the approval under which such rights are 

eld, and also subject to all the provisions and conditions of t act to 
the same extent as though such successor or assign were the original 
lessee hereunder. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 

Page 4, lines 20 and 21, strike out the words“ voluntary transfer.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the first 
cominittee amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, what is the reason for striking 
out the words “ voluntary transfer”? Would not that leave it 
so that if there should be a voluntary transfer there would be 
no control over the subject at all? 

Mr. FERRIS. The thought of the committee was that volun- 
tary transfer in this connection, dealing with the involuntary 
sale, was out of place. We believed that the language in line 15 
down to the period on line 19, and the forepart of the section, 
dealt with the voluntary, and this particular language with only 
the involuntary part of it. 

Mr. MANN. Very well. 

Mr. FERRIS. I think you will find that that is the case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4. line 22, strike out the word “approval” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “lease.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken. and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Chairman, now that the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] has 
been adopted, and it is safe to express an opinion in regard to 
it, I want to say that it was a wise and valuable amendment. 
It takes out of the bill most of the Federal control on which 
the gentlemen who have been insisting upon this class of legis- 
lation have been pluming themselves. 

There remains now, as I said a moment ago, only Federal 
control in Utah until Utah shall provide a public-service com- 
mission. There remains only Federal control, so far as rates 
are concerned, over current that may be passed into one State 
from another; otherwise we now have local control—the proper 
kind of control. 

It has taken a long time to get the gentlemen to understand 
how iniquitous the provisions of their bill were, but they are 
gradually coming to realize it. 

The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Towner] a moment ago made 
a statement that was a surprise to me, considering what an 
intelligent man he is, how bright and generally accurate. He 
said that we of the West, and I personally, objected to any sort 
of control over public Jands anywhere. The gentleman must 
know that that is not true. We have been legislating here for 
many years for control over the public domain, and it happened 
to be the good fortune of the gentleman from Wyoming to have 
had a good deal to do with considerable of the legislation now 
on the statute books that does largely control public lands, and 
in a very proper way. I have never had to apologize for any 
legislation that I favored, or any that I opposed, for that matter, 
touching the public domain. 

The committee is finally realizing what an awful injustice 
was proposed when it started out in its bill of last year, which 
it pushed through this House, raising the bogy man of monop- 
oly, and which it introduced again in the same form this year, 
only to amend it on the floor after undergoing persistent ham- 
mering. The committee is to be congratulated that at last it 
is seeing the light. One by one the trenches occupied by its 
long line of conservation have been abandoned. They started 
in by searing the people into a fear of monopoly and combina- 
tion, and they got to discussing the matter of monopoly and com- 
bination until they became so familiar with their bogy man that, 
as some great poet once said—or was it somebody in Scripture? 
laughter I—having become familiar with it they finally em- 
braced it, and are now all for combination, provided the com- 
bination is properly controlled. They are now quite right 
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about that. They still insisted that, for fear that the people of 
the several States of the Union would allow themselves to be 
sandbagged and held up and throttled and robbed by their own 
corporations, they must be controlled by a clerk down here in 
the sub-basement of the Interior Department. But after it had 
been hammered in on them so long that they realized what 
an injustice, what a crying crime it would be under our Gov- 
ernment to take from the people local control over their own 
corporations, because a power company to escape local control 
passes a current across a State line—after that had been ham- 
mered in on them with sufficient frequency and emphasis, the 
gentlemen came in with an amendment relinquishing all this 
Federal control except as to the attenuated line that may cross 
the border of a State. As to the balance, the State still controls 
since the adoption of the amendment. Of course if anyone 
from a public-land State had offered the amendment, the gen- 
tlemen would have all voted against it. We are content they 
have seen fit to offer it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wyoming 
is a good deal like the country school-teacher who went to apply 
for a school and was asked whether he taught that the earth was 
round or flat. He replied that he could teach it either way, 
according as the school trustees desired. [Laughter.] Only a 
few moments ago in a very spirited speech the gentleman from 
Wyoming spoke 10 minutes in opposition to the amendment. 
Now, amidst great eulogy and self-confidence, he approves of 
what the committee did in adopting it. If anyone can follow 
such logic as that, he can do better than I can. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman did not get the fine distinction 
made by the gentleman from Wyoming. He said now that the 
danger was all past he would speak in favor of the amendment. 
[Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment being with- 
drawn, the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 2, strike out the werd “three” and insert the word 
“ five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, lines 4 and 5, after the word right,“ Insert the words after 
the expiration of the lease." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 20, after the word “ instituted,” insert the words “ for 
that purpose.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 21, strike out the word “ district.” 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am under the impression that 
to strike out the word “district” would be a mistake. The 
name of the court is the district court. ` 

Mr. FERRIS. I think the gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. MANN. It is not referred to simply as the United States 
court for the district, but it is the United States district court 
for a certain district. 

Mr. FERRIS. I think the gentleman is right about that. 

Mr. MANN. Then let us disagree to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment, which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 5, line 21, after the word “court,” strike out the words “ for 
that purpose and insert the words for the district in which said 
property or some part thereof is situated.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sac. 6. That in the event the United States does not exercise its 


F 
4 
: 


then authorize, and upon the further condition 
5 pay for the properties as provided in section 5 of this 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This is the section which provides for the so-called re- 
capture of the plant at the expiration of the period of 50 years. 

I know that just at this time it is not at all popular to talk 
against the very popular notion of recapture. I do not expect 
many to agree with me in my views upon that particular matter, 
but I have not yet been able to understand how the people are 
to be benefited by a provision of that kind. The only interest: 
that the people have in power development is to secure the best 
service at the best possible rate. It is immaterial to the people 
served who owns the plant, whether it belongs to one corpora- 


tion or another or to Tom, Dick, or Harry. Their interest is In 
the service. Now, if a plant is under efficient public control, as 
it should be—and publie control is becoming more efficient all the 
time in this eountry—the rate will be the lowest and the service 
the best when the title is least disturbed. If a plant having been 
erected is to continue indefinitely in a certain ownership unless 
transferred voluntarily, the corporation or individual owning it 
eoming before a public-service commission can make no claim 
of a right to fix a rate based largely upon the necessity of 
amortizing losses that are sure to come at a given time, If 
the property is to continue indefinitely in the same ownership 
there are no losses except those of deterioration er accident, 
and the amount to be added to the rates to cover such losses as 
those is small. But when there is a date in the future when the 
property is to be taken over, and particularly when taken over 
under conditions fixed in this bill, then any public-service cor- 
poration operating under these conditions may and will come 
before publie-serviee commissions claiming that there is a time 
set, a fixed day when there is to be a definite loss, and that it is 
the right of the corporation to amortize the loss and add it to 
the amount charged for the service. That will, of course, add to 
the cost of the current, and therefore I can not see that the 
people are served or benefited by a provision for recapture, par- 
ticularly by one involving a loss to the owners, 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the expiration of five minutes all debate on this section be 
closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that at the end of five minutes debate on this sec- 
tion be closed. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman 
from Oklahoma if he thinks the language in the first four lines 
of this section, page 5, covers all the contingencies that I think 
the section intends to cover in regard to what may happen. 
Suppose that within 2 years and 11 months prior te the ex- 
piration of the lease a condition arises so that the company 
gets into difficulty, where all parties desire to have the Govern- 
ment take it over. Is it necessary to have this long notice so 
that it would absolutely preclude the Government under any cir- 
cumstances from taking over the property unless it gave three 
years’ notice? 

Mr. FERRIS. We do that on the testimony and facts which 
we had before the committee that with the expenditure of so 
large an amount of money, in nearly every case aggregating more 
than a million dollars, they ought to have a sufficient time to 
shift and adjust themselves to what they knew was coming in 
the end, and we thought that 8 years on a 50-year lease was 
not too much, 

We found that we made a mistake last year in the bill when 
we required three years’ notice. That would require the Gov- 
ernment to give the notice on a certain day, and so we changed 
it and required from three years to five years’ notice, so that 
the Government may have two years in which to make up its 
mind. 

Mr. BENNET. I agree that there should be a lengthy notice. 
That part of it is all right; but my question is whether or not 
there ought not to be some leeway in justice to the corporation 
as well as to the Government, so that if conditions changed, so 
that if the corporation itself changed, there might be some dis- 
cretion somewhere and not be confined to the three years’ notice. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman will read section 6, he will 
find that that situation he speaks of is dealt with. 

The Clerk read section 6 of the bill, as follows: 


Sec. 6. That in the event the United States does not exercise its 
right to take over, maintain, and operate the properties as provided in 
section 5 hereof, or does not renew the lease to the essee n 
such terms and conditions and for such periods as may be pathartesd 
under the then existing e reo laws, the of the Interior 
is authorized, u the expiration of any lease under this act, to lease 
the properties the original lessee to a new lessee upon such terms, 
under such conditions, and for such periods as applicable laws ma 
then authorize, and upon the further cendition that the new lessee shail 
pay for the properties as p im section 5 of this act. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the see- 
tion. I would like to have the attention of the committee on 
this section because it is a very important one. It is one 
which deserves careful consideration. As I said a moment ago, 
I did not expect a great many to agree with me in my oppo- 
sition to the idea of recapture, but I can not understand how 
anyone cnn disagree with my view that section 6 should be 
stricken from the bill. 

Let us see what the situation is. The provision for reeapture 
contained in section 5, one under which the Government may 
take over the property, provides that in taking over the plant 
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the Government shall pay the reasonable value of the tangible 
property and the actual first cost of water rights, rights of 
way, and land, or interest in the same, but no considera- 
tion is to be given to the value of the property as a going con- 


cern. In other words, it proceeds on the theory—an erroneous 
theory it will be in a majority of cases affected by this bill— 
that the operation is dependent in a large and important way on 
the grant by the Federal Government of a lease to the land, and 
therefore, inasmuch as the operation is to that extent by grace 
of the Government, if you please, the Government may provide 
in its recapture at the end of 50 years for taking the property 
back at the reasonable value of the tangible property without 
any allowance for increase in the value of the real estate, right 
of way, and so forth. 

Now, assuming, for the sake of argument, that it may be 
proper for the Government granting a right to operate to take 
the property back in that way, is it right, is it fair, is it just, 
is it in accordance with the protection to property which our 
Constitution gives for the Federal Government at the end of 
50 years to take property belonging to B and turn it over to A, 
who has had nothing to do with it, nothing to do with building 
it up, nothing to do with adding to its value, turning it over to 
him without giving anything to the owner, builder, and devel- 
oper for its value as a going concern? 

How can we hope to encourage men to build up great enter- 
prises by individual effort, by the tremendous individual effort 
that is necessary to make a great concern successful, if at the 
end of a given term it may be thus transferred? How can we 
hope that men’s best energies will be put forth in the develop- 
ment of these properties if at the end of 50 years the property 
can be turned over to some favorite or friend of a then Secre- 
tary of the Interior? I am not assuming that Secretaries of 
the Interior will not attempt to do their duty, but if we have 
become so fearful of the people in their collective capacity, why 
should we be so confident of the integrity of a single individual 
because he chances to be a Secretary of the Interior? If we 
can not trust the people of a Commonwealth to control in their 
own interests, can we expect that, because a man is appointed 
Secretary of the Interior, he will always be just or wise or 
honest? This floor within the last few years has rung with 
denunciations of the motives and the acts of a man occupying 
that position. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
how much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. MONDELL. Five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that, 
at the expiration of seven minutes, debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto close. 

Mr. BENNET. I suggest that the gentleman make that 10 
minutes, as I would like to have 3 minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want 5 minutes reserved. I may not use 
them. 

Mr. MANN. I think we should quit some time to-night. 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman would not object to going on 
and finishing this section? 

Mr. MANN. I have no objection to limiting the debate if we 
quit at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. FERRIS. I ask EA consent that all debate on 
this section and all amendments thereto close in 13 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unan- 
imous consent to close debate on the paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto in 13 minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, it is to be assumed that 
whatever we undertake to do in this bill we undertake to do in 
the public interest. How is the public to be served by transfer- 
ring a given plant from A to B at the suggestion or the desire 
or on the motion of the Secretary of the Interior? Every re- 
quirement which the Secretary may lay upon B he may lay upon 
A as a condition of his retaining the lease and his property. 

very obligation that B may assume, A may be compelled to 
undertake in order to remain the owner of the property, and yet 
we propose to give Secretaries of the Interior the power to take 
from A a property which he has built up, established, devel- 
oped, into which he has put a lifetime of effort, all of the time 
under public control, and turn it over to B simply because 
something about B suits the Secretary of the Interior better 
than the original owner. Whereupon the property is recaptured 
not at its value as a growing concern—if after recapture the 


property may be arbitrarily transferred to another individual 
certainly he ought to pay what it is worth, what its value is as 
a growing concern—but it is to be transferred to him at a fair 
value of the plant and machinery only, but without any value 
based on the business, its development, or on the increased value 
of the property in the 50 years during which it had been in 
existence. 

If this does not come pretty nearly being confiscation, if it is 
not actually taking property without due process of law, then 
I do not know how you would go about taking property without 
due process of law, except to take it as the bandits are taking 
it down in Mexico—at the point of the revolver. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. TOWNER. Does the gentleman believe the same doc- 
trine which he is now announcing ought to apply to all leases— 
that they ought to be considered confiscatory if possession is 
turned over to the owner of the property at the expiration of 
the lease? 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, the gentleman has not done me the 
honor to listen to what I have said. I am that, 
assuming it is right for the Federal Government to take the 
property under the conditions fixed in the section, it can not 
be fair or in the public interest to so take it and turn it over 
to a stranger. 

Mr. TOWNER. To another lessee; that is all. 

Mr. MONDELL. If I am to take possession of your prop- 
erty at the end of 50 years, an individual charged with no more 
responsibility, willing to do nothing more in the public inter- 
est than you, should I not pay you what the property is actu- 
ally worth? Instead of that, if I please the Secretary of the 
Interior, if he is kindly disposed toward me, if he thinks well 
of me, he turns the property over to me, not at what it is worth 
to you, but at a reasonable value of the machinery, without 
any increased value on the lands or water rights or compensa- 
tion for the business you have built up. 

Mr. TOWNER. How can you complain of a man 

Mr. MONDELL. I will not complain, because I do not expect 
to own any power plant. 

Mr. TOWNER. Who has gotten everything that the Govern- 
ment agreed to give him. He has had it for 50 years, and now 
the gentleman says it is confiscation if he does not have an 
extension of it granted. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is confiscation when the Federal Govern- 
ment plays the favorite, and the Federal Government would be 
playing the favorite in that case. What limitless opportunity 
for favoritism, or worse for graft and plunder, would be thus 
presented and when would the public be the gainer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, this section is drawn with 
the naïve simplicity of 1870. It is way behind the times of 
modern methods in connection with recapture as found in the 
statute books of many States, such as we ought to take ad- 
vantage of here. There ought to be a provision for competitive 
bidding. It is all wrong to put in the hands of any one man— 
the Secretary of the Interior or anyone else—the temptation of 
doing a favor for a personal friend or a political associate, and 
the more we can keep out of our governmental system pro- 
visions like this the more we can be modern—1916—and not go 
back to the days of William M. Tweed, who used provisions 
exactly like this to take money out of the Public Treasury 
through the instrumentality of friends. The more we can keep 
up to date and limit our executive officers by competitive bid- 
ding in matters like this it ought to be done. I do not think the 
section ought to go out as a whole; but I do hope that, as we 
have reached the hour of 5 o’clock, and I presume the gentleman 
is going on to-morrow, that he will let this section be passed 
over until to-morrow and see if we can not work out some 
proposition by which we can put modern thought in up-to-date 
words into this section. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I may have a word to say in 
regard to the presentation just made by the gentleman from 
New York to-morrow, so I moye that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Harrison, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
body had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 408) to pro- 
vide for the development of water power and the use of public 
lands in relation thereto, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
leave of absence fer two days be granted to Mr. LANGLEY, on 
neconnt of illness. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was nó objection. 


EXPORT OF MUNITIONS OF WAR. 


Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to nddress the House for five minutes in reply to a suggestion 
wade by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that he may address the House for five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, we listened a few hours 
ago to n speech on a matter of grave national importance, very 
earnestly and eloquently delivered by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, Mr. GARDNER. The speech gave evi- 
dence of long preparation and deep thought. It is particularly 
unfortunate, therefore, that there should have appeared in it 
a sentence which could only be the result of carelessness or par- 
ticularly gross misinformation as to the actual facts. In dis- 
cussing the attitude of the German-Americans in this country 
le made use of the following langnage: 

lle (the German-American) demands perreta 8 that the United 
States by legislation shall redeem the inequality created a the might 
ef Great Britain at sea, His argument is perfectly simple and from 
his point ef view sound. He says, “Ammunition helps the allies; so b 
hook or by crook, by laws or strikes, by torpedoea or by mines, by gol 
or by dynamite, we will do everything we can to prevent that am- 
munition reaching the allies.” 

Mindful, as I am, of the etiquette of debate, I shall go no fur- 
ther than to characterize this language as intemperate and reck- 
less in the highest degree, more reckless and intemperate even 
than the language we heard in this House not very long ago 
from one holding higher office than any of us here. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts, in reply to a question 
asked him by the gentleman from Wisconsin, Mr. STAFFORD, 
undertook to justify this statement on the authority of articles 
he had read in eastern newspapers. That is a woefully flimsy 
excuse, Mr. Spenker, for the indictment of a large group of 
American citizens who are—and I measure my words—as law- 
abiding and patriotice ns any other American citizens who pay 
ullegiance to our flag, no matter from what country they or 
thelr ancestors may have come, I speak in this House for a 
large number of German-Americans, and I resent the imputa- 
tion that in the purity of their motives or lawfulness of their 
ucts, now or at any time, they are not the peers of any body 
of American citizens. Their sympathies may be with the father- 
land in this war. Do you criticize them for that? Would you 
criticize an American of English ancestry because his sympathies 
us an Individual were with his fatherland? But any state- 
ment which can be construed ns asserting that the grent body 
of American citizens who are of German extraction are disloyal 
to the flag of their country or contemptuous of her laws is 
wholly and absolutely false. 

I say this without any imputation upon the good faith of the 
distinguished gentleman from Massachusetts. I can only believe 
that he spoke without any real knowledge of the facts. Un- 
fortunately for him, as I belleve, there are few, if any, of his 
constituents who are of German extraction, and he is therefore 
unacquainted with their sterling qualities as citizens. I regret 
exceedingly that he made this speech at all. It does not seem 
to me that this is the time to bring up these questions in Con- 
«ress and fan the flame of racial hatred in this country. I do 
not know whether or not the question of prohibiting the export 
of munitions will ever reach the floor of this House, but if it 
does of this T am confident, that of the votes cast upon either 
side of this question by gentlemen whose sole desire is to do 
their duty to their constituency and their country as they see 
it, there will be few indeed which will be predicated upon 
the proposition that the German-Americans of this country as 
n body are not loyal and patriotic American citizens. [Ap- 
plause.] 

MESSAGE FROM THR SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the House was requested : 

S. 788. An act permitting the Wolf Point Bridge & Develop- 
ment Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Missouri River In the State of Montana. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, who also Informed the House 


of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolutions of the following titles: 

December 17, 1915: 

H. R. 668. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Citizens’ Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Burlington, Iowa; 

H. R. 8638. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge across the St. Francis River at or near St. Francis, Ark. 

S. J. Res. 38. Joint resolution to transfer the Government 
exhibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the 
Panama-Californin Exposition, and for other purposes; 

II. J. Res. 59. Joint resolution extending the provisions of the 
act entitled “An nct to increase the internal revenue, and for 
other purposes,” approved October 22, 1914, to December 31, 
1916; 

H. J. Res. G1. Joint resolution authorizing payment of the 
salarles of officers and employees of Congress for December, 
1915; and 

H. J. Res. 60. Joint resolution making appropriations to supply 
urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1916. 

December 18, 1915: 

S. 696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Allegheny 
River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa.; and 

S. J. Res. 50. Joint resolution extending the time for filing 
the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal 
Relations between the District of Columbin and the United 
States. 

ADJOURNMENT. 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 5 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Saturday, January 
8, 1916, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue submitting an urgent estimate of deficiency in the 
appropriation “ Salarles and expenses of collectors of internal 
revenue” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 
506); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue submitting supplemental and additional estimates of 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1917 (H. Doc. No. 507); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed, 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
an estimate of a deficiency in the appropriation for the Const 
Guard for the fiscal year 1916 (H. Doc. No. 508); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
urgent estimate of deficiencies in appropriations required for 
the United States Public Health Service for the current fiscal 
year (H. Doc. 509); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHERWOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3636) to amend section 
8646 of the Revised Statutes of the United States as reenacted 
and amended by act of February 23, 1909, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 18), which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. STERLING, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 665) to 
authorize the construction of bridges across the Fox River at 
Aurora, III., reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 19), which said bill and report were referred 
to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DILLON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 320) to author- 
ize the county commissioners of Bonner County, Idaho, to con- 
struct a bridge across Priest River, reported the same with 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 20), which ‘said bill 
and report were referred to the Honse Calendar. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 3393) 
to nuthorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. to construct a 
bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steubenville, Jeffer- 
son County, Ohio, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 21), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DECKER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 4710) to au- 
thorize Dunklin County, Mo., and Clay County, Ark., to con- 
struct a bridge across St. Francis River, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 22), which said 
bill und report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 806) 
granting the consent of Congress to William H. Preece, of Inez, 
Ky., to construct a bridge across the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy 
River at or near Warfield, Ky., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 23), which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referrod the bill (H. R. 775) granting 
the consent of Congress to J. P. Jones and others to construct 
one or more bridges across the Chattahoochee River between 
the counties of Coweta and Carroll, in the State of Georgia, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by n report 
(No. 24), which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. DECKER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6448) to au- 
thorize Butler and Dunklin Counties, Mo., to construct a bridge 
across St. Francis River, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 25), which sald bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bin (H. R. 5187) to 
authorize the adjudication of the claim of the legal representa- 
tives of Cornelius P. Cassin, and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIO BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were Introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr, GOOD: A bill (H. R. 7716) to amend the act of April 
19, 1908, relating to pensioning widows of soldiers, etc., of the 
Civil War, and granting pensions to certain widows of enlisted 
men, soldiers and officers, who served in the Inte Civil War, 
etc.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 8223) to purchase a painting 
of the Battle of Gettysburg; to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. PARK: A bill (II. R. 8224) to provide that the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, on behalf of the United States, shall, in 
certain censes, ald the States in the construction and mainte- 
nance of rural post ronds; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 8225) providing for a 
survey of Valley Creek, in Jefferson County, Ala., with the 
view to making same nayigable; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8226) mak- 
ing appropriation for the construction and equipment of a 
dermitory and other buildings for the Indian school at Bis- 
marck, N. Dak.; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: A bill (H. R. 8227) to require all cotton 
exchanges in the United States doing an interstate or foreign 
business or both to keep a record of all sales made, and to 
require the buyer of cotton on such exchange to specify the 
grade he is to receive, and the seller of cotton on such exchange 
to deliver the grade so specifiet by the buyer; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. hg 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8228) to provide for the erection of a public 
bulding at Greensboro, N. C.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8220) to establish a national military park 
at the battle field of Guilford Courthouse; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8230) to provide for the erection of a 
public building ut. Mount Airy, N. C.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 


By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 8231) to enable 
the Secretary of Agriculture to experiment with the cultivation 
of grasses and other vegetation upon the arid public lands of 
Nevada; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8232) to provide for the extermination of 
cay otos in the State of Nevada; to the Committee on Agricul- 

ure. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8233) granting the 
consent ef Congress to the Republic Iron & Steel Co. to con- 
struct n bridge across the Mahoning River in the State of Ohio; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr, KEATING: A bill (H. R. 8234) to prevent interstate 
commerce in the products of child labor, and for other purposes ; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 8235) to provide for the 
maintenance of the United States Section of the International 
High Commission; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 8236) for the purchase of 
a site and the erection thereon of a public building at Stillwater, 
Okla.; to the Gommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8237) for the erection of a public building 
at Sulphur, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8238) providing n per capita payment to 
the meinbers of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Tribes of Indians; 
to the Committee on Indian Affuirs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8239) to purchase a site nnd erect a plant 
for the manufacture of arms, ordnance, armor, munitions, and 
other military and naval supplies by the Government of the 
United States; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A ‘bill (H. R. 8240) for the ex- 
tension, remodeling, and improvement of the public building at 
Jefferson City, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 8241) for the purchase 
of a site nnd the erection thereon of a public building at Nor- 
man, Okla.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bin (H. R. 8242) to authorize the 
nequisition of a site and the repairing and enlargement of a 
Federal building thereon at Okmulgee, Okla.; to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 8243) for the 
protection of the Six Nation Indinns; to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 8244) to provide that the 
United States shall ald the States in the construction of rural 
post ronds; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Cnrolinn: A bill (H. R. 8245) to 
provide for the construction of a public building at Aiken, S. C.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8246) to revive the right of action under 
the net of March 12, 1863 (12 Stat. L., 820); to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARRISON: A bill (H. R. 8247) to reopen the rolls 
of the Choctaw-Chickasaw Tribe and to provide for the award- 
ing of the rights secured te certain persons by the fourteenth 
article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of date September 
27. 1880; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DILL: A bili (H. R. 8248) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Pend Oreille River, between the 
towns of Metaline and Metaline Falls, Wash.; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CARY: Resolution (II. Res. 81) directing the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to investigate and report on 
alleged misconduct of officials of the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 8249) granting an increase of 
pension to Jerry Vance; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 8250) granting an increase 
of pension to Martin Jordan; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. Tt. 8251) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Thompson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. S232) granting an Increase of pension to 
Eli Haskett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8258) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William Smith; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8254) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos Lynne; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8255) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Ammons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 8256) granting a pension to 
Parkman S. Warren; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 8257) granting a pension to 
Hannah Stoudnour; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8258) for the relief of the widow of Samuel 
Walter; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWN of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8259) to 
appoint George W. Littlehales a professor in the corps of pro- 
fessors of mathematics in the Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8260) granting an inerease of pension to 
Daniel R. Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 8261) granting an increase 
of pension to Wilford M. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COSTELLO: A bin (H. R. 8202) for the relief of 
Annie McColgan: to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8263) granting a pension to Francis A. 
Grennen ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8264) for the relief of Francis A. Gren- 
nen; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CHURCH: A bill (H. R. 8265) for the relief of the 
heirs of Samuel B. Hendrick; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of the People’s Mutual 
Building & Loan Association, of Bakersfield, Cal.; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8267) to place Bernard A. Schaaf on the 
retired list of the Army: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 8268) granting a pension to 
Josephine W. James; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 8269) granting an increase 
of pension to Emily C. Sperry; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 8270) to pay M. A. Sweeney Ship- 
yards & Foundry Co. for building a boat named John Kiens; 
to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. ORAGO: A bill (H. R. 8271) granting a pension to 
Lena McKee Huffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 8272) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter A. Fitzpatrick; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8273) granting a pension 
to Alexander C. Easter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Douglas; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8275) to validate the Indian 
allotment application of Anna Campbell Valentine; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 8276) granting a pension to- 


James A. Lovelass:; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8277) to reinstate Arthur Hubesty Turner 
as a second iieutenant in the United States Marine Corps; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8279) for the relief of Tra 
Snyder; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 8280) granting an increase of 
pension to Eliza A. Lantz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOOD: A bill (H. R. 8281) granting a pension to 
Rhoda L. Goreham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8282) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank Bennett; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 8283) granting a pension to 
John McElroy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 8284) granting a pension to 
Jane Darling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8285) granting an increase of pension to 
Cash Keeley; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8286) for the relief of John C. Kathan; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8287) for the relief of Robert McFarland ; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HELVERING: A bill (H. R. 8288) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isaiah Walker; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8289) for 


the relief of C. G. Wilford; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8290) for the relief of Peter McKay ; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KEISTER: A bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension 
to Kate A. Lozier; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8292) granting a pension to Samuel Burket; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8293) granting a pension to Harry L. Wil- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8294) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Alms; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEY of Ohio:- A bill (H. R. 8295) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of William Earl; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 8296) granting an increase 
of pension to Justus H. Lyon; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8297) granting a pension to Ralph S. 
Fleming; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8298) granting a pension 
to Henry Fields; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8299) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah Dotson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 8800) granting an increase 
of pension to George F. Go ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. {m3 

By Mr. LAZARO: A bill MN. 8301) for the relief of Arthur 
J. Coney, sole heir of L. J. J. Coney, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. LER: A bill (H. R. 8302) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Julia Ann Ross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 8303) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Perry F. Holstein; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8304) granting an increase of pension to 
Norval Jones; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOBECK: A bill (H. R. 8305) granting an increase 
of pension to William G. Otis; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 8306) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harvey R. Dittenhafer; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. S307) granting a pension to Allen Landis; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8308) granting an increase 
of pension to Melissa Fleming; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8309) granting an increase of pension to 
Delia E. Griswold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 8310) for the 
relief of George T. Hamilton; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8311) for the relief of the Delaware Trans- 
portation Co.: to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 8312) granting permission to 
Lieut. Col. John P. Finley to accept and wear a decoration pre- 
sented by the Sultan of Turkey; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8313) providing for the refund to Thomas 
& Pierson, of New York, N. Y., of certain duties upon abandoned 
goods under paragraph 10 of section 3 of the tariff act of October 
3, 1913; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 8314) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 8315) granting an increase of 
pension to Carrier Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8316) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Blose; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8317) granting an increase of pension to 
James B. Graham; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 8318) for the relief of De Bar- 
bieri & Co., of Valparaiso, Chile; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8819) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Oliver II. Dockery; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8320) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Nathaniel Boyden; to the Committee on 
Claims. , 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 8321) granting a pension to 
Martha A. Halsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 8322) granting a pension to 
Abbie M. Holyoke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (II. R. 8323) granting 
a pension to Henry J. Andrews; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8324) granting an increase of pension to 
James Hobbs; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SANFORD: A bill (H. R. 8325) for the relief of 
Borden H. Mills; to the Committee on Claims. f 

By Mr. SCULLY; A bill (H. R. 8326) granting an increase of 
pension to Cornelia J. Ames; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8827) granting a pension to Annie F. 
Baurer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 8328) granting a pension to 
Samuel E. Simerly; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 8329) to pay an award in 
fanon of the heirs of John W. West, deceased; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: A bill (H. R. 8330) for the relief of 
Hamilton Perryman and others; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8331) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of James Rierson, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8332) for the relief of the estate of R. J. H. 
Hatchett, deceased ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 8333) granting an increase 
of pension to Thomas J. Parsons; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8334) granting a 
pension to Emerson E. Paden;-to-the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8335) relief of Jacob Holman; to 
the Committee on Claims. -d 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 8336) granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Legg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8337) granting a pension to Jane Curry; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASON: A bill (H. R. 8338) for the relief of John 
Cunningham ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8339) granting an increase 
of pension to Joshua C. Clevenger ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOODS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8340) granting a pen- 
sion to Bertha Lee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 89) to 
amend an act entitled “An act granting pensions to certain 
widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said 
war,” approved February 25, 1915; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of general executive board of the 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, asking for the 
printing as a public document of the report of the Commission | 
on Industrial Relations ; to the Committee on Printing. | 

Also, papers to accompany a bill granting an increase of 
piosan to Eliza A. Lantz; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ns. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petitions of citizens of Columbia, Christiana, 
and Marietta, ninth Pennsylvania congressional district, favor- 
= taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, memorial of National Council of Congregational Churches, 
singing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, memorial of Pennsylvania Arbitration and Peace So- 
ciety, urging permanent conference of American Republics; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Philadelphia (Pa.) Branch of the National 
Security League, favoring national defense; to the Committee 
on Military -Affairs. 

Also, memorial of American Oil Development Co., protesting 
against taxation on gasoline, efe.; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, memorial of Columbus (Ohio) Chamber of Commerce 
and Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburgh, Pa., relative to deter- 
mining railway mail pay; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: Memorial of Denver citizens, for relief of 
Jewish war sufferers; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Denver, Colo., 
asking for investigation of railway rates on postal matter; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Denver, Colo., for printing hear- 
ings of Industrial Relations Commission; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HULBERT: Memorial of William H. Hubbell Camp, 
No. 4, Department of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, 
favoring pension for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of business men of New York State, advocating 
improvement of New York Harbor and other harbors and rivers 
of the State; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KEISTER: Memorial of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Portersville, Pa., favoring national prohibition ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Evidence in support of 
House bill 7181, granting an increase of pension to Isaac Low; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Memorial of National Council of Congrega- 
tional Churches, favoring prohibition in the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: Evidence to accompany House 
bill 7249, granting an increase of pension to Edward P. Payne; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 7250, granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Magee; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of National Coun- 
cil of Congregational Churches, Boston, Mass., favoring pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. NEELY: Evidence in support of bill for the relief of 
Benjamin F. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Memorial of American Federation of 
Labor, asking that an investigation be had by Congress of the 
United States Steamboat-Inspection Service and that an im- 
partial commission be selected for that purpose; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8178, granting a pension 
to Sarah Scott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the National Council of Congregational 
Churches, asking Congress to submit to the various States for 
ratification an amendment to the Federal Constitution providing 
for national prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 7333, granting a pension 
to Edward Lay; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of J. H. Denton, of Campville, N. Y., 
protesting against any increase in preparedness for war; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Council of Congregational 
Churches, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of National Council of Congre- 
gational Churches, favoring national prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were Taid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of St. Louis, favoring national 
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BEALES: Petition of citizens of Hanover, Pa., protest- 
ing against military preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of Arthur S. Hoffman, 
of Richmond Hill, Long Island, N. Y., favoring military pre- 
paredness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of William H. Hubbell Camp, No. 4, Depart- 
ment of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring 

- pensions for widows ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Department of Labor and Industry, of To- 
peka, Kans., favoring passage of the Kern-McGillicuddy bill to 
amend the present workmen's compensation law; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANFORTH: Petition of William H. Hubbell Camp, 
No. 4, United Spanish War Veterans, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favor- 
ing pensions for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of H. F. Beckman and 28 others, of 
New Lisbon, Wis., urging passage of the Burnett immigration 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, memorial of Council of the Congregational Churches of 
America, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. - 

Also, memorial of Religious Society of Friends of Pennsyl- 
vania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, protesting against 
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers’ Association, of 
Chicago, III., favoring passage of the Stevens bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. FESS: Memorial of Church of the Brethren of Hunt- 
ington, Pa., and Fourteenth Annual Sunday School Institute of 
the Church of the Brethren, of southern Ohio district, opposing 
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. FOCHT: Evidence in support of House bill 7075, 
granting a pension to Martha E. Reamer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 6580, granting a pen- 
sion to Clara L. Vawn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 5016, granting an in- 
, crease of pension to Luther Detwiler; to the Committee on Pen- 

sions. 
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By Mr. ROWE: Memorial of Merchants’ Association of New 
York, and indorsed by Seattle (Wash.) Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to railway mail pay; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

Also; memorial of Pennsylvania Arbitration, and Peace So- 
ciety, relative to permanent conference of American Republics; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Gus L. Stein and 11 
other citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., favoring pensions for wid- 
ows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEDMAN: Petition of operatives of E. M.. Hall 
Planing Mills, of Burlington, N. C., against the child-labor bill; 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: Petition of Makefield 
Monthly Meeting of the Society of Friends of Newtown, Pa., 
against increase of armaments in the United States; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6410, to carry into effect 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the case of Amanda E. 
Macfarlane; to the Committee on Claims. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, January 8, 1916. 


The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, Thou art the giver of all our blessings, and 
Thou art the inspiration of every high and noble thought, every 
generous act, and every divine ideal in us. In Thee we live 
and move and have our being. The measure of our power and 
influence for good is the measure of the ministry of Thy grace 
in our hearts and minds. Come near to us this day. Guide us 
in the discharge of the duties of the day. May we ever hold in 
reverence Thy name and ever walk in holy fellowship with 
Thee. We ask for Christ’s sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


THE AQUEDUCT BRIDGE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a memorandum 
referring to the recommendation contained in the annual re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers. concerning the construction of a 
new bridge to supplant the present Aqueduct Bridge over the 
Potomac River in the District of Columbia, which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Moyer Manufactur- 
ing Co., of Montevideo, Minn., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide subsidies for a merchant marine, which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Moyer Manufacturing Co., 
of Montevideo; Minn.; praying for a reciprocal tariff on agricul- 
tural implements with Canada, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Implements Dealers’ 
Association of Owatonna, Minn., remonstrating against the for- 
mation of a monopoly in the sisal industry, which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of Nils Engebretsen, of Holt, 
Minn., praying that the salaries of fourth-class postmasters be 
increased, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Crookston, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
relieve the congested condition of freight on the eastern sea- 
board, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented a petition of the Florida Educa- 
tional Association, of Tallahassee, Fla., praying for increased 
appropriations for the maintenance of the Bureau of Education, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Rotary Club, of Pensa- 
cola, Fla., praying for an increase in armaments, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey presented a petition of the 
Woman’s Club of Upper Montclair, N. J., praying that kidnap- 
ping be incorporated in the list of extraditional offenses, which 
was referred to the: Committee on Foreign: Relations. 

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of sundry citizens. of 
Williamston, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation: to 
fix a standard price for patented and: trade-marked articles, 
which was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. WADSWORTH presented a petition of Robert C. Ander- 


son Camp, No. 26; United: Spanish War Veterans, of Oswego, 
N. Y., and a petition of William H. Hubbell Camp, No. 4, United 
Spanish War Veterans, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to grant pensions to widows and orphans 
of veterans of the Spanish War, the Philippine insurrection, and 
the China expedition, which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
Watertown, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
readjust the salaries of railway mail clerks, which was referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. MYERS. I present a petition of residents of Camas, 
Mont., praying for an appropriation of $1,000,000 for work on 
the Flathead reclamation project in Montana. I ask that the 
petition. be printed in the Rxconb with the name of the first 
signer and the words “and many others” printed underneath, 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcorp, as follows: 


To the President and Congress of the United States: 

We the undersigned residents of Camas; Mont., comprising business 
men, professional men, and others, do earnestly and res y request 
of the “ President and Congress of the United States that an appro- 

riation of not less than $1,000,000 be passed by the present session of 
8 or 7 work for the ensuing year on the Flathead 
on project. 

Most of us have invested all the money we have in Camas on the 
strength of the promises made to the unit holders and Indians Vora 75 
ing lands within this project. At the present rate we are receiving 
appropriations it will take 25 years to complete this project, and men 
and women who entered upon this project five years ago will be broken 
in health and fortune before this irrigation scheme is completed. 

In view of the eons facts, we most earnestly request of Congress 
fate recite Be 28 ation looking 9 a very early completion of 

e p on of Congress, 
Respectfully submitted. uòi 
ALxxX. R. RHONE 
(And many others), 


Mr. MYERS. I present a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Alaska, which I ask may be printed 
in the Record and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in the 
ReEcorp, as follows: 

Senate Joint Memorial 9. 
To the President of the United States, the United States Senate, and the 

United States House of Representatives: 

Your memorialists, the Senate and House of resentatives of the 
Territory of Alaska, most respectfully represent 12 
Whereas the Secretary of the Interior, in the case of the Miocene Ditch 

Co. (35 L. D., 297), held that the provisions of sections 18 to 21, in- 

clusive, of the act of March 3, 1891, granting hts of way through 

the public lands for canal ditches and reservoirs, have no applica- 
tion to lands within the trict of Alaska, while in the case of the 

Alaska Treadwell Gold Mining Co, et al. (40 L. D., 426), it was held 

that section 4 of the act of February 1, 1905, 

for d reservoirs, e plants, ditch umes, pipes, tunn: 


things, for right of way through the public lands, fo and other 
reservations of the United States, el in certain natio: parks, for 
of electrical wer and for telephone and telegraph ses and 
Sones, pipa and pipe gar: flumes, tunn 8 other 
plants, dams, an 
irrigation, mining, or quarrying and the — of the Interior on 
August 24, 1912, and January 6, 1913, has provided rules and regu- 
lations governing such rights of way, under the provisions of said 


they have never been allowed, and, if the law as constru 
Miocene Ditch Co. case, supra, is adhered to, it follows as a natural 


Alaska 
tional forest and partly over adjoining public lands. 8 unable to 
receive a franchise for its entire line, a result which it is believed was 


expen 

This condition is intolerable and should not 

because it prevents capital from investing, and retards the develop- 

ment.of not only the available dee. projects but of other natural 

resources in the Territory: We therefore 

Most respectu hy your honorable body to pass a suitable law or 
laws providing for ri hts of way over all public lands, both reserved and 
unreserved, for electr! lants, poles, and lines for the generation and 
distribution of electri „ and for telephone and telegraph 
purposes and for canals, ipes and pipe es, flumes, tunnels, 

ng. 


es. p 
or other water conduits and for water plan dams, and reservoirs 
used to promote irrigation, mining or quarryi 


or the manufacture 
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or cutting of timer for lumber, or the supplying of water for 9 


public, or any other beneficial use wit 
monopoly and with such Sab — as will result in the natural re- 
sources ng developed in the interest of all the perme. 

And be it further resoived, That a copy hereof be sent to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the President of the United States Senate, 
the Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Lands of the United States Senate, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands of the United States 
House of Representatives, the Hon. JAMES WICKERSHAM, Delegate to 
Congress from Alaska, and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Adopted by the senate April 20, 1915. 


suitable safe rds agains 


Dan A. SuTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 
Attest: 
ALFRED E. MALtTBy, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Concurred in by the house April 26, 1915. 
Earnest B. COLLINS 
Speaker of the House. 
Attest: 
Barry Keown 
Clerk of the House. 


Mr. MYERS. I present a joint memorial of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Alaska, which I ask may be 
printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands, 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands and ordered to be printed in 
the Recorp, as follows: 

House joint memorial 4. (By Mr. Holland.) 


To the Senate and House of 5 of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled: 

Your memorialists, the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of 
Alaska, r ully represent that the act of Congress approved May 
14, 1898, entitled “An act extending the homestead laws, etc., to 
Alaska,” and the act of Congress amendatory thereof approved March 
3, 1908 (U. S. Stat., 30-409, and U. S. Stat., 32-1028, respectively), 
provide, inter alia, that between homestead, soldiers’ additional home- 
stead, and trade and manufactoring site surveys abutting on navigable 
waters a shore space of 80 rods, d t measurement, must be reserved 
from entry. 

That ry practical operation the intent of said provisions of law 
(which was to prevent 5 of shore fronts on navigable 
waters) is largely nullified to the advantage of corporations, companies, 
associations, and individuals. 

That, although theoretically it prevents the monopolization of shore 
frontage, in reality it does not. kile it is true that it does prevent 
a monopolization by. title, it does not as to occupancy and use by 
adjoining claimants when it is to their interest to exercise control of 


e same. 

That by such provision of law a single claimant may obtain prac- 
tical control of as extensively a short frontage as may. be desired at a 
trifling expense by procuring title to small tracts at lawful intervals 
by scripping them with soldiers’ additional homestead scrip, ne occu- 

ncy of or improvements being required in connection with such claim, 

y such means it is feasible not only to obtain practical control of 
extensive water frontage but to debar others from establishing home- 
steads, canneries, or other enterprises within the limits that a single 
claimant wishes to control: Therefore be it 

Resolred by the Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Alaska, That 
we respectfully and earnestly petition your honorable body to repeal 
the aforesaid act in so far as it relates to reserve spaces along the 
shores of navigable waters and substitute instead easements for all 
classes of valid claims and rights of way of whatsoever sort along said 
navigable waters, and as far inland as conditions may require, the 
easements to include wagon roads, railroads, both steam and electric, 
telegraph, telephone, and electric-power lines, pipe lines, flumes, tun- 
nels, ditches, ete. The easements should also provide for the crossin: 
over or under other previous rights of way for any purpose, but in suc 
manner as not to obstruct or interfere with the proper operation of 
such intercepted right of way: Be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the President 
of the United States, the President of the United States Senate, 
the Speaker of the United States House of Representatives, the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands of the United States 
Senate, the chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands of the 
United States House of Representatives, the Hon, JAMES WICKERSHAM, 
Delegate to Congress from Alaska, and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office. 

Passed the house March 10, 1915. 

Earxest B. COLLINS, 
Speaker of the House. 
est: 

AS Barry Keown, 

Chief Clerk of the House. 


Dax A. SUTHERLAND, 
President of the Senate. 


ALFRED E. MALTBY, 
Secretary of the Senate. 


Passed the senate April 17, 1915. 


Attest: 


Unirep STATES or AMERICA, Territory of Alaska, ss: 

I, Charles E. Davidson, secretary of Alaska, do hereby certify that 
the above is a full, true, and correct copy of house joint memorial 
No. 4 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature, passed at the second session 


f. 
e Pa whereof I have hereunto set ae Beery and affixed the 
great seal of ‘Riaska at Juneau, this 3d 3 y, A. D. 1915, 
[SEAL] ARLES E. DAVIDSON 


Secretary of Alaska, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. VARDAMAN, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 562) to 
amend the act approved June 25, 1910, authorizing a postal 


savings system, reported it without amendment and submitted 
a report (No. 34) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 382) to amend the act approved June 25, 1910, authoriz- 
ing a postal savings system, reported adversely thereon, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Woman Suffrage, to 
which was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) propos- 
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
conferring upon women the right of suffrage, reported it with- 
out amendment and submitted a report (No. 35) thereon. 


BLACK RIVER BRIDGE, MISSOURI. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 4717) 
to authorize Butler County, Mo., to construct a bridge across 
Black River, and I submit a report (No. 32) thereon. I ask 
for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROCK RIVER BRIDGE, ILLINOIS. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 136) 
granting an extension of time to construct a bridge across 
Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State of Illinois, 
and I submit a report (No. 33) thereon. I ask for the imme- 
diate consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration, 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT OF NATIONAL FOREST RESERVATION COMMISSION, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
the following resolution (S. Res. 59), which was considered 
by unanimous consent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed 1,000 additional copies of House 
Document No. 130, Sixty-fourth Congress, first session, entitled “ Re- 


port of the National Forest Reservation Commission for 1915,” for the 
use of the National Forest Reservation Commision. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED, 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 3306) to provide for the purchase of a site and for 
the establishment of a military aviation academy within the 
State of Utah, and making an appropriation therefor; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3307) granting a pension to Minnie V. Mace (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 3308) for the relief of Lieut. Richard Philip Me- 
Cullongh, United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3309) granting an increase of pension to Julia 
Gove Hottel (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3310) granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
Thompson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MYERS: 

A bill (S. 3311) exempting enlarged homesteads from liability 
for debt contracted prior to issuance of patent; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. r 

A bill (S. 3312) to provide for allotting to Indians the surface 
rights of Indian lands, withdrawn, classified, claimed, or re- 
ported as coal or mineral lands and to issue patents thereto; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3313) granting a pension to George Rhode; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 3314) to prevent injury or destruction of letter 
boxes or other receptacles for mail; to the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 3315) to prevent persons who pay income taxes 
from drawing pensions; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 3316) granting an. increase of pension to Margaret 
S. Gemberling ; R 

A bill (S. 3317) granting a pension to Curtis Seay ; 
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A bill (S. 3318) granting an increase of pension to. John 


Bailey (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3319) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Muir (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. ; 

By Mr. LEE of Maryland: 

A bill (S. 3320) for the relief of Richard Riggles; to the Com- 
mittee on 

By Mr. BORAH: 

A bill (S. 3321) granting an increase of pension to George D. 
Smith (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: 

A bill (S. 3322) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Patrick McGough; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3323) granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Krenck 


A bill (S. 3324) granting an increase of pension to Sophronia 
eel; 


A bill (S. 3325) granting a pension to Cora M. Stewart; 

A bill (S. 3326) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Crocker; and 

A bill (S. 3327) granting a pension to Lucy Carroll; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GORB: 

A bill (S. 3328) granting to the State of Oklahoma permis- 
sion to occupy a certain portion of the Fort Sill Military Reser- 
vation, Okla., and to maintain and operate thereon a fish 
hatchery; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 

A bill (S. 3329) for an appropriation of $105,000 to purchase 
water rights within the West Okanogan Valley irrigation dis- 
trict, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3330) granting a pension to Susie M. Gilbert; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 71) providing for a survey of 
the Columbia River from the mouth of the Snake to Priest 
Rapids; to the Committee on Commerce. 


ADMIRAL FLETCHER’S REPORT ON THE FLEET. 


Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 60), 
which was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
directed to transmit to the Senate Admiral Fletcher's report on the 
fleet, dated August 15, 1915. 


THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 


Mr. LEWIS. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read. 
The resolution (S. Res. 61) was read, as follows: 


emand of the provisions of the act creating commission 
rang the assuming of the duties and 
36 led in the terms of that certain 
tariff-board authorization of Congress of the period of 1909-10 and 
contained in appropriation bills of the Congress of 1910-11, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and 
be printed. 

THE FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD. 


Mr. LEWIS. I submit a resolution and ask that it be read. 
The resolution (S. Res. 62) was read, as follows: 


eae a He the Federal Reserve Board 
en 


object of tion to the employees 
con t the service done and creased cost 01 11 
expenses. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over and 
be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE AGREEMENTS. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I am not sure this is the proper 
head under which to make the request, but I will nevertheless 
ask unanimous consent to have the paper I send to the desk 
read. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Secretary will read the paper. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF New Tonk. 

At_the monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce of 
the State New Y held January 6, 1916, the following 
and resolution presen by its committee on foreign and 
the revenue laws were unanimously adopted: 


INTERNATIONAL TREATIES, 
To the Chamber of Commerce: 


spite of the unsettled conditions among the nati 
commerce an 


of the earth 
the revenue 
onal 


time sree — 3 si 


gua. g be- 
tween the United States of Colombia and the United States of America, 
involving claims arising out of the control of Panama territory, have 


not as yet been brought to a conclusion. 
Besides these with which at the present 


* is a third coun 
time the United States is almost entirely without treaty relations. In 
financial in 


view of the. g commercial and terests which citi- 
zens of the United States have in Russia, the committee on foreign 
commerce e revenue laws is unanimously of the o; 
— — should be taken by gur Department of State, in 
with the Commerce, without unnecessary delay, te 
negotiate a treaty of commerce and amity between this country and 


The treaty of 1832 between these two countries became inoperative 
on December 31, 1912, after in force for a period of years, 
Intercourse has, meanwhile, for a period of more than 3 years, been 

agreement, wi 


without an 
ons and other commercial 
a, Seager 23, 1915, the protocol of 
ta and Russia conce the ex- 
also been oes 


the carly 
national treaties here indicated, viz: Of the U 


0 to the com- 
ving this feature of the public interest in charge. 


WELDING RING, 
Cuartes D. BARRY, 
HENRY A. 


gig ore NISSEN, 
. Louis Scnagrer, 
WILLIAM E. Peck, 
S A, SCHIEREN 
Committe on Foreign Commerce and the Revenue Laws. 


Sera Low, President. 
CHARLES T. GWYNNE, Secretary. 


Attest: 


New Tonk, January 7, 1916. 
WHITE PINE BLISTER RUST, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a few days ago I intro- 
duced a bill in reference to the white pine blister rust, a very 
serious matter, that has taken possession of the white pine trees 
of the country. I have in my hand two papers, one from the 
interstate committee for the suppression of the pine blister rust 
and another a press bulletin in reference to the matter. They 
are both brief. I ask that they may be printed in the Ræconb 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
where the bill now is. 

There being no objection, the papers were referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

INTERSTATE COMMITTEE FOR THE SUPPRESSION 
OF THE Ping BLISTER RUST, 
4 pei ; Boston, Mass., January 5, 1916. 
an ex 
Culet of BUAN of Plant DIDIT. to be ream blower tee een 
ea of White Pine Blister Rust, held in Boston, December. 


“ HISTORICAL. 


“N stock of fiveleaved pines, particularly the whi 
Pinus strobus, * E 


was imported from Europe without restraint 
time of the in 1912 of the national tion rohibit 2 — 
importation. It very much 5 — credit of your State (Massachu- 
ed a State 


setts) nursery inspector, Dr. II. T. Fernald, that he 
rantine t such importations some months 
‘ederal regulation. jaga un hg: 


in the dublie press and in special publications 
7905) against the danger of d 3 

aga e danger o and a meeting, at- 
tended y by State foresters, was held June 28, 1909, in New York 
City, at which ng the entire matter was fully discussed and the 
dan of further importation particularly emphasized. In spite of 
these extensive warnin h 2 tations continued to be made 
in Massachusetts and where un they were finally stopped by 
law. Such portation is now no longer possible, but TAA ASF. wey 
have been closed too late, tor the blister rust is now developing at a 
number of points in America, 
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“ THE PRESENT DISTRIBUTION OF THE BLISTER RUST IN AMERICA. 
“T shall not list the places in Massachusetts where this disease occurs, 


as Dr. Fernald, who I understand will be By een at this meeting, is 
fully informed on this subject. Outside of ssachusetts the disease is 
known to be present in at least three localities in New Hampshire, two in 
Vermont, two in Connecticut, five in New York, one in Pennsylvania, 
and three in Ontario, Canada. Serious outbreaks of the disease on cur- 
rants have occurred this past summer at Queenstown, Ontario; Fre- 
onia and Cooperstown, N. L.; Durham and Hampstead, N. II. 
“ POTENTIAL DANGER. 


“The white pine blister rust is a native disease on the Swiss stone 
pine, Pinus cembra, in and Europe. When the American white 
pine, Pinus strobus, was introduced into Europe the disease attacked 
this tree so vigorously as to make its general culture impracticable 
in England, Denmark, and Holland and to handicap seriously its culti- 
vation in Germany. No investigation of the disease in Europe has been 
made by any American pathologist, but the following statements are 
cited as authority for the above: Bureau of Plant Industry Bulletin 
206, pages 17 and 18 (note particularly statements of Somerville, of 
England, and Rayn, of Denmark), also pa e 69 (statement of Ritzema 
Bos, of Holland). A marked copy of this bulletin is inclosed herewith. 
Note also testimony of Dr. Ravn, of Denmark, on pa 
the Report of the Conference on the White Pine BI 
tion Held by the Federal Horticultural Board July 20, 1915 
also the testimony of Dr. Appel, of Germany, on page 18 of the same 
8 report. Dr. Metcalf sent you several days ago a copy of 
this report. 

“On a priori grounds we may expect that the white-pine blister rust 
will do more damage in America than in Europe. The history of other 
introduced diseases and pests decidedly favors this view. e do not, 
however, have to de upon purely a priori ar; ents. Enough cases 
of the white-pine blister rust on nursery stock have been located to 
t in this country it is already a virulent disease of 
nursery stock. The cases of the disease at 1 Vt., Ipswich, 
Mass., and Geneva, N. Y., show that it has attacked and killed trees 
18 feet in height and that it has attacked and maimed withont killing 
trees 50 feet height. (See also pp. 3 and 4 of United States De- 
partment of Agriculture Bulletin 116, a marked copy of which is in- 
closed herewith.) It a rs certain that if this disease becomes wide- 
spread in the Eastern States it will interfere seriously with the grow- 
ing of white pine and may make its cultivation impracticable. At the 
worst the white pine may expected to follow the chestnut tree and be 
driven toward tual extinction. At the best the tree will be bandi- 
Lael — the disease, reproduction crippled or prevented, mature trees 
mutilated, their increment decreased, and the white pine thus reduced 
from its present stand to that of an inferior species. The most 
alarming feature of the situation, however, is that the western white 
pine, Pinus monticola, and the sugar pine, Pinus lambertiana, are also 
subject to the disease; and, if the disease can not be controlled in the 
Eastern States, there is no reason to expect that it can be kept out of 
the vast ee Pg ee ee aor a will = 8 
there. garding the suscep y of P. monticola, see B. P. I. Bul. 
206, p. 67 (Laurie), p. 73 (Neger), p. 77 (Somerville). Regarding 
P. lambertiana, see p. 19 (Klebahn).) 

“ MEANS OF COMBATING THA DISEASE. 


“The fungus Cronartium ribicola, which causes the blister rust, lives 
upon Pinus strobus or some five-leaved pines for a portion of its life, 
but is unable to spread directly to other pines. Instead it must pass 
to plants of the genus Ribes (currants aud gooseberries). Upon Ribes 
it produces res, which enable it to spread rapidly from bush to bush 
over a wide territory in a short time. This is what has happened this 
summer at Lenox, Mass., and various other points. From the currants 
the fungus passes back to white pine or other five-leaved pine trees, 
infecting them, and this cycle is kept up indefinitely, Evidence is lack- 
ing that the disease can overwinter on currants, and no epidemic of one 
year on currants is known to recur upon the same currant bushes 
another year, unless there is reinfection in the spring from diseased 

ine trees. {in this connection see N. Y. Agr. Exp. Sta. Bul. 374 and 
J, S. Dept. Agr. Bul. 116, pp. 4 and 5, copies of which are inclosed.) 

“From these facts it is obvious that the problem of control of this 
disease is much simpler than with a disease that spreads directly from 
tree to tree, like peach yellows, pear blight, or chestnut blight. The 
complete destruction of the diseased pines, or the destruction of all 
plants of ribes, will end the spread of the disease in any one locality. 
At the beginning of an epidemic it would naturally be most effective 
to destroy the few diseased white pines, provided these can be located, 
but their location is often difficult, as the disease on pines is con- 
spicuous for only about six weeks each spring. In the majority of 
cases, then, the complete destruction of all currant and gooseberry 
bashes over a given area is the practicable way of controlling the dis- 
ease. Without white pines this disease can not develop on currant 
or gooseberry bushes, and vice versa. 

“ NECESSARY LAWS AND APPROPRIATIONS. 


It is obvious that if this disease is to be controlled in any locality 
the State horticultural inspectors having charge of the work must have 
absolute legal authority to destroy pines or currants or both if nec- 
essary with or without the consent of owners. The labor of the de- 
struction of wild currant or gooseberry bushes or the labor of 3 
or destroying diseased pines would 5 be fairly expensive an 
would presumably call for special appropriations. Still more serious 
is the question of destruction of commercial plantings of currants. 
uate law and reasonable appropriations can not be obtained 
in Massachuset it is useless to attempt to fight the disease there. 
There is no use in entering such a fight under conditions which make 
ultimate failure inevitable. In combating any disease or epidemic 
of any sort absolute public unanimity, either voluntary or enforced, 
is necessary. 

“UNANIMITY OF ACTION BY DIFFERENT STATES. 

„One further difficulty remains to be considered. If, for example, 
ou in Massachusetts undertake the control of this disease and succeed 
n your control, your efforts might result only in delaying the progress 

of the disease, unless equally efficient efforts are inaugurated and main- 
tained in the 5 States. Probably such delay of the progress 
of the disease alone would be well worth while, however. 

i “ FEDERAL COOPERATION, 

“Under the present law the activities of this department, with re- 
spect to the white-pine blister rust and all diseases of forest and 
ornamental trees, are restricted to research.“ 


demonstrate 
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The references made in this letter will be found in Bulletin No. 


206, of the Bureau of Plant Industry, ed July 22, 1911. am 
unable to send ‘ou a copy of this bulletin, but it can be obtained at 
the Bureau of Plant Industry. 
SITUATION IN MASSACHUSETTS. 
Until late this summer our State nursery in ‘tor, Dr. II. T. 
Fernald, felt confident that he had the disease fully in hand in this 
State, but largely by accident a diseased plant was sent to his depart- 


ment from the town of Lenox, and an investigation showed that the dis- 
ease was found in at least 200 different localities in the Berkshires, 
ranging from North. Adams to the Connecticut line, and even into 
Connecticut. The Spread of the disease seems to have been very 
rapid this summer, and as that section of the country contains large 
stn of white pine bordering closely on four other States, we 
eel that the danger of the disease getting beyond control is imminent. 
Massachusetts will ask its legislature this year for an appropriation 
of | Egy with which to eradicate the disease in the State and for a 
revision of the nursery inspection act which will permit the destruc- 
tion of pee yes that are diseased. The legislatures of the other 
States adjoining us do not convene this year, but we are assured that 
in every case money will be found from some of the departments. with 
which in. tions will be made. 

The chief danger of the disease lies in the fact that large numbers 
of importations of white pine had been made before the. quarantine 
laws went into effect, and it is not known just where these plantations 
have been made; consequently we have every reason to believe that in 
nearly all of the Eastern States there have been plantations made of 
rs, pines which have never yet been in for the disease, 
and in some of the States there is no money available for this work. 
It is more than likely that at any time we shall discover an infestation 
in any one of the other States similar to that which was found in 
Lenox, about which nothing was known. : 

It is for these reasons that those of us who have the interest of the 
forests at heart are convinced that this is a national problem and that 
n means should be furnished at once to eradicate the disease. 

The chestnut ge is one of the important diseases which was 
allowed to gain a foothold, and when the States and Federal Govern- 
ment finally got awake to the situation it was too late to control the 
disease, with the result that the chestnuts of the country are doomed. 

The same was true of the gypsy and brown-tail moths. A reasonable 
appropriation at one time could haye completely exterminated those 
pests, but they were allowed to multiply, with little attention being 
given to them, until at this time there is no hope of ever being rid of 
them, notwithstanding the fact that millions of dollars have been spent 
in the contro! of them. 

The white pine is by far the most valuable timber tree in the North- 
ern and Northeastern States, and the same is true of the sugar pine 
on the Pacific coast and the white pine in the northern Rocky Moun- 
tain regions. There is nothing to hinder the spread of this disease, 
because we know from good authority that wild ribes (currants and 
1 are scattered throughout the entire regions where the 

ve-leaved pines exist. 


It is believed by our scientists that if adequate measures are taken 
now the disease can be controlled, if not completely eradicated. I 
hope that these facts can be clearly brought before the committees that 
are to consider the bill now before Congress. 

Harris A, REYNOLDS. 


(Press bulletin.) 
WHITE-PINE BLISTER RUST MENACE—A SERIOUS DANGER TO ALL OF TUR 
FIYE-LEAYED PINES OF THE UNITED STATES, 

A white-pine blister rust is a fungus disease, native to Europe, and, 
according to eminent authorities, it has rendered the growing of our 
native white pine in England, Den Holland, and parts of Ger- 
many impracticable. The se was imported to this country on 
nursery stock of white pine, and plantations made from such stock 
in the States of New York, Pennsylvania, New Sey techs Vermont, 
Massachusetts, and Connecticut have been found to infected with 
this disease. Plantations in other States are under suspicion. 

Unlike the chestnut blight, the blister rust can not spread directly 
from one pine to another pine. It has two hosts; one stage of the 
disease lives in the bark of five-leaved pines, the other develops on 
the leaves of currant and gooseberry bushes, both the wild and the 
domestic species. The stage of the disease on currants and goose- 
berries can spread to other currants and gooseberries, and also to 
pines. There is but one stage of the disease on the pines, and this 
can spread only back to currants and gooseberries. Therefore the 
disease has a vulnerable point of attack, namely, the complete elimina- 
tion of one or the other of the hosts in the sections where the dis- 
ease is found. The pine forests as a whole are infinitely more valu- 
able than the currants and gooseberries; therefore the latter are the 
ones to be destroyed in the sections where the has been found. 
Where the disease has been located the safe thing to do is to destroy 
all currants and gooseberries in the immediate vicinity, whether or 
not they are infected, as well as all pines that are infected. 8 

The total distance that the disease will spread in one season is not, 
and probably can not be, definitely determined; but one point is cer- 
tain, namely, that it will surely spread in this country wherever pines 
and currants or g rries are found in the same vicinity. id 
currants and gooseberries are found practically all over the country, 
which makes the spread certain unless drastic measures are taken 
to prevent it. The maximum distance that the disease will carry 
from currants and gooseberries to 
definitely proved, but certainly that distance is several hundred yards. 

The disease is known to attack the white pine Pinus strobus), the 
Pacific coast sugar pine (Pinus lambertiana), and the white pine of 
the northern Rocky Mountain region (Pinus monticola). There are 
six other five-leaved pines which are believed to be susceptible. The 
value of the pines that will certainly be attacked in the United States 
is estimated by our foresters to be over $425, 000. 

Unless adequate steps are taken against this disease at once, the 
future value of the young second-growth white pine will be destroyed. 
It is known that the disease has killed trees up to 16 years of age in 
this 5 and up to 30 years in Europe. Trees of any age are liable 
to be attacked, which means the ultimate commercial extinction of the 
five-leayed pines unless the rust is suppressed, 

However, foresters and pathologists are generally agreed that if 
pa ager steps are at once taken against this disease, the planting of 
white pine need not be discontinued. It is, of course, the most valuable 
timber tree in the Middle Northern and Northeastern States. 


ines, and vice versa, has not been 


1916. 


No is the time for the State and Federal Governments to act. 
Nothing short of the most prompt and thorough measures, with full 


cooperation, will suffice. few thousand dollars spent now will do 
more good than hundreds of thousands after the disease has secured a 
permanent foothold. Once it is thoroughly established, no amount of 
money will save the flve-leaved pines where currants or gooseberries 
are associated with them. A vigorous and continuing effort now 
should completely eradicate the disease; at the least, it will so reduce 
its spread as to make its control possible at a minimum cost. There 
was a time when the gipsy and brown-tail moths could have been ex- 
terminated had the proper measures been appiiet That opportunity 
was neglected, with the result that despite the su ment expenditure 
of millions of dollars we shall probably never be rid of those pao 
The chestnut blight was neglected until it became so widely scattered 
that control was impossible, and all of our chestnut trees are doomed, 
which means the loss of millions of dollars. This was due to sheer 
neglect. are we to lose our pines and pinc-using industries in the 
same way 

The Federal Government will be asked to make an appropriation of 
$50,000 for this work this year. This is the minimum amount with 
which the task of suppression can be undertaken. The individual 
States will also be asked to do their share, Massachusetts, alone, has 
requested its iegislature for an appropriation of $10,000 to meet this 
emergency, With so many States already affected, the problem is a 
national one, and everyone who Is interested in saving the white and 
other five-leaved pia should at once request his Senators and Repre- 
sentative in Washington to secure this appropriation. He should also 
see that the proper authorities in his own State are giyen the mone 
and pre to cooperate to the fullest extent with the Federal authorl- 
ties in the work of suppression. 

INTERSTATE COMMITTEE FOR run SUPPRESSION 
OF THE Pine BLISTER RUST, 
4 Joy Strect, Boston, Mass. 


LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 
on Tuesday next, the lith instant, I shall address the Senate 
on a legislative program. 3 


COMMISSION ON GENERAL MINING LAWS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the calender, under Rule VIII, is in order. 

The bill (S. 52) to provide for a commission to codify and 
suggest amendments to the general mining laws was announced 
as first in order on the calendar, and it was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the President shall nominate and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, appoint a commission of 
three members, two of whom shall be lawyers of large experience in 
the practice of mining law and one a mining engineer who shall have 
had practical experience in the operation of mines. 

Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of the commission so appointed to 
prepare for the information and use of the President and Congress a 
tentative code of laws providing for the location, development, and 
disposition of mineral lands and mining rights in the lands of the 
United States, including the Territory of Alaska, as in the opinion of 
the commission are best adapted to existing conditions and will correct 
defects or supply deficiencies In existing 55 mining laws. 

Sec. 3. That the commission shall hol 1 proue hearings in the prin- 
cipal mining centers in the western United States and Alaska; invite 
and receive suggestions and opinions bearing upon or relating to exist- 
ing mining laws or desirable amendments thereof; and may also con- 
sider the laws and experience of other countries with respect to dis- 
position and development of mines and minerals. 

Sec. 4. That within one 3 after the passage of this act, at which 
time the said commission shall expire, it shall submit to the President 
full report as to its operations, conclusions, and recommendations. 
including in or transmitting with said report a tentative code o 
mineral laws, as provided in section 2 hereof, and within 30 days from 
receipt thereof the President shall transmit the same to Congress with 
his recommendations. 

Sec. 5. That each of said commissioners shall receive a salary of $500 
per month, and for the payment thereof and of the actual and necessary 
expenses of the commission, including traveling expenses, the sum of 
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, this bill is identical with one 
passed by the Senate at the last session of Congress. It has been 
unanimously concurred in by the Senate Committee on Public 
Lands. Unless there is some opposition manifested from some 
quarter, I shall not take the time of the Senate to speak further 
in relation to it. 

The bill was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


RECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS IN NEVADA, 


The bill (S. 2519) to encourage the reclamation of certain arid 
lands in the State of Nevada, and for other purposes, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized to grant to any citizen of the United States, or to any associa- 
tion of such citizens, a permit, which shall give the exclusive right, for 
a period not exceeding two years, to drill or otherwise explore for water 
beneath the surface of not exceeding 2,560 acres of unreserved, unappro- 
priated, nonmineral, nontimbered public lands of the United States in 
the State of Nevada not susceptible of successful irrigation, at a reason- 
able cost, from any known available source of surface water supply. 

Sec. 2. That such a permit shall be upon condition that the permittee 
shall begin o tions for the development of Lye tin waters within 
six months from the date of the permit and continue such operations 
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with reasonable diligence until water has been discovered in the quantity 
hereinafter descri or until the date of expiration of the permit. 

Sec, 3. That upon establishing at any time within two years from the 
date of the permit to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior 
that underground waters in sufficient quantity to produce at a profit 
agricultural crops other than native sses upon and less than 20 acres 
of land have been discovered and developed within the limits of the 
land embraced in any permit the said permittee shall be entitled to a 
patent for one-fourth of the land embraced in the permit, such area to 

selected by the permittee in compact form according to the legal 
subdivisions of the public-land surveys if the land be surveyed, or to be 
surveyed at his expense under rules and regulations established by the 
Secretary of the Interior if located upon unsuryeyed land. 

Sec. 4. That the remaining area within the ts of the land em- 
braced in any such t shall thereafter be reserved from other dis- 
8 and may, within the discretion of the Secret: of the Interior, 

sold at public auction to citizens of the United States under such 
rules and regulations as he may prescribe and in such farm units, not 
less than 40 acres in area, as he may prescribe, to the highest bidder for 
cash or for amounts payable in ann installments not exceeding five. 

Sec. 5. That the receipts obtained from the sale of lands under the 
provisions of section 4 hereof shall be paid into, reserved, and appro- 
priated as a 2 of the tion fund created by the act of Con- 
gress approved June 17, 1902, known as the reclamation act, and after 
use thereof in the construction of reclamation works and upon return 
to the reclamation fund of oes. such moneys in the manner provided 
by the reclamation act and a amendatory thereof and supplemental 

ereto 50 per cent of the amounts so utilized in and returned to the 
reclamation fund shall be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury after 
the expiration of each fiscal year to the State of Nevada, said moneys 
to be used by said State for the support of public schools or other 
educational institutions or for the construction of public improye- 
ments, or both, as the legislature of the State may direct. 

Sec.6. That all entries made and patents issued under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be subject to and contain a reseryation to the 
United States of all the coal and other valuable minerals in the lands 
ht to prospect for, mine, 
uable mineral deposits in 
isposal by the United States in ac- 


—— 


Any n 
enter the coal or other eral deposits, or havin 
and remove the same under the laws of the Unit 


iable to and shall compensate the entryman or pat 
reason of such prospecting. 

nited States the coal or other 
mineral deposits in any such land, or the right to mine or remove the 
Same, may reenter and occupy so much of the ce thereof as may 
be required for all Dorper reasonably incident to the mining or 
removal of the coal or other minerals, first, upon securing the tten 
consent or waiver of the homestead entryman or tentee; second, 
upon payment of the ges to crops or other tangible improvements 
to the owner thereof, where agreement may be had as to the amount 
thereof; or, third, in lieu of either of the foregoing provisions, upon 
the execution of a good and sufficient bond or undertaking to the 
United States for the use and benefit of the entryman or owner of 
the land, to secure the payment of such damages to the = or 
tangible improvements of the entryman or owner, as may be deter- 
mined and fixed in an action brought upon the bond or undertaking 
in a court of competent jurisdiction against the principal and sureties 
thereon, such bond or henge event BD be in form and in accordance 
with rules and regulations prescri et the Secretary of the Interior 
and to be filed with and approved by the register and receiver of the 
local land office of the ct wherein the land is situate, — yal 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office: Pro 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, as I understand, this is a 
novel proposition as to the disposition of the public lands, and 
I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill if this is 
a policy which could be adopted as to all of the public-land 
States of the Union? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I am not prepared to say 
that the policy proposed by the bili should be adopted in all the 
public-land States. At the time this matter came before the 
Senate Committee on Public Lands, the bill as originally drawn 
included the public-land States; but conditions in the State of 
Nevada are really peculiar; they are different from the condi- 
tions existing in many of the other public-land States. The 
committee took the matter up with the Department of the In- 
terior, and while the Department of the Interior favored this 
bill strongly with regard to the State of Nevada, on account of 
the peculiar conditions, as is shown in the report, it was recom- 
mended that the provisions of the bill be limited to the State of 
Nevada. I repeat, the conditions there are very peculiar. I 
think possibly there is less surface water in the State of Ne- 
yada than in any other State of the Union. 

Mr. LODGE. Would the Senator from Nevada be willing to 
state what those conditions are? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Yes, sir, with pleasure; if the Senator from 
Michigan has concluded his question. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I rose for the purpose of ascertaining 
what were the peculiarities of the conditions in Nevada which 
would render this bill an exception, and not a precedent that 
might hereafter be followed. 
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Mr. PITTMAN. I will take pleasure in stating them. In the 
State of Nevada there are 70,000,000 acres of land. Although 
40 years or more have passed since that land was subjected: to 
the homestead laws, the desert-land entries, the Carey Act, and 
the enlarged-homestead act; only about 4 per cent of that total 
land area: of 70,000,000 acres has gone into private ownership. 
The reason’ why it has not gone into private ownership is be- 
cause of a lack of water with which to irrigate the land. The 
reports of the Agricultural Department show that there are prob- 


ably 15,000,000-acres of land in the valleys-of the State of Ne- 


vadit that consist of very rich soil, and where they have been 
able to place water upon that soil it has: been exceedingly pro- 
ductive, but there are no large rivers in the State; there are only 
two or three streams or creeks: of any magnitude, Those 
streams have been acquired, or, rather, the right to the use of the 


water has been acquired, for a great many years under the law 


of our State, which is the law of appropriation and use: 


Long ngo the people of our State had reached the limit of the- 


development, so to speak; of surface water. There are, how- 
ever; geological indications that under the surface of various 
portions of our State we shall discover artesian water. We have 
endeavored: for years through Congress to obtain a sufficient ap- 
propriation to enable the Government, through its: proper de- 
partment, to prospect for such artesian water, but the effort has 
not apparently met with any favor; The largest appropriation 
that we have been able to obtain at any time has been. $150,000. 
for the entire West, and that was also in combination with the 
mensurement of water: Consequently there has been really 
no appropriation for this purpose. 

We have in our State, outside of the forest reserves. and. all 
other reserves, 55,000,000 acres: of unappropriated public: lands, 
and we are informed by the Agricultural Department that 
probably from fifteen to eighteen million acres of those lands are 
splendid: lands, and that: they will furnish homes for a great 
many people if a water supply can be found. I am frank to 
say to vou at the present time we see no hope of a water supply 
except from subterranean sources. 

The Department of the Interior is not prepared, I believe, 
to offer any recommendation that the Government shall to any 
great extent prospect for this subterranean water. Therefore 
this bill, or a similar. bill introduced at the last Congress, was 
unanimously- reported favorably: by the Committee on Public 
Lands of the Senate, and also unanimously reported favorably 
by the Committee on the Public Lands of the other House; 
thut is, an identical bill, of which I obtained: the introduction 
there, was so reported. 

Ilie Secretary of the Interior has written quite a long letter 
te the Public: Lands Committee of the Senate regarding this 
mensure; but I have seen fit only to take a small extract from 
it, which. will partially answer the question of the Senator 
from Massachusetts: It reads as follows; 


large r 
semiaridity of the soil, the other conditions fe 
fully warrant a epean law designed to meet 
mote agricultural. development. * 

That is the conclusion of the Secretary of the Interior, after 
discussing the matter in his letter, and I do not believe that we 
have any real hope of peopling our State except through such 
means. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President : 

The VICE. PRESIDENT: Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. PITTMAN, I do. > 

Mr. JONES. I want to ask the Senator whether or not the 
Stute of Nevada received a grant. of sections 16 and 36, as in 
the case of other States? : 

Mr: PITTMAN, It did. 

Mr. JONES. It received that land? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Les, sir. 

Mr. JONES. In this bill there is no limitation placed upon 
the price at which this land can be of, is there? 

Mr. PITTMAN. No; that will be left entirely to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior. 

Mr: JONES, As I understand, it is left to the legislature of 
the State of Nevada? 

Mr. PITTMAN, Oh, no; the bill which I am discussing now 
is evidently a different bill from the one the Senator has in 
mind; This is à bill to encourage the development of subter- 
ranean waters in the State of Nevada. ; 

Mr: JONES. I will ask the Senator to excuse me. I had 
another bill in mind. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, just one further word: I 
want to state to the Senate that we have to-day in our State 
more publie land undisposed of than has any other Stute in the 
Union. I doubt if we will be able to dispose of it unless we 


enn find” subterranean: waters to irrigate it, because it is of 
comparatively little value unless it is irrigated. Our State to- 
day is taxed enormously, and those taxes can not be reduced to 
‘any, extent, if we are to maintain a form of State government, 
unless settlement in the State is encouraged and there is: de- 
veloped more taxable property to help bear the burden of these 
taxes. I sincerely insist that this is a very important matter 
for the people of our State. 

Mr. SMOOT.. Mr. President, I sincerely: trust that the Senate 
will agree to the passage of this bill. The Senate will remember 
that in 1909 a bill passed Congress and was signed by the Presi- 
dent, known as the enlarged. homestead: bill, authorizing a citi- 
zen of the United States to enter 320 acres of nonirrigable, non= 
mineral, and nontimbered land, the-land to be designated by the 
Secretary of the Interior: 

The waterfall in Nevada is hardly sufficient to make possible 
dry farming under the enlarged-homestead act to any great 
extent; therefore, the only practical way of. cultivating-at least 
10,000,000 acres: of land in the State of Nevada is by pumping 
the water from underground sources, and that is the object of 
the pending bill. I can not say that I have very much faith that 
it is going to be successful, knowing the watershed of Nevada 
and the water conditions in Nevada as I do. I doubt very much 
whether underground water will be found; but I do believe that 
we ought to give the people a chance to see if it is possible to 
discover and to develop underground water for the purpose of 
making farms upon lands which to-day are next to worthless. I 
hope that the bill will pass: 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the question addressed to the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrraran] by’ the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. Towssenn} is altogether pertinent: that is to 
Say, as to why there should not be a general act applicable to 
all the publie-land States covering this particular’ question. 
The only reason is that the necessity does not arise in many of 
the other States, perhaps in none of them, except in Nevada. 
Up to the present time, at least, no effort has been made to resort 
to subterranean’ sources of water supply in Montana, We are 
now applying electrical power to the raising of water from tlie 
streams: of our State for tlie purpose of irrigation. In other 
States in the West, notably in the State of California—the Sen- 
ator from California will probably confirm this statement 
water is pumped from underground sources for the purpose of 
irrigation. It may be that eventually underground sources will 
be found in other States, but a comparison of most of the 
western States with the State of Nevada would show the truth 
of what was stated by the Senator from that State. Take my 
own State, for instance; it is watered. by many large rivers and 
many bountiful streams, and they afford sources of supply when 
power is applied to the elevation of the water to a: higher level; 
but the State of Nevada is not so bountifully supplied in that re- 
spect, and the people there are obliged accordingly to seek other 
sources. If there were any occasion for the application. of such 
an. act to the lands in the State of Montana I should be very 
glad to insist upon its being made general in its terms, but there 
seems to be no necessity at the present time for that, perhaps, 
outside of the State of Nevada. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, the same necessity for legisin- 
tion of this kind does not exist in the State of California. An 
abundance of subterranean water has been discovered in our 
State, and has been developed by individual enterprise; indeed, 
it has been a matter of the greatest surprise that so large en 
quantity of water could be developed from underground. Almost 
all of the great valleys in the State of California have been 
found to be natural reservoirs filled with water. A very great 
part of the water being used now for irrigation. and other pur- 
poses has been developed from underground sources, and it has 
not been asked that any legislation of this kind be extended. to 
California, because the expense of developing the water there 
is nothing like so grent as it is in Nevada. I'think the proposed 
legislation as applied to that State is entirely just, and I hope 
the bill will be passed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the Government could not 
do less, it seems to me, than the passage of this bill in aid of 
the marketing and disposal. of its public domain: in Nevada. 
Over three-fourths of the area of that State is in Government 
ownership. The Government is almost in the position of an 
absentee owner, without any particular interest in the State, 
and doing nothing whatever for its development beyond that 
portion which has been assigned to the State of Nevada out of 
the reclamation fund. 

As my colleague has stated, there are but four rivers in that 
State. They would hardly be dignified by the name of rivers 
elsewhere. They rise in the mountains and sink in the desert; 
that is to say; their waters lie in the lower spaces of the desert 
in great lakes, where they are drunk up by the sun. 


1916. 


We have now practically exhausted those lakes. I say we 
have exhausted them because we haye prevented the waters 
from reaching them, both by private irrigation projects and by 
Government irrigation projects; and yet we have only been able 
to put into private ownership something like 3,000,000 acres in 
that State out of a total of over 70,000,000 acres. 


This bill simply offers a premium to the man who is willing 


to go to the work and expense of digging a well in order to find 
subterranean water. I understand that the expense of such a well 
is rarely less than $1,000, and oftentimes exceeds that amount. 
The Government might well be called upon to expend a very 
considerable amount of money in preparing this land for settle- 
ment. I think it is its duty, as proprietor of the land, to pre- 
pare it for settlement, and it is its duty to the State of Nevada 
to do it; but thus far we have not been able to prevail upon the 
Government to enter upon any extended scheme for the explora- 
tion and discovery of subterranean waters. 

It seems to me, therefore, that this bill, which gives to an 
individual a right simply to explore for water, and, if he finds 
enough water, to acquire title to 2,500 acres of desert land now 
worthless, is an exceedingly reasonable bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not desire to delay this bill 
a moment. On the contrary, it is a rare pleasure to find a bill 
which does not call upon the Government to spend money for 
the benefit of some of the people which they ought to spend 
themselves. It is a rare pleasure to see a bill which simply 
opens the door to private enterprise and private energy to 
develop undeveloped lands. It is very gratifying to me to see 
such a bill, and I shall vote for it with the greatest possible 
pleasure. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, section 6 of the proposed bill 
provides for the reservation from the operating clause of the 
patent of “ all the coal and other valuable minerals in the lands 
so entered and patented.” I wish to inquire of the Senator from 
Nevada whether that reservation is broad enough, or is intended 
to be broad enough, to include veins of gold, silver, lead, and 
other metalliferous deposits? 

Mr. PITTMAN. In line 25, at the bottom of page 3, in section 
G, the bill says: 

The coal and other valuable mineral deposits in such lands shall be 


subject to disposal by the United States in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the coal and mineral land laws in force at the time of such 


disposal. 

Mr. THOMAS. If it does include that class of deposits, I 
can foresee a great deal of complication and trouble arising from 
the attempt to prospect for valuable mineral deposits on these 
lands under the mining act of 1872, which is confined to lands 
upon the public domain, and which requires certain preliminary 
steps to be taken before the right to locate can be exercised. 

I believe it would be very much better for the Government, 
for the prospector, and for the operator under the provisions of 
this bill, if there were no such exception; and I shall therefore 
offer an amendment to eliminate section 6 from the bill. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, before the Senator does that, 
I trust that he will consider the matter for a minute. ‘This bill, 
asit was originally prepared by me, did not contain that reserva- 
tion. When a similar bill was introduced in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, at my request, it met with serious opposition on the 
very ground that it might be used for the purpose of grabbing 
mineral lands. There was not the slightest chance on earth of 
passing such a bill through the House of Representatives if 
there was the slightest suspicion that the bill could be utilized 
for the purpose of acquiring mineral lands under the guise of ob- 
taining agricultural lands. This reservation from all characters 
of agricultural entries is usual; and, without discussing the ques- 
tion whether or not it is a good provision, I must say that it is 
the policy of Congress, as I see it, not to permit the acquisition 
of any character of minerals through any agricultural entry. 

In my opinion, if the Senator should carry such an amendment 
as that he would destroy the bill. It would subject it to a sus- 
picion which I had not in mind at the time I originally intro- 
duced the bill, but which might very well be entertained, I 
certainly ask him to allow the bill to remain in the form in 
which it has been approved by the Public Lands Committees of 
both bodies and by the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the Senator please tell me how a citizen 
of the United States can exercise his right of acquiring a vein 
of gold, Silver, lead, or other metalliferous deposit upon or 
within a 640-acre tract that is designed to reward the finder of 
water in the area which is included in his permit? 

Mr. PITTMAN. I may answer, if the Senator will permit me, 
by saying that if a patent were granted for agricultural pur- 
poses, including the minerals, the prospector would be in exactly 
the same position with regard to that particular piece of land. 
Undoubtedly, if the minerals under the land are not exposed 
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they are not subject to location either by the man who owns the 
surface right under this bill or by outside prospectors. In 
neither case are the minerals subject to location under the 
mining law; but the Government by this bill reserves those min- 
erals. It segregates them from the lands primarily granted for 
agricultural purposes. I may say that while there is no discov- 
ery on the surface it is perfectly within the power of Congress 
at any time to grant a right of condemnation, if it sees fit, of u 
prospecting area. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am aware, of course, of the effect of the 
measure in that it provides that the Government shall retain 
title to virtually everything except the surface of the ground 
and such rights as are inseparable from its use for agricul- 
tural purposes. It appears to me, however, that the practical 
operation of this section would be, and I think it ought to be, to 
confer upon the successful prospector for water the metalliferous 
deposits, if any, which may be within his ground. At the same 
time, if not excluded, it may prove a fruitful source of litigu- 
tion. I think the bill would be a great deal better if these 
reservations did not appear, and if, as to land classified as ngri- 
cultural land—because I presume thut is the only land upon 
which these permits would be issued-—the bill should provide 
for ine ucquisition of complete title to 640 acres as a reward for 
developing its subterranean water courses. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I believe that a person who 
goes to the expense of prospecting for artesian water in the 
State of Nevada is entitled as a matter of right to everything 
which is contained in his land. I would favor that if I thought 
it would pass the bill; but I am confident that the inclusion of 
any such right in this grant would mean the destruction of 
the bill. 

The matter stands in this way: We have been trying for 
years to obtain this character of legislation. Everyone seems 
to recognize that it is vital to the growth and success of our 
State. As fur as the mineral development of our State is con- 
cerned, it has renched a high stage of development. It is to- 
day one of the greatest producers of gold and silver in the 
country. Our laws have taken care of that branch of our in- 
dustries fairly well; but, as has been shown by the record here, 
the agricultural opportunities of our State have been neglected. 
The Senators from the Western States who have kindly sup- 
ported this bill state that they do not need this legislation in 
their States, nnd I believe it is true; but we have not any op- 
portunity that I can see at the present time to develop the 
further agricultural resources of our State except through the 
development of the subsurface waters. 

I want to say. further, that this water will not be wasted 
upon that land. It is worthy of a great expense, because the 
record of the Agricultural Department discloses that the 15,- 
000,000 acres of valley land in that State are rich in natural 
fertilizers, such as potash and nitrates and others fertilizers of 
that character. The record of the department discloses the fact 
that the arid lands of that State—lands which, prior to irriga- 
tion, were growing nothing but sagebrush and possibly a little 
grass—by placing water thereon now raise from 5 to T tons of 
alfalfa to the acre. It is not only a matter of great value to 
our State, but it is a matter of great value to the country, in 
the increasing of the production of foodstuffs. 

I know that the Senator is interested in the passage of this 
bill. I know that his knowledge of western conditions leads 
him at this time to look te the production of the metals that 
may underlie that ground. I say to him, however, that if these 
minerals are disclosed on the surface of the ground, the ground 
is not subject to this bill. If they are not disclosed on the sur- 
face of the ground, still the Government desires to preyent any 
fraud on the Government in the acquisition of this land under 
the guise of entering it for agricultural purposes, while at the 
sume time it may be to acquire large, bodies of coal or other 
valuable minerals that are apparently concealed under the 
surface, but are known to the entrymun. 

As I have said before, I think the entryman should have 
whatever is in his land; but I assure the Senator, from having 
studied this question, from the experience I have had in the 
House with this bill, from the expressions by the leaders of 
both sides of the House of Representatives, that I believe if the 
Senator's amendment carries the bill will die; and I certainly 
would rather have what I can get for the people of our State 
than to stand here on a technical question trying to get more, 
with the probability of losing all. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I am quite as anxious as any 
Member of this body can be to vote for any measure which will 
promote the agricultural interests of the great State of Nevada, 
with whose conditions I am somewhat familiar. I am conscious 
of the existence of every fact which has been stated hy the 
Senator in explanation of the appearance of section 6 in the 
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bill. Ordinarily, I sliould not feel like interposing any objec- 
tion whatever to the form or the substance of the measure, and 
I would not do so now if it were not for the fact that this is 
but one of the many instances to be presented for our considera- 
tion in which the national governmental activities are going to 
be increased and enlarged within the area of the public-land 
States in such a way as ultimately to deprive us largely, if not 
entirely, of the right of local self-government. 

I never have been impressed with the notion that because a 
measure represents all that can possibly be secured, it, for 
such reason, should not be opposed. I think that this bill, as 
drawn, is in line with a scheme of legislation that I regard as 
highly injurious to the State which I in part represent on this 
floor, and I am not willing to see enacted into law any bill, 
however meritorious it may be, which contains what seems to 
me a wrong principle without at least entering my protest 
against it. 

Here is a measure that is of the most beneficent character. 
It is designed to, and I think it will, reclaim large bedies of 
land in the State of Nevada which to-day, as the Senator says, 
are of no material use to anybody. Until recently there were 
no exceptions of any importance to agricultural patents. It 
has been the policy of this Government, and it is the right policy, 
to give to the citizens of the United States who take advantage 
of the privileges of the land laws, and who acquire title by ob- 
serving the requirements of those laws, the land in every par- 
ticular, in fee simple, without any reservation whatever. 

Our country has prospered, Mr. President, and grown—indeed, 
there is no such precedent in the history of mankind—under 
the beneficent results and influences of this wise land legisla- 
tion. But a new spirit has come over the dreams of the people, 
and the Government, in imitation of monarchies, is establishing 
its permanent control, eo ipso, over the mineral contents of all 
the lands undisposed of within the boundaries of the Nation. 
In this instance it is proposed to encourage the agricultural 
development of land, and it ought to be, by granting the indi- 
vidual or association which expends his or its money for that 
purpose, virtually a title to the surface of the ground, and what- 
ever may be in that land of any mineral value whatever is 
reserved by the act of Government with the right to give 
to others an opportunity to go upon the premises and explore 
and prospect for it. I can readily see how that is going to breed 
many-evils and difficulties which will, perhaps, more than offset 
the benefits that may be conferred upon the State through the 
operation of this law. > 

If it should so happen, and such things have occurred in the 
West, that valuable deposits of ore should be found within the 
immediate vicinity of any of the areas conveyed by the Govern- 
ment under the operation of this law, the attraction and the 
consequent excitement would inevitably result in overrunning 
the premises, which, so far as the surface is concerned, subject 
to this right of exploration have been conferred upon the suc- 
cessful seeker for subterranean watercourses. Questions will 
arise as to the extent to which that surface can be disturbed 
in Neyada in the wild rush to secure that which the Govern- 
ment has reserved and wants and expects to bestow upon other 
seekers after minerals. 

I think this section ought to go out. I am not vain enough 
to suppose that my views are the views of a majority of this 
Chamber, because E have observed with some degree of dread 
that the so-called conservation policy of the Government, by 
means of which millions of acres of the public domain are to 
be forever withheld from the jurisdiction of the State where 
they are located, is increasingly active, notwithstanding the 
protests of some of the States which are thereby affected. 

I shall not insist upon a roll call upon my amendment, but 
I want the opportunity myself to be recorded, as far as my 
objections will record it, against the section which withholds 
the great part of the values of the land from the man who has 
taken chances and made it productive. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Pirrraan] what the present condition of 
the reclamation fund is. 

Mr. PITTMAN, I beg to say that the reclamation fund is 
very low, and in fact unless it receives assistance from some 
such source as is provided in this bill and other sources the 
Government is liable to find itself in a position of suffering a 
failure of a great many reclamation projects. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I was one of the repre- 
sentatives from the eastern part of our country who took an 
active interest in and supported as vigorously as I could that 
great project, but I have thought from some things that have 
come to my attention that it was not being carried out as suc- 
cessfully as we had hoped it would be. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do. 

Mr. WORKS. I think I may give the Senator from New 
Hampshire some information respecting the reclamation fund. 
There is no money now for carrying out any new projects. All the 
money now and probably for the next 17 years will be needed 
for the purpose of completing projects already under way. I 
annie that information directly from the Secretary of the 

nterior. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I made the inquiry, Mr. President, for the 
reason that section 5 provides that 50 per cent of the amounts 
that are derived from the operation of this bill shall be paid 
into the reclamation fund, and then one-half of that shall be 
diverted to the support of public schools and other public uses 
in Nevada. That provision in the bill attracted my attention, 
especially when it is considered in connection with the next bill 
on the calendar reported by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
PitTMAN], which proposes to give one-tenth of the entire area 
of the State of Nevada to the public schools. That certainly is 
a very sweeping and startling proposition, and when that is 
reached I presume it will be discussed. 

It oecurs to me that in this bill the money that is raised 
should go to the reclamation fund, and not a part of it be 
diverted to the purpose of education, however worthy that pur- 
pose may be, thus recouping the reclamation fund, which seems 
to be practically exhausted. 

I have been sometimes surprised, Mr. President, to hear 
Senators from the public-land States say that all the public 
lands ought to be given over to their States, asserting that 
they belong to those States. I have combated that idea in a 
modest way heretofore, holding to the view that those lands 
are the lands of the people of this country, not of the inhabitants 
of the particular State where the lands are located. But not- 
withstanding that I am in favor of a liberal policy toward a 
a State situated as is Nevada, 

I am in favor of the general purposes of this bill. I think 
it is in the main good legislation, and I only rose for the pur- 
pose of saying that I am afraid the Senator from Nevada is 
asking too much for the educational institutions of his State. 
Of course we want to build up the schools and colleges in 
Nevada as we do in other parts of the country, but we ought 
not to overreach in the matter. 

The proposition in the next bill is particularly what at- 
tracted my attention. Nevada has 70,000,000 acres of public 
land, and the proposition is to give 10,000,000 of it to the State 
to be used for educational purposes. 

Mr. President, I think it would be wise if the Senator would 
allow the provision that one-half the money derived from the 
operation of the bill shall be passed over to the State for educa- 
tional purposes to go out of the bill, and let the whole amount 
go into the reclamation fund. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
to the language. From the remarks of the Senator it would 
appear that he believes this money is to be divided originally 
between the reclamation fund and the State. If he will read 
it carefully, he will see that all the proceeds go, first, to the 
reclamation fund, and that it remains in the reclamation fund 
until a project is completed and the Government has been reim- 
bursed. After that has taken place it is divided between the 
State and the Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Nevada if 
he does really believe, in view of what already has happened in 
regard to this matter of reimbursement to the Government, that 
there will be any reimbursement in this case? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, of course I am not sufficiently 
familiar with the details of these projects to go into them; 
but admitting that the Senator is right, and he has given this 
subject a great deal of study, admitting that there will never 
be any drawback to the State—and it is very possible—I think 
that the carrying on of the great scheme of irrigation that has 
been laid out will utilize all the money, and that it will never 
come back to the State, except in improvements and the reduc- 
tion of the costs of these projects, then the contention of the 
Senator that the provision means nothing is correct. There is, 
however, a possibility of their being a surpius. In other words, 
the provision says if something happens which the Senator does 
not believe ever will happen, then the State will get 50 per cent 
of the benefit of it. 

Personally I am inclined to agree with the Senator that the 
proviso is of little benefit to the State. I think that the State 
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will be compelled to look to other sources for the support of 
its public schools. I will take that matter up, if the Senator 
desires, on the next bill, providing for a grant of 7,000,000 
acres to our State. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, I have no desire to have 
the Senator waste any time in the discussion of this matter. I 
simply wanted to ascertain the facts as to the condition of the 
reclamation fund, I will ask the Senator how liberal the pro- 
visions were that were made in the original act relating to the 
public schools of Nevada. I suppose there was a grant of land 
of very considerable magnitude made at that time. Was there 
not? 

Mr. PITTMAN. Strange to say, there was not. The peculiar 
situation in regard to the State of Nevada is this: The Govern- 
ment, through Congress, established a policy with regard to the 
publicland States in relation to their schools and other public 
works. Every publicland State has been granted in land over 
twice as much as the State of Nevada; some of them three 
times as much. In addition to those grants of twice as much as 
to the State of Nevada and three times as much, there has been 
a money grant, consisting of 5 per cent of the proceeds of the 
sale of all the public lands by the Government, which, added 
to the other percentages, means that the least liberally treated 
public-land State has received over 12 per cent of the public 
lands within the State, while the most generously treated of 
the public-land States have received over 20 per cent. 

Now, Nevada is not asking for a change of policy established 
by the Government with regard to public land. It is not asking 
that it be enlarged or extended. It is simply asking that it be 
treated under the policies and practices of the Government on 
an equality with the least liberally treated public-land State. 
That is all we are asking. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I can readily see whether 
it was just legislation or not, that some of the public-land States 
containing a population very much in excess of that of Nevada 
would need more money for educational purpose than the State 
of Nevada. I have no disposition to oppose any legislation that 
will be of benefit to the present population of the State, the 
present children of the State, and the future population which 
we hope Nevada will have. I am looking forward to the time 
when Nevada will be a great State, provided that legislation 
along the lines of this bill is not halted, and I do not want to 
halt it. 

Mr. President, I have a very great desire to see the reclamation 
project a success. I gave it some study at its inception, and I 
have watched its progress up to the present time. I have come 
to the conclusion that the funds of the Government have not 
been wisely used in very many cases. I have also come to the 
conclusion that so far as reimbursement on the part of those 
benefited is concerned it will be of very little account. But, 
notwithstanding that, I want to see the work go on. I want to 
see the arid and semiarid lands of this great country reclaimed 
because we will need them in the future. I would be the last 
man in this body to place any unreasonable obstruction in the 
path of Jegislation on the subject. That being the case, Mr. 
President, I will withhold any further objection to the bill and 
let it pass, as far as I am concerned, without obstruction, not- 
withstanding my opinion remains unchanged as to the wisdom 
of dividing the fund as is proposed. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] is mistaken in regard to 
the return of this reclamation fund. I presume there have been 
some failures. I know there have been. It is natural that we 
should expect in carrying out the reclamation law that there 
would be mistakes made, but I am satisfied in regard to several 
projects with which I am personally familiar that the Govern- 
ment is going to get back every dollar that has been invested in 
them. 

I feel a little jealous of the reclamation fund, and that is one 
reason why I do not like one of the provisions of this bill. Sec- 
tion 5 provides, as the Senator from New Hampshire said, that 
one-half of the money that accrues to the Government by virtue 
of the bill shall, after it has once passed through the reclama- 
tion fund, be returned to the State of Nevada. There is no such 
provision applying to the other public lands of the United States. 
I do not, myself, see why there should be a different provision 
in regard to the public lands of Nevada in the money that comes 
from the sale of public lands than in regard to any other State. 

The Senator from Nevada, I rather gain from what he says, 
is of the opinion, as expressed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, that this fund never would be returned, and that conse- 
quently there would be nothing to turn over to the State of 
Nevada. If it should turn out that that is true, then the Senator 
certainly could not object to striking from the bill the provision 


which undertakes to turn over money to the State of Nevada 
that under his idea never could be turned over anyway. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator for a question. I hope 
the Senator will not 

Mr. PITTMAN. I-wanted to ask the Senator a question right 
in this connection. 

Mr. NORRIS. All right, I shall be very glad to have the 
Senator interrogate me. 

Mr. PITTMAN. While I believe that the development of 
these great projects will require all the money that can be 
raised, not only from the projects, but from such sources as are 
provided in bills of this character, it is very problematical as to 
whether there will be any surplus after the completion of those 
projects. I certainly think that our State is entitled to half 
of that surplus after it has been applied to the completion of the 
projects, and if there is even a chance that there will be a sur- 
plus I feel that I am justified in asking that in the division of 
that surplus, after it has served its purpose with regard to the 
project, our State shall have half of it. It not only may be 
applied to the school fund, but to other institutions. 

The Senator wanted to know if this was special legislation in 
regard to Nevada. I want to say it is not. Permit me to say 
that the general leasing bill which passed the other House last 
year contained this exact provision, and it was placed in the bill 
by the Public Lands Committee of the House because it was in 
accord with the policy established by the House general leasing 
bill. I want also to say that every public-land State, as I recol- 
lect, has had special legislation of this character. Such legis- 
lation provided that the Government should divide with the 
State proceeds of sales of public lands, giving the State 5 per 
cent of such proceeds. Such a law was generally passed on the 
admission of a. State into the Union. California did not have 
that provision when it was admitted, but 10 years later a bill 
passed Congress giving to California 5 per cent of the proceeds 
of the sales of the public domain from that date on; and not 
only that, but an appropriation bill was also passed to pay back 
to California 5 per cent of the proceeds of all public lands sold 
since the admission of California as a State and up to the time 
of the passage of the 5 per cent bill. There is unlimited prece- 
dent for this character of legislation. ’ 

Let me say to the Senator that the reuson this bill is in its 
present form is because it embodies the policy that was adopted 
at last session of Congress by the Public Lands Committee 
of the ether House and by the House itself. In accordance 
with that policy, I included it in the bill at this time. That 
was the real reason. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the question ef the Senator 
from Neyada is a very short one, and I will undertake to 
answer it. In the first place, the precedent, which he says was 
established in the general leasing bill, never became a law and. 
is not a law now. In the next place, if it had become a law, 
it would have applied, by its terms, to all of the lands leased, 
regardless of the State in which they might be located. This 
bill provides that only the public lands in the State of Nevada 
shall, after they have been sold, haye the proceeds placed in 
the reclamation fund; and after such proceeds have once been 
used, instead of being returned to the reclamation fund 50 per 
cent of them shall be turned over to the State of Nevada. The 
balance of the reclamation fund is made up by the sale of the 
public lands of the various States wherever there are any. 
public lands and paid into the reclamation fund. When once 
used it is used over again; it becomes a revolving fund. There 
is not any of the balance of the reclamation fund that is turned 
back to the States where the land reclaimed is located. Why 
there should be a provision as to Nevada that the proceeds 
from the sale of public lands should be divided between the 
State and the reclamation fund, when no such division takes 
place elsewhere, is more than I can say. It does not seem to me 
to be fair. 

In the next place, the effect of this legislation will be to 
seriously diminish the amount of money in the reclamation fund, 
a fund that is already too small. It seems to me that provi- 
sion as to the sale of public lands in Nevada ought to be the 
same as it is regarding the sale of public lands in Utah or in 
Nebraska or in South Dakota or in any other State where such 
lands might be located. 

Mr..GALLINGER and Mr. PITTMAN addressed the Chair. 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield first to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire and shall then yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I merely wish to make an inguiry. I take 
it that this is not in itself a very important matter so far as 
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the amount of money involved is concerned; but if the pending 
bill is passed in its present form will it not be used as a precedent 
for dividing the reclamation fund in other bills relating to other 


States? 

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is my fear. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the reclamation fund is to be divided, then 
it ought to be divided everywhere. This will establish a prece- 
dent that will make it fair to divide it elsewhere. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. I will yield in just a moment. ~ 

First answering the Senator’s suggestion in regard to the 
disposition of the proceeds of the public lands, as provided for 
in the leasing bill, I will say that was a provision for a new fund. 
The reclamation act had made no provision for acquiring money 

-for the reclamation fund from any source, except from the sale 
of public lands, but when the leasing bill was under considera- 
tion, as it passed the other House and as it was reported by the 
Senate committee to this body, it was thought that it would be 
a good thing to add to that fund. It was not provided that the 

~ proceeds from the sale of public lands in the different States 
should be divided, but there was provided an additional fund. 

That act divided the money that was paid for leasing between 
the States and the reclamation fund. So, as a matter of fact, 
instead of diminishing the reclamation fund, it increased it, 
while this bill takes it away from the reclamation fund. 

I think the bill ought to be amended by striking from section 5 
all of the section after the word “act” in line 9. I will now 
yield to the Senator from Nevada, if he wishes to ask another 
question, 

Mr. PITTMAN. I simply want to say that the general leas- 
ing bill did deal with the public domain of the country. It 
dealt with various characters of mining material and attempted 
to dispose of them. The Government did set a precedent by 
granting a portion of the proceeds of the sale of the public 
domain to the public-land States, excepting Nevada. 

Mr. NORRIS. But the Senator from Nevada does not claim, 
does he, that in making provision for a reclamation fund there 
was a division between the States in the reclamation fund of 
the proceeds from the sale of public lands? 

Mr. PITTMAN. There never was any provision that I recol- 
lect in the reclamation act for the turning in of the proceeds of 
the sales of public lands to the reclamation fund, except with 
regard to the lands within the project to be directly benefited. 
The land that is being dealt with by this bill is not land within 
any irrigation project; it is outside, you will remember. 

Mr. NORRIS. Any new project would be outside of any other 
project. This is an irrigation project. 

Mr. PITTMAN. It is not an irrigation project. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is a plan to irrigate public lands of the 
United States by pumping on them artesian water, instead of 
by diverting the water from streams. That is the only differ- 
ence. 

Mr. PITTMAN. It is not an irrigation project that derives 
any benefit from the irrigation fund in which you attempt to 
place this money; that is the distinction. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; but the proceeds of it come from the 
sales of public land, and the irrigation fund is made up mostly— 
entirely, I believe—of money that comes from the sale of land 
not originally included in any irrigation project. That is the 
way the fund originated. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I do not understand the Senator's construc- 
tion of the law. 

Mr. NORRIS. Originally all of the money in the fund came 
from that source. Of course, when, later on, public land was 
irrigated and sold by the Government to private irrigators, that 
money was turned into the fund the same as the money that 
came in from public land which was located a thousand miles 
away from any irrigation project. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I consent to the amendment. 

Nr. NORRIS. I thank the Senator, 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will permit me, I desire 
formally to offer the amendment to strike out, in section 5, all 
after the word “act,” in line 9. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
pending. 

Mr. NORRIS. I was not aware of that fact. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado IMr. Tuomas] to strike 
out section 6. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I do not understand that 
the Senator in charge of the bill consents to the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. PITTMAN. No; no. 


There is a prior amendment 


Mr. TOWNSEND. That is the pending motion, I understand. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I oppose the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado, but I will not oppose the amendment of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I understand, however, that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado is now before the Senate. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I am opposed to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado is the pending amendment. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, I had not intended to say any- 
thing upon this bill, and, the Senator in charge of the Dill 
having consented to haye stricken from the Dill a portion of 
section 5, I shall make no objection to such action; but I think 
that this body is going to be compelled to treat with this 
matter at a very early date, and in a very radical way. The 
review board under the Reclamation Service, as I understand, 
will submit a report to the Congress of the United States in 
a short time, and from my knowledge of the reclamation proj- 
ects and of the method of conducting the reclamation work, I 
think, sir, that I can safely say that instead of there being 
any money returned when these projects are finished, including 
all the reclamation fund, the 5 per cent derived from the sale 
of public lands, and the funds derived from all other sources, 
including the payments which are supposed to be made by 
individuals under each project for the project itself, we are 
going to find ourselves in the position of being at least 25 per 
cent short; in other words, granting that every project was 
completed and that every owner under every project had paid 
the full amount of the cost assessed per acre against his land, 
including the 5 per cent from the sales of all public lands 
turned into the reclamation fund, and including all other 
sources of revenue, you will find that, instead of being in a 
position to return any portion of the $20,000,000 loaned by the 
Government to the reclamation fund, that fund will be 25 per 
cent short of being self-supporting. This, I think, I can safely 
say now. Granting, for illustration, that the total amount 
expended on the reclamation projects up to date has been 
$100,000,000 and that every dollar of revenue from every pos- 
sible source has been turned back into the Treasury, including 
the amount per acre assessed against the owners or holders 
under the reclamation projects, instead of there being $100,- 
000,000 you would only have $75,000,000 in the Treasury. I 
think the reports generally or an investigation by this body 
will show that to be the fact; and that is upon the basis, Mr. 
President, of the lowest estimate of $30 per acre for one project, 
and from that up to $85 and $90 per acre charged against the 
owners on other projects. 

Under one project I know that the board's report will show a 
necessary assessment against land, not public land but land in 
private ownership, land having water rights 300 years old from 
a certain source, which water rights were surrendered to the 
Government by a contract between the owners and that Gov- 
ernment under which there should be a fixed charge against 
those lands, under a primary contract that a certain amount 
per acre should be paid by the owners of those lands. The 
owners of the lands, then in cultivation, lands to secure the 
title to which this Government paid a foreign Government 
$10,000,000 seventy years ago; lands, as I have said, in cultiva- 
tion, in private ownership, and having prior water rights, en- 
tered into a contract with the Reclamation Service by which 
it was guaranteed that the cost should not be more than $40 
per acre, which they agreed to pay, and they were persuaded— 
and I shall produce the documentary evidence when neces- 
sary—that they might secure their water rights from the Goy- 
ernment by the construction and operation of this particular 
project at less than $40 per acre by agreeing to pay the actual 
cost, it being fixed at a maximum amount, namely, $40 per 
acre. So, under representations from the Reclamation Service 
the owners of land under this particular project altered their 
contracts and agreed to pay the actual cost, and yet there is 
now being assessed against those people $85 per acre against 
lands which they owned and for which they had water rights. 
Furthermore, the Government of the United States, by legal 
proceedings, had prior to this time forfeited the rights of private 
individuals after $150,000 had been paid or expended by those 
individuals upon this identical project, and took over without 
compensation all the property of the parties, which it for- 
feited, and proceeded to construct this irrigation project itself 
for the purpose of carrying out its treaty obligations with a 
foreign country. 

Mr. President, in pursuance of this general policy the Gov- 
ernment forfeited, as I have said, rights acquired under the laws 
of the United States by individuals, or a corporation organized 
to carry out the purposes of irrigating these particular lands. 
Under a contract between this corporation and the individual 
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water-right owners, to whom I now refer, they were to secure 
perpetually water rights free, costing them nothing per acre, 
paying simply an annual charge for the carrying of the water. 
The great Government of the United States stepped in to carry 
out its treaty obligations and turned over to the Reclamation 
Service the construction of this great irrigation enterprise, with 
the result that, instead of obtaining their water rights for noth- 
ing, these people are compelled to surrender their water rights 
without compensation to the Government of the United States 
and to agree to pay $40 per acre for water to be used upon their 
lands, the title to which had descended to them for hundreds 
of years and the title to the water of which had descended to 
them from time immemorial. They were persuaded then, as I 
have said, to agree that they would pay the costs assessed 
against them per acre in this enterprise under written state- 
ments and estimates, that by so doing they would save something 
out of the $40 per acre which they had just agreed to pay, and 
now they are confronted with their contract and a demand that 
they shall pay into the reclamation fund $85 per acre. 

I say to you, Mr. President. with sorrow, that the reclama- 
tion policy of the United States is an absolute failure, in my 
judgment. Upon some projects there may have been a measure 
of success, but farmers in my portion of the country can not 
pay $85 per acre for water and live. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I should like to ask 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mex- 
ico yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. FALL. I yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to ask the Senator if, in addi- 
tion to that $85 per acre, it is not provided that the annual 
charge shall be kept up? 

Mr. FALL. Certainly, sir; and the estimate made originally 
Included the necessary drainage of the land. Now, aside from 
the general cost of the project, they are confronted with the 
proposition that, with the construction of this project and the use 
of the waters under the project, as engineered and carried out 
by the Reclamation Service, they are going to be charged with 
from two and a half to seven millions of dollars for the drainage 
of teir lands. : 

Mr. President, I am now addressing myself to the Senate upon 
this subject for this reason: I say to you that when this cost- 
review report comes in it is going to be apparent to the Con- 
gress of the United States, in my judgment, that radical legisla- 
tion of some character must be enacted to save the reclamation 
projects and to assist in the development of our great country 
in the West. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. FALL. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator again state to what 
report he refers? 

Mr. FALL. It is the cost-review report. A committee was 
appointed by the department, as I understand, to review the 
costs of all these reclamation projects, and it is preparing a 
report for submission to Congress, which I understand will be 
in within a few days. ~ 

Mr. President, I have given great consideration to this subject. 
My people are very seriously interested in it, as are the people 
of the arid West generally. I say to you frankly, sir, that I 
can see no method by which the reclamation projects can be com- 
pleted in justice to the people holding lands under them except 
by providing funds which will complete those projects from 
other sources than those of a charge against the people them- 
selves using water and the sale of the public lands. 

Mr. President, in the suburbs of Washington or Chicago or 
New York it is possible that a man so fortunately situated as to 
be the owner of a piece of improved property on which he 
is conducting truck farming, intensive farming, with a market 
at his door for everything that he can raise, might be able to 
make a living for himself and his family, if there were no in- 
terest to pay, upon land priced at $150 an acre. These lands of 
which I speak particularly were worth, before this irrigation 
project was inaugurated, sir, as much money as they can be 
sold for now, and more, because there is saddled upon them an 
indebtedness of $85 per acre. 

My own judgment is, as I say, after mature consideration, 
that other funds must be provided. The farmers under these 
projects to-day can not make a living and pay the cost to the 
Government, although under a majority of the projects they are 
not paying the Government for their Jands, but are simply re- 
paying to the Government the actual cost per nere for the 
delivery of water to them. As I sny, this runs in some in- 
stances—in only one, I believe—ns low as $30 per acre for 
water. In others, and in the majority of instances, the cost is 
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much higher. In Arizona, for instance, under the great project 
which has just been completed, those people were told that they 
would never have to pay more than $30 per acre for water, and 
yet there is assessed against them now an indeterminate sum, 
gu a minimum of $65 per acre, which they will be eompelled 
o pay. 

There is a great public domain yet existing, belonging to the 
people of the United States, located in the arid States of the 
West—Colorado, Nebraska, Nevada, and the other States, New 
Mexico and Arizona. The greater portion of this domain is 
absolutely useless for anything except grazing purposes, and 
never can be used for any other purpose than that of grazing 
stock. It is possible that a plan may be worked out by which 
the Congress of the United States will enable those States to 
be settled by stock homesteaders. When you undertake to limit 
them in ownership to 640 acres of that dry, arid, grazing land, 
you place upon one who is so unfortunate as to secure the title 
a liability and not an asset. It is impossible upon 640 acres 
for any family or any man to make a living where it requires 
from 30 to 60 acres per cow for grazing. 

This is, of course, well known to all those from the arid sec- 
tion of the country. That land can be disposed of in tracts of, 
say, 4,000 acres for grazing homesteads at a price which will 
place money in the Treasury of the United States, which money 
can be used to complete these irrigation projects without taxing 
the people generally in the United States for assistance. In 
my judgment some policy of this character must be worked out, 
because the lands under the projects as they are being completed 
can never pay them. I know lands the titles to which have been 
owned, as I said, from time immemorial, which will be sur- 
rendered; and what are you going to do with them? You will 
never be able to recolonize those lands unless you bring in 
Belgians or southern Italians or foreigners of some kind. The 
American will not do it; and you might as well understand that 
the American is not a truck farmer, and never will be. We 
have been doing business on too great a scale. 

It may be that in our socialistic state to come 50 years from 
now, or possibly in less time, if it ever does come, the American 
may consent to be placed on an equality with those people who 
cultivate 1, 2, or 3 acres; that the American may consent to see 
his wife and children working with a hoe to make a living. 
That time has not come yet, however; and when that time does 
come these millions and millions of acres of arid land in the 
West can not be so worked under any system. There is no 
water for irrigation. They are only useful and can only be 
used, aside from the mineral wealth which may underlie the 
surface, for stock grazing of some character. By working out 
a comprehensive plan for the disposition of these lands, limiting 
the number of acres which nny one person may acquire, but 
allowing him to acquire a sufficient number of acres to justify 
him in placing upon the lands 200 to 300 or 400 head of cattle, 
with that number of cattle the settler ean make a living for 
himself and educate his children. He can do it with nothing 
less. 

What are you going to do with the land? The report of the 
Secretary of the Interior, printed and published at this session 
of Congress, shows that in the administration of the publie 
lands of the United States the receipts total approximately five 
millions of dollars for this year and the disbursements three 
millions of dollars. If you will examine that report, however, 
you will discover that in the receipts are included one and a 
half million dollars for the Indian lands, which fornt no part of 
the general land fund, which go directly to the Indians, and 
that the disbursements to the Indian fund are not included in 
the disbursements, and that, as a matter of fact, the showing of 
receipts above disbursements is about $500,000. I will under- 
take to show to this body that instead of there being any net 
receipts in the administration of the public lands of the United 
States, including the sale of minerals, phosphates, oils, coal, 
and other minerals, the administration of the public lands of 
the United States is costing now, and has for years cost the 
people of the United States, from 6 to 10 cents per acre more 
than has ever been received from them, ` 

If the 5 per cent paid into the reclamation fund were based 
upon net receipts, and the reclamation fund were to be charged 
with any liabilities, the reclamation fund would owe money 
instead of receiving 5 per cent, because there are no net pro- 
ceeds. These are facts which at the proper time I shall pre- 
sent to this body. The figures are taken from the reports of 
the Interior Department itself. I am sorry to say, sir, that you 
may appoint an investigating committee to-day and may ask 
of the Interior Department information upon some of the 
propositions which I have adyanced—for instance, as to the 

per acre of the administration of the public lands to-day 
in the United States—and they can not answer your question, 
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and they will admit it. Therefore it has been necessary to go, 
for instance, to the Department of Justice, where the contests 
upon public land, mining claims, etc., are conducted, and en- 
deavor to obtain from their records the cost of those contests, 
because in no instance do you find them upon the books of the 
Interior Department. 

In passing I may remark, Mr. President, that while I will 
not say the figures as to the public lands in the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior are padded, by mistake they show 
a balance of $2,000,000, when under his own figures they should 
show only $500,000; that he does not report, because it is not in 
his department, the fact that in the administration of the forest 
reserves of the United States, which form a part of this great 
public domain, and the most valuable part which we have 
remaining, even in the administration of the forest reserves 
the Agricultural Department shows a shortage of $2,000,000 last 
year. `- 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President F 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from New Mex- 
ico yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. FALL. I do. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I rose simply to ask the Senator from New 
Mexico if he would be willing to postpone his discussion on this 
part of the subject, so that we might get a vote on the bill 
before 2 o'clock? : 

Mr. FALL. I have no desire to prevent the disposition of 
the bill, Mr. President. I should have voted for the Senator's 
- bill without the elimination of any part of section 5. I do not 
think it would have done him a particle of good; but at the 
same time, differing from the Senator from New Hampshire, 
I would have liked to see a precedent established. s 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THosas] to strike 
out section 6 of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], which the Secretary 
will state. : 

The Secretary. On page 3, line 9, after the word “ act,” the 
Senator from Nebraska proposes to strike out the comma and 
the remainder of the section down to the period. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, may I ask that the Secretary 
state what it is proposed to strike out? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment in full. 

The SECRETARY. On page 8, line 9, after the word “ act,” it is 
proposed to strike out the following words: 

And after use thereof in the construction of reclamation works 
and upon return to the reclamation fund of any such moneys in the 
mariner provided by the reclamation act and acts amendatory thereof 
and supplemental thereto 50 per cent of the amounts so utilized in and 
returned to the reclamation fund shall be paid by the Secretary of the 
Treasury after the expiration of each fiscal year to the State of Nevada, 
said moneys to be used by said State for the support of public schools 
or other educational institutions or for the construction of public 
improvements, or both, as the legislature of the State may direct. 

Mr. BORAH rose. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I will state to the Senator from Idaho that I 
have agreed to that amendment, which was debated for quite 
a while, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILL PASSED OVER. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the next 
bill on the calendar, 

The bill (S. 2520) granting to the State of Nevada 7,000,000 
acres of land in said State for the use and benefit of the public 
schools of Nevada and the State university of the State of 
Nevada was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

LANDS IN NEVADA. 

The bill (S. 898) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
*» designate certain tracts of land in the State of Nevada upon 
‘hich continuous residence shall not be required under the 
homestend laws was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 


Be it cnacted, ete., That whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall 
find that any tracts of land in the State of Nevada subject to entry 
under the act to provide for an enlarged homestead, approved February 
19, 1909, do not have upon them a sufficient supply of water suitable 
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for domestic purposes as would make continuous residence upon the 
lands possible, he may, in his discretion, designate such tracts of land, 
not to exceed in the aggregate 2,000,000 acres, and thereafter they shali 
be subject to entry under this act without the necessity of residence: 
Provided, That in such event the entryman on any such entry shall 
in good faith cultivate not less than one-eighth of the entire area of 
the r the second year, one-fourth during the third year, 
and one-half during the fourth and fifth years after the date ot such 
SHP and that after entry and until final proof the entryman shall 
reside within such distance of said land as will enable him to success- 
fully farm the same. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to call the Senate's 
attention to the fact that if the bill becomes a law and provides 
for one-eighth of the entire area of the entry to be cultivated dur- 
ing the second year, one-fourth during the third year, and one-half 
during the fourth and fifth years after the date of the entry, the 
entryman will find it impossible to successfully comply with the 
law. I want also to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nevada to the fact that the enlarged-homestend law of Feb- 
ruary 19, 1909, applied only to the State of Utah. Since the 
passage of that law there has been a similar law made appli- 
cable to the State of Idaho. It was found that it was impos- 
sible to cultivate as large a percentage of the land, as the law 
required. In order that dry farming may be a success, the lands 
have to be summer fallowed; and this bill requires during the 
fourth and fifth years cultivation of 160 acres and that the 
other 160 acres should be summer fallowed. 

_Now, there is not a piece of land of 320 acres in Nevada 
that can be entered under this bill which could possibly be so 
cultivated and summer fallowed. For the same reason, when 
the three-year homestead bill was under consideration, and 
later became a law, there was an amendment to the bill re- 
ducing the cultivation required by the enlarged-homestead act 
one-half, or making it during the second year one-sixteenth, 
during the third one-eighth, and during the fourth and fifth 
years one-quarter. 

I wish to say to the Senator that I believe that if the bill is 
passed it ought to be passed with this amount of cultivation re- 
quired, and no more. If the bill passes as it has been reported 
I will assure the Senator from Nevada that the entryman will 
never get a title to the land. That was so obvious, as I said, 
when we had under consideration the three-year homestead bill, 
that the amendment was not opposed from any source. 

I believe myself this bill, if it passes, ought to have the amend- 
ments suggested by me made to it. As far as I am concerned, 
I am sufficiently interested in the future success of Nevada ani 
the settling of that State by people interested in her agricultural 
development that I do not want to sit here and allow a bill te 
pass which I know will be of no assistance to the people of 
Nevada. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of two o'clock having ar~ 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
Senate bill 381. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands. - 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on yesterday I made a 
request for the insertion in the Recorp of a letter from Hon. 
R. W. Austin, a Member of the House of Representatives, on 
the question of the Philippines. The Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Hrrencocx!] inquired of me if there was any attack in the 
letter upon the present administration of affairs in the Philip- 
pine Islands, and I said that I had glanced over the letter and 
was satisfied there was none. Unfortunately I had not read the 
letter carefully. I now wish to apologize to the Senator from 
Nebraska for having made a statement that is not borne out by 
the facts. There are several matters in the letter that I think 
might well have been objected to by the Senator from Nebraska. 
Yet, had it been objected to I could have read the letter into 
the Recorp as it now appears if I had so chosen to do. It was 
an inadvertence on my part in stating what I did, which I 
regret. 

I have spoken to the Senator from Nebraska about the matter, 
and while there are several things that I think might well be 
taken from the letter, if it is to remain in the permanent Recorp. 
the Senator expressed satisfaction if I would ask that on page 
726, in the first column, commencing on the eighth line from 
the bottom: The Governor General, the other part of the law- 
making and appointing machine,” and so forth, including the 
balance of that paragraph, shall be stricken from the permanent 
Recorp, as it is an attack upon the present Delegate from the 
Philippines. I ask unanimous consent that that be stricken 
from the permanent RECORD- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BrovssArp in the chair). 
Without objection, it will be stricken from the RECORD. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the action taken by the 
Senator from New Hampshire is entirely satisfactory. I de- 
plore the fact that the letter should have found a place in the 
Recorp without an opportunity in the same Recorp to meet the 
very serious and, as I think, utterly uncalled for charges. 

After arranging with the Senator from New Hampshire to 
have this very offensive part relating to Commissioner QUEZON 
stricken from the Recorp, I at first thought I would take occa- 
sion to-day to reply to the other charges in the letter, but in 
view of the fact that the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
STERLING] is prepared to speak on the bill to-day, and also in 
view of the fact that I should like a little time, I will take oc- 
casion on Monday, after the bill is laid before the Senate. to 
reply to the charges involved in Mr. Austin’s letter which are 
still allowed to remain in the Recorp. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I trust I shall not be consid- 
ered a reactionary because of any opposition on my part to the 
pending bill. I think I am as sensitive as anyone of our obliga- 
tions to the Philippines and to the Filipinos, and no one is more 
desirous than I that as soon as they show a capacity for it they 
shall be accorded the full right and privilege of self-government. 

X great many things have been discussed while this bill has 
been pending that are not quite relevant to the bill itself. The 
question as to the resources of the islands, the question as to 
the proportion of the expenses paid by taxation of the islanders 
and by the Government of the United States, respectively, are 
interesting and important, but the main question to be consid- 
ered in the discussion of the bill is, after all, as I take it, the 
capacity of the Filipinos for self-government. Their capacity 
for independence, the time within which we ought to grant 
them independence, may be considered relevant, of course, to 
the issue of the present capacity and ability of the Filipinos to 
fulfill the requirements of the bill if it becomes a law. 

I disclaim, Mr. President, any intention here of making a 
set speech; but, as I have studied the question, my opposition 
now to the bill is based upon the testimony of those who have 
found employment and service in the islands for years and 
who, because of their close touch with conditions, with the 
natives in all capacities and situations, ought to be capable of 
judging of their capacity for self-government, or, short of com- 
plete self-government, their capacity for the kind of govern- 
ment authorized by the bill. 

My objection, Mr. President, is grounded not alone on the 
testimony of the ordinary employee or school-teacher, but it 
is based also upon statements made by those who have visited 
the islands with the especial purpose of studying the Filipinos, 
their character, their capacity, their ideals, and aspirations. 

My opposition is further based, Mr. President, upon the testi- 
monx of high officials, whose sole purpose was, I think, to 
give the Filipinos the greatest measure of self-government of 
which they are capable, who were wholly self-disinterested, 
were governed by a sense of duty and patriotism, and who 
now speak in the interest and for the welfare of the Filipinos, 
and speak, too, from their broad knowledge and from their close 
acquaintance with the subject. 

My opposition being based on these grounds, Mr. President, 
I can not sit here during the debate upon the bill without some 
expression of that opposition and the grounds on which it is 
based, for I deem it one of the most serious, one of the most 
important measures that will come before the Senate. 

Before proceeding with some of the authorities and some 
of the testimony which I wish to cite, I want to call attention 
to some of the remarkable powers conferred upon the Filipinos 
by the terms of the bill itself. First, a word in regard to 
the preamble. Much discussed as that has been, Mr. Presi- 
dent, to my mind the preamble of the bill is most objectionable. 
It holds out a false hope and, by implication, makes a false 
promise to the Filipinos. If not in the terms, then between 
the lines of that preamble such interpretation can be read by 
the intelligent American citizen who gives it a close study. 
We use the word “independence” in the preamble as a word 
to conjure with; yet, after all, we are careful to say that we 
retain unimpaired our sovereignty and that when, in the 
judgment of the United States, it shall be to the permanent 
interests of the Filipinos, then independence may be granted. 

But, Mr. President, there is enough in the preamble, and it 
is so phrased as to create discussion and political agitation in 
the Philippines. As a result of such discussion and agitation 
among and by the politicians in the Philippines, this preamble, 
if it is enacted with the bill, will come back, as previous state- 
ments and declarations have come, to plague us hereafter, and 
as they always will come back, for further interpretation or 
with the demand for the fulfillment of pledges claimed to have 
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been but never in fact made. If we enact this law at all, let 
us enact it without a preamble suggestive of promises and 
hopes which, unfulfilled, will be the source of more political 
agitation and more of the claiming of privileges which we are 
not now and will not for a long time to come be ready to grant. 

Mr. President, I said that my main purpose was to bring into 
the Recorp here some of this testimony. Iam precluded, for very 
obvious reasons, from giving the names of certain correspondents 
from whose letters I may be permitted to read. One of them, 
at least, I know to be in the Government service. The other I 
am not sure about, but he has been for six years in the Philip- 
pines, although the letter I refer to was written by him some- 
thing over two years ago. He had at that time been more than 
four years in the Philippines. 

I regard these letters, Mr. President, as testimony of the very 
best kind. They are the testimony of men who have mingled 
with the Filipinos in their daily life, who have been in their 
homes and know their social conditions and know of their par- 
ticipation in politics and the motives and influences brought to 
bear upon them for any participation in politics. 

I will read just one short paragraph from the letter I hold in 
my hand. Senators will have to take the word of a Senator in 
vouching for the authenticity of these letters. I think it will 
be readily seen why it would not be proper to give the names of 
the writers. This writer says: ~ 

It is the opinion of the majority of the Americans of long residence 
here who have been thrown in close contact with the common people 
of the different Provinces, speaking many different languages, that the 
Jones bill is premature— 

We all know the Jones bill was the bill before Congress at 
the last session, the predecessor of the present bill, and essen- 
tially the same as the present bill— 


as the people are not yet ready for this advanced form of government, 
believing t they would remain contented for years to come under the 
present system of government, with some modifications, were it not for 
the crafty ee who are seeking to benefit themselves and retain 
their political positions by agitating at every occasion possible the 
demand for independence. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Did I understand the Senator to say that 
the letter was written by an employee of the Philippine gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. STERLING. 
Federal Government. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. 
Mr. STERLING. 
Mr. SHAFROTH. 

or in the Army? 

Mr. STERLING. In a civil capacity. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does not the Senator recognize that in 
that very statement, where the writer says it is to the interest 
of the people to agitate for this thing, the same observation can 
be made as to himself, that he would lose his job perhaps if 
independence were granted to the Philippine people? 

Mr. STERLING. I do not think this writer is governed or 
influenced by any such motive as that, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Is it not just as reasonable to suppose that 
he has an interest as it is to suppose that the people who are 
preaching the doctrine of independence for their own people 
would have such an interest? 

Mr. STERLING. This is the testimony, Mr. President. of 
this writer as to his viewpoint and as to his opinion after close 
contact for years with the Filipinos, after a study of their 
habits, their political methods, their social condition, and so 
forth. If I chose to rend the entire letter through, no other con- 
clusion could be reached than that the writer was absolutely 
free from the thought that he was serving a selfish purpose in 
writing such a letter, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I have no doubt that the 
man who wrote it, although I have no idea who he is, believes 
that he is not prejudiced. That is human nature, A man may 
have an interest and sometimes he will work to that interest 
without knowing its influence. But nevertheless the very fact 
that his interest is there disqualifies testimony of that kind 
from being very important. It is the same way in the case of a 
judge. The law prescribes that under certain circumstances 
one can not sit as a judge because of personal interest, and even 
as to this body it is prescribed that no Member of Congress shall 
vote upon a measure in which he is interested. Now, it is not 
because some might vote and probably would vote impartially, 
but it is because as a general rule it is reprehensible. It seems 
to me that is not the kind of testimony which would produce 
conviction. 


No; I think he must be an employee of the 


Of the Federal Government? 
Yes, sir. 
Does the Senator mean in a civil capacity 
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Mr. STERLING. I might ask the Senator from Colorado this 
question: Who would have the most to hope for from a state of 
independence or from the measure of self-government provided 
for in the bill, this humble servant of the Government of the 
United States now or some of the men outside in the Philippines, 
for example, who are advocating the passage of this bill and who 
are claiming that the islanders are fit for independence to-day? 
Who have the most to hope for? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It seems to me that those who would have 
the most to hope for would be the men who are actually drawing 
a salary. The other men who are agitating for a general prin- 
ciple can not see with any certainty anything in sight to their 
interest except the love of the principle in which they believe. 

Mr. STERLING. They not only hope to draw a salary, Mr. 
President, for here are 24 senators provided for in this bill, with 
a salary of $2,000 a year each. Of course other officers are to be 
employed as well. But it is not alone a question of salary that 
concerns the Filipino agitators and politicians, but it is a ques- 
tion of political power and influence as well, which will be im- 
measurably increased by independence and to a great extent 
increased if this bill is enacted into a law. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. Without expressing any opinion on the par- 
ticular question the Senator is discussing, I should like to ask 
if, in his judgment, it is not true that the particular objection 
the Senator makes would always apply to any measure passed 
here that would give to the Filipinos more privileges and more 
rights than they have now? e would always have that to 
contend with, would we not? 

Mr. STERLING. I am inclined to think so. I think the 
Senator from Nebraska is right in that statement. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator, I understand, would be glad 
to give to the Filipinos all the rights and privileges he thought 
they are qualified to care for properly. 

Mr. STERLING. Indeed, I would, I will say to the Senator 
from Nebraska, and, Mr. President, if the Senator from Nebraska 
will permit me, I would not go to the extreme of saying that 
they must develop or show that capacity which will guarantee a 
successful free popular government among them. I would only 
go to the extent of saying that when it is very probable that they 
have reached a stage of their development where they can main- 
tain a free popular government, I would be willing to grant 
them independence. 

I read from another letter, written May 24, 1913. This letter 
was written in response to one of my own, written along about 
the latter part of March, 1913. Being on a trip up in the State 
of Ohio, I heard of this gentleman from relatives of mine there. 
I had never seen him to know him, but I thought, from the ac- 
count I had of his ability and his long experience in the Philip- 
pines, he might give some valuable information in regard to the 
conditions there. Hence my letter to him. I read now some ex- 
tracts from his reply. He says: 

Without doubt, 75 per cent of the Filipinos are illiterate. Tech- 
nically this is not so, because of the widespread doctrinal training which 
the Filipinos get when children at the hands of the church. As a 

art of this training they are taught how to write their names and 
ot to read church . and literature. This is as far as educa- 


tion for the masses went in Spanish times; those who got more edu- 
cation than this—and who now hold all the government positions—are 


ligible. 

Gur school . isigi is only 11 years old. This is only one-third of a 
generation, a e entirely’ too short to have inculcated in the minds 
of the rising 3 any ideas of modern litical institutions or 
of civic morality. Only one-third or less of the school lation of 
the islands is in school. It is unthinkable that we should expect to 
a at aye the form of government that we have instituted in the 
slands except by means of those Filipinos who are in harmony with 
our ideas of government. The present ruling class had its training 
under the Spanish 8 which has next to nothing of modern ideas 
in it. In number they are a mere handful. Inadequate though the 
number of American-trained young Filipinos is for governmental duti 
were it adequate they would be the tools of their elders from 
piety, if for no other reason. Compare for a moment this lack of train- 
ng among the masses of the Filipinos with the very general diffusion of 
education among the early colonists of Massachusetts. 

Not one family in ten outside of Manila and ene or two Provinces 
takes any of the numerous odicals or new: 8. Of course this 
is 2 on account of their poverty, but more on account of their in- 
ability to read them. Evidently this precludes the soy of any 
judgments on the part of the masses of passing political policies or of 
aspin candidates except as they are ved from local candidates 
themselves. In fact it assures a fertile field for the dissemination on 
the part of selfish Filipino stump ers—of whom there are meny 
— 3 ideas and anti-American sentiments, nor are they slow 
o de so. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator a question. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Colorado? 


Mr. STERLING. I do. - 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Do you believe that the Argentine Republic 
is capable of self-government? 

Mr. STERLING. Pretty nearly so, after about 100 years of 
trial at self-government and by the Caucasian race. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Do you believe that the Republic of Brazil 
is capable of self-government? : 

Mr. STERLING. Yes; I may say that I believe the people of 
Brazil are capable of self-government. , ` 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Do you believe that the Republic of Chile 
is capable of self-government? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes; I think it is. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Do vou believe that the Republic of 
Bolivia is capable of self-government? j 

Mr. STERLING. There is considerable question about that, 
I will say to the Senator from Colorado, in my opinion, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the Senator not know that the per- 
centage of illiteracy in each one of those Republics is greater 
than the percentage of illiteracy in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. STERLING. I have not compared, so far as that is 
concerned, the percentage of illiteracy in the Philippines with 
the percentage of illiteracy in the South American Republics or 
any other country. ; 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the Senator that the per- 
centage of illiteracy in the Philippine Islands of those over 10 
years of age is 55.5 per cent and of Brazil it is 82.9 per cent. 
In. Chile it is a larger per cent than in the Philippines; in 
Bolivia it is much larger than the Philippines. 7 

Mr. STERLING. Win the Senator from Colorado permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SHAF ROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. STERLING. Can the Senator from Colorado state what 
the percentage of illiteracy is in China? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is not very large. 

Mr. STERLING. It is not very great? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is not. 

Mr. STERLING. Will the Senator from Colorado say that 
the Chinese are capable of self-government? Will he un- 
qualifiedly say he believes they are? ‘ 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will say that China has for the last 
three years had a republican form of government, and there 
never was a time in the history of that Empire that its Gov- 
ernment was not freer from disturbances and insurrections than 
has been the case under the Empire. 

Mr. STERLING. The Senator from Colorado is now, of 
course, acquainted with some of the conditions in China and of 
the moyement for a monarchy to supersede the republican 
form of government. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I am aware of that. 

Mr. STERLING. ‘That movement is formidable, and a mon- 
archy is likely to come, if it is not now there. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; but a monarchy will come at the 
instance always of the man who has control of the army and 
the navy of a country; that is the reason. You will find that 
opposition melts away by reason of such an immense power. 

Mr. STERLING. Are the Chinese people not submitting 
8 peacefully to the contemplated change of government in 

hina? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No; there is, an insurrection going on 
right now in several of the Provinces of China. It takes some 
little time for a people to rise up and resist powers that are 
great. It was the same in our own Colonies, where we were 
able, only after years and years of agitation, to come to an 
absolute condition of revolt, and yet that revolt did occur. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado if the Republics in South America, which he has enu- 
merated, have not been experimenting on self-government for 
now nearly 100 years? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There is no doubt that they have had Re- 
publics there during all that time, and there are many of those 
Republics that have not had insurrections. You may pick out 
some, of course, which have had insurrections; but there is 
nothing that satisfies people so much as haying a voice in the 
government. We ourselves experience a similar feeling when 
we are deprived of such voice. Consequently there is nothing 
so satisfying to a people as a republican form of government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator further if, from the 
time of Simon Bolivar, from 1818 to 1820, in northern South 
America, and those with whom he was allied in those countries, 
those countries were not in a state of almost chronic revolution, 
and if the history of some of those Republics that are now well 
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established does not contain a record of more than some 35 to 
37 revolutions? 2 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, there were some, I have not any 
doubt; and the Senator may go down fo Mexico and find a great 
muny there. There are some instances in which people think 
they have certain rights that are not respected, and they revolt. 
You can not decide that people are not able to have self- 
government because there may be insurrections. There may be 
tyranny exercised in the government which they established, 
which ought to be met by insurrection. Consequently that is 
test, unless you enter into the facts as to each particular 
insurrection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to inquire, further, if the Sen- 
ator from Colorado thinks that it would be wise to impose upon 
or to permit the Filipinos to undergo the experience of Paraguay 
or Bolivia or Colombia or Venezuela in something like nearly 100 
years before they reach a point at which they can be exercising 
self-government as well as the countries which he has enumer- 
ated? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the Senator, in the first 
place, that he is comparing people of entirely different races, 
The Filipinos are not of a revolutionary character, as are the 
peoples of the Latin-American countries. The Philippine Islands 
never had an insurrection of any importance except that of 
1896, although there had been there a reign of 300 years of 
tyranny upon the part of Spain. The record is full of statements 
to the effect that they are a law-abiding, peaceable, quiet people 
and not prone to insurrection. To compare them with a turbu- 
lent people, a people who have some of the Latin-American blood 
in them, is not fair. If the Senator asks me whether or not a 
person should be subjected to the conditions that a lot of outlaws 
have made, of course, there is only one answer. But here are a 
class of people in the Philippines who are educated. Of course, 
there are ignorant people there, but the educated people want 
independence and they think they are entitled to it according to 
the declaration which we have made as to our principles of 
government. That being the case, it seems to me that it is safe 
to trust those people who are educated to determine the matter. 
If it results in failure, it can not be our fault, but we ought not to 
set up our dictation in regard to the matter when the intelligent 
people of those islands say that they are capable of self-govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make a further inquiry of the 
Senator from Colorado, with the permission of the Senator 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. STERLING. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Colorado stated that the 
Filipino is of different origin, of different race. Originally 
that country was a Spanish Crown colony, was it not? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, yes; but the number of Spaniards 
there as compared with the Filipinos is, I believe, not more 
than 1 per cent. One per cent of 8,000,000 people would be 
80,000, and there never were 80,000 Spaniards in the Philippine 
Islands. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But originally the country was a Crown 
colony, was it not, was the inquiry I made of the Senator from 
Colorado? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, those islands were seized by Magel- 
lan; he conquered them. From that time, about 300 years ago, 
they have been under Spanish domination; yes, sir. There 
have been some protests, but those protests had not gone to the 
extent of insurrection, although the Senator will no doubt 
recognize that there would have been many tyrannical acts 
committed by a government of that kind in ruling a people so 
far from their shores. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator's answer, I understand, is in 
the affirmative; that originally that country was a Spanish 
Crown colony? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Not originally; but after it was con- 
quered by Magellan, about 300 years ago, 

Mr. SHERMAN, Well, it was explored, rather than con- 
quered, to be historically accurate. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, it was seized. Magellan had battles; 
he had to take the country, and he did come into possession of 
those islands by force. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want to ask further, with the permission 
of the Senator from South Dakota, if the Spanish Crown did 
not exercise in substance the same form of colonial govern- 
ment on the different races occupying not only the Philippine 
Islands, but the South American Provinces? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There were originally in South America 
certain tribes that were native Indians. There were in Mexico 
tribes of a different racial origin, descendants of the Aztecs; 


we know them as Indians at this time. In the Philippine 
Islands they were originally of Malay origin, belonging to 
another branch of the human family. Did not, however, the 
same colonial government by the Spanish Crown operate in a 
very like manner for all these races—South American, Mexican, 
and Filipino? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Spanish Government exercised their 
power by force; yes. There is no doubt about that. 

Mr. SHERMAN, After 100 years’ experience, nearly up to 
the time Dom Pedro voluntarily exiled himself from Brazil, that 
country was a monarchy? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Up to 1889. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And up to that time there had been all 
of this varied revolutionary experience in South America that 
we have scen in a concrete form in Mexico in the last three 
and a half or four years. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, no; I do not think it existed to any 
such extent. It may have existed in one or two countries. 

Mr. SHERMAN, If the Senator from Colorado will read the 
history of South America, he will find that they Mexicanized 
themselves more than 70 years ago. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Not all of those countries. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is not a solitary country in South 
America which the Senator has enumerated whose history is 
not bloodstained and whose revolutions have not been so 
frequent that the historian has wearied in enumerating them. 
I do not exaggerate. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, I should like to ask the Senator, 
since the establishment of a Republic have there been many 
revolutions in Argentina? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Fifty years ago—I am not bringing it down 
to the time that modern stable government has in a very large 
measure been established—but the earlier history of every coun- 
try in South America is nothing but a dreary record of chronic 
revolution and sedition. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, an insurrection every 50 years, if 
the people have grievances to redress, is not, as a matter of fact, 
an indication that the government is a failure. The very fact 
that Argentina is now regarded as one of the substantial and 
stable Republics of the Western Hemisphere indicates that the 
every 50-year insurrections were not serious, and may have been 
founded upon good cause on account of the tyrannical action of 
some of those who were in power. 

Mr. SHERMAN, What I wish to get at, as briefly as I can, is 
whether the Senator from Colorado would take the risk with the 
Filipinos of the long experience had by the countries he enumer- 
ated in South America before they reached this stage, or is it 
not wise, in view of what the Senator stated yesterday, that 
within two or three years the transition could be made from 
the present order of things to complete independence; whether 
it is not wise to save those islands from that experience, and 
whether it would not be at least governmental indiscretion on 
our part to relinquish our control and impose upon them the 
very great risk of repeating the history of these South American 
countries and their very unsatisfactory experience in the years 
long past; whether or not we would not avoid that for the pres- 
ent by continuing our jurisdiction and exercising governmental 
powers in those islands? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator, I 
will say that I am one of those who believe in the doctrine of 
our own Declaration of Independence. I believe men have the 
inalienable right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and 
that in order to attain those ends governments are instituted 
among men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed, Whenever you propose to take that away, you will 
have to show me that a people are incapable of self-government. 
The burden of proof is upon the other side when they attempt 
to deny human rights to individuals. For that reason the proof 
must be there, and it can not be there by the fact of the failure of 
some other country. That does not count. 

We know that the Philippine people to-day are even now far 
better educated than are those in the South American countries, 
not in all, but in most of the South American countries, and that 
at the time the republics were formed in South America there 
was far less education there than there is now. 

Mr. President, in the 16 or 17 years of the experience we 
have had in the Philippine Islands we have witnessed the 
eagerness with which the people there—not only the children, 
but the grown people—have manifested in attempting to obtain 
an education, and no such conditions exist in any of the South 
American countries. Not only that, but very seldom has such 
eagerness, as shown by the testimony taken before the Senate 
committee, existed among any other people in other portions 
of the world. Their desire for education is something phenome- 
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Mr. Shuster, who was one of the commission which had 
charge of education in the islands, said he had seen the Philip- 
pine people take the shirts off their backs for the purpose of 
making appropriations for the education of their ‘children. 
Every school there is well attended; there are no vacant seats 


nal. 


in the schools in the Philippine Islands. They can not build 
enough schoolhouses there to satisfy the demand. With a peo- 
ple who have a sense of the duties of life to insist upon edu- 
cation to that extent, it can not possibly be that they are not 
going to attain to great heights in literature and in every- 
thing else that goes to make a good republic. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I ask the Senator another question? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator know the present where- 
abouts of Aguinaldo? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Aguinaldo lives in the Province of Cavite. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Gen. Lawton’s widow is living here in 
Washington now. He was a patriot at one time, as I remember 
quite well. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I know the Senator from 
South Dakota has been here sufficiently long to know that the 
Senator having the floor does not usually have the opportunity 
of speaking to any considerable extent. 

Mr. STERLING. Certainly; and I yield to the situation. 

Mr. KENYON. I wanted to ask the Senator from Illinois, in 
view of the history of the South American countries as to revo- 
lutions and in view of the thought of the Senator that the 
Philippines will be subject to similar revolutions, how long does 
he think we should keep control of the Philippine Islands in 
order to have them reach a period when they will be free from 
such dangerous revolutions? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Nobody but the Lord can answer that. 

Mr. KENYON. And the Lord does not seem inclined to 


answer. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I have no such attribute. 
Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator believe that we should keep 


the Philippines indefinitely? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir; I have no such idea. If it were 
presented to me as a matter of original voting whether or not 
we went in there at all, I would vote against ever going there. 
I would be opposed to entering upon such a policy. 

Mr. KENYON. I imagine we would all do that. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. But we are there; that is not the question 
that is pending in the Senate now. Being there, it is a question 
of performing our duty; it is not a question of voluntary as- 
sumption of power on our part. We are there. How can we 
honorably get out? 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator's theory is that we have hold of 
the bear's tail and can not let loose. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we went into the transaction voluntarily 
and were responsible in the eyes of civilized humanity for being 
the guardian of the bear, I would hold on until it was perfectly 
safe to let him loose on the community. 

Mr. KENYON. I think there is a great deal in that. We 
haye a great moral responsibility toward the Philippines, of 
course, but we have some responsibility to our own people. We 
do not seem to have been considering this bill with any thought 
about our own people and the dangers to our own people of 
keeping the Philippines. Now, we can not shirk the moral re- 
sponsibility, no matter what may happen; but have we not 
really nearly reached the point in what we have done for the 
Filipinos—a marvelous work—having fulfilled our moral obli- 
gations, where we should take into consideration the interests 
of our own country as well as the interests of the Philippines? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not, Mr. President; we have not 
reached the point where we can dispense with the obligation to 
mfintain a stable government in the Philippine Islands. I 
have not had such satisfactory evidence presented as would 
leud me to the conclusion that they can maintain such a gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. KENYON. But the Senator’s argument about the South 
American countries is along the line that the Philippines never 
will reach a time when they will be able to maintain a stable 
government. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all, Mr. President; that does not 
necessarily follow. It means that the period will be longer 
than that contemplated by the Senator from Colorado, and 
longer than that evidenced by the spirit of this bill. It may be 
10 years; it may be. 40 years; I do not know as to that; but, 
whatever the time may be, the Senate ought fo be satisfied, 
before we reach the point of granting them complete independ- 
ence, that we can safely relinquish our jurisdiction in the 
islands. This bill is a very long step toward doing so. 

I have not forgotten the character of the men who live there. 
Too many of my neighbors were lined up against them not 


many years ago for that. We have paid an awful price for. 
the Philippine Islands, a price that can not be measured by the 
$600,000,000 or more which have been mentioned here. The 
price paid can not be stated in Treasury estimates. As 
stated by the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WITTAZTSI, 
“gentlemen never quarrel about money”; but it is not a ques- 
tion of money at all; it is a question of the performance of our 
duty. If that duty can be performed as well by leaving them 
to their own devices in two or three years, then well enough; 
but I can not, for my part, see the analogy that is sought to be 
drawn by the Senator from Colorado, when the fact is that, in 
spite of the experience that country has had for so many years, 
they have only reached very recently the point where they 
can be said to maintain a stable government, permitting the 
protection of life and property. Aguinaldo, I might say, has 
drawn in a declaration—and I remember that he is one of the 
leading statesmen of the Philippine Islands—a model form of 
government, and undoubtedly if they had independence he would 
be a candidate for president, as almost everybody in the Senate 
is now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa says 
that he yields to the Senator from South Dakota. I have been 
led to wonder several times, Mr. President, whether Senators 
“eyer would“ conclude this colloquy, yet I am very thankful 
indeed that it has occurred, and am thankful, too, for the ilfus- 
trations and the emphasis given by the Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. SHERMAN} to the propositions I myself am seeking to 
maintain. 

One word with reference to the question of literacy. The 
Senator from Colorado referred again and again to the literacy 
of the people of the Philippines as compared with that of the 
people of the South American Republics and elsewhere. I some- 
times think of the term “literacy” or “ illiteracy’ as quite a 
relative term. It sometimes means much and it sometimes 
means very little. When we have the description of the literacy 
now attained by the mass of the Filipinos, and under Spanish 
rule until a few years ago, we have one kind of literacy, that 
literacy reaching to the extent of enabling them to read church 
doctrine and to write their names. That literacy has no rela- 
tion whatever to politics or to government or to participation in 
government. We speak of the illiteracy of an American citizen, 
for example, who unfortunately may be illiterate. He may not 
know how to read or write, and yet he is in daily contact with 
the processes and the functions of free government and knows 
what the ideals and ideas of his fellow citizens are in regard to 
various questions and in regard to the candidates seeking the 
support of the people. He knows how to apply these ideas. 
Compared with the mere “ literate,” as described by my corre- 
spondent, he is an educated man in knowledge of political rights 
and duties. 

One further word upon that point. The Senator from Colo- 
rado referred to the fact that there had been no revolution 
in the Philippines for many years, save the revolution of 1399. 
One inference or conclusion that may be drawn from that state- 
ment is this 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I said 1896. 

Mr. STERLING, Yes; the insurrection began in 1896. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The insurrection against the Spanish Gov- 
ernment began then. 7 

Mr. STERLING. And afterwards it was continued against 
the United States. I say, Mr. President, that one fair inference 
to be drawn from that statement is this: I do not know but that 
it may be true that the Vilipino is by nature altogether differ- 
ently constituted—Malay and oriental that he is—from the South 
American. Granting that he is docile and peaceful, a fair con- 
clusion is, such being his nature and disposition, that he 
will be the more readily subject to exploitation by those in 
power and those who know how, through certain influences, to 
ride into power; and instead of having popular free govern- 
ment for a people with characteristics like these as a result of 
independence, you will haye the masses submerged, so far as 
participation in politics and government is concerned. I do not 
care in considering the matter from this standpoint whether 
they are tractable, peaceable people, not disposed to revolution, 
or whether they have such blood in their veins as will inspire 
them at any time to revolt against oppression, real or imagined, 
you are likely to have one or the other condition in the Philip- 
pines—despotism or anarchy. But I wish to resume the reading 
where I left off. 

The entire attitude toward officeholding of Filipinos of the present 

elass is 9 5 yA Left entirely to their ends no government they 


on could long esca bankruptcy. Of political morailty, 
Their motto is: PTo the oi cchoiders go all the spoils.” 


there is none. 


They only look upon an ofice as a sinecure and a means toward per- 


F 


1916. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 717 


1 gain.” tions carried on and candidates selected under con- 
Aitio a of Ning ver . trickery, and dishonesty. 

Further: 

Ev ho has lived f number of years among the Filipinos 
realizes how futile it is to try to secure a correct view of the Philip- 
pos situation and to judge correctly of the abilities of the Filipinos 

a short stay. 

And I think, Mr. President, that very much of what has been 
said here in behalf of the Filipinos and Philippine independence, 
or n greater measure of self-government, is the result of brief 
visits to the islands, with opportunities only to see certain 
phases of Filipino social and political life. 

Visiting Congressmen or celebrities never see what they should see; 
everything untoward is hidden, and cut-and-dried programs of yocp; 
tion, ctċ., fil up their time. At the time of Mr. ryan’s visit to 
Philippines, he went to Cebu, the second largest city in the islands. 
The Filipinos went to such lengths to have him get a good impression 
that they drove every ragged ino off the streets—to the huge glee 
of the Americans who knew of it. He visited Bulacan, the show Proy- 
ice of ms islands, and went away confident of the correctness of his 
＋— to live among them, to be in their homes, to see them 
carry on their elections and run their town governments and to learn 
something of what they think and how they reason to even begin to 
know them. 

And, Mr. President, the problem in the discussion of this bill 
is to know the Filipino. 

I wish to call attention now to some other authorities that I 
have, and first, a little that relates to the present conduct of 
affairs. I read from the book entitled “ United States Colonies 
and Dependencies,” by William D. Boyce, who writes the book 
after a visit to the islands, and after he has yisited other insu- 
lar possessions of the United States. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Beckuam in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Dakota yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Is the author of that book one of those 
visitors to the islands whom the Senator disparaged as being 
good witnesses? 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I hardly think I disparaged 
a witness of this kind. I am not saying just how reliable this 
witness is. His position, of course, in principle, is against this 
bill; but he seems to write from a storehouse of information that 
he has obtained by his visit to the islands, and his careful study 
of the conditions there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to state that I have known William 
D. Boyce for 25 years. He is a successful man in business 
affairs, a good observer, a keen analyzer of facts, and has 
traveled very extensively throughout the world. I regard him 
as equal in point of observation and intelligence to some of the 
witnesses who have testified before the committees in the House 
and in the Senate. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr, Boyce says, referring to the present 
Governor General of the Philippines and the policy of the ad- 
ministration which he is seeking to carry out—I am not going 
to read all he says, but just this short extract: 

Mr. Harrison hails from New York, is a lawyer by profession, and 
up to the time of his appointment to the oan st the Philippines 
had served as Democratic Congressman from New York thro four 
terms. Thus far his conduct of the affairs of the islands has occa- 
sioned much criticism, though no doubt he represents the pny of the 

resent Washington administration. The mistake inheres in the polic 
tself, which consists of hurtful economy, the displacement of e = 
enced officials by inexperienced men, the placing of a pede i wer 
in the hands of the natives, and the weakening of our civ 
influence in the islands by holding out to their 
entire independence in the near future. However, I will speak more 


Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. STERLING. I do. 

Mr. KENYON. I should like to inquire the date of the article 
the Senator reads. 

Mr. STERLING. This book is copyrighted—that is the date 
I have here—in 1914 by W. D. Boyce. 

Mr. KENYON. Does that mean that he visited the Philip- 
pines in 1918? 

Mr. STERLING. He does not say the year, but I think the 
Philippines were visited in 1914, I do not know that I can give 
the exact date; but it is since the present administration went 
inte power, and he is speaking of conditions under this ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr, STERLING, I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 


Mr. NELSON. I want to say to the Senator from South 
Dakota that I have read Mr. Boyce's book, and especially that 
part relating to the Philippine Islands, and I find that in all 
the statements he makes with respect to matters there he sub- 
stantially conforms to what is found in the Government reports. 
On that account I consider his opinion and statements quite as 
reliable as any that can well be formed by any man who tem- 
porarily visits that country. 

Mr. STERLING. I thank the Senator from Minnesota for 
the observation he makes; but just a little further from Mr, 
Boyce: 

However, having done well thus far, it is unfortunately now the 
peer of the American administration to undo much of what we 

ve done. In my opinion, that will be the result of the present 
administration’s re icy of Fillpino independence, if carried into effect. 
A bill has recently been introduced in the United States Congress the 


ultimate intention of which is to give the Filipinos entire self-gov- 
ernment. 


He refers, I suppose, to the Jones bill: 


The bill has been approved by the President and leaders of the ad- 
ministration. The measure provides for a government in which the 
Governor General and the members of the supreme court are the only 
officials to be appointed by the President, and does away with the Philip- 
pine Commission. An upper and lower house of legislature are to be 
voted for by the people, and the pauna states that it never was the 
intention of the people of the United States to hold the islands perma- 
nently, which means that presently they are to be handed back to the 
eee In my belief a distinct and disastrous blunder is being per- 

ra > 
mi am convinced by what I saw in the islands that it would be, ulti- 
mately, injurious to the 3 themselves to give them independence, 
because they will be incapable of progressive self-government for gen- 
erations to come and always unable to protect themselves against con- 
quest by any nation that sees fit to attack them. I predict that if given 
independence the passing of a year or two would see them conyulsed by 
revolutions, for the reason that the country consists of separate islands 
and the population of mixed, inharmonious races. Besides, great as has 

our influence in teaching them civilized ways, they are, and will be 
for a long time to come, entirely unfit to use the franchise intelligently 
and peacefully, an absolute essentia] in self-government. 

And there, Mr. President, is the gist of this whole controversy. 
Seventeen years ago the great mass of the Filipinos were called 
uncivilized. After 17 years of tutelage under the American 
Government, with American officials there, American Army off- 
cers, a constabulary officered by Americans, and foreigners con- 
ducting 95 per cent of the business of the islands, can you say 
that they are ready for the withdrawal of these forces and these 
influences and ready to participate intelligently and peacefully 
in self-government as an American knows self-government? 

Mr, KENYON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. KENYON, Is it not true that the 95 per cent of the busi- 
ness controlled by foreigners is what has grown up under fhe 
very tutelage of which the Senator speaks? 

Mr. STERLING. I think that is true; but remove the 
tutelage, the authority, the guardianship, the supervision, and 
what do you have? 

Mr. KENYON. The foreigners could only do 5 per cent more 
of the business even if they did it all, then. It seems to me 
that the argument is rather against the theory that the Senator 
advances, 

Mr. STERLING. No. We may, by our possession until they 
are fit for self-government, so far as it is possible at all, in- 
culcate business ideas among the Filipinos. I say, so far as 
it is at all possible to do so, we may inculcate those ideas, 
and there will be more of business investment and more of 
business conducted by the Filipinos themselyes. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator how long the author from whom he has read was in 
the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I think he states there somewhere, as I 
remember from reading the book. 

Mr. STERLING. He may state, and the Senator from Michi- 
gan reminds me that he does; but I have not seen his state- 
ment as to the length of time he remained in the islands. 

Mr. HITCHGOCK. I should like to ask the Senator why 
he attributes so much importance to his judgment, immediately 
after having informed the Senate that it is a great mistake 
to suppose that a person, on a brief visit to the islands, could 
get any knowledge of the people, their needs, or their possi- 
bilities? 

Mr. STERLING. O, Mr. President, something depends upon 
the object with which the man went to the Philippine Islands. 
Something depends on his capacity—whether he is there on a 
mere junketing trip, to attend a few receptions, and to be shown 
the best there is in the islands, or whether he is there as a 
student of affairs and of conditions. I take it that this book 
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never would have been written except from the standpoint of 
and by a student, and a close student, of these affairs. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Now, I should like to ask the Senator 
what it was that he read from that book as to the civil service 
under Goy. Gen. Harrison? Did he charge that there had been 
u large number of removals, and that the civil service had be- 
come demoralized ? 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I had not read that, nor had 
I intended to read that, I had not intended to go further in 
his criticism of the present administration's policy than the 
short paragraph I first read. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, What was the gist of that? I did not 
catch it fully. 

Mr. STERLING. The gist was that under the present policy 
of the administration a wrong was being done the islands. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. In what way? 

Mr, STERLING. He says: 

Thus far his conduct of the affairs of the islands has occasioned much 
criticism, though, no doubt, he represents the policy of the present 
Washington administration. The mistake inheres in the policy itself— 

Now, here is a designation, to a certain extent, of the way in 
which the policy is injurious: 7 

Which consists of hurtful economy, the displacement of experienced 
officials by inexperienced men, the placing of a majority power in the 
hands of the natives, and the weakening of our civilizing influence in 
the islands by holding out to their people the promise of entire inde- 
pendence in the near Suture. 

That is his general statement. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Most of those are very general state- 
meuts and not of any particular significance on that account, 

Mr. STERLING. He goes more into detail later on. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But is the Senator aware that the 
separations from the public service in the Philippine Islands 
were not so great in the year 1914 as they were in the years 
1903, 1904, and 1905? Does the Senator realize that during 
Gov. Gen. Harrison’s administration in the Philippine Islands 
nimost all the separations from the public service have been vol- 
untary, and that very few arbitrary removals have occurred? 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I have not compared the 
sepurations from the civil service during different years or 
during different administrations. I can conceive of this, how- 
ever: That there may have been—I am not admitting that it is 
true—fewer separations under the present administration than 
under a former one; but that is not the test, nor the whole 
test. The question is as to how the places of those who are 
separated from the service were filled. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I should like to ask the Senator whether 
he has read the report of the Governor General of the Philip- 
pine Islands showing how those places were filled and why. 

Mr. STERLING. I have read a portion of that report. I 
think it must be the substance of his report which was given 
out in an interview a little while ago on the occasion of the 
altercation between the Secretary of War and ex-President 
Taft. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, Has the Senator any criticisms to make 
upon the reasons stated by Gov. Gen. Harrison for such re- 
movals us he did make and for such promotions as he made? 

Mr. STERLING. I do not know that I have now any criti- 
cism to make. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 
whether it is not a little unfair to a public servant of the United 
States not to have read his report and not to have known the 
causes that he alleged for the separations from the public serv- 
ice for which he was responsible? Is it not proper, if we are 
criticizing a man through the mouth of another for his con- 
duct of the civil service in the Philippine Islands, to read what 
the statisties show and to read the reasons stated by the Goy- 
ernor General himself? Ts not that an act of justice? 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I at most have not professed 
to go into details at all, nor have I made any reference to the 
report of the Secretary of War. I have given a very general 
statement embraced in a very few lines of Mr. Boyce here in 
regard to conditions and the resulting harm. Mr. Boyce is not 
the only authority upon this subject, but other writers and 
recent visitors to the Philippines testify to the displacement or 
the attempted displacement of most competent officials and the 
attempts through political influences to put in those that were 
wholly incompetent. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I can say to the Senator that Mr. Boyce 
is not an authority on any subject. He is not recognized any- 
where in literature as an authority on any subject, and his 
publications in Chicago are not such as command any very high 
respect in the country. I think the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
SHERMAN] probably will not dispute that fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I did not catch the statement. 


Then I should like to ask the Senator |. 


* 

Mr. STERLING. I will ask the Senator from Nebraska to 
repeat his last statement, so that the Senator from Illinois can 
hear him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was not paying attention at the time. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from South Dakota has read 
an extract from a book by a Mr. Boyce and has given him as an 
authority. I have said that Mr. Boyce is not an authority on 
any such subject and that his publications in Chicago are not 
considered an authority on any subject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ile is as good an authority as Aguinaldo, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, he may be—just about. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And I understand that he is one of the 
lusty patriots of this new republic that is sought to be founded. 
Mr. President, may I make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Nebraska? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Nebraska if he is familiar with the method by which the di- 
rector of the bureau of agriculture in the Philippine Islands 
resigned? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will take occasion to put that into the 
Record on Monday when I make my reply to this attack upon 
the Philippine Government. I shall put in the Recorp the 
reasons why all of those gentlemen were removed from the 
public service, and that will be an occasion when the Senator 
can make his comments thereon. F 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the permission of the Senator from 
South Dakota 

Mr. STERLING. Yes; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that I think William D. Boyce 
is as good an authority as either of the Resident Commis- 
sioners from the Philippine Islands, who are habitually on the 
floor of the Senate or the House. I think his business qualifi- 
cations and his ability to understand conditions :nake him as 
good an authority, whose evidence would be respected as much, 
as the witnesses who haye been heard before the committee, 
except those from the department who have technical knowledge 
of the matters about which they are testifying. 

I should like to inquire further from the Senator if the 
assistant director of the bureau of agriculture was not appointed 
by the Governor General of the islands without consultation 
with the director of the bureau of agriculture, criticism was 
made, the appointment was not pressed, or was withdrawn. 
After it had been withdrawn the director was thereafter removed 
from the service, but the assistant director of agriculture, who 
was recommended by the speaker of the Filipino House of Rep- 
resentatives, was“ cared for "—I am using that term in a techni- 
cal sense now—by another appointment. But the difficulty 
arose from the fact that he was not accepted by the director of 
the bureau and the director of the bureau was thereafter re- 
moved or he found it expedient to resign. 

This is a single instance. I can state to the Senator from 
South Dakota that I think if the truth were known the history 
of the civil service in the Philippine Islands has been rivaled 
by only one place in the United States, and that is in this ad- 
ministration during the last two and one-half years, where the 
civil service has become a shrieking vaudeville farce. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, I had not intended to allude 
to the article to which I now refer, and had not intended to do so 
out of some deference to the Senator from Tlirfois [Mr. SHERMAN], 
who last evening called my attention to the article, but the 
questions of the Senator from Nebraska make further reference 
quite justifiable. It is an article by Prof. Thomas Lindsey Blay- 
ney in the last, the January, number of the Review of Reviews. 
I wish to read from the introductory statement, in the first place, 
in order that we may know something of the character and 
the standing of Mr. Blayney. He says, in correspondence with 
the editor of the Review of Reviews, which is quoted in this 
introductory statement: 

I had heard so many expressions of dissatisfaction from prominent 
Americans, both Democrats and Republicans, in various parts of the 
world concerning the present policies of the administration at Manila 
that I determined to go to the Philippines and satisfy myself concern- 
ing the situation there. 

talked. with business men, native and foreign, educators, clergymen, 
Army and Navy officers, editors, American and British, and many Fili- 
pinos of undoubted patriotism and intelligence, and I do not hesitate 
to assure you that the demoralizing tendency of the policies of the 
present American administration in the islands is deserving of the 
widest publicity. 

I am an admirer of President Wilson and do not wish to be consid- 
ered as making an attack upon his policies. I have no direct or in- 
direct interest in the islands other than that of any American citizen 


who has left 5 undone in the brief time allotted to him to form 
an unprejudiced opinion, and who cherishes a sincere desire for the 


prosperity, happiness, and future independence of the islands, whether 
this be within cr without the pale of the American Commonwealth. 
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Now he has something to say about the very instance alluded |, 
to by the Senator from Illinois—the displacement of the deputy 
or assistant director of the bureau of agriculture. He puts it 
under this heading: 


A HIGH STANDARD OF CIVIL SERVICE ABSOLUTELY NECESSARY. 


Then he proceeds: 


And this brings us to the . heart of the question. It is the opinion 
of all Americans and forel: ve that Pree inviolability of the civil 
service must be reestablish by Gov. arrison or by his. suc- 
cessor if the good — of our . methods is not to be 
Also that the mere fact of a Fili 


irrecoverably —.— romised. o being 
an aspirant for o. should not be a suficient reason for appoint 
ment, as has been too frequently the case under the present admiintatras 
tion. The claim is made the administration that such c are 
not in keeping with the that only Filipinos of estionable 
ee have been allowed to- supersede American officials. The 
ollowing incident, the facts of which were received first. by the 


hand 
writer, will, however, illustrate the careful“ way in which — tho 
new era Filipinos have been appointed to offices of trust. 
And then he proceeds to describe the appointment : 


The post of assistant director of 4 5 bureau of agriculture was to be 
filled. Without even consulting American director of the bureau, 
the 2 9 General — — the | a at. srr * uest of the speaker 
of the N to a — — of la “then governor of the 

— —— iy into to be 


him. 
Now, it so 1 that the Filipino governor — pte ók a post 


the most recalci 


and a man 
And et here he was 
tion in a position to to enforce in an 
ae which he had insistently red. The 

impress the Governor General with the utter impossibility of the situa- 
tion, but it was not until after a number of conversations, and un 

the director threatened bis te if a man with 
such a record were foisted n. him, that the Governor General made 
what explanations he could the speaker of the 8 and rene 
another berth for this: “ excellently festa amen ag cial. It 
readily be ima t such an cent directer of — 
ture was not able to continue to serve the 0 new very long, 
and is now numbered among those who have “ resi 

Here is a characterization of this one Renel and I trust 
that the Senator from Nebraska has found that there is some 
other authority than Mr. Boyce, and a highly credible author- 
Bae whatever he may have to say in disparagement of Mr. 

ree. 

Mr. President, I had intended to read some from the testi- 
mony taken before the Senate committee on the Jones bill, the 
testimony especially of Dean C. Worcester, a long-time com- 
missioner in the islands, a man who was acquainted with the 
islands long prior to his appointment as commissioner by ren» 
son of his two visits there, and also to read something from 
the testimony of ex-President Taft, both protesting in their tes- 
timony against the fuller measure of government given by the 
Jones bill and by this bill, and against the preamble of the bill. 
But I forego reading that testimony. I will simply call it to the 
attention of Senators who have not seen it. I shall read very 
briefly from Dean Worcester’s book on “The Philippines, Past 
and Present.” He has commented at length on the various ses- 
sions of the Legislature of the Philippines and on the bills en- 
acted and on the controlling influence of the commission in pre- 
venting the passage of bad and vicious legislation, and then he 
proceeds simply to sum up as follows: 

This corners: review of some of the acts which have falled of 
— 0 ae in a general way, the attitudes of the two 

ouses denimi a number of important questions. 

Had the commission not prevented the passage of much dangerous 
and vicious. le, tion approved by the assembly the public service 
would have suffered seriously and public order would have been endan- 


Heretofore the commission 7 — e Pilipino nted the enactment of really 
vicious legislation, By givin inos a majority in this body a 
very important safeguard has — removed. 

Now, the proposition, Mr. President, is to supplant the com- 
mission altogether by an elective senate consisting of 24 sena- 
tors, each and every one of whom, of course, will be a Filipino. 
There is no such safeguard as has existed heretofore at all. 
That is the radical thing and the great objectionable feature 
in. the bill. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. KENYON. The veto power now exists in the commis- 
sion. The Senator realizes, does he not, that under this bill the 
Governor General has a veto power on any legislation, and the 
President also has a veto power? 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. Is not that a sufficient safeguard? 

Mr. STERLING. T do not think it is a sufficient safeguurd. 
The mere fact that there is a veto power, since a two-thirds 
majority may carry the bill over the veto, is not a sufficient 
safeguard. 

Mr. KENYON, 


Would not—— 


Mr. STERLING. Let me say to the Senator in answer te 
that, if he will pardon me, the fear is that the time of the 
legislature, composed exclusively as it will be of Filipinos, will 
be consumed largely in the enactment of vicious legislation, 
which will require the exercise of the veto power; and that con- 
dition. ought not to be, and there is no necessity for its being. 

Mr. KENYON. That condition exists in our own Govern- 
ment, does it not, or in any government having an elective 
assembly? 

Mr. STERLING. Oh, yes. 

Mr. KENYON. There is the power to enact vicious legisla- 
tion. The same safeguard under this bill rests upon the Philip- 
pine Legislature as rests upon our legislature. In fact, there 
is almost a double check. 

Mr. STERLING. But the Senator from Iowa would not com- 
pare the legislation enacted by an American State legislature or 
the Congress with legislation that might be enacted by a Phil- 
ippine Legislature. 

Mr. KENYON. Some of the legislation I have seen enacted 
by Congress and some by the legislatures could not be much 
worse. 

Mr. STERLING. But the bills vetoed, the Senator will 
recall, are in comparison with the number enacted comparatively 
few. It is a rare thing that we have a presidential veto, and 
it is a rare thing in State legislation to have a veto by the 


or. 

Mr. KENYON. That is true, of course; but the same safe- 
guard is here. There is as wrong legislation in Congress under 
our form of government here. We must in the last analysis 
trust to the good judgment and wisdom and patriotism of the 
Governor General and the President as we must to patriotism 
and good government. 

Mr. STERLING. The point is, Mr. President, we do not 
want to be in the position all the time of having to invoke that 
safeguard. That is the point. We have got the safeguard, but 
we would prevent a condition of things where we are in danger 
of having to invoke it frequently. Such a condition would be 
fraught with discontent, perhaps peril. 

Mr. MeLEAN. I think I agree with the Senator from South 
Dakota that one of the problems is to know the Filipinos. 
Sometimes the best way to know a man is to give him re- 
sponsibilities. The Senator has stated the conditions as they 
exist to-day in the Philippine Islands. He understands that 
under an Executive order a majority of the commission are now 
Filipinos. 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. McLEAN. The evils which exist there of which he com- 
plains will likely continue unless the present law is amended. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President 

Mr. McLEAN. One word more. 

Mr. STERLING. Certainly. 

Mr. McLEAN. Admitting that all the Senator says is true 
about the character of the Filipino people, it seems to me that 
the mistakes which have been made are mistakes that can not 
be unmade unless we follow out the plan of this bill—that is; 
give the Filipinos an elective senate. It grants them an elec- 
tive senate and extends the franchise. We admit they must 
learn the trade of self-government. They are not masters of 
it yet, we will admit. It seems to me that unless we give them 
the tools with which they must learn this trade, we can not 
a es conditions other than such as exist now. 

hink the Senator understands my point, and I hope he 
will come to discuss the bill and criticize it in comparison with 
the present situation. It does not seem to me that it changes 
it in any important regard. We extend the franchise, which we 
must do if they are ever to reach a state of intelligence suffi- 
cient to comprehend the responsibilities of the ballot. 

While I was myself somewhat apprehensive about this bill 
at the opening of the hearings, I have made up my mind to vote 
for it, because I believe as long as we retain absolute sovereignty 
and every bill passed by the Philippine Legislature can be 
vetoed by the Governor General there is no danger. As long as 
we retain that absolute sovereignty, it is safer on the whole to 
gradually extend the privilege of self-government; and if we 
do not do it it seems to me that we can never be sure that they 
have reached a point where they can be intrusted with inde- 
pendence. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, partly in answer to the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Connecticut, I want to say that the 
principle of the recognition of the minority in government 
exists almost everywhere. It is recognized in the appointment 
of the committees of the Senate and in the appointment of the 
committees of the House. It is recognized in various commis- 
sions authorized by Congress, so that different parties and dif- 
ferent interests may be represented therein and thereon. But 
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this bill, so far as the election of a senate in place of a commis- 
sion is concerned, recognizes no other interest than the interest 
of the Filipinos themselves as they may see it in their legisla- 
tion. Granting that there is a minority of Americans in the 
present senate or in the commission they can have, by virtue of 
their position and by virtue of the character of the people they 
have to deal with, an important persuasive influence upon the 
action of the commission or the senate as it is now organized. 
By making it entirely Filipino you withdraw and withhold every 
influence of that kind. 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator admits that that influence under 
the present administration has been of no sort of benefit and 
the conditions there are very bad. I think that is his contention. 

Mr. STERLING. The Senator from Connecticut misstates me 
in that. I do not admit that they have been of no benefit. I 
would rather assert, on the contrary, without knowing the de- 
tails, that they, the minority on the commission, have been of 
great benefit. They have been a restraining influence, a whole- 
some influence upon that commission, and by their arguments 
and representations they haye dissuaded and thus prevented 
the enactment of what would have been injurious legislation. 

Mr. McLEAN. I understood the Senator to convey the idea 
to the Senate that the conditions there at the present time are 
bad and retrograding, and that something must be done to rem- 
edy the drift that they are now taking. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, as I said at the outset, and 
I want to be plainly understood on that proposition, I am not in 
favor of holding the Philippines or that we have a part in the 
government of the Philippines until they can guarantee their 
continued independence with free popular government. I do not 
go to that extreme. But I am in favor of their retention and of 
their control until it is highly probable that they will be thus 
capable, although it may be through some travail and some trial 
with periods of apparent retrogression even—until they can dem- 
onstrate that they are capable of -self-government; but I say 
that under the conditions as I read them now they are not yet 
fit for that experiment. 

Mr. President, it is a good deal, as it seems to me, in the mat- 
ter of giving them independence now, like saying to them, “ Go 
and play at statehood.” You admit they lack the experience, but 
say they will get it in the trial. But, Mr. President, it will be 
reality; it will be real legislation for good or ill, and it seems to 
me a good deal like arming boys and sending them to the 
trenches with loaded guns facing an enemy and telling them to 
“play soldier.” 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator does not suggest that this bill 
will give them their independence now. 

Mr. STERLING. No; I do not suggest that this bill does. 
My contention is, if the Senator from Connecticut will permit me 
to say it again, that this bill gives them a fuller measure of self- 
government than they are now capable of maintaining; it is 
beyond their present capacity. 

Mr. President, I merely wish to call attention to one or two 
other observations here, and this in the light of the discussion 
yesterday between the Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH] 
and other Senators in regard to the influence of Japan. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator permit me to address an 
interrogatory to the Senator from Connecticut? : 

Mr. STERLING. Most assuredly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What does the Senator think would be the 
result of a veto of a bill, for instance, by the President of the 
United States prohibiting slavery in the Philippine Islands? 
What effect would it produce in the islands in the event such a 
course would be necessary? 

Mr. McLEAN. I think with 10,000 soldiers there and the 
United States Navy the result would not be very alarming. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator think the islands would 
acquiesce in it peaceably? To Cubanize the islands would re- 
quire some corrective influence of the Army or Navy? 

Mr. McLEAN. I do not understand that there i; any slavery 
in the Philippine Islands now. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Does the Senator think the Filipino has 
more control of himself than the average Cuban? 

Mr. MeLEAN. Yes; I think they are different. Of course 
that opens up a subject that we have been discussing here for 
hours. The Senator knows they are Malayan and the Cuban 
is not. They all got their extraterritorial ideas of civiliza- 


tion from Spain, and it may be that they may have some Span- 
ish notions and some notions from Mexico, as they were con- 
trolled largely from Mexico, but they are a different people. 
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They are a different people, and the testimony, it seems to me, is 
conclusive of the fact that that difference is to their advantage. 
They are an amiable, quiet people, and they are fairly honest. 

I will say to the Senator from Illinois that in my opinion 
there is nothing in this bill that gives us the least concern as 
to our control over the islands. If there was I would not vote 
for it. We may hold them for a thousand years under this bill. 
My point is that if they are to learn the trade of self-govern- 
ment, they must have the tools. We can not give self-goyern- 
ment to any people; they must learn it by experience. They 
have been under our jurisdiction something like 12 or 13 years. 
That is a good while to them and they have advanced yery 
rapidly. We must admit that. It seems to me that we can 
safely go another step. The more familiar they become with the 
tools of self-government the quicker they will be able to use 
them intelligently. That is my belief. 

If there was anything in this bill that looked toward the 
surrender of those islands I certainly would not vote for it. 
That is one point, it seems to me, the Senator from South 
Dakota has not discussed, as I hoped he would, because there 
is nothing in the language of the bill that diminishes the 
sovereignty of this country or the right of this country at any 
time to insure the domestic tranquillity of those islands or to 
reassert itself in any way if the occasion should offer. 

It does seem to me that if we decline to pass this bill dis- 
turbances may arise which could otherwise be avoided, and 
there will be disappointment. All the Presidents of the United 
States since 1900 have promised the inhabitants of those islands 
their independence at some time, and in the absence of congres- 
sional action to the contrary the President has a right to speak 
for this Government. 

It appears to me that if we pass this law now it will encourage 
their confidence in our good faith. If they can elect a house 
of representatives, and they have that power now and they 
have done it and done it with considerable credit, there is no 
reason why they should not be trusted with an elective senate. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator's 
last suggestion, let me say a few words, and I think he will un- 
derstand my position once for all. Ile has claimed that I have 
not discussed the question in which he is most interested; that 
they have already a measurable power in self-government in 
their power to elect an assembly. In the history of government, 
and especially in the history of government as pertaining to 
people like the Filipinos, is it unreasonable, on the contrary, is 
it not simple prudence to require that they shall remain under 
that tutelage and with those privileges for a time until they 
have demonstrated that to that extent they are successful in self- 
government? Five, six, a dozen years under the present régime is 
not a sufficient time in which to test their capacity for self- 
government to the degree already conferred in the election of 
members of the assembly. Already comes the report and the 
statement of apparently disinterested observers, of men who 
have the interest and the welfare of the Filipinos much at heart, 
to the effect that the changed policy of the administration has 
worked injuriously to the Filipinos. 

Mr. McLEAN. That is just my point, Mr. President. Then 
we must amend the present law. 

Mr. STERLING. Then you would go one step or two or three 
steps in advance of the present law? 

Mr. McLEAN. And you would go back and amend the pres- 
ent law and remove from the inhabitants of the islands any 
right to control the upper body? 

Mr. STERLING. How did the injury of which complaint is 
made, the grievances of which there has been complaint, arise? 

Mr. McLEAN.. In the commission. 

Mr. STERLING. It is simply in the commission, and now 
you propose to abolish the commission constituted as it is and 
substitute therefor a senate of Filipinos. 

Mr. MCLEAN. You say the commission is bad? 

Mr. STERLING. I say it is bad because we are told that 
giving them a majority of the senate or present commission is 
bad. It is not bad because of the representation of Americans 
in the senate or on the commission, although they are in the 
minority and not in the majority as heretofore. 

Mr. McLEAN. That is the fault of the law as it exists to-day. 
That is my point, that we must change the law to do it. You 
would go back and insist that a majority of the commission 
shall be Americans, 

Mr. STERLING. That is your position? 

Mr. MCLEAN. No; that is your position. That is the point 
I am trying to make. If we are to remedy existing evils, it 
is your opinion that we must amend the law so that a majority 
of the commission must be Americans. I prefer to giye them 
an elective senate and hold them entirely responsible. 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


721 


Mr. STERLING. I believe that we had better amend the law 
and let a majority of the commission be Americans. 

Mr. McLEAN. I do not agree to that. 

Mr. STERLING. ‘That is my proposition. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from lowa? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield. i 

Mr. KENYON. The suggestion of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut is to amend the law. The thing you would have to amend 
also would be the Democratic platform. The Democratic 
national platform declared in favor of the independence of 
these islands and the people have indorsed that proposition, 
have they not, by putting the Democratic Party in power? So 
the amendment should come there also. 

Mr. STERLING. I do not think they put the Democratic 
Party in power on that issue. 

Mr. McLEAN. Nor do I. 

Mr. STERLING. Not by any means, and so far as the plat- 
form is concerned 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

Mr. STERLING. If the Senator from Colorado will excuse 
me for just a moment, that does not make so much difference. 
That is not a handicap to the Democratic Party. That is not 
something which can not be overcome. We remember how in 
the last Congress a plank in the platform was abrogated by an 
act we passed—the Panama Canal tolls bill—and yet we remem- 
ber with what unction it had been declared that that particular 
plank in the Democratic platform was “not molasses to catch 
flies.” 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from South Dakota to the fact that, while the administration 
has lost Mr. Bryan, they appear not to have lost his doctrine of 
imperialism. 

Mr. STERLING. That harks back, I will say to the Senator 
from Minnesota, to the campaign of 1900 and the cry of “ im- 
perialism,” to the prediction of calamities innumerable that 
would befall this country if we held on to the Philippines. 
That cry of “imperialism” is, to some extent, yet influential, 
though, in my judgment, it should have no influence in this dis- 
cussion. It has been suggested, however, that we ought to con- 
sider our own interests in our treatment of the Philippines; 
that in granting them a fuller measure of self-government or 
in granting them independence our own interests should be con- 
sidered. With that shot at Manila Bay, heard 'round the 
world, the United States was recognized as a real world power. 
But it was then, too, that the “ white man’s burden” in regard 
to the Philippines began, and we can not, because of our inter- 
ests now, because it will be a saving to us in money, cast the 
Philippines adrift, throw them upon their own financial and 
political resources, and depend upon them to inaugurate and 
maintain a free popular government. 

I want now, just before I conclude, to refer to another au- 
thority for a moment. I read from a pamphlet entitled “An 
American Congressman in the Orient,” a document found on 
mwy desk last evening, I think, and written by Congressman 
Austin, of Tennessee. Among the topics discussed is Should 
the Philippines be retained?” I shall read only brief extracts. 
He had been interyiewing some of the residents of the islands. 
He says: 

I quote the following from one of those interviewed: If the United 
States should withdraw, it would result in a duplication of the situa- 
tion and conditions in Mexico, Haiti, and San Domingo multiplied 
many times over,” 

This is not so apropos of the bill under discussion and of the 
provisions of the bill, but it is apropos of some of the discus- 
sion yesterday, and particularly of the declaration of the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, that he thought within two or three years 
those people would be capable of free self-government, and that 
they should have their independence. Representative AUSTIN 
continues: 


A native government would be powerless to control and govern the 
many tribes, with 15 or 16 different dialects, pagan, heathen, and 
Christian, warlike and 1 with bitter and e ele 
ances between them. 1,000, out of a total of 8,000, non- 
Christians, wild and uncivilized, snd of the T, „000 Christians less 
than 10 per cent of the adults educated. In addition to these serious 
and complicated local problems, without the aid of the United States 
the natives would be wholly unable to protect and defend themselves 
from without—from foreign selfishness, covetousness, and aggrandize- 
ment. 


You will remember that yesterday some reference was made 
to Japan’s attitude toward the Philippine Islands. The Sena- 
tor from Colorado IMr. SHAFRoTH] assured us that there was 
no design upon the part of Japan to acquire the Philippines, I 
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am not asserting that there is; I have no sufficient evidence 
to state that I believe Japan seeks to acquire the Philippines; 
but, while not acquiring them for political and sovereign pur- 
poses, Japan may acquire them, and I believe, from the alert- 
ness of her people, from their designs and their desires with 
reference to colonization, that the Japanese will dominate if 
not practically govern the Philippines. I call attention to a 
further statement upon that point. Mr. AUSTIN says: 

Evidently 8 withdrawal from the Philippines, certain 
Japanese are now negotiating for the purchase of extensive sugar lands 
in the islands and are 8 in the Manila press as stating that 
they plan to bring over 100,000 or 200,000 Japs to use in the sugar 
industry, every man of whom will be a trained soldier. 

On yesterday the Senator from Colorado stated that there 
were a few thousand—I think four or five thousand—Japanese 
in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

Mr, STERLING. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The statement that I made was that the 
number of Japanese in the Philippine Islands to-day amount 
to 3.000. 

Mr. STERLING. Yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There are 70,000 Chinese there; and I 
stated that the very fact that the Japanese Government had 
not attempted colonization in the islands when their people 
were free to go there if they so desired was pretty conclusive 
evidence that they had no design on the islands. I also stated 
that the Japanese do not like the Tropics, that they belong to 
a country of a temperature something like our own, and that, 
consequently, unless higher wages or something of that kind 
should induce them, they would not be likely to go to the 
Philippines. We hear stories about what is going to be done; 
that hundreds of thousands of Japanese intend to go to the 
islands, but nothing of that kind has materialized as yet. If 
the Japanese do go there, they will go by reason of and at 
the suggestion of Americans who are there and who want to 
get cheap labor for the purpose of developing the sugar lands. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, the statement is made that 
in view of the withdrawal of the Americans from the Philip- 
pines that withdrawal will result in a great influx of Japanese, 
as against the 3,000 who are there now. Mr. President, it mat- 
ters not whether it be the Tropics or the Temperate Zone; the 
Japanese character, Japanese enterprise, and the Japanese 
mind are of that alertness that they will go where they can 
have a free hand, and they will have a free hand upon the with- 
drawal of the Americans from the government and control of 
the islands. 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Chair. 

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In connection with the question and for 
the information of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAFROTH ] 
I desire to offer some testimony. 

Mr. STERLING. I cheerfully yield to the Senator from 
Illinois, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Count Okuma, the premier of Japan, occu- 
pying relatively the same position that William J. Bryan recently 
did in this country, has lately delivered himself of a statement of 
national policy on behalf of the Japanese Empire. He took occa- 
sion to allude to the Japanese land question in the following 
language: 

Now, as for the California question. It would be proper to look upon 
this as a preliminary test to sound the capacity of the Japanese whether 
we are susceptible of still further development, Our future destiny 
may be said to depend on its successful solution. It may probabl 


requis half a century, a century, or even more. Our moderate atti- 


tude is quite likely to be interpreted as weak-hearted iritlessness, 


while a firm policy would only stir up the fury of anti-Japanese ex- 
aq Really, in respect to this question we have fallen between two 
uiers. 


Were it not for our honest desire to shun anything like the possibil- 
ity of hostilities between the two Nations, it might be proper * * * 
for us to assert strongly our reasonable claim. But, preferring peace 
to inimical controversies, we appeal only to that high sense of human 
justice which inspired the ancestors of the Americans when they laid 
the foundation of the great Republic. Do they remember that their 
noble-hearted ancestors appealed to the force of arms only after they 
had exhausted all other imaginable means to bring their differences with 
Great Britain to a 8 close? Their ceful entreaties were 
scornfully disregarded one after another and the oppression became 
heavier. They patiently endured what was really unendurable. 

This spiendid example we are now intending to follow. We are now 
prepared to tax our patience to the utmost. 

The Japanese public,” he states, must become fully conscious 
of the serious fact that upon the issue of the settlement of the ques- 
tion depends the future welfare and prosperity of 150,000 Japanese 
on the Pacific coast of the American continent and in Hawaii, and 
that if the result be unsuccessful we Japanese may hereafter have 
no outlet on the Pacific side, notwithstanding the rapid increase of 
population at home.” 


This states a national question, Mr. Presidenf, through the 
principal authority of the Japanese Empire; it states a ques- 
tion of population and land, It shows why Japan has so 
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zealously cultivated. her navy and her army; why she fought 
with Russia; why she has insisted upon the right of Japanese 
to hold title to lands within the borders of the State of Cali- 
fornia; why she has placed herself directly athwart. local con- 
ditions in this country, where every State in the Union has a 
right to prescribe the conditions on which title to realty shall 
be hekl, raising the question directly that this Senate ulti- 
mately will face, Mr. President, of ratifying a treaty modifying 
the present conditions that regulate the relations between this 
country and Japan, so as to permit Japanese to hold land 
inside of the limits of California as well as of other States. 
Many States of the Union have alien land laws; my own State, 
among others, has such a law. For more than 20 years we have 
prohibited the holding of land by aHens who are not qualified 
for citizenship under the laws, not referring especially to the 
Japanese, it is true, who can not be naturalized; but it raises 
exactly the same question. 4 

What answers to the only authority of the Japanese Empire 
has stated that it is a question of the increasing population in 
Japan and of acquiring the right on behalf of her citizens 
elsewhere in the world to hold title to real estate, referring 
directly to the California question. Does anybody think with 
this insatiable demand that people 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator yield? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I was merely about to make the ordinary | 


point of order that while a Senator occupying the floor has a 
right to yicld for a question, he has no right to farm out the 


fluor for the rest ef the day. I shall not, however, make the 
point of order at this time, but the next time the rule is vio- f 
lated I shall make it. When a Senator yields for a speech to 
be made by another Senator instead of for a question, he loses | 


the floor. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly aware of and am perfectly 
willing to live under that rule any time the Senator from Mis- 


sissippi decides that it shall be a law of this Senate, and to 


transact such business as I may be called upon to transact 
under the regulation of that rule. 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, following the course of the 
debate of yesterday, I have not sought to refer to the rule or to 
suggest to Senators that I simply yielded for a question. I have 
simply yielded for discussion and colloquy between Senators. I 
thought that in this debate it was a very helpful method of pro- 
cedure, 

Mr. SHERMAN, I am perfectly willing at any time, Mr. 
President, to support zealously the rule announced by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. Dam aware of what the rule is. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator yield to me for a question, 
which I will ask by caroming on him toward the Senator from 
Illinois? I did not understand what the Senator said last; and 
should like to hear it repeated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said I was aware of the rule announced 
by the senior Senator from Mississippi. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator's pardon. I have no} 


questions to ask about it. I misunderstood him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was a rule which was made, Mr. Presi- 
dent, in the stress of the shipping bill fight, that is more or less 
reminiscent within this Chamber. I had not understood it was 
the rule prior to that time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I make the point of order, then, that the 
Senator is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point 
ef order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well, I will desist and will bide my 
time, when I will get all this in the Recorp. 

Mr. STERLING. The Senator from Mississippi, of course, 
has the right to make the point of order, but I regret very much 
that he has sought to make it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that the same’ rule may be ap- 
plied to the other sid@ of the Chamber. 

Mr. STERLING. I-wish to refer, Mr. President, very briefly 
to another statement made by Representative Austry. It is 
very relevant to two or three suggestions which have been made 
in regard to the expense the Philippine Islands have been to us. 
What I am about to read is under the heading. Our trade with 
the islands”: 

OUR TRADE WITH THE ISLAXDS. 

Last T American. merchants and manufacturers sold goods to the 
value of $27,204,587 to the islands, as a; . $127,804: in 1898. or an 
increase of $27,076,783 since we took them over. Our sales in the 
Philippines for 1914 exceeded our exports to China for the same period 


antl are equal te half ef the amount we disposed of in Japan and were 
greater by $2,000,000 tham the amount we shipped to all of the follow- 


| the United States and sper ee e two Republics of 


ing. countries in Sou 4 < 
+ ag, r 5 ane 1914: Venezuela, Peru, Colom 

And so on. 

So, Mr. President, upon that seore the retention of the Philip- 
pines is not by any means all burden, nor does it mean that, We 
have present benefits and, with the development of trade in the 
islands, they will greatly increase. 

Just a few words in conclusion. First, I wish to cm! the at- 
tention of Senators to a few observations made by the late 
learned and distinguished British ambassador, Mr. Bryce, on 
different kinds of government, found in his Studies in History 
and Jurisprudence. With to the races and nations of 
the world and their forms of government he divides them into 
four classes, as follows: 

I. Nations which have created 
stitutions, allotting special — — TTT 


assigning to the citizens some measure of participation in the business 
of 33 1 

n these nations we discover constitutions im the proper sense of the 
term. To this class belong all the States of Buro . th Russia and 
Montenegro, and, outside Europe, the British se 3 colonies, 


h Africa, Japan 

and Chile, possibly also the tine Republic. reine 
IL. Nations in which the institutions aforesaid exist in theory but 
are seldom in normal action, because ey. are in a state of chronic 
political disturbance and mostly ruled, with little regard to law, by 
military adventurers: This class includes the Republics of Central and 
South America, with the exception of Chile and possibly of Argentina, 


whose condition has latterly been tolerably stable. 


III. Nations in which, although the upper class is edttcated, the bulk 
ef the population. vng backward, has not begun to desire such institu- 
tions as aforesaid. which therefore remain. under autocratie mon- 
archies. To this class belong Russia and . Japan has lately 
eme from it, and two or three of the newest European States might, 
but for the interposition of other nations, have remained in it, 


Here is the fourth class: 


IV. Nations which are, for one reason or another, below the level 
of intellectual life and ontside the sphere of ideas which the permanent 
political institutions aforesaid presuppose: and need for their proper 
working. This class includes all the remaining peoples of the world, 


from intelligent races like the Chinese, Siamese, and Persians, down to 


the barbarous tribes of Africa. 


In which class will we put the Philippines? Mr. President, 
we can: put them in no other than one or the other of the two 
latter classes. When we speak about government for the 
Filipinos what kind of government do we mean—an autocracy, 
a monarchy, an oligarchy, or do we as American citizens, used 
to Ameriean institutions, demand that when they have their 


‘independence they organize not simply a stable government, as 


a monarchy may be stable or as an autocracy may be stable, 
but a free, popular government, the ideal of America and 
American citizens? That is the kind of a government we want 
them to have. Are they ready for it? Are they ready for the 
free, full measure of government which this bill contem- 
plates and provides for? I can not believe, from what I know 
about races, race prejudice, race history, race traditions, 
and the environment and climate of the Philippines, that they 
are ready for independence or for the measure of government 


we propose to give them by this bill. 


Mr. President, history records some wonderful things in 
regard to the development of government, in regard to the slow 


processes by which at last free, representative government 


has been reached. History shows not. only the genius of the 


| Anglo-Saxon race for self-government,.but for the government 


of colonies and dependencies as well, the world over. I am 
reminded of what was said yesterday in reprobation of colonial 
government and colonial ownership. Reference was made to 
what Lord Macaulay had said. Oh, yes; and I suppose Lord 
Macaulay lived and wrote, too near the time of Clive and 
Warren Hastings, and he knew something of the burdens and 
evils growing out of colonial government during those earlier 
times; but they are not like the present, with its better con- 
ceptions and ideals. Mr. President, if we would know the senti- 
ment of the colonies of the little island across. the sea in regard 
to colonial government, ask it of the Australian, ask it of the 
man from New South Wales, ask it of the Canadian, all 
yaliantly fighting the battles of the mother country in the 
trenches of Europe. I remember reading a few days ago—and 
it. stirred my blood to read it—of the Canadian woman whose 
two sons were in Europe and in the trenches there, and who, 
standing with others, saw her husband go by, a recruit for the 
army, on his way to the vessel that was to take him with his 
regiment across the Atlantic. The woman stood there with 
tears in her eyes saying as she saw the men march by, “ Thank 
God, I am a Canadian.” It may seem a minor incident, but it 
shows the success of England in the matter of colonial gov- 
ernment, 

Yes; there has been marvelous success achieved, and one 
great thing about it is that eyen a free republic, a federal gov- 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


723 


ernment, with a dual system like ours, has shown in the Philip- 
pines, against the predictions of the prophets of evil, its 
splendid capacity for the government of a colony or a depen- 
dency. History shows these achievements of the great Anglo- 


Saxon race. It shows also some wonderful successes of other 
peoples, both ancient and modern, in the work of government 
and colonization. But history fails to record, Mr. President, 
that any other race than the white or the Caucasian race in 
the Tropic Zone ever formed or maintained for any time any 
system approaching that of popular self-government; and it is 
a serious question, to say the least, whether it ever will. It 
will be to our glory if we succeed in teaching them the way, but 
it will require patience and a long time. Race, custom, tradi- 
tion, climate, the lessons of history, are considerations we can 
not escape, but must meet in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I looked forward with some 
degree of pleasure to an opportunity to reply to the address 
just made by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING]. 
He has hardly left me time, however, to make reply this after- 
noon. 

Mr. President, I am familiar with the condemnation which 
God cast upon the inference included in the question which 
Cain asked in the Garden of Eden, “Am I my brother's keeper?” 
In a certain sense, of course all of us are our brother's keepers, 
but I have never seen or heard any authority from God or man 
for the proposition that I was made my brother's keeper to 
keep him with a club. That is the American proposition, ac- 
cording to the Senator from South Dakota, with regard to the 
Filipino. That is totally a different proposition. The Senator 
from South Dakota says that the Filipinos have now “a meas- 
ureable amount of self-government” or “a measureable power 
of self-government.” Yes; it is “ measureable” and it is meas- 
ured, and what is worse is that it is “measured” by the other 
fellow. That was just exactly what was the matter with our 
ancestors when they undertook to fight the War of the Revolu- 
tion. No intelligent American contended ut that time that the 
American colonies were not the most leniently and the best 
governed colonies in the world; but they did contend that the 
moment two rules were set up, one for a British subject in 
Great Britain and another for a British subject in America, 
that all freedom on the part of the citizens of America had been 
surrendered, and that when it came to measure self-govern- 
ment all the English-speaking people measured by it. even those 
in America, must help measure it. No alien race, unassimilable 
and not even desirous of assimilation, as is the case with us 
now, can measure“ the degree or kind of liberty for another 
and majority race in the Philippines. 

I remember, Mr. President, a few years after the war Dbe- 
tween the States, when a lot of people who were more or less 
fools but thought themselves wise, north of Mason and Dixon's 
line, were contending all the time that the South should not 
have the right of self-government, but should continue to be 
carpetbagged until the South had “ shown itself friendly to the 
National Government.” The hiatus in the reasoning and the 
hiatus in the feeling was this: That nobody with real good 
sound statesmanship could ever have expected the South to 
show itself friendly until the Federal Government had shown 
itself friendly to the South and until it had been given the op- 
portunity and the freedom and the independence of action to 
reciprocate, and just as soon as that was given she showed her- 
self friendly. The first boy killed in Cuba in the Spanish- 
American War was a southerner. Fitz Lee went down to Cuba 
and consented to allow himself to be called “a blamed Yankee” 
for two or three years to show his loyalty to the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

The English, after they got through the South African 
trouble, were much wiser than we or much wiser than you— 
we are all “we” now; it was then “ you ”—and they invited 
Botha and the other Boer leaders in to help govern British South 
Africa. They said. We have had our war; you have sur- 
rendered; we suppose that you have surrendered in good faith; 
at any rate, we will try you and see.” The consequence is that 
in less than no time Botha, at the head of a South African 
army, was fighting the great imperial enemy of Great Britain 
in the hills, in the valleys, and upon the mountain tops of South 
Africa. 

Mr. President, I thank God for this one thing, and all of us, 
even the humblest of us, can thank Him for it, that is for the 
one blessed privilege of sweeping aside flyspecks by wiping 
them out with a sponge moistened at the fountain of eternal and 
fundamental principle. What is all of this argument that we 
have heard here to-day? A case lawyer’s argument to an ig- 
norant jury. What is all this talk about whether or not Gov. 
Gen. Harrison did make a right or n wrong appointment about 
something? Flyspecks! 


Great God! Mr. President, if the United States had been 
charged up with all the ward politics of Philadelphia perpe- 
trated by the Republican Party, or all the ward polities of New 
York perpetrated by both parties, how long do you think it 
would have taken us to prove to some sovereign suzerainty 
somewhere else, asserting superior culture, that we were capable 
of self-government? 

You say that the Filipinos have got to “ demonstrate” that 
they are “ capable of self-government.” How can a child demon- 
strate a sum in arithmetic or in algebra as long as the professor 
keeps working it? 

Lord Macaulay has been counted a brilliant man—not a very 
wise one, and not a very profound one, perhaps; but he once 
asked a question which has in it a great deal of profundity: 
“ How long do you suppose it will take a child to learn to walk 
if you never let the child try to walk?” 

As for all this talk about “Anglo-Saxon ” civilization, do you 
imagine that anybody is absurd enough to suppose that the 
Filipino can mount to our standard of self-government. to- 
morrow or within a hundred years? No! Are you, therefore, 
absurd enough to say that he shall have no self-government 
because he can not do it? Yes! That is your foolish answer. 
That is exactly the measure of your absurdity. You assert in 
one breath your superiority to all the world, and then you de- 
mand in the next breath that all the world shall measure up to 
your standard. 

If anything could disintegrate the confidence which other men 
have in your standard, it would be your subjective influence 
toward that dual and contradictory proposition. 

How in the name of common sense, Mr. President, is any man 
going to expect this great interracial and international ques- 
tion—because it is international—to be settled by a few carping 
flyspeck criticisms of the Governor General of the Philippine 
Islands? I have no brief to defend him. I have known him for 
20 years. He is a gentleman, and his father before him was 
one, and his mother before him was a geutlewoman. Ile was 
with me in the House of Representatives. He is a man of integ- 
rity and honor, and I will undertake to say that he has done 
nothing that will stain the escutcheon of the American people, 
unless he has done it misguidedly; but what has that to do 
with this question? 

Gentlemen then turn around and tell us that there will be 
“chaos in the Philippine Islands,” that there will be labor and 
travail if we turn loose, “ scuttle,” and get out. Yes; of course 
there will be. If an ordinary woman can not give birth to a 
child without travail, how cen a race give birth to law and 
order and liberty—triplets—without it? The difference is that 
the period of travail must be a great deal longer for the race 
than for the woman. 

Then in steps another gentleman and says, “ Oh, well, if we 
leave there Japan will come in, and Japan will own the islands.” 
The chances ure that that gentleman—I do not mean any par- 
ticular gentleman, now—the chances are that the man who 
ordinarily says that never heard of Manila except as a name 
for a certain character of straw until Dewey won the battle 
there and Manila came into our possession; and, if Manila had 
belonged to Japan before the Spanish-American War was ever 
undertaken, no human being in America would be talking to- 
day about America owning or exercising suzerainty over the 
Philippine Archipelago. - 

Suppose Japan did take the Philippines. Suppose that after 
we set them free and independent—which is the first proposi- 
tion within the arena of my desires—Japan did take the Philip- 
pines; would it hurt you and me and the American people? 
An army of Japanese in Manila is farther away from Wash- 
ington than an army of Germans at Berlin, not only in distance 
but in time; and not only in distance and time both, but in 
capacity of mobilizing resources. 

Suppose Japan did own them, and suppose Japan did govern 
them; Japan could govern them much better than you can do 
it. Japan could govern them much better, because Japanese 
men and women will intermarry with Filipino men and women. 
You can not govern any country in the world satisfactorily to 
them and you both, where there is not at least potential equal- 
ity. Potential equality comes from voluntary mating together ; 
and without those two things you can not have genuine fra- 
ternity nor any approximation to equality. The Japanese 
might have homogeneity of purpose and ideal with the Filipino. 
The racial stock is substantially the same—Mongolian grafted 
on Malay. A Japanese and a Filipino can come nearer to 
understanding one another, either one of them, than either one 
of them on one side and you and I on the other can come to un- 
derstanding one another. There is more homogeneousness of 
tradition, of ideal, of purpose, and of animal disposition between 
Japanese and Filipinos than between Americans and either, 
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Suppose, now, that you take two sides of the proposition. 
Suppose Japan had the islands, and Japan was a friend. She 
would become a greater friend at onee. If the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Suerswan]} and the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. Sterinye] are right, and Japan is seeking an outlet for 
her population toward the Philippine Islands, she would find it 
there, and it would relieve the pressure upon Hawaii and upon 
the Pacific slope. The arrangement would, moreover, recog- 
nize the right of the brown and the yellow men to rule the 
brown and the yellow men’s country, while we asserted the 
right of the white man to rule the white man's country. So 
it would have a great effect in eliminating all the differences 
and recent-grown antagonizms that exist between us and the 
Japanese people. 

Suppose, upon the other hand, Japan were our enemy, and 
Japan got the Philippines. Why, you could not wish a worse 
curse upon her. You can net wish a worse curse upon any peo- 
ple in the werld than a “dependent empire.” It is bad because 
it is bad for the people who are ruled. It is bad because, by 
renction, it is bad for the people who do the ruling. The best 
prayer that any man in this world can make is, “ God make me 
strong enough to defend myself from aggression and humilia- 
tion, and make me not so strong as to oppress and humiliate 
other people.” 

“Go find thy strength in thy limitation,” was the word of 
the great Jewish poet. Surrounded as all of us are by all 
serts of environing limitations, the truth is that you de find 
your strength in knowing your limitations. One thing that 
every man who is a citizen of a free country may learn as a 
limitation on the capacity of a free country is this—that a 
free democracy can not govern a dependent people without the 
right of self-government. 

You can not keep your cake and eat your enake. You can do 
one of three things: You can let these people go, and in that 
way preserve yourself from the reaction in your own mind 
against your democratic institutions; or you may embody 
them as part and parcel of the American body politic. The 
third thing is to keep them, if you choose, and govern them 
like British Crown colonies, or as King George dreamt that 
he could govern us. If you attempt te govern them in that 
way, you train Army officers and Navy officers and civil officers 
to a contempt of free institutions. If you embody them in the 
body pelitic, you poison the body politic with an inalienable 
and a nonassimilable bleod. 

- My friends, do not forget this: I do not care how much little 
peccadillo argument of politics may be involved in any question 
in the world, do not forget that a democratic structure is founded 
upon these four pillars—liberty, fraternity, equality, and justice; 
and that no race believing itself superior, even ff it is not, and, a 
fortiori, no race believing itself to be superior and being superior, 
can really meet in genuine equality and fraternity a race with 
which it refuses to mix its blood in lawful wedlock. You may 
take that statement for all it is worth in the Philippines and for 
all it is worth in Mississippi. It is worth its weight everywhere. 

Tt is not curious that under the McKinley administration and 
the Roosevelt administration and the Taft administration a lot 
of two-by-four ward and State and county politicians had 
been put in office over the Filipinos in the Archipelago; that 
when a Democratic Governor General went there and re- 
moved a few of them there should be a howl “going up to 
heaven,” originating with them, and echoed by a whole lot of 
other people here. of it, even if you confess that Gov. Gen. 
Harrison’s administration has been a failure, proves what? It 
proves that the attempt to govern under American suzerainty, 
even with what the Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN] called 
“a great measure of self-government,” is a failure. You did 
not have to prove that to me. I knew the first day you entered 
the Philippine Islands that it would be a failure, not only under 
this Governor General, but under every other Governor General. 
It has been under all. 

But you say to me, The Filipinos are better off under the 
American Government than they would be under their own 
government—materially better off, financially better off, indus- 
trially better off.“ Grant it; it is absolutely true; but I was 
net elected, and you were not elected, as a representative of 
the Filipino people. I am thinking of this proposition chiefty 
as an American proposition. In the first place, I know that 
the Filipino will be happier even with bad government of his 
own than he will be with good goyernment of mine and yours. 
I may not be as wise nor as smart nor as great nor as good a 
man as the Senator frem California, but I will be lots happier 
and better satisfied if I am allowed to control my own indi- 
vidual conduct than I would be if he controlled it for me and 
controlled it twenty times as well. 
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That is the first proposition. The second proposition is that 
so far as the American people are concerned, upon the military 
side and upon the naval side and upon the civil side, they are 
worse off with the Philippines than without them. Consider 
it a moment from the military-nayal side. What does it mean? 

‘Why, suppose the Senator from Arizona and I sit down to 
play a game of chess, and I put a pawn out on the board, two 
moves in advance of my entire line, and then agree with him 
to subordinate the entire game to the defense of the pawn. 
What a fool I would be as a chess player! That is what war 
means. It is a chess game, only equipped with sure-enough 
men instead of with nominal men. 

Why, to illustrate, in a hearing before the Finance Committee 
of the Senate I asked a general of the Army: “If we had war, 
what would we do to protect and defend the Philippines?” He 
said: Nothing. We would leave them.” But we would not. 
Military strategy might tell us to do it, but that general was 
mistaken. The American people, with their pride, national and 
racial, would not permit any administration te live its life out 
after it had deserted the Philippines as long as the flag floated 
there was being attacked by a public enemy. We would be com- 
peled to defend them, and we would be compelled to exhaust 
men and treasure in doing it, in order to satisfy popular senti- 
ment. 


My friends, there is no greater fallacy in the world than the 
idea that the individual happiness and welfare of the citizens 
or subjects of a country depend upon the empire of that 
country. I tell you now, going a step farther and speaking 
about another nation, that the great Empire of Great Britain, 
from whose people we got our law, our literature, our ¢iviliza- 
tion, our power and capacity and pride in the arena for self- 
government, will some time read its destruction upon a page 
upon which will be emblazoned, in substance, these words: 
“Committed suicide in attempting to defend British India.” 

What does England get out of India? Free trade; that is all, 
She grants it to everybody else in the world as well as to her- 
self. She might get it by universal agreement after surrender- 
ing empire or by gratitude from India. 

In her tight little island she could defend herself against the 
world; and in this great war if she goes to the wall at all she 
will go because “Germany can reach India,’ through Egypt 
or otherwise. These people, proud like our people, will forget 
that they are self-suflicient at home and will saerifice their youth 
and their money to defend a distant empire which adds not one 
thing to their strength, very little to their wealth, absolutely 
nothing to their intelligence, and less than nothing to their 
morality. 

We Americans ean stand here—if we be but true to ourselves— 
on this continent, and though for a little time we may be unsuc- 
cessful, we can in the long run, back to back, defy the world. 
If we have to defend the Philippines as a part of the game 
ef defying the world, we can not last at it six months. And yet 
you know the American people well enough, and I know them 
well enough, to know that they never would make peace in a 
great war unless under the stress of immense humiliation, de- 
feat, or bankruptcy, as long as the question of their parting with 
the Philippine Archipelago was a question to be settled by the 
force of an antagonist. The average Mississippian would rather 
be killed—he would rather have his son killed; he would rather 
lose what he has—than to have it said that any great power 
in the world had whipped him into giving up the Philippines. 

Somebody said a long time ago, Who will haul down the 
flag? — one of those great, celebrated, salient, demagogic utter- 
ances that history transports to posterity. Why, the people 
that erected the flag, of course. We had the flag over the hall 
of the Montezumas once. We took it down. We had it in 
Tripoli and North Africa once, and we took it down. No dis- 
grace was involved in it. There is no disgrace in doing any- 
thing that is right and honest and brave and true. It is neither 
right nor honest nor brave to hold an unwilling people, of an 
alien and unassimilable race, in subjection. There is but one 
possible exception to it, and that is when you need a limited 
territory for defensive purposes. Then, possibly, it can be 
excused. 

The Philippines are not for us a strategic defense; they are 
simply a useless offense, by the fact of our occupancy, to all 
the Orient—to all trans-Pacific peoples, including the Japanese, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I will suggest to the Sen- 
ater that England had her flag over the Philippines for two 
years, and teok it down without any disgrace. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. England not only had her flag over the 
Philippines, but she had it at one time over San Domingo, and 
she had it at another time over Cuba, and she has had it over 
half the world that is now in the possession of other people. 
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I say that the United States will be stronger and better in 
every sense with the Philippines independent, and we are not 
our brother's keeper with a club. I am my brother’s keeper 
with advice and with love and with tenderness and with con- 
sideration; but God never inade me a club keeper for him and 
God never made him a club keeper for me, cither. 

Not one of you would sulmit to it if you were Filipinos. If 
I were a Filipino, or had been, if I had been brave enough— 
about which I have my dou!)ts—but if I had been, I would have 
fought the United States flig in the Philippines from the first 
day the announcement was made that they were no longer in 
alliance with Aguinaldo until the flag was taken away from 
the islands. 

Is it treason to say that? Would it be treason for me to say 
that if the German flag were posted here; if, after the Revolu- 
tion, France had undertaken to assert that because she had 
helped us to win our liberty she therefore had a right to govern 
us, and raised her standard here, and then our forefathers 
had said, “ We will fight that German flag, or we will fight 
that French flag, until we all die or are killed or are exhausted,” 
would that have been treason? 

Then up steps another man who is a little cheaper, and says, 
“ Oh, well, you are a southerner. You believe white men should 
rule negroes down in Mississippi, and yet you say the white 
man shall not rule Filipinos in the Philippine Islands.” 

That is the utmost extent of enfantillage. To cope with the 
problems which you have in your own country and to assert 
the white man’s right of government in the white man’s country 
is one proposition; and to go out 6,000 miles to annex race 
problems and assert the righi of the white man to govern the 
brown man in the brown man’s country is another proposition ; 
and, so far from being affiliated propositions, they are absolutely 
antagonistic one to the other. 

Why, Mr. President, sometimes when a man who has from 
his boyhood studied and loved history casts his eyes over the 
chronicle of recent events he becomes hopeless and pessimistic. 
Are mankind condemned forever to repeat the errors of their 
ancestors or of somebody else's ancestors? Will mankind never 
learn that God loves freedom more than He loves anything else 
in the world, and honors it more, as is proven by the fuct that 
He leaves you and me free to go wrong if we choose, when He 
could have kept us as perfect, angelic angels—flabby angels, it 
is true—in the Garden of Eden forever, if He had wanted to? 
Will men never learn that you can not gain physical strength 
except by the exercise of your physical muscles, and that you 
can never gain moral strength except by the exercise of your 
moral muscles, and that you can never gain political strength— 
the capacity for self-government—except by exercising the art 
of self-government? And will men never learn that they can 
make friends of enemies better through magnanimity than 
through superposition of armed force? 

Two things happened in the nineteenth century that are of 
high importance to the world. One was when Norway said 
to Sweden, “I wish to dissever the union that binds us 
together.” Sweden said, “ Very well; if you think you will be 
happier apart from us, then we say ‘Go.’” Another thing 
was when Great Britain said to the Boer leaders, “ Now, we 
have fought one another, but this is your country. Come here 
and help us govern it.” If you northern people had said that 
to Robert E. Lee within two years after the Civil War closed, 
the whole carpetbag period of reconstruction and the saturnalia 
of vice that accompanied it all would never have existed. It 
not only ‘would not have existed, but if a subsequent poet at 
some time had dreamt that it might have existed, serious- 
minded men would have said that he was 


Mr. President, it is 5 o'clock, and under the previous order 


I believe the Senate will adjourn at this time. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. SMOOT. ‘There is no necessity of that at all. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I only make the request to preserve the 
status of the bill. It has been done heretofore. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over as the unfinished 
business. Only one minute remains until 5 o'clock. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
we extend the session for 10 minutes, so as to hold an executive 
session. 

Mr. SMOOT. I object, Mr. President. It is Saturday, and it 
is 5 o’clock. It is time we quit. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. Under the 
order the Senate stands adjourned until 12 o’clock on Monday 
next. 

Thereupon (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, January 10, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, January 8, 1916. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Almighty and everliving God, our heavenly Father, let Thy 
Spirit, we beseech Thee, come mightily upon us, that through its 
divine influence we may think right, choose right, act right in 
all 3 duties and obligations of this day; that at its close we 

may possess a clear corscience, a tranquil mind, and Thine 
shall be the praise, through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Missouri rise? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I desire to ask unanimous consent 
that on Monday next, after the reading of the Journal, I may 
address the House for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLE- 
FORD] asks unanimous consent that after the reading of the 
Journal and the clearing up of business on the Speaker’s table 
on Monday he be allowed to address the House for one hour. 
The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lew1s] has the first hour. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Let me have the second. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri modifies his 
request, to follow Mr. LxwIS, of Maryland? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Subject to the same conditions? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; subject to the same conditions, of 
course. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


CARLOS HEVIA Y REYES GAVILAN (S. DOC. No. 235). 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit a report from the Secretary of State inclosing a 
draft of a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to permit Mr. Carlos Hevia y Reyes Gavilán, a citizen of Cuba, 
to receive instruction at the United States Naval Academy at 
Annapolis, at the expense of the Government of Cuba. 

The Secretary of State points out that the passage of the 
resolution would be regarded as an act of courtesy by the Govern- 
ment of Cuba, and that it would follow established precedents. 

Wooprow WILSON. 


The WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, January 7, 1916. 


RENÉ W. PINTO Y WENTWORTH (s. DOC. NO. 236). 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which was read, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit a report from the Secretary of State inclosing a 
draft of a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
permit Mr. René W. Pintó y Wentworth, a citizen of Cuba, to 
receive instruction at the United States Military Academy at 
West Point, at the expense of the Government of Cuba. 

The Secretary of State points out that the passage of the 
resolution would be regarded as an act of courtesy by the Govern- 
ment of Cuba, and that it would follow established precedents, 

Wooprow WILSON. 

The WHITE HOUSE, 

Washington, January 7, 1916. 
CREW OF NORWEGIAN SHIP “INGRID” (S. DOC. NO. 237). 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States, which was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


At the request of the Norwegian Minister at this Capital, and 
in view of the recommendation of the Secretary of State, I 
transmit the latter’s report and the accompanying documents 
relating to the claim made by the Norwegian Government in 
behalf of three members of the crew of the Norwegian ship 
Ingrid, and I recommend that, as an act of grace and without’ 
reference to the question of the liability of the United States, an 
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appropriation be made to effect a settlement of this claim in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the Secretary of State. 
Wooprow WILSON. 


The WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, January 7, 1916. 


The SPEAKER. The message will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANN. If it is a claim, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs could not report on it. It should go to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. MANN. I say, if it is a claim it would go to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was somewhat in doubt whether 
it ought to go to the Committee on Foreign Affairs or to the 
Committee on Appropriations or to the Committee on Claims. 
The Chair supposes the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois 
is correct, and that the message should be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered printed, together with the accom- 
panying documents, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 136. An act granting an extension of time to construct a 
bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State 
of Illinois; and 

H. R. 4717. An act to authorize Butler County, Mo., to con- 
struct a bridge across Black River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

S. 2409. An act to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. 
to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steuben- 
ville, Jefferson County, Ohio. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that I 
be permitted to address the House on next Tuesday, after the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Herrrs] concludes his remarks, 
for a period of 30 minutes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What about? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FOSTER] 
asks unanimous consent that next Tuesday, at the conclusion 
of the remarks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Heri}, 
he be allowed to address the House for 30 minutes. 

Mr. FOSTER. Not to interfere with privileged bills. 

The SPEAKER. Of course that condition attaches to all of 
these requests, whether it is stated or not. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania rise? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I rise to make a request simi- 
lar to that made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. FOSTER]. 
I should like to have the privilege of addressing the House for 
30 minutes after the gentleman from Illinois has concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Moore] asks unanimous consent that on Tuesday next, at the 
conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Foster], he be allowed to address the House for 30 minutes, 
under the conditions that attach to all these other requests. 
Is there objection? > 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask unan- 
imous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. I am not 
quite prepared to give them now. I merely want to ask to 
extend them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. The equivalent of an hour's time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND- 
BERGH] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. PARK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill H. R. 6460, which was referred to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals, be transferred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. It has to do with a part of a river improvement. 

The SPEAKER. If it is necessary, the Chair asks unanimous 
consent to make a statement about the reference. There is 
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a committee in this House upon Railways and Canals, and 
somehow, or somehow else, the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors for several years has absorbed all the functions of that 
Committee on Railways and Canals. There are half a dozen of 
these bills like the one that the gentleman from Georgia is 
talking about. One of two things ought to be done about them: 
Either the bills that apply to that Committee on Railways. and 
Canals ought to be sent to it, or the committee ought to be 
abolished; so the Chair, not having the power to abolish the 
committee, referred these bills to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals. The Chair thought this statement was due to the 
House. If there is no objection to its going to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, the Chair has none. 

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from Georgia whether or not he 
has talked with the chairman of the Committee on Railways and 
Canals in regard to this reference? 

Mr. PARK, No, sir. This applies to a river improvement in 
southern Georgia. It is supposed to be a part of a system of 
river improvement. 

Mr. GARNER. The bill having gone to the Committee on 
Railways and Canals, it is a courtesy due to the chairman of that 
committee, at least, to speak to him about it before it is taken 
away from his committee. I could not give unanimous consent 
to the transfer of a bill away from the Committee on Railways 
and Canals until the chairman of that committee had been con- 
sulted about it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, this question is 
one that affects more Members of the House than one. A num- 
ber of bills were presented several days ago relating to the pur- 
chase of canal property, with the idea of continuing the improve- 
ment of existing streams upon which the Government is making 
appropriations for improvements, which would seem to put the 
matter within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. But, answering the question of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Garner], I would like to say that I consulted both 
the chairman of the Committee on Railways and Canals and the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and that 
each of these chairmen feels that jurisdiction in matters of this 
kind belongs to his respective committee. 

Apparently it is a question that must be settled by the Speaker 
or by whoever the presiding officer is when the question arises. 
It has been settled once or twice in one or two different ways. 
The question was ruled upon in the last session by a gentleman 
who presided over the Committee of the Whole in favor of the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Railways and Canals, but it 
is a serious question. I think many precedents can be cited to 
prove that the Commtitee on Rivers and Harbors has jurisdic- 
tion of matters of this kind. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will ask the gentleman a question. 
Is it not true that when the House has been in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union discussing a 
river and harbor bill, whenever the point of order has been made 
against one of these projects it has invariably been bowled out? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I will speak of one instance in 
which my recollection is entirely clear. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Raney] was in the chair during the discussion of 
the last river and harbor bill. The point of order was made 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], and it was sus- 
tainec by the chairman of the Committee of the Whole [Mr. 
Raney]. There had been some debate upon the question. 
There had been debate on previous occasions, but the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors told me only yesterday 
that he believed there were ample precedents—I have looked at 
some of them myself—to justify the reference of bills of this 
kind to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. ; 

The SPEAKER. Yes; but the trouble about that is that, as 
far as the Chair knows, the chairman of every one of these 
committees, except the Committee on Railways and Canals, is 
always reaching out for more jurisdiction. That is almost in- 
variably the case, and it grows out of human nature and you 
can not cure it. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I hope the 
Speaker will not rule on this question this morning, because I 
think Representatives are preparing themselves to discuss this 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not ruling. The Chair made a 
statement that he thought was due to the House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the Chair bear with me just a 
moment? I have made the point of order several times on river 
and harbor bills, in various Congresses, against items for canals, 
and the point of order has always been sustained where the 
Chair thought it was an appropriation for a canal. There is no 
question that the reference of the bill to the Committee on Rail- 
ways and Canals is a correct reference where it provides for 
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the purchase or construction of a canal. The Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors has very wide latitude of jurisdiction and 
it never reports upon these individual bills separately. If it 
finds that an item is for improvement of a river, it can in- 
clude that item in its omnibus river and harbor bill if it chooses 
to do so; but the jurisdiction of the bill, when it is introduced 
as a separate measure, is in the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, which committee, I hope, will be revivified and will take 
action on some of these things. x 

The SPEAKER. There is no question about that. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr. MADDEN. I want to try to illuminate this subject a 
little if I can. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not want to intervene 
on some other subject? 

Mr. MADDEN. No. I think, Mr. Speaker, that there is a 
good deal of wisdom in referring matters of this sort to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals; and it seems to me the 
wisest part of the wisdom in connection with it is this, that 
when a bill is introduced for the purchase or construction of a 
canal, this committee reports that bill by itself, and it comes 
before the House on its merits, and everybody in the House 
has a chance to consider the question on its merits; whereas if 
it goes into the river and harbor bill it is not considered on its 
merits at all. 

I believe bills of this sort ought invariably to go to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals, and that there ought not 
to be any opportunity for anybody in the House to shunt aside 
the Committee on Railways and Canals from the consideration 
of questions of this kind. It is a good deal more important 
than may appear on the face. It may involve the Government 
in the expenditure of millions of dollars that otherwise would 
not be expended. If the matter goes to the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee, it may cost the Government millions. If it goes 
to the other committee, it may not cost the Government a cent. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas objects. 


ELECTION TO COMMITTEES. 


Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, upon the recommendation of 
the minority leader [Mr. Mann] I move the election of Hon. 
FREDERICK ©. Hicks, of New York, to fill the minority vacancy 
in the Committee on Accounts and in the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Kircutn], at the suggestion of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], the minority leader, nominates Mr. Hicks, of 
New York, to the vacancy in the Committee on Accounts and 
in the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. Is there 
any further nomination? If not, Mr. Hicks is elected to the 
position. ; 

THE RETURN OF THE PELICAN FLAG. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY] 
is recognized for 15 minutes, under the special order of the 
House heretofore made, 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, on the 24th day of November, 
1814, the rising sun looked down upon a scene of naval activity 
in English waters in the western world unparalleled since the 
discovery of America. It was a bright, cloudless day. In the great 
anchorage formed by two jutting headlands at the western ex- 
tremity of the island of Jamaica an armada had assembled the 
like of which the western world had never seen. In Negril Bay 
50 great armed ships belonging to the English Navy were slowly 
unfurling their white sails to the morning breezes. Their decks 
swarmed with the red-coated soldiery of England. Here was 
the Tonnant, one of Nelson’s prizes in the battle of the Nile, a 
great warship mounting 80 guns. The Royal Oak, a 74-gun ship, 
rode majestically in the harbor. The Dictator, one of the most 
powerful of the English ships, was there, and 47 other ships, the 
flower of the navy of England, then as now the mistress of the 
seas, floated majestically in the calm waters of the bay. Some- 
where out in the Atlantic another grand fleet was on its way to 
still further augment this splendid naval aggregation. For 
months ships and men had been slowly assembling at the island 
of Jamaica for the purpose of effecting the conquest of New Or- 
leans. The scheme was splendidly conceived. New Orleans was 
defenseless. This gay capital of the South was not in a position 
to resist the invaders. With New Orleans in the possession of 
the foe of the new Republic a junction between the armies then 
in Canada and the invaders could be easily formed. Such a plan 
as this, which seemed to the foes of the new Republic sure to 
succeed, might in part overcome the results of our own war for 


independence, at least the westward movement of our popula- 
tion across the continent might be forever suspended. 

The military forces which had assembled for this grand in- 
vasion of the United States comprised four of the regiments 
which had participated in the Battle of Bladensburg and had 
burned the public buildings in Washington. 'The combined fleets 
would transport to the mouth of the Mississippi four regiments 
direct from England, the flower of the army of that country. 
By far the greater part of the men engaged in this enterprise 
were seasoned soldiers fresh from great victories in the fields 
of the Peninsula. They had been led by the victorious Welling- 
ton himself into France; a triumphal march to participate in the 
final victories and triumphs of the British armies. In the ex- 
pedition there were 1,500 marines and 10,000 sailors; in all, a 
force of nearly 20,000 men. No such stupendous enterprise as 
this had ever been attempted in the waters of the New World. 
Victory seemed to be easy and within the grasp of the invading 
forces. Officers had been selected for the city so soon to be 
eaptured. The officer who was to act as collector of the port 
was already on one of the vessels of the fleet, accompanied by 
his five daughters. Some of the officers of the fleet were accom- 


panied by their wives and families. These ladies, all of them, 


anticipated a pleasant winter in the gay, aristocratic, creole 
society of New Orleans. These great ships, as the sun rose high 
in the heavens, amid strains of martial music, moved slowly out 
of the harbor, out past the headlands, out into the sea, and by 
nightfall the shores of the island of Jamaica had faded from 
view. 

News of the mobilization of this force had reached the Capital 
at Washington. The alarming news had traveled to New Or- 
leans. There were no fleets to send that could in any way 
cope with a naval force so strong as this. There were no armies 
within marching distance of New Orleans. There were no 
troops there to defend the city. There were no forts. There 
were no ships to guard the mouth of the Mississippi. Some- 
where in the forests far to the north and east of New Orleans 
a brave soldier of the early American type for 14 months with a 
small force of frontiersmen had been gallantly battling with the 
Indian tribes and had won a series of brilliant victories. 

From Washington a courier was sent to the far-off forests 
bearing an order, signed by the President of the United States, 


directing Gen. Jackson to repair at once to New Orleans and to- 


defend the city against this apparently overwhelming foe. The 
order was speedily obeyed. For 10 days this old soldier rode on 
horseback through the long forest avenues, and on the 2d day 
of December he reached the city of New Orleans, accompanied 
only by his personal staff of five men. The citizens received him 
with enthusiastic demonstrations. With his force of five officers 
he had come to defend a defenseless city, without fleets or 
forts or men, against an expedition so strong as this. He at 
once won the confidence of the citizens of New Orleans as he 
told them that he had come for the purpose of protecting the city 
or perishing in the attempt. The old Indian fighter was enthusi- 
astically received by the creole society of New Orleans, and, to 
their surprise, appeared perfectly at home in the drawing-rooms 
of the cultured leaders of fashionable society in this, the gayest 
city in the western world. He was perfectly at home also among 
the rough frontiersmen—those skilled marksmen of that section 
of the United States—who rapidly assembled to assist in the en- 
terprise of.defending the city. His courage attracted the atten- 
tion and challenged the admiration of the pirates who at that time 
infested the islands and channels known only to them at the 
mouth of the great river, and who volunteered their services in 
the defense of New Orleans. By the middle of December this 
great military leader had assembled two half-filled regiments of 
regular troops, numbering 800 men; two regiments of State 
militia, badly equipped, and a battalion of the brave creole 
guard of New Orleans, in all about 2,000 men. Somewhere out 
in the woods, 10 or 15 days’ march away, 4,000 men were ap- 
proaching the city by forced marches, poorly armed, almost with- 
out equipment, and badly clothed. Only 800 of them arrived 
in time to participate in the fight which followed. Then there 
came the news that the great armada had been safely piloted by 
treacherous Spanish guides through the channels at the mouth 
of the Mississippi and up into the great river. Then followed 


the naval engagement, in which the small fleet of gunboats ` 


hastily assembled for the defense of New Orleans was speedily 
destroyed, and news was brought to New Orleans that the mag- 
nificent army of the invaders had effected a landing and were 
preparing for a victorious march against the city. 

Jackson brought confidence back to the citizens and to his 
army by announcing his determination of driving the invaders 
into the sea, and the engagement on the 24th day of December 
followed. Across the narrow strip of land over which the army 


must pass to reach the city a great wall of earth was speedily 
constructed, and back of it assembled the little army of Jackson, 
outnumbered ten to one, facing the best drilled and disciplined 
troops the world had seen up to that time, equipped, all.of them, 
with the best and most modern arms. In the hastily constructed 
trenches the little army of Americans awaited the onslaught of 
the enemy.. They were not drilled, as were the troops of the 
invaders, but every man knew how to shoot and above their 
ramparts floated the starry banner of the new Republic. They 
had assembled for the purpose of protecting their homes and 
for the purpose of defending the women and the children in the 
city 4 miles to the rear. 

During the period of preparation for the defense of New 
Orleans the ladies of New Orleans had proven always a source 
of inspiration. By expressing confidence in the old warrior 
who commanded the force they encouraged the hardy pioneers 
and trappers and the brave creole soldiery of New Orleans in 
their preparations for the approaching battle. Fair faces looked 
down from the windows of beautiful old New Orleans homes 
as the soldiers drilled in the streets. They enthusiastically 
applauded the passing regiments. They lined the roadways and 
smiled encouragement and approval as the troops marched out 
at the opening of the Christmas holidays of that year to defend 
the city. Stories of cruelty, outrages, and excesses committed 
by the regiments now advancing on the city during the progress 
of their victorious marches in the Peninsula had reached the 
men and women of New Orleans. Booty and beauty had been 
the watchword which animated these regiments as they com- 
mitted their recent outrages in their marches in European coun- 
tries, and the ladies of New Orleans as well as the men who 
defended the city knew what to expect if success crowned the 
efforts of this great invading army. Beautiful homes had been 
arranged for hospital use by the ladies of New Orleans and fair 
hands, unaccustomed to labor of that character, made clothing 
for the soldiers. 

The holiday season slowly passed, then as now a time for 
merriment in the quaint old city. But for the first time at this 
season an atmosphere of gloom hung heavy over all. The 
ladies of New Orleans occupied their time after the departure 
of their defenders in making a beautiful silken banner upon 
which with excellent workmanship they embroidered the emblem 
of the new State of Louisiana—a pelican, white and graceful; 
the emblem which appears upon the great seal of the State, 
which in the religious art of medieval times symbolized always 
self-sacrifice. The bird is represented in heraldry as wounding 
her breast and feeding her young with her own blood. The 
banner completed was presented to Gen. Jackson a few days 
before the great battle. On the 30th day of December of that 
year it was placed in position on the ramparts side by side with 
the American flag as a constant reminder to the soldiers during 
the days which followed of all that a victory for the invaders 
meant to the ladies who had embroidered that banner. Nine 
days later the great battle was fought, The splendid regiments 
of the enemy advanced in overwhelming numbers upon the 
little army of defenders ; the magnificent invading force marched 
confidently forward, prepared and equipped, as every man be- 
lieved, for an easy victory. The humblest private in the ranks 
of the invaders on the Sth day of January, 101 years ago, 
presented in his gay uniform a more martial appearance than 
the major general commanding the American force. Back of 
the intrenchments there were no drilled soldiers, but they were 
prepared—prepared as soldiers ought to be prepared then, pre- 
pared as soldiers ought to be prepared now. They knew how 
to shoot, every one of them. There was but one command given 
those skilled marksmen: “ Hold back your fire until you can see 
the whites of their eyes.” That was the only order obeyed. The 
advancing red lines were not interrupted until they approached 
near the ramparts, and then there blazed out along the whole 
American front the most deadly, the most effective musketry fire 
that had ever occurred in all the wars. For months the English 
had been preparing for this moment. For 30 days the Americans 
had been preparing. On the American side there were no orders 
to fire in regular volleys, but every man picked out his target. 
The battle lasted 45 minutes. On the American side seven men 
were killed. The English Army withdrew. All that night 
American sentinels marched up and down their ramparts, and 
over the battle field the Stars and Stripes and the Pelican flag 
majestically floated side by side. [Applause.] 

That night the cold light of stars shone down in the faces 
and on the stiffening forms of 4,000 of the red-coated soldiery 
of England, who lay dead just outside the intrenchments. Word 
was sent back to the ladies of New Orleans to prepare their 
hospitals not for the wounded of the American Army but for the 
Wounded men of the army of the invaders. Ten days later the 
remnants of the English force sadly and miserably embarked 
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upon their ships and sailed away forever from American shores. 
[Applause.] Jackson and his men, with the American flag and 
the Pelican banner borne proudly at the head of the column, 
marched in triumph back to the Creole City. [Applause.] 

The banner, however, which had inspired Jackson’s men in 
the great battle disappeared from view and was almost for- 
gotten. Nearly half a century passed, and during that long 
period of time no one knew where that historie banner was 
kept nor who cared for it. Slowly the decades passed and the 
War between the States commenced and proceeded with its 
great battles along the longest battle front the world had ever 
known. On the 17th day of May, 1863, in the fiercely fought 
battle at Big Black River Bridge in Mississippi a body of 
Louisiana soldiers found themselves engaged with a detach- 
ment of Cavalry from Illinois; and at the head of the Louisiana 
soldiers there was carried the old historic Pelican flag; the 
banner which nearly half n hundred years before had inspired 
the defenders of New Orleans. During the progress of the bat- 
tle at the bridge the banner was captured by the Illinois Cav- 
alry under Gen. Osterhaus and was carried back by them to 
Illinois and deposited with other captured battle emblems in 
Memorial Hall in the great capital building at Springfield, III., 
and again the ladies of New Orleans lost all trace of the his- 
toric banner. 

One year ago to-day on the occasion of the celebration of the 
one hundredth anniversary of the Battle of New Orleans Mrs. 
Robert Hall Wiles, of Chicago, the national president of the 
United Daughters of 1812, was in New Orleans and partici- 
pated in the ceremonies of that occasion. While there she was 
advised by Mrs. J. B. Richardson, former president of the 
Daughters of 1776 and 1812, to the effect that the Pelican ban- 
ner was in Illinois, and Mrs. Richardson and other ladies of 
New Orleans belonging to this great patriotic organization, 
asked her to request its return to New Orleans. On her jour- 
yey back to Chicago Mrs. Wiles stopped at Springfield and was 
able, with the assistance of the custodian of our Memorial Hall, 
to locate, safely preserved by the State of Illinois, the historic 
old banner embroidered by the ladies of New Orleans over 100 
years ago. She appeared before the State senate in Illinois and 
communicated to them the request from the ladies of New Or- 
leans, the descendants of the ladies who embroidered the ban- 
ner, that the banner be returned to them. 

Hon. Thomas Campbell, of Rock Island, III., a member at 
that time of the State senate and a Grand Army man, presented 
a joint resolution providing for the return of the banner. In 
the interval between the introduction of the resolution and 
its passage the Grand Army organization in Illinois indorsed 
the resolution. It unanimously passed both houses and was 
signed by the governor, and to-day the old Pelican flag is home 
again, back in the city of New Orleans, returned by the great 
State of Illinois to the descendants of the ladies who made it. 
[Applause. ] 

At this very hour, on this the anniversary of the Battle of 
New Orleans, in this historic old southern city, a high official 
of Illinois, the adjutant general of that great State, acting on 
behalf of the governor and for the Legislature of Illinois and 
for the 6,000,000 people who live in Illinois, is participating in 
the ceremonies connected with the return of the old Pelican flag 
to its proper custodians, to the Daughters of 1776 and 1812 of 
the State of Louisiana, and to them to-day is committed the 
care and protection of this beautiful silken banner which has 
played so prominent a part in the history of New Orleans and 
of the United States. [Applause.] 

The city of New Orleans was nearly 100 years old when 
Jackson and his little army defended it so gallantly. Over it 
had floated the flag of France and the flag of Spain. Just out- 
side the city boundaries for many years there floated the flag 
of England, but from 1803 until the outbreak of the Civil War 
the Stars and Stripes floated over the old city. During a part 
of the period of the War between the States the banners of the 
Confederacy waved over its public buildings. About and around 
the old city five flags have floated, and the citizens of Loui- 
siana have during its history lived under five different Govern- 
ments, They know something about flags in New Orleans, but 
on this one hundred and first anniversary of the Battle of New 
Orleans, next to the Stars and Stripes, dearest and most cher- 
ished by every loyal citizen of New Orleans is the old, Pelican 
flag, which to-day the great State I have the honor in part to 
represent here is returning to the old city and to the descendants 
of the fair ladies who made it. [Loud applause.] The cere- 
mony which proceeds to-day under sunny skies in this quaint old 
city of the Southland means that for all of us, whether we live 
in the North or whether we live in the South, the unpleasant 
memories of long ago are forgotten, and we remember only the 
feats of arms of the men who wore the blue and of the men who 
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wore the gray. Proud, whether we live in the South or in the 
North, of the American courage and manhood displayed in the 
armies of the North and in the armies of the South in the dark 
days of the early sixties. The return of the Pelican flag to-day 
means that all traces of the chasm which divided the sections 
of our country half a hundred years ago have disappeared, and 
under one banner all the States of our common country moye 
forvard irresistibly to meet the tremendous destiny of the 
future. [Loud applause. ] 

‘The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Louisiana, Gen. Estoprnat. [Applause.] > 

Mr. ESTOPINAL. Mr. Speaker, it is with great diffidence 
that I approach the subject which has been so thoroughly dis- 
cussed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Rarxey]. I address 
myself, however, to the flag episode. 

Mr. Speaker, I was glad when the gentleman from Illinois 
informed me a few days ago that he would address the House 
on the subject of the function that is taking place in New 
Orleans to-day, the subject of which is the return of the 
Andrew Jackson flag, as this old flag is called, to the ladies of 
New Orleans by the State of Illinois. This flag was presented 
by the ladies of New Orleans on the eve of the Battle of New 
Orleans to Gen. Jackson. It was carried through the Battle of 
New Orleans and floated from the headquarters of Gen. Jack- 
son. After the battle it lay in some museum. No one had 
heard of it until 48 years afterward it was unfurled again to 
the breeze and carried by a Confederate regiment into battle. 
It was captured from the Confederates at the Battle of Big 
Black Bridge in Mississippi on the 17th of May, 1863. by the 
gallant troopers of the great Commonwealth of Illinois, headed 
by Gen. Osterhaus, and I am sure that if any of them could they 
would testify to the fact that it was not wrested from its 
defenders without a struggle. A 

It was carried to the State of Illinois, and has been until now 
in the Memorial Hall of that State. Some years ago it was dis- 
covered by Mrs. Richardson, a former president of the Daugh- 
ters of 1776 and 1812, and she followed up her work until a 
year ago, when Mrs. Wills, I believe, president of the United 
States Daughters of 1776 and 1812, visited New Orleans on the 
occasion of the centennial of the Battle of New Orleans, who 
joined Mrs, Richardson and other ladies of New Orleans in the 
efort to recover the flag, and from that work resulted the 
passage of an act of the General Assembly of the State of 
Illinois authorizing the transfer of the flag to the ladies of 
New Orleans, the daughters of those ladies who made the flag 
in 1814. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, demonstrations of this kind are manifest 
proof of the brotherly feeling that exists among all the people 
of this great country. Here is a flag that was captured 53°years 
ago, and now the great State of Illinois takes notice of this 
and by act of the legislature authorizes the return of this 
emblem to the custody of those from whom it was taken, which 
is another of the manifestations so frequent in recent times 
that have contributed so largely to show that we are indeed 
reunited. [Applause.] I am sure that this demonstration 
to-day, this beautiful function, with all its official ceremony and 
social eclat, taking place in New Orleans, will implant in the 
breast of every patriotic American citizen a feeling of pride and 
of abiding faith in our ability to maintain the honor and integ- 
rity of our country against any odds, no matter who they are. 

I happened to be at the Battle of Big Black Bridge, though I 
was not in the ranks. It is a peculiar incident, and I will relate 
it briefly, because it forms a remarkable coincidence. I was 
detailed just a few hours before to take out of the city of Vicks- 
burg the Federal prisoners we had on our hands. There were 
but few of them, and they had been rescued from the waters 
of the Mississippi River, and I myself had assisted in rescuing 
some of them from the boats we sank as they attempted to go 
by our batteries. [Applause.] At 12 o'clock at night I was 
ordered to prepare to leave on the next train, and at daybreak 
we left with our prisoners on the last train that left Vicksburg 
and went through the battle field while the battle was going on. 
Extending from the bridge head the Confederates were lying 
along the railroad embankment. Within a mile probably, or less, 
came the Federal line, just emerging from the woods. They 
had not brought up their artillery yet; the battle was just 
beginning. But they tried their best to stop the train by rifle 
fire. We, however, pulled through without any disaster, and 
that is how I participated in the Battle of Big Black Bridge. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the gentleman from Illinois 
in my name and in the name of the people of my State for the 
magnificent address that he delivered here to-day, and for his 


flattering allusions to the people of New Orleans. [Loud-ap- 
plause.] 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] may proceed for three min- 
utes before we take up the regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
ALLEN] may address the House for three minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. Speaker, I was not on the floor when the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpyer] delivered his 
speech yesterday, having been called out on account of the seri- 
ous illness of a relative. I have since read it in the Record, 
however, and I must say it is a very intemperate, indiscrect, 
and unfortunate utterance, Such speeches do no good, but, on 
the contrary, stir up strife at a time when our Representatives. 
of all men, should keep cool. He makes sweeping charges 
against the German-Americans as a class which I know to be 
untrue. I have lived among German-Americans all my life. 
They are liberty-loving, law-abiding citizens. In the war to 
preserve this Union there were no more patriotic citizens than 
they. I know many who served in my father’s company, and 
often heard him speak of their bravery and patriotism. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner] attempts to 
indict a race, but he shows that he knows nothing about that 
race or its contribution to the history of our country. One 
might have expected to hear such a speech in the British Parlin- 
ment, but certainly not in the Congress of the United States. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, entirely apart from what has just 
occurred, I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] may proceed for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massuchusetts 
[Mr. GarpNer] may proceed for 10 minutes. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, in my address yesterday 1 
spoke as follows: 

Ammunition— 

Says the German-American— 


helps the allles; so, by hook or by crook, by laws or by strikes, hy gold 
or by dynamite, by torpedo or by mine, let us do what we can to keep 
ammunition from reaching our enemies. 

Whereupon the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD] 
interrupted me and asked me what authority I had for my state- 
ment. To this I replied that the metropolitan press was my 
authority. I totally forgot to add “and likewise the President 
of the United States.” For I find in President Wilson's message 
these words: 

There are citizens of the United States, I blush to admif, born under 
other fags but welcomed under our generous naturalization laws to the 
full freedom and opportunity of America, who have ee the poison 
of disloyalty into the very arteries of our national life; who bave 
sought to bring the authority and good name of our Government into 
contempt to destroy our industries whereyer they thought it effective 
for their vindictive purposes to strike at them, and to debase dur politics 
to the uses of foreign intrigue. 

Now, later in the day the gentleman from Wisconsin made a 
number of comments on my words. At the time he spoke I 
happened to be in the gallery, and I was one of those who 
thought that perhaps there was something. personal in his re- 
marks, though he says, and I accept his statement with great 
good will, that there was nothing of the kind intended. He 
did not direct any of his remarks toward me, it appears. Fur- 
thermore, the gentleman from Wisconsin came to me later and 
asked me if I wanted anything struck out of the RECORD. I 
said, “ No.” Because, Mr. Speaker, striking matters out of the 
Recorp does not strike them out of the press. Now. here is 
what the gentleman said, when he spoke of the enlistments 
from Massachusetts for service in the Spanish War: 

If Germany or Austria-Hungary should attempt by any deliberate 
act to insult our Government or to invade our rights, I am sure that 
these German-Americans who in times past haye shown their loyalty 
would respond to the colors nobly, and not as some of the volunteers 
from effete New England in the Spanish War did when they enlisted 
in that little war, spuna a little and crumbling country, when after 
they enlisted they d. their mothers go and beg the governor of 
Massachusetts, Goy. Wolcott, 
[Laughter,] 

Mr. Speaker, it neyer occurred to me to answer the gentle- 
man. It seemed to me foolish to suppose that anybody in 
Massachusetts would be interested in trivial chatter of that sort. 
We are accustomed to casual vituperation there. We consider 
it rather a compliment. If you did not say anything about us 
we should think that really we had become effete, But the 
newspaper men tell me that I am expected to say something. 

However, I shall not defend Massachusetts. Her defense is 
in the pages of this country’s history; but I am going to defend 
these wretched young Massachusetts volunteers if it so be 


not to send them to the front, 
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that they are not the figment of the gentleman’s imagination. 
I am going to say a word ‘about these young gentlemen, real 
or fictitious, whose mothers went to Gov. Wolcott and tried to 
arrange that they should not be sent to the front, At all events, 
Mr. Speaker, I can say in their defense that they actually 
enlisted; that they took the risk of being sent to the front. 
It was not everybody who did that. As to their mothers’ 
efforts to save them from service of a dangerous nature, those 
efforts were singularly unsuccessful. In the Spanish War 
Massachusetts furnished six volunteer regiments. One of them 
was a regiment of Coast Artillery, which is always at the 
front, but we will not reckon it as at the front for it had no 
casualties in action. There were five Infantry regiments, of 
which three were at the front, all of them having casualties in 
action. A fourth Infantry regiment, the Eighth Massachusetts, 
garrisoned Matanzas, Cuba, after the war. 

I hold in my hand the Historical Register and Dictionary of 
the United States Army, volume 2, and I refer you to page 290. 
There T find that, outside of the Rough Riders, the only volun- 
teer regiments which had casualties in action in Cuba were 
the Thirty-third Michigan, the Seventy-first New York, the 
Second Massachusetts, and the Ninth Massachusetts. Here in 
my hand I hold the Operations of the Army for 1898. I turn 
to that part of the report of the Major General Commanding the 
Army which refers to the Porto Rican campaign. There I find 
that the only regiments of volunteers in Porto Rico which had 
casualties were the Sixteenth Pennsylvania, the Fourth Ohio, 
the Third Wisconsin, and the Sixth Massachusetts. So, you see, 
that out of nine volunteer regiments in Cuba and Porto Rico 
which had casualties in action no less than three came from 
Massachusetts, 

Mr. Speaker, I know something about the Wisconsin troops 
in the Spanish War. There were two regiments of them, the 
Second and Third Wisconsin, in the brigade with which T 
served in Porto Rico. I could not ask for any finer young 
Americans than there were in the Second and Third Wisconsin. 
I was proud of them as fellow volunteers. Yet I venture to say 
that if I were to delve into the court-martial records of Gen. 
Ernst’s brigade I should find that some discreditable acts had 
been performed, not only by a few of the boys in the Second and 
Third Wisconsin Regiments but by a few of the boys in the 
Sixteenth Pennsylvania as well. Wherever you gather 3,000 
young men together there is sure to be misdemeanor and even 
crime. Surely no one would judge those stout troops by the 
few rascals in their ranks. Why judge the Massachusetts 
troops by a few silly mothers, if any silly mothers there actually 
were? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF- 
Forp] is not a new Member of the House. He has been here a 
great many years. He knows that he is not an irresponsible 
muckraker who can get up and make statements and not have 
them challenged and not be asked to specify. He knows better 
than that. He aspires to be a leader, and he sits at the table 
of the near leaders. When the Republican leader, the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Mann], is absent the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, as a volunteer or otherwise, to some extent at least 
fills our leader’s shoes. [Laughter.] The gentleman has certain 


specialties of leadership which he has assumed. Perhaps he. 


has been elected to perform them. I do not know. At all 
events, at times, he has assumed the leadership. Now, one of 
the qualities of leadership is to command the respect of the 
House. There is only one way in which you can command the 
respect of the House, and that is to make good what you say 
and tell where you got the information on which you base your 
charges. [Applause.] ` 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to address the House not exceeding two minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHER- 
LEY] asks unanimous consent for two minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to become a 
party to the quarrel between the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. GARDNER] and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF- 
¥orD]. For my part I have not felt that I should indulge in 
speeches that might serve to affect or at least appear to affect 
that neutrality which is peculiarly incumbent upon a Member 
of this House to exhibit at all times. But inasmuch as the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts has seen fit this morning to under- 
take to back his speech of yesterday by a quotation from the 
address delivered by the President of the United States to the 
Congress, I think it is but fitting that that part of the address 
which relates to the subject matter should be given in its en- 
tirety. The gentleman unfortunately stops at a point in his 
remarks where the quotation might give to those not familiar 
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with the entire text a totally wrong impression. The gentleman 
read as follows, reading from the President’s address: 

There are citizens of the United States, I blush to admit, 
other flags but welcomed under our — —. — — Msc {othe 
full freedom and opportunity of America, who have red the poison 
of disloyalty into the hat i arteries of our national lite ; who have 
iy 45 to bring the autho: and good name of our Government into 
contempt, to destroy our industries wherever they thought it effective 
for their vindictive to strike at them, and to debase our 
policies to the uses of foreign intrigue. 

I desire to continue the quotation by reading the following, 
that immediately comes after: é 

Their number is not t as com d with the whole number of 
those sturdy hosts by w ur N has been 
generations out of virile foreign „ ö 

It is one thing to condemn those, no matter where they come 
from or what their lineage, who are disloyal to the American 
people, to the American Government, and to our flag. It is an- 
other thing to condemn wholesale a people because of their par- 
ticular lineage. [Applause.] 


WATER-POWER DEVELOPMENT ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 408) 
to provide for the development of water power and the use of 
public lands in relation thereto, and for other purposes, and 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 408) to provide for the development 
of water power and the use of public lands in relation thereto, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. Harrison in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
House bill 408. The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill for amendment. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FERRIS. I understand that all debate on the paragraph 
is exhausted, except five minutes reserved to the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Seven minutes remain. The Clerk will 
report the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BENNET]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, page 6, line 10, after the word “act,” by inserting or its 
cancellation as herein provided.” 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the chair- 
man of the committee has no serious objection to this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to say that. 
The debate on this section is closed to all except the committee. 
I think sections 1 and 6 both take care of the amendment 
offered, and I really hope that the gentleman will not ask that 
it go in at this time. Since talking with the gentleman I have 
read section 1 and section 6, and I am convinced that the gen- 
tleman’s amendment is unnecessary. I do not think it will do 
any harm, but I do not want to accept an amendment that is 
unnecessary. 

Mr. BENNET. I ask a vote on it, I think the gentleman from 
Oklahoma is mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. BEN- 
NET] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, at the end of section 6: 

“Provided, however, That such leases whenever practicable, be 
made at public lettings on competitive bids notice publicly given.” 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. We have 
passed section 6 and read section 7, and closed debate on that, 

Mr. BENNET. The gentleman is in error. 

Mr. FERRIS. No; I am not in error. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that we were on 
section 6 when the House adjourned last night. 

Mr. BENNET. And a motion was made to strike it out. 
Mr. FERRIS. I am in error about that, and I withdraw my 


point of order. 

The The Clerk will again report the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET]. 
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The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that] the gentleman's amendment a third lessee would not be re- 


the “noes” seemed to have it. quired to fulfill any contract of the first lessee. 
Mr. BENNET. A division, Mr. Chairman. Mr. BENNET. What I had in mind particularly was a case 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 42. arising under section 12 where there was a cancellation of a 
So the amendment was rejected. lease. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs on the amend- Mr. MANN. Yes. ` 

ment offered by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MOXNDELL], Mr. BENNET. And if the United States could enter into 

to strike out the section. it—I do not think it could, after the House voted down my 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. amendment a moment or two ago, but assuming that it could— 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. then the provisions that ought to be carried out would be the 
The Clerk rend as follows: provisions of the lease immediately preceding the cancellation. 
Syd. T. That where, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Interior, | because there is a lapse of time conditions 

the public interest requires or justifies the execution by any lessee of Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not get my point. The first 


contracts for the sale and delivery of electrical energy for periods ex- ana 5 

tending beyond the life of “the. feats, but for not — than 20 years . ere contract. 

thereafter, such contracts may be entered into upon the approval of the Mr. SENE ET. Yes. 

ma Pyare om thereafter, 14 the event ot ie Sarela rby tha Mr. MANN. The first lease is cancled, and a second lease 

United States of the option to take over the plant in the ma’ is made. The contract has been made by the first lessee. 

ee See ep petit CWO lp bigs Bot gy OE tR EAR Gla peo The second lessee is required to carry out the contracts of the 
Mr. BENNET. I move to amend the section, Mr. Chairman, CC . 

by inserting, in line 23. after the word “in,” the word “ either.” ne 

“rhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. | ok these contracts at all by the third lessee, because it would 

The gentleman from New York will restate his amendment. only refer to the contracts made by the second lessee, who had 
Mr. MANN. That is easy. made no contracts, although the contracts of the first lessee 
Mr. BENNET. On line 23, page d, after the second use of vonia have to be carried out by the second lessee while he had 
S e res e fe ; the lease. 

a rigid 3 ont * Mr. BENNET. Oh, I think the gentleman overlooks the lan- 
Page 0 Une 23 e the second word “in” insert the word either.“ guage of section 6, applicable to still another condition, and that 
i : eae te j z * 1 is where the Secretary of the Interior has taken over a lease. 
So that the line will rend: On the expiration of a lease he is given the power there to grant 
In the manner provided in either section 5 or 6 hereof. it to another lessee, under such conditions and for such periods 
Mr, BENNET. Mr. Chairman, yesterday the gentleman from | as the law may authorize, which may be entirely different from 

Illinois [Mr. MANN] said, very wisely, that this bill would come ! the original contract entered into by the first lessee. 

under the scrutiny of very able men, who would take advantage Mr. MANN. Oh, but here is the first lessee making a contract 

even of commas. There is no “manner provided by section 


to supply power. His lease is canceled. The purpose of this 
5 or 6.” As the bill now reads there ma; be a manner provided | bill is to require the second lessee to carry out the contract. 
by section 5 and another manner provided by section 6; and 


That is the purpose of section 7. 
if the chairman and the committee want certainty, and if the Mr. BENNET. Certainly. 
House wants certainty, t.y ought to accept this amendment. Mr. MANN. Now, if that is a proper purpose, these contracts 
That is all I have to say on it. ought to be carried out also by the third lessee. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman will remember that in the Jast Mr. BENNET. Certainly. 
Congress it read “ five or six,” which may have been an incon- Mr. MANN. But the gentleman’s amendment would not re- 
gruity. The committee amended it to read “section 5 or 6.” 


quire that. 
That may be a matter of grammar, and I am inclined to think Mr. BENNET. A gentleman sitting by me suggests that we 
the nmendinent offered is a proper one. 


might-reach it by saying “all prior lessees.” 
Mr. FERRIS. I have no serious objection to the amendment, Mr. CRAMTON, Will the gentleman yield? 
but I was of the opinion that the word “ or” between “5” and Mr. BENNET. I should like to answer the question of the 
6.“ under any ordinary, reasonable construction, would let 


gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Many], and then I will yield. Let 
them proceed under each one. 5 


us assume that there are four or five cancellations—— 
Mr. MANN. I fully agree with the gentleman, and I think Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman’s purpose. 
that the words “ section 5 or 6,” while they might not be gram- 


Mr. BENNET. Yes. : 
matically correct, would accomplish the purpose. Yet it is safe Mr. MANN. Should not the third lessee carry out the con- 
to put it in the best form. tracts made by the first lessee aS well as by the second lessee? 
Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET] Mr. BENNET. Certainly. 
feels keenly about it, I shall not oppose it. Mr. MANN. I think the bill as reported is open to criticism, 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the | but I think the gentleman’s amendment makes it worse. 
gentleman from New York [Mr. BENNET]. 


Mr. BENNET. How about the words “all prior lessees”? 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Then there can be no question. 
Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 
out the word “ first,” in line 25, page 6, and to insert in lieu 


Mr. BENNET. Yes. 

thereof the word “ prior.” Mr. CRAMTON. Section 7 describes the contracts referred to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. Why not stop with the words “such contracts“ and strike out 
The Clerk read as follows: the words “entered into by the first lessee”? Then I think the 
Page 6, line 25, strike out the word “ first" and insert the word | Section will sufficiently describe the contracts referred to. 

prior.“ Mr. BENNET. I think that accomplishes the object, and I 
Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, under the provisions of sec- | shall be very glad to withdraw my amendment. 

tion 12 of this bill there might be five or six lessees during the The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


— Se tS 


50-year period. If the language is left as it is in the bill— Mr. FERRIS. I ask unanimous consent to close the debate 
The United States or its new lessee shall assume and fulfill all such | on this paragraph and amendments in five minutes. 
contracts entered into by the first lessee. Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman have any objection to this 


That is not what is intended. What is intended is that the | amendment? 
United States or the new lessee shall assume and fulfill all Mr. FERRIS. I could not hear it. 
such contracts entered into by the lessee immediately prior Mr. BENNET. It seems to me the gentleman from Michigan 
thereto, because there might be five or six. suggests an amendment which would cover the whole thing. 
Mr. LENROOT. If the gentleman’s criticism is well taken, Mr. FERRIS. What is it? 
does not the same objection apply to the use of the word Mr. CRAMTON. To strike out the words “entered into by 
“prior,” which would relate only to the lessee immediately | the first lessee” and let the paragraph stop with the words 
prior, and if there were four more preceding him they would |“ such contracts.” 


not be covered by the gentleman’s amendment? Mr. MANN. In other words, the bill authorizes the making 
Mr. BENNET. That is exactly my idea of what the bill | of contracts with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 
means. If a lease is canceled, the purpose would be to have the con- 


Mr. MANN. I am inclined to think the gentleman’s criticism | tracts carried out by whomever has them. I think this will do it. 
was well taken. Supposing there is a second lessee. He is Mr. FERRIS. Let me submit a suggestion. The first lease is 
required to fulfill the contracts entered into by the first lessee, | the one that has been well under observation. This first lease 
The second lessee does not make the contracts. Now, under | might pass into the hands of subsequent holders. There are so 
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many things that might intervene that we have thought it well 
to lean on the first lease rather than on any subsequent lease. 

Mr. MANN. But the gentleman would say at once that the 
second lessee, if there be one, could make a contract with the 
approval of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. And if he made a contract it should be carried 
out and the amendment would carry out all the contracts. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my amendment and offer the following: On line 25, 
after the word “contracts,” strike out the remainder of the 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent to withdraw his amendment and offer another. Is 
there objection? j j 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will now report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 


Strike out all after the word “ contracts,” on page 6, line 25. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Sec. 8. That for the occu and use of lands and other property 
of the United States permitted’ onder this act the Secretary of the 
ease and to collect charges 


lant, and the proceeds 
ria as a part of the 
ngress approved June 17, 

ter the 


shall be paid into, 5 appro 
reclamation fund created by the act o 


fund of an 
act and a 


fund shall be 
tion of each 
the hydroelectric power or apg: § is gen 
moneys to be used by such State for the support of public schools or 
other educational institutions or for the construction of public im- 
provements, or both, as the legislature of the State may direct: Pro- 
vided, That leases for the development of power a munici cor- 
porations solely for municipal use shall be issu withont rental 
charge, and that leases for development of power not in excess of 25 
horsepower may be issued to individuals or associations for domestic, 
mining, or irrigation use without such charge. x 

Sec. 9. That in case of the development, generation, transmission, 
or use of wer or energy under a lease given under this act in a 
State which has not provided a commission or other authority having 
power to re te rates and service of electrical energy and the 
issuance of stock and bonds by public-utility corporations engaged in 
power development, transmission, and d the control of 
service and of charges for ce to consumers and stock and bond 
issues shall be vested in the Secretary of the Interior or committed 
to such body as may be authorized by Federal statute until such 
time as the State shall provide a commission or other authority for 
such tion and control. 

Sec. 10. That where the Secretary of the Interior shall determine 
lands heretofore or hereafter reserved as water- 
power sites or for purposes in connection with r a develop- 

injured for 
e same may 


thereto, 50 

iz and returned to the reclamation 
d by the Secretary of the Treasury after the expira- 
scal year to the State within the boundaries of which 
erated and developed, said 


bution 


strued to en or abrid, 
to use the public lands Alone. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the committee amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read the committee amendment, as follows: 

On T, line 4, strike out the language “for all power developed 
and sald or used and insert the following: “ therefor, which charges 
or rentals in all cases where the power is generated and developed in 


whole or in part upon lands belonging to the United States may be 
measured by the power so developed and sold or used.” x 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
amend the committee amendment by leaving out the word 


“ therefor ” from the language inserted on page 7, line 5. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unan- 


imous consent to amend the committee amendment by striking 
out the word “therefor” in line 5. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the committee 
amendment as modified. 

The committee amendment as modified was agreed to, 


The Clerk read the next committee amendment as follows: 

Page 7, line 33, insert af e s 75 a 
5 thereof for he Pelt wing og 1 7 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BENNET. If this amendment is adopted, would it there- 
after estop an amendment striking out language including this 
language? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think the gentleman is 
precluded from offering an amendment to the paragraph striking 
out language which includes this language. The question is on 
the committee amendment. s 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next committee amendment as follows : 

Page 7, line 35, after the word “ other,” insert the word “ public.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

i LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
men 

The Clerk read as follows: 

T, line 10, after the word “plant,” insert the words “in de- 
velop power.“ 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this was to 
permit the charge measured by the power developed, for all 
the power other than that necessary for the operation of the 
dam. My attention was called this morning to the possible con- 
struction of the language as it appears in the bill. A manu- 
factory plant might be used in connection and conjunction with 
it, and all be regarded as one plant. To avoid any possibility 
of that construction my amendment inserts the words “in de- 
veloping power,” so that that power could not be charged for, 
and the power that will be charged for will be such power as is 
necessary for the dam and accessory work, 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Acknowledging the point, which I think is a 
good one, it might be, however, that there would be navigation 
somewhere developed through locks which would have no par- 
ticular business in developing the power. If you operated 
locks for the purpose of navigation, the Government would not 
want to charge for the use of the power consumed in opening 
and closing the locks in the interest of navigation. I make this 
suggestion so that it may be taken care of later. 

Mr. LENROOT. The committee will bear that in mind; but 
I think that for the present it is taken care of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 8, line 7, at the end of the section add the following words: 
„And provided further, That all charges or rentals received for or 
arising out of the use of land or property within a national forest shall 
be paid into the Treasury of the United States as are other receipts 
of national forests, and shall be used and distributed in the same 
manner as such other receipts.” 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Chairman, we are carrying on a 
forestry policy at large expense, and there is considerable criti- 
cism of it, as everyone very well knows who has been on this 
floor and heard or taken part in debate when the Agricultural 
appropriation bill was under consideration. I think no feature 
of the Agricultural appropriation bill stirs up so much feeling 
as that relating to the national forests, and largely on account 
of the expense of administering the forests. It seems to me it 
is only fair that when these forests are to be used, when their 
resources are made available and placed at the disposal of 
private interests and revenue arises from them, the national 
forests ought to be credited with the proceeds, ought to be 
credited with that revenue. That revenue ought not to be 
diverted to any other service or used for any other purpose. 

The revenue of the national forests arising from the sale of 
timber and for the use of grazing land is all put into the Federal 
Treasury. Twenty-five per cent of the total receipts are paid 
back to the States or to the local communities where the prop- 
erty out of which the receipts or revenues accrue is situated. 
The Congress several times has had occasion to consider the wis- 
dom of that provision and has discussed the proper amount of 
the receipts that should properly be payable to local communities, 
and 25 per cent has been determined as the proper proportion 
they shall receive. That is the disposition that would be made 
of this money if it were paid into the Federal Treasury in ac- 
cordance with my amendment, I think it is the proper disposi- 
tion to be made of the money. The forests, which are maintained 
at large expense, that expense being severely criticized, ought to 
have the benefit of all their resources and of all their revenue. 
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The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Michigan 
has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the expiration of three minutes debate on this paragraph and 
amendments thereto close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that at the expiration of three minutes debate on 
the paragraph and all amendments thereto close. Is there ob- 
jection? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five 
minutes, whether how or a little later. 

Mr, FERRIS. Will a later section do just as well? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I think this is the section upon which I 
ought to speak. 

Mr, FERRIS. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent to close the 
debate at the expiration of 10 minutes, 5 minutes of that time 
to be consumed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORDNEY] 
and 5 minutes by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN.: Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I have a couple of amend- 
ments to this section which I desire to offer. This section has a 
good many different provisions in it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the request and 
ask that at the expiration of 10 minutes all debate on the present 
amendment shall cease. 


gentleman from Oklahoma as modified? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, what I want to say is this: 
In 1902 an act was passed which provided for the creation of a 
fund to be made up from a portion of the proceeds of the sale 
of land in various States for a reclamation fund. In that act 
it was provided that no project should be begun until there was 


money in the fund to complete the project under the direction | 


of the Secretary of the Interior. Money came into that fund 
very rapidly for a few years, and it was finally discovered that 
there was some twenty-odd million dollars in it. The men who 
had the matter in charge evidently being very anxious to get at 
the money to expend it, investigated and recommended 32 recla- 
mation projects. I am not opposed to reclamation. Those 32 
projects were estimated to cost $48,000,000. Work began on 
the entire 32 projects at about the same time. 

In 1910 representatives of the Department of the Interior 
came before the Committee on Ways and Means and asked for 
a bond issue of $30,000,000 to replenish that fund, recommended 
by the President. A Mr. Davis, who represented the Interior 
Department, made the statement that the finest crew of engi- 
neers ever assembled in a body had been assembled and was at 
work on those projects, and that on those 32 projects, estimated 
to cost a total of $48,000,000, the sum of $73,000,000 had been 
expended, and it had been discovered that it would require 
$75,000,000 more to finish the work. Yet they were the greatest 
and most efficient body of engineers ever assembled. Congress 
at that time declined to authorize the issue of $80,000,000 of 
bonds, the proceeds of which were to be used in the reclamation 
fund, but as I now remember it an authorization of $10,000,000 
was made. 

Mr. MONDELIL. Twenty million dollars. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Twenty million dollars, the gentleman from 
Wyoming says; but the proceeds of the sale of those lands, in- 
stend of going into the fund for the furthering of these projects, 
should be retained to pay those bonds when they came due. It 
was further shown that when those funds had been exhausted a 
great number of men had settled upon the lands that were to be 
reclaimed by those irrigation projects, and had been working 
for the Government. When the money that was in the fund 
had been exhausted, their wages were increased, and a cer- 
tificate, in every sense a due bill, was issued to each of these 
men, which certificate, it was understood, would be accepted by 
the Government as so much cash when they came to pay for the 
land. The plan of payment of this land was to be based upon 
the eost of the project, prorated on the number of acres of land to 
be reclaimed. In some instances it was estimated the cost would 
be $210 for every acre reclaimed. Secretary Ballinger called the 
attention of the Attorney General to the methods then being 
used, and the Attorney General replied there was no authoriza- 
tion of law for these methods, and that those due bills were not 
worth the paper they were written upon, and ordered the system 
stopped. At that point a breach between the Secretary of the 
Interior and Mr. Pinchot took place. But the proceedings were 
stopped. It was found also that, contrary to the law, money 
5 N been diverted from one State to another State in these 
projects. 


The law provided no money should be taken from one State 
and used upon a project in another State without its return 
to its proper State within a given time. The system was 
started. The lands to be reclaimed were very valuable and are 
valuable, but those funds were handled with a criminal negli- 
gence and mismanagement of the Government’s money. 

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SLOAN. I am interested to know something about those 
engineers. What were they—construction, civil engineers, or 
were they financial and credit engineers that have arisen re- 
cently in this country? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will say to the gentleman the only infor- 
mation I had was given by a gentleman by the name of Davis, 
who appeared before the committee and stated this corps of 
engineers had been sent out to examine the reclamation projects 
to see if it would be entirely practicable to establish and reclaim 
a certain amount of land. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Will the gentleman give me one or two 
minutes in order to answer the question? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will yield to the gentleman one minute of 


‘my time, although the debate is limited. 


Mr. MONDELL. May I ask the attention of the gentleman 
from Oklahoma for a moment? I suppose the 10-minnte dis- 
cussion was to be on the bill. The gentleman from Michigan 


is discussing an entirely different matter. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
‘sale of lands in the forest reserves are to be diverted to this 
‘reclamation purpose, and that is what I am talking about. 


Mr. FORDNEY. No; E understood, sir, the funds from the 


Mr. SLOAN. Does not the gentleman believe that if these 


gentlemen were given the opportunity they could so adjust their 
: bookkeeping that the amounts would be appropriated so as to 


show it is n winning instead of a losing proposition, as the gen- 
tleman seems to try to show it to be? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; it is the Interior Department and not 
the Treasury of the United States I am talking about. a differ- 
ent method of bookkeeping. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. McLavecurin] offered an amendment proposing to take the 
proceeds from such water power as may be developed from na- 


| tional forests and put it into the funds of the forest reserves. 


That course is impractical for a number of reasons. I have no 
quarrel with the forest reserves. There is no quarrel, so far as I 
know, between the forest reserve and the Interior Department. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. No; I can not do so, as I have only a minute 
and I want to use it all. The act of 1902, which was the 
reclamation act, provided that every penny from the sales of 
public lands should go into the reclamation fund to irrigate 
the barren, dry, arid lands of the West. In 1908, from that 
source, there was received $9,430,573.98; in 1909 there was re- 
ceived $7,755,466.81; in 1910 there was received $7,028,185.73 ; 
in 1911 there was received $6,135,547.76; in 1912 there was re- 
ceived $5,657,498.88; in 1913 there was received $3,737,910.55 ; 
in 1914, $3,460,451.63; and in 1915 the amount received, it is 
estimated, is only $3,222,281.79. 

Now this bill proposes to do what? This bill does not pro- 
pose to pass the fee title in these water-power sites at all, but 
does propose a leasing system, and the bill proposes to take 
therefrom a royalty. And now, certainly, if it was wise to 
take the money from the sale of the fee and put it in the 
Reclamation Service to the end that that service may not dwin- 
dle and die, surely it would be equally wise to put the royalty 
of the leasehold title, as distinguished from the fee-simple title, 
in the same place. I am not one who agrees with the gentle- 
men from Michigan that the irrigation proposition has been 
either a total or partial failure. On the contrary, my own 
State has contributed about six and a half million dollars to 
the irrigation fund, and we never have had an acre irrigated, so 
I can speak entirely dispassionately upon it. Not oi. nere has 
been irrigated in my State out of that expenditure of six and a 
half million dollars, but it has been elsewhere distributed. I 
mention this to show I have no selfish interest in the matter 
one way or the other. 

Mr. FORDNEY. But it Las been diverted from the gentle- 
man’s State to others. 

Mr. FERRIS. I shall not be so selfish and look so closely at 
home when a grent service is being carried on. If my own State 
momentarily suffers, I shall not help to strike down a service 
when we find that within a period of six or seven years the fund 
has dwindled from $9,000,000 to $3,000,000. I would not be a 
party to striking down such a service which Congress has helped 
to create, and I therefore hope the amendment will not be agreed 
to, as I am sure it is as unwise as it is unworkable. I am sure 
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that its adoption would mean a step toward striking down a 
service of which we are all proud and which we desire to per- 
petuate after once being created. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 8, page 7, by striking out all after the word “ plant,” 
in line 10, and all of line 1, page 8. down to the word “direct,” and 
insert: “And of the proceeds one-half shall be paid to the State within 
which the power or energy is generated or developed, to be used for 
the support of schools and the construction and maintenance of roads 
or other public improyement as the legislature may provide, and one- 
half shall be paid to the reclamation fund.” 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man how much time is desired over there? 

Mr. MONDELL. I desire 5 minutes on this amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
at the expiration of 10 minutes, 5 to be controlled by some mem- 
her of the committee and 5 by the other side, that debate on 
this section be closed. 

Mr. SINNOTT. I should like to have 5 minutes. 

Mr. TIMBERLAKE. I would like to have a little time. 

Mr..FERRIS. I will say 25 minutes, 10 minutes to be con- 
trolled by the committee and 15 by the gentlemen in favor of 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this section shall end at the ex- 
piration of 25 minutes, 10 of which to be controlled by the 
committee and 15 by those in favor of the amendment. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the section under discussion 
provides that all the sums received from leases shall flow into 
the reclamation fund, but that after the fund has been so used 
one-half, when returned, shall be paid to the State in which the 
power is generated for certain State and local uses referred 
to in the section. My amendment provides that thé receipts 
shall be divided, half to flow into the reclamation fund, and re- 
main there, and half to be paid to the State in which the power is 
generated, for the maintenance of schools, for construction and 
repair of roads, as the legislature may provide. At the present 
time all of the proceeds of the sales of public land flow into the 
reclamation fund, and if we were to continue our past policy of 
selling lands, disposing of them, those funds should continue to 
be a part of the reclamation fund. But we are starting on an 
entirely new plan. We do not propose to part with the title to 
these lands but retain them in public ownership, receiving an 
unnnal revenue from them. The effect of that policy will be 
that the States and communities where public lands are located 
will no longer, as they do now, have the opportunity to tax the 
Jand values. There is some question as to whether the States 
and communities will be able to tax the improvements placed 
on the land. My own opinion is that they will, but a decision 
was recently rendered by an official of the Interior Department 
in a reclamation case which would indicate that the improve- 
ments could not be taxed. In any event, the land and the land 
value can not be taxed. 

Furthermore, it is proposed under this bill to levy on the in- 
dustry in proportion to the power that it generates. The royal- 
ties so collected might be very large, probably in some cases 
would be quite large, if the plan works. The result of the legis- 
Jation would then be the establishment of plants, a large portion 
of the value of which the communities would not tax. The com- 
panies would be heavily burdened by paying a royalty, and the 
communities would be unable, without confiscating the property 
or unfairly burdening the people, to levy taxes over and above 
the burdens already placed by the Government. 

If the land were to continue to be disposed of and become 
taxable, then the money received from the disposition of the 
land, except for the 5 per cent that now goes to the State, should 
continue to go to the reclamation fund. But when we per- 
manently take from the community its power to tax and, in 
addition to that, lay a Federal burden on the enterprise which 
may be very considerable, we have established a condition 
under which the balance of the community will be called 
upon to bear very heavy burdens while its opportunity of 
securing funds for its schools and its roads and other purposes 
of government will be very greatly reduced. As a matter of 
justice, under a plan like this all of the royalties should go to 
the State to be distributed among the communities and for the 
benefit of the people of the State generally, as the legislature 
may provide, but inasmuch as the reclamation fund will be 
reduced as sales are abandoned and the fund is needed for 
western development, it has seemed a fair division to divide it 
half and half. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of-the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 


Mr. TIMBERLAKE. Mr. Chairman, just 100 years after the 
thirteen original colonies by a compact “writ in blood” were 
welded into one great Nation, with each of these jealously and 
justly retaining a certain sovereignty of its own, another star 
was added to the then glorious galaxy of States. 

In 1876 Colorado, equally tenacious of her State sovereignty, 
was adinitted into the Union, and in honor of the event named 
the Centennial State, and to-day I represent that State. A 
State proud of her history, proud of her achievement in political 
and industrial development, and justly proud and jealous of 
her great wealth of undeveloped natural resources, and did I 
not raise my voice and cast my vote against the relinquishment 
of her inalienable rights to these possessions, I should feel 
derelict in my duty and a traitor to the trust reposed in me. 

Colorado has always opposed the claims proposed in this bill 
of ownership and control by leasing or otherwise of the natural 
resources within her borders by the General Government. The 
legislature of my State having memorialized against the provi- 
sions of this bill, I felt that in the work of the committee I 
could not support the provisions there. I thought then and I 
think now that the severity to my State might be lessened if 
an amendment similar to that offered by the gentleman from 
Wyoming [Mr. Monprerr] should prevail, and in the committee 
I earnestly supported this amendment. In the judgment of the 
committee, however, this was not acceded to and I filed a 
minority report. I feel that Colorado needs these funds and 
needs them now. Only about one-half of the Jand of our State 
is subject to taxation, over 21,000,000 acres being withdrawn 
for different purposes, leaving too small a portion of the State 
resources that can be taxed for the support of the government 
of the State. 

In accordance with my own convictions and the expressed 
sentiment of the district I represent, I have opposed the provi- 
sions of this bill. Yet, it having passed the committee, over the 
protest of the opposing Representatives, we now seek to miti- 
gate its injustice and inequality by the introduction of an 
amendment as to the disposition of the funds accruing from its 
operation. The average westerner appreciates the truth of the 
ancient adage “that a whole loaf is better than a half loaf, 
but that a half loaf is better than no loaf at all.” 

Now, if we can get one-half the proceeds derived from the 
operation of this bill placed at once into our State treasury, 
with which to build our roads and support our schools, it will be 
gratifying indeed. I shall, therefore, support the amendment, 
and sincerely hope it may prevail. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am not opposed to the main 
objects of this bill. The people in my State, the State of Oregon, 
welcome regulation. They have it at the present time. I was 
a member of the Oregon Legislature when we passed the law 
limiting a water-right appropriation for power purposes to 40 
years. But I am opposed to the rental, to the taxation provision 
of this bill. I do not think that there should be any Federal 
taxation upon our water powers under the guise and the subter- 
fuge of rental of the United States public land. That is what 
I am particularly opposed to, because every dollar of rental, every 
dollar of taxation you enphemistically call rental, must be paid 
by the residents, by the water users residing in my State and 
the other States affected by this bill. What will be the result 
if this provision is left here? I call your attention to the hear- 
ings before the committee last year, on page 513, where there 
is inserted the blank form of the water-power contract, Form 61, 
revised December 20, 1913, when the present administration was 
in power, having the same officials as there are now in the 
department. The charges are placed, beginning at the first 
year with 10 cents, the fifth year at 50 cents per horsepower ; 
the tenth year, and each succeeding year, the charges are to be 
$1 per horsepower. And then again, on page 753 of the hearings, 
under this caption, “ Determination of capital values of power 
sites, together with a possible basis for rentals,” the department 
again inserts the rental of $1 per horsepower. Now, what does 
that mean to my State and to the other Western States affected 
by this bill? . 

On page 649 of the hearings we have this statement prepared 
by the Geological Survey and the Forestry Department: 

The accompanying tables show the estimated capacity of machinery 
that may reasonably be expected— 

And mind you, “ reasonably be expected“ 


To be installed in the development of the water-power possibilities 
of power-site reserves outside of the national forests. It is estimated 
by the officials of the Forest Service that about 12,000,000 horsepower 
can be developed on the national forests on the basis of low-water con- 
ditions, with consideration, however, to some storage sites. It is 
‘ore, that installation of water wheels aggre- 


roughly estimated, theref 
gating 18,000,000 horsepower capacity may reasonably be made on 
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power sites of the 
and this may be increased to 
facilities are utilized, 

Now, these figures relate only to the 11 Western States. A 
possibility of developing on the public domain 29,000,000 horse- 
power taxed at $1 per horsepower, the 11 Western States pay- 
ing into the coffers of the Government $29,000,000 a year wher |) 
the horsepower that may reasonably be expected to be developed | 
is developed. 


29,000,000: horsepower if all storage 


In the report of the committee accompanying this bill, signed] 
by the chairman, we find on page 11 that the horsepower out- 
side of the 11 Western States amounts to about 7,700,000 horse- | 


power. Nota dollar rental, not a dollar taxation can be imposed 


on these water powers in the North Atlantic, the South Atlantic, 


the North Central, and the South Central: States, because they 
are not upon the public domain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from. Oregon 
has expired: 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. The time is closed by unanimous consent. Can 
the gentleman use time on the next section? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington- Mr. Chairman, I hope: the 
gentleman in charge of this bill will let the gentleman from 
Oregon have five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will yield to him three minutes of my time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. There are very few people 
here and the House is engaged on a very important subjeet. 
I do not want to suggest the absence of a quorum, but this is a 
matter of great importance to the Western States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman: from Oregon [Mm SIN- 
Norr] asks unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes by 
extending the order. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Therefore they are offering to us a bait of 
50 per cent of this contingent taxation and expect us to swallow 
it. You want us complacently to submit to this inequality? 
My own State, on the basis of these figures, prepared by the 
department, will pay annually over $2,000,000 into the coffers 
of the United States Government; and yet you tell us that we 
are on a footing of equality. You tell us that you are not 
encroaching upon the right that yow concede we have to con- 
trol and regulate our water powers. Lou say you are not 
encroaching upon that. You say that you are just charging 
a rental for the SS Here is your language: 

* * 6 For use land * * * rentals s + > 
by the power so 9 and sold. 

And yet you say you are not charging for the power. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, it is the sheerest: sophistry and hypocrisy to say 
that that is not a charge for our water powers. It is.a charge 
for the water power. Why, I heard the same defense made by 
a man who was arrested for violating the Sunday law, for selling 
a glass of beer on Sunday and charging for it. His defense was 
that he sold a sandwich and mads a present of the glass of 
beer; that he made no charge for the beer; that. he made the 
charge for the sandwich. And that is your position here. You 
make the sandwich charge upon the land, and you give us our 
empty jurisdiction over our water powers. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to read from the United States Statutes: 
at Large, volume 11, page 383, from the act admitting the State. 
of Oregon into the Union. I read the preamble: 


Whereas the e of Oregon have framed, ratified, and adopted a 
constitution Bae State vernment which iš tican in form, and in 
conformity wi 
plied for Sa 8 to the Union on an equal footing— 


Mind you, “on an equal footing ”— 


with the other States. 
Be it enacted the 55 and House N of the 
United States of America in Congress assemd. t Oregon be, and 
she is hereby, received into the Union: on an equal footing with the 
other States in all. respects. whatever. 

Oh, we may have tlie empty, the tenuous, technical, legal 
equal footing if you: enact this law; the shadow, not the sub- 
stance; but we certainly will not be on an actual equal. footing 
with the other States, we paying, these 11 Western States paying, 
$29,000,000 or 530,000,000 a year into the Treasury; and the 
States not affected by this bill having from 7,000,000 to 10,000,000 
horse power not paying a dollar into the Treasury. Is this 
the equal) footing contemplated by the: act admitting us into 
the Union? I it is, it is an illusory footing. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there are only 33 Members of this House 
out of the 435 membership that are interested in pretesting; only 
33 are vitally affected by this bill. You may override these 33. 

O, it is excellent. 


measured 


To have a * strength; but itis tyrannous 
To use it like a giant. 
[Applause, ] 
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Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, we have all been interested, 
iI am sure, by the eloquence of the gentleman from Oregon 
[Nr. Suynorr], but I want to say to him that if he desires that 
equality for the Western States that the Eastern States enjoyed 
with reference to the publie lands, instead of this money going 
into the reclamation fund and 50 per cent of it eventually to 
be used for the benefit of the States, all of the money will go 
‘into the United States 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 

Mr. SINNOTT. All I desire is our right to tax our water 
ipower the same as you have your right, unhampered by another 
Sovereign, of taxing those same water powers. [Applause.] 

Mr: LENROOT. In reply to that I want to say to the gen- 
tleman that his State never had, and he knew that it never had, 
‘the right to tax the public domain. It has not the right now, 
either equitably or morally, to tax it: 

Mr. SINNOTT. If the gentleman will yield, we do not claim 
any such right. 

Mr. LENROOT: T do not yield until I finish this statement: 
So far as taxing the water-power development of your State is 
concerned, you are as free to tax it to-day, you will be as free 
to tax it after this bill passes, as you ever have been. You 
are taxing it in your own. State of Oregon to-day. Your water- 
power taxation law will apply to all of the water power that 
is developed under this act, as well as to the water power de- 
veloped upon private lands. Now I will permit an interruption, 
to let the gentleman say whether that is not so. 

Mr. MONDELL rose. 


Mr. LENROOT. I am asking the gentleman from Oregon. 
The gentleman from Wyoming can keep his seat. 

Mr. MONDELL. I will if I am to. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman will, unless I yield for an 
interruption. 

Mr. SINNOTT. My position is that under the guise of rent- 
ing this land you are taxing our, water powers. You concede 
that you have no right to tax our water powers, but under the 
subterfuge of a rental upon the land you impose a tax upon our 
water powers. 

Mr. LENROOT. ‘The gentleman says “our water powers.” 
The gentleman’s State has no water powers upon the public 


i 


lands of the United States. You are free to deal with the water 


running through the streams upon the public lands as you 
choose, and this bill does not interfere with you in the slightest 
degree; but when you speak of “our water powers,” the land 
belongs te the Government of the United States and not to the 
State of Oregon, and the land is as necessary for the develop- 


ment of power as is the water. 


Mr. Chairman, the only objection that can be made to this 
bill in this respect is that it is too liberal te the Western States, 
that a portion at least of this money should go into the Federal 
Treasury to pay the cost of the administration of this law. We 
do not take one cent for that purpose. We give it. all to you 
people in the West, to the 13 States involved. Every dollar of 


it goes into the reclamation fund. We hear from you gentlemen 


that you desire the building up of homes; but when we propose 
to put the money into a fund that will go to the making of 


‘homes in the West, you then object and say, “ We want half of 


it to go into the State treasury.” Gentlemen, so far as liber- 
ality is concerned, if there is any inequity in the provisions of 
this section, it is that we are doing too much for the West and 
not too little. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 


to the gentleman from California, for a question? 


Mr. LENROOT. If I have any time, L yield. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does that leave some time for the gentleman 
from Oklahoma? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Ferns] has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. KAHN. The complaint of the men of the West is that 
under your law there will be se little development in the West 
that you will not have any money for reclamation purposes or 
anything else: 

Mr. LENROOT.. The gentleman from California quite disa- 
grees. then, with the gentleman from Oregon, who said a moment 
ago that there would be some $2,000,000: from Oregon alone 
going into this fund? 

Mr. KAHN. I do not think there will be a dollar. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the attitude of the two gentle- 
men reminds me of the dilemma of the farmer who said he did 
not know what he came to town for, but he was bound to 
have it. One gentleman says they will get nothing at all out 
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of the law and the other says they will get $2,000,000 a year 
out of his State alone. 

I want to proceed to the amendment under discussion. The 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] offers an amendment 
which proposes to take half the proceeds from these royalties 
and put them into the State treasury. I think if a careful poll 
of this House were taken, rather than adopt the amendment of 
the gentleman, they would adopt an amendment putting 50 
per cent of the proceeds into the Federal Treasury. I do not 
support that proposition, however; neither do I support the 
proposition of the gentleman. There are members of the Public 
Lands Committee who in the committee—and they belong to 
both political parties—ardently supported the proposition to 
give half the money direct to the States. They believe in it, 
und they want it now; but rather than jeopardize the whole 
fund, and rather than take the chance of having the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Frrzceratp] and the Appropriations Com- 
mittee come in and take it all away from them, they are stand- 
ing on the best possible proposition, and that is to do with these 
receipts what we do with the proceeds of public-land sales, 
and in this they are doing the sensible thing. 

The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] is not a mem- 
ber of the committee. He is opposed to the whole legislation. 
He would like to throw a monkey wrench into the machinery 
if he knew how, and he thinks this is the best way. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Not now. I am speaking in the best of good 
humor—— 

Mr. MONDELL. I simply want to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. FERRIS. I want to proceed now with my remarks. 
I think both sides clearly recognize that all through the debate 
you have had 40 or 50 minutes over there on each proposition, 
while we have occupied 1 or 2 minutes ourselves. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have a very pertinent question I shouid 
like to ask. 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not yield now. I have a few remarks of 
my own that I would like to make. The gentleman has been 
saying these things so long that he begins to believe some of 
them himself. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to ask the gentieman if he did not 
say to me on the floor of this House that such a provision as 
this was in the bill? í 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to ask the gentleman if he did 
not say to me in the presence of the governor of my State that 
that was a provision of the bill, and that he would stand by it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, no; the gentleman is mistaken. The 
gentleman says these things so often that he believes them 
himself. 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman deny the truth of the 
statement I haye just made? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield 
to the gentleman from Wyoming? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. MONDELL. I am entitled to know whether the gentle- 
man denies the statement I have made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklahoma yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, to come back for a moment to 
the question under discussion, I repeat that some of the keen, 
level-headed men of this House, with much support behind them, 
believe this money ought to go into the Federal Treasury. That 
is one side of it. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL] 
amidst the clamor of his own trumpet, comes in here and offers 
an amendment to embarrass the Members of the House by mak- 
ing it appear that he is the only tribune of the West. 

If he is the only tribune of the people in the West, what will 
become of the West? He has little support behind him for his 
views. He offers spurious amendments that he knows have no 
support in the House and are uniformly voted down. I did not 
mean to speak with such earnestness but this committee has sat 
here taking this eternal mauling, good humoredly, but, I fear, 
too long. Members on both sides of the House will think that 
this side of the House has nothing to say about this eternal 
a and wailing coming up from the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
MonpbeEtt) there were 22 ayes and 54 noes. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word, and I do it so that there shall be no misunderstand- 


‘sired to talk to the chairman in regard to it. 


ing in regard to the amendment just offered. Last year when 
this bill was before the committee it was generally conceden. 
I thought, by almost everyone that the loss of taxes to the 
States under this legislation would be such that they must hnve 
at least half of the proceeds of these leases in order to reim- 


burse them for the loss of revenue through taxation. I thought 
I had the promise of gentlemen promoting the legislation that 
such would be the provision with regard to the fund when the 
bill was reported. I understood later that there was pressure 
outside of Congress which compelled gentlemen to change their 
minds. f 

Earlier in the session the governor of my State, a Democrat 
and a good man, felt so earnestly about the matter that he de- 
I should not 
have referred to this matter at all if the gentlemen on the other 
side had kept good natured and good tempered in this discus- 
sion; but they did not see fit to do so. The governor and my- 
self talked with the chairman of the committee over yonder on 
the Democratic side. The governor and I suggested to him 
what we thought would be a fair thing, and the gentleman as- 
sured us that the provision in the bill as it had just been re- 
ported was even better than we proposed. 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, let us get that straight. 

Mr. MONDELL. I asked the chairman if he would agree 
that such a provision for dividing the fund would remain in 
the bill. He would not promise to do that, but kept insisting 
that it was in the bill, with one little difference. The gentle- 
man said that the provision in the bill was better than ours. 
The provision that he said was in the bill was that the fund 
was divided in halves, one to go directly to the State and the 
other to the reclamation fund, and, when the fund was repaid, 
then another half of the portion that went into the reclamation 
fund was to go to the State. 

I have had no desire to make any statement of what then 
transpired; but the gentleman has seen fit to take me to task 
for defending my Commonwealth and the West generally 
against this kind of legislation, and I want it thoroughly under- 
stood what his attitude has been in the past. There is not n 
western Member who has ever studied this matter who does not 
know that this amendment ought to be adopted. I under- 
stand that certain gentlemen have been persuaded or coerced 
into agreeing not to contest the matter, with the promise that 
elsewhere, at some future time, another body will correct this 
iniquity. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- 
ceed for three minutes, after which all debate is to be closed 
on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent that all debate be closed in three minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will make that five minutes, Mr. Chairman. 
as the gentleman from Kentucky wants a little time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. BENNET. Reserving the right to object, I want to say 
to the chairman that there is a formal amendment which ought 
to be adopted, and I would like to have it made 10 minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will say 10 minutes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that at the expiration of 10 minutes all debate 
on the section and amendments thereto be closed. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I shall not say anything that 
will bring on a further colloquy as to what may have been said 
by the gentleman. Undoubtedly the gentleman from Wyoming 
is mistaken or I am mistaken as to what was said or at least 
as to what was understood. The gentleman from Wyoming 
and the governor of his State did have a conversation with me 
about this matter. As I recollect, this was what was said: That 
this bill gave nothing at all to the Western States; that they 
would never receive a cent, and so forth. I said, “ How can 
you say that; it puts every cent into the reclamation fund, and 
50 per cent of it goes to the State.” The gentleman from Wyo- 
ming said, “ What we want is 50 per cent to go to the State 
right now.” I said, “ Does not it do that?” I did not have 
in mind then just what the bill provided. He said, No.“ He 
said, “If it does not do that, will you put it in?” I said, No; 
I do not want to make any agreement about it.” Last year 
the bill was reported just as it is now. But, Mr. Chairman, 
what we said in conversation, even if I made a mistake—and, of 
course, I had no intention of making an erroneous statement— 
but if I did it has no bearing upon what we should do now. We 
did not have the bill before us. It was a question as to what the 
bill did contain. It is possible that we were both for the moment 
mistaken, 
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Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe much in inti- 
mation und threats as to what is going to happen legislatively, 
Certainly there are some of us who are not altogether satisfied 
With all this money going to the West indirectly, as it does 
here; but since we are told that in some other legislative body, 
where western representation happens to bear a larger propor- 
tion to the sum total of votes than it does here, that certain 
things are going to be done, I desire to say that Members repre- 
senting constituencies with more people in them than there are 
in some of the Western States propose to see that the Federal 
Treasury also is protected; and if legislation is going to be on 
the basis of threats, gentlemen had better understand that sonte 
of us who have made concessions because we want to help the 
West are not prepared to tamely submit to having the interests 
of the United States run over. [Applause.} 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Amen! 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, in line 
26, page 7, the last word, and on page 8, in line 1, the first word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by striking out the word or,“ in line 26, page 7, 
word “ both,” in the beginning of line 1, page 8. ` 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, just a moment, to call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee and the House to 
the fact that preceding the words “or both” are three 
alternatives 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is right about 
that and the committee accepts the amendment, A committee 
amendment was made adding public roads, and we did not 
make the corresponding amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out, on 
page 7, line 22, the word “said” and the remainder of the 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the word “said,” in line 22, page 7, and the remainder 
of the section down to and including line 7 on page 8. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, yesterday I took a few minutes 
to call to the attention of the House what this bill is doing in 
the way of diminishing the efficiency of the separate States. 
I am not a thorough believer in the extreme doctrine of State 
rights, and this side of the House has never advocated it as a 
party doctrine, but I do believe in the separate State as an 
efficient instrument of government. Do we no longer trust the 
State legislatures? Do we no longer trust the people within 
the States? I have no desire to enter into a controversy as to 
how much money shall go to the State or how much shall go 
to the reclamation fund, but so long as this bill gives half of 
the money to the States, let us permit those States to determine 
what they shall do with it, and not attempt to tie them down 
to these three or four separate things. 

Mr. MONDELL. They will not get any of it, so the gentleman 
need not worry. 

Mr. BENNET. Why could not a State use its quota for the 
benefit of agriculture, if it desired to? I am proud of State 
organizations, I am proud of the State from which I come, and 

I think every man ought to be proud of the State from which 
he comes, and ought to be willing to stand up and say that he 
trusts the legislatures of the States to deal wisely and honestly 
and justly with the money that they will obtain under this bill. 

Mr. LENROOT, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BENNET. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. I will say to the gentleman that this pro- 
vision was put in at the request solely of Members of the 
Western States, who were willing to trust their own legislatures, 

Mr. BENNET. I think they were wrong. I think that any 
man who has studied the question of the decadence of State 
governments as it has continued for some time, the man who 
has studied how we are taking more and more away from the 
States and the legislatures of the States, ought to pause when 
we have an opportunity as we haye here to give more power 
to the State legislatures, for unless we give more power to them 
it will be more and more difficult to get good men who will 
take the time to go to the State legislatures. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The gentleman does not mean to 
strike out the provisio on page 8? He does not include that in 
his amendment. 7 

Mr. BENNET. T think the gentleman is correct in that, and 
I ask unanimous consent te modify the amendment to that 
extent. 


and the 
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Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. We do not want to agree to the 
amendment as modified, but I do not believe his argument ap- 
plies to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the last word in line 22 and all of lines 23, 24, 25, 26, 
on eee and line 1, on page 8, down to and including the word 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
debate on that section and all amendments thereto is closed 
under order of the committee, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 9. That in case of the development, generation, transmission, 
or use of power or ene under a lease given under this act in a 
State which has not provided a commission or other authority having 
power to regulate rates and service of electrical energy and the issu- 
ance of stock and bonds, by public utillty corporations engaged in 
poner development, transmission, and distribution, the control of serv- 
ce and of charges for service to consumers and stock and bond issues 
shall be vested in the Secretary of the Interior or committed to such 
body as may be authorized by Federal statute until such time as the 
State shall provide a commission or other authority for such regula- 
tion and control. 

With the following committee amendments: 


Page &, line 10, strike cut the word “in” and insert the words 
“ wholly within.” 

Page 8, line 20, add at the end of the paragraph the following: 

Provided, That the control of the Secretary of the Interior, or other 
Federal authority, shall cease and determine as to each fic matter 
of control d in this section so soon as the State shall have 
provided a commission or other authority for the regulation and con- 
trol of that specific matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendments. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of calling the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to a verbal change that, perhaps, ought to be 
made in the language in the first part of the section. The sec- 
tion reads: 

That in case of the development, generatton, transmission, or use of 
power or energy under a lease given under this act wholly within a 
State 

And so forth. 

The words “ wholly within a State“ refer to the “lease” as 
thus placed. Evidently they were intended to refer to“ power“ 
and “energy.” Perhaps the transposition of those words might 
correct the difficulty, and I suggest this form: 


That in case, under a lease given under this act, of the development, 
transmission, or use of power or energy which are wholly within a 
State which has not provided— 


And so forth. 

This language would properly express the meaning intended. 
If there is no objection on the part of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, I will move that amendment. If it is not necessary the 
chairman need not accept it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say the committee 
is not infallible as grammarians, and if the gentleman is right— 
on the spur of the moment I can not tell whether the gentleman’s 
language is any better than ours. However, if the gentleman 
feels keenly about it 

Mr. TOWNER. No; I do not, but I am merely making the 
suggestion. 

Mr. FERRIS. Does the gentleman think there is anything 
fatal about the meaning as it stands? 

Mr. TOWNER. I suppose not. Certainly, however, I think 
it would be better to endeavor to clearly express the meaning in- 
tended, and the language used in the bill does not do so. 

Mr. FERRIS. I am not sure but what the gentleman is 
right about it. 

Mr. TOWNER. I think that should be clear. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman cares to send up an amend- 
ment, let him do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to withdraw his pro forma amendment and offer a 
new amendment. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, I move to insert, after the 
word “case,” in line 8, the following, “under a lease given 
under this act,” and close the phrase with a comma. . Also 
strike out. in lines 9 and 10, the words under a lease given 
under this act” and insert in lieu thereof the words. “ which 
are.” 


The Clerk will report the amendment as 
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. Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, may we have that amendment 
reported? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, in line 8, by inserting, after the word “case,” the words 
“under a lease given under this act,” and strike out the words in 
lines 9 and 10, “under a lease given under this act,” and insert in 
leu thereof the words which are. 


Mr. TOWNER. So that it will read, Mr. Chairman: 


That in case, under a lease given under this act, of the deyelop- 
ment, generation, transmission, or use of power or energy which are 
wholly within a State— 


And so forth. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid the language is not 
as symmetrical as the language we have. For instance, that 
in case under a lease ” is not very smooth, is it? 

Mr. TOWNER. I am just trying to readjust the language of 
the bill with as little change as possible. It would be better if 
it were entirely rewritten; and if the chairman prefers, I will 
withdraw the amendment and he can reconsider it, and we can 
then go back to it. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman will. 

Mr. TOWNER. Then, Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent to withdraw his amendment and to let this paragraph 
go over and to be amended later. Is there objection? [After a 
pause,] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KAHN rose. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
close debate on this section and all amendments at the end of six 
minutes, five of it to go to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to have five. 

Mr. FERRIS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I will say 11 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that at the expiration of 11 minutes all discussion 
on the amendments offered to this section be closed. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KAHN. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid all this dispute as 
to what shall be done with the revenue derived through this 
proposed legislation is a waste of words as well as of time. To 
my mind, this bill will not produce any revenue. It will re- 
strict development of the water-power possibilities of the great 
West. Take my own State of California as an illustration, and 
I am sure the conditions that prevail in the other States are 
identical with those that prevail in California. 

I believe there are 15 private companies or corporations 
there that have invested their funds in water-power plants. In 
addition to these, several municipal corporations have likewise 
developed water power for the use of their respecitve munici- 
palities. The total horsepower that has been developed is ap- 
proximately 600,000. According to various estimates that 
have been made, it will be possible to develop a minimum of 
about 3,000,000 horsepower or a maximum of in the neighbor- 
hood of 7,000,000 horsepower. 

The 15 organizations now selling horsepower are independent 
corporations, So far as I know there is no combination among 
them, but each owns its own power sites without any strings 
attached. The sites are owned in fee simple, and, outside of 
the payment of taxes, the companies do not have to pay any- 
thing into the Treasury of the United States or any other 
governmental authority for the use of the water or the land 
on which, or by means of which, the power is developed. These 
corporations, having received their grants prior to all this con- 
servation outcry, naturally selected the cream of all the sites. 
Those least expensive to develop, those nearest to the grea 
centers of population were naturally selected. : 

I doubt whether any site that could now be selected in Cali- 
fornia would be as good a piece of property as those already 
fully developed. Does anyone believe for a moment that capi- 
tal will be willing to invest in new power companies under 
such conditions, with all the additional burdens this legislation 
imposes? It is idle to think of it. The old companies, in order 
to prevent competition, could underbid the new companies that 
might be organized under the conditions imposed by this bill 
to just the extent that the latter would have to pay into the 

Federal Treasury. By so doing they could, and they would, 
drive every new concern into bankruptcy. Capital will not 
take such desperate chances. It is too timid. It will decline 
to invest in such precarious enterprises. I contend, therefore, 
that this bill, if enacted into law, will arrest the development 
of the West. It will give a practical monopoly to every com- 
pany already in existence. It will prove a dead letter, even as 
the law of 1902 proved a dead letter, and it ought to be defeated. 
[Applause.] 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I regret exceedingly that in 
my feeble efforts to protect the people of the Western country 
from legislation like this, I irritate the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Ferris], but I must do my duty, even though I may, 
make him feel uncomfortable. 

The gentleman suggested that our hammering of this bill had 
been largely ineffective. Far from it; far from it. It hag 
brought about an understanding, an underground, subterranean 
understanding on the other side, that they will agree to certain 
amendments which they are sure will be placed in the bill else- 
where. I want to say to my friend from Kentucky [Mr. SHER- 
LEY] that he misunderstood me if he understood me to ha’ 
suggested that these changes would be made elsewhere. That 18 
the suggestion from the other side, not mine. 

In my discussion of the bill the other day, during general de- 
bate and in my discussion last year, I referred to two features 
of the bill that were peculiarly iniquitous, one under which by 
passing a transmission line over a State border all control over 
the operations of a power company, all control over its rates 
and charges by the State where the power was generated, would 
cease and be transferred from the State to the Secretary of the 
Interior. The chairman and the committee insisted that the bill 
was just as it should be, and yet yesterday we adopted a most 
important amendment which largely remedied that situation. 
I called attention also in the general discussion of the bill last 
year and this year to the fact that even admitting that it is 
right or just for the Federal Government to lease its land and 
charge rental for power development, even admitting that to be 
true, there certainly could be no justification or defense of legis- 
lation under which a great power plant, all on private land, 
would, if compelled to use even a small fraction of public land 
of tittle value, be laid under a heavy Federal charge having 
no relation to the value of the public land used, thus placing a 
burden which must be paid by consumers and depriving the 
State of a portion of its power of taxation. 

Although a power plant might use but an acre of pubNe 
land, and use that only for the passing of a transmission Jin 
burdens of taxation on the basis of horsepower developed migh 
be laid that would amount in the aggregate to tens of thousands 
of dollars annually. That is certainly unjust and inequitable. 
Last year the committee paid no attention to our protest on 
that point, and they are not at first apparently disposed to do so 
this year. But in the section we have just passed we find an 
amendment brought in by the committee which largely remedies 
the eyil in that respect of which we have complained, an amend- 
ment which is intended, at least, to limit the authority of the 
Secretary of the Interior to a charge per horsepower of develop- 
ment to those cases where the development is on public land. 
Even in that case the charge should not be per ho wer 
or It should be a fair charge on the value of the 
and. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman ; 

The CHAIRMAN. There are two minutes of the time re- 
maining. 

Mr. LENROOT. Just a word in reply to the gentleman from 
Wyoming. I merely want to say to him that this amendment 
that he has been speaking on, instead of being brought in yes- 
terday and first considered yesterday 

Mr. MONDELL. I did not say that. 

Mr. LENROOT. I thought you did. 

Mr. MONDELL. No; I said it was in the bill. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to say that that amendment was 
adopted by the committee at the very first session it had in th 
consideration of this bill and before the gentleman himse 
made his very eloquent and lengthy speech before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California [Mr. 
Kaun] withdraw his pro forma amendment? If so, the Clerk 
will read. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under an order 
the debate is closed on all amendments to this section. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Src, 12. That any such lease may be forfeited and canceled, by ap- 
riate in a court of competent jurisdiction whenever 
tae lees: after reasonable notice, in writing, as prescribed in the lease, 
shall fail to 5 the terms of this act or with such conditions 
not inconsistent ewith as may be specifically recited fn the lease. 
Also, the following committee amendment was read: 
In lines 12 and 13, strike out the words “in a court of 5 
ction ™ and insert in the United States court for the distri 
which said property or some part thereof is situated.” 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
modify the committee amendment by inserting the word “ dis- 
trict” before the word “ court,” in line 13, so that it will read 


“United States district court.” 
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Mr. FERRIS, I think that ought to be done, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the amendment as 
modified. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In the United States district court for the district in which said 
property or some part thereof is situated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the adoption of 
the committee amendment as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 13. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
perform any and all acts and to make such rules and regulations as 
may be necessary and proper for the purpose of carrying the provisions 
of this act into Tull force and effect. 


Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in order to ask the chairman of the committee if there 
ought not to be inserted, after the word “ regulations,” in line 
21, the words “not inconsistent with this act.” Those words 
are usual in sections of this character. 

Mr. FERRIS. I have no objection. 

Mr. BENNET. I move, then, after the word “ regulations,” 
in line 21, that the words “not inconsistent with this act” 
be inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend, line 21, by inserting, sage he word “ regulations,” 
“ not inconsistent with this a 125 : 

The CHAIRMAN, 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio offers an amend- 
ment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Section 13, after the word “Interior,” line 19, insert the words 
“subject to the approval of the President of the United Stat tes,’ 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I am not generally in favor 
of placing arbitrary power in the hands of an officer who is 
appointed. I feel that the Secretary of the Interior might be 
a person who was interested in some of these schemes, and he 
might be working in their interests; that he might make rules 
against the interests of the people or the smaller holders of 
rights within these territories, and if an appeal could be made 
to the President, who is elected by the people, some rights might 
be given to those who are interested in receiving those rights, 
In other words, a Secretary of the Interior might be appointed 
with that end in view, for instance, and the President, while 
he might exert indirect power over him, might not desire to 
assert that power if he was not compelled to do so. But if an 
appeal could be taken from the Secretary of the Interior to the 
President of the United States he would be compelled to act, 
and when the President is compelled to act upon questions of 
public policy as a general rule he acts on the side of right. We 
Republican Members well know that the Secretary of the In- 
terior in the last Republican administration was the rock on 
which our party practically split in the incipiency of its splitting, 


the words 
The 1 Is on agreeing to the amend - 


and it resulted in finally turning the power over to the Demo- 


crats. And I am in favor of placing this power in the hands of 
one who can be reached by the people, and in not placing it in 
the hands of one who can not be reached directly by the people 
themselves. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that, 
at the expiration of two minutes, debate close on this section 
and on all amendments thereto. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Crise). The gentleman from Okla- 
homa asks unanimous consent that, at the expiration of two 
minutes, debate on this section and all amendments thereto be 
closed. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none, 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, to the amendment offered by 
‘the gentleman I have no serious and far-reaching objection, so 
far as I know, other than this one: That is, everyone must 
know that a great mass of details comes out in the administra- 
tion of an estate of this sort. In other words, the electric sta- 
tions in the United States are 7,000 in number. Everybody 
knows that the President can not give all these details his close 
personal attention. 

Mr. EMERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I have only two minutes. That being true, 
the Secretary of the Interior, a creature of the President, if he 
does not do his duty, can be appealed from. You can always 
appeal to the President, who gets his power direct from the 
people, and the President in turn can very readily supplant any 


erroneous judgment that the Secretary may have made or 
arrived at; and the only effect the gentleman’s amendment 
would have would be delay and duplication of action, first, by 
appealing to the Interior Department and then going over the 
head of the Secretary of the Interior by an appeal to the Presi- 
dent. It would be a duplication of work that looks good on its 
face, but would not work in practice. 

Mr. EMERSON. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
How could you get an appeal without this provision? 

The CHAIRMAN. All time is expired. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. EMERSON]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the“ noes ” seemed to have it. : 

Mr, EMERSON. A division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 42. 

So the amendment was "rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That nothing in this act shall be construed as affecting or intended 
to affect or to in any way interfere with the laws of any State relat- 
ing to the control, appropriation, use, or distribution of water. 

With committee amendments, as follows: 

Strike out the first word in section 14 and insert: 

“That each lease under this act act shall be conditioned upon the 
acceptance by the lessee of all the terms and conditions of this act 
and of ee ae authorized meson ted 2 law and specified in the lease, which 
acceptance shall be expressed the lease as a part of the contract 
entered into and that.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, there is one more committee 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pee OE line 6, after the word “ State,” insert the words “ including 


Mr. MANN. Would not that read a little bit better by say- 
ing “or Alaska” instead of saying “any State, including 
Alaska.” 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; I guess it might, 

Mr. MANN. I suppose it was intended to leave out Hawaii. 
I suggest that you make the change by striking out “ including“ 
and substituting “or.” 

Mr. FERRIS. I accept that suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the language as it 
will be when modified. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Ferris} will restate his suggestion. 

Mr. FERRIS. On page 11, line 6, the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] was—and the committee 
gladly adopted it—to strike out the word “ including” and in- 
sert the word “ or.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, line 6, strike out the henge “Including,” in the committee 
amendment, and insert the word “o 

The CHAIRMAN. Without S0 eiten the committee amend- 
ment will be modified as indicated. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment as modified. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming moves to 
stroke out the last word. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the latter part of this sec- 
tion provides that “ Nothing in this act shall be construed as 
affecting or intended to affect or to in any way interfere with 
the laws of any State relating to the control, appropriation, 
use, or distribution of water.” It is doubtful if any legislation 
which Congress might enact could, as a matter of fact, directly 
interfere with the laws of any State relating to the control, 
appropriation, use, or distribution of water, but in the adminis- 
tration of this bill the control of the State over the distribution 
of water will be seriously interfered with, assuming, of course, 
that the features of administration that will so interfere can be 
carried on without interference from the courts. ö 

That is one of the very objectionable features of the bill. 
While the bill contains this self-denying ordinance on the part 
of the Federal Government, the provisions in the bill are, in 
fact, intended to do the very thing which the Congress in this 
section declares it has not the power to do. 

In the Western States, the States to which the law applies, 
the law of appropriation is the rule. The people in their col- 
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lective capacity own the water. No one can use any water 
except as the right to use it is secured from the proper officer 
of the State, and it must be used at all times under the com- 
plete control of the State. 

Mr, TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Colorado?. 

Mr. MONDELL, Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The gentleman from Wyoming 
is familiar, of course, with: the fact that this is the language 
that was used in the original reclamation act of June 17, 1902, 
and we put it in the Hetch Hetchy California bill, and I think I 
may claim the authorship of it in that bill and in this and other 
bills, to prevent any question arising as to whether or not Con- 
gress intended to in any way interfere with our water rights 
or doctrine of priority ; and I am confident the sentiment of the 
West is very much in favor of retaining this language. Whether 
or not it may be necessary, it will do no harm, and I must 
insist upon that provision remaining in the bill. 

It has been approved a number of times by Congress. I put 
it in this bill when we reported it last year, and the House 
approved of it at the time we passed the bill last year. Does 
— the gentleman from Wyoming think it ought to stay in the 

ill now? 

Mr. MONDELL. I am very glad it is in the bill. I am simply 
calling attention to the fact that there is a conflict between this 
declaration and the provisions of the bill. The gentleman from 


Colorado realizes that. 
Yes; I realize there might be, but 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
at the same time—— 

Mr. MONDELL. Now, in the excess of caution, in the hope 
that by use of this language an administrative officer might not 
go as far as he would go otherwise, the gentleman from Colorado 
asks to have this provision placed in the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Yes, by all means; we do not 
want our decrees as to the distribution of water in the Western 
States disturbed or any possibility of any interference with our 
priority or any other water rights if we can prevent it, and I 
am in hopes this clause will prevent it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; but nevertheless and notwithstanding 
all that, the Federal Government under this bill proposes to lease 
a power site to a man who may have no right to appropriate 
the water. The Secretary may refuse to lease a power site to 
the only man who has a right to use the water. At the end of 
50 years it is proposed that the Government shall take over and 
recapture a water right that belongs to the people of the State, 
whereupon either the Federal Government may utilize it or it 
may be turned over by the Secretary of the Interior to some one 
who has no right to use the waters of the State and who has 
had no interest in the enterprise up to that time. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado.. The great trouble with this bill 
is that the House will not permit the gentleman and me to 
write this legislation. We could suggest a great many beneficial 
changes. 
Mr. MONDELL. That is the difficulty: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the pro forma 
amendment. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


— 


vid for the use of the 
9 Me which this act is 


ffect as 
and General Grant National Parks 
in the State of California: And vided further, That the provisions 
of this act shall not be construed as revoking or any permits 
or valid existing rights of way heretofore given or Pere pursuant to 
law, but at the option of the permittee any permit heretofore given for 
the development, generation, transmission, or utilization of hydroelectric 
power may be surrendered and the {tee given a lease for the same 
premises under the provisions of act. 


The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 
Page 11, line 12, strike out the word “ however.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 
Page 11, after the word “ Califo *in line 16, insert the following: 
And provided, however, That no herein contained shall be d 
Feet approved December $0, 1988" granting certain rights cf war ie 
vi r 5 A r 0 
the city — county of San 8 s 1 75 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 


Yosemite, quo 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr, Chairman, I desire to discuss this com- 
mittee amendment; 

8 5 CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is recognized for five min- 
utes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Wnen I appeared before the committee a 
few days ago the question which is affected by this amendment 
was under discussion, and attention was called to the fact that 
under the amendment to the right-of-way act of 1891 power 
plants built in connection with irrigation projects were entitled 
to the same grant of right of way as projects for irrigation only. 
Some members of the committee suggested a doubt as to whether 
the bill as then written fully protected such power-plant de- 
velopment as a partiof irrigation development. That being true, 
I am somewhat surprised at this amendment. 

The bill as it stood before would, I think, still leave the 
amendment to the act of 1891 in force, so that power develop- 
ment subsidiary to the main purpose of irrigation would not 
come under the provisions of the bill, But this amendment 
clearly brings such subsidiary development under the provisions 
of the bill. I wonder if the gentlemen have considere] the 
effect that the provision would have, not only on powers sub- 
sidiary to general schemes of irrigation but on the development 
of power under reclamation projetts? It seems to me the 
amendment is a very dangerous one. While the bill without 
the amendment was not clear, because there was no. specific 
provision, I think the fact was that, without amendment and 
in the absence of any specific provision, those power develop- 
ments subsidiary to irrigation would come under the right-of- 
way act of 1891. But clearly through this amendment they are 
brought under this bill. That would raise a very peculiar con- 
dition of affairs, I will suggest to my. friends on the other side, 
with regard to some of the power plants, and particularly with 
regard to power plants on national reclamation projects, There 
are some large ones now, and there will be some larger ones in 
the future. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. » L ask unanimous consent ta 
proceed for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent that his time be extended for one minute. IS 
there. objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentlemen: will recall that these plants 
belong to the settlers. They are the property of the settlers on 
the project, or- will be when the project is finally turned over. 
Now, query: Did the committee intend, or is it wise, to bring 
such projects under this bill? I doubt it. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, when the committee had this 
particular matter under consideration I called their attention 
to the fact that it repealed that part of the act of 1891 referred 
to by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpern]. I then took 
it up with the department, under the direction of the committee, 
and the department, through their legal advisers, stated that the 
bill did repeal, that it intended to repeal, and that it was the 
purpose of the act to repeal the provisions of the act of 1891 
permitting the development of hydroelectric power incident to 
irrigation because of the many complicated cases and the trouble 
had in the department from a man applying for an irrigation 
project and at the same time intending it for hydroelectric de- 
velopment. 

Mr. MONDELL. Wil the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RAKER, In just a minute. Now, this intends to per- 
mit a man to develop to the very utmost every irrigation project, 
and in developing the irrigation project he is not to be interfered 
with if hydroelectric energy is developed; but he then applies to 
the Secretary of the Interior and pays a royalty for the use of 
the land, just as the other man does if the main purpose is the 
development of hydroelectric power, so that there can not be any 
question in the mind of the department and so that a man can 
not get a large lease of land for irrigation purposes and his 
rights of way, which he gets free, and then turn them into a 
hydroelectric plant. 

Mr. MONDELL. Then I understand it is the intention of 
the committee to take away the right granted by the amendment 
to the act of 1891 and to bring these subsidiary enterprises under 
this act. 

Mr. RAKER. No; it was not the intention of the committee; 
but as the bill originally passed under the scrutiny of the gentle- 
man’s watchful eye last year, it was the intention of the depart- 
ment to take it away, and under the language of the bill it did 
take away that provision. 

Mr. MONDELL. If the gentleman will allow me, certainly this 
takes it away. 
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Mr. RAKER. The general bill takes it away. This reserves 
the right of the man to proceed with his irrigation project. 

Mr. MONDELE. Not at all—if the gentleman will read the 
provision carefully—but quite the contrary. 

Mr. RAKER. Then I will proceed. Formerly, if a man 
built a dam or a reservoir for the purpose of hydroelectric 
energy, he was not given the right to use the water for the 
purposes of irrigation. Now this is made clear and distinct, 
that he may fully develop the irrigation project without any 
cost; but if in developing his- irrigation project he develops 
hydroelectrie energy he obtains a lease and pays a royalty for 
the hydroelectric energy developed, just like the man who first 
makes application for the hydroelectric plant or for any part 
thereof. This is in the interest of the irrigationist, and is con- 
curred in by the department after consideration and investigat- 
ing the matter fully. The department will not have the trouble 
and conflict; it will not be compelled to hold up developments 
as they have been held up under the act of 1891. 

The act of May 11, 1898, will be and is permitted to remain in 
full force and effect, with the exception when developed for 
rower. Then for the part used for such purposes there will have 
to be a royalty paid, after application and full adjustment; but 
no development will be hindered or delayed, and no permits 
will be refused for irrigation; for if, perchance, there is power 
later developed, that can and will be readily cared for by the 
original irrigation applicant and the Government. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may discuss this for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent to speak for five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
I ask unanimous consent that debate close at the end of five 
minutes, 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I want five minutes after the 
gentleman from Wyoming gets through. 

Mr. FERRIS. Then at the close of 10 minutes—5 to be used 
by the gentleman from Wyoming and 5 by the gentleman from 
California—I ask unanimous consent that all debate on the 
section be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my only purpose in further 
discussing the amendment is that there shall be no misunder- 
standing as to its intent and what it accomplishes. Let us con- 
sider what the present situation is. At the present time those 
desiring to secure a right of way for irrigation may secure it 
under: the right-of-way act of 1891. If under the development 
of such an irrigation enterprise it becomes possible and desirable 
to develop power, then by an amendment to that act the same 
grant of permanent easement is made for the development of 
power subsidiary to the main purpose of irrigation. We have 
believed that that was a wise law. It enabled irrigation enter- 
prises to develop power which is often used for pumping water 
to land that can not be reached by gravity. It is sometimes used 
for power or for heat and light by the farmers on the irrigation 
project. The Federal Government, under the irrigation laws, 
is carrying out some very large projects, on which has been and 
will be developed a large amount of power, the largest plant 
in existence being the one at the Roosevelt Dam, which produces 
a large amount of horsepower. Under existing law the settlers, 
who will eventually own that great power plant as a part of 
the project, will not be compelled to pay to the Federal Govern- 
ment any lease or annual charge or tax for the water power 
developed, but under the amendment proposed to be adopted 
they will be called upon to pay to the Secretary of the Interior 
annually such amount as he may lay on their project per 
horsepower. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield? The Government 
is not going to make a lease with itself of this power. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman assumes that the plant at 
the Roosevelt Dam will remain the property of the Federal 
Government. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The reclamation act provides that the title 
shall remain in the Government until otherwise proyided by 
Congress. 

Mr. MONDELL. The title to the dam; but if the gentleman 
will read the reclamation law he will find that while the title 
to the dam remains in the Federal Government the ownership 
of the property is in the settlers, and whenever the project is 
turned over to the settlers it should go to them, power plant and 
all. They are charged with building the power plant, they 
pay for it, and it should become theirs. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The title does not pass. 
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Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman is trying to escape the con- 
sequences of the amendment by assuming that it is a Govern- 
ment power plant and the Government is not going to charge 
itself. Well, that is begging the question. 

Mr. HAYDEN. It may be begging the question, but it is a 
matter of fact. 

Mr. MONDELL. There should be no such provision as 
this in the bill or in any bill. I can think of no reason why 
power developed subsidiary to the main purpose of irrigation 
should be taxed by Uncle Sam, even if other power plants on 
public land are so taxed. If, in addition.to the other burdens 
placed upon the people, the gentlemen want these burdens 
placed on the farmers, that is their affair. If that is the kind 
of thing they want, they should have it; but I can not indorse it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the committee amend- 
ment. 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Record on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, line 11, after the colon, insert as follows: Nothing con- 
tained in this act bro be construed to affect any» prosecution, suit, 
action, or proceedin: 5 or any act, thi or matter, civil or 
criminal, done or ex Bung a e time of the tiag e effect es this act; 
but as to all such prosecutions, 3 actions, p ets, things, 
or matters the laws or of laws repealed’ or ep ed ty this act 
are hereby continued in force and effect. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee and the committee 
to the fact that this is the usual saving clause that is almost 
invariably adopted whenever a statute is repealed, so that if, 
there is a prosecution or action or a penalty it will not fail 
with the repeal of the act. 

The language as reported by the Clerk is the saving clause 
contained in the immigration law, framed with some cure by 
the committee, and I assume that the committee will not object 
to the amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
close debate on this section and all amendments thereto in two 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know what the gentle- 
man seeks to do there. This is not the repeal of any criminal or 
penal section. To offer an amendment of that length that has 
not been submitted to the committee or referred to the depart- 
ment nor digested by anyone except the gentleman who offers it, 
I do not think we can accept it, and I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon its adoption. 

Mr. BENNET. Did I not show the gentleman that amend- 
ment in the lobby before to-day’s session, and did he not say he 
thought there would be no objection to it? 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not think so—this amendment. 

Mr. BENNET. Yes; that is the one. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman says he did, he did. He 
showed me some amendments there. I do not remember Wat 
particular one. I certainly intended to tell him I could not 
accept those amendments as I did not know what they were. 

Mr. BENNET. This particular one I explained to the gentle- 
man. I explained to him the danger of repealing the law with- 
out a saving clause, and he was inclined to agree with me. 

Mr. FERRIS, I think the gentleman must be in error. Of 
course, I have a number of things on my mind and can not re- 
member everything. I may have said at the glance I could see 
nothing wrong, but I did not intend to commit myself to it, 
surely. 

Mr. BENNET. I do not accuse the gentleman of bad faith. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman says he showed it to me, he 
did, but I really hope the committee will not adopt any such 
far-reaching amendment as that at this time. It is not safe fo 
accept a long amendment like that on the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
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The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 


BENNET) there were—ayes 13, noes 54. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 16. That this act shall not apply to navigation dams or struc- 
tures under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of War or Chief of Engi- 
neers, or to lands purchased or acquired by condemnation by the United 
States, or withdrawn by the President under the act anrea June 25, 
1910, entitled “An act to authorize the President of the United States 
to make withdrawals of public lands in certain cases,“ where such 
lands are purchased, acquired by condemnation, or withdrawn by the 
President for the sole purpose of promoting navigation. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monperr] has been 
called to the telephone. He would like to haye five minutes in 
which to explain a motion to recommit. Will the gentleman 
from Oklahoma have any objection to that when we get back 
into the House? 

Mr. FERRIS. Not at all. I have a couple of requests for 
unanimous consent that I desire to make, with respect to return- 
ing to former sections of the bill to offer amendments. 

Mr. MANN. Very well. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, leaving section 15 open for 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mori] to take up when 
he comes back, I ask unanimous consent to return to section 1 
of the bill, page 1, in order that the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
Mays] may offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent to return to section 1 for the purpose of offering 
an amendment. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, page 2, line 17, after the word “acquired " by 
inserting the 8 

“ Provided further, That the right to use rights of way through the 
public lands of the United States, including the national Torati; for 
Jines for the transmission of hydroelectric power or energy shall be 3 
the express condition that such lines shall be constructed, operated, 
and maintained as common carriers, and no right to use pore lands, 
including the national forests, for the transmission of droelectric 
power or energy shall hereafter be given, except under and subject to 
the provisions, limitations, and conditions of this proviso.” 

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Chairman, this is practically a committee 
amendment. The only reason that it was not inserted in the 
bill before it was reported was that we were not quite ready on 
the question of the language of the amendment. It was to be 
submitted to the Interior Department, with the request that the 
proper language be given, The idea was introduced, however, 
in the committee and appeared to be satisfactory. It is a com- 
mon thing to make pipe lines and railways and canals that ask 
for a grant of a right of way across public lands common car- 
riers, It is just as practicable that a transmission line should 
be operated as a common carrier as it is that a pipe line should 
be so operated and maintained. 

We have pipe lines now running from Oklahoma to New 
Jersey, crossing in some places, perhaps, the public lands. We 
have a bill here which has been favorably reported by a com- 
mittee which provides that any such pipe line receiving a grant 
of a right of way across public lands or forest reservations shall 
be operated as a common carrier. Pipe lines are granted a cer- 
tain right of way less than is required as a rule for a trans- 
mission Hen. It is necessary for a transmission line to have at 
least 100 feet through the publie forest in order that trees may 
not fall and crush transmission wires, and therefore they should 
nlso come in here as common carriers in order that we should 
not have multiplicity of rights of way across public forests. 
The matter was submitted to the Department of Commerce, and 
an expert electrician was sent over to my office. He discussed 
the matter at some length. He said it was entirely feasible to 
meter on the energy and meter it off where it was necessary to 
be diverted as much so as it was for a pipe line to take oil from 
a consumer and measure that oil at the point of diversion. 

The courts have held that oil-pipe lines, in a case reported 
in the United States Reports 234, page 548, are in fact com- 
mon carriers. It has been held, of course, that canal systems 
asking grants of rights of way with power of eminent domain 
should be common carriers. This amendment, I believe, would 
be the best thing about the bill. It would, as gentlemen 
have said, go further toward the prevention of monopoly in 
the manufacture and use of energy in the country than any 
ther one thing. In the State of Utah, for instance—which has 
been held up here as a benighted and oppressed community— 
one power company has control of 70 per cent of all the power 
developed in that State. In one instance they charge in one 
town in my district at the rate of $135 per horsepower year and 


to other people within the same district they charge as low as 
$28 per horsepower year. 

There ought to be, of course, some way of preventing such ex- 
tortion and such injustice; and if a power company, not being 
able to build a transmission line across a long distance and 
through a public forest, could develop a small amount of 
energy, say, from 100 or 500 to 1,000 horsepower, and compel 
that transmission company taking this grant to carry that 
energy and charge for carrying it at a proper rate under regula- 
tions of public utility commissions or of interstate commerce, 
that should be, I think, inserted in this law and should be made 
a condition precedent to the granting of rights of way. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
Mays] presents a new proposition entirely on this bill. I have 
no doubt he presents it in absolute good faith, though I appre- 
hend that the gentlemen here who have been opposing the prin- 
ciples of this bill and trying to do everything they can to 
bring about that effect would secure their desire if this amend- 
ment were agreed to. There is no control of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission over these transmission lines if this 
amendment goes in, so far as that is concerned, but the pur- 
pose of this bill is to develop the water power in the country, 
especially in the West, under suitable and proper saving to the 
Government of its rights, If you put such onerous provisions 
in here which will keep capital from making the investment, the 
bill might as well be thrown in the wastebasket instead of 
going through its wearisome stages of legislation. We have 
put enough provisions in the bill to safeguard the rights of the 
public, to safeguard the rights of the consumer, to see that the 
consumers are not imposed upon by exaggerated and burden- 
some prices, Now, it is proposed to put in the bill a denial of 
the rights of a company or a man who constructs a water power 
and strings a transmission line to have control of it. You can 
not get money invested in that way. If the bill simply gave to 
some one the right to construct hydroelectric power plants upon 
the Government domain with no regulations, the amendment 
would be a very proper one, but it is already regulated by the 
terms of the bill. 

What company or people with money would propose to invest 
millions of dollars, as will be required in great development of 
water power, and then when they construct a transmission line 
find it is used at the other end by their competitors against 
them? 

Mr. MAYS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. By people whose services are not controlled, by 
people whose rates are not fixed by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, as provided by this bill. Certainly I will yield. 

Mr. MAYS. Would not the same argument apply to the con- 
struction and maintenance of pipe lines—— 

Mr. MANN. It will not at all. 

Mr. MAYS. Owned by an oil company? 

Mr. MANN. They are entirely different propositions. The 
pipe lines are not constructed by men who bring the oil from 
below the surface of the ground, in the main. It is an entirely 
different proposition. If there were transmission lines con- 
structed for the purpose of gathering up electrical energy 
which was developed along the line, then it ought to be made a 
common carrier, but a transmission line is a part of the plant 
in the development of hydroelectric power where you construct 
a plant at a particular place. You might as well say that the 
plant itself shall be a common carrier; that anybody who 
chooses can take something there and have it made into electric 
energy. If it were a plant operated by coal—these are not, of 
course—you might as well say anybody who carried a bushel of 
coal to them will have the right to have that turned into elec- 
tric power on the ground that the plant was a common carrier. 
You put this amendment into the bill and you might as well 
throw the bill away. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, this amendment was pre- 
sented to the committee, and at that time I was inclined to 
oppose it upon the ground that it would require the lessee of 
the Government to furnish the capital, or a portion of it, for 
the transmission line of a private company. The gentleman 
from Utah [Mr. Mays] in urging the amendment stated that 
practically speaking there was no limit to the capacity of a 
transmission line, and therefore it would not involve any addi- 
tional capital upon the part of the lessee, and the gentleman 
said he would consult with electrical experts upon that ques- 
tion. The matter was left with the understanding, I think, 
that the gentleman might offer the amendment upon the floor. 
He brought the amendment to me this morning and stated that 
he had gotten that advice, and I told him I did not believe I 
would oppose the amendment. But the gentleman from Illinois 


[Mr. Mann] has just raised a most serious question in refer- 
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ence to this matter, and that is that a private corporation hav- 
ing its plant upon private land, unregulated by any anybody, 
ean have the privilege of using the property of this lessee that 
is regulated by the Government. Now, it does not seem to me 
that that is a fair proposition. For the present, at least, I 
think that the amendment should not be adopted until that 
question is settled or more fully considered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
return to section 9, in order that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Towner] may make a suggestion in regard to some language. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unan- 
imous consent to return to section 9. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] None is heard. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 9 by striking out the word that” in Hne 8, on pa 
8, and insert in lieu thereof the words “under a lease given by this 
act,” and strike out of ines 9 and 10, on page 8, the following: “ under 
a jease given under this act.“ ` 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Chairman, that is a mere verbal correc- 
tion to which I called the attention of the committee a little 
while ago. It has been changed now so that I believe that lan- 
guage is satisfactory to the chairman and to the committee. It 
will read as follows: 

Under a lease given in this act in case of the development, generation, 
transmission, or use of power or energy wholly within a State— 

And so forth. That is merely a verbal correction in order to 
make “ wholly within a State” apply. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to have the Clerk report the lan- 
guage as it will read. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment as 
it will read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment, as follows: 

Sec. 9. Under the lease given in this act in case of the development, 
generation, transmission, or use of power or energy under a lease—— 

Mr. TOWNER. Oh, no. 

Mr, MANN. While the Clerk is getting it straight I would 
like to suggest to my friend from Iowa that personally I do 
not like the word “that” at the beginning of a section, but as 
the word “that” begins every other section, I think I would 
insert it here. 

Mr. TOWNER. I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Inasmuch as there is some disagreement about 
the grammatical phase of it, would the gentleman object to let- 
ting it stay like this? He does not intend to change the mean- 
ing? 

Mr. TOWNER. Certainly not. I am not contentious about it 
at all. It makes no difference to me, I will say to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. FERRIS. Of course the gentleman was trying to help 
us, and perhaps he is right about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Towner] 
withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. If I may have the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann], we are all through with the bill 
and ready to move to rise, but I would like to ask the gentleman 
what his request was as to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
MONDELL]. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman from 
Wyoming have five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL] have five minutes. Is there objection? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I propose at the proper time 
to make a motion to recommit, and I wanted to just briefly ex- 
plain the character of the legislation which I would substitute 
for this legislation. I shall not take the time of the House to 
have the bill read. I will explain very briefly what its pro- 
visions are. Instead of the provisions of this bill, in which we 
are to lease the public land, tax the enterprise per horsepower 
developed, and attempt to control the operatives through the 
agency of the Federal Government, I would grant them right 
of way practically in conformity with the provisions of the 
right-of-way act of 1891, a right-of-way act under which all 
rights of way for the use of water, except for power develop- 
ments, are cared for and provided for. The bill is carefully 
guarded, in my opinion, and perhaps the most important section 
of it is the one which I shall read. 


Sec. 6. That such ‘hts of way and uses are granted upon the con- 
dition and subject to the reservation that at all times d the use 
and ent thereof, and of the water so appropriated and used in 
connection therewith, the service and charges therefor, including all 
electric power erated or used in connection therewith, shall be sub- 
ject to the regulation and control of the State within which the same is 


sitnated and used and subject to the fixing of the rates and charges for 
the use thereof by such State or under its authority. 

My opinion is that the paramount interest which the people 
have in water-power development is that of securing the very 
largest development at the very lowest possible rate. This be- 
ing accomplished, it is not a matter of particular interest to the 
people who own or operate the water powers so long as they are 
developed as there is demand for the power and so long as 
they are absolutely under the control of the people; so. there is 
the widest use at the least cost the interests of the people are 
served. That being my view of the matter, I do not believe that 
you can aid the people, increase development, or cheapen the 
product by laying Federal taxes on fhe enterprise. Further, 
my opinion is that the bill before us will have the effect of bring- 
ing about vexatious, harmful,-and unnecessary conflicts between 
State and Federal authority ; that out of these conflicts will come 
not perfect control, but lack of perfect or satisfactory control. 
And as the result of the charges laid upon these enterprises by 
the Federal Government our people will have to pay more for 
their power than they would otherwise. The divided control will 
not prove to be effective control. I believe in complete control of 
these enterprises by the people in the States where the power is 
generated. I would go to the very length in passing title or in 
granting rights or easements over public land to make it clear 
beyond question that the public shall control all operations, all 
rates and charges. I believe we can best secure this control and 
serve the public in this matter by such legislation as I have in 
mind, and I shall propose it af the proper time on the motion to 
recommit. = 

Mr, FERRIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
close debate on the last section, section 16, at the end of five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] Th 
Chair hears none. : i 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Chairman, the State which I have 
the honor to represent in part is credited by the Department of 
the Interior with having 10,876,000 horsepower available for 
power purposes in its streams and waterfalls. That is almost 
one-fourth of what is credited to the entire United States. They 
credit the United States with something like 44,000,000. It is 
my opinion that as to the State of Washington they are at least 
50 per cent under its potential possibilities. Naturally my State 
is greatly interested in water-power legislation. 

There are many features of this bill that I do not like. I am 
very doubtful of development under this bill, but knowing our 
immense possibilities and being anxious for something to be 
done and fully realizing that under the present state of public 
feeling about our natural resources and utilities we have got to 
have some trial legislation, I shall support this bill, and I sin- 
cerely hope that it will work out to the best interests of the 
West. [Applause.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise and report the bill, with amendments, to the House, 
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hargtson, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee having had under consideration the bill (H. R. 408) 
to provide for the development of water power and the use of 
public lands in relation thereto, and for other purposes, had 
directed him to report it back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed 
to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
and was read the third time. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a motion to 
recommit with instructions to report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming will send up 
his motion, and the Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. MoNDELL moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
a Lands, with instructions to report the following bill as a substi- 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the motion of the gentleman from Wyoming. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma moves the 
previous question on the motion to recommit. 

Mr. MANN. He can not move it, Mr. Speaker, until the 
amendment is fully reported. 

Mr. FERRIS. No. I thought the Clerk had finished. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. MONDELL moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on the 
aon tana with instructions to report the following bill as a 
subs e: 

“A bill granting locations and rights of way for porpora of irrigation 
and other beneficial use of water through the public lands and reserva- 
tions of the United States. 

“ Be it enacted, etc.” 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
motion be considered as having been read. It will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent that the motion be considered as read, 
to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I think that is the 
most vicious practice that can develop—that of not reading a 
motion to recommit, 

Mr. MANN. That is true as a general practice, but in this 
ease the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetr] has fully 
explained the contents of his bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Frrz- 
GERALD] objects, and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it cnacted, etc., That the right of way through the public 
lands, national fores and reservations of the United States is 
hereby pane to any, individual, or association or corporation formed 
for such purpose, who shall file with the Secretary of the Interior 
satisfactory proof of right, under the laws of the State or Terri- 
tory within which the r ght of wer sought is situated, to divert and 
we the water of said Anin Peed „5 = source and Rec 
e purposes proposed, for the purpose o: gation or any other 
bene: cial use of water, including the deyelopment of 8 for 
the construction, maintenance, and use of water conduits, ca 
ditches, aqueducts, dams, reservoirs, transmission and telephone lines, 
houses, buildin, and all appurtenant structures necessary to the appro- 
priation or beneficial use of such water or the products thereof to the 
extent of the fevers p ps thereby and 50 feet on each side of 
the marginal ts thereof. Also the right to take or remove from 
such rights of way and lands adjacent thereto material, earth, stone, 
and timber n for the construction and maintenance of such 
water conduits, , ditches, and other structures or works author- 
ized under this act: Provided, That no such right of way shall be so 
located as to interfere with the proper occupation by the Goyernment 
of any such reservation, and all maps of locations shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, and the privilege herein 
granted shall not be construed to interfere with the control of water 
for irrigation and other purposes under the authority of the respective 
States or Territories. j 

Sec. 2. That any such individual, association, or corporation entitled 
to the benefits of this act shall, within 12 months after the location 
of its water conduits, canals, ditches, or any part thereof, or of other 
structures and works herein authorized, if the same be upon surveyed 
lands, and if upon unsurveyed lands within 12 months after the ap- 
proval of the survey thereof by the United States, file with the register 
of the land office for the district within which such land is located a 
map of its canals, ditches, water conduits, and other structures and 
works herein authorized, and showing adjacent lands to be used or 
occupied under the poron of this act, and upon approval thereof 
by the Secretary of the Interior the same shall be noted upon the plats 
in said office, and all such land over which such rights of way shall 
pass shall be disposed of subject to such right of way. Whenever an 
person or corporation, in the construction of any water conduit, nal, 
ditch, or other structure or works herein authorized, injures or dam- 
ages the sion of any settler or allottee, the party committing 
such injury shall be liable to the party injured for such injury or 


Sec. 8. That the provisions of this act shall apply 
duits, canals, ditches, or other structures or wor 


to all water con- 

9 

cotpora- 

m the filing 35 the 

proof certificates and mepe herein provided for. lats heretofore filed 
shall have the benefit of t 


canal, or ditch shall not be completed, or be and occu- 
pied under this act are not so used and occupied, within five years 
the rights herein s be 


Sec. 4. That nothing in this act shall authorize the occupancy of 
such right of way except for the purposes of said water conduit, canal, 
or ditch, or other structures and occupancies Peace hereunder, and 
then only so far as may be necessary for e construction, mainte- 


nance, and care thereof and the appropriation, reservoiring, and bene- 
ficial use of such waters or electric power generated thereby. 

Sec. 5. That such right of way. occupation, and use as is in this act 
authorized is granted upon the condition that the grantee, its successors 
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or ass! „ shall pay to the United States Government the market 
value Pain timber or wood cut or removed from any such right of 
way or reservoir site or adjacent lands at the time of cutting and before 
the removal thereof. and as fixed by the Secretary of the Interior; 
and also for all lands included within such areas or rights of way or 
reseryoir sites not less than $1.25 per acre nor more than $20 per 
acre, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior and paid at the time 
the map or maps provided in section 2 hereof are filed: Provided, That 
for rights of way exclusively for purposes of irrigation there shall 
be — 2 charge imposed for material, carth, stone, or timber, or lands 


used. 

Sec. 6. That such rights of way and uses are granted upon the con- 
dition and subject to the reseryation that at all times 8 the use 
and enjoyment thereof, and of the. water so appropriated and used in 
connection therewith. the service and charges therefor, including all 
electric power generated or used in connection therewith, shall be sub- 
ject to the regulation and control of the State within which the same 
is situated and used and subject to the fixing of the rates and charges 
for the use thereof by such State or under its authority. 

Sec. 7. That the ent of way and appurtenances hereby granted shall 
continue so long, and so long only, as the grantee, its successors or 
assigns, is and remains entitled to the appropriation and beneficial use 
of the water so appropriated or reservoired or used, and whenever such 
right to the use of such water shall cease the right of way so granted 
shall immediately revert to and vest in the United States, subject, how- 
ever, to the prior rfght of the person or corporation in whom the right 
to such water shall have vested, and who shall be entitled to the use 
and enjoyment thereof, to apply for and acquire the rights of way and 
appurtenances so granted, needed, and used in connection with the 
appropriation and use of such water: Provided also, That if such water 

ght is entirely lost or abandoned or forfeited, thereupon such rights 
of way and appurtenances so granted shall immediately revert to and 
vest in the United States. 

Sec. 8. That any of the persons or corporations referred to in this 
act may construct and maintain necessary roads and trails over any 
of the lands referred to in this act for use in connection with the con- 
struction and operation of the works and appurtenances herein provided 
for, with like privileges in connection with the use of materials, carth, 
and stone, for the construction and maintenance thereof; and such 
roads and trails, when constructed, shall be subject to the free use of 
the grantee, successors and assigns, and also subject to the officers 
and agents of the Government of the United States and all persons 
who may desire to use the same. All lands over which said roads or 
trails pass shall be subject to the right of way therefor, and if dis- 
posed of, shall be disposed of subject thereto. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Fresrts] 
moves the previous question on the motion to recommit. With- 
out objection, the previous question will be considered as or- 
dered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MoNDELL] to recommit. 

The question was taken, and the motion to recommit was re- 
jected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. Ferris, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fol- 
lows: 
To Mr. Brown of West Virginia, indefinitely, on account of 
illness in his family. 
To Mr. DEWALT, until Tuesday next. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE—COTTON FUTURES BILL. 


Mr. LEVER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
South Carolina rise? 

Mr. LEVER. I rise to ask unanimous consent for a change 
of reference in the case of the bill (H. R. 8018) to tax the privi- 
lege of dealing on exchanges, boards of trade, and similar places 
in contracts of sale of cotton for future delivery, and for other 
purposes. 

I may say, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, that this bill is 
a reintroduction of a law that was held to be unconstitutional 
by Circuit Judge Hough recently, for the reason that the bill is 
supposed to have originated in the Senate instead of in the 
House. But the bill heretofore has been invariably sent to the 
Committee on Agriculture, and I ask unanimous consent that 
the change of reference be made to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture from the Committee on Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. Did the Committee on Agriculture report 
that bill last year? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes, sir. It is the same bill. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentle- 
man from South Carolina asks unanimous consent that it be 
done? 

Mr. LEVER. Yes. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I think properly it is before the Committee 
on Ways and Means, but under the circumstances I have no 
objection to its going to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Mr. MANN. It never ought to have gone to the Committee on 
Agriculture in the first place, but owing to the fact that the 
gentleman from South Carolina is the chairman of that com- 
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mittee I think that everybody agrees that it ought to go there 
now. [Applause.] 
The SPEAKER. That is not the reason. 
Mr. LEVER. That is a good enough reason. 
The SPEAKER. The reason is that the Speaker for several 
sessions has been referring it to that committee, and it is better 
to have some kind of a rule, even if it is a bad one, than no rule 
at all. Without objection, it will be rereferred. 
There was no objection. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE FOX RIVER AT AURORA, ILL, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the fol- 
lowing Senate bill, there being a House bill of identical tenor 
on the calendar. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An act (S. 1230) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Fox River at Aurora, III 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad 
Co., a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State 
of Illinois, its successors and a ns, and is hereby, authorized 
to construct, maintain, and operate two bridges across the Fox River, 
in the city of Aurora, State of Illinois, in accordance with the act of 
Con s entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges across 
navigable waters,” approved March 28, 1906, as follows: 

(1) A bridge over the east branch or chaunel of the Fox River in the 
city of Aurora, State of Illinois, at a point suitable to the interests 
of navigation, about 400 feet below the existing North Avenue Bridge 
over the Fox River. 

7 A bridge over the west branch or channel of the Fox River at 
a point suitable to the interests of navigation, about 1,600 feet below 
the North Avenue Brid in the city of Aurora, State of Illinois. 

Sec. 2. And it is further authorized that the work which has already 
been done upon these bridges, which may be approved by the Chief 
of 5 the Secretary of War, may be used as a part of the 
pro) ridges. 

EC. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


Mr. MANN. Is this identical with the bill reported from the 
House committee? 

Mr. COPLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The report was made yesterday. 

Mr. COPLEY. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. It has been approved by the War Department? 

Mr COPLEY. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the third reading of the 
Senate bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 
read the third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Correy, 2 motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

By unanimous consent, the corresponding House bill was laid 
on the table. 


[Laughter.!] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Wisconsin 
Mr. FREAR] is, under a special order, entitled to address the 
House now for one hour. It is a quarter past 4 o'clock. I ask 
that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], instead of 
addressing the House this afternoon, may address the House on 
Monday next at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Lewis]. 

The SPEAKER. There are two other gentlemen who come 
in ahead on Monday. 

Mr. MANN. There are three or four ahead on Tuesday. I 
ask that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] be per- 
mitted to address the House on Monday at the conclusion of the 
special orders already made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
asks unanimous consent, considering the lateness of the hour 
which has been set apart for the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Fnzan], that next Monday, after those who have already 
obtained permission to address the House have concluded, the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. FREAR] may have an hour, sub- 
ject to the conditions that have been imposed on all these gentle- 
men. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
after the special order has been disposed of on Monday H. R. 
406 be in order, without prejudice to the right of the bill to be 
considered on Calendar Wednesday. 

The SPEAKER. Without prejudice, on Wednesday? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. We have the committee call next 
Wednesday, and what I am trying to do in addition to that is 
to utilize the time that is not consumed on other matters 
before that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unan- 
imous consent that after these speeches are concluded on 
Monday 

Mr. FERRIS. 
special order, 


And on Tuesday, not to interfere with any 
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The SPEAKER. That excepting the routine business and 
the speech making that has been provided for on Monday and 
Tuesday, House bill 406 shall have a privileged status, not to be 
deprived of its right on Wednesday. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. ‘That privileged status would not run over 
beyond Wednesday? 

Mr. FERRIS. No. 

The SPEAKER. Not the next day. It would come up again 
on Wednesday week. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand provision has been made in the 
request that speeches to be made on Tuesday shall not be 
interrupted by this. 

The SPEAKER. No. They are excepted. 

Mr. FERRIS. This is subject to all special orders. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE SPANISH-AMERICAN WAR. 


Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad- 
dress the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Tr~son] asks unanimous consent to address the House for five 
minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, yesterday, under a unanimous- 
consent agreement, the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] addressed the House in a well-prepared and forcefully 
delivered speech. In that address he made not only an uncalled- 
for, but, as it seems to me, an unjust attack upon a good part 
of our citizenship. It is doubtless true that many American 
citizens of German birth or extraction sympathize with the 
Fatherland in the present struggle. Is that of itself an indict- 
ment against them? Wherein does that prove disloyalty to the 
United States? I-do not think the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts made a good case, nor do I think that the citation to-day 
of evidence from the message of the President of the United 
States helps the matter in the least. Even the newspapers of 
the country have not furnished sufficient evidence to establish 
a case of disloyalty against any of our German-American citi- 
zens. We all know that they are not only as good a part of 
our citizenship as there is, but that they are just as loyal and 
heretofore in every crisis have been just as patriotic. Crime 
is to be abhorred and should be not only condemned but pun- 
ished wherever the guilt can be fixed, It is wicked, however. 
to unjustly accuse a whole people. I object to a generalization 
from sporadic cases, even though it should develop that in rare 
instances crime or disloyalty has appeared. I shall protest 
against an accusation sweeping enough to include the citizen- 
ship of any nationality if the only basis for it is the crime of 
an individual. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] followed, and 
attempted to deliver a castigation to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Garoner]. So far as it was individually applied 
to that gentleman, I think it was well timed, well directed, well 
delivered, and well deserved. [Laughter.] If he had stopped 
there, he would have done well. But instead of stopping there 
he proceeded upon the fallacious theory that two wrongs make 
a right, or that if you mix two evils sufficiently you will produce 
good; and he proceeded in a still more intemperate manner to 
attack a whole section of the country and to speak dispar- 
agingly, as it seems to me, of the services of those young men, 
from all parts of the country, who volunteered their services, 
and their lives if necessary, at the time of the Spanish War. 
For my part, like the dying Mercutio, I say, “A plague on both 
your houses.” 

The gentleman refers to New England as effete and to her 
people as an aristocracy. New England needs ro defense at my 
hands. Her deeds speak more eloquently aud more effectively 
than any words of mine; but if it be effete on the part of the 
people of New England to be fair and to be just and to be un- 
willing to approve unjust and unfair criticism, whether it comes 
from one of her own distinguished sons, from the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, or from the President of the United States, 
then I own the soft impeachment. 

If it be a badge of aristocracy to be unwilling to sit silently 
by and hear my section of the country maligned and the services 
belittled of those young men who were patriotic enough to offer 
their services at a time when the country called for them—it 
that constitutes aristocracy, then on behalf of New England, 
so far as I represent her, I plead guilty to that impeachment also. 

The gentleman also spoke in belittling terms of the Spanish 
War itself. I shall not attempt to argue the merits or the 
magnitude of that war; but even if it were all that my friend 
says of it and no more, these young men who offered their services 
when volunteers were called for were not to blame. Who has 
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the power of declaring war in this country, anyway? Is it not 
the Congress? Does not everyone know that the Spanish War 
was declared by Congress and the newspapers? [Laughter.] 
And the only offense that these young men committed, whether 
they were in favor of the war or not, whether it was a big war 
or a little war, was that when the States were called upon to 
send their quota, these young men responded. 

The length and kind of services to be rendered by them was 
not theirs to determine. Each one who raised his right hand and 
took the oath of a soldier thus obligated himself not only to 
obey the lawful orders of his superior officers but to go wher- 
ever sent and there perform such duties as might be required 
of him. No one could do more. These did no less; and, Mr. 
Speaker, no service is unimportant or small when rendered at 
our country’s call under and for its flag. [Applause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to continue 
the incident that was occasioned by the unfair, as I considered 
it, attack by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] 
in his well-prepared, committed-to-memory address of yester- 
day, and I only rise to disclaim any intention on my part to 
disparage the services of any of the young men who enlisted 
in the Spanish-American War.. It was farthest from my 
thought when I spoke, and I think it is very unfair and very 
far-fetched for the gentleman to draw any such inference from 
any expression I used in referring to the Spanish-American 
War. This closes the matter, so far as I have anything to say. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman need not have said that, because 
no one believed that the gentleman intended to speak disparag- 
ingly of those who enlisted in the Spanish War. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following 
title was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its 
appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S. 900. An act amending sections 476, 477, and 440 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on 
Patents. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 186. An act granting an extension of time to construct 
a bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State 
of Illinois; and 

H. R. 4717. An act to authorize Butler County, Mo., to con- 
struct a bridge across Black River. 

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that this day they had presented to the President of the United 
States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 3681. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 29 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until Monday, January 10, 
1916, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of communication from the Secretary of War, sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for “Salaries, Adjutant 
General's office,” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917 (H. 
Doc. No. 510) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of a communication from the Director of the Mint, 
submitting urgent estimates of deficiencies in appropriations 
for the assay office at New York for the current fiscal year (H. 
Doc. No. 511) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting copy of communication from the Director of the Bureau 
of Printing and Engraving, submitting an urgent estimate of 
deficiency in the appropriation for “ Materials and miscellane- 
ous expenses, Bureau of Engraving and Printing,” for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 512); to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the acting president of the Board 


of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, submitting an 
item of legislation in connection with an appropriation of $2,500 
contained in the District of Columbia act of March 8, 1915 (H. 
Doe. No. 513) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Arlington Memorial Bridge 
Commission, accompanied by an estimate of appropriation to en- 
able the commission to procure a suitable design for said bridge 
(H. Doc. No. 514); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
relating to the administration of the appropriations for the im- 
provement and management of national parks, and submitting 
an item of legislation relating thereto (H. Doc. No. 515); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Lincoln Memorial Commis- 
sion submitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for 
betterment in and additions to the memorial to Abraham Lincoln 
(H. Doe. No. 516); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Olerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Roads, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7617) to provide that the Secretary 
of Agriculture, on behalf of the United States, shall, in certain 
cases, aid the States in the construction and maintenance of 
rural post roads, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 26), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. WEBB, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 73) to amend chapter 231, known 
as the Judicial Code, act of March 3, 1911 (vol. 36, U. S. Stats. 
L., sec. 81, p. 1111), reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 27), which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration af the bill (H. R. 7718) for 
the relief of the heirs of Capt. Wellington W. Withenbury, and 
the same was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8278) authorizing a sur- 
vey of White River, Ark., above Batesville; to the Committee 
on Rivers.and Harbors. 

By Mr. GLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8841) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 


Derby, in the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Public 


Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 8342) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Brook- 
ville, in the State of Pennsylvania; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 8343) to establish a na- 
tional defense fund and to provide for the raising of revenue 
necessary to insure the safety of the Republic, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BAILBY: A bill (H. R. 8344) for the purchase of a 
site and the erection thereon of a public building at Barnes- 
boro, Pa.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 8345) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to prevent the disclosure of national defense secrets,” 
approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 8346) providing for a military 
highway between Fort Oglethorpe, via Fort McPherson, and the 
Government arsenal at Augusta, Ga.; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. TRIBBLE: A bill (H. R. 8347) to provide capital for 
agricultural development, to create a standard form of invest- 
ment based upon farm mortgages, to equalize rates of interest 
upon farm loans, to furnish a market for United States bonds, to 
provide a method of applying postal savings deposits to the 
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promotion of the public welfare, and for other purposes ; to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8348) to amend an act entitled “An act to create a juvenile 
court in and for the District of Columbia,” and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 8349) to create a 
‘Tariff Commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8350) to state the rights of 
nations and to lay the foundations for the establishment of a 
Court of Nations, a Congress of Nations, and an International 
Army and Navy, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8351) to accept 
a deed of gift or conveyance from the Lincoln Farm Association, 
a corporation, to the United States of America, of land near the 
town of Hodgenville, county of Larue, State of Kentucky, em- 
bracing the homestead of Abraham Lincoln and the log cabin 
in which he was born, together with the memorial hall inclosing 
the same; and further, to accept an assignment or transfer of an 
endowment fund of $50,000 in relation thereto ; to the Committee 
on the Library. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 8352) to standardize the treat- 
ment of tuberculosis in the United States, to provide Federal 
nid in caring for indigent tuberculous persons, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 8353) to provide for the survey 
of Charlotte Harbor (Port of Rochester), N. Y., including 
that portion of Lake Ontario and the Genesee River adjacent 
thereto; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 8354) to amend paragraph 2 
of section 8264 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
as amended by section 5 of the act of March 1, 1879, and as 
further amended by the act of Congress approved June 22, 
1910; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8355) to amend section 28 of the act 
entitled “An act to reorganize and increase the efficiency of 
the personnel of the Navy and Marine Corps of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1899; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 8356) to amend sections 
28 and 30 of an act entitled “An act to amend and consolidate 
the acts respecting copyright,” approved March 4, 1909; to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 8357) to author- 
ize a preliminary examination and survey of the Indian River 
Inlet in the State of Delaware; to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 8358) to grant medals to 
survivors and heirs of yolunteers of the Port Hudson forlorn- 
hope storming party; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8359) authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to cause allotments to be 
made on Mission Indian reservations in California; to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8360) to authorize the sale of lands allotted 
to Indians under the Moses agreement of July 7, 1883; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WATKINS: A bill (H. R. 8361) to appropriate $30,000 
to remove logs from Sabine River and condemn and expropriate 
them; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8362) to appropriate $100,000 for the im- 
provement of navigation on Red River in Louisiana and Arkan- 
sas; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 90) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8363) granting a pension to 
Warren W. Kendall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ‘ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8364) for the relief of 
M. Heldenbrand; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. AUSTIN: A bill (H. R. 8865) granting a pension to 
Samuel C. Braden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8366) granting a pension to Mary Calla- 
way; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, 2 bill (HI. R. 8367) granting a pension ma Henry B. 
Ousley ; to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) granting a pension to James M. 
Thompson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8369) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Edington; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 8370) granting a pension to 
Susan J. McDermitt; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8371) granting a pension to Jessie May 
Mackin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8372) granting a pension to Margaret E, 
Hoff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8373) granting a pension to Mary Theresa 
Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8374) granting a pension to Florence M, 
Bingman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8375) for the relief of the widow of Morton 
Moody ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8376) granting 
a pension to Frank Klott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8377) to correct the military record of 
John P. Chesley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COADY: A bill (H. R. 8378) granting a pension to 
Mary Larson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8379) granting a pension to Ida L. Carter; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8380) granting a pension to Michael Wil- 
liams, alias William H. Cabondy; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8381) granting a pension to Eva E. Schild- 
gen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8882) granting a pension to William Me- 
Claskey ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8383) granting a pension to Sophie Bacon; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8384) granting a pension to Ella L. Blon- 
dell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8385) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Knight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8386) granting an increase of pension to 
Harlow B. Elliott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8387). granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Stallings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8388) for the relief of Ann E. H. Boyle, 
administratrix of James Hooper, deceased ; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. CONNELLY: A bill (H. R. 8389) granting an increase 
of pension to William H. Willie; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 8390) granting a pension to 
Bella Robison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8391) granting a pen- 
sion to R. H. Beckham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DEWALT: A bill (H. R. 8392) granting a pension to 
George W. Fetterman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8393) granting a pension to Henry J. 
Seiders ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8394) granting an increase of pension to 
Moses A. Reimert; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8395) granting a pension to Daniel S. Gil- 
bert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8396) granting a pension to Martin O’Lough- 
lin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8397) granting a pension to Melara C. Ab- 
bott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DOOLING: A bill (H. R. 8398) granting an increase 
of pension to Patrick McNally; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 8399) granting an increase 
of pension to Ferdinand Mittelstaedt; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8400) granting an increase of pension to 
Sidney M. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 8401) granting a pension to 
Martha Bowman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 8402) granting a pension to 
Martha L. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8403) granting a pension to James Hiles; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8404) granting a pension to Richard Mar- 
tin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8405) granting a pension to Alexander 
Herndon; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8406) granting an increase of pension to 
Nimrod Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8407) granting an increase of pension to 
William K. White; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8408) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Herndon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8409) granting an increase of pension to 
Spencer Cooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8410) for the relief of James C. Downey; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8411) for the relief of James R. McGuire; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8412) for the relief of 
Charles A. Lester; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: A bill (H. R. 8418) granting a pension to 
Roy R. Dunham; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8414) granting a 
pension to Sarah Gunsolly; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 8415) granting a pension to 
Wiliam M. Weaver; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8416) for the relief of Jose 
Trujillo; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 8417) granting an increase of 
pension to George P. Head; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8418) granting an increase of pension to 
Jesse G. Austin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill (H. R. 8419) granting an increase 
of pension to Austin Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8420) granting an increase of pension to 
Cyntha E. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. r 

By Mr. HILLIARD: A bill (H. R. 8421) granting a pension 
to James H. Arnold; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8422) granting an increase of pension to 
Mathew Paul; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8423) for the relief of Robert F. Risley; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 8424) granting a pension to 
Andrew Howard ter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOD: A bill (H. R. 8425) for the relief of J. D. 
Haskett; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8426) 
for the relief of E. A. Swift; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KEARNS; A bill (H. R. 8427) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Bartley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8428) granting a pension to Gurney E. 
Hall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8429) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Park; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8430) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8481) granting an increase of pension to 
John Courtney; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to 
George L. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8433) for the relief of Loren W. Greeno; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KEATING: A bill (H. R. 8434) granting a pension to 
James E. Hill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8485) granting a pension to Fred A. 
Knapp; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 8486) granting a pension to 
Regina Appel; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: A bill (H: R. 8487) 
granting an increase of pension to Addie C. Wiley; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8438) grant- 
ing a pension to Martin V. Stanton; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8439) granting a pension to Catharine A. 
Smith ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (H. R. 8440) granting a pen- 
sion to Clara A, Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8441) granting a pension 
to Orville Fox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8442) for the allowance of certain claims 
for back pay growing out of service in the Army, reported by 
the Court of Claims; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R, 8443) granting a pension to 
William E. Ammerman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8444) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Keener ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8445) granting an increase of pension to 
Aaron M. Van Sickle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8446) for the relief of Alice H. 
Gilson ; to the Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8447) granting a pension to Katie Cline; 
to the Committee on Pensions. i 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 8448) granting a pension 
to Jacob Mercer; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8449) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John J. Maloney; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8450) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen A. Childers; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8451) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. P. Weaver ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8452) for the relief of Charles L. Moore; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr: MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8453) granting an increase 
of pension to Robert Harris, alias John Wilson; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8454) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Lucinda Gardner; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. z 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8455) to correct the military record of J. H. 
McGrew ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8456) for the relief of L. D. Taylor, admin- 
istrator of the estate of E. T. Stout, deceased; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 8457) granting a pension to 
Angeline J. Drake; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8458) granting a pension to Poppy H. Wins- 
low; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEELY: A bill (H. R. 8459) for the relief of James 
Norman Windon; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 8460) granting an increase of 
pension to Myron S. Pease; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 8461) granting an increase 
of pension to Maria C. Sinclair; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8462) granting a pension to Teresa Wolf; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill (H. R. 8463) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward M. White; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 8464) granting an increase 
of pension to James D. Scoles; to the. Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ROUSE: A bill (H. R. 8465) granting an increase of 
pension to Emily Jane Hilton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 8466). to relieve J. Lawrence 
Latham, postmaster at Eupora, Webster County, Miss., of the 
payment of cash and funds stolen from the post office; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. STEELE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8467) for the relief of 
©. W. Davis; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 8468) for the relief of 
R. A. McCutcheon; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 8469) granting a pension to 
John F. Mossberg; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: A bill (H. R. 8470) granting an increase 
of pension to Fordis O. Bushnell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, n bill (H. R. 8471) for the relief of Charles R. Cutler; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of United Brewery 
Workers, against national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

Also (by request), memorial of West End Citizens’ Associa- 
tion, of Washington, D. C., urging that Washington citizens be 
given suffrage; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also (by request), memorial of West End Citizens’ Associa- 
tion, Washington, D. O., urging that clinics be established; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Memorial of Charles Dick Camp, No. 
17, of Ohio Spanish War Veterans, favoring pensions for widows ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAILEY: Memorial of Department of Pennsylvania, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States, favoring pen- 
sions for widows of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 
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By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of International Union 
of United Brewery Workmen of Cincinnati, Ohio, against na- 
tional prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. M. Goethe, of Sacramento, Cal., fayoring 
passage of House bill 476, for compensation for injured em- 
ployees ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, favoring retention of duty on sugar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of knitting manufacturers of Central West, rela- 
tive to tariff protection; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARROW: Memorial of Morocco Manufacturers’ Na- 
tional Association, relative to protection for the dye-manufactur- 
ing industry ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOOLING: Papers to accompany bill for increase of 
pension of Patrick McNally; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. ESCH: Memorial of San Francisco Convention of 
American Federation of Labor, protesting against repeal of the 
seamen’s law; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, petition of knitting manufacturers of the Central West, 
relative to tariff protection; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Wisconsin, favoring pas- 
sage of the Burnett immigration bill; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Memorial of San Francisco Convention of the 
American Federation of Labor against the repeal of the seamen's 
law; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of William H. Hubbell Camp, No. 4, Department 
of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, relative to pensions 
for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, favoring retention of duty on sugar; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of International Union of the United Brewery 
Workmen of America, protesting against national prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of knitting mantfacturers of the Central West, 
relative to tariff protection; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of conference of manufacturers at 
Chicago, III., favoring immediate revision of the tariff; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Religious Liberty Association, protesting 
against legislation to restrict freedom of speech, etc.; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: Papers to accompany 
House bill 3201, granting an increase of pension to Edgar J. 
Scott; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3199, granting an in- 
crease of pension to George Peck; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3203, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Groat; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 3202, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Thomas Covell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 5084, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Peterson ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: Memorial of churches of Santa Fe 
and sundry citizens of New Mexico, favoring national prohi- 
bition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Memorial of German Alliance 
Association of Ohio, favoring embargo on shipment of muni- 
tions, etc.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial of Fisher 
Grange, Camas, Wash., urging abolition of restrictions on the 
manufacture and sale of denatured alcohol; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of Washington, favoring passage of 
House bill 6097, a bill to ratify the compact between the States 
of Oregon and Washington relative to jurisdiction over waters of 
the Columbia River and its tributaries in connection with regu- 
lating, protecting, and preserving fish; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Petition of knitting manufacturers of the 
Central West, relative to tariff protection; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the religious Society of Friends of Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, and Society of 


Friends at Media, Pa., NN increase of armameat; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial of San Francisco Convention of American Fed- 
eration of Labor, against repeal of the seamen’s law; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MEEKER: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temper- 
anee Union of St. Louis, Mo., favoring national prohibition; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of International Union of United Brewery 
Workmen of Cincinnati, Ohio, against national prohibition; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORIN: Petitions of sundry women of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., opposing woman suffrage; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also (by request), petition of International Union of United 
Brewery Workmen of America, against national prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of American Federation of Labor at San 
Francisco, Cal., against the repeal of the seamen’s law; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. NEELY: Evidence in support of House bill 4416, for 
the relief of L. W. Dragoo; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. OAKEY : Petition of knitting manufacturers of the 
Central West, relative to tariff protection; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of Time Lodge, N. E. O. P., of 
New Britain, Conn., urging embargo on exportation of muni- 
tions; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of business men of Ayer, Mass., 
favoring bill taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STINESS: Papers to accompany House bill 4623, 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Carter; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON: Papers to accompany House bill 6410, for 
the relief of Amanda E. Macfarlane; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of merchants of Milford, Mass., 
favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of citizens of United States relative to bill for 
creating a commission of five persons, to be known as the 
United States Commission for Enduring Peace; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition signed by a large 
number of merchants living in the towns of Rugby, Bottineau, 
Westhope, Sheyenne, New Rockford, Bowdon, and other towns 
of North Dakota, urging that legislation be enacted which will 
compel concerns selling goods direct to consumers entirely by 
mail to contribute their portion of funds in the development of 
the local community, the county, and State; also requesting the 
enactment of a law to compel all concerns to give a true and 
honest description of merchandise as to the value and quality 
of goods advertised by them; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 
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The Chaplain, Rey. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, we thank Thee for the great part Thou hast 
assigned us in the world’s vast enterprise. Thou hast given to 
us a voice, an influence, and a power among the nations of the 
earth. We thank Thee that Thou dost breathe upon us Thy 
Holy Spirit, giving to us reverence for Thy name and loyalty 
to Thy law. We pray that all added grace may be given to us 
that we may seize the opportunity and have the divine wisdom 
to meet the obligations, that Thy name may be glorified through 
the life and work and ministry of this great nation. For Christ’s 
sake. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
REPORT OF COMPTROLLER OF CURRENCY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Comptroller of the Currency for the year ended 
October 31, 1915, which was referred to the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 1230) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Fox River at Aurora, III. 
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The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 408) to provide for the development of water power and 
the use of public lunds in relation thereto, and for other pur- 
poses, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
Signed by the Vice President : 

H. R. 136. An act granting an extension of time to construct 
a bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the State 
of Illinois; and 

H. R. 4717. An act to authorize Butler County, Mo., to con- 
struct a bridge across Black River. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Lois D. Beck, of 
Greenland, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
prohibit interstate commerce in the products of child labor, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Lincoln, Va., and a petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for 
national prohibition, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. ASHURST presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Nogales, Ariz., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to change the present method of promotions in the Army, which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I have a petition, signed by the governor 
of the State of Michigan, members of the supreme court, and 
others, indorsing the plan for the prevention and real cause of 
international wars, prepared by Homer L. Boyle, of Lansing, 
the author of a book entitled “ History of Peace,” that is used as 
a textbook in our schools. I present the petition and ask to 
have that portion of it printed in the Recorp which contains 
the peace proposal, and that the entire petition may be referred 
to the appropriate committee. 

There being no objection, the part referred to was ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


PRACE PROPOSAL. 


PREVENTION AND REAL CAUSE OF INTERNATIONAL 
WARS. 


[By Homer L. Boyle, Lansing, Mich., United States of America, author 
of a book, *“ History of Peace.“ 


To the Congress of the United States of America, assembled: 


GENTLEMEN: In the interest of peace and harmony between nations, 
maT I suggest that à law be pa: „with a penalty incorporated, pro- 
viding that henceforward for all time to come all notes of complaints, 
ultimatums, and declarations of war arising between this and any other 
nations, that the President or any other person within the United 
States having a complairt against another nation, submit the same to 
The Hague, or other arbitrational tribunal, with full plenary power 
for its investigation and adjudication. 

The great commercia] intercourse between all nations of the world 
causes many differences to arise almost constantly. The rulers of the 
nations, in the best of friendship, vainly try to settle these differences 
direct by diplomacy. Owing to this poor method, the complications 
in many instances grow speedily worse until an unexpected war is 
brought about within a very short time. 

If the complaining ruler would submit the complaint, in the first 
instance, to a board of arbitration, while the two nations are in good 
friendship, peace and prosperity would always prevall between them. 

Under the present policy one nation sends to another a note of com- 
plaint or demand, e nation receiving the note may take a diferent 
view and send its reply accordingly. The complaining nation then 
makes its further reply, and the defendant nation begins to feel that 
the note or demand is unjust, and the notes Deag tween the two 
nations in this way grow worse, caning pee complications—one does 
not want to „ and the other will not give in. They often act 
hastily and make a limited ultimatum, which would not occur if their 
differences were submitted to an arbitrational tribunal. 

The Pian TPIT tt nation only sees its own side of the controversy 
and naturally believes itself to be wholly in the right and the other 
nation wholly in the wrong, whereas each has rights and wrongs to be 
considered. 

There are always two sides to all questions. If there were not. 
ba Tong be no need for attorneys, judges, courts, or arbitrational 

ribunals, 

Rulers are quite liable to disagree as to who shall be the judge, which 
disagreement creates a war sentiment and makes it difficult for the 
nations to agree to arbitrate their controversy, which would have been 
an easy matter had they in the first instance submitted the same to 
an arbitrational tribunal. 

When differences between natians are submitted to arbitration, they 
do create a sentiment for peace, for the reason that the matter is 
looked upon in a decidely different light, thus avoiding mistakes, 
different views, false impressions, and misunderstandings. 

For the past century arbitration has never failed when international 
meee were submitted; and while there have been adjournments and 

isagreements, later the matters were taken up and satisfactorily 
adjudicated to all nations in interest. Should the arbitrators disagree, 
there would be another board appointed, as has been proven in st 
cases. No nation since modern times has refused to accept the findings 
of an arbitrational tribunal. 
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If this proposed law was passed by 
submit its complaint 2 another nation through an arbitrational 


a nation, and the nation would 


tribunal for its investigation and adjudication, the nation receiving 
she Pompe int could not look upen it in the light of force and selfish 
otives. 

It is dishonorable for a nation to take the same law as the animal 
creation. It is only just and honorable for a nation to leave its dif- 
ferences to a third party. Every kind of difference has been settled 
by human methods—the loss of lives, of the Italians at New Orleans 
and the United States sailors at Valparaiso, insults, thefts, damages, 
boundary lines, etc. 

It may be said, how will a nation know if it has a case against 
another nation or not, if it does not take the matter up directly in the 
first instance and try to settle it? 

If the nation presents its claim to the arbitrational tribual for in- 
vestigation and adjudication and it has no case, that tribunal will so 
advise, as would be the case in any court of justice. If the tribunal 
found no canse for complaint, the nation making the complaint would be 
better satisfied than it would if the other nation were to deny the cause 
as then the complaining nation would be quite liable to take it as an 
insult and declare war. 

As a rule the defendant nation requests that these complaints be 
submitted to arbitration, but this does not apply in all cases to a nation 
in a state of rebellion, 

Nations often i to war over very small matters, and for this reason 
they should submit all questions in the first instance to an arbitrational 
tribunal for investigation and adjudication, 

Since the year 1796 direct negotiations have failed 67 times between 
the United States and other nations alone, as follows: 

Sixty-four times direct negotiations have failed to adjust the differ- 
ences and each controversy was submitted to arbitration, which arbitra- 
tion was succexsful in all of those cases. 

Three other cases of direct negotiation resulted in the three wars of 
om 1846, and 1898, of which the calamity is too inhuman to con- 
template. 

If such a proclamation or law as suggested were passed by any 
nation and the nation should submit its complaint in the first instance 
to an arbitrational tribunal for its investigation and adjudication, while 
the nations are in good friendship, it would prevent any war sentiment 
being started; or, if one had been started, it would be the means of 
putting an end to it. 

It is the present r system of making complaint or demands by 
direct negotiation which causes all of the international wars, and if 
there was a law passed no future ruler would want to break such a 
humane law. It is now an opportune time. 8 

Under existing conditions of wars and unsettled internationai ques- 
tions and more questions constantly arising it is believed that our 
Nation and also other nations will make a law as suggested. National 
and State Congresses have passed laws to cause their people, whether 
ordinary citizens, lawyers, judges, governors, Congressmen, or execu- 
tives to use human methods in settling their differences. 

It would be far better and the proper 9 for a nation to 
submit its contentions in the first Instance to The Hague tribunal, or 
some other arbitrational tribunal, for adjustment, which policy would 
save the ruler, representatives, and citizens from the grave responsi- 
bility of being drawn into bloody warfare. ` 

May I be further pardoned for suggestin the kind of penalty to be 
incorporated, which penalty should provide it to be considered a 
heinous crime for any person within the United States to make a 
demand or complaint against any nation direct; but it will be only 
lawful to submit the complaint or demand to The Hague or any other 
arbitrational tribunal with full plenary power for its investigation and 
adjudication. 

This proposed law would not interfere with peace treaties, arbitra- 
tional tribunals, or national armament. To prevent international wars 
is to prevent the real cause that makes the war. 

As matters stand now between nations in many instances, to come 
when disagreement sounds alarm, the nations rush to arms. 

This outline is respectfully submitted In the interest of peace and 
world-wide patriotism. 

Homer L. BOYLE, 
BRIEF REMARKS, 


1. If a complaint were submitted to an arbitrational tribunal for its 
investigation and adjudication the nation receiving the complaint 
would look upon the complaint in a more favorable light. 

2. No terms of a treaty to be broken or misinterpreted. 

3. If this law was passed by our Government it would soon become 

eneral, 2 
24 4. It would be far easier to submit the complaint in the first instance 
to an arbitrational tribunal for its investigation and adjudication than 
it would be to stop a war. 

It is a fact that the disagreement of the rulers is the real cause of 
international wars. 

Yours, in the interest of peace and world-wide citizenship. 
Homer L. YLE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I also present a similar paper from Mr. 
Carl Storm, of Detroit, Mich., and ask that it be printed in the 
Record and appropriately referred. 

There being no objection, the paper was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in the 
Recor, as follows: 

Dernoir, Micn., January 7, 1916. 
Hon. Cas. E. TOWNSEND, ~ 
Washington, D. C. 


Dran Sin: Inclosed herewith find a pamphlet prepared by me which 
I believe is worthy of your earnest consideration and cooperation. In 
my judgment, it proposes the only feasible plan for permanent world 
peace. Will you please look it over carefully at once, and if it meets 
your approval, is there not something substantial you can do to 
advance the idea? The object should have the attention of all carnest 
and conscientious public officers. 

With kind regards to you and wishing I may hear personally from 
you in regard to this important matter, I am, 


Yours, very truly, Cant. Sronu. 
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EXHORTATUM OR AN APPEAL von THEW AWAKENING OF STATESMEN AND 
SCHOLARS AND THD OUTLINE OF AN INTERNATIONAL CONSTITUTION, 
[By Carl Storm, Detroit, Mich.] 

The time for permanent international peace is at hand. Millions of 
decimated homes implore it, and the memory of countless millions 
slain on the field of war cry out for it. 

The world is ready for 8 and has been ready for years, but the 
means have not been at d. ess, Prosperi „education, com- 
merce, communication, there have all but forged a fraternal 
shout the world. The one missing link has been the instrumentality, 
the pra 


ctical plan. 
Not that the object has been imposstble of achievement, but its 


advocates were beset with fear and awe at the undertaking. 

The world’s greatest statesmen have not been great enough; the 
world’s 8 scholars have not been schooled enough; fear and 
doybt deterred them. 

ad their fears been absent, the means would be at hand; had the 
means existed, their fears would be unknown. 

The protection of a seal or salmon; the deciphering of a dusty parch- 
ment or hiero: hie, these have been the evements of statesmen 
and scholars. d while thus they toiled, humanity has suffered, and 
the one great overreaching duty has been neglected. 

The immediate, the familiar, the simple, has usurped the remote, the 
unfamiliar, the complex. 

Dark and distant and unattainable has seemed the star of world 
peace to them, and yet the multitude has worshi; it on its knees. 

There has been no constant effort to dispel the dark, no incessant 
stride to span the distance, no unceasing struggle to attain the heights. 
With them the complex would have n simplified, the unfam 
would have been commonized, and the remote would be at hand. 

But regardless of the great men of the past and present, their 
achievements and struggles, world peace must come. No insurmountable 
obstacle confronts it. The word Impossible“ is no longer in the 
lexicon of wise men. The task before the thirteen Colonies was a 
greater one. 

We need but turn to the history of our own land to behold an illus- 
trious example. There we find many Commonwealths or units bound 
together by a Constitution hewn out of the cold, hard rocks that 

orted monarchies for centuries. Necessity drove the colonial 
statesmen, and thus they mothered a great Republic. Humanity and 
the world’s greatest good will cheer and strengthen the leaders of to-day. 

The nations of the world are but commonwealths or units in an 


steam, the telegraph, the telephone, the phonograph; greater than the 

. discovery of n anesthetics, ant tees w ter than the un- 
burying of the pillars ot Babylon or the vaults of the mids; greater 
than of these and all of these and all others is ent world 
peace. d yet not one hero, not one maryn, has died for it. 

Will not the statesmen, the scholars, the heroes, and the martyrs, 
turn their attention to the cause of humanity? 

Where are Thomas Jeffersons, the Alexander Hamiltons, the 
Patrick Henrys of to-day? Where are the champions for the N 
cause in history? Truly, the world's great men have slumber And 

et, when universal peace comes it rival the glory of the Christian 
Pra on the pages of history and immortalize those who lived and died 


for it. 
All hail to the strong, all hail to the weak, that struggle—give their 
all—lay down their lives for mankind. mating 


PROPOSAL. 


(1) That the President of the United States immediately urge upon 
all nations of the earth that five oe. from each be sent to Wash- 
m, there to convene at an early day (to be set by the President) 

and outline a constitution for an international government, which, 
— 5 eg drafted, shall be submitted promptly to all nations for 
ratification. 

(2) The immediate designation by the President of five delegates for 
the United States to such a convention. 1575 

(3) The construction of a constitution for an international govern- 
ment by that convention. y 


OUTLINE OF INTERNATIONAL CONSTITUTION. 
(Preamble.) 


Whereas we believe that war is at once the sin, the sorrow, and the 
sco of man; that humanity has em from the pale of ignorance 
and blindness; that cducation and htenment should transcend 
war; and that the momentous od in histo: come when war 
should cease and be controlled by an international government which 
will peed rule the world and permit of conv the energies of 
war into science and discovery for the general wel and advance- 
ment of man: Therefore be it 


Resolved, (1) That a majority in power of the nations of the earth 
combine in a government to be known as the international government 
which, in form and substance, shall consist of the following: (a) An 
international congress; (b) an international judiciary; (c) an inter- 
national executive, 

(2) Said international ag ante shall consist of (a) an international 
senate; (b) an international house of delegates, 

(8) Said international senate shall consist of five senators from 
every represented nation, regardless of population. The international 
house of delegates shall consist of one delegate for every 5,000,000 
people, or fraction thereof, in each represented nation: Provided, how- 
ee hat every nation shall be represented by at least five delegates. 


Members of the international senate shall be appointed by the | 
executive or ruler of their respective Governments and shall hold office |) 


for a period of 10 years. Provision shall be made for one member’s 
term to expire and one new member to be appointed every two years. 
: 5 Members of the international house of delegates shall be elected 
2 he people in their respective countries, and shall hold their office for 
the term of four years. 

(6) Each represented Government shall provide its own, eligibility 


es, x 
(T) The international judiciary shall consist of five re ion ae 7 
0 


from each resented Government, who shall be appoin and 
thelr offices for a period of 10 years. A two-thirds majority shall be 
necessary to make the vote of the judiciary binding. 


(8) Zach Government shall provide at least three alternate delegates, 
who, in the order of their appointment, shall succeed to any vacancies 
in the representation of their bay on aphie Governments in any branch of 
the international government. uch alternates shall not possess any 
powers or privileges in the government. 

(9) Each represented Government shall provide the salaries and ex- 
penses of its representatives. 

(10) The international executive shall be chosen by the members of 
the international senate, house of delegates, and judiciary, sitting in 
joint session, from among their number, and shall hold his office for a 
period of five years. He shall not be eligible to reelection, but may 
afterwards sit as a member in any other branch of the government. 

(11) The armies and navies of existing Governments shall not be 
enlar; 


GA All armies shall be reduced 25 per cent within one year after 
the inauguration of the international government, 15 per cent the 
second year, 10 per cent the third year, and 5 cent each year there- 
after, until said armies shall not exceed one- of 1 per cent of the 
population of said Government. 

(18) Provision shall be made for the dual reduction of all gov- 
ernmental navies: Provided, however, That said armies and navies shall 
not be reduced below a standard as de the international 
congress: Provided also, That the international government shall have 
the power to arrange for and take over on an equitable basis such 
portions of existing navies as it may deem advisable. f 

(14) Said international government shall convene on the Ist gar 
of January, 1920, and every year thereafter in the various capi 
cities of the Governments represented, beginning in the alphabetical 
order of said nations in regular rotation: Provided, however, t con- 
gress may, in its judgment, intercept the regular rotation, if decmed 
advisable, and that the international judiciary shall not consider any 
international dispute in any nation t shall be directly interested 
therein, but said judiciary s either defer consideration of said dis- 
‘pute until the following year or adjourn to another country. 

(25) Said international congress shall have exclusive power and con- 
trol over all military trainings and the right to declare and ag 
in war; over international boundaries, waters, and highways; over 
aerial navigation and international commerce, and shall enact laws 
for the maintenance and establishment of an international army and 
peat È for the collection of revenues; for the admission of colonies or 
nations not theretofore represented; for the submission of amend- 
ments hereto; provide penalties for the violation of international laws 
and rules; and shall have such other powers as are consistent with 
the object of the government. 

16) The international executive shall preserve peace between the 
nations; s arantee and tain all t international boun- 


daries and rights; shall compel support and compliance with this con- 


stitution and obedience to all international laws and mandates; convene 
the International con s at any time and direct its attention to bene- 
ficial legislation; shall haye command over the army and navy of the 

international government and, in case of impending rebellion, over the 

armies and navies of represented Governments; and shall have full 

power to enforce all laws and commands of the government or any 
ranch thereof. 

(17) The international judiciary shall have full and exclusive power 
to hear and determine international questions and disputes and 
to formulate rules and 7 ia for the proceedings before it. Its 
u ts and decrees: shall be law. 

(18) We recommend and the immediate ratification and adap- 
tion of the foregoing constitution by all the nations of the earth and 
hereby declare the same effective and binding upon all nations when 
ratified by the leading nations of the world. 

f (Signatures of delegates.) 


Mr. STONE. I have a telegram sent to me setting forth 
resolutions adopted by the Missouri Cattle, Swine, and Sheep 
Feeders’ Association, adopted at Columbia, Mo., January 7, 
1916, which I ask to have read and referred to the Committee 
ion Agriculture and Forestry. s 

There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, as follows: 


[Telegram.] 
Corum Mo., January 8, 1916, 
Senator W. J. STONE, ee 


* 
Care Senators from Missouri, Washington, D. 0.: 
Resolutions of the Missouri Cattle, Swine, and Sheep Feeders’ Asso- 

ciation, January 7, 1916: 

“Whereas the live-stock ind of the corn belt is fundamental to 
the welfare of the le of the corn belt and to the consumers 
of meats in the United States; and 

“Whereas this great industry is suffering from depression because of 
unsatisfactory market conditions: Be it 

“ Resolved, That we favor early action by Congress conferring upon 
the Bureau of Markets and Country Orgioniua tions of the — 
of Agriculture the any of enforcing a uniform system of accounting 
upon all corporations doing an interstate business in the mantfactur- 
ing, buying, and selling of food products, with a view to making more 
insistent a proper relation between demand, supply, and price; that 
we favor an early enactment by Co of a law provid for the 

‘standardization of agricultural products; that the Unit States 

D ent of culture be tn ert ht asked to issue frequent 

po lic reports on the meat supply. of the United States, as it now does 

the case of the grain supply ; and that we favor the strictest 
enforcement of the antitrust laws.” 


COMMITTER ON RESOLUTIONS, 
H. O. ALLISON, Secretary. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I present 19 petitions from citizens of my 
State asking Congress to prohibit the traffic in arms and muni- 
‘tions of war. They are all of the same tenor and effect, and 


II move that they be referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of South Carolina, remonstrating against the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit interstate commerce in the prod- 
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ucts of child labor, which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of Oregon, praying that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of a military road in that State, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. KENYON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Du- 
buque, Independence, Parkersburg, Hopkinton, Earlville, Coles- 
burg, Lamont, Belmond, and Bennington, all in the State of 
Iowa, praying for an embargo on the exportation of munitions 
of war, which were ‘referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

He atso presented the memorial of James Fox and sundry 
other citizens of Pocahontas County, Iowa, remonstrating against 
an increase in armaments, which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

BEVERLY EK. WHITEHEAD. 


Mr. HARDWICK, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, to which was referred the bill (S. TOT) for the re- 
lief of Beverly H. Whitehead, reported it with an amendment. 


REPORT ON DISEASES OF THE HORSE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 25) 
authorizing the printing of 200,000 copies of the Special Report 
on the Diseases of the Horse, to report it faverably with amend- 
ments, and I submit a report (No. 36) thereon. I ask for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution, - 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were, in line 3, before the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out “two hundred“ and insert “ fifty“; in line 7, be- 
fore “ thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “twenty”; 
and in lines 7 and 8 to strike out “one hundred and fifty” 
before the word “ thousand ” and insert “ thirty,” so as to make 
the joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That there be 8 and bound in cloth 50,000 copies 
of the Special rt on the seases of the Horse, the same to be 
first revised and brought to date under the supervision of the Secretar: 
of Agriculture; 20,000 copies for the use of the Senate and 30, 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution 
authorizing the printing of 50,000 copies of the Special Report 
on the Diseases of the Horse.” 


REPORT ON DISEASES OF CATTLE. 


Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on Printing I report 
back favorably, with amendments, the joint resolution (S. J. 
Res. 19) authorizing the printing of 200,000 copies of the Special 
Report on the Diseases of Cattle, and I submit a report (No. 37) 
thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the joint reso- 
lution. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendments were, in line 3, before the word “ thousand,” 
to strike out “two hundred” and insert “fifty”; in line 6, 
before “ thousand,” to strike out “ fifty“ and insert “ twenty“; 
and in line 7, before thousand,“ to strike out “ one hundred 
and -fifty ” and insert “thirty,” so as to make the joint resolu- 
tion read: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed and bound in cloth 50,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle, the same to be 
first revised and brought to date under the direction of the Secretary 
of Agriculture; 20, copies for the use of the Senate and 30,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A joint resolution au- 
thorizing the printing of 50,000 copies of the Special Report on 
the Diseases of Cattle.” 

POSTAL SAVINGS SYSTEM. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, on the Sth of January I 
reported from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
the bill (H. R. 562) to amend the act approved June 25, 1910, 
authorizing a postal savings system, and it went to the cal- 
endar. IT ask unanimous consent that the bill be recommitted 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 
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Mr. BRYAN. I inquire of the Senator what is the bill? 

Mr. VARDAMAN. It is the bill I reported from the commit- 
tee on Saturday, the 8th, authorizing a postal savings system. 

a BRYAN. I think the bill ought to go back to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I am glad the Senator agrees with me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill will be 
recommitted to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 
and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 3331) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate 
the construction of dams across navigable waters,” approved 
June 21, 1906, as amended by the act approved June 23, 1910, 
and to provide for the improvement and development of water- 
ways for the uses of interstate and foreign commerce; to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 3332) providing terms on which fourth-class post 
offices may be raised to a higher class; 

A bill (S. 3333) authorizing the Postmaster General to estab- 
= branch offices, nonaccounting offices, or stations of any post 
office ; 

A bill (S. 3334) to amend section 215, act of March 4, 1909 
(Criminal Code), penalizing fraudulent use of the mails; 

A bill (S. 3835) to amend section 219, Criminal Code, relating 
to counterfeiting, etc., of stamps, stamped envelopes, post marks, 
post marking stamps, etc.; 

A bill (S. 3336) to amend section 213, act of March 4, 1909 
(Criminal Code), affixing penalties for use of mails in connection 
with fraudulent devices and lottery paraphernalia ; 

A bill (S. 3337) to amend section 4041, Revised Statutes, en- 
abling Postmaster General to forbid payments of postal money 
orders in connection with the exclusion of fraudulent devices 
and lottery paraphernalia from the mails; 

A bill (S. 3338) to amend section 3929, Revised Statutes, re- 
lating to exclusion of fraudulent devices and lottery parapher- ` 
nalia from the mails; and 

A bill (S. 3339) to amend section 2, act of April 28, 1904, re- 
lating to transmission of mail by prepaying postage and without 
affixing stamps; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: 

A bill (S. 3340) authorizing the Seaboard Air Line Railway 
Co., a corporation, to construct and maintain a bridge or bridges 
and approaches thereto across what is known as Back River, a 
part of the Savannah River, at a point between Jasper County, 
S. C., and Chatham County, Ga.; to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (S. 3341) to repeal an act to establish a uniform system 
of bankruptcy and all amendments thereto; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 3342) to amend section 62 of the act entitled “An 
act to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyrights,” 
approved March 4, 1909; to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (S. 3343) for the relief of the heirs of Samuel Way, 
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. BRYAN; 

A bill (S. 3344) to authorize George H. Hervey, of Pensacola, 
Fla., to construct and operate an electric railway line on the 
Fort Barrancas Military Reservation, Fla., and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLIVER: 

A bill (S. 3345) to purchase oil portraits of the Justices of the 
Supreme Court of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Library. - 

By Mr. WEEKS: 

A bill (S. 3346) conferring jurisdiction on the Court of Claims 
to adjudicate the claims of the State of Massachusetts; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VARDAMAN: 

A bill (S. 3347) granting a pension to Thomas E. Hudgeons 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WALSH: 

A bill (S. 3348) granting to the State of Montana 100,000 
acres of land in said State for the support of a school of forestry 
at the State university; to the Committee on Public Lands, 

A bill (S. 3349) for the relief of certain nations or tribes of 
Indians in Montana; to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: 

A bill (S. 3350) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to 
certify to the Secretary of the Interior, for restoration to the 
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public domain, lands in the State of Louisiana not needed for 
naval purposes; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 3351) to amend the act of August 30, 1890; to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 8352) for the relief of I. C. Johnson, jr.; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3553) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Piernas, 
deceased; and A 

A bill (S. 3354) for the relief of the Iberia Building Associa- 
tion, of New Iberia, La.; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3355) granting a pension to Joseph Daley; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FALL: 

A bill (S. 3356) to amend section 5 of an act entitled “An act 
to provide for the opening, maintenance, protection, and opera- 
tion of the Panama Canal and the sanitation of the Canal Zone,” 
8 August 24, 1912; to the Committee on Interoceanic 

‘anals. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: 

A bill (S. 3357) for the relief of Thomas Coyle and Bridget 
Coyle and their legal representatives; and 

A bill (S. 3358) for the relief of Louis Woldenberg; to the 
Committee on Claims, 

A bill (S. 3359) granting an increase of pension to Sophia E. 
McKinney (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3360) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Webley (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 3361) granting a pension to Mrs. W. D. Johnston; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

s a bill (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to Gorham 
ufts; 

A bill (S. 3363) granting an increase of pension to William 
Thomas; 

A bill (S. 3864) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Taylor; 

A bill (S. 3365) granting a pension to Alice B. Sherrod ; 

A bill (S. 3366) granting a pension to Edmund Hishley: 

A bill (S. 3367) granting an increase of pension to David B. 
Rains (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3368) granting an increase of pension to Marion 
Davis (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3369) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Fite (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 3370) to class mates in the Navy as warrant 
officers ; 

A bill (S. 3371) allowing credit in computing the pay of any 
officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps for service while in 
the Revenue-Cutter Service; and 

A bill (S. 3872) for the relief of John L. Vennard, United 
States Navy, retired; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3373) for the relief of Capt. James Ronayne, United 
States Army; 

A bill (S. 3374) for the relief of Capt. W. W. Quinton, United 
States Army; 

‘A bill (S. 3375) for the relief of Capt. Frederick G. Lawton, 
United States Army; 

A bill (S. 3376) for the relief of Capt. Frederick B. Shaw; 

A bill (S. 3377) for the relief of Capt. N. F. McClure, United 
States Army ; 

A bill (S. 3378) for the relief of Capt. W. W. Wright and 
Capt. Claude B. Sweezey, United States Army ; 

A bill (S. 3379) for the relief of Capt. Edward T. Hartmann, 
United States Army ; 

A bill (S. 3380) for the relief of Capt. Frank B. Watson, 
United States Army; 

A bill (S. 3381) for the relief of Lieut. S. M. Rock, United 
States Revenue-Cutter Service; 

A bill (S. 3382) for the relief of Margaret F. Watson; 

A bill (S. 3383) for the relief of the heirs or legal representa- 
tives of Valentine Brasch and others: 

A bill (S. 3384) for the relief of the heirs of Lieut. R. B. 
Calvert, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3385) for the relief of William Hensley ; 

A bill (S. 8386) for the relief of Charles Ashwell and others; 

A bill (S. 3387) for the relief of the Snare & Triest Co.;: 

A bill (S. 3388) for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased ; 

A bill (S. 3389) for the relief of William Henry Hayden; and 

A bill (S. 3890) for the relief of Capt. Chase W. Kennedy, 
United States Army, and others; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. CATRON: < 

A bill (S. 3391) to amend an act entitled “An act for the re- 
lief of Indians occupying railroad lands in Arizona, New Mexico, 
or California,” approved March 4, 1913; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 72) to provide for holding the 
San Antonio Bicentennial Exposition in 1918; to the Committee 
on Industrial Expositions. 


CONTRABAND OF WAR. 


Mr. GORE. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask that it be 
printed in the Recoxp and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 73) 
authorizing and directing the President to interdict the expor- 
tation of contraband of war to the signatory powers of the 
Declaration of London, when such power shall be ascertained to 
be interfering with the neutral commerce of the United States 
in articles designated as noncontraband in such declaration, was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed in the Recoxp, as follows: 


and dec 
of London. The term “noncontraband of war” as used herein shall 
signify those articles and only those articles designated and declared 
to be noncontraband of war in said declaration. 

Sec, 2. That whenever the President shall ascertain it to be a fact that 
any of the signatory powers to the Declaration of London is obstruct- 
ing, hindering, or interfering with the neutral commerce of the United 
States in any article or articles des ted as noncontraband of war 
in articles 28 and 29 of said declaration, except in case of requisition 
provided for in the latter article, it shall be his duty to issue a procla- 
mation declaring the facts so ascertained and 8 the 81 tory 
power or powers so obstructing, hindering, or Interfering th our 
neutral commerce. j WE 

Sec. 3. That when the President shall issue the proclamation authorized 
in the preceding section, it shall be conclusive as to the facts so ascer- 
tained and declared, and after the day on which such proclamation 
shall be issued it shall be unlawful to sell, ship, export, or rt, or 
to contract to sell, ship, export, or transport, any articles, contraband 
of war, at or from any place or port in the United States to any place or 
pn in the jurisdiction or control of any signatory power, or its ally, or 

any place or port for the use and benefit of any signatory power, or its 
ally, or to the agent or representative of any such power which shall be 
ascertained or designated by the President as obstructing, hindering, 
or interferring with the neutral commerce of the United States. 

Sec. 4. t any person, acting for himself or for any partnership, 
company, or corporation, or in whatever capacity acting, who shall violate 
the provisions of this act after the issuance of the proclamation aboye 
provided for, shall be deemed guilty of a felony, and upon conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $5,000 nor more 
than $50,000, or F for not less than 2 years nor more 
than 10 years, or both. 

Sec. 5. That whenever after the issuance of said proclamation the Presi- 
dent shall receive satisfactory assurances and ranties from any such 
offending signatory power t such obstruction, hindrance, or inter- 
ference with the neutral commerce of the United States in noncontra- 
band goods will be discontinued for the future, he is authorized to sus- 
pend the operation of this act during such time as said assurances and 
guaranties shall be observed in good faith. 

Sec. 6. That after the issuance of said proclamation and while this act 
is in operation the collectors of customs of the several ports of the United 
States shall withhold clearance from any vessel receiving as a part of 
its cargo any articles, contraband of war, designed for the use or 
destined to any port or place under the jurisdiction or control of an 
of the powers, or their allies, ascertained and declared in the Presi- 
dent's proclamation to be obstructing, hindering, or interfering with 
the neutral commerce of the United States In noncontraband 

Sec. 7. That the President is empowered to cause suitable rules and 
regulations to be prepared and promulgated by the Secretary of Commerce 
or the Secretary of the Treasury, as the case may be, for carrying into 
effect the 2 of this act. 

ene 8. at all acts or parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby 
repealed. 

Bec. 9. That this act shall take effect from and after its approval. 


Mr. GORE. I introduce a joint resolution, and ask that it 
be printed in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 74) 
authorizing and directing the President by proclamation to pro- 
hibit any national banking association to make any loan to, 
or to act as agent for, any of the signatory powers to the Decla- 
ration of London which shall be ascertained to be obstructing 
the neutral commerce of the United States in noncontraband 
articles, as defined in such declaration, was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and or- 
dered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 


Resolved, ctc., That the Declaration of London, when referred to in 
this act, shall signify the declaration agreed to by the Internationai 
Naval Conference, and signed by certain signatory powers on February 
26, 1909, and on subsequent dates to March 20, 1 „the ratification 
of which was advised and consented to by the Senate of the United 
States on April 24, 1912. The term “contraband of war,” as used 


herein, shall signif 3 articles, and hee those articles, which are 
designat ed an to be contraband of war in article 22 of the 

aration 2 London. The term . of war,“ as used 
herein, shall signify those articles, and only those articles, designated 
and declared to be noncoptraband of war in said declaration 

Suc. 2. That whenever the President shall ascertain it to be a fact 
that any of the signatory powers to the Declaration of London is obstruct- 
ing, hindering, or interfering with the neutral commerce of the United 
States in any article or articles des: 3 as noncontraband of war 
in articles 28 and 29 of said declaration, except in case of requisition 
provided for in the latter article, it shall’ be his duty to issue a procla- 
mation declaring the facts so ascertained and designating the signatory 
power or powers so obstructing, hindering, or interfering with our 
neutral 5 

Sec. That when the President shall issue the proclamation author- 
ized in the preced section it shall be conclusive as to the facts so ascer- 
tained and declared, and — —.— Se day on which such proclamation shall 
be issued it shall de un for koy national banking association 
organized under the inves vor th the United States to act as agent for 1 
Nabel 1 loan, oE. t — 5 in making orn een. Al gos direct} 

o any o e ry powers, or esenta Aisa 
or. allies thereof which kani: a have been ascertained — declared in 
said proclamation to be 2 hindering, or interfering with the 
neutral commerce of the United tes in noncontraband goods. 

Sec. 4. That any national banking association violating the provisions 
of this act shall forfeit all the privileges granted to it under the laws of 
= United States, and 9 officer or agent of such banking association 

olating the Drorisioon of this act shall be deemed guilty of a felony, 
xon 000 or conviction thereof shall be punished by á fine of not less than 
ee imprisonment for not less than one year. 
t whenever, after the issuance of said proclamation, the 
President shall receive satisfactory assurances and guarantees from any 
such * signatory power that such obstruction, hindrance, or inter- 
oo th the new commerce of the United “States in noncontra- 
suspen th 2 


be discontinued for the fu 
faith. 

10 Buc. G. 6. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are hereby 
Renea 7. That this act shall take efect from and after its approval. 
Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I desire to submit a statement 

to accompany the joint resolutions just introđuced by me, which 

I ask may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 
printed in the Recorn, as follows: 


The object of eg two joint resolutions that of have just introduced 


is to insist that the powers which agreed to and signed the Declaration 
of London shall observe that agreement. Article of that declaration 
enumerated certain articles as absolute contraband of war, such, of 


course, as arms, munitions, and the like. — Sages 28 and 29 enumer- 
ated certain other articles as noncon 


ee oer raw eae 


serving exclusively to a 


contraband. The two joint resolutions relate to the first and second 
classes of articles and exclude the third class, because their character 
was not absolutely fixed b a declaration. 

These measures the right of belligerent nations under the 
laws of war to in ere with the shipment of contraband articles. 
Neither joint resolution would interfere in the 1 measure with 
any commerce with any mt which has not interfered with the 
n commerce of the United States in noncontraband articles 
defined by the Declaration of London. One of the joint resolutions is 

designed to prohibit the exportation of all contraband to those signa- 
tory powers which are now + mig our neutral and — gede com- 
merce. Nothing more. It authorizes the President to suspend th bs on 
ation of the act whenever the offending pore shall give satisfa 
assurance that it will discontinue for future such —— 
with our noncontraband neutral trade. 

I do not believe in a general embargo or nonintercourse act. I do not 
favor the passage of a law absolutely and unconditionally forbidding 
the ex — of arms and munitions of war. All belligerents have 
a right to purchase contraband here, subject, of course, to the right 
of capture, and we could not abolish ‘this ancient right in time of war 
without the commission of an unneutral act on our own part. this 
right o tes unegually, that is due to the fortunes of war and not 
to the law itself or to the act of this 
should 58 7 neutral without ref 

This Government has the — a as h 
contraband to and 
power to the pr mag of n in 
the innocent commerce of this 5 his right should be exercised 

y as a defensive ee and could not possibly involve us in 
an international 


The other joint resolution forbids national banks from acting = 
ts for or makin oan to a — 1 ent country that was 

—— 5 of = declaration of È London which is violating the letter and 
spirit o tion by obstructing our commerce in noncontra- 
band goods, the: President can also suspend the operation of this act 
whenever he receives sufficient guarantees that the interfering nation 
will discontinue its obstruction we neutral American commerce. 
Every American citizen has t 3 under international law to 
engage in innocent commerce with neutral et and no belligerent 
Government has authority 1 ye that rig! 

It is ite as importan — 


It will be in teresting to see 
that e meri 

. 
citisens should be n in their immemo 
ship noncontraband goods on neutral 
resolution seeking to protect the 
ves to Does favor 0 
interest and security of the and 
without reference to the interest or the fortunes of any 


rial and sacred right to 
vessels. trust these Belge 
ts of American citizens will 
all those who stand for the 
tizen the can people 
belligerent. 
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HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 


Mr. TILLMAN submitted the following resolution (S. Res, 
63), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 


soma rare That the Committee on Naval Aff: or any subcommittee 
= be authorized during the Sixty-fourth gress to employ a 
suen earings at a price not to exceed $1 per printed page, to re 
mo as may be had in connection with any subject ad —— 
Be pen g before the said committee, to be paa out of the con- 
tingent d of the Senate on vouchers approved by the chairman. 


RELATIONS WITH JAPAN, 


Mr. PHELAN. I present a newspaper article by Count 
Premier Okuma from the New York Sun of December 4, 1915, 
showing the feeling between this Nation and that great Empire. 
I ask that the article be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed 
in the Recorp, as follows: 

[From the New York Sun, Dec. 4, 1915.1] 
OKUMA APPEALS TO UNITED STATES To Drop RACIAL BARRIERS—J APA- 


NESE Premier Says ISOLATION ov His Race Here is Den TO 
AMERICAN S—ASKS REIIGIONISTS TO Alb IN LAND ProB- 
LEMS. 


[By Count Premier Okuma. ] 
Tokio, October 28. 


The Japanese 8 in California should not be considered as a 
problem Within boundaries of the State or merel 
nese and Americans. It ts of far Soer meaning and 
being an 9 of gts racial prej 
affair. At 18, in no exaggera 
solution will date the harmonization of 
— 5 Phones the west, thus marking an epoch in the history of human 
If, on the other hand, the solution be proved unattainable, one must 
then forever despair of the ssibility of harmonizing the diffcrent 
the fimp and systems of cultures of nr races. this 


an expression of racial prejudice 
expect the ution 
by the andi Pa eration of the law of the survival of the fittest. If the 5 5 
be ally superior to 7 Legge the latter will be spontaneo 
weeded out in the course of With the present rate of popula tion 
increase steadily eet tk there will be no more free space left on 
earth after about 300 years for beings to mre biri 
weak 

really —.— 
ey will have to die thelr own death before the existence of the white 
Rest ty its critical stages, 


JAPANESE PHYSICALLY INFERIOR, 


by the white the Teutonic and Latin races, Ey enn by 
ch, and Americans, and by the colored the Ja ese por le (unless 
an extended meaning be deduced from the context), and proc 
first from the pouss comparison of the mental and physical qualities 
inherent to both the races. 
2 the physical point of view the average Sapana mene — 
point 9 


3 to 5 inches shorter than that of the white prene: 

weight also the Japanese are lighter by 10 to 1 3 Again, in 
the proportion of physical ae ee Ja * 1 in- 
ferior to the Europeans. This inferio t 3 
by the oppressive social system ar ne olden mee We su ered lon, 
from the pressure of the caste system, which necessitated our fo 


and bodily humiliation on numberless occasions. Only 50 years ago, 
for example, asirai had to kneel in the mud of the streets when we en- 
countered bodies on t m of feudal lords. We sat with our legs folded 
wee or — on the mats. 
support our long trunks. While Japanese remain 
sitting desde g U er bodily disproportion does not appear, but 
once 15 stand their ca enti quite conspicuous. This is 
length o 1 5 fe pnug, cee of the Se Japanese —— 
e 0 e so the re of the Ja wW 
The I om ot. the andik . 
8 < little bent forward. Such a atn Daana ting posture has had a 
very pon me ble effect on Fone home mental condition, E iepen has 8 
co ently gloomy, nega and pessimistic. one wor e 
Strage Japanese has lost the > dignity of human stature. 
REASONS FOR REDUCED STATURE. 
The chief physical difference between a human being and the animal 
lies eo the fact Meg. Po the ee walks standing erect while the latter 
fours. The human h V while 
of the animals is attached extremi 


hatot the horizon of the 
trunk. The pga er gees lower classes creep with the itse! 

argued, the s — must the prime condition 
for a. Ahe e ol of a But strangely enou, 
such a dignified bomaro nvas 8 he Japanese as haugh 
and arrogant. Inf their constant eff: to a 5 y has ha 

a very 5 s ect on the posture as w t of the 
could not 3 conceive, = the nye 

er- 


peed Pah ae en belore silently acq in the 
0 ulesced 
— 8 Such a Katar tho thought combined with such a 


humiliating ory ai 8 nave contributed largely to the physical de- 


cration K the Japanese race. 
112 case gee the o 


what m be e in the evermore violent com- 

on for life am all Aas —— 4 Are they to be finally weeded 

bat orb — superior opeans? Are yet Be 7 ma * . the end to 
superior races 5 white complexion rtual confisca- 

tlan Lot J. Japanese property in California ones een — the first step 


1916. 
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in the process leading to this fatal end? Will not this American threat 
agu inst Japanese property be followed by more dreadful persecution? 
It may or may not be, but if the Japanese should continue to acquiesce 
silently in such a merciless persecution I am afraid the inevitable an- 
3 of the Japanese race would be realized at no very distant 
uture. 

“ INFERIORITY MUST END.” 

Must we Japanese accept such a state of affairs as our Inevitable 
destiny because we are an inferior race? No! It is my idea, without 
being unduly partial to the Japanese, that we can not be a priori in- 
ferior to the Europeans. Most certainly it is the power of long habit 
and tradition that caused such a physical degeneration of this people. 
This degeneration is, so to speak, a posteriori, being of a temporary 
kind. Our awakening and consequent endeavor to develop will restore 
to us our original place in the course of time. The correctness of the 
view that Japanese have great potentiality of development is more than 
sufficiently proved by the amount of work they have completed in the 
last 50 years. We Japanese must become more self-confident in our 
intrinsic value. We must take firm resolution to fight our way with 
our own energy and ability, boldly confronting the pressure of the 
white races. 

For two or three centuries most colored races have without spirit 
acknowledged their essential inferiority to the white. The Turks, the 
Arabian, the Hidus, the Siamese, and others pitifully entreated the 
mercy of the Europeans, whom they humbly accepted as their superior 
being. Indeed, it was not until the Japanese defeated the Russians 
that all those colored peoples came to the consciousness that they were 
not invariably and necessarily inferior to the white Europeans, and 
that through strenuous efforts and steady application the colored races 
could excel the white in mental and matertal civilization. Such a con- 
sciousness gave them new courage and fresh hope to cope with the 
“ superior " whites. 

In fact, for my part, I am of the firm belief that we Japanese were 
not originally and essentially Inferior to the white peoples, but only 
that the combinations of various unfortunate circumstances checked 
the natural progress of evolution. Therefore if we should in future 
pay close attention to this polnt and de all in our power to eliminate 
the causes that may act harmfully on our physical constitution, then 
it woukl be quite possible for us to recover the well-balanced physical 
proportion of our ancestors to have a corresponding increase of bodily 
capacity and present a bold front against the aggressive expansion of 
the white races, 

RACES COMPARED MENTALLY. 

Turning to a Ryd aos en of the mental capacities of the two races 
we must frankly acknowledge that in this respect also our progress 
has been far slower than that of the white race, In Japan there have as 
yet been neither erudite scholars of world-wide renown nor great 
founders of a religion. We have developed only in imitation, appar- 
ently lacking in originality of thought. But this inferiority of ours 
was but a natural result of the combination of social and natural 
circumstances. Great men are the products of the age, of surrounding 
situations, The great French Revolution called Napoleon to 1 on 
the stage. The demoralization of the Roman Church necessitated the 
severe remonstrances of Martin Luther before the Diet of Worms, 

Japan, surrounded on all sides by water, was for a considerable 
period quite safe from the encroachment of foreign invaders. Grains, 
fish, and other foods were abundant enough to nourish the insular popu- 
lation, which was not so large as at 8 The mild temperature 
has spared us the necessity of vigorously fighting with the elements of 
nature. There has been practically no violent competition for life, 
no necessity and no chance to display our mental powers to the utmost. 
It is not the congenital deficlency of our brain but the Jack of oppor- 
tunity to develop the latent potentiality that made us Japanese appear 
mentally inferior to the European races. 

Once a coh A oop professor In the cmploy of our Government, actin 
on the belief that human capacity was e ena: to the weight o 
the brain, made an analytical examination of the pennies of various 
nationalities and obtained the result that the English brain was the 
heaviest, the French and the Japanese almost cqual, the Indian’s was 
third. ‘and that of the negro was the lightest. The Japanese brains 
submitted to examination belonged to a culprit sentenced to death, 
assuredly no very favorable one to prove the mental capacity of the 
Japanese. 

PLANS TO GAIN EQUALITY, 

Anyhow, in the past there have been no ample . to test 
and drill our brain power. The peaceful dreams of the feudal period, 
cut off from the gencral progress of the world, have in some sense 
been extremely unfavorable for the development of our cerebral ca- 
pacity. Consequently we are rather gross in our thought, lacking some- 
what in tenacity and patience and at the same time inclined to be a 
little fickle and unsteady. Our high spirits over the victories in two 
successive wars were easily dampened by the financial embarrassment 
that followed. We must do away with such a flickleness of thought 
and sentiment, otherwise It is absurd to think of competing on equal 
terms with the advanced Westerners. We must constantly bear in 
mind the development of our mental capacities, which were not a 
priori inferior to those of the white races. 

Now, as for the California question. It would be proper to look upon 
it as a preliminary test to sound the capacity of the Japanese, whether 
we are susceptible of still further development. Our future destiny 
may be sald to depend on its successful solution. A temporizing measure 
may be thought out to meet the demand of this particular case. But 
the fundamental essence of the American-Japanese problem can not be 
thereby radically disposed of. One trouble may call forth another, for 
which we must carefully and courageously prepare. It may probably 
require half a century, a century, or even more. Our moderate attitude 
is quite likely to be interpreted as weak-hearted spiritiessness, while a 
firm policy would only stir up the fury of the anti-Japanese excitement. 
Really, in respect to this question, we have fallen between two buffers. 

Were it not for our honest desire to shun anything like the possibility 
of hostilities between the two nations it might be proper for us to assert 
strongly our reasonable claim. But preferring friendly peace to inimical 
controversies we appeal only to that high sense of human justice which 
inspired the ancestors of the Americans when they laid the foundation 
of the great 3 Do they remember that their noble-hearted an- 
cestors appealed to the force of arms only after they had exhausted all 
other imaginable means to bring their differences with the British Goy- 
ernment to a peaceful close? heir repeated entreaties were scornfully 

isregarded, one after another, and the oppression became heavier, 
. patiently endured what was really unendurable. 

This splendid example we are now intending to follow. We are now 
prepared to tax our patience to the utmost. Such belng the case I can 


not but profoundly desire that the Americans, considering the precepts 

of humanity and justice which formed the cornerstone of their national 
olicy, will spare no effort to bring the differences to a reciprocally sat- 
factory conclusion. 


For a solution of this problem, whose remote causes must be ulti- 


mately found in the racial prejudices, the power of religious faith 
should not be overlooked. And it is with conviction that I have asked 
many distinguished American religionists to do thelr best for the rees- 
tablishment of the old friendship between the people of the two nations. 
The Japanese public must become fully conscious of the serious fact 
that upon the issue of the settlement of the question depends the future 
welfare and prosperity of 150,000 Japanese on the Pacific coast of the 
American Continent and in Hawaii, and that if the result be unsuc- 
cessful we Japanese may hereafter have no outlet on the Pacific side, 
notwithstanding the rapid increase of the population at home. 

In conclusion, I want to point out the errors of those who try to 
ascribe the antl- Japanese sentiment to the lack of ability to assimilate 
on the part of the Japanese emigrant. Quite the contrary, it is the 
Americans themselves that set ub obstructive barriers to prevent the 
Japanese from being assimilated in social manners and customs, refus- 
ing them a friendly reception in their social intercourse. It is quite 
natural for the Japanese to tend to form isolated groups when they 
find no warm friendship outside of their own narrow circle. How can 
sat become American when the Americans coldly refuse them their 
society? The true cause of the so-much-talked-of nonassimilation of the 
“erg te is not to be found in their haughty and arrogant patriotism, 
but in the exclusive attitude of the Americans, the accusers. 

Depend upon it, if the Americans once have the generosity to remove 
the barriers set against the Japanese they will soon find a great number 
of perfectly Americanized Japanese on their own soil. I wish the 
Americans would in future open the way for the Japanese to assimilate 
instead of charging them with “insolent isolation" which has been 
forced on our emigrants by no others than the Americans themselyes, 


MANUFACTURE OF ARMS AND MUNITIONS. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that, 
owing to unforeseen engagements, I shall not be able to address 
the Senate on Wednesday of this week. I give the same notice 
for Wednesday, January 19, that I have already given for 
Wednesday, January 12. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


H. R. 408. An act to provide for the development of water 
power and the use of public lands in relation thereto, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

THE CALENDAR. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Are there concurrent or other reso- 
lutions? If not, morning business is closed, and the calendar, 
under Rule VIII, is in order. 

The bill (S. 2520) granting to the State of Nevada 7,000,000 
acres of land in said State for the use and benefit of the public 
schools of Nevada and the State University of the State of 
Nevada was announced as first in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

CONTINUOUS RESIDENCE ON LANDS IN NEVADA. 


The bill (S. 898) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
designate certain tracts of land in the State of Nevada upon 
which continuous residence shall not be required under the 
homestead laws was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill was read in full on Satur- 
day lust. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, if we are going to act on the bill, 
I desire to offer certain amendments. On page 2, line 3, I move 
to strike out “one-eighth” and to insert “ one-sixteenth”; in 
line 4 I move to strike out “one-fourth” and to insert “ one- 
eighth”; and in line 5 I move to strike out “ one-half” and in- 
sert “ one-quarter.” 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr, Prrr- 
MAN] is not in the Senate Chamber at present, and I ask that 
the bill go over temporarily. I want my colleague to have an 
opportunity to be present when it is considered. 

Mr. SMOOT. I desire to say to the Senator that my amend- 
ments only seek to put Nevada upon the same basis as the other 
States which are interested in the enlarged homestead bill. I 
spoke to the Senator's colleague in relation to the matter, and 
the Senator's colleague was delighted with the prospect of the 
proposed changes to which I called his attention. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The proposition of the Senator 
from Utah is really more favorable to Nevada. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was merely trying to help Nevada. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Upon that statement I am willing that 
the bill shall now be acted upon, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
amendments of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] will be 
agreed to. The Chair hears none, and they are agreed to. 

Mr. SMOOT. There is one further amendment, about which 
I spoke to the junior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrraan]. 
On line 10, page 1, I move to strike out the word “two” and 
insert “ one.” 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Utah will be stated. 
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The Secrerary. On page 1, line 10, before the word mil- 
lion,” it is proposed to strike out “two” and to insert “one,” 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, cte., That whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall 
find that any tracts of land in the State of Nevada subject to entry 
8 the act to provide for an enlarged homestead, approved Fe 

1909, do not have upon them a sufficient supply o water suitable 
pa domestic purposes as would make continuous residence upon the 
lands possible, 17 mey, ae his 3 ae ray — tracts of land, 
not to exceed in 1,000,000 a thereafter the 
shall be 1 to en ent f this act without’ the 3 of resl 
dence: Provid: ‘sack event the entryman on any such entry 
shall in faith 3 not less than one-sixteenth of the entire 
area of the entry during the second year, 33 during the third 
A om that after. CHOT DA CNE thal proct the entrymas 
shail reside within such distance of said land a8 will enable him to 
successfully farm the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I desire to inquire of the Sena- 
tor from Utah if we are to understand that the last amendment 
suggested by him meets with the approval of the junior Senator 
from Nevada? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator from Montana that it 
does meet with his approval, and for this reason: No bill has 
been heretofore passed in behalf of any State exceeding 1,000,000 
acres; in fact, the bill passed for Idaho provided only for 
300,000 acres. 

Mr. WALSH. But this is not a cession. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am aware of that, I will say to the Senator 
from Montana. I will suggest, however, that with a provision 
for 2,000,000 acres it would be impossible to have the bill passed 
through the House; and I desire to see the bill passed. 

Mr. WALSH. I desire the Senator from Utah to understand 
that if this is satisfactory to the Senator from Nevada I shall 
not question it. 

Mr. SMOOT. The junior Senator from Nevada asked me to 
offer this amendment, or I should not have proposed it in his 
absence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 
the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


RAILROAD CONVEYANCES WITHIN THE STATE OF NEVADA. 


The bill (S. 2521) legalizing certain conveyances heretofore 
made by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the 
State of Nevada was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I did not understand what dis- 
position was made of Senate bill 2521. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has gone over on objection 
under the rule. 

Mr. WALSH. I desire to make a suggestion to the Senator 
who made the objection. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will state to the Senator from 
Montana that I want to look at the report on this bill, and which 
I have not had time to do. Not only that, but I have tried to 
get some information in relation to it by letter, and I have not 
yet received it; but I desire to do so before the bill is acted 


upon. 

Mr. WALSH. I wished merely to say to the Senator from 
Utah that the Committee on the Judiciary gave very careful 
consideration to that measure—— 

Mr. SMOOT. But the bill is reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. WALSH. I understand that; but it is a duplicate of a 
bill introduced at the last session, which had very careful con- 
sideration, I repeat, by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SMOOT. I assure the Senator from Montana that I will 
look up the report in reference to the bill, and that I presume 
by the time the calendar is next reached I shall have the 
information for which I have already written. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr, President, is it Calendar No. 5 which is 
now being discussed? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. THOMAS. The Senator who introduced the bill made 
the statement before the Committee on Public Lands that the 
bill was a duplicate of one which was passed during the last 
Congress, but that in that bill some town along the line of the 


railroad had unintentionally been omitted, and that the purpose 
of this bill was to enable the application of the same principle 
to the omitted town to be made. So I suppose the passage of 
the bill would be largely a matter of course, : 


Mr. SMOOT. I will repeat to the Senator from Colorado) 
that I have written a letter to ascertain exactly the situation 
and what situation the bill really intends to meet. As soon as 
I get the information, if it is satisfactory, I shall have no further 
objection to the passage of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no personal interest in the bill, and I 
am not pressing it, but I merely have made the statement for 
the information of the Senator from Utah. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS. 


The next business on the calendar was the resolution (S. Res: 
18) submitted by Mr. CHAMBERLAIN December 10, 1915, which 
was considered and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and papers and to ad- 
minister oaths and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not to exceed 


with any subject w 
the sessions. or recesses of the Senate, and 
nder shall be paid out of the contingent 


WATER ON ARID LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


The bill (S. 1851) providing for the discovery, development, 
and protection of streams, springs, and water holes in the desert 
and arid public lands of the United States in the State of Cali- 
fornia, for rendering the same more readily accessible, and for 
the establishment of and maintenance of signboards and monu- 
ments locating the same, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Interior Department immediately to pro- 
ceed by all necessary and proper means to discover, develop, pro- 
tect, and render more accessible for the benefit of the general 
public springs, streams, and water holes on what are known as 
the western deserts and arid public lands of the United States 
in the State of California; and in connection therewith to erect 
and maintain suitable and durable monuments and signboards at 
proper places and intervals alorg and near the accustomed lines 
of travel and over the general area of such desert lands contain- 
ing information and directions as to the location and nature of 
such springs, streams, and water holes, to the end that they 
may be more readily traced and found by persons in search or 
need thereof; also to provide convenient and ready means, 
apparatus, and appliances by which water may be brought to 
the earth’s surface at such water holes for the use of such per- 
sons; also to prepare and distribute suitable maps, reports, and 
general information relating to such springs, streams, and water 
holes, and their specific location with reference to lines of 
travel. 

It also proposes to appropriate $10,000 to carry out the pur- 
poses set forth, and provides that whoever shall ly or 
maliciously injure, destroy, deface, or remove any of the monu- 
ments or signposts, or shall willfully or maliciously fill up, 
render foul, or in anywise destroy or impair the utility of such 
springs, streams, or water holes, or shall willfully or maliciously 
interfere with the monuments, signposts, streams, springs. or 
water holes, or the purposes for which they are maintained and 
used, shall be fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more 
than three years, or both. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 1058) to provide for stock-raising homesteads, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. FALL. I object to the present consideration of that bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I did not understand the Senator. 

Mr. FALL. I object to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I was going to do the same thing. 

3 VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being aoe the bill will 


Eo hei bm (S. 1062) relating to the duties of registers of United 
States land offices and the publication in newspapers of official 
land-office notices was announced as next in order, and the Sec- 
retary read the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, my recollection is that the 
general law on the subject is that these notices must be pub- 
lished in the newspaper nearest to the land affected. This bill 
is so broad that it might result in the publication of notices in 
such a way that that portion of the public interested in the 
matter might never see them. I ask that the bill go over until 
the chairman of the committee is present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO HOMESTEAD SETTLERS. 


The bill (S. 1066) authorizing leave of absence to homestead 
settlers upon unsurveyed lands was considered as in Committee 
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of the Whole. It provides that any qualified person who has 
heretofore or shall hereafter in good faith make settlement upon 
and improve unsurveyed unreserved unapprepriated public lands 
of the United States with intention, upon survey, of entering 
them under the homestead laws shall be entitled to a continuous 
leave of absence from the land settled upon by him for a period 
not exceeding five months in each year after establishment of 
residence, if he shall have plainly marked on the ground the 
exterior boundaries of the lands claimed and have filed in the 
local land office notice of the approximate location of the lands 
settled upen and claimed, of the period of intended absence, 
and if he shall upon the termination of the absence and his 
return to the land file notice thereof in the local land office. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
WIND RIVER RESERVATION, WYO. 


The bill (S. 733) providing for patents te homesteads on the 
ceded portion of the Wind River Reservation, in Wyoming, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that all 
persons who, prior to the passage of this act, have made valid 
homestead entry on the ceded portion of the Wind River Reser- 
vation, in Wyoming, and established residence thereon in good 
faith, but who through no fault of their own were unable to 
secure water for the irrigation of their lands, shall be granted 
patent for their lands upon payment of the Indian price for the 
land and without the necessity of proving continuous residence 
thereon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AFFAIRS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The resolution (S. Res. 33) submitted by Mr. SsuTH of 
Maryland on December 16, 1915, was considered and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the author heretofore vested in the Committee on 
the District of Columbia by Senate resolution of February 20, 1909, 
ng the said committee to examine into matters to the 

is and the said committee is 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The resolution (S. Res. 34) submitted by Mr. Ssarx of Mary- 
ana on December 16, 1915, was considered and agreed to, as 
ollows : 


Columbia, or any 
subcommittee thereof, be authorized to send for persons and * — 
and 5 tor such 


PRINTING FOR DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 


The resolution (S. Res. 35) submitted by Mr. Sara of Mary- 
land on December 16, 1915, was announced as next in order and 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 9 rl pager yy, to print and bind, for the use 
of the Committee on the ct of eee such papers and docu- 
ments as may be deemed — Pir connection with subjects hereto- 
Pye Pap cree or to be consid by said committee during the Sixty- 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask that the resolution go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 


HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS. 


The resolution (S. Res. 36) submitted by Mr. STONE on De- 
cember 16, 1915, was considered and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Foruan Relations, or any sub- 
committee thereof, be autho during the Sixty-fourth Congress to 
ks and papers, to administer oaths, and to em- 
pher at a price not to exceed $1 per printed 
which ding before the sald committee; that the committee 
which may be ponies before the said committee; that the co 
sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate ; and the expense 
. — shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


WAGON ROADS ON PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill (S. 22) to promote and encourage the construction 
«f wagon roads over the public lands of the United States was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Public 
Lands with an amendment, in section 5, page 3, line 4, after the 
word “act” to insert: And thereafter the said road or roads 
shall be free and open to the general public the same as to the 
corporation or association in whose behalf said right of way is 
granted,” so as to-make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That upon the competion of —— road or roads ready for 
3 ot vehicles thereon the corporation or association ef persons 

of the Interior due proofs of the com- 

pletion of 7 road or roads, in such form as shall be provided by 


the rules and lations under this act, and thereafter the said 
road or roads be free and open to the general public the same 
as to the corporation or association in whose behalf said right of way 
is granted. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senater from 
Wyoming a question regarding the effect of the amendment 
which seems to have been reported to this bill on page 3: 

And 3 the said read or roads shall be free and open to the 

general public the same as to the corporation or association in whose 
Behalf er right of way is granted. 

Does that mean that the road is to be free and open to the 
sae public; and if so, why the remainder of the sentence? 

Ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not think that accomplishes 
Re useful purpose. I think, as the Senator intimates, that the 
words he uses carry out the fall idea. This bill, if the Senator 
listened to the reading of it, provides that the right of way is 
granted upon the application of the business enterprise or the 
corporation which is to be primarily served. The purpose of 
the amendment is that after the grant is so made it shall not 
be exclusive in its operation, but shall be for the benefit of all. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the corporation building the road should 
fix a certain rate of toll for its own vehicles, for itself, would 
not that apply te the general public the same as to the corpora- 
tion or association to which the right of way is granted? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Well, possibly in that view—— 

Mr. THOMAS. There might be perfect equality with a very 
considerable toll. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. My purpose was the same as the 

the Senator has. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask leave to modify the amend- 
ment by striking out all after the word “ public.” Would that 
comply with the Senator's on? 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes. I think that should be done. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That, of course, was the original 


purpose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote whereby 
the amendment was agreed to will be reconsidered. 

The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Wyoming to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was area to; 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Wyoming whether my understanding, as I read 
this bill hurriedly, is correct—that it grants rights of way 200 
feet wide on any kind of public lands anywhere, without any 
restriction whatever, the only condition being that the applicant 
shall file a map? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Well, no; it is not quite as broad 
as that. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It seems to me that is the effect of the 
bill as I read it, although I may be mistaken. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The intention of the bill is to 
grant the right of way over the public lands. I will say that the 
purpose of the bill is this: There are oftentimes, in the Senator’s 
State, in my own State, and other Western States, mining 
operations which are carried on and developed at a distance 
from any known or open road, and it is sometimes necessary to 
have a passage over the public lands for the business connected 
with that corporation or its operations. This bill gives that 
right of way. I do not really get the gist of the Senator’s ques- 
tion. It grants them a right of way simply from the scene of 
their operations. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Of course the language, “to and from 
any and all points and places where any public or private busi- 
ness shall be carried on,“ applies to any place where people 
may happen to be. Everybody is conducting business of some 
kind. It seems to me that the location ought to be approved by 
some administrative officer before it becomes a grant. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The location is approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Where is that provision? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. In section 3. 


ts of way as shown and delineated on 8 filed 
th the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. “Filed with the Secretary of the In- 
terior.” I move to amend, Mr. President, by inserting in the 
second section, in the ninth line, after the word “ maps,” and 
upon the approval thereof by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have no objection. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I move the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 
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The Secrerary. On page 2, line 9, after the word “ maps,” it 
is proposed to insert the words “and upon the approval thereof 
by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I am in accord with the purpose 
of this measure, but I desire to inquire of the Senator from 
Wyoming whether it might not be given a construction which 
would limit the right already accorded by the statute. Section 
2477 of the Revised Statutes provides: : 

The right of way for the construction of highways over public lands 
not reserved for public uses is hereby granted. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is true, but I presume that re- 
fers only to highways which are to be constructed or laid out by 
the local, county, or State authorities. This does not become a 
highway in the ordinary acceptance of the term. This might be 
granted without action by any board of county commissioners 
or other county authority which establishes the public highways. 

Mr. WALSH. What I was afraid of was that some company 
engaged in mining operations away up in the mountains might 
go to considerable expense in the construction of a road without 
having pursued the formalities required by this act. Now, under 
the Jaws of all of the Western States, when a highway is thus 
laid out, even not by public authority, and is generally used by 
the public, it becomes a highway of a public character and comes 
under the operation of the section to which I have invited the 
attention of the Senator. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It perhaps becomes a highway of 
a public character; but it becomes a highway which, perhaps, 
while it can not be effectually and finally interfered with, yet 
becomes subject to the most effective obstruction. 

Mr. WALSH. Let me put this case to the Senator from 
Wyoming: Here is an individual or a company that locates a 
mining property in a remote region, and at great expense it 
constructs a wagon road up to the mine, but it does not comply 
with the requirements of this bill, relying upon the custom and 
practice that is obtained and has been observed heretofore. 
Thereafter some one locates a homestead in such a situation 
us that this road crosses it and obtains a patent to that home- 
stead. Now, could he fence up his homestead and exclude every- 
body else from passing over it? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think probably he could under 
the present law, but he could not under the law as it would 
stand if this bill were passed. 

Mr. WALSH. That is, provided this act. were complied with. 
My own impression about the matter is that if it had been open 
to public use he could not under the present law, even though 
he had not complied with this act. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Of course this is simply to make 
that question certain. The Senator is well aware that litiga- 
tion on this very subject is not an uncommon thing in our 
Western States, where a road that has been traveled for years 
eer is closed in good faith and sometimes not in good 
faith. 

Mr. WALSH. Would not the Senator think it wise, then, to 
put in an amendment to the effect that “nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed as limiting the force and effect of sec- 
tion 2477 of the Revised Statutes of the United States“? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Oh, if the Senator thinks that is 
necessary, I have no objection whatever to it. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course this is the first time my attention has 
been directed to the statute. It occurred to me that that might 
be advisable. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator that my 
own view about it is that it is not necessary; but if the Senator 
desires to guard it in that way, I have no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WALSH. Then there is another question I wish to ad- 
dress to the Senator. Section 1 of the bill speaks of “ roads, 
wagon roads, and roads upon which vehicles operated by power 
enn be operated.” What would the first word, “roads,” cover? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think the two following state- 
ments are intended to define the word“ roads that it is not to 
be confined to wagon roads, but the word may also, in this stat- 
ute, include roads upon which power vehicles can be run. 

Mr. WALSH. That is to say, it is to be read as if the words 
“that is“ were there—‘ roads; that is, wagon roads or roads 
upon which vehicles operated by power can be operated“? 
` Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I think so. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr, President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Wyoming why he thinks it necessary to provide 
for a road 200 feet in width. That is pretty wide for what 
appears to be a mere neighborhood road, 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator that this 
is not intended as a mere neighborhood road. It is intended as 
a road that will go, perhaps, to a mining camp carrying on 
extensive mining operations. The idea of a 200-foot road is 
that, as the Senator very well knows, in freighting operations 
it is often necessary to use more than 100 feet. If we could have 
a macadamized road or one that would not be cut up by the 
traffic, so as to obstruct the traffic entirely at some times, 100 
feet probably would be sufficient. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am reasonably familiar with moun- 
tain roads and the roads out through the public lands, as is also 
the Senator from Wyoming; and I have never observed that the 
use of 200 feet in width for a road was necessary. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Why, if the Senator will take the 
very first roads that were made into his State, my State now 
is scarred with that old trail, and it was necessary to have it 
of considerable width. You can still find the tracks of it 
there, three and four and five hundred feet wide. But if the 
Senator believes that 100 feet or 50 feet is sufficient—my pur- 
pose is to get a road, and get it in and out, and get it so that 
no man by filing a “fake” homestead entry or any other entry 
can close up that road to active commercial operations. It is 
immaterial to me whether it is 50 feet wide or 100 feet wide. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Of course the reason that wagon tracks 
are seen going over that width is because one line.of travel 
would be followed one year and an entirely different line of 
travel the next year, as a matter of fancy, or because the road 
had been washed out, and instead of making repairs they went 
to some other line of travel. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; they then go right next to 
the first track, as the Senator knows. He can follow those 
trails everywhere. He knows that for three weeks the track 
will run right straight to that door, for instance, and he knows 
that for the next three weeks because of a little imperfection 
in the road the track will go 5 or 10 feet to the side of it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not intend to interfere with the 
Senator’s bill; but 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is not my bill any more than it 
is the Senator’s bill or the bill of anybody else who is interested 
in this particular matter. I introduced the bill, but I have no 
personal interest whatever in it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I only suggest to the Senator that it 
seems to me that 100 feet would be wide enough. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I move to strike out the words 
“one hundred ” and insert “ fifty.” 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 
suggestion before he does that? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want to accommodate the Sena- 
tor from Utah, if the Senator from Nebraska will allow me. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is on that particular question that I want 
to make a suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is amending the amendment. 

Mr. NORRIS. Instead of limiting it to 50 feet, since an 
amendment has already been adopted providing that these roads 
shall be opened up only under rules prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior, let me suggest that, on line 11, page 1 of the bill, 
to strike out the words “ to the extent of,” right at the bottom of 
the page, and insert in lieu thereof the words “ not exceeding.” 

I can easily see that there may be places where 200 feet 
would not be any too wide, and other places where 50 feet would 
be wide enough. That would leave it, with the other amend- 
ment that has been adopted, in the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior, so that it would read: 

Wherein such corporation or association of persons so organized shall 
be located, not exceeding 100 feet in width on each side of the center 
line of such roads, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That would hardly meet the ob- 
jection of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think that probably would be suf- 
ficient. 

Mr. NORRIS. On the other band, you may find a condition 
existing where the amendment, if adopted, would preclude the 
building of the road entirely. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Exactly. 

Mr. NORRIS. This will leave it so that I suppose the Secré- 
tary of the Interior would make the necessary regulations. If 
they were building the road across a level country, he perhaps 
would limit it to 50 feet on each side, or perhaps less; if there 
were some valuable country that it had to go through that could 
be used for other purposes, and in other places he could have it 
the full 200 feet wide, where it was necessary to make it so in 
order to make it a practical road. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If that is agreeable to the Senator 
from Utah, then I will withdraw my proposed amendment, Mr. 
President. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is entirely agreeable to the Senator 
from Utah. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Now, will the Senator from 
Nebraska suggest his amendment again? 

Mr. NORRIS. I move to strike out, in line 11, page 1 of 
the bill, the words“ to the extent of” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “ not exceeding.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no objection to that, 
Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I ask the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Wyoming. In order that no question may arise, I 
offer the following as an additional section to the bill: 

Umit or 1 r the 
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States or any right that may be claimed thereunder. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. ‘There is no objection to that 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

BILL PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 706) to amend section 260 of an act entitled 
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary,” approved March 3, 1911, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


DUNCAN GRANT RICHART. 


The bill (S. 2266) to authorize the appointment of Duncan 
Grant Richart to the grade of lieutenant in the Army was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
appoint Duncan Grant Richart, late a second lieutenant in the 
Tenth Regiment United States Cavalry, now an officer of the 
National Guard, to the grade of second lieutenant of Cavalry, 
to rank next below the officer having an equal amount of com- 
missioned service, provided that prior to such appointment 
Duncan Grant Richart shall pass, in a manner satisfactory to 
the Secretary of War, the physical examination required of 
candidates for appointment as second lieutenants. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
COURTS IN IOWA, 


The pill (S. 1294) amending section 81 of the Judicial Code 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
ae 5 et to codify, revise, and 

1 of the act entitled “An act to Y, 
Bi in orang eee relating to the Judiciar 22 a proved March 3, 1911, be, 
ang Son 81. The State of Towa is divided into two judicial districts, to 


h thern and southern district of Iowa. 
3 “district shall include the territory embraced on the 


f July, 1910, in the counties of AI Buchanan, 
8 tte, Winneshick, Howard, Chickasaw, Bremer, 
Blackhawk, Floyd, Mi Jackson, w. shall tute the 


eastern division of said district; also the 
ed in the coun of Jon Cedar, Linn. Ben- 
ig ey ale 40 shall constitute the Cedar Rapids 


oun, , Kossu 
Humboldt, Webster, cock, W. t, Hamilton, Worth 
Cerro AN, Franklin, and Tatler, which shall constitute the cen 
division ; also the territory embraced on the date last mentioned in the 
counties of Dickinson, Clay, Buena Vista, Sac, Osceola, O’Brien, Chero- 
kee, I on, Sioux, Plymouth, Woodbury, and Monona, which shall 
constitute the western division. 

“Terms of the district court for the eastern division shall be held at 
Dubuque on the fourth yin A and the first Tu in Decem- 
ber, and at Waterloo on the Tuesdays in May and tember ; 
for the Cedar Rapids division, at Cedar Rapids first in 
April and the fourth Tuesday in September; for the central division, at 
Fort Dodge on the second Tuesdays in June and November ; and for the 
western division, at Sioux City on the fourth Tuesday in May and the 


day of July, 1910, in the counties of Louisa, Henry, Des Moines, Lee, 

4 h shall vision of said dis- 
trict; also the territory embraced on the date last mentioned in the 
counties of Marshall, Story, Boone, he Guthrie, Dallas, Polk, 


constitute the western division of said district; also the territory em- 
braced on the date last mentioned in the counties of Adair, Adams, 
Clarke, Decatur, Fremont, Lucas, Page, Ringgold, Taylor, Union, and 
Wayne, which shall constitute the southern division of said d et; 
also the territory embraced on the date last mentioned in the counties 
of Scott, Muscatine, Washington, Johnson, and Clinton, which shall 
constitute the Davenport division of said district; also the territory 
embraced on the date last mentioned in the counties of Davis, Appa- 
noose, Ma a, Jefferson, Monroe, and Wapello, which n 
constitute the Ottumwa division of said district. 

“Terms of the district court for the eastern division shall be held at 
Keokuk on the sixth Tuesday after the fourth Tuesday in February 
and the eighth Tuesday after the third Tuesday in September; for the 
central division, at Des Moines on the tenth y after the fourth 
Tuesday in February and the tenth Tuesday after the third Tuesday in 
September; for the western division, at Council Bluffs on the fourth 
Tuesday in February and the sixth Tuesday after the third Tuesday in 
September; for the southern division, at Creston on the fourth Tuesday 
after the fourth Tuesday in February and the third Tuesday in Septem- 
ber; for the Davenport division, at Davenport on the eighth Tuesday 
after the fourth Tuesday in February and the second Tuesday after the 
third Tuesday in September; and for the Ottumwa division, at Ottumwa 
on the second Tuesday after the fourth Tuesday in February and the 
fourth Tuesday after the third — in September. 

“The clerk of the court for said district shall maintain an office in 
charge of himself or a deputy at Davenport and at Ottumwa for the 
transaction of the business of said divisions.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. J 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend sec- 
tion 81 of an act entitled ‘An act to codify, revise, and amend 
the laws relating to the judiciary,’ approved March 3, 1911.” 

MONUMENT TO POCAHONTAS. 

The bill (S. 609) to aid in the erection of a monument to 
Pocahontas at Jamestown, Va., was announced as next in order 
on the calendar. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let that go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go over. 

The bill (S. 611) for the erection of a monument to the mem- 
ory of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virginia, was announced as 
next in order on the calendar. 

‘ ate SMOOT. I make the same request with regard to that 
ill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Did the Senator from Utah ask 
that Senate bill 609 go over? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I asked that Senate bill 609 go over. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. The Senator must have some 


very good reason for it. It is a very small matter, just $5,000 _ 


to aid an association which raises a like sum. It is carefully 
guarded. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have read the bill, and I know just what it 
provides. It does seem to me that it is a bad policy to give 
aid to any association to erect a monument in any State. If 
we are going to pass a bill for the erection of a monument, let 
us appropriate money for the purpose of the Government erect- 
ing the monument; but I would not do it in aid of any asso- 
ciation; I would do it outright; and I would appropriate such 
an amount that the monument would be at least a credit to the 
Nation and a credit to the party for whom the monument is 
erected. In this bill I can not see either, and I object to its 
consideration now. 

Mr, MARTIN of Virginia. It is guarded very carefully. The 
money has to be paid over to a bonded officer and the Commis- 
sion of Fine Arts will supervise the matter. Of course if the 
Senator wants to object it is his right. 

Mr. SMOOT. I object. 


MONUMENT TO MATTHEW FONTAINE MAURY. 


The bill (S. 611) for the erection of a monument to the mem- 
ory of Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Virlginia, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have objected to that bill. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Will the Senator tell me why he 
objects to it? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have not had time yet to read 
all the report on the bill, but I will say to the Senator frankly 
that I doubt very much whether the Government of the United 
States ought to begin to erect monuments to different persons 
throughout the United States for any particular service or any 
particular work they may have done unless that work involved 
the very life of the Government. The work of Commodore Maury 
was fine, but I do not think the person mentioned in the bill 
ought to have a monument erected to him more than, perhaps, a 
thousand other men who have lived in the United States. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Surely the Senator has not read 
the history of Commodore Maury or he would not make such a 
remark. He is a man who has been commended by every civi- 
lized country in the world for his contribution to science and the 
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betterment of the conditions of mankind. I am absolutely un- 
able to understand how the Senator can get up on the floor of 
the Senate and cast a slur at a man who had the career of Com- 
modore Maury. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not cast any slur upon his career at all 
or upon the man. 

Mr. MARTIN of Viriginia. As to commencing the practice, 
this business commenced with the foundation of the Government. 
It is nothing new to erect a monument on a public square in the 
city of Washington to a distinguished man who has contributed 
so much to the world as Commodore Maury has done. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want a little longer time. 

Mr. LODGE. This monument is to be erected in the city of 
Washington? 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. In Washington; at a place to be 
selected by the Commission of Fine Arts. 

Mr. SMOOT. I see the report consists of four lines and a 
half. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. It simply changes the amount. 
The committee reduced the sum from $50,000 to $30,000. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want more time than I have now to examine 
into it before the bill is considered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the Senator from Virginia will pardon 
me, I hope the Senator from Utah can withdraw his objection 
to the bill and let it be considered. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say to the Senator that I desire more 
information on the bill than I have at the present time. I 
thought the bill provided that the monument should be erected 
in Virginia, but I see it provides that it shall be erected in 
Washington. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. On a public square to be selected 
by the Commission of Fine Artz. 

Mr. SMOOT. I see it is provided that it shall be erected in 
Washington, but I ask now that the bill be not considered at this 
time as I want to look up some matters in connection with it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I shall be compelled to object 
also, in order that the matter may be further considered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘There is nothing to be found by further 
investigation, except about what Maury did that deserves a 
monument. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

NATHANIEL MONROE. 


The bill (S. 1781) to correct the military record of Nathaniel 
Monroe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and to insert— 

That in the administration of the laws ter ian e Nee 
and benefits apea honorably discharged soldiers, Na i 
who was a private of Company B, First Regim 
Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have been 
discharged honorably from the military service of the United States 
as a member of said company and regiment on the ist day of May, 
1863: Provided, That no back pay, bounty, or pension shall accrue to 
him prior to the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of 
Nathaniel Monroe.” 

JOHN P. FITZGERALD. 


The bill (S. 1378) to amend the military record of John P. 
Fitzgerald was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to amend the military record of John P. Fitzgerald, who 
enlisted and served. under the assumed name of Joshua Porter in 
Company K, Seventh Regiment, and Company O, First Regiment, 
Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, from March 9, 1865, to March 10, 
1866, and to issue to him an honorable discharge in his true name 
of John P. Fitzgerald. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States conferring upon women 
the right of suffrage was announced as next in order, 

Mr. GRONNA. I ask that the bill may go over. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Let the joint resolution go over, Mr. 
President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will go over. 

Mr. GRONNA subsequently said: I was under a misapprehen- 
sion about Senate joint resolution No. 1. I thought it was the 
next bill which appears on the calendar, the bill (H. R. 562) to 


amend the act approved June 25, 1910, authorizing a Postal 
Savings System. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That bill has been recommitted, 
but another Senator objected to the consideration of the joint 
resolution. This completes the calendar, 


LANDS IN NEVADA, 


Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I was in conference with the 
Department of Agriculture with regard to relief for a serious 
condition that exists in our State by reason of the rapid spread 
of rabies among the coyotes and other animals, and was there- 
fore not aware of the action taken with regard to certain bills 
on the calendar. Upon yesterday I had an understanding with 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] and other Senators that 
Senate bill 898, known as the nonresidence homestead act as 
applicable to the State of Nevada, having passed the Senate at 
a prior session, would be permitted to pass without objection 
or debate if certain amendments to be proposed by the Senator 
from Utah were consented to. I consented to such amendments. 
At that time it was also understood that Senate bill 2520, grant- 
ing to the State of Nevada 7,000,000 acres of land in said State 
for the use and benefit of the public schools of Nevada and the 
State University of the State of Nevada, and Senate bill 2521, 
legalizing certain conveyances made by the Central Pacific 
Railroad Co. in the State of Nevada, might also go over to a 
subsequent date, as certain Senators who could not be present 
this morning desired to be informed with regard to such bills. 
I assume that under such understandings the action agreed upon 
was taken. As the calling of the calendar has been completed, 
I now ask the Senator from Utah if it is agreeable to him and 
Po other Senators to take up at the present time Senate bill 

Mr. SMOOT. Not this morning. A number of Senators want 
to speak on the bill, and I wish to have it go over. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Of course, if the Senator desires to have 
it go over for that reason, very well; but I call the attention. of 
the Senator from Utah to another bill, the bill (S. 2521) legal- 
izing certain conveyances heretofore made by the Central Pacific 
Railroad Co. and others within the State of Nevada. Prac- 
tically the same bill passed the Senate and the House last year. 

Mr. SMOOT. That bill went over not only on my objection, 
but several Senators want to look into the matter. The Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. THomas], I think, also gave notice that he 
desires to look into it. 

Mr. THOMAS. No; I merely explained what I understood 
the purpose of the bill to be. 
$ Mr. SMOOT. I will šay to the Senator it may be all right, 

ut 

Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to the consideration of 
the bill at all. : 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not the information I have written for. 
As soon as I get an answer to my letter I will have no objection 
to the consideration of the bill. I want it to go over to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This completes the calendar. 


REFUNDS on DRAWBACKS. 


Mr. BROUSSARD. I ask unanimous consent for the con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 64) as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
submit to the Senate a statement showing the following: 

1. The amount of money that has been refunded or paid as draw- 
backs during the fiscal years ending June 30, 1914, and June 30, 1915, 
under ragraph O, section 4, of the act approved October 3, 1913, 
entitled “An act to reduce tariff duties and to provide revenue for the 
Government, and for other purposes,” specifying the articles upon which 
said drawbacks or refunds have been made, and the persons, firms, or 
corporations to whom such money has been paid. 

A statement of the aggregate amount for which applications have 
been received by the Treasury for such refunds or drawbacks during 
the current fiscal year to date; the names of the persons, firms, or cor- 
porations making such applications, and the articles upon which these 
applice tions are Cased: 

. An estimate of the refunds or drawbacks that will be made dur- 

the remainder of the current fiscal year under said provision, to- 
ge — with the names and amounts of articles upon which said esti- 
mates are 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Louisiana asks 
for the immediate consideration of the resolution. Is there any 
objection? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Smracons], the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
is not in his seat. I do not know that he would, if present, 
make any objection to the consideration of this resolution, but 
unless there is some immediate necessity for it, I suggest to the 
Senator from Louisiana that under the circumstances it should 
go over until the Senator from North Carolina is present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 
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Mr. THOMAS. I merely make the suggestion. I do not object 
to the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Do I understand the Senator from Colo- 
rado to object to the consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not object to the consideration of the 
resolution. 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, and that it might be 
best that it should go over. I leave it to the Senator under the 
circumstances, 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, let me suggest to the 
Senator from Colorado that this resolution seeks to get informa- 
tion about which I have been unable to get anything definite or 
positive. It occurs to me that if at a time when we are looking 
for a way to replenish the Treasury, when it is the desire to 
spend more money than the present receipts of the Government 
warrant our expending and are reaching to find some way by 
which added revenue can be put into the Treasury, we ought to 
look to the money as it goes out of the Treasury, and we should 
be informed as to the purpose for which such money is being 
disbursed. 

Of course, when appropriations are made by Congress and the 
Treasury Department disburses the money as directed to be 
disbursed, it is easy to get a report of those things. But where 
a law like the paragraph to which reference is made in the 
resolution gives a discretion to the Secretary of the Treasury 
to disburse moneys that have already been collected as a draw- 
ms we should know how and to whom the disbursement was 
made. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator will permit me to interrupt 
him, I wish merely to make a suggestion in reference to the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. He is now in the 
Chamber, I have no objection whatever to the immediate con- 
sideration of the resolution, and I do not know that the Senator 
from North Carolina has any objection to it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I have just entered the 
Chamber. I have not had an opportunity to read the resolu- 
tion. I will ask the Senator from Louisiana if he would not be 
willing to let the resolution go over until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Perfectly. There is no haste for it— 
only I should like to have the information directed by this reso- 
lution before we undertake to legislate in regard to increasing 
taxation in our country. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will say to the Senator that there will be 
no objection to his resolution, but I would not like to consent to 
uct upon it before I have had an opportunity to read it. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am perfectly agreeable, Mr. President, 
that the resolution shall go over until to-morrow morning. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On objection, it goes over. 

Mr. SIMMONS subsequently said: 

Mr. President, since reading the resolution submitted by the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Broussarp], I desire to say that 
I have no sort of objection to it, and wish to withdraw the 
objection heretofore made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PUBLICATION OF LAND-OFFICE NOTICES. 


Mr. MYERS. What is the order of business before the Sen- 
ate, Mr. President? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Nothing. 

Mr. MYERS. I understand that in my necessary absence two 
bills of mine on the calendar were passed over—Order of Busi- 
ness No. 9 and Order of Business No. 10. I ask unanimous con- 
sent for their consideration at this time. I understand the only 
objection to their consideration was my absence. 

Mr, THOMAS. Mr. President, I think that was not the only 
reason. I made some criticism of one of the bills. 

Mr, MYERS. Then I shall be glad to get one passed, if I 
can not get both passed. 

Mr. SMOOT. My impression is that Calendar Order No. 10 
Was passed. : 

Mr. MYERS. Does the Senator mean that it was passed by 
the Senate or passed over? 

Mr. THOMAS. It was passed by the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was passed by the Senate. 

Mr. MYERS. Then I ask if there is any objection, by unani- 
mous consent, to taking up Order of Business No. 9? 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, if the Senator from Montana 
will enlighten me with reference to the effect of the measure, I 
shall not object to its consideration. 

Mr. MYERS. I shall be highly pleased to do so, if I may have 
a few moments. 


Mr. THOMAS. The criticism which I made—— 


I merely suggest to the Senator the absence of the } 


Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator from Colorado will yield to me, 
I will say there was also a Senator on this side of the Chamber 
who desired to be heard upon the bill, and at present he is not 
in the Chamber. I should not like to have the bill considered 
in his absence, 

Mr. MYERS. Very well, then, I shall not ask for the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator from Montana will let the bill 
go over until the next time the calendar is called, I shall be 

lad. 
= Mr. MYERS. I will say in this connection, while I have the 
floor, merely in an explanatory way, that the bill has been unani- 
mously twice favorably reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands of the Senate, once at the last session and once at this 
session. In the last Congress it was passed by the Senate with 
practical unanimity; I do not think there was a dissenting 
voice; and, if explained now, I do not think there would be any 
objection to the bill; but so long as a Senator on the other side 
objected to it, and he is not now here, I shall not press it at 


-| this time. 


Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator will bear with me, I will state 
that this was my criticism of the bill, which I stated in his ab- 
sence: Under the present law, publications of land-office notices 
are required to be made, if my recollection serves me aright, 
in some newspaper nearest the land affected. 

Mr. MYERS. This bill is not intended to change that at all. 

Mr. THOMAS. Well, under the provisions of this bill, if it 
should pass as drawn, might not such publication be made in 
any newspaper in the county, regardless of the location of the 
land; and, if so, would not that defeat the very purpose of the 
publication?” 

Mr. MYERS. I do not think that would be the effect of the 
bill; but if there is any doubt about it, I shall be very glad to 
have the bill amended so as to make it plain. Inasmuch, how- 
ever, as the Senator on the other side who objected to the bill 
is not present, I shall not ask for its consideration at this time. 
When the bill again comes up, I shall be glad to explain it. I 
think it is entirely harmless and beneficial; but if there is any 
latent defect or looseness in the language of the bill, I shall be 
very glad to have it amended. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, if the bill as it is drawn should 
become a law—and it becoming a law would repeal the present 
statute—in my judgment there is no question but that such 
publications could be had in any newspaper, not even limited to 
the county, but in the entire district, that might be designated by 
the register or selected by the owner of the land. As a result, 
it is quite evident that the purpose of the publication would be 
entirely defeated. 

Mr. MYERS. I think it would not have that effect, and I 
certainly do not intend it to have that effect. 

Mr. THOMAS. I am satisfied that the Senator has no such 
intention. 

Mr. MYERS. Certainly not. I would be the first Senator on 
the floor to object to any such proposition. When the bill 
again comes up I shall explain the matter. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Philippine bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 881) to 
declare the purpose of ihe people of the United States as to 
the future political status of the people of the Philippine 
Islands and to provide a more autonomous government for those 
islands. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr, President, a few days ago the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] secured unanimous 
consent to have inserted in the Recorp a letter written by Mr. 
Austin, of Tennessee, 1 Member of the House of Representa- 
tives, on the subject of matters in the Philippine Islands. 
Wher his attention was called to the fact that that letter con- 
tained offensive matter relating to the Philippine Commissioner, 
and contained also an attack upon the Philippine government 
and upon Goy. Gen. Harrison, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire indicated a willingness to have it stricken from the 
Recorp, as it had gone into the Recorp only by the assurance 
that it contained no matter of that sort. I contented myself, 
however, by agreeing with the Senator from New Hampshire 
to have stricken from the Record the offensive part relating 
to Commissioner QUEZON, which was evidently a breach of 
propriety, but consented to have the attack upon the Philip- 
pine government remain in the Recorp, because I felt that it 
could properly and conclusively be answered; and I have no 
doubt that Commissioner Qurzon, in the House of Representa- 
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tives, where he has a seat, will take occasion to refer to the 
part relating to him. 

What does this letter of Mr. Austrn state? First, it shows 
that there is a business depression in the Philippine Islands, 
or that there had been. There is some truth in that. There 
has been in many countries a business depression following the 
‘war. While it has largely passed away in the United States, 
it still continues in South and Central America; it continues 
in Japan; and, to some extent, it still continues in the Philip- 
pine Islands, affecting the revenues of the islands and, to some 
extent, affecting business. I affirm, however, that the depres- 
sion there is less than it is in other countries, and I declare 
that it is due wholly to causes growing out of the great Euro- 
pean war. 

In the next place, the author of this letter stated that there 
was dissatisfaction on the part of the business element in the 
Philippine Islands and doubt and uncertainty as to the future. 
Mr. President, so far as dissatisfaction on the part of the busi- 
ness element in the Philippine Islands is concerned, there is no 
proof of it; in fact, what proof there is is to the contrary. Wit- 
nesses came before the Philippine Committee, men of large 
business affairs, Americans, who testified that affairs in the 
Philippine Islands were being administered in a satisfactory 
way; that progress was being made; and that as soon as the 
temporary causes of the war had passed away it was expected 
that conditions would improve. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but witnesses came before the 
Philippine Committee and testified, as shown in the hearings 
which have been sent to every Senator, that the American 
business interests in the Philippine Islands desired the passage 
of this bill, or something like it, for the purpose of putting an 
end to the doubts and uncertainties of the past and the agita- 
tion that has been going on among the Philippine people because 
they did not know authoritatively what the purpose of the 
United States was in regard to the islands, They have been 
assured by several Presidents of the United States, by two Sec- 
retaries of War, and by two Governors General of the Philip- 
pine Islands that the American Republic intended to give them 
a constantly increasing measure of self-government, and ulti- 
mately, when the proper time came, independence; but they 
did not know it from the Congress of the United States, and 
now that the matter had been brought into Congress the business 
interests in the Philippine Islands thought it important that 
Congress should settle it and put an end forever to any possible 
remaining doubt. 

I shall not read to any considerable extent, Mr. President, but 
I want to read something from the testimony of G. H. Fairchild. 
He is president of one of the largest American companies in the 
Philippine Islands, a concern which is doing a very large and 
varied business. He is the president and general manager of 
the firm of Welch, Fairchild & Co., of New York, and he spends 
much time in the Philippine Islands. He says, in the opening 
of his testimony, in response to a question : 

Mr. Fat . dent and of the firm 
TTV 
San Jose estate on the island of Mindoro, and the San Carlos Milling 
Co., on the island of Negros. 

2 CHAIRMAN. How long have you had your business interests 

Mr. Farrcnitp. Of the interests which I represent, the Mindoro Co, 
and the San Jose estate were established some two years before I went 
to the islands. The firm of Welch, Fairchild & Co. was established at 
the time I went out there—in September, 1912. And at that time the 
erection of a sugar central was commenced on the island of Negros, at 
San Carlos. ‘ 

Then he goes on to state the details of the business, which is 
a very large one, including the cultivation of thousands of acres 
of sugar cane, and they manufacture a great deal of sugar. 
Now, what did Mr. Fairchild say? He stated in his testimony 
before the committee that, in his opinion, it was important that 
Congress should enact this or some similar legislation; and 
after he had testified he handed to the committee a copy of an 
address which he had delivered, which had been published in 
certain New York papers, and an extract from which reads as 
follows—and I think this extract may be taken as a concise 
statement of the position of the American business men and 
other business interests in the Philippine Islands: 


uncertainty as to what their future political status is to be; 
t is no that strangles business so much as un 
when bankers were approached for the purpose of ob- 
capital for the development of the 


ness men of the Philippine ds earnestly desire an early 

of l lation by Con in regard to those islands which Ai raen id 
of the errors of a policy which, however well 

tentioned, will fail if not amended in the near future in a manner that 

will promote prosperity, remove uncertainty, and facilitate the estab- 

lishment of an era of better feeling between the Americans of both 


political parties at home as well as those in the islands, and more im- 
Pout „ the Filipinos and the Americans resident in the 

Mr. President, that is a conclusive answer, it seems to me, to 
the statement that doubt and uncertainty exist in the Philippine 
Islands; it is a conclusive proof that the way to remove that 
doubt and uncertainty is to pass this bill. 

Mr. President, I might quote also from Maj. W. H. Anderson, 
another American, who conducts one of the largest, if not the 
largest, wholesale business in the Philippine Islands, a man who 
was a Spanish War veteran. Maj. Anderson speaks, as many 
other American merchants upon the islands have spoken, in 
interviews in this country and in testimony in this country. In 
discussing Gov. Gen. Harrison’s administration, he says: 


It is no exaggeration to say that the Filipinos are ceful and k- 
rosperi Th adverse to — 2 


ly fortunate choice, 

How conclusively that disproves the statement that American 
business men of the islands condemn the present administration 
of Gov. Gen. Harrison. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Smruons in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator if any petition or 
protest has come to the committee or to Congress from the 
American residents in the Philippine Islands? I ask that ques- 
tion for the reason that I had a letter from a gentleman this 
morning, in which he said that somebody ought to say a word 
in behalf of the American residents in the Philippines before the 
debate closes. I know nothing about it, and for that reason I 
ask the question. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, I am not able to answer the Sena- 
tor’s question. It is rather vague. I presume there are Ameri- 
cans resident in the Philippine Islands who are dissatisfied 
with conditions now, just as there were Americans resident in 
the Philippine Islands who were very dissatisfied with Mr. 
Taft when he was Governor General because he did not turn 
the government over to them and give them all the offices of the 
Philippine people. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no question as to the fact that 
there are individuals there who are dissatisfied; that would 
naturally follow; but my correspondent spoke for the 7,000 or 
10,000 Americans registered in the islands, and I simply wanted 
to know whether they had had a meeting or had taken any 
action which would seem to represent their views as a whole 
or the views of a majority of them. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; I know nothing of the sort; and, 
of course, there are not as many American residents of the 
Philippine Islands as the Senator names. I think it is safe to 
say that there is no such number. 

Now I want to come back again to this attack. In this letter, 
as published, the author states that the civil-service rules have 
been violated and that neither in spirit nor in letter are its 
terms being lived up to. The fact is that Gov. Gen. Harrison 
has gone further than any other Governor General in enforcing 
the civil-service law of the Philippine Islands in letter and 
in spirit. He has made only two changes in the regulations, 
but both of them were in that direction. Heretofore Governors 
General have interpreted the regulation which prohibited mem- 
bers of the civil service from being actively engaged in politics 
as referring only to Philippine politics. Gov. Gen. Harrison 
has taken the position that it included American politics as well, 
as it ought to. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I yield. 

Mr. WORKS. A good deal of the time of the Senate seems 
to be taken up with a discussion of the administration of Gov. 
Gen. Harrison. I should like to ask the Senator what that 
has to do with the bill that is now before the Senate. I can 
understand very well why the Senator should be defending 
that administration when an attack has been made upon it; 
I am not criticizing the attitude of the Senator at all; but I 
should like to know why the Senate should consider, in passing 
upon this question of the rights of the Filipinos, either the 
politics of the United States, or the politics of the Philippines, 
or the administration of the government over there? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the criticism made by 
the Senator from California is very just. I deplore, as improper 
and debasing, the bringing of political attacks of this sort into 
this discussion, Not only that, but I urged at the outset in my 
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speech that Senators should avoid such action. I avoided it 
myself. I sought to give to the Republican predecessors of 
Goy. Gen. Harrison the fullest credit, and to the Government of 
the United States the greatest credit for the administration of 
our great trust over there in a most commendable way. This 
attack, however, has been placed in the Recorp; and I shall 
only take the time of the Senate briefly in replying to it and 
conclusively refuting it, because every essential charge in that 
report is false, and it can be proved false by undeniable evi- 
dence. 

The second way in which Gov. Gen. Harrison has improved 
the civil service over there is in a ruling that men engaged in 
the civil service shall not engage in business—a very proper pre- 
caution to take to prevent the servants of the Philippine gov- 
ernment from becoming involved in business interests which 
might affect their public service. 

One of the specific charges made in this letter is that good 
Americans have been summarily dismissed from the service. I 
say that Gov. Gen. Harrison has appointed fewer public servants 
brought from the United States than any Governor General dur- 
ing a similar time since the American possession. I shall not 
rest this case simply upon my statements, but I am going to 
quote an authority that is not Democratic. I am going to 
quote an official whose appointment was to some extent an- 
tagonized on this side of the Chamber when it was made. I am 
going to quote Mr. Winfred T. Denison, who was appointed as 
a Republican to the position of secretary of the interior in the 
Philippine Islands, a man who had held the office of Assistant 
Attorney General in the United States under Roosevelt and 
under Taft. This official was selected by the Civil Service 
Reform League of the United States, which made an inquiry of 
him asking him to state what the facts were as to the civil serv- 
ice in the Philippine Islands. I shall place this statement of 
his in the Rxconp complete, with the consent of the Senate, and 
I shall read only a few extracts from it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permission 
is granted. 

[The statement of Mr. Denison will be found in full at the end 
of Senator Hircucock’s speech. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. He gives, first, a list of the resignations 
requested by the Governor General. He gives the reasons why 
the resignations were requested; and at the time this report 
was made, which, I think, was some time during the year 1914, 
oy li resignations had been requested by the Governor Gen- 
eral. 

There was the first assistant executive secretary, whose 
resignation was requested because the Governor General wanted 
a man of his own selection to occupy that close personal rela- 
tion to him and because he was considered out of sympathy with 
the administration. No one will question that as a reason. 

There was the collector of customs, whose resignation was 
requested because he was the Republican national committeeman 
and very active politically. I think any man interested in the 
civil service will think that that was not an improper request. 

There was the deputy collector of internal revenue, whose 
resignation was requested because he was superannuated. 

There was the director of printing, whose resignation was re- 
quested because of insubordination in initiating a campaign in 
the United States against the reduction of salaries without con- 
sulting the Governor General; and the assistant director of 
printing was requested to resign for the same reason. Senators 
who are in favor of economy in the Philippine Islands—the econ- 
omy brought about by the Governor General—will certainly not 
criticize him for dismissing from office or for demanding the 
resignation of subordinate officials who start a campaign against 
his policy, 

There was the lieutenant governor of Lepanto, who was dis- 
missed for disciplinary reasons. I could give the reasons in all 
of these cases, but I shall not, for the reason that the men did 
not stand trial. The men practically confessed the charges by 
handing in their resignations. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator from Nebraska state that 
because a man is a national committeeman that of itself unfits 
him for holding office? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I think a man holding an 
important position in the Philippine Islands should not be in 
active politics, and I am glad to see that position taken by the 
Governor General, that men over there holding positions of 
trust shall be serving the Philippine government, which pays 
them their salaries, and not taking an active part in politics. 


Mr. BORAH. I think that is an excellent rule; but why 
should it apply to the Philippines and not to the United States? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do not know that I should resist its 
application to the United States; but I do not want to bring the 
United States into this discussion. 

There was the prosecuting attorney, whose resignation was 
demanded for cause, 

The chief of police, whose resignation was demanded for non- 
political reasons. 

The first assistant city engineer, at Manila, I suppose, whose 
resignation was requested by the municipal board. 

The city attorney, whose resignation was also requested by 
the municipal board. 

The director of lands, whose resignation was requested be- 
cause of the disapproval by the Governor General of tlie policy 
regarding the friar-land leases. ` 

Mr. President, those were the resignations from the public 
service brought about by the demand of the Governor General. 
Does that bear out the charge that there was a wholesale removal 
of men from high positions? 

There were many resignations that were voluntary in their 
character. I shall not stop to read them. One of them was 
that of the director of agriculture, whose resignation was re- 
ferred to on Saturday. The records show that he resigned to re- 
turn to the United States to take a more lucrative position. In 
the Rxconb I shall place the list of these resignations, some 
voluntary and some involuntary, but overwhelmingly the larger 
number voluntary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Nebraska if 
he could put in the Record the names of the men, and the States 
from which they came, who took the places of those 11 important 
men who were removed? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I am not sure that it is contained in this 
report, but I will undertake to do so. 

As to the new appointees, Mr. Denison gives this information 
to the Civil Service Reform League of the United States. He 
gives a list of those who were not in office under the old admin- 
istration. He gives a list of the new men brought in, and it is 
the smallest list ever named by any Governor General in the 
same length of time. I shall not stop to read them, but there 
are only 12 of them. ‘The rest of these appointees of the Gov- 
ernor General were promotions or transfers of men already in 
office in the Philippine Islands, thus showing conclusively that 
the Governor General, in his appointments, has sought to ob- 
serve the civil-service law of the Philippine Islands not only in 
letter but in spirit, and that there has been less disposition to 
put men in office for political reasons in his administration than 
in any other administration that has taken place. 

Mr. Denison, in a paragraph, uses this language: 

These facts speak for themselyes, and I doubt if many precedents 
can be found for the installation of a new administration entering upon 
a radically different public policy with so few changes in the old 
personnel. 

In another paragraph he says, after referring to the changes 
in offce: 

So far as I know, it has never been suggested that any one of these 
separations was brought about on any political-spoils basis to make a 
place for an American of another party. é 

Mr. President, this is the testimony of a Republican official. 
It is a report sent by him to the Civil Service Reform League 
of the United States, and it is a conclusive answer to the 
charge brought against the Governor General. 

Now let me refer to the next statement in this letter from Mr. 
Austin, that the places have been largely filled by inexperienced 
Filipinos. Perhaps the best way to reply to that is to quote the 
civil-service law of the Philippine Islands, enacted under Re- 
publican control. Is the Senator aware that that law provides 
that preference shall be given to Filipinos? I read section 6: 


In the appointment of officers and employees under the provisions 
of this act the rege ang | officer, in his selection from the list of 
eligibles furnished to him by the director of civil service, shall, where 
other qualifications are equal, prefer, first, natives of the Philippine 
Islands, or persons who have, under and by virtue of the — of 
Paris, acquired the political rights of natives of the islands; second, 
persons who have served as members of the Army, Navy, or Marine 
Corps of the United States and have been honorably discharged there- 
from; third 

And this is the last 

Third, citizens of the United States. 


That is the law of the Philippine Islands. The law directs 
the Governor General to give preference to the Filipinos. That 
law was enacted at a time when Taft and others were demand- 
ing that the Philippine Islands should be for the Filipinos, and 
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it is that law and that policy which the Governor General is 
carrying out. If the author of that letter has any criticism, 
it is on the law, and it is on Mr. Taft and other Governors Gen- 
eral and Secretaries of War who declared for this policy. 

It is also stated in this letter, introduced by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that the Spanish War veterans are indignant. 
Not the Spanish War veterans of the Philippine Islands, how- 
ever, because the Spanish War veterans of the Philippine Islands 
are given a preference, second place, in this law; and every 
Spanish War veteran who either voluntarily or involuntarily 
has been separated from the service since Mr. Harrison became 
Governor General has, if he requested it, been given a place in 
the civil service of the United States under this administration. 
There is not the record of a single Spanish War veteran who 
has made that request who has not received that consideration ; 
and, so far as I can find out, the number who have been sepa- 
rated has been very small. The only list I was able to procure 
embraced 22. 

There may be some political Spanish War veterans who are 
trying to make some political capital in this country, but there is 
nothing in the administration of the law in the Philippine 
Islands which justifies any such charge. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey in 
the chair). Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I do. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator spoke of 22 separations from 
the service. Does the Senator know for what reason? Was 
there no further need of them, or was it for incompetency, or 
what was the cause? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Some were temporary, others were cases 
of superannuation, and reasons of that sort. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. There is not any law, I understand, which 
requires the Government to give a man employment because he 
served in the Spanish-American War; that is, to give him em- 
ployment when his services are not needed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It has been the policy, I believe, of this 
administration, and I think it has been the policy of other ad- 
ministrations, that men have served in the Philippine Islands 
under the Government under a contract for two years. They do 
not go there as permanent employees; it is not intended that 
they should; and when their terms expire or when they finally 
retire, for one reason or another, the Government over here, not 
only under other administrations but under this administration, 
has undertaken to procure for them positions in this country. 

In this connection, Mr. President, and in order that this mat- 
ter may be pretty conclusively shown, I shall ask leave to insert 
in the Recorp a statement given by the Secretary of War, Mr. 
Garrison, something over a year ago, covering conclusively this 
same subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I desire that these matters may be in- 
serted in the Recorp at the conclusion of my speech and not in 
the midst of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Reporters will attend to 
that. [See appendix.] 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. This author furthermore says that Gov. 
Gen. Harrison was brought up in the Tammany school of poli- 
ties, and was taught that to the victor belongs the spoils. I had 
the pleasure of serving with Gov. Gen. Harrison in the House 
of Representatives, and what I say will be indorsed by everyone 
who served with him. There was not in that House during the 
period of his service a more intelligent, disinterested, and 
patriotic Member of that House than Gov. Gen. Harrison. His 
whole reputation made in the United States was the reputation 
of a public man rendering a public service, and I have no doubt 
that he has continued that course in the Philippine Islands. To 
charge him with perverting the public service and with bringing 
the spoils system into the Philippine government is an insistance 
so monstrous that I can not speak of it without some emphasis. 

Mr. President, I think that I have concluded an analysis of 
that attack upon the Philippine government and upon Mr. 
Harrison. I hope it will be the last of an effort to drag into 
this important discussion something which has not any place 
lere. The Senator from California [Mr. Worxs] says that the 
merits or demerits of this administration or of others have 
nothing to do with this case. This is a debate for the purpose 
of ennbling the Senate to decide whether it proposes to bring to 
the Philippine Islands certainty as to the future, whether it 
proposes to enlarge the degree of self-government there in ac- 
cordance with our pledges and in accordance with the interests 
of those islands, whether it proposes to insert in the preamble 
of the bill the statement that it is the purpose of the United 
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States to give to the Philippine people their independence when 
the United States decides that it is for their permanent interest 
to do so. Those are the two questions before the Senate. The 
merits or demerits of an administration over there have nothing 
to do with the case, and I trust we may have no more of that 
discussion in this debate. 


APPENDIX. 
THR CIVIL SERVICE IN THE PHILIPPINES, 


{Memorandum prepared at the request of the Civil Service Reform 
by Winfred T. Denison, secretary of the interior of the Philip- 


I. 
APPOINTMENTS AND REMOVALS BY THE GOVERNOR GENERAL. 

The Governor General's appointments are sub: to confirmation b, 
the commission. They cover positions of 8 executive — 
and of such power as would permit incumbents who were out of sym- 
pathy with the Governor General to defeat his policies. 

The only removals by the Governor General (resignations on his 
request) have been the following: 

RESIGNATIONS ON REQUEST. . 
Reason. 


y 
pine government. ] 


Position. 


use 

with 
new cy. 

Republican national committee 
man and considered active politi- 


considered out of sympathy 
Collector of customs, 


Deputy collector of internal reve- 
nue. 
Director of printing. 


Assistant director of printing, 


cally. 
Requested. Superannuated. 


Insubordination in initiating cam- 
paign in United States against 
reduction of salaries thout 
consulting Governor Gen 

Insubordination in initiating cam- 


paign in United States against 
reduction of salaries without 


consul Governor General. 
Lieutenant governor of Lepanto, Disciplinary reasons. 
Prosecuting attorney. Requested for cause. 


Chief of ice. 

First assistant city engineer. 
City attorney. 

Director of lands. 


Requested for nonpolitical reasons, 


VOLUNTARY RESIGNATIONS, 
The only voluntary resignations have been the following: 
Position, Reason. 


Director of agriculture. To return to United States. 
Director of prisons. To become editor of the Manila 
Daily Bulletin. 
Assistant director of prisons. To accept position in Federal sery- 
ice in United States. 
Justice, supreme court. To accept appointment as secre- 
tary of finance and justice and 
member Philippine Commission. 


To enter private A gaper 
3 United States qudge at 
To become president public utilities 
To become attorney general. 


Judge, court of first instance. 
Judge, court of first instance. 


Judge, court of first instance. 


Judge, court of first instance, 
Member, municipal board. To return to United States. 
Secretary, municipal board. To enter private business. 
Assistant director of lands. Dissatisfied with appointment of 
Filipino director. 
NEW APPOINTEES. 


The only persons appointed by the Governor General who were not 
in office here under the old administration are the following: 


Name and position. Remarks. 


Bonsal, member municipal Later appointed secreta 
board, ernor 


8. to Gov- 


Later appointed member boari 
of public utility commissioners, 

. which he now holds. Democrat, 
but never active politically. 
Well-known former en and 
newspaper correspondent. 

An ap . — in the New York cus- 
tomhouse and former expert on 
President Taft's Tariff Boaril. 
Not a Democrat in politics. 

From Land Bureau in Washing- 
ton; has since been appointed 
auxiliary judge of the court of 
first instance. 

2 — a member of the First Philip- 

ne m 


B. Herstein, collector of customs. 


James R. Burgett, assistant at- 
torney, bureau of justice, 


Venancio Concepcion, deputy col- 
lector of internal revenue. p Asse bi: 
Formerly in hilippines as an 


Dr. Albert P. Fitzsimmons, mem- 
ber municipal board. — 7 surgeon; experienced in 
municipal affairs as mayor of 
his home city Nebraska. 
Democrat in polities. 
Clyde De Witt, member public Many years in the Philippine Is- 
utilities board, lands as teacher. At time of 


appointment was practicing law 
in Manila and teaching in the 

as school, Democrat in poli- 
es. 
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Namo and position: Remarks. 
Leon M. Guerrero, member Phil- Filipino. 
ippine board Panama-Pacific In- 
e e e ru 
ro Vamenta, attorne — 0. + 
ment of Mindanao and Sulu. ssp 


These facts speak for themselves, and I doubt if 2 precedents DA 
be found for the installation of a new administration wig ee u 
a different public policy, with so few changes in the ol pene 


ce. 
He wae bitterly criticized in advance on the hypothesis that he was. 


Ju court of first instance. Upino. 

Judge, court of first instance, = Hoe goin to use the opportunity Tor political us: but, in fact, he re- 
nudge, court of first instance. Filipino. ed every 855 2 the old Judges excepting the four who resigned 

. director of labor. Filipino. = untarily for their own reasons, as stated above. 


It will be observed from the above that only four men—Mr. Bonsal, is record seems to me peculiari 3 8 we consider the 


‘bitterness. with which the new a of attitude 
De. Herstelt, M Mr. greet the Governor General, and. two ot bronght toward the Filipinos was resented by many yg the American officers of 
and Mr. Burgett—were already in the Federal Govern- | the old a tion. IÈ 
ment service there. 

OFFICERS PROMOTED OR TRANSFERRED BY THE GOVERNOR GENERAL (CON- SEPARATIONS FROM THE CLASSIFIED SERVICE. 
FIRMED BY THE COMMISSION). The 2 Fen a tyne we the fiscal the Sy mene N ee ee 
The 9 is the list of all officers promoted or transferred b. cans from the service © fisca! 2 ca are 
the Govern y-General, with a statement of — —— held by them under available for the fiscal year 1906. figures are taken * trom the: 


Fourteenth Annual 8 of the herons of Civil. Service (p. 6), of 
which coples are inclosed 


the old AANDAL. 

I have not burdened this memorandum by the names = the judges 
of the old court, who were all transferred to the newly organized 
substitute court of first instance, 


Former position, Appointed to— Fiscal year ending June 30; 


Law 2 puresa of inter- . attorney, 


of be 
si Pm clerk. barat lands. 5 
Colleotor ot internal revenue. Director of $ 
Collector of customs of Zam- | Collector of internal revenue. 


SSS 88882 


Du the first year of Gov. Gen. Harrison’s administration (Oct. 1. 
1014.10 Vet. ay 1914) the figures for the same.columns were as follows: 


boanga. 
W. W. Marquardt. . . City superintendent of 8 assistant director of 503 
schools. cation: Voluntary ~..-.---—--------------------—-=--+- i 
H. T. Edwards Assistant director. of agri- 8 Wound T—-] ! n . : 
W. H Dade...... Asan Superintendent San Ramon | Director of prisons. U een ty Nir) AONE UNA tr Ses Sidas : 8 716 
: shi that the chan ave not been so extensive 
C: O. Thompson Veterinaria, rian, bureau of agri Assistant director of prisons, aa they bo ih tho years 1903, 1904, an and 1008, 905 of the Republican ad — 
Mario Guarina Fiscal, Province of Batanes..| Second assistant director of | tations. I believe, also, though mee et Ores 
aT “|, prisons. | eee rane Sy period (tres sm 1808 Ce v. was the firat period of consid- 
Adriano Hernandez....| Governor Province of Lollo. eens Sener Ch RMON erable, enlargement of i the Filipino uence dus the, Government, and 
tedi changes made w: 
Jose Esealer........... Law clerk, assembly city at attorney. unde ö ith the absolute necessity for reduction of 
Mentee 8 asistan 3 „ Iwahig: col- expenses, Was. ‘the peta similarly numerous changes have been: 
r General Harrison's admin 8 
Wannen apiet pyran Soa ma Diretor olprinting. mage ee L know. i it has never. been — that any one of these 
8. H. Musick Craftsman Tnstructor bu- | Assistantdirector of printing. eee pes oer ip ens 32 8 wae political spoils basis to make a 
. 5 — 
——— . P The e po licy of , Filipinization,” so-called; 1s a definite policy of our 
gle President sires col government ponme ns iee under instructions: from the 
22 Member code co dent. It necessarily lacement of even efficient Ameri- 
e 22 Leg a 2 2 atu ay eae by Filipinos as soon as Filipinos. 
C. E. Unson........... cue“ provincial division, | Secretary municipal board. clear to 3 >that oe ang a le under either of ‘these pol eles 
Quintin Paredes. First assis prosecu Prosecuting attorney. l f Filipinization or the cy o aop o orce for rea- 
J eee sic jerona ting a 1 — . must be free of criticism under the civiicsarvise prin- 
oorge: Assistant chief of police. ciple. 
—— Polio cai 5 ol te have oro heard “pollen spolia, bass * ao smear een: Mare 
; SAR ice 
L. B. Bewley:........ 3 superintendent of | Superintendent schools, 5 ching — flyer tony wn 75 en py 5 Generat: 
will Sher paragon fa glad to be given an opportun 


ALLEGED HARDSHIPS OF 3 LEAVING ‘THR SERVICE: 
I have: seen some statements, of 9 less 88 ee eee 
t extraordinary hardships: were wor ese separations, and 
that ‘Americana were left destitute on the reps of Manila. 
Inclosed is a tabulation giving the name of ev one of the 


| em- 
parated and se amount of money d him at the time of 
. 3 salary „ commutation. of accrued leave, 
reimbursement o. Pr 5 expenses, Phe rene a raat of ae po 
.-»-| Council, agui tion [table — fre shows payments a; some ins ances, 
6 over P4,000 ($2,000 gold), and averaging Shout 51.500 ($500 gold ber 


secretary. = The “status of American. employees here has always been subject. to 
Fourth assistant executive fundamental the Filipi of our colonial policy—that we are here tem- 


this: 
3 to train pinos for self-government. 


. Bureau of audits. . . . Special agent. the 5 this service are tracts for 1 Fragen noe gpd dur- 

beha <3 under special con or two years’ servi 
Cramee Lieutenant colonel, constab- Assistant chief, constabu- vo Aes 7 — en) > contracts al 9 . — — ee, 

John R. White 2. C 29 of the Philippine civil-service act. (act No. 1685. ssed in 1907. 
Ralph W. Jones constabulary......... Do. j On: tie any ple this aet. provides (see. 6) for a preference of 
ee 10 W ly ent: Wilson. by. his order of June 15, 1914, amended sec- 


follows, thereby explicitly incor- 
rinciple, already long under- 


classified service and who has pode separated by necessary reduction 
sinan: of force or by displacement by a tear Dn it he is especially recom- 
W. W. Barclay i 9 ee by the War — because of his — — good char. 
secretary. P: i In all cases of proposed transfer: from the 
chown Ere — the War Department shall furnish the „ for: its con- 
O. W. Olson........... Treasurer sideration all relevant information contained in its files, together with: 
the service record of the employee.“ 


* » + „ ~ — + 
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The other reason which has caused these separations Is the reduc- 
tion of expenses. Gov. Gen. Harrison was confronted at the very outset 
of his administration with an absolute necessity for a very large reduc- 
tion in expenses. Over a million pesos of this saving was made by 
cutting down salaries and abolishing positions. 

If the league desires further information, I shall be most glad to 


give it. 
Winxrrep T. DENISON, 
Secretary of the Interior, Philippine Islands. 


STATEMENT GIVEN THE PRESS BY THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 


Jux 23, 1914. 


I notice in the papers of yesterday a statement, purporting to pro- 
ceed from the Spanish-American ar veterans in the Ph pao 
alleging unfair treatment of veterans who have been in the Philippine 
service by the Philippine Government. I say “purporting” because 
the communication has not come to us officially, and it may be that 
it is an error to attribute the statement to the Spanish-American War 


veterans. 
In some of the pers the headlines state that as many as 500 
ar veterans have been let out since the new ad- 


Spanish-American 
ministration took e „ and other similar statements appear in other 


papers. This whole statement is so wide of truth that I desire to 
state the facts. y reason is not merely to correct this rticular 
misstatement, but to bring to the attention of the public a widespread, 


thoroughly organized, and vigorous propaganda of misstatement of facts 
concerning the Philippine slands and the 5 administra- 
tion thereof. I am not in the least resentful of any sort of criticism 
in ae feels called upon to make concerning our relations to the 
Philippines and what we are doing or hope to do therein, but I do 
feel that the public should be warned and cautioned against accepting 
as facts these conscious and purposeful misstatements. 

n conspicuous 5 showing that 


Very recently there have 
very difficult to 


there is a design to mislead the public and make 
treat the subject from the proper point of view. 

But recently it was reported that there had been a great Increase in 
the death rate and much more sickness than ever before in the islands, 
owing to the fact that Dr. Heiser had been supplanted. The fact is 
that . Heiser has not been supplanted. At the time that the publi- 
cation appeared he had not even left the islands, although he had been 
granted Kaye of absence. Another report stated that the new govern- 
ment had let out 15 American heads of divisions in a particular 
bureau. The fact is that there were only three heads of divisions in 
the bureau and one of them had resigned. 

In this 1 instance, concerning the Spanish-American War 
veterans, the facts are as follows: 

I have before me, loaned by a periodical, an unsigned, unauthenti- 
cated, printed folder, purporting to be a copy, of resolutions adopted 
by the Department Veteran Army of the 9 8 at its conven- 

on held at Baguio, P. I., April & to 12, 1914. contains no allega- 
tion that 500 veterans of the Spanish War had been let out of service, 
though the statement is made therein that 500 Americans had been 
forced out of the service within four months; and this statement is 
made in such a way as to mislead, apparently, a good part of the 


press. 
As a matter of fact, when Goy. Gen. Harrison, himself a veteran 
of the Spanish War, reached the Philippine Islands the number of 
3 ar veterans in the Philippine civil service was very small. 
ere bad been a time when the majority of the American civil em- 
were veterans of the Spanish- 


ployees of the Philippine governmen 
but, in 1903, 


American War and the insurrection in the eg! e 
617 Americans voluntarily left that service and 269 lett involuntarily, 
a total of 886, or 32 per cent of the American personnel. In 1904 


787 Americans left voluntarily and 313 involuntarily, a total of 1,100, 
or 34 per cent of the erican personnel. In the later comparisons 
I shall only refer to subsequent years, when the entire number of 
Americans Ín the Philippine service was kept at approximately 2,600. 
On Gov. Gen. Harrison’s arrival there was in the civil service of the 
Philippine Islands, and had been for a number of years, a continuously 
changing body of Americans maintained at approximately 2,600. Of 
these Americans for the eight preceding years approximately 500 each 
ear had voluntarily withdrawn from the service. The number leaying 
n the past year has been aligatiy greater, due to necessary retrench- 
or the seven months end ng April 30, which included 


ment. the first 
seven months of Gov. Gen. Harrison's administration of the Philippine 
Islands, 497 Americans had left the service. Of this number 302 d 


resigned voluntarily, 144 had left the service due to reduction of force, 

12 ad resigned for various reasons at the request of the Governor 

General, 18 had been dropped for unexplained leave of absence, 4 had 

— . ~ 17 had been discharged for various reasons under the civil- 
ce laws. 

It should be noted that in 1905 and 1906, when an effort was made at 
retrenchment, 1,275 Americans lert the civil service of the Philippine 
Islands in two years, so that there has been nothing remarkable in the 
number of Americans that have left the 1 civil service for all 
causes since the arrival of Goy. Gen. Harrison in the Philippines. 

Now, as to the number of these leaving the service who are Spanish 
bbe Met pak mend and of the unfair treatment which they have subsequently 
received: 

On January 10, 1914, the director of the civil service of the Philip- 
pine Islands prepared for the Governor General a list showing the ex- 
soldiers, ex-sailors, and ex-marines who had been drop m the 
Philippine civil service since his arrival on account of reduction of 
force. This included a total of 22, not half of whom were Spanish War 
veterans. Of this number 4 have n transferred to the United States 
civil service in the islands and 6 were transferred to the United States 
civil service at home. This total of 10 who were transferred to the 
civil service included every man on the list who 5 er for a transfer, 
Other chan have taken place since January 10, but this quite fully 
illustrates the small number of veterans afected thereby and the subse- 
quent treatment which they had received. 

In fact, it is well known to all persons who have been for any length 
of time in the Philippine civil ce that we haye the most liberal 

rovisions governing their transfer to the United States civil service. 
Heretofore this has required three years’ ce in the Philippine 
Islands, but in order that no man might be prejudiced, due to the re- 
duction in the American force found necessary in the Philippine Islands, 
President Wilson has reduced this period to two years in cases of per- 
sona ig have been deprived of positions in the Philippines by uc- 
on of force, 

The facts, further, are that no employees in the * l have been 

discharged by Gov. Harrison except in accordance w law and the 


civil-service regulations and in the manner customarily followed hereto- 


fore in the islands. 

This department certainly has no grievance against ex-soldiers ti- 
tioning for consideration, but such petitions should be based on facts 
ane ace 5 susceptible of use in a campaign of misrepresentation and 

ood. 


I give attention to this particular misrepresentation because I feel 
so strongly that we have a very difficult duty to perform in the Philip- 
pines and that it only can be properly Ar i in the event public 
opinion in this country proceeds upon the facts as they are and not 
upon willful misstatements thereof, which can only serve to misdirect 
and mislead opinion and judgment. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I want to try and discuss for 
a little while this bill and review some of the evidence and 
some of the arguments on both sides. The question of the 
maladministration, if it be such, in the Philippine Islands at 
this time does not really go to the discussion and merits of the 
matter here. I assume that the Governor General found a good 
many Republicans in office and did what he could to get rid 
of them in a legal way, just as probably we Republicans will 
be trying in a couple of years from now to get rid of the 
Democrats in office in a legal way. So we might as well be 
perfectly frank about that. 

Mr. President, the question whether it was wise to take the 
Philippine Islands is a question no one can throw much light 
upon at this time. It is really water under the bridge. I be- 
lieve nearly all our citizenship think now that it was a great 
mistake. The question in the present bill and the declaration 
of the preamble, which, I take it, is the main bone of conten- 
tion, ought not to be a question between parties. It ought not 
to be a political question. The right to liberty and the hopes 
and aspirations of 8,000,000 people ought not to be a political 
football, to be kicked back and forth when different parties 
come into power. For my part, I am not going to discuss it in 
any political way, because I think it has no place in partisan 
politics. 

What are we in the Philippine Islands for, and how did we 
happen to get there? I betieve that on the morning after the 
battle of Manila, when it was heralded to the world that Dewey 
had sailed in and destroyed the Spanish fleet in a couple of 
hours, with plenty of time to spare for breakfast, there were 
very few of our citizens who really knew where the Philippine 
Islands are, and we had no policy at all framed in our minds 
about it. Our country had gone into that war on a holy mission 
to free human beings. Just a few miles from our border were 
seenes of brutality and barbarity that the enlightened con- 
science of the American people would not tolerate. We went 
into that war to free Cuba, and no nation ever undertook a 
more splendid mission for humanity than that. In carrying 
on that work we seemed to stumble into the Philippines, and 
stumbling into those islands, or brought there by Providence, 
whichever it might be, we tried to do a great work for those 
people. President McKinley, with reference to the reasons for 
going into the islands, said at one time: 

The Philippines are ours not to exploit but to develop, to civilize, to 
educate, to train in the science of self-government. 

I happened to be at a banquet in Chicago when President 
McKinley had traveled through the West and had rather sensed 
the opinion of our American people on this subject, and I think 
at that banquet he gave the first public utterance to his idea 
that we should keep the Philippines, at least for a certain 
period, for their development and for their own good. That 
statement, I remember, was received with great enthusiasm. 

Mr, President, we have done that, and what a wonderful work 
we have done in the Philippine Islands, in sanitation, agriculture, 
trade, commerce, and schools. We developed better ideals and 
helped in developing a better character of government. It has 
brought us a multitude of troublesome questions. 

It is difficult to bring one’s mind to an absolutely fixed convic- 
tion as to what ought to be done under the circumstances that 
confront us in the Philippine Islands, and it does seem to me 
that Congress can not have before it a more important question 
than this. It does not deal so much with property and com- 
mercialism as it deals with the rights and the lives and the 
liberties of struggling human beings, and we have not had any 
more important question before us since the days of the Civil 
War. 

What is best for them? What is best for us? Is there a 
moral trusteeship upon us? Have we fulfilled it? Should we 
say to these people that at a certain time we will give you inde- 
pendence, or should we say anything about it at all? 

President McKinley at the time he was called upon to deal 
with this subject in its inception called from the Federal bench 
a great jurist and a great citizen. I can well imagine that that 
jurist did not desire to undertake the work in the Philippine 
Islands. The climatic conditions were not conducive to happi- 
ness. It was an untried field, a difficult one, where failure was 
apt to result, Yet this great jurist, with a wonderful patriotism 
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which he has always shown, both in public and private life, gave 
up his position on the bench, took his life in his hands, and went 
to the Philippine Islands to do that great work for humanity. 
When his life story is written his accomplishment. there, his 
work, his devotion to these poor, struggling people, struggling 
toward the light of freedom, will be recorded as the greatest 
achievement in the life of Mr. Taft. 

In his testimony before the committee he said, with reference 
to President McKinley inviting him to go out there, that the 
President said to him with the homely expression, when Mr. 
Taft was hesitating about whether to accept the responsibility, 
“We have got the bear by the tail, and we have got to stay and 
hold it; and I want you to go out and do what you can.” 

Taft further said: 


us to be there and conduct — practical 3 and that was in the 
al phrase of the day, 

Does the Constitution follow the flag or not?” uh second reason was 
that the Philippines were entirely ready for self- government. 

I have suggested these different proposition that I want to 
go into detail a little more about; but before that, Mr. Presi- 
dent, the bill seems to have been discussed by some upon the 
uey that we are granting independence now to: the Philippine 

slands. 

Somewhere in the testimony—I can not turn readily to it 
Mr. Taft, I think, said that outside of the preamble he had 
very little objection to the bill. This bill, outside of the pre- 
amble, is merely an attempt to enlarge the powers of self- 
government in the Philippine Islands. 

Now, what does it do? I want to refer to that for just a 
moment or two. Section 3 of the bill is substantially the same 
as the organic law of the Philippine Islands. It is similar to 
our Bill of Rights, except there is no provision as to jury trial, 
and it has been rather startling to me in my study of the bill 
and this question that the Filipinos have no jury trial; judges 
try men and sentence them to be executed. It is true the 
supreme court may review the entire case, but a man does not 
have a right to a jury trial. 

Then, in the same section, on page 5, there is the position which 
I assume will attract some attention in the further progress of 
this discussion. Originally in the bill this provision was in- 
serted : 

Polygamous or plural marriages are forever prohibited. 

The committee changed that to this phraseology : 

e contracting of polygamous or plural marriages hereafter ts pro- 

The fact is, Mr. President, that many good people came before 
our committee and insisted that there should be no change in 
the polygamous -marriages or no prohibition of polygamous. mar- 
riages in the islands, and their argument seemed to have weight, 
however unpopular it might be in our own country. The very 
fact that Congress now in this bill is going to recognize polygamy 
shows the utter folly and incongruity of our Nation trying to 
govern a race of people where we are compelled to sanction 
present polygamy. That is a question which will be up, I as- 
sume, for discussion and debate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Dees the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. If the Senator will pardon me, before he leaves 
that subject I wish to ask him a question. Do I understand 
that under the bill as originally drawn the practice of polygamy 
would be prohibited? 

Mr. KENYON. It would. 

Mr. NORRIS. After it is passed? 

Mr, KENYON. It would. 

Mr. NORRIS. As amended now it would not have that 
effect? 

Mr. KENYON. It would not. 

NORRIS. It would only prohibit the contracting of 
plural marriages in the future? 

Mr. KENYON. Let the Senator get this distinction. Under 
the old bill—I refer to that bill which passed the House and was 
reported to the Senate by the committee at the last sesslon—the 
provision was inserted “polygamous or plural marriages are 
forever prohibited.” It was contended by people, and most 
excellent people, who knew these Filipinos, that that provision 
should be changed; that it could only be enforced by bloodshed 
and practical war. So that has been changed now to prohibit 
polygamous marriages in the future. I want to say to the 
Senator that families have grown up there with children, and 
property rights are involved. I do not believe at all in polygamy 
of any kind, but it seems to me it would be almost impossible 


to change that situation, and as we expect to give up these 
islands it may be best to do nothing about it. It is rather ab- 
horrent to think of polygamy existing under our flag. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. KENYON. Gladly. 

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator says property rights are involved. 
I should like to ask him to state to the Senate if he has any 
information on that subject whatever? It was my pleasure to 
visit the Philippine Islands a few years ago, and my recollection 
is that in all the islands where polygamy was practiced there 
was no ownership of lands. In this connection I want to say 
that at the proper time I shall offer an amendment to prohibit 
polygamy in the islands. 

Mr. KENYON. Let me answer the Senator’s question as well 
as I can. Property rights among the Moros of course are an 
illusive proposition. It seems that the leading men claim they 
own large areas of territory, and while there is no sort of title 
or anything of that character, they simply say everything which 
the Government does not own is ours. 

Mr. NORRIS rose. 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not know that I have a further question, 
I think probably the Senator has made it plain. It seems to me 
that if the committee thought it would be difficult to legislate 
about the situation they could have found a precedent in our 
own country when we legislated in regard to polygamy in the 
Territories, particularly in Utah. It is almost shocking to an 
American that we should pass a law which would permit po- 
lygamy, at least during the present generation. 

Mr. KENYON. This proposed law does not permit polygamy. 
It simply says nothing about present polygamy, but proposes to 
prohibit polygamy in the future. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is not that the effect of it? 

Mr. KENYON. The effect of it is simply not to disturb exist- 
ing conditions. 

Mr. NORRIS. If a man had four or five wives in the Philip- 
pine Islands, the polygamous nature would be continuous. 5 

Mr. KENYON. If he was courageous enough to undertake 
the enterprise. 

Mr. NORRIS. There are a good many of them, and it re- 
quires courage. They have undertaken it, and the committee 
did not have courage enough to go up against it. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. WORKS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa te 
what extent polygamy exists in the islands at the present time, 

Mr. KENYON. Only, as I understand it, among the Moros, 
The Moros comprise about 300,000 people of a. total population 
of some 8,000,000. 8 

Mr. WORKS. Of course, if we expect to maintain our gov- 
ernment over the islands permanently, I would have no hesita- 
tion about insisting upon the abolition of polygamous marriages 
or the practice of polygamy; but if we are to turn the islands 
over to the Filipinos themselves: in a short time, as I hope we 
may, it may be wiser to let that institution alone. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. It is pretty certain, if we are to judge the 
Filipinos by the rest of the human race, if we do turn. the islands 
over to the Filipinos within any reasonable length of time, until 
the habits, customs, and traditions shall have been uprooted 
and educated out of them, they will go back to these practices, 
and it is useless to deal with them. Indeed, if we propose to 
turn the islands over in any reasonable length of time, we had 
just as well ignore those traditions and habits as to try to cor- 
rect them in the course of 5 or 10 or 15 years. Those habits 
and those traditions and those characteristics are not elimi- 
nated and taken out of the character of a people in a decade. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Idaho, I assume, under- 
stands that polygamy does not exist throughout all the islands. 
It is only among the Moros. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Towa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KENYON. I do: 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator has evidently given very 
careful consideration to the subject, and he may give me infor- 
mation upon the point I have im my mind. The Euglish Gov- 
ernment, I understand, deals with some people who pr ¿tice 
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lygamy. Can the Senator tell us in what manner the English 
overnment has dealt with that question? Has it attempted 
in any way to get rid of it? 


Mr. BORAH. 
existence. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. They have recognized that it was use- 
less for them to interfere with a custom of that character that 
had existed for many centuries. 

Mr. BORAH. In dealing with the people of India many of 
the customs and habits and characteristics of the Indian people 
are in contravention of and contradistinguished from the Eng- 
lish civilization, and in so far as they are so they have prac- 
tically left them where they found them. They have not under- 
taken to reform those conditions at all. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If they had, it would have meant 
serious trouble, perhaps worse than the evil itself. 

Mr. KENYON. Exactly, and that is the principle the com- 
mittee adopted. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator will allow me another 
question, the people who practice polygamy are Mohammedans, 
I understand. 

Mr. KENYON. They are Mohammedans. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And a warlike people? 

Mr. KENYON. I think so. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. They are inclined to be rather tenacious 
of their customs and practices, are they not? 

Mr. KENYON. That is true. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. What does the Senator think would 
be the result if we should attempt to get rid of that situation 
down there? 

Mr. KENYON. By n polygamy? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. There could be only one result. There is no 
question about it. It would be bloodshed and strife and revolt. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That means the loss of a great many 
American lives before we get through? 

Mr. KENYON. Of course it does. 

1 Mr. NORRIS. I should like to ask a question right along that 
ine, 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Senator from Utah asked the very 
question I was going to put to the Senator. 

Mr. VARDAMAN,. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield, and to whom? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield first to the Senator from Mississippi 
[Mr. VARDAMAN]. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I wish to ask the Senator if he can state 
the percentage of population of the Philippine Islands that en- 
gage in this polygamous custom? 

Mr. KENYON.. In giving the figures which I do I do not 
mean to say that all these people are engaged in polygamous 
practices. I said there were about 300,000 population of Moros. 
It is the leaders among the Moros wha have the most wives. 
That is considered a great distinction, and possibly there are 
not enough to go around to the same extent that the leading 
citizens have them. So others have fewer wives. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. The people who indulge in these practices 
now number 300,000? 

Mr. KENYON. Ali I can say is that the Moro population is 
something like 300,000 and polygamy is practiced among them. 
They are Mohammedans, and under the Mohammedan religion 
they are entitled to a certain number of wives. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. If the Senator will allow me, I will say 
that the total number of what are classed as the uncivilized 
population of the Philippines is 647,740. 

Mr, KENYON. My figures were about that. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Moros constitute about two-thirds of 
those, and they have the Mohammedan religion and consequently 
adhere to their institutions. 

Mr. KENYON. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr, President—— 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH. Before the Senator passes I should like a little 
more definite information. Can the Senator tell us whether any 
of the members of either branch of the legislature at this time 
are polygamous? 

Mr. KENYON. My understanding is that they are not. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the Senator feel that there is any great 
degree of risk in reposing in the Philippine Legislature the mat- 
ter of polygamy in the islands? 


It has dealt with it by simply ignoring its 


Mr. KENYON. I do not. 

Mr. WALSH. Then, in view of this information, I should like 
to inquire of the Senator from Idaho if we are to understand 
that he will resist the granting of independence to the Filipinos 
until this practice is exterminated. 

Mr. BORAH. Ido not know whether or not I shall be on earth 
at that time. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KENYON. We hope the Senator will be. 

Mr. BORAH. If I should remain here, or if I should live the 
length of time allotted to Moses, I might have an opportunity 
to pass upon that question, but I do not anticipate that I should 
have such opportunity prior to that. I do say, however, it is 
perfectly futile to interfere with the customs, habits, and religion 
of these people—ingrained into their very fiber—in the hopes of 
effecting any permanent results for years and years—eyen dec- 
ades. If we are going to stay there five or ten years only, we are 
flying in the face of all history to suppose that we can perma- 
nently eradicate these customs which are a part of their life 
and their faith. They would return to them before our ships of 
final departure were behind the waves. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nonnts! 


rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has stated that an attempt on 
our part absolutely to prohibit polygamy would result in much 
bloodshed. I want to ask the Senator, if he thinks that is true, 
why, although perhaps to a smaller extent, the passage of the 
bill as the committee has reported it would not result in blood- 
shed? In other words, would not the people who have not con- 
tracted polygamous marriages and desire the right to do so be 
just as much inclined to go to war if they were prohibited from 
what they conceive to be their right as the polygamous portion 
of the country would be to continue that practice? 

Mr. KENYON. Unquestionably. It is going to make trouble; 
it is going to be a hard provision to enforce. There was 
much argument and evidence in favor of ignoring the question 
absolutely. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Towa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I understood the Senator from Iowa to say, in 
answer to the question of the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
Wals], that he felt no hesitancy in leaving this question of 
polygamy to the legislature. 

Mr. KENYON. Possibly that inference might be drawn. The 
Governor General appoints the members of the senate from the 
non-Christian tribes; so I feel there would not be any particular 
danger of representatives sitting in the Philippine Legislature 
who were polygamists, 

Mr. BO What I mean is this: As I inferred, the Sen- 
ator’s statement was to the effect that undoubtedly it would be 
perfectly safe to trust the Philippine Legislature with the re- 
sponsibility of eliminating polygamy in the Philippines. 

Mr. KENYON. I would not want to take that position. I 
am not worried over it, however, either one way or the other. 
The Philippine Assembly did pass an act prohibiting polygamy. 

Mr. BORAH. After reading of the sensitive regard of the 
Filipino people for slavery I have not any very great assurance 
that it would deal drastically with polygamy. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator mean by that that slavery 
exists in the Philippines? 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I have no doubt about it. 

Mr. KENYON, Is there not a law prohibiting slavery? 

Mr. BORAH. Les. 

Mr. KENYON. But slavery still exists? 

Mr. BORAH. It still exists. 

Mr. KENYON. Well, we have laws prohibiting murder, of 
course, but murders still go on. 

Mr. BORAH. Yes; but slavery exists in the Philippines 
1 the connivance of those whose duty it is to enforce the 
Aw. 

Mr. KENYON. It exists, if at all, through a system of 
peonage, which grew to very large proportions in this courtry, 
to such an extent that the question has gone through the courts 
to the Supreme Court of the United States. I understand the 
only slavery in the Philippines is along the same lines. Of 
course it is bad enough, but we have the same thing in our 
country. 

Mr. BORAH. Peonage is bad enough, but there is other 
Slavery in the Philippines aside from peonage. 

Mr. COLT. Mr. President 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. COLT. Will the Senator from Iowa enlighten me with 
respect to polygamy? What has been the policy of the Goy- 
ernment during the past 15 years? 

Mr. KENYON. To let it alone; to pay no attention to it. 

Mr. COLT. Then, this is a change? 

Mr. KENYON, It is a change. I am certain the organic act 
says nothing about polygamy. The Senator has the bill before 
him, I think, and he can refresh his memory as to that. 

Another change that has been made is to strike out— 


That the rule of taxation in said islands shall be uniform. 


Another change is as to the indebtedness of the Philippine 
government. Under this bill that government is permitted to 
incur an indebtedness of $17,000,000. Under the organic act, I 
think, the indebtedness was $5,000,000; then it was increased 
by subsequent acts of Congress, In any event, the indebted- 
ness for the friar lands is something like $7,000,000, and the 
other indebtedness is about $5,000,000, so that the indebtedness 
now is something like $12,000,000. This proposes to increase 
the power to go in debt to the amount of $17,000,000. 

Some of the qualifications for elector are changed. One of 
the qualifications now is the ownership of property; that still 
remains. Personally, I do not like a property qualification for 
voting. Then, those who have heretofore exercised the right of 
suffrage are given the right to vote. We have changed the bill 
in that respect. Instead of enumerating all the officials and 
provincial governors under the very difficult names that were 
inserted in the other bill, this bill simply covers the matter by 
the statement “those who under existing law are legal voters 
and have exercised the right of suffrage.” Then, the privilege 
of suffrage has also been given to such as the Philippine Legis- 
lature may prescribe. ‘That is a new provision. 

There is no veto by the Governor General under the present 
plan. The commission is practically the senate. They, of 
course, can veto legislation by the house. This bill provides 
for a veto by the Governor, and if the bill is then passed over 
the Governor's veto it shall go to the President of the United 
States, unless the Governor may in meantime have changed 
his mind, and he is given the opportunity to then sign the bill, 
so that it need not be sent to the President. There are certain 
laws, however, that must receive the approval of the President 


* of the United States—immigration laws, tariff e and others 


that I do not call to mind at this time. 


Another very important change proposed in this bill in the 
interest of an enlarged self-government is the election of Resi- 
dent Commissioners to the United States by the people. ‘The 
commissioners are now elected by the legislature. It was 
thought that their election by the people would help to develop 
a national spirit and help in the experiment of self-government. 
That is a very important change. 

Mr. GRONNA, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. GRONNA, The Senator from Iowa has been interrupted 
so much 

Mr. KENYON. I am very glad to be interrupted—— 

Mr. GRONNA. That I hesitate to again interrupt him. I 
desire to say, however, that I have had pending before the Com- 
mittee on the Philippines an amendment providing for prohibi- 
tion in the islands. I will admit that I did not appear before 
the committee and press the amendment. The reason I did not 
do so was that I did not think the bill would be reported to the 
Senate so soon. I want to ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
or not my amendment was considered by the committee? 

Mr. KENYON. I do not remember. I shall have to carom 
that inquiry over to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcH- 
cock]. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think, Mr. President, that the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. Gronna] introduced his amendment 
at the last session and that it was at that time considered by 
the committee; but at the brief meeting of the committee, 
which was held after the assembling of Congress at this ses- 
sion, the Senate bill as it had been perfected at that time and 
only such amendments as were suggested by the War Depart- 
ment were considered; so I think the Senator’s amendment has 
not been considered since the last session. 

Mr. KENYON. The amendment was giyen no consideration 
whatever? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. No; but it had been considered at the 
other session. 


LITI-——49 


Mr. KENYON. I wish the Senator from North Dakota would 
offer his amendment to the bill. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator that 
I intend to offer the amendment on the floor of the Senate; 
but, of course, it will not be in order to do so until the com- 
mittee amendments shall have been disposed of. My amend- 
ment, immediately following the provision for the elimination 
of polygamy provides: 

That no intoxicating drink or drug shall be manufactured for sale 
or gift, imported for sale or gift, or sold or offered for sale or gift for 
use as a beverage. 

If the Senator from Iowa will pardon me for just a moment 
further, I desire to say that we could pass no law that would 
be more beneficial to the Filipino people than the very provision 
which I have suggested. 

Mr. KENYON. I thoroughly agree with the Senator, and I 
shall be very glad to vote for his amendment. 

It is a curious thing, Mr. President, that in the islands they 
now have a prohibitory law for the non-Christian tribes; and the 
only way a man can get a drink over there is by becoming a 
Christian. 7 

Mr. CLAPP. Or professing to be one. 

Mr. KENYON. It is also true, as I understand, that with our 
great civilization, which we have taken to the Philippine 
Islands, we also took the whisky business with us, They had 
not had it until they received the blessings of our civilization. 
They made a beverage which they called vino, which they 
themselyes did not drink. It was made of pretty nearly every- 
thing, including tobacco juice or tobacco stubs, put into some 
kind of sirup. As I have said, they did not drink it themselves, 
but they sold it to foreigners at 5 cents a glass, 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. GRONNA. The statement of the Senator from Iowa has 
suggested to me that it would be very wise for this Congress 
to provide for prohibition in the islands before the matter goes 
to the Philippine people, because, as I have understood the 
Senators who have argued in favor of the bill, it is Christians 
who are supposed to run the affairs of government in the islands 
and not the uncivilized tribes. 

Mr. KENYON. The Christians have adopted a prohibitory 
law for the non-Christians and left themselves perfectly free. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I wish to inquire if I correctly understood 
the Senator from Iowa that prohibition applies only to the non- 
Christian side? 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I want, further, to inquire if the non- 
Christian tribes are not in the main Mohammedans? 

Mr. KENYON. In the main they are. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is the Senator from Iowa familiar with the 
Koran? 

Mr. KENYON. Not particularly. I do not read it diligently 
every day. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will ask if the Mohammedan bible does 
not require all of those who follow its teachings to become total 
abstainers? Does not the Koran prohibit the use of alcoholic 
stimulants of any kind? 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator from Illinois has a great ad- 
vantage over the rest of us if he is familiar with the teachings 
of the Koran. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have read it through, I will state, though 
I do not claim to be an expert on the Mohammedan faith; but 
that is found init. It is a prohibition document. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. NORRIS. As I understand, then, the regulation, it seems 
to me, must be taken as an intention on the part of those who 
want to spread the Christian religion to offer some induce- 
ments to the Mohammedans to give up their religion and be- 
come civilized. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KENYON. I refer that to the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, it is evident from this discus- 
sion that as to the Mohammedans of the Philippine Islands— 
and they are confined principally to the island of Mindanao, to 
the Jolo group, and to an island to the northwest of there, 
Palawan—they are quite content to be prohibitionists provided 
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that they can be polygamists. The two go hand in hand. The 
question arises, if we extend prohibition to the remainder of 
the islands, whether the rest of the creed and doctrine of the 
Mohammedans will not also go with it. 

Mr. KENYON. I submit to the very wise experience of the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

The bill provides that the supreme court of the islands shall 
be appointed by the President, while the judges of the courts of 
first instance are to be appointed by the Governor General. See- 
tion 80 contains a provision which I think should receive some 
attention by the lawyers of the Senate. It provides: 

That the Supreme Court of the United States shall have jurisdiction 
to review, revise, reverse, modify, or affirm the final judgments and de- 
crees of the supreme court of the Philippine Islands in all actions, 
cases, causes, and proceedings now pending therein or hereafter deter- 
mined thereby in which the Constitution or any statute, treaty, title, 
right, or privilege of the United States is involved. 

I want to submit for further consideration whether or not 
that does not mean “when title, right, or privilege under the 
Constitution of the United States is involved "—I do not under- 
stand just what privilege of the United States could be in- 
volved—and whether or not by this section the Constitution 
of the United States is an any way made applicable to the Philip- 
pine Islands, The Supreme Court of the United States has said 
that the Constitution does not follow the flag into the Philip- 
pine Islands. I merely suggest that for further consideration, 

The greatest change, of course, is the elective senate. Twelve 
senatorial districts are established, in 11 of which senators 
will be elected by the people, 2 senators in each district, for 
periods of four years each. In the other district the senators 
will be appointed by the Governor General. 

I may have omitted some of the changes in this bill, but, in 
the main, that is about all that this bill does. It is that much 
of an enlargement of the powers of self-government. This bill 
does not grant any independence to the Filipino. Few people, I 
think, can have any fault with the enumerated changes or with 
this enlargement of the powers of the Philippine people; so 
that the question about which there will be controversy, about 
which there is controversy, about which there should be thought 
and study and meditation, is the preamble, and I wish to discuss 
that a little in the light of the record. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Before my colleague passes to the preamble 
I want his view with regard to the meaning of section 10. 
That section provides: 

Sec. 10. That, while this act provides that the Philippine government 
shall have the authority to enact a the trade relations be- 


wW, 
tween the islands and the United States shall ‘continue to be governed 
exclusively by laws of the Congress of the United States. 


Just what is the scope of the phrase “ trade relations,” and 
why is the Philippine Legislature denied the right to legislate in 
any way upon that subject? 

Mr. KENYON. The legislature is not denied the right, as I 
understand, to legislate on that subject. Tariff acts may be 
passed by the legislature, but they must be approved by the 
President; and in that way trade relations will be governed 
exclusively by the laws of the United States. That is the only 
way I can justify what appears to be an inconsistency. 

Mr. CUMMINS. If that is the purpose of the committee, it 
seems to me it has not accomplished it in the language used. 

Mr. KENYON. We took that provision, I will say to the 
Senator, just as it came from the House. There has been no 
change made by the committee of the Senate, and I think it is 
the same as the provision in the organic act. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am in very grave doubt with regard to the 
meaning of the phrase “trade relations.” I think that is a 
much broader term than the word “tariff.” It may involve a 
great many things that would not be within a tariff law, as we 
generally understand such a statute. 

Mr. KENYON. Certainly; it might involve questions before 
the Trade Commission. 

Mr. CUMMINS. But this section absolutely withdraws the 
trade relations of the United States and the Philippine Islands 
from the jurisdiction of the Philippine Legislature? j 

Mr. KENYON. Except 

Mr. CUMMINS. No—just a moment—and it further provides 
ihat the action of the Philippine Legislature concerning a tariff 
Jaw affecting other nations than the United States shall be 
submitted to the President for his approval. That is the way I 


would interpret this section. I have been curious to know why 
_ the Philippine Legislature in this educational process of learn- 
ing to govern the islands in the interest of their own people is 


denied the right even to initiate legislation concerning trade 
relations with the United States. 

Mr. KENYON. I can not answer the Senator, unless it be 
that it is one of those instances of the legislation preserving ~ 
unquestioned the sovereignty of the United States and taking 
all questions of trade relations between the islands and the 
United States away from the Filipinos, except as to the enact- 
ment of a tariff law. The reasons for it I do not know. I 
have never heard any discussion on that point. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator. 7 

Mr. NELSON. Does not the provision in the section referret 
to by the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Cuxarins] amount to 
this, that the Philippine Legislature can enact tariff Jaws 
affecting all countries except ours; but in respect to products 
coming to our country from the Philippine Islands and products 
going to the Philippine Islands from our country the Govern- 
ment of the United States is paramount; in other words, the 
Philippine Legislature can legislate on the tariff in respect to 
other countries, but in respect to our country they are disquali- 
fied, that being left to Congress? I think that is the purpose of 
the provision. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, that is the way I under- 
stand it, provided the term “trade relations” is the equivalent 
of the phrase “a tariff law.” I think it somewhat broader, 
really; I think it would include other things than the mere im- 
position of duties on imports into the Philippine Islands from 
the United States. 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator has no question that it is n 
broader term, has he? 

Mr. CUMMINS. No; I have not. I think it is a broader 
term. I assume that we intended to preclude the Philippine 
Legislature from doing anything that would destroy or impair 
the business that the United States wanted to carry on with the 
islands, I think we are a little selfish about that. 

If we are going to educate them and teach them to maintain 
themselves, at some time or other they will have to know how 
to frame a tariff law that will be applicable to the United States 
as well as to other countries; but, in any event, the exclusion 
of power ought to be limited to a tariff act, and ought not to em- 
brace everything that would fall within the term “ trade rela- 
tions“; for, mark you, we still retain the right on the part of 
the President to veto any such legislation, and that ought to be, 
as it seems to me, a sufficient safeguard for the United States in 
ordinary times. : 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I think the suggestion of the 
Senator is a valuable one. It illustrates the advantage that 
comes from taking up a bill and discussing it on the floor of the 
Senate. Committees can not be expected to think of everything 
in connection with a bill, and I hope the Senator will formulate 
some language to cover his suggestions, I do not believe that the 
control of the entire trade relations of the Philippine Islands 
with other nations ought to be taken away from them. They 
need to have exercise along that line of governmental activity 
just as much as any other, and there is an absolute safeguard 
as to any of their legislation by the veto of the President. 

Mr. President, I want to discuss from the record the question 
of what is best for them, and then I want to discuss also the ques- 
tion of what is best for us. In discussing what is best for them 
the proposition resolves itself into two parts: First, are they 
ready for self-government from our viewpoint, and, second, are 
they ready for self-government from their viewpoint? If they 
are now ready for self-government from their viewpoint or from 
our viewpoint, what is our duty ; and, if they are not ready, what 
is our duty as to saying what we will do when they are ready for 
self-government? We ought to be perfectly frank with these 
people. If we do not intend that they shall ever have inde- 
pendence, which they do cherish, we ought to say so and strike 
from the preamble any reference to that subject. Now, after a 
bill has passed the House with a preamble guaranteeing them 
independence when they shall have stable government, and after 
that bill was reported favorably from the committee at the last 
session of the Senate, it seems to me to strike out that now would 
be virtually to say to those people, You shall never have inde- 
pendence.” Of course, from our viewpoint as to what is neces- 
sary in a race or a people or a country to govern themselves, 
viewing it from our high standards of government, I do not think 
there is anybody who will contend that the Filipinos are ready 
now for self-government. 

President Wilson has been quoted here a good deal, and I hesi- 
tate to quote him further, but I think I will do so, not as against 
his policy, which seems to be the usual course of procedure, and 
in that respect the quotation I am about to make will have the 
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charm of novelty. We can not confer self-government upon a 
people. It is not a matter of handing it to somebody; it is a 
matter of growth and development and national character. The 
President expressed that thought in his Constitutional Govern- 
iment when he said: 


Self-government is not a mere form of institutions, to be had when 
desired * :; it is a form of character. It follows upon the long 
discipline which gives the people self-possession, self-mastery; the 
habit of order and business, and common counsel, and reverence for law, 
which alone follow when they themselves become the makers of law. 


Then he goes ahead and discusses the Philippine question. He 
says: 
We can not give them self-government. Self-government is not a 


thing that can be given to any people, because it is a form of character, 
and not a form of constitution. e, of all people in the world— 


I ask permission, Mr. President, to insert as a part of my 
remarks this quotation. I am not going to read the whole of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Self-government is not a mere form of institutions, to be had when 
desired, if only proper pains be taken; it is a form of character. It 
follows upon the long discipline which gives the people self-possession, 
self-mastery ; the habit of order and business and common counsel, and 
reverence for law which alone follow when they themselves become the 
makers of law; the steadiness, the self-control of political maturity— 
and these things can not be had without long discipline. 

The distinction is of vital concern to us in respect to practical choices 
of policy which we must e, and make very soon. e have depen- 
dencies to deal with, and must deal with them in the true spirit of our 
own institutions. We can give the Filipinos constitutional government, 
a government which they may count upon to be just—a_ government 
based upon some clear and equitable understanding, intended for their 
good and not for our aggrandizement—but we must ourselves for the 
present supply that government. It would, it is true, be an unprece- 
dented operation, reversing the process of Runnymede, but America has 
before this shown the world enlightened policies of politics that were 
without precedence. It would have been within the choice of Kin 
John to summon his barons to Lia cay Agu of his own initiative an 
enter into a constitutional understanding with them, and it is within 
our choice to do a similar thing, at once and wise and generous in the 
government of the 8 Islands. 

But we can not give them self-government. Self- government is not a 
thing that can be given to any people, because it is a form of character 
and not a form of constitution. No people can be given the self-control 
of maturity. Only the long apprenticeship of competence can secure 
them the precious possession—a thing no more to be bought than given. 
They can not be presented with the character of a community; but it 
can be confidently hoped that they will become a community under 
the wholesome operation of just laws and a sympathetic administration ; 
that they will, after a while, understand and master themselves, if in 
the meantime they are understood and served in good conscience by 
those set over them in authority. 

We. of all people in the world, should know these fundamental things 
and should act upon them, if only to illustrate the mastery in politics 
which belongs to us of hereditary right. To ignore them would be 
not only to fall and fail miserably but to fail ridiculously, and to belie 
ourselyes. Having ourselves gained self-government by a definite process 
which can have no substitute, let us put the peoples dependent upon us 
in the right way to gain it also. 


Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. - 

Mr. BORAH. As I understand, the Senator is reading from 
the President? 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; “ Constitutional Government,” by Presi- 
dent Wilson. 

Mr, BORAH. I presume that no one would take issue upon 
the very plain statement of political philosophy which is there 
contained. 

Mr. KENYON. That would be surprising. 

Mr. BORAH. We can not hand self-government to these 
people; but the question here is, Can you hand it to them in 10 
years? Can you hand it to them in 20 years? 

Mr. KENYON. You never can hand it to them. 

Mr. BORAH. I agree with you. Now, are we going to stay 
there until they can acquire the capacity for self-government— 
until those people may know what their rights are and under- 
stand them; not a few of them, say 2 per cent of the upper class, 
but the masses of the people—until they know their rights and 
can protect them? Are we going to stay there that length of 
time, or when do we expect them to acquire that capacity? 

Why not get out of the Philippines now, leave the Philippines 
and give them their independence, and let them shape their own 
destiny, or else say to them, “There is no need of talking inde- 
pendence to you, because no people in the history of the world 
have ever acquired the capacity of self-government inside of 
centuries”? 

Mr. KENYON. Everybody in voting on this bill will have to 
make up his individual mind on the question which the Senator 
from Idaho advances. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Towa 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. KENYON. In just a minute. He can solve it on the 
question of what is best for them from their viewpoint or best 
for them from our viewpoint. 

I now yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] 
suggested to the Senator froin Towa, in his question, whether 
we should hold those islands until the people, the majority, the 
masses, become fitted for self-government—not simply the 
“upper crust,” as the saying goes. I want to suggest, just in 
this connection, Mr. President, that you will never know, it is 
impossible to know, how many of the people in the Philippine 
Islands are capable of self-government until they are given an 
opportunity to test that capacity. There is no human intellect 
outside of the islands or in the islands that can measure n man's 
capacity until that man has had an opportunity to demonstrate 
it by putting it into operation. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
further yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. BORAH. I wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi a 
question. Does the Senator from Mississippi believe that we are 
under any obligation to enter upon the experiment of trying to 
teach these people self-government or endow them with the 
capacity for self-government? 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I will say that I do not 
believe the American flag was planted in the Philippine Islands 
for the purpose of helping the Filipinos. I do not think we have 
remained there a single day for the purpose of helping the 
Filipinos. I have never believed there was the slightest element 
of altruism in our policy toward them. I think we made a mis- 
take when we went there; and, having made a mistake, I think 
we have committed an error every day we have failed to correct 
that mistake. I do not believe you can teach a people self- 
government. I think they are capable of governing themselves 
as their interests demand. 

I do not believe that there ever was a man good enough to 
govern another man without that man’s consent, and I believe 
that these people ought to be given the right to work out their 
own salvation, with all the moral influence that the civilized 
world can bring to bear upon them to help them in the evolution 
of their own government. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President o 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. I do not want to bring any politics into. this 
discussion, and I do not suggest this from a party standpoint. 
I suggest it for the purpose of getting at, if I may say so, some 
definite conclusion as to what we ought to do. The objection 
which I have 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I will answer the Senator, if I did not 
answer his question as he desires. 

Mr. BORAH. No; I am not complaining that the Senator did 
not answer my question. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I agree to the suggestion which the Sen- 
ator made a moment ago, that we ought to get out of there just 
as soon as we can, just as soon as we can get the carpetbags 
packed, and our patriotic carpetbaggers at home, and let the 
Filipinos have their own government. I am willing to help 
them establish their government, but I think they should be 
permitted to have the chief voice in prescribing the form and 
determining the policy, They alone can definitely know just 
the character of government they are capable of permanently 
maintaining. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, why does not the party that is 
in power, having the capacity to put through here any measure 
that it desires to put through, give us, then, a program here 
which is in aceord with the pledges and the platform which 
that party has made and let us vote on the proposition whether 
we will go out as soon as we can arrange to get out and actually 
transfer the powers of government? Let us have that proposi- 
tion before us. The objection to the preamble upon my part is 
that while we profess to be able to teach these people self- 
government, while we make efforts in this bill to extend the 
powers of government and to widen the range of activity for 
them for the purpose of giving them and endowing them with 
the capacity for self-government, we are constantly saying here 
that we know that in the end that is to prove a failure. It 
would appear that we really believe we ought to get ont, but 
we have not the courage to say so. Now, let us have this 
Democratic platform which we had in 1900 as a preamble. 

Mr. KENYON. I rather dislike to have my remarks injured 
by the Democratic platform, but go ahead. : 
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Mr. BORAH. Here it is: 
The Filipinos can not be citizens without endangering our civiliza- 


tion ; they. can not be subjects without imperiling our form of gov- 
ernment— 

If that is true, there is only one course open for us here. 

Mr. KENYON. That is the platform of what year? 

Mr. BORAH. 1900. That was 15 years ago. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is outlawed. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator claim that the planks of the 
Democratic platform are binding? 

Mr. BORAH. This is not the Baltimore platform. 

And as we are not willing to surrender our civilization nor to con- 
5 155 the Republic into an empire we favor an immediate declaration 
of the Nation's 9 ner to give the Filipinos, first, a stable form of 
overnment; second, ence; and, third, protection from outside 
interference. such as has ee keen ot given for nearly a century to the Repub- 
lics of Central and South America. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. That means, I suppose—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yleld to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator desire to discuss the Demo- 
cratic platform? 
z mA POINDEXTER. No; I want to discuss the Monroe doc- 
rine. 

Mr. KENYON. Well, we are violating the Monroe doctrine 
every day we stay in the Philippines. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I just wanted to ask the Senator from 
Jaang if that meant the extension of the Monroe doctrine to 

a 

Mr. BORAH. In view of the fact that we are substituting for 
the Monroe doctrine in Central and South America the Pan 
American proposition, which I conceive to be something quite 
different, I see no reason why we might not remove it to some 
other point, if it seems wise to do so. Upon that I do not now 


pass. 

Mr. KENYON. 
this subject does not add very much enlightenment, because it is 
generally understood that the planks of the platform are not to 
be kept, but are merely to “ get in” on. But I can not see how 
anybody, in view of this record, can say that the Filipinos at 
this time, right now, are ready for self-government, from any 
viewpoint of ours; and I want to quote some of the record. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to ask him a question on this sub; ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not want to engage in a debate 
with the Senator from Idaho or with the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, but only to ask the Senator from Iowa a question. 

The language of this preamble is, after the introductory part 
of it— 


And e all the vileges of complete aa ae 8 ar as 
92 ped of the U: g Hane to grant > in the judemen 
it will be to the permanent interest of the — 5 ot the 


Philippine px ey 


Under that provision, assuming that it is binding upon any- 
body—which I think is a pretty violent assumption—what offi- 
cial body of the United States is to determine when it is to the 
permanent interest of the people of the Philippine Islands to 
have independence? Congress, I suppose. 

Mr. KENYON. No other body could. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Nobody else. Therefore at some time 
in the future we can imagine that the question will be pre- 
sented to Congress whether or not, under the language of this 
preamble, it is to the permanent interest of the people of the 
Philippine Islands that they should have complete independ- 
ence. Now, suppose at that time the people of the Philippine 
Islands are very positive that the time has come when it is to 
theiz permanent interest to have independence, but that Con- 
gress disagrees with them—does not the Senator believe that 
that will bring about an exceedingly mischievous situation, 
where the people of those islands are claiming that the condi- 
tions of this preamble have been met and Congress is deny- 
ing it? 

Mr. KENYON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. We will be charged by those people, 
undoubtedly, with a breach of faith. 

Mr. KENYON. We have been already. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes; but we will be charged with hav- 
ing specifically broken our word to them. Now, of course, it 
always rests with Congress to grant independence to these 
islands, whether it makes any conditional promise to them in 
advance or not. In other words, this preamble does not in any 
manner extend the powers of Congress. 

Mr. KENYON. Not at all. 


a 


The discussion of the Democratic planks on 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. And it does not practically bind Con- 
gress to do anything. 

Mr. KENYON, Only as the moral obligation would exist by 
virtue of this preamble; that is all. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well, I know; but, after all, the ex- 
pression “to the permanent interest of the people of the Philip- 
pine Islands" is so flexible that when any Member of Congress 
concludes for any reason that he does not want the Philippine 
Islands to have independence it is a very simple thing to take 
refuge behind the flexibility of that language. 

Mr. KENYON. I have not any doubt that the agitation for 
independence will commence within a year; and I want to sug- 
gest this to the Senator, too, as another objection to that pre- 
amble: We are discussing it merely to get the best thought we 
can on it. 

There might come a time when the people of the Philippine 
Islands will be fitted for the experiment of self-government. Let 
us say that that comes along in two or three years, and while we 
do not believe they have reached such a degree of proficiency that 
they can carry on such a government as we think they ought to, 
yet they are reasonably fitted to try the experiment. Then the 
query arises: “Is it for the permanent interest of the people of 
the Philippine Islands to permit them to do that?“ 

My colleague [Mr. Cums! raised the point the other day 
that if that question should arise, while believing that it might 
be right and fit and proper to let them try the experiment, yet, 
as an honest man, he would not believe that it was for their 
permanent interest, and therefore could not vote for it. So that 
the language of the preamble is subject to a great many com- 
plications that are troublesome. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understood the Senator to say a 
moment ago that he was in favor of letting the preamble remain 
in the bill. 

Mr. KENYON. I am on this committee, and am in favor 
of a preamble that shall say to the Filipinos exactly what we 
intend to do. As this was originally drawn, it stated that it 
was our purpose to grant independence— 

n, in nt of the United Sta br of am Phili 
o 

That is just what we intended to 8 125 thnt 8 came 
up in the Philippine Islands this summer, and was the occasion 
of a great deal of discussion and irritation, and Gen. McIntyre 
and others who have been there thought it was wise to make this 
change. I think this is the language that was employed by the 
President, if not in his first message, in some message to the 
Filipinos. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator from Iowa will permit 
me to say so, I am one of those who have always regretted the 
necessity for our taking over fhe Philippines. I do not agree 
with what the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Varpaatan] said 
a moment ago—although I agree with him about a great many 
things—that there was no altruism in what we did. 

Mr. KENYON. I do not, either. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I think what the Senator from Missis- 
sippi said implied that we were there simply to exploit these 
islands, and that we were not there for the benefit of the people. 
I think there never has been in the history of the world an ex- 
ample of such pure and magnificent altruism as was shown by 
the Government of the United States, in the first place, in en- 
gaging in the war with Spain at all. It was not to bring about 
any benefit to us that we did it. We saw Cuba struggling, as 
we all know she was struggling, for liberty, and we engaged in 
the war with Spain for the purpose of liberating that people. 
It was the purest altruism. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Just a moment, if the Senator will 
permit me. As a part of that war it was an absolute military 
necessity that we should go to the Philippine Islands. There 
was a Spanish fleet in Manila Bay that it was necessary we 
should capture or destroy, because as long as it remained there 
it was a menace to us. So we went there, and we captured and 
destroyed the Spanish fleet. The moment we did that those 
people were without any government at all, and we were obliged 
to take the place of the government that we had destroyed. 

We have been there now for many years. We have built up 
a magnificent school system. We have built roads through 
the islands. We have generously spent our money, and we 
have received nothing in return for it. We have not ex- 
ploited the islands. We have been there for, the benefit of 
those people; and I venture to say that there never has been in 
the history of the world an attempt at colonial government 
which has resulted in so much benefit for the native people as 
that experiment of ours with the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. KENYON. I thoroughly agree with the Senator. 
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Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me for just a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. KENYON, I do. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I believe that it was the 
duty of the United States to stop the wholesale butchery in the 
island of Cuba; I was in favor of that war, and, if I may be 
pardoned a personal reference, I supported my faith with my 
works. It was all right to destroy the Spanish fleet in Manila 
Bay. It was all right to establish a government for the 
Filipinos and not leave them at the mercy of the mob after we 
had driven Spain from the Philippine Islands. To that point 
I have no word of criticism. There was altruism in dealing 
with Cuba. We did not keep Cuba. Why, then, should not 
the people of the Philippines be given their independence? 
Why not permit them to have their own government, just as 
we declined to take from the people of Cuba their right to 
govern themselves? 

All this talk about qualifying the Filipino or any other mon- 
grel. race for the duties of citizenship, for self-government, as 
the American white man understands that term, is a thing that 
could not be done in a hundred thousand years, because it is not 
in the strain of blood to do it. That race of people have never 
shown any capacity for self. ent—that is, self-govern- 
ment as it is practiced in the United States. I repeat—I may 
be wrong—that I do not think we have remained in the Philip- 
pines a day for the especial benefit of the Filipino, and the 
Filipino does not think we are there for his good, either. We 
are giving them a system which they probably do not want. 
I apprehend they will have trouble understanding the genius 
of any government we may make for them. It is their coun- 
try, and they have the God-given right to control that country 
for their own good and for their own betterment; or probably 
to their own detriment, from our standpoint. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I believe our work in the 
Philippines has justified what President McKinley said—that 
we were there to educate and to train them in the science of 
self-government, and, as the Senator from Utah [Mr. SurHer- 
LAND] has said, it is the most magnificent work of altruism 
that the world has ever known. 

I want to refer now to some of the evidence on this question 
of our viewpoint. We had before us testimony as to head- 
hunters, the kind of marriages and divorces they haye, and so 
on; and some of that was rather interesting. Col. Young, of 
the Army, was before us, and he was asked if they had head- 
8 down there among the Moros. He said, “ Yes.” He 
said: 

If you had a bad man and you were looking for him, you would get 
a head-hunter and let him go out and get him for you. 

He said: 

I had a bad man to get. I had to have him. I had been chasing him 
a long time. They sent me a oopis of men whom they said could 
get him, but it would take a little time. After a time they came back 
and said that they had him. The leader came in and said he would 
bring him in, When he brought him in I told him to put the body in a 
shed that I had off my office so as not to attract any more attention 
than necessary, When I came to look at it I could not find the A 
The hunter said be had him in a sack. I went and got the sack and 
— gee it LS down, and two heads rolled out. I asked him why he 


that. e said it was too heavy to carry, and that was the easiest 
way to get him. 


That was two years and a half ago. He brought in the addi- 
tional head, he said, for good measure. 

He speaks of this “leading citizen,” who came into the little 
town where he was and killed a Chinaman; walked into the 
house and cut him all to pieces. There are instances of that 
kind which do not tend to show a very exalted degree of civili- 
zation among the Moros, 

Other parts of this evidence are interesting, too, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I am arguing this question now from our viewpoint, as 
to whether they are fitted for self-government. That is not 
controlling with me, however. Col. Young related instances of 
Filipino men and women carried off by Moros, and then Moros 
carrying off other Moro women, and said that when the parents 
objected they brought the parties in before him and he di- 
vorced them. They had no divorce laws in the Philippines, but 
the business that Col. Young did out there in the divorce line 
would put to shame Reno, Nev. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator is likely to be misunder- 
stood if he includes all of the Philippine Islands in this de- 
scription. 

Mr. KENYON. No; I stated that this was among the Moros. 


Mr. HITCHOOCK. It is confined to the non-Christian tribes, 
occupying a small area. 

Mr. KENYON. Entirely. 

Other parts of Col. Young’s testimony are interesting. 
When asked what a civilized Moro was, he said that a civilized 
Moro was one who would not shoot at you when you passed him. 
He also testified about the drinking. habits of the people there, 
which is a matter of interest to my friend from North Dakota 
[Mr. Gronna]. He said: 

They have a drink there called vino, which is a native drink. Ifa 
white man drinks it, it sets him crazy. The Moro will not drink it 
at all, but he will sell it to other people. You can buy enough to make 

a for 5 cents * $ It is made of the milk of 
the coconut. 5 put it out in the sun and let it stand there. 
put anything he happens to bave into it—a little 
alcohol, for instance, „ or tobacco or anything else. 

Bor the Moros do not drink it themselves. They merely 
sell it. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, does the Senator think the 
fact. that they will not drink it themselves is an argument 
against their capacity for self-government, or in favor of it? 

Mr. KENYON. The fact that. they do not drink it them- 
selves, I think, is a very strong argument in favor of their 
good sense; and their commercial ingenuity may be shown by 
the fact that they sell it to others. 

With conditions as they are in the Moro country, of course 
somebody is going to contend that people of that kind are 
fitted for the self-government that we believe is real self-govern- 
ment. They are happy people. This record shows that they 
are happy people. They do not have to spend very much for 
clothes. They eat the coconuts and roam the mountains and 
are as healthy and finely developed people as there are in the 
world. If from our viewpoint they are not ready for independ- 
ence now, when will they be? 

What is the evidence on that proposition? Dean Worcester, 
who has given great study to the subject, who has an intimate 
knowledge of their condition and their habits, and apparently a 
real affection for them, was asked that question by the chair- 
man, and his answer was: 

It will be at the end of a generation from the time we began our edu- 
cational work, or at least when it became reasonably general in the islands, 
If I may say a word more in that connection : The people whom I see over 
here, who assume to be Filipinos, are, for the most part, not Filipinos 
in the proper sense of the word. They are Filipinos by birth, of course, 
but, so far as their blood is concerned, they are not Malays. 

In other parts of the examination the question was raised that 
the Moros would destroy the Filipinos; and that is a question 
that has always given concern in this matter. The old forts 
that were erected to protect the Filipinos against the Moros, 
possibly centuries ago, still exist there in a crumbled condition. 
That question was asked by Senator LIrrrrr, who took a very 
great interest in the discussion; and Dean Worcester thought 
that any conquest of the Filipinos by the Moros would not come 
about in a short time, if at all. He said, however: 

I think it would come about in the end, if the wholly improbable 
thing were to occur that the islands were shut off from the rest of the 
world, so far as outside interference in matters of public order was 
concerned. 

That is a legitimate question, of course, for the Congress of 
the United States to take into consideration in dealing with 
this question—whether the Moros are warlike enough and pow- 
erful enough to destroy the Filipino civilization. It is one of 
those other troublesome questions that we can not get rid of. 

Referring to ex-President Taft’s testimony on that subject, 
we asked Mr. Taft this question: 

What, in your judgment, wold be the practical effect of giving these 
people self-government? What would happen? 

His answer was: 

Well, two Filipinos in whose 1 eres I have the utmost confidence, 
whom I came to know very well indeed, answered that question to me. 
when I asked them. One of them said to me: “ Your steamers would 
Bot go beyond Corregidor Island before the throat cutting would 

n. 

And he said: 

I verily believe that to be true. Now, we have found out in Mexico 
that the man who loses a political fight gives his head for a forfeit. It 
was so in the 1 Emilio Aguinaldo conspired to kill his oppo- 
nent, his military rival, Tuna, and did so.. do not care a 
cent about the Government of the United States having power out in 
the Philippines. 


Whatever anyone else may think about it, I believe that ex- 
President Taft has no interest in this matter except the interest 
that he feels for the Filipino people, whom he has known and 
for whom he has a great affection. 

I would be glad— 

He says— 
to get out of the Philippines myself. But what I am concerned about 


is those poor Bet a out there. Sy A do not like me out there bevause 
I have told them the truth. But that is the difficulty with a great 
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And that is the truth 
as to what will happen out there. Mark my prediction: If they give 
them independence by the year 1920, for instanyve, you will find just 
such a condition as you have to-day in Mexico. That is my answer 
to that question, 


That is testimony which no candid thinking man can brush 


many people—they do not tike to hear the truth. 


aside, because Mr. Taft knows the Philippine question. Now 
let me add the testimony of Vice Gov. Martin, the present vice 
governor: 

I think there are two branches to the question. One is our duty 
to the Filipino people and the other is our own interests. The ex- 
periment we are 3 in the Philippine Islauds is very interesaz 
and as an American it would be very interesting to me to see it 
continued at considerable Jength. I doubt, however, whether the in- 
terests of our country would be served 75 a considerable stay in the 
islands, and I think that ought to be considered in answering the ques- 
tion you ask. I would not say that I would think we ought to have 
as stable government in the Philippines before we withdraw as we 
have at home, 

That is not the exact quotation I wanted to read from him. 
He does say, not as clearly as others, at least I gather from 
what he said, that he thought they were much better off under 
our rule than they would be under their own. It is on page 126 
of the hearings before the committee : 

Mr. MARTIN, I am inclined to think that they would believe that— 

Referring to the question of Senator WEEKS— 
because, I think, that has been their experience. 
better off under us. 

That is the testimony of a very level-headed official of this 
administration. 

At the time of the revolution in the Philippines a constitu- 
tion was formed by the Filipinos that ought to be considered in 
the proposition as to the ability of the Filipinos to govern them- 
selves from our standpoint. That constitution provided for 
popular education; for a government university; it prohibited 
gambling; it prohibited cockfighting, which has now come back 
to them with our civilization. That constitution is worthy of 
study us showing that the Filipinos from their own viewpoint 
have notions of the fundamentals of government and the impor- 
tance of education, and that constitution is a most readable docu- 
ment. I will ask that I may insert it in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, that course 
will be pursued. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

Tun CONSTITUTION OF THE PHILIPPINE REPUBLIC. 

We. the representatives of the Philippine people, lawfully invoked, 
in order to establish justice, provide for common defense, promote 
general welfare, and insure the benefits of 53 imploring the aid 
of the Sovereign lator of the Universe in order to attain these 
purposes, have voted, decreed, and sanctioned the following— 

POLITICAL CONSTITUTION. 
FIRST TITLE. 
The Republic. 

Articie 1. The political association of all the Filipinos constitutes 
a nation, the estate of which is denominated 2 republic. 

Art. 2. The Philippine republic is free and independent. 

Art. 3. Sovercignty resides exclusively in the people. 

SECOND TITLE. 
The government, 

Anr. 4. The government of the republic is popular, representative, 
alternative, and responsible and is exercised by three distinct wers, 
which are denominated legislative, executive, and judicial. o or 
more of these powers shall never be vested in one person or corpora- 
tion; neither shall the legislature be vested in one individual alone. 

THIRD TITLE. 
Religion, 

Arr. 5. The state recognizes the equality of all religious worships 

and the separation of the church and the state. 
FOURTH TITLE, 
The Filipinos and their national and individual rights. 

ArT. 6. The following are Filipinos : 

1. All persons born in Philippine territory. A vessel flying the 
Philippine flag shall, for this purpose, be considered a portion of the 
ip 9” oy territory. 

2. e offspring of a Filipino father and mother although born out- 
side the Philippine territory. 

3. Foreigners who have obtained certificates of naturalization. 

4. Those who, without it, may have gained vecindad ” (residence) 
in any town of the Philippine territory. 

It is understood that residence is gained by sta two years 
without interruption in one locality of the Philippine territory, having 
an open abode and known mode of living and contributing to all the 
charges of the nation, 

The nationality of the Filipino is lost in accordance with the laws. 
(S. C. C., Ist Title, 1st art.; S. C., 1st Title, Ist art.) 

Art. 7. No Filipino nor foreigner shall be arrested nor imprisoned 
unless on account of crime and in accordance with the laws. (S. C. 


4th art.) 

ART. 8. any person arrested shall be discharged or delivered over 
88 4 5 authority within 24 hours following the arrest. (S. C., 
4th art. 

Any arrest shall be held without effect or shall be carried to com- 
mitment within 72 hours after the detained has been delivered over 
to a competent graze. 

The party interested shall receive notice of the order which may be 
issued wit (S. C., 4th art.) 


I think they are 


n the same time. 


ART. 9. No Filipino can become a prisoner unless by virtue of the 
mandate of a competent judge. 

The decree by which may be issued the mandate shall be ratified or 
confirmed, having h. the presumed criminal within 72 hours follow- 
ing the act of commitment. (S. C., 5th art) 

Ant. 10. No one can enter the domicile of a Filipino or foreign resi- 
dent in the shyt ye without his consent, except in urgent cases 
of fire, flood, earthquake, or other similar danger, or of unlawful 
Po Teagan from within or in order to assist a person within 

Outside of these cases, the entrance in the domicile of a Filipino 
or foreign resident of the Philippines and the searching of his papers 
me 1 only be decreed by a competent judge and executed 

The SACHS of the papers and effects shall take place always in 
the presence of the party interested or of an individual of his family, 
and, in their absence, of two resident witnesses of the same place. 

Notwithstanding, when a delinquent may be found in “ flagranti ” and 
pursued by the authority with its agents, may take refuge in his 
3 > may be followed into the same oniy for the purpose of 

eusion. 

Tt he should take refuge in the domicile of another, notification to 
the owner of the latter shall precede. (S. C., 6th art.) 

Art. 11. No Filipino can be compelled to make change of his domi- 
oe = 8 unless by virtue of an executive sentence. (S. C., 

ART, 12. In no case can there be detained nor opened by the gov- 
8 the correspondence confided to the post office, nor 
can that of the telegraph or telephone be detained. 

But, by virtue of a decree of a 8 Judge, can be detained any 
correspondence, and also opened in the presence of the accused, that 
which 2 be conveyed by the post office. (S. C., Tth art.) 

ART. 13. Any decree of imprisonment, of search of abode, or of 
detention of the correspondence written, telegraphed, or telephoned 


shall be justified. 

When the decree may fall short of this requisite, or when the motives 
in which it may be founded may be gudlcally declared unlawful or 
notoriously insufficient, the person who may have been imprisoned, 
or whose imprisonment may not have been ratified within the term 
prescribed in article 9, or whose domicile may be forcibly entered, or 
whose co ndence may be detained, shall have the right to demand 
the responsibilities which ensue. (S. C., 8th art.) 

Ant. 14. No Filipino shall be prosecuted nor sentenced, unless by 
a judge or tribunal to whom, by virtue of the laws which precede the 
crime, Is delegated its cognizance, and in the form which the latter 


prescribe. (S. C., 16th art.) 
Art. 15. Any perses detained or imprisoned without the legal for- 
pps tng unless in the cases provided in this constitution, shall be 


upon their own petition or that of any Filipino. 
The laws shall determine the form of proceedin summarily in this 
case, as well as the personal and pecuniary penalties in by him 
who may order, execute, or cause to be executed the illegal detention 
or imprisonment. 

ART, 16. No person shall be deprived, temporarily or 
of his property or rights, nor disturbed in the 
unless by virtue of a judicial sentence. (S. C., 10th art.) 

Those functionaries who under any pretext infringe this provision 
shall be personally responsible for the damage caused. 

ArT. 17. No person shall be deprived of his property unless through 
necessity and common welfare, previousiy justified and declared by 
the prover authority, poowlding indemnity to the owner previous to the 
dep 8 (S. C., 10th art.) 


permanently, 
on of them, 


to 3 which —— 
y or e ar corporations 
and which e shall not be 
bed by C., 3d art.) 
Art. 19. No Fi who may be in the full enjoyment of bis civi! 
and political rights shall be hindered in the free exercise of the same. 
ArT. 20. Neither shall any Filipino be deprived of— 
1, The right of 1 liberally his ideas and opinions, either 
be ace or by writing, availing himself of the press or of any other 
r means. 
2. The right of pincer nna himself with all the objects of human life 
which may not be ; o public morality ; and, y. 
3. Of the right to di petitions, individually or collectively, to the 
public powers and to the authorities. 
The right of petition shall not be exercised by any class of armed 
force. (S. C., 15th art.) 
ART, 21. The exercise of the rights expressed in the preceding article 
EO 
RT. 22. 


tribunals in acco laws. 

Art. 23. Any Filipino can found and maintain establishments of 
— 1 1 or of education, in accordance with the provisions which are 
esta o 

Popular education shall be obligatory and gratuitous in the schools 
of the nation. (S. C., 12th art.) 

ArT. 24. Any foreigner may establish himself liberally in the Philip- 
pine territory, subject to the provisions which regulate the matter, exer- 
cising therein his industry or devoting himself to any profession in the 
exercise of which the laws may not require diplomas of fitness issued 
by the national authorities. (S. C., 12th art.) 

Arrt. 25. No Filipino who is in the full 88 of his political and 
civil rights shall be hindered from going freely from the territory, nor 
from removing his residence or property to a foreign country, except 
the obligations of contributing to the military service and the mainte- 
nance of the public taxes, 

Art. 26. The foreigner who may not have become naturalized shalt 
not exercise in the Philippines any office which may have attached to it 
9 or jurisdiction. 

Art. 27. Every Filipino is obliged to defend the country with arms 
when he may be called upon by the laws, and to contribute to the 
ex ae tee estate (government) in proportion to his property. 

2 art. 

‘ Art. 28. The enumeration of the rights granted in this title does not 
imply the prohibition of any other not expressly delegated. 

RT. 29. Previous authorization shall not be necessary in order to 
prosecute before the ordinary tribunals the public functionaries, what- 
ever may be the crime which they commit. 

A superior mandate shall not exempt from responsibility in cases of 
manifest Infraction, clear and determinate, of a constitutional pro- 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATEH. 


vision. In the other cases it shali exempt.only the agents who may not 
exercise the authority. 

ART. 30. The guaranties provided in articles 7, 8, 9, and 10 and 11, 
and paragraphs 1 and 2 of the twentieth articles shall not be sus- 
pended in the republic nor any part of it, unless tem iam, pane 4 and by 
means of a law, when the security of the estate shall demand it r 
extraordinary circumstances. 

It being promulgated in the territory to which it may apply, the 
special law shall govern during the suspension according to the cir- 

ces w demand it. 

The ae as well as the former shall be voted in the national as- 
sembly, in case the assembly may be closed the government is 
el to issue it in conjunction with the permanent commission 
without prejudice to aad former within the shortest time and 
gi them information of what may have been done. 


laws nor special aie i 1 — person can have privileges nor en 
emoluments which may not compensation for publie ce and 
which are fixed by law. “El ye a guerra y mariana” (the juris- 
diction, privileges, and powers of and navy) shall extend solely 
to the crimes and faun 3 er have intimate connection with the 
military and maritime discip! 

ART. 82. No Filipino. ean establish “ma 2 now institutions 
vinculadoras (title of perpetual 1 succession by eldest son nor insti- 
tutions entailed) of pro „ nor accept. honors, “ condecoraciones ” 

insignia or decoration of orders) or ti of honor and nobility from 
ores nations without the authorization of the government: 

ther ig tapar the government Jish the institutions mentioned In 


the rapra h, nor nt honors “ condecoraciones” or titles 
of 7 3 nobi to’ Filipino. 


an 
thstanđing hay Ee may reward by a voted prac 
the W Aon services which may be Bt aie pln the ci 
to their coun on 
FIFTH TITLE. 
Legislative power. 
Arr. 33. The tive power shall be exercised by an assembly of 


legisla 
the 5 of the nation. 
This assem! shall be organized in the form and under the condi- 
tions E by the law which may be issued to that effect. 
Arr. 34. The members of the assembly 
18 ea and not exclusiv. 


shall represent the entire 
those Who aleet. them. 
nr. 35. No representative shall be subjected to any imperative man- 
date of ng electors. 
The assenibly shall meet every year. It is the ee 
of the Si yaa of the blice to convoke it, suspend and close its 
sessions, and dissolve i concurrence with the same or with the 


15th ‘of 
ART. In an extraordinary case he can convoke it outside of the 
legal period, with the concurrence of the permanent commission, and 
prolong the legislature, when the term does — wes exceed one month nor 
takes place more than twice in the same legisla 

ART. 39. The national assembly, together with the extraordinary 
representatives, shall form the constituents in order to proceed to the 
modification of the soe pot ig and to the election of the new president 
of ee republic, ogee atin at least one month previous to the termination 


of the 

© ease of the death or of the 
republic, the assembly shall meet imm 
os bona of its president or of that of 


mediately b of the prste, of the 
ately by its own right and at 
t commission. 


In the meantime, while the ad arbara of the new ge 
dent of the republic procesis, the presi ent of the supreme court of 
justice erp exercise his functions, his place being filled by one of the 
members of this tril „In accordance with the laws. 

Arr. 41. ae eter tow Br "of the assembly which may be held outside of 
the ordinary period the legislature shall be ne null and void. That 
which is provided by article 39 is excepted, and in that the assembly is 
constituted a tribunal of justice, not being allowed to exercise in such 
case other than judicial functions. 

Art. 42. The sessions of the assembly shall be public. Notwith- 
standing, they can be secret at the petition of a certain number of its 
individuals, fixed by the regulations, it being decided afterwards by an 
absolute sins of the votes of the members Bans ad whether the 
—— on of the same matter be continued in 

blie 1 5 with the 
ch shall be read from the rostrum 


ms shall have entrance into the as- 
e floor whenever they ask 5 8 regs cause 
ers designated | n the discussion of . roject 
BY con commissioners ted by decree of the ident ae tte republic 
44. The assem biy shall constitute itself a 8 of 

order to try the crimes committed against the security of the 1715 by 

resident of the republic and individuals of the counsel of govern- 

oat by the president of the supreme court of justice, by the precurer 
— of the nation by means of a decree of the same, or of the per- 
manent commission in its absence, or of me president of the republic at 
—— „ of the procurer general, or of the counsel of the govern- 


Mhe laws shall determine the mode of procedure for the accusation, 
pre tion for trial, and pardon. 

45. No member of the assembly can be 8 nor molested 
for the opinions which he may express nor for the votes which he may 
cast in the exercise of his office. 

No member of an assembly can be 8 in a criminal 
matter without authorization of the same, or o rmanent commis- 
sion, to whom shall ediately be given information of the act for 


pro tion 
Mie arrest, detention; or apprehension of a member of the assembly 
can not take place without previous authorization of the same or of the 
manent commission; but having once notified the assembly of the 
ecree of arrest, shall incur responsibility if, within two days follow- 


‘ 


| procurer E general is 


ing the notification, 
ape which its refusal is fo 
a At. The national assembly 


it may Bia authorize the arrest or give reasons 
shall haye besides the foilowing 


pow 
“To frame tions for its interior government. 
2. To examine the legality of the elections and the legal qualifications 
of the sap i elected 
Upon its orgunization to appoint its president, vice president, and 


secretaries. 
Until the assembly may be dissolv resident, vice presidents, and 
. during The four legis- 


secretaries shall pa — exercising 
latures; and 
4. To accept the resignations presentea by vs members, and grant 
leaves of absence subject to the regulations. (S. C., 34th and 35th art.) 
ART. 1 No project can become a law before being voted upon by the 
In order to pam the laws there shall be be required in the assembly at 
least a fourth part of the 8. 5 number of members, whose W en 
* have been approved and who may have taken the oath of office. 
RT. 49. No proposed law can be approved ir the assembly without 
having 8 voted upon as a whole, and article article. 
ART. nau ot of censure and each 


The assemblies shall have the 
one of in members the right to be heard, 

ART. roposal of the laws belongs to the president of the 
assembly. 
ts of the 


51. The 
ary, shall 


republic pnd, to 
ART. 
The er oles. preseri of the secretary of the government of the republic 
112 EE from this pro- 
art. 


8. ) 
88. 105 The office . com be pr a term of four years, 
and those who may e it have the ri by way of 8 
according to the circumstances, to a sum de — — by the law. 

Those who may absent themselves during the whole of the I 
shall not be entitled to this indemnity, but will recover this righ 
assist in those which follow. 


SIXTH TITLE. 
The permanent commission. 


Arr. The assembly, before the of its sessions, shall etect 
seven Pg its members in in order to consti a permanent commission 
during 1 parion of its being closed, the eter being obliged in its first 
session to gnate a president and secretary. 

Ant. 55. The following are the functions Sof the permanent commis- 
sion in the absence of the assembly: 

1. To declare whether or not there is sufficient reason to proceed 
P+ igre the par gdb of the igh sag the Pigg coma ga Nee secretaries 

government, 8 cases provid urt of justice, and the 


if they 


supreme 
ed by this ‘constitu on. 
2. To convoke the assembly to an 3 meeting in those 
eases in which it should constitute a tribunal of justice. 

z To transact the business which may remain pending for considera- 


4 To convoke the assembly to extraordinary sessions when the exi- 
gency of the case may demand; 

5. To substitute the assembly in its functions 755 accordance with the 
ne tion, exception being made of the right to make and pass the 


The permanent commission shall meet whenever it may be convoked 
by fe who presides in accordance with this constitution. 


SEVENTH TITLE. 


The executive power. 

Ant. 56. The executive power shall reside in the president of the re- 
public, who exercises it through his secretaries. 

ART. 57. The conduct of the ng respec r to the towns, the prov- 
inces, and of the estate belongi vely to the puiar assembfies, 
to the provincial 5 atte he active ad tion, with ref- 
erence to laws, and upon the D basis of the most apes ra desceb-trakiza- 
cion ” (distribution) and administrative autonomy. 

BIGHTH TITLE, 
The president of the republic. 


Art. 58. The president of ‘the Ar shall be elected by an abso- 
lute majority of votes by the assembly and the representatives specially 
ne in constitutive chamber. 
geo org ed pee shall be for four years, and he will be reeligible. 

e of 7 republic shall have the proposal of the 

e members of the assembly, and shall promulgate the 
have been passed and approved by the latter and shall 
insure their execution. 

Arr. 60. The power of causing the laws to be executed extends Itself 
to all that which conduces 8 the 5 of public order in the 


interlor and the interna 
the eien shall promulgate the laws 


Art, 61. The president of the 
within 20 days following the time they have been transmitted by 
his time they may not be prom ted it shall 


the r approved. 
devolve upon the president to return them to the assembly with justi- 
fication of the causes of their detention, proceeding in such case to their 
revision; an Be Ba gg hin not be considered that it insists upon them if it 
3 a vote of at least two-thirds of the members 
of ti the poe ah y presen . the law in the form indicated, 
the prennan i — — 45 it within 10 days, announcing his non- 
conformity, 
In the same manner thé government shalt become obligated if he allow 
3 the tormi of 20 days without returning the law to the assembly. 
When the promulgation of a law m: have been declared 
urgent Sos a vote ressed by an absolute majority of the votes of the 
assembly, the president can aS on them by a message, stating his 
reasons for a new deliberation, ch can not be denied, and the same 
law being approved anew, shall t be promulgated within the legal term 
without prejudice to the president’s announcing his nonconformity. 
Art, 64. e gene — a the laws shall take place by means of 
their publication in the official periodical of the republic and shall take 
effect after 30 days from 152 0 date of publication. 
Arr. 65. The president of the republic shall have command of the 
and navy, and ratifying treaties of peace, with the previ- 
ous concurrence of the eee 
ari 66. Treaties of peace 1 not be binding until passed by the 
assembly, 


Ney “as 5 a 
laws when the 
watch over an 


ArT. 67. In addition to the necessary powers for the execution of 
the laws, the president of the republic s have the following: 

1. To confer civil and military Fay Pehar with reference to the laws. 

2. To appoint the secretaries of the government. 

8. To direct diplomatic and commercial relations with foreign powers. 

4. To see to it that in the entire territory may be administered speedy 
and complete justice. 

To 8 delinquents in accordance with the laws, excepting the 
provision relative to the secretaries of the government. 

6. To preside over national assemblies and to receive the envoys and 
representatives of the forei powers authorized to meet him. 

aoe. 16 The president of the republic shall need to be authorized by 
as al law: 4 


2. In order to annex any other territory to that of the ERGEBEN 
3. In order to admit foreign troops into the Philippine territory. 
ve; 
special treaties of commerce—those which 9 to give sey to 
d individually the FIH- 


the assembly before the expiration of the legal term of its office. 
In this case they shall be convoked for new elections within a term 


Art. 72. The compensation of the 8 of the republic shall be 
fixed by a special law, which can not be changed until the end of the 
presidential term of office. 

NINTH TITLE. 


The secretaries of the government. 


ART. 73. The council of the government shall be composed of a presi- 
dent and seven secretaries, who shall have charge of the offices of 
foreign affairs, interior, treasury, army and navy, public instruction, 
public communications and works, agriculture, industry, and commerce. 

ART. 74. All that which the 3 may order or provide in the 
exercise of his authority shall signed by the secretary to whom it 
belon. No public functionary shall give compliance to any which 
lack this requisite. 

Ant. 75. “the secretaries of the government are responsibie jointly to 
the assembly for the general policy of the government and individually 
for their personal acts. 

To the p general of the nation be:ongs the accusing of them, 
and to the assembly their trial. 

The laws shall determine the cases of responsibility of the secre- 
tarles of the government, the penalties to which they are subject, and 
the mode of procedure against them. 

ArT. 76. It they should be condemned by the assembly, in order to 
pardon them there shall precede the petition of an absolute majority 
of the representatives. 

: TENTH TITLE. 

The judicial power. 

ART. 77. To the tribunals belong exclusively the pous of applying 
the laws in the name of the nation in civil and criminal trials. 

The same codes shall govern in the entire republic without prejudice 
to yo oa which for particular circumstances the laws may 
pres: X 

In them shall not be established more than one jurisdiction for all 
the citizens in common civil and criminal. 

Aut. 78. The tribunals not apply the general and municipal 
regulations only in so far as they conform with the laws. 

Ant. 79. The exercise of the judicial power resides in the supreme 
court of justice and in the tribunals which are 5 by the laws. 

The composition, organization, and other attributes shall be governed 
by the organic laws which may be de 5 

ART, 80. The president of the supreme court of justice and the “ pro- 
curèr general“ shall be Appoint by the national assembly in con- 
currence with the president of the republic and secretaries of the 
28 and shall have absolute independence of the executive and 
egislative powers. = 

Art. 81. Any citizen can institute a public prosecution against any 
of the members of the judicial power for the crimes they may commit in 
the exercise of their office. 

ELEVENTH TITLE. 
Provincial and popular assemblies. 


ArT. 82. The organization and powers of the 1 and popular 
assembties will be zeru otoy their ve laws. 
The latter shall be regula according to the following principles : 
1. Government and management of the interests pechak to the 
provinces or towns, by their respective corporations, the principle of 
popular and direct election being the basis for the organization of 


sald 8 
2. Publicity of the sessions within the limits prescribed by the laws. 

3. Publicity of the budgets, accounts, and important decisions. 

4. Intervention of the government, and in the proper case of the 
national assembly in order to prent the provincial and municipal 
corporations from exceeding their powers, to the prejudice of general 
and individual interests. 

5. Determination of their powers in the matter of taxes, in order 
that the provincial and municipal taxation may never be antagonistic 
to the system of taxation of state. 

TWELFIH TITLE. 
The administration of statc. 

Ant. 83. The government shall present yearly to the assembly 
budgets of income and expenses, setting forth the alterations made in 
those of the preceding year and inclosing the balance of the last fiscal 
year in accordance to law. 


When the assembly may meet the budgets will be presented to it 
within 10 days following it 


s convening, 
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Art. 84. No payment shall be made except in accordance with the 
law of budgets or other special laws, in the form and under the 
responsibilities fixed thereby. 

RT. 85. It is necessary that the government be authorized by law 
in order to dispose of the goods and properties of state or to secure a 
loan upon the credit of the nation. 

Ant. 86. The public debt which is contracted by the government of 
the republic in accordance with this constitution shall be under the 

al guaranty of the nation. 

No indebtedness shall be created unless at the same time the re- 
sources with which to pay it are voted. 

ART. 87. All the laws relating to incomes, public expenditures, or 
public credit shall be considered as a part of those of the budgets, and 
shall be published as such. 

Arr. 88. The assembly shall fix each year, at the request of the 
president of the republic, the military forces of land and sea. 


THIRTEENTH TITLE. 
Reforms in the constitution. 


Arr. 89. The assembly, upon its own motion, or at the proposal of 
the president of the republic, can resolve the reform of the constitu- 
— E for that purpose the article or articles which should 

m 2 

Art. 90. The declaration made, the president of the republic shall 
dissolve the assembly and conyoke the “constituyente” (constituting 
power), which shall meet within three months following. In the con- 
U e shall be inserted the resolution referred to in the preceding 
article. 

FOURTEENTH TITLE. 
The observance and oath of the constitution—Languages. 


ART. 91. The president of the ublic, the government, the assembly, 
and al! the Filipino citizens shall faithfully rd the constitution; and 
the 1 tive power, immediately after the approval of the law of 
budgets, shall examine as to whether the constitution has been exactly 
observed and as to whether its infractions have been corrected, 48 
viding that which is most practicable in order that the responsibility 
of the an or rede may be made effective. 

ART. 92. Neither the president of the republic nor any other public 
functionary can enter upon the performance of his duty without 
previously taking the oath. ` 

Such oath shall be taken by the president of the republic before the 
national assembly. 

The other functionaries of the nation shall take it before the authori- 
ties determined by law. 

ART. 93. The use of the languages ken in the Philippines ts 
optional. It can only be regulated by the law and solely as to the 
acts of public authority and judicial affairs. For the purpose of these 
acts shall be used at present the Castilian language. 


Temporary provisions. 


Anr. 94. In the meantime and without prejudice to the forty-eighth 
article and the commissions which may be appointed by the assembly 
for the preparation of the organic laws for the development and 
application of the rights granted the Filipino citizens, and for the 

me of the public powers determined by the constitution, the laws 
in force in these islands before their emancipation shall be considered 
as the laws of the republic. 

In like manner shall be considered in force the provisions of the 
civil code in respect to marriage and civil registry, suspended by the 

neral government of the islands; tae instructions of the 26th of 

ril, 1888, in order to carry into effect articles 77, 78, 79, and 82 of 
gaid code; the law of civil registry of the 17th of June, 1870, referred 
to by article 332 of the same; and the regulations of the 13th of 
December, 1870, for the execution of this law, without prejudice to the 
local chiefs continuing in charge of the entries in the civil registry 
and intervening in the celebration of the marriage of Catholics. 

Art. 95. Pending the approval and enforcement of the laws referred 
to in the precoding article the provisions of the Spanish laws tem- 
porarily enforced by said article mag be modified by special laws. 

Art. 96. After promulgating the laws which the assembly may ap- 

roye in accordance with the ninety-fourth article, the government of 
he republic is authorized to issue the decrees and regulations necessary 
for the immediate formation of all the organizations of state. 

Arr. 97. The president of the revolutionary government shall at 
once assume the title of rr of the republic, and shall exercise 
said office until the constituting assembly meets and elects the person 
who is to fiill said office definite 2 

ArT. 98. This congress, with the members who compose it, and those 
who may be returned by election or decree, shall continue four years; 
that is to say, the whole of the present legislature, beginning the 15th 
of April of next year. 

ART. 99. 1 the generel rule established in the second 

graph of the fourth article, during the time the country may have 
o struggle for its independence the government is hereby author to 
determine. at the close of congress, whatever questions and difficulties, 
not provided for by law, may arise from unforeseen events, by means 
of decrees, which may be communicated to the permanent commission 
and to the assembly on its first meeting, 

ArT. 100. The execution of the fifth article of title 3 is hereby sus- 
pended until the meeting of the constituting assembly. 

In the meantime, the municipalities of those places which may re- 
quire the spiritual offices of a Filipino priest shall provide for his 
maintenance. j 

ART. 101. Notwithstanding the provisions of articles 62 and 63, the 
laws returned by the president of the republic to congress can not be 
reproduced until the legislature of the following year, the president and 
his council of government being responsible for the suspension. If the 
reproduction be made, the promulgation will be compulsory within 10 
da the president stating his nonconformity if hè so desires. 

Ifthe reproduction be made in subsequent legislatures, it will be con: 
sidered as peng. voted for the first time. 

ADDITIONAL ARTICLE. From the 24th of May last. on which date the 
dictatorlal government was organized in Cavite, all the buildings, prop- 
erties, and other belongings possessed be the religious corporations in 
these islands will be understood as restored to the Filipino government. 

Barasoain, January 20, 1899. 

Tue PResipext OF THE COXGRESS, 
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Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I have briefly discussed the 
question from our yiewpoint. I want to discuss it for a few 
minutes from their yiewpoint. It has been said these people 
are like Mexico, that there will be revolutions, as there are in 
the South American countries. If I had the time, I would 
read from some pages of the record, but I refer to them merely 
for those who desire to read them, pages 67 and 70, where the 
question is discussed as to the difference between the Filipinos 
and the Latin-American races. 

They have a real national spirit. They hold up to us the 
fact of their notions about the purity of the ballot and cite the 
instance of expelling a man from the assembly because he had 
been a doctor who had played poker with his patient and had 
won all the patient’s money. They have a high sense of 
morality, they say, which made it necessary to expel that man 
from the Philippine Assembly. That is fully as high a sense 
of morality, probably, as we had in days gone by, when poker 
playing was not sufficient grounds to expel a Member of Con- 
gress, N 

Mr. GALLINGER. Perhaps the doctor thought that was the 
only way he could get his pay. [Laughter.] I wish to ask 
the Senator this question: Is it not a matter of history that 
prior to our acquiring the Philippine Islands there were nu- 
merous revolutions in the islands? 

Mr. KENYON. Not for 300 years, I will say to the Senator, 
as I understand the history of the islands. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Until 1896. 

Mr. KENYON. Until 1896, the Senator from New York says. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think there were uprisings there 
against the friars in the Philippines time and time again. 

Mr. KENYON. I expect that is true. That a class of people 
object to what is going on, object to oppression and rise against 
it, really is not an argument against their capacity for self- 
government. And are we to be criticized in our country for 
uprisings? The Senate has had to appoint committees to in- 
vestigate certain riots and uprisings in this country. We have 
had Colorado with its riots; West Virginia; we have had 
Lawrence, Mass., with its riots. We have, if the papers are 
to be credited this morning, a story of the troops in Ohio being 
sent out to quell a great riot at Youngstown. Those disturb- 
ances will arise in any government; you can not help it, and 
especially if a people think they are being oppressed they are 
going to rebel against it, and naturally so if they have any red 
blood in their veins. 

They also cite us to their assembly and as showing their 
capacity for self-government that they always have a quorum 
in the assembly. I have seen times in the Senate when we could 
not have a quorum ; of course it is not frequent; but they always 
keep a quorum interested in their discussions and debates. I 
do not know that that is evidence of self-capacity for self-govern- 
ment. f $ 

Mr. LANE. I do not think, Mr. President, the lack of a 
quorum is any great outrage. í 

Mr. KENYON. I am sure the Senator from Oregon in address- 
ing the Senate never has any trouble about a quorum. 

I have tried on the committee to take a judicial view, and I 
have asked a great many witnesses from the Philippine Islands 
if they really wanted independence. I have had my doubts in 
some cases. There are certainly many people in the Philippine 
Islands who do not want independence. While, of course, the 
rights of the Americans who have gone over there and invested 
their money must be considered, those are not the paramount 
rights in the Philippine Islands. They took the chances of that 
kind of a government. They knew from the statement of Presi- 
dent McKinley and others that the present government would be 
more or less temporary. They took those chances when they 
went there and they can get out if they are not satisfied with the 
conditions, s 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr, VARDAMAN. Can the Senator give us any idea as to 
the amount of American inyestments in the Philippine Islands, 
as to the extent of the investments there? 

Mr. KENYON. I have not the figures right at hand. I will 
try to look them up as I pass along. 

Mr. VARDAMAN, American investments in the Philippine Is- 
lands? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I will state to the Senator that in the 
last public statement the amount was something like $70,000,000. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President x 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Washiagton? 


Mr. KENYON. TI yield. : t3 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It was in 1911 when there was $70,- 
000,000 invested. I have a statement here from Gen. McIntyre, 
Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, in which he says: 

While I have no accurate figures later than those of 1911, it is known 


that a considerable amount of American capital has been invested in the 
Philippine Islands since that date. 


That is, in addition to the $70,000,000. 

Mr. KENYON. I thank the Senator. 

Mr. President, a satisfactory conclusion could not be reached 
from much of the testimony before us as to whether the Filipinos 
actually wanted this freedom now. I do not believe they do. 
They merely want some statement as to what we will eventually 
do. They think they have been promised independence. 
Whether they have any basis for that or not is something every 
man must judge from reading the record. 

I want to place in the Recorp, without taking the time to read 
it, the statements of President McKinley, President Roosevelt, 
ex-Gov. Ide, Secretary of War Taft, ex-Goy. Smith, ex-Gov. 
Forbes, and Gov. Harrison, though, of course, as to what Gov. 
Harrison has promised now there can not be any question. So 
considering the rights of these people in this matter we must 
consider their viewpoint, that they think they have been prom- 
ised independence. 


President McKinley: “The Philippines are ours not to pd Fae but 
to 3 to civilize, to educate, to train in the science of self-govern- 
ment,” 

President Roosevelt: “I trust that within a generation the time will 
arrive when the Philippines can decide for themselves whether it is well 
for them to become in 8 or to continue under the protection of a 
strong and disinterested power, able to guarantee to the islands order 
at home and protection from foreign invasion. But no one can proph- 
esy the exact date when it will be wise to consider independence as a 
fixed and definite policy. It would be worse than folly to u7 to set 
down such a date in advance, for it must depend upon the way in which 
the Philippine people themselves develop the power of self-mastery.“ 
(Message at the beginning of the second session of the Sixtieth Con- 


gress, 

Ex-Gov. Henry C, Ide: “On the whole, it would seem that no other 
course is yet feasible for dealing with the Philippine Islands than that 
of tutelage, training, high and sympathetic guidance. That is the 
course upon which we have entered, and we ought to continue in it 
until the time shall arrive, which no one can now definitely fix, when 
the people of the islands shall have become so trained and educated 
and accustomed to self-restraint and to the exercise of government, 
and so financially equipped, as to be able to maintain a respectable 
government, when the question of independence mer. become a real, 

3 OTs one.” (Article in the North American 
8 T, % 

Secretary of War Taft: “+*+ * œ Tt necessarily involves in its 
ultimate. conclusion as the steps toward self-government become ter 
and greater the ultimate independence of the islands. Any 
attempt to fix the time in which complete self-government may be con- 
ferred upon the Filipinos in their own interest is, I think, most un- 
1808.) Special report to the President on the Philippines, Jan. 23, 

Ex-Gov. James F. Smith: “* * * The evolution of a government 
by Americans assisted by Filipinos into a government of Filipinos 
assisted by Americans, and the education and preparation of the people 
for popular self-government, was the broad policy of President Me- 
Kinley, of President Roosevelt, of Gov. Taft, of Gov. Gen. Wright, of 
Gov. Gen. Ide, and of all their successors. It is the policy to-day 
„ .“ (Article in Sunset Magazine, December, 1911.) 

Ex-Gov. Cameron Forbes: The political development should 


Review, 


Sway, until ultimately, many erations hence, I fear, the matter of 
the ‘future political relations between the Philippine Islands and the 
United States will be determined by the representatives of both people 
satisfactorily to both, * * * 

the United States permanently holding an alien yop in subjection 
against their will.” (Speech at Hotel Plaza, New York, Dec. 19, 1913.) 
Ex-Gov. W. e 


our own or any other people but theirs. 

“Second. That it is not the intention of the United States nor con- 
sistent with our policies to retain an allen people permanently under 
our domination inst their own desires. : 

“Third, That has by force of circumstances become the duty of 
the United States to exercise control over the islands until such time as 
it is proven that a stable government can be established. 

“ Beyond this there seems to be a slight diversion, for the Republicans 
have said that this control should terminate if at that time the Filipinos 
should desire it—and the Democrats have not qualified it to that ex- 
tent.“ (Speech at Lake Mohonk Conference, Oct. 14, 1914.) 

Goy. n. Francis Burton Harrison: “We regard ourselves as trus- 
tees, acting, not for the advantage of the United States, but for the 
benefit of the people of the Philippine Islands. Every step we take will 
be taken with a view to the ultimate independence of the islands and as 
a preparation for their independence ; and we hope to move toward that 
end as rapidly as the safety and the permanent interests of the islands 
will permit.” (Statement by the President, quoted in the inaugural 
address of Gov. Gen. Harrison.) 


They point to the interest in the schools as showing their 
capacity and their desire. Mr. Martin, of Kansas, said as to 
that, on page 123 of the record. 


I have never seen nay such interest at home in the schools as I 
have seen in the Philippine Islands. 
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It has been shown here-that 500,000 Philippine children 
in the schools of those islands. : 

So, Mr. President, these are the arguments which occur to 
my mind, very poorly stated, as to whether they are ready for 
independence from our viewpoint and from theirs, I have left 
out one thing, however, from their viewpoint, Mr. Martin 
stated so well that I am going to read it. It is this desire of 
freedom; this desire to control and run their own business. 
Mr. Martin, the vice governor, says: 


Once I read this statement: It is not 2 government that people 
want. It is self-government. They hope it be government. 
But whether it is good government or not, they wan 


self-govern- 
ment.“ 

That is the germ that is in the Filipino people. If that is 
only in 2 or 8 per cent of the people, as we have heard stated 
here, and 90 or 98 per cent are against that freedom, there 
was not anything before our committee to show it. Mr. Martin 
said that if the question was ever submitted to a vote of the 
inhabitants of the Philippine Islands there would be almost a 
unanimous vote on that question. 

Now, Mr. President, there are things which trouble my 
mind in voting on this question. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. KENYON, I yield. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to ask the Senator a question on the 
point he has just been discussing. Was this sentiment in the 
Filipino mind prior to the American occupation of the islands? 

Mr. KENYON. The Senator is familiar with the revolution 
that occurred just before the Spanish War. That sentiment was 
there then. Let me say to the Senator the great hero of the 
Philippine Islands is Rizal. He published a book and laid 
down some propositions of liberty and self-government in that 
book that would remind one of the meditations of Thomas 
Paine or Rousseau. One of them was that “ civilization existed 
in the highest form where there was the most liberty.” That, 
it seems to me, started the whole agitation in the Philippine 
Islands for liberty. He went abroad. That book was circu- 
lated through the islands. People were reading it. They were 
becoming dangerous because they were doing a little thinking 
of their own, and oppression commenced. His relatives were 
oppressed while he was abroad. He came back, faced a court- 
martial, and was executed. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. KENYON. He was the John Brown of the Philippines. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Will the Senator give me the name of 
that author? 

Mr. KENYON. Rizal. It is spelled in different ways. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Has the work been translated into Eng- 
lish? 

Mr. KENYON. The work is entitled Noli me Tangere,” 
and has been translated into English, I will say to the Senator 
from Mississippi. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to ask the Senator a further question. 
The question I asked him before was really preliminary to the 
one I want to ask him now relative to the sentiment that existed 
at the time of the Spanish War, which the Senator mentions. 
Was there any belief on the part of the Filipino people or reason 
for such belief at the time of that war, that if they would assist 
the Americans there the defeat of Spain meant their independ- 
ence? 

Mr. KENYON. I thought I could turn in answer to the Sena- 
tor’s question to the record. I can not refer to it at this mo- 
ment, but that spirit was in the people of the Philippine Islands 
before we ever came in there. They fought us, as the Senator 
knows, for a year. One of the present Commissioners from the 
islands was in that war against us. 

Mr. NORRIS. They fought with us first. 

Mr. KENYON. They fought with us first, and then, when 
they found they were not to have their freedom, they fought 
against us. So, Mr. President, that desire for liberty, in their 
souls, we must consider in our action. 

We know it is almost treason in this discussion to consider 
the question as to what is best for our Nation. It is always 
asked what is best for them. Everyone knows that the best 
thing for our Nation would be to get out and get out as quickly 
as we can, not in a spirit of cowardice, not running from any- 
body, but simply as a caution in taking care of our own inter- 
ests. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says we should get out in 
our own interest. The Senator would not advocate our entire 
abandonment of the islands? The Senator would at least re- 
tain a naval base or a coaling base on the islands? 

Mr. KENYON. Oh, yes; I think we should. 

On this subject, Mr. Schuster, who was one of the Commis- 
sioners, had an article in one of the magazines a short time ngo, 
in which he tells of a dinner in 1912 at Madrid, as follows: | 

In the summer of 1912 a number of Spanish and American financiers 
and engineers were gathered at a dinner To Madrid. were drunk 
to the dent of the United States and the King of Basin, saa the 


utmost good 9 
which the scars of the late d disappeared a 

on the eye of an enduring peace and friendship between these two 
nations. It was with something of a shock, therefore, that a Spanish 
nobleman was heard to express belief that another war between the 
United States and Spain was inevitable. A strained silen then a 
chorus of “ Whys? emark. The dignified aniard 

ed through his 


mil, cigar 

“In the last war,” he said, “Am 
the Philippines from 8 Otten win oe te . 8 
make us take them back.“ 

I do not know why it is that we have not the right here, 
representing the American people, to insist that this question 
shall be considered and discussed from the standpoint of our 
country just as well as from the standpoint of the Philippine 
Islands, not to get away, of course, from the moral responsi- 
bility that we may have; but the question of expense, the ques- 
tion of what it is going to cost, the question of how it weakens us 
in a military way, are questions that interest the people of our 
country. The Philippine Islands have cost this country areund 
$800,000,000 in everything we have done there, directly and indi- 
rectly, and the argument of protecting the Philippine Islands, 
directly and indirectly, will be heard on this floor time and time 
again in the debate over the great scheme of preparedness. The 
distinguished chairman of the Military Committee [Mr. CHAM- 
BERLAIN] is not in his seat, but he referred to this in a very 
strong argument made in New York a few days ago. We have 
a right to consider that. The people of the United States sent 
us here to look after their interests. They do not want to dodge 
any moral responsibility. The people of the United States will 
pay any amount of taxes and go to any sacrifice before they will 
dishonor themselves, but they do not believe it is dishonor to 
consider a question of expense in trying to force something upon 
a people when that people do not want it. 

Mr, CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. KENYON. Gladly. 

Mr. CUMMINS. That suggestion reminds me of an argument 
made a few moments ago by the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SUTHERLAND], who, unfortunately, is not in his seat at this 
moment. I want to ask my collengue, who has given great 
study of the subject, this question, premising it by a statement: 

The Senator from Utah said that in 1898 we overthrew the 
Spanish Government in the Philippine Islands. That is true. 
The inference from that is that we have no right to withdraw 
ourselves from the Philippine Islands until we can supply the 
people of that country with as good a government as we over- 
turned. From the testimony put before the committee and all 
the information that is extant, will the Senator inform the 
Senate whether in his judgment at this moment there could be 
as good a government established in the Philippines by the Fili 
pinos themselves as was the Spanish Government which we 
overthrew in 1898? 

Mr. KENYON. Vastly better, and as good a government estab- 
lished, it seems to me, as could be established in Cuba. But this 
question of millions of dollars for the future of the Philippine 
Islands does not seem to concern us. Of course, I realize that 
the question of voting money in Congress seems to be some- 
thing of small concern; but the people of this country, not sur- 
rendering their conviction upon the moral trusteeship issue, 
have a right to say that we shall consider what the islands are 
going to cost this country in the years that are to come. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator stated that the expenses of this 
Government in the Philippines up to date are more than 
$600,000,000, I understand? 

Mr. KENYON. Directly and indirectly, I think $800,000,000. 

Mr. McLBAN. Will the Senator explain what he means by 
“ directly and indirectly ”? 

Mr. KENYON. I should like to start with a statement of 
the figures from the distinguished Senator's neighborhood. 
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Senator Hoar said, in 1902, that the conflict in the Philippines 
had cost us $600,000,000. I think perhaps that was exaggerated. 

Mr. MCLEAN. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. But I take into consideration what we paid 
for the Philippines, what the additional Army cost, what the 
additional Navy cost, the cost of our war for the year in the 
Philippines, and everything of that kind, direct and indirect. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHArrorH] stated before the 
committee that it had been costing about $50,000,000 and Gen. 
McIntyre stated that it had been costing about $15,000,000 a 
year. 

Mr. McLEAN. I understood the Senator from Colorado to 
state that it had been costing $29,000,000. 

Mr. KENYON. Before the committee he stated that it had 
been costing about $50,000,000. 

Mr. McLEAN. It seems to me that the amount he stated on 
the floor of the Senate was somewhat less. Senator Hoar did 
make the statement that the cost was $600,000,000, but the 
Senator knows that at that time Senator Hoar was very in- 
tensely in opposition to the annexation of the islands. I think 
the Senator will find that that includes more than the entire 
cost of the Spanish War, which embraces, of course, the ex- 
penses in Cuba and Porto Rico and the building of naval sta- 
tions in Cuba. The figures are very oe because the 
civil expense has been less than $5,000. 

Mr. KENYON. That may be true. 

Mr. MCLEAN. The islands have been and are self-sustaining, 
I think that is the fact. 

Mr. KENYON. They are self-sustaining on the civil side. 

Mr. McLEAN. Senator Hoar made the further statement 
that thousands of soldiers lost their lives. I think the number 
was less than a thousand—something like 800. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator take into consideration the 
soldiers who served in the Philippine Islands and became sick 
and diseased, and died after their return? 

Mr. McLEAN. In the Spanish War those who died on the 
field of battle or of wounds in the Philippines, I think, num- 
bered 883. 

Mr. KENYON. I would not give one of them for the whole 
Philippine Archipelago. 


Mr. McLEAN. That is quite true, but the number is not a 
thousand. 
Mr. KENYON. I am always very much persuaded by the 


Senator from Connecticut, but I still believe that taking into 
consideration those killed and those who died from sickness 
after they came away it will run into the thousands. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I do not want to interrupt the Senator 
too often. 

Mr. KENYON, I am very glad to have the Senator interrupt 
me. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I should like to know if the Senator has 
any information as to the number of Filipinos who have been 
killed in the islands since their occupation by this country? 

Mr. McLEAN. I can state to the Senator from Mississippi 
that in the war the number was 16,000. I know at the time it 
was stated that the ratio was 16 to 1—— 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Sixteen thousand Filipinos and how many 
Americans? 

Mr. MCLEAN. Eight hundred and eighty-three. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. To what date does that come? Up to 
the present? 

Mr. McLEAN. That was during the period of insurrection 
until civil government was established. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Many have been killed since then, have 
they not? 

Mr. McLEAN. Very few. 

Mr. KENYON. Let me say to the Senator from Mississippi 
that Gen, Young, who was before our committee, said that not 
very long ago he was called upon to go into the mountains to 
get a number of them, and that they went up there and shot to 
death all the people who were in this particular corral. I asked 
him how many there were, but he did not seem inclined to state. 

Mr. HUGHES. There were about 300, including men, 
women, and children. I remember the incident very well, as 
it was reported in the newspapers at the time. 

Mr. KENYON. That particular incident? 

Mr. HUGHES. Yes; they were destroyed in the crater of 
an extinct voleano—men, women, and children, babes in arms. 
They were destroyed to the last infant, as I recall the published 
accounts in the newspapers. 


Mr. THOMAS. Do I understand they were shot down by the 
military forces of the United -States which represented the 
Government? 

Mr. KENYON. That was to get a bandit. 

Mr. THOMAS. And tọ get a bandit up in the mountains 
they killed those men, women, and children? 

Mr. KENYON. I will not take the responsibility of that 
statement of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. HUGHES]. 

Mr. VARDAMAN, I think the Senator from New Jersey 
should explain that a little. What he has stated is a matter 
of information to me. 

Mr. HUGHES. I do not want to explain it in the time of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. KENYON. Wait a moment. I want the Recorp to be 
correct. I do not want the Senator from Colorado to under- 
stand that the incident I referred to was the one referred to 
by the Senator from New Jersey; I know nothing about that. 
This was an incident cited before the committee, where the 
American troops went up into the mountains to get a bandit, 
and in the performance of their duty had shot men. 

Mr. HUGHES. The Senator and I were referring to the 
same incident that occurred probably something like eight 
years ago. I am not referring to a recent incident, It was 
one of the most horrible things that ever was enacted in the 
history of the civilized world. I was amazed at the time that 
the moral sensibilities of the Nation were not aroused to a 
greater extent than they were by that incident. The published 
reports of the officers of the United States with reference to 
that incident showed that it became necessary to bring in the 
inhabitants of a particular village. They were acting badly, 
as I understand; they were stealing and preying upon the 
country and conducting raids; and the United States forces 
were sent out to bring them in or to exterminate them. They 
chose the alternative of exterminating them. The last act of 
the drama was the gathering of the men, women, and children 
in the crater of an extinct volcano, where they were slain to 
the last infant. That was what the public press printed at 
the time. 

Mr. THOMAS and Mr. POINDEXTER addressed the Chair. 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. THOMAS.. Well, Mr. President, I merely rose to make 
an inquiry, which I think has been fully answered. While I am 
on my feet, however, I want to express the hope that the Senator 
will not overlook the fact—I am satisfied from my knowledge of 
the Senator that he will not—that this question is much more 
than one of money to the American people, as this incident so 
terribly illustrates. In the face of instances like that our 
criticisms of the horrors that some of the countries over in 
Europe are perpetrating upon defenseless peoples will be largely 
blunted. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, I want to say that I do not 
know whether the Army officers should be blamed for that. I 
have my doubts about that. The Senator will remember that 
when Burke arraigned Warren Hastings for crimes he had com- 
mitted and when Hastings was tried Erskine was such a skill- 
ful lawyer that he put the defense on the proposition that War- 
ren Hastings was not to be blamed; that the Government of 
England was to blame because they had carried out a system 
and scheme of colonization that made such things necessary 
to be done. If we are to carry out colonial government we can 
not blame the Army for doing the things they had to do to sub- 
ject another people to our form of government, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
furtlrer to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not attach any blame whatever to any 
individual or to any branch of the Government, or at least I did 
not intend to do so. I think such horrible events as that just 
mentioned are the inevitable and the necessary consequences of 
the imposition of foreign government and control over subject 
peoples against their consent. They are inseparable from the 
situation, and a government like ours, where every man is a 
citizen, or ought to be, ean not, without serious injury to its own 
institutions and without moral degradation, occupy the position 
of ruler by conquest of other peoples and other nations. Such 
instances as the one mentioned must necessarily occur, because 
those who are governed, if they have any spirit at all left in 
them, from time to time will assert by force their protest against 
conditions which are not the result of anything that they desire 
and which exist notwithstanding their own views and their own 
welfare. 

Mr. KENYON. I did not want it to appear in the Recorp 
that what I had said might be a reflection upon the Army, bes 
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cause I think it is a growth of the system, just as the acts in 
British India were the growth of English colonial schemes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I share that sentiment. I am very glad that 
the Senator referred to it, because I certainly had no intention 


of censuring or criticizing any particylar individual or official 
or any particular branch of the go ent. The surprise to 
me is that these instances have not been more frequent, as they 
will inevitably be more frequent unless we do something, and 
do something soon, in my judgment, to relieve the situation and 
give those people the right to govern themselves. 

Mr. KENYON. Along this military line, Mr. President, the 
question has now been suggested which comes to my mind, and 
it is this: Hawaii and Alaska are two of our possessions that 
we are never going to give up. The keeping of the Philippine 
Islands, if we became engaged in a controversy with any foreign 
netion particularly, weakens our ability to take care of Alaska 
and the Hawaiian Islands. Everybody with any military 
knowledge at all, or with any horse sense, knows that the Philip- 
pine Islands are a danger to us from a military standpoint. We 
could not protect them a day; and while we are willing to let 
them go if we can do so in an honorable way, there is not an 
American citizen who would be willing that any nation in the 
world should come and take them away from us. We would 
fight just as long as we had any men or any money to get them 
back, even if we did not want them. 

Then, there is another argument as to what is best for our 
Nation. We have a Monroe doctrine. Is it merely a selfish 
doctrine? Do we use the Monroe doctrine when it is for our 
benefit and violate it when it is for our benefit to do so? We 
go across the sea and colonize islands in the Orient, while at the 
same time we say to other nations, “ You shall not come on this 
Western Hemisphere and colonize here.” There is a great moral 
question involved in that. The development of a colonial form 
of government is a dangerous doctrine for our Republic. Other 
nations in the world have had some experiences in that line, I 
want to read into the Recorp what Gibbon says in his Decline 
and Fall of the Roman Empire as to that kind of government. 
He says: 

There is nothing more adverse to nature and reason than to hold in 
obedience remote countries and foreign nations in opposition to their 
inclination and interest. A torrent of barbarians may pass over the 
earth, but an extensive empire must be supported by a refined system 
of policy and ne phoneme n the center, an absolute power, prompt in 
action and rich in resources; a swift and easy communication with the 
extreme parts; fortifications to check the effort of rebellion; a 
regular administration to protect and punish; and à well-disciplined 
army to inspire fear, without provoking discontent and despair. 

A colonial form of government is contrary to the genius and 
the spirit and the history and the ideals of our Nation; and 
it is a constant menace, a constant danger from outside and a 
constant menace from the inside to the integrity of our people, 
because they may come to like the spirit of conquest and ac- 
quisition. So, Mr. President, it seems to me in discussing this 
question we can not be criticized because we take into con- 
sideration our own country. 

It is said here that we are our brother’s keeper. Yes; but.“ 
as the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wmrràms] so well said, 
“not with a club.“ Not only are we our brother’s keeper, but 
there is another Biblical quotation which might be apropos, and 
that is that he who provides not for his own “is worse than 
an infidel.” So I am only contending that we do have this 
right, whatever force there may be to it, to consider the inter- 
ests of our own country on this proposition just as well as the 
interests of the Filipinos. 

Mr. COLT. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator; certainly. 

Mr. COLT. The Senator several times has spoken of the 
moral responsibility of the United States. The Senator has 
given great study and thought to this subject, and I should like 
to ask him whether, in his opinion, we would be fulfilling what 
he terms “the moral responsibility of the United States” if 
on the ist of January, 1917, we should leave the Philippines? 
In other words, I should like to get the Senator’s views as to 
What he means by “the moral responsibility of the United 
States” toward the Philippines, and what that moral résponsi- 
bility calls upon us to do. 

Mr. KENYON. That is a question, I will say to the Senator, 
that has been very troublesome to me. There is a conflict in 
my mind between the moral responsibility and the doctrine of 
governments deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed. If we take the position that we are toward the 
islands in the relation of guardian to ward, then we must 
assume that they are incompetent in any way to make any 
agreement or contract as to their own welfare. I do not know 
whether we can do that. I do think—I can not get away from 
the proposition, because it is my faith and belief—that there is 


a moral trusteeship. I have never been able to get away from 
the proposition, and I never wish to get away from the propo- 
sition, that there is a great Divinity that shapes the affairs of 
men and the affairs of nations. It is hard to see it sometimes; 
I have not been able to see it in the European conflict; but I 
ean well believe that there was a great divine purpose to free 
the Philippine people from oppression, ignorance, and bondage, 
and that the moral trusteeship to carry out that purpose came 
to us. We may have had the same trusteeship as to Cuba. We 
solved that by declaring that of right they were entitled to their 
freedom; that Cuba had the right to be free and independent, 

President Taft before our committee spoke of that moral 
trusteeship, as did Dean Worcester. It is there. Have we ful- 
filled it? When will we fulfill it? I do not know. If you are 
guardian and your ward is poor and helpless, you may want to 
give up your guardianship; it may be costing you money and 
sacrifice and restless nights, but in honor bound you may feel 
that whatever it costs you as such guardian you must stand by 
that ward. When the ward has grown up, has become 21 years 
of age, your guardianship, your moral trusteeship, is relieved. 
Just when our moral p in the Philippines will be 
relieved I do not know. You have got to balance that against 
the act of forcing something on a people that they do not want, 
and of course you can answer that by saying that if they are 
wards they do not know what they want. It is a troublesome 
proposition. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I understood the Sena- 
tor to say a moment ago that he was not satisfied that the 
Philippine people desired independence. 

Mr. KENYON. No; I said I was not satisfied that some of 
the witnesses who came before the committee and spoke for 
independence really wanted independence. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Is the Senator satisfied that the Philip- 
pine people as a whole, as near as the desires of the great 
mass of the people can be ascertained, want independence? 

Mr. KENYON, I think there are great numbers of people 
in the Philippine Islands who do not know what Independence 
is, who think it is some general who is going to give them 
something; but I do think that, outside of the Americans who 
have gone in there, the educated people to a large extent desire 
independence, not now, but desire it ultimately, and desire a 
declaration of it now. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Does not the Senator think that it 
would be doing a great injustice to ourselves if we should 
aceede to the desires of the Philippine people to the extent of 
continuing to be responsible for them because they do not desire 
independence at this time, but at some future time they may 
desire independence, and so we will continue to act as their 
guardians and be responsible for them in a national sense? 
Does the Senator from Iowa think that, in the fulfillment of 
his duties as a representative of the American people in the 
Senate of the United States, he would be justified in voting 
for such a program as that? 

Mr. KENYON. To keep them until they are fitted for inde 
pendence? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. To undertake the responsibility of look- 
ing after those people for an indefinite time in the future be- 
cause they want us to do so, with a pledge that at some future 
time we will give them their independence? 

Mr. KENYON. Oh, not at all. Was there anything in what I 
said that gave the Senator that impression? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON. I did not intend to give such an impression. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understood the Senator was an advo- 
cate of the passage of this bill. 

Mr. KENYON. I am. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. And the bill in its title and in its pre- 
amble provides for that. That is the chief objection to the bill in 
my opinion. 

Mr. KENYON. When in our judgment it is for the permanent 
interest of the people in the Philippines that they should have 
independence, not when in their judgment it is to their interest. 
My notion is that we ought to say, When in our judgment they 
are fit for independence” or adopt some such preamble as that 
suggested by my colleague [Mr. Comins]. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator pardon an in- 
terruption? 

Mr, KENYON. Well, being as this is the first one, I will. 

Mr. CLAPP. I have been somewhat interested by the refer- 
ence to moral obligation. I want to ask the Senator if he 
would not acquiesce in this suggestion, that a part of the duty 
of the guardian to the ward is the moral education of the ward? 
The Filipinos are studying the books; they are learning what 
is in the books; but if they are ever to be fitted for government, 
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from our viewpoint and according to our standards of govern- 
ment, they ought to understand the morals of government, in- 
volving honesty, justice, and integrity. And is it not a part 
of the duty of the guardian to develop the moral education of 
the ward, and can that be done by our reiterated breach of prom- 
ise to these people? Can it be done, even without reference to 
the promise, by a nation which is in the attitude while pro- 
claiming the principles of liberty of holding an alien race in sub- 
jection against their will? I would submit that as a part of the 
morals involved in this question. A 

Mr. KENYON. I thank the Senator for that suggestion. Of 
course the ward will never grow up strong and healthy physi- 
eally or morally if the guardian always holds the ward’s hands. 
The ward needs discipline probably, but it needs to have the 
right to struggle to develop itself. The Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. WII HANS], in his wonderful way of illuminating 
propositions, made that very plain on Saturday last. The ex- 
periment of self-government is what they need. The child never 
will walk unless it puts its feet on the floor; you can not learn 
to paddle your own canoe if you never have a chance; you can 
not learn to swim if somebody always holds you up in the water. 
The little couplet does not work very well in practical life : 

Mother, may I go out to swim? Yes; my darling daughter. 
Hang your clothes on a hickory limb, but don’t go near the water. 

If the wards—if the people in the Philippines are wards— 
never get the opportunity of learning and struggling and work- 
ing out their own salvation and their own nationality and, as 
the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Craprr] suggests, their own 
morality and moral development, they will never be fitted for 
self-government. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me, he does not 
quite emphasize the point that I sought to place emphasis upon, 
and that is this: Assuming the relation of guardian and ward 
between us and the Filipinos, I do not see how they will ever 
learn the moral phase of the lesson, unless they cut away from 
us to learn it, so long as we hold before them the spectacle, 
the incongruous spectacle, of a nation professing to be based 
upon the principle of self-government, the principle of liberty, 
and yet keep an alien race in subjection against their will. 
They have got to go somewhere else to get their lesson in the 
morals of government. 

Mr. KENYON. They have learned that lesson from us, have 
they not? 

Mr. CLAPP. I am afraid they have, and it is an unfortunate 
lesson. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to his colleague? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I only desire to remind my colleague that 
in discussing the relation between a guardian and a ward he 
ought to remember that in the State from which he comes, 
and which, in part, he so well represents here, a,half-grown 
child, namely, one of 14 years of age, has a right to choose its 
own guardian. 

Mr. KENYON. Yes; I thank the Senator for that suggestion, 

Now, Mr. President, I wish I might finish to-night. I had no 
notion of taking this much time, but I have not been entirely 
responsible for it. The moral trusteeship question, which the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr, Corr] has suggested, I do not 
wish to leave just yet. Have we fulfilled that obligation? 
Have we fulfilled it to such an extent now that we can let 
these people go? We have built up for the Philippine people a 
wonderful commerce. The figures show that their trade has in- 
creased from $28,000,000 in 1899 to over $110,000,000. The in- 
crease of trade with the United States has been from $4,000,000 
to $50,000,000. We have given them sanitary training. Lep- 
rosy, which was common in the islands when we went there, 
has been practically eradicated. We have taught them how to 
build good roads; we have taught them sanitation; we have 
taught them agriculture, trade, and commerce; we have taught 
them high ideals. They have learned these things from us. 
We see the splendid picture of great school buildings through- 
out the islands, with hundreds of thousands of children in at- 
tendance. We have done a great work as guardian. Now, I 
do not know whether or not we have completely fulfilled our 
duty. If at this time we should let them go and trouble should 
arise such as has occurred in Mexico, we might have some feel- 
ing that we had not carried out our trusteeship to the point 
where we should have gone. I do not know. I am troubled 
about that. 

Mr. President, if we can have a preamble that expresses 
more clearly exactly what we are going to do with the Phil- 
ippines, I should be very glad to support it. Of eourse, we can 


not bind the future, except as it is in the last resort a question 
of honor and good faith of the American people; and the honor 
and good faith of the American people can always be counted 
upon, and so the solemn declaration of Congress in favor of 
independence for the Philippine people at some time would be 
carried out by those who follow us. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Towa yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. CHILTON. I do not want to interrupt the Senator in his 
splendid address, but I take it from something he said a while 
ago that probably he will not be able to finish this evening. The 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Srone] desires to move an executive 
session, and I suggest to the Senator from Iowa that this would 
be a convenient time, if he so desires, to suspend for the day. 

Mr. KENYON, I shall be very glad to suspend now. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. STONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 15 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
45 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tues- 
day, January 11, 1916, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 10, 1916. 
Coast GUARD. 

Third Lieut, Charles Eaton Anstett to be second lieutenant in 
the Coast Guard of the United States, to rank as such from Sep- 
tember 1, 1915, in place of Second Lieut. Archibald Howard 
Scally, promoted. 

Third Lieut. Thomas Sylvester Klinger to be second lieutenant 
in the Coast Guard of the United States, to rank as such from 
August 1, 1915, in place of Second Lieut. Le Roy Reinburg, pro- 
moted. 

Third Lieut. Frederick August Zscheuschler to be second lieu- 
tenant in the Coast Guard of the United States, to rank as such 
from June 16, 1915, in place of Second Lieut. Roger Chew Weight- 
man, promoted. 

PUBLIC HEALTH Service. 

Rupert Blue, of Marion, S. C., to be Surgeon General of the 

Public Health Service. (Reappointment. ) 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Frank B. Kinyon, of Boise, Idaho, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Boise, Idaho, vice Fred V. Tinker, whose term will ex- 
pire January 17, 1916. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE Navy. 

George B. Corcoran, a citizen of Massachusetts, to be an as- 
sistant surgeon in the Medical Reserve Corps of the Navy from 
the 18th day of December, 1915. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 10, 1916. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS. 


John L. Neeley to be United States attorney, northern dis- 
trict of Florida. 
L. Ert Slack to be United States attorney for the district of 
Indiana. 
Joseph W. George to be United States attorney, southern 
district of Mississippi. 
POSTMASTERS, 


ILLINOIS. 


J. B. F. Agnew, Augusta. 
James Ash, Lemont. 

Frederick K. Bastian, Fulton. 
John G. Bohlander, Hinsdale. 
W. Carroll Bush, jr., Pittsfield. 
John F. Bushmeyer, Colchester. 
William T. Byrnes, Grafton. 
William Campbell, Athens, 
James R. Cleary, Marengo. 
Joseph W. Davis, Harrisburg. 
John Dooley, Belvidere. 

A. P. Ferguson, Griggsville. 

G. W. Frame. Woodstock. 

M. J. Gibbs, Highwood. 

John Gilehrist, Utica. 

Francis S. Greenleaf, Savanna. 
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George H. Hart, Nauvoo. 
John E. Hayes, North Chicago. 
N. J. Highsmith, Robinson. 
Thomas J. Hopkins, Wenona. 
©, H. Johnson, Bower. 
T. J. Kelly, Seneca. 
H. M. Levering, Petersburg. 
T. B. Lyons, Winchester. 
Marion L. McCandless, Pinckneyville. 
Sarah McGinnis, Shabbona. 
J. O. Morris, Forrest. 
Charles E. Nicodemus, Forreston. 
Max H. Prill, Centralia. 
John F. Quinn, Joliet. 
Louis W. Richter, Melrose Park. 
Rolla L. Russell, Princeton. 
Charles J. Schmitt, Meredosia. 
J. M. Sheets, Oblong. 
Robert Sherrard, Oak Park. 
H. Bruce Shroyer, New Windsor. 
James H. Spiker, Bushnell. 
John J. Sweeney, Springvalley. 
Thomas J. Walsh, McHenry. 
John E. Wyatt, White Hall. 

NEW JERSEY. 


S. Dana Ely, Rutherford. 
Richard F. White, Perth Amboy. 


OHIO. 


Sherman A. Murry, Washington Court House. 
Harry E. Rice, Xenia. 


WEST VIRGINIA, 
S. C. Young, Charles Town. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, January 10, 1916. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

O Lord our God and our Father, whose blessings are beyond 
compare, “ Thou openest Thine hand and satisfiest the desire of 
every living thing.” The world is large enough and fruitful 
enough for all. Thou hast taught us how to live together in 
peace and harmony, but “man’s inhumanity to man makes 
countless thousands mourn.” Hasten the day when man’s 
humanity to man shall make countless millions glad. Heaven 
is ours now, but we make it hell by selfish ambitions, greed, 
and unholy desires. Forgive us our sins, we beseech Thee, and 
inspire us to the higher and nobler life in Christ Jesus our 
Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, January 8, 1916, 
was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested : 

S. 52. An act to provide for a commission to codify and sug- 
gest amendments to the general mining laws; and 

S. 2519. An act to encourage the reclamation of certain arid 
lands in the State of Nevada, and for other purposes. 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution was taken 
from the Speaker's table and referred to its appropriate com- 
mittee, as indicated below: 

S. J. Res. 51. Joint resolution appropriating money for the 
payment of certain claims on account of labor, supplies, ma- 
terials, and cash furnished in the construction of the Corbett 
Tunnel; to the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

II. R. 136. An act granting an extension of time to construct 
“a bridge across Rock River at or near Colona Ferry, in the 
State of Illinois; and y 

H. R. 4717. An act to authorize Butler County, Mo., to con- 
struct a bridge across Black River. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OCONA LUFTY RIVER, N. C. 


Mr. BRITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
changed the reference of the bill (H. R. 3675) to provide for the 


construction of a bridge across the Ocona Lufty River at Chero- 
kee, N. C., from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. What is the bill about? 

Mr. BRITT. It relates to the construction of a bridge on 
the lands of the Cherokee Indians in North Carolina, and is a 
bill in which the Indian Bureau is interested. I think it should 
be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Did the chairman of either committee 
recommend this? 

Nr. BRITT. It has not been formally recommended. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to know what the request is, 

The SPEAKER. The request is to take the reference of a 
bridge bill away from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce and refer it to the Committee on Indian: Affairs. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I do not know anything about the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill to build a bridge on Indian lands. 

Mr. MANN. Is the consent of Congress required because this 
is a navigable stream, or because it is on Indian lands? 

Mr. BRITT. It is because it is Indian lands. 

Mr. MANN, It is not a navigable stream? 

Mr. BRITT. It is a nonnavigable stream, an intrastate 
stream, and separates the land of the Cherokee Indians and the 
Government land on which the Indian school is located. It is 


desired to construct a bridge for the benefit of the Indians who 


cross this small stream, 

Mr. ADAMSON. If it is not a navigable stream, of course a 
change of reference is proper, but if it is a navigable stream it 
would not be proper. 

Mr. BRITT. It is a nonnayigable stream. It is the Ocona 
Lufty River, in North Carolina. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN, I will not object, but I think the gentleman is 
making a mistake if he wants to get his bill passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is this river recognized as a 
navigable river by the War Department? 

Mr. BRITT. No; it is a small stream running between the 
land of the Cherokee Indians and the Government land on 
which the Indian school is located, and the bridge is for the 
convenience of the Indians going back and forth from their 
reservation to the school and the Indian village. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Has it ever been under Federal 
improvement? 

Mr. BRITT. Yes. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman now asking for 
anything to improve that river? 

Mr. BRITT. We are asking for an appropriation of $15,000 
to build this bridge only. 

Mr. MANN. That is an Indian Affairs matter. 
1 Is this stream on the boundary of two 

ates? 

Mr. BRITT. It is not. It is within the State of North 
Carolina. ; 

Mr. MANN. This is to get an appropriation, which would 
come from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. ADAMSON, The gentleman from Texas asked the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina if the Government had made an 


expenditure to improve that stream. Has the Government at- 


tempted to improve the navigability of the stream? 

Mr. BRITT. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. ADAMSON. On the gentleman's statement that it is not 
a navigable stream, of course I can not object. 

The SPEAKER. This is entirely within the State of North 
Carolina. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That would not make any difference; if it 
was a navigable stream it would still be a navigable stream. I 
suggest that the gentleman let it lie over until we can look into 
the matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARRETT. Reserving the right to object, will the gentle- 
man from North Carolina accede to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia that the bill lie ever for the time being? 

Mr. BRITT. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina with- 
draws his request. 

RURAL POST ROADS. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, on Friday last, as the 
chairman of the Committee on Roads, I filed a report, as di- 
rected by that committee, on the bill (H. R. 7617) to provide 
that the Secretary of Agriculture, on behalf of the United 
States, shall, in certain cases, aid the States in the construction 
and maintenance of rural post roads. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. WaLSHI, of that committee, desires to file mi- 
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nority views, and I ask unanimous consent that he may do it 
at any time within five legislative days, but that that, of course, 
shall not interfere with the consideration of the bill if it should 
come up sooner. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WAsrH] have five legislative days in which to file minority 
views on the bill referred to. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 


Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Recor by printing an editorial 
from the Toledo Times entitled “A worthy bill,” on the subject 
of old-age pensions. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks by printing an editorial on the sub- 
ject of old-age pensions. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask immediate consideration 
oe bill H. R. 320, a bridge bill, which I send to the Clerk's 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, pending that I 
would like to ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in 
the Recorp by inserting therein a set of resolutions adopted by 
the Local Union of Mine Workers of America, together with the 
letter transmitting the same to me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JoHN- 
son] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record by printing certain resolutions and the letter transmit- 
ting the same to him. Is there objection? 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob- 
ject, I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky 
what the nature of those resolutions is? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The resolutions relate to the 
pointing of a report heretofore made by the Industrial Com- 
mission, 

Mr. BARNHART. Mr. Speaker, for the information of the 
gentleman I might say that the Committee on Printing has just 
had a meeting this morning and we are prepared to bring that 
report out. We have many resolutions of a similar kind lying 
on our table, and I trust the gentleman from Kentucky will 
withhold that request, and I am sure the committee will make 
a report on the bill that will be entirely satisfactory to all 
concerned. We have reached an understanding with respect to 
these unions, and if the gentleman will withhold his request I 
think by to-morrow we will be ready. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I am only comply- 
ing with the request of this organization, and therefore submit 
the request for unanimous consent to print. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. WATSON of Virigina. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the 
Committee on Labor I desire to submit a request for unanimous 
consent that that committee may be allowed to sit during the ses- 
sions of the House until the further order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WATSON] 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Labor be per- 
mitted to sit during the sessions of the House. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest to the gentleman that 
he prepare the ordinary resolution so the clerks will have it in 
proper form. 

Mr. WATSON of Virginia. I will say to the gentleman from 
Illinois that the committee was in session engaged upon a very 
important hearing and we did not have time to prepare a resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman can reduce it to proper form. 

Mr. WATSON of Virginia. I will do that. 

The resolution submitted is as follows: 

House resolution 82. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Labor be pee —— at during the 
sessions of the House until the further order of the 

The resolution was agreed to. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. For what purpese does the gentleman from 
Florida rise? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. To ask unanimous consent to address 
the House next Monday after the ordinary business is finished, 
te bes Pom interfere with any public matter, on the subject of public 

u 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK] 

asks unanimous consent to next Monday 


Mr. MANN. Next Monday is unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. After the transaction of the regular business 
of the House, that he may be allowed to address the House for 
one hour on the subject of public buildings. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. ADAMSON. If everybody else is through—— 
The SPEAKER, No; the Chair is going to recognize the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 
A Mr. ADAMSON. I wanted to yield to him, if I got recogni- 
on. 
LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker- 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Alabama rise? 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization to ask unanimous con- 
sent that it may sit during sessions of the House, and I will 
reduce that to writing and hand it to the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, it is for 
two days, namely, the 20th and 21st of this month. 

Mr. BURNETT. I will modify the request to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put it that way, then. The 
gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous consent that on the 
20th and 21st of this month the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization be authorized to sit during the sessions of the 
House. 

Mr. MANN. 
generally ? 

Mr. BURNETT. No; we did not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks that the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization be allowed to 
sit during the sessions of the House on January 20 and 21. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution agreed to is as follows: 

House resolution 83. 

Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization be 

granted permission to sit during the sessions of the House. 
BRIDGE ACROSS PEND OREILLE RIVER, IDAHO. 


Mr. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 320, a bridge bill, which 
I have sent to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
named. Is there objection? 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. LEWIS. To inquire as to priority in this matter. 

The SPEAKER. There are two or three little things which 
will take 5 or 10 minutes, and in the meantime the gentleman's 
audience will be increased. [Laughter.] The gentleman from 
South Dakota asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill H. R. 320, a bridge bill. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and the 
Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bil 5 R. 320) to authorize the county commissioners ef Bonner 
County, Idaho, to construct a bridge across Priest River 


Be it enacted, etc., That the county commissioners of Bonner ‘County, 
mstruct, mat and 


Did not this committee have this permission 


operate a bri an Ma ach Lange thereto, across Priest River at a 
point suitable to the interests of 5 in township 56 
ranges 4 and 5 went. Boise meridian, in the county of Bonner, in the 


State of Idaho, in accordance with the 


“An act to regulate the construction of b over navigable waters, 
avona March 2 


3, 1906. 
That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly 
The committee amendments were read, ns follows: 


The RR was taken, and the committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend- 
ment: Line 3, strike out the word “commissioners,” and after 
the word “ Bonner,” strike out the word“ County.” 7 

The SPHAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend, 1, line 3, by, „Striking out the word 22 commissioners, = 
and after word “Bo mner,” strike out the word “ County.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
the third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. DILLON. I move to amend the title by striking out the 
word “commissioners” and striking out the word “ County“ 
after the word “ Bonner” and striking out the word “ Priest” 
and inserting the words “ Pend Oreille.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Ditton, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER, GA, 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill H. R. 775. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAM- 
son] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
House bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 775) granting the consent of Congress to J. P. Jones and 
others to construct one or more bridges across the Chattahoochee 
Hives between the counties of Coweta and Carroll, in the State of 

eorgia. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to J. P. Jones, of the county of Coweta, or to the county of Coweta, 
or to the county of Carroll, all of the State of Georgia, acting jointly 
or separately, and their successors and assi to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge or bridges and approaches thereto across the Chat- 
tahoochee River at a point or points suitable to the interests of navi- 
gation, at or near Jones's ferry, also known as the old Moore ferry, or 
at Strickland's ferry, or at both, between the counties of Coweta and 
Carroll, in the State of Georgia, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over 
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I would like to inquire why the bill is framed giving the option 
to so many individuals to construct between these counties? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will say to the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, 
that the question is very natural. The bill deals with a very 
peculiar situation. The county of Coweta, on the east side of 
the river, has a good road down to Jones's ferry. West of that 
ferry, the Carroll people do not think the road is good, and so 
they have built a good road down to Strickland’s ferry, a mile 
and a half below. The counties can not agree on one bridge, 
because they can not agree at which ferry to build the bridge. 
Each county wants to build the bridge, and probably both will. 
It is certain that Jones will build one at his ferry. I do not 
think the counties are going to agree where to build it. We 
want the bridge, and we do not care if we have two. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Do I understand that you are granting the 
right to one Jones to build either or both bridges, and also the 
right to the counties to build either or both bridges? 

Mr. ADAMSON, I will say that Mr, Jones is a wealthy 
man, who owns the land on both sides at his ferry. He wants 
the bridge. He lives in Coweta County and wants the county 
to build the bridge if it will do so. Coweta County and Carroll 
County can not agree at which ferry to build the bridge. Jones 
says he is going to build a bridge, if we consent, unless the 
county does so. Carroll County is going to build one at Strick- 
land’s ferry. ‘Three parties have asked me to secure the consent 
of Congress to build, and I have dispensed with the necessity 
for three bills by including them all in one. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is merely a highway bridge? 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is all. There is a good railroad bridge 
below there, some 90 feet high. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The question 
is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ApAmson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER, STEUBENVILLE, OHIO. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, there are one or two other bills. 

1 do not see the authors or those who reported them. If I can 

get consent, I will call them up myself. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. NEZLY] 
is here. He has a bill. 
Mr. NEELY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

immediate consideration of House bill 3593. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3593) to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. 
to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steuben- 
ville, Jefferson County, Ohio. ; 
Be it enacted, cte.. That the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co., a cor- 

oration organized and existing under the laws of the State of West 

Virginia, is hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 


bridge and a oros ies thereto across the Ohio River, to and into 
Cross Creek district, in the county of Brooke, in the State of West 
Virginia, from the southern end of the city of Steubenville, in the 
county of Jefferson, State of Ohio, in accordance with the provisions 
of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges 
over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 


Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


expressly reserved. 

Also the following committee amendment was read: 

Page 1, line 5, after the word“ Virginia,” insert the words “its suc- 
cessors and assigns.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I consider it bad practice to take these bills up under unani- 
mous consent a week prior to the date when they are in order; 
but I do not intend to interpose objection at this time in the 
session on that account. I would like to inquire whether this 
bridge company has already obtained the consent of the State 
authorities to go ahead with the construction of this bridge, 
or is the initiative being taken here in Congress? And then 
do they intend to get the consent from the respective State 
authorities? 

Mr. NEELY. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin I 
am not informed in the matter. 

Mr. MANN. It is under the State law. Each of these States 
have laws covering that. 

Mr, STAFFORD. I do not know what the respective laws 
are. 

Mr. NEELY. I know of no State law in West Virginia that 
would require such authority to be obtained. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
says there is a State law that grants that consent. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the suggestion that there is 
nothing in the Ohio law that has to be consulted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STAFFORD. One further question. Is there objection 
to the construction of this bridge by any local association? , 

Mr. NEELY. None whatever. Mr. Speaker, a bill which is 
precisely the same as the bill under consideration here was 
passed by the Senate on January 7. It is Senate bill 2409. I 
ask unanimous consent that it be substituted and taken up in 
lieu of the bill under consideration. 

Mr. MANN. Where is the Senate bill? 

Mr. NEELY. It is on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. When was it brought over? 

Mr. ADAMSON. It was brought over Saturday, January 8. 

The SPEAKER. Does the chairman of the committee know 
whether it was referred to his committee or not? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I understood it was to be laid on the 
Speaker’s desk. I have not inquired in the committee room. 

Mr. MANN. If it is a Senate bill you had best let it go for 
the minute until you find out. It is privileged matter if there 
is a Senate bill on the Speaker's table. 

s: ar ADAMSON. All right. Let it go temporarily until it is 
ound. 

Mr. NEELY. I ask, then, that it go over temporarily until 
the Senate bill is found. 

The SPEAKER. When a bill comes over from the Senate and 
a gentleman wants it held on the Speaker’s table he ought to 
notify the parliamentary clerk or the Speaker, one or the other. 
Let this go over temporarily until we find out about it. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, there are two other bridge 
bills here, one introduced by Mr. Lanatey and one by Mr. 
Russett, if the House wants to take them up before the oratory 
sets in. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks you had better proceed 
with the oratory when you get through with the small matters. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, IOWA. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 73) to amend chapter 
231, known as the Judicial Code, act of March 3, 1911, volume 
36, United States Statutes at Large, section 81, page 1111, intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Towner]. It provides 
for a change of time for holding court in Judge Wade's dis- 
trict. I will say that there is no opposition to the bill on the 
part of the bar and the judge and the court officials. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Wess] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill H. R. 73, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill in full. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to call the gentleman's 
attention to the fact that on page 2, line 18, something is left 
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out. It does not make good sense. On line 18 it says, “ For 
the central division at Fort days in May and September.” 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, that is a mistake in copying. This 
is a copy of the Judicial Code so far as read. 

Mr. MANN. I suggest that you had better let it go over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. TOWNER. Yes. We will let the matter go over until 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the matter will be de- 
ferred until to-morrow. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. Brack, for one week, on account of illness. 

To Mr. Koxor, for one week, on account of illness in his 
family. 

POST-OFFICE AFFAIRS. 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order heretofore made, 
the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Lewis] is recognized for 
one hour. [Applause.] 

WHAT IS A DEMOCRAT? 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, the question is sometimes humor- 
ously asked, “ What is a Democrat?” and this seems an oppor- 
tune time to attempt to answer. Byron, the poet, said, “ De- 
mocracy—the devil was the first democrat” [laughter], while 
enthusiastic devotees have declared that the first democrat was 
the Carpenter of Nazareth. Now, we Democrats belong some- 
where between these extremes. Where is it? 

Herbert Spencer declared democracy to be the ultimate so- 
cial truth. The truth is, my friends, democracy is difficult to 
define, because it is not a dogma or a doctrine susceptible of 
formal statement. It may be better described as that great 
movement in history which has had for its object the elevation 
of the common man. It is a world aspiration; not a ritualistic 
profession, but a cardinal sympathy whose formulas change 
from age to age. Its ruling thought, its unvarying purpose, is, 
I say, the elevation of the common man. It seeks the temporal 
salvation of the plain people as religion seeks the spiritual sal- 
vation of us all. And let me say that a democrat, indeed, may 
belong to any party, may belong to any age; his cardinal char- 
acteristic is a sympathy with the common man, and if he strives 
to advance the movement, active throughout the ages, for the 
elevation of the plain man, then he is a democrat, however he 
may disguise himself by party phrases. 

“THE LEAST GOVERNMENT IS THE BEST GOVERNMENT.” 


I say the formulas of democracy change from age to age and 
are adapted to human circumstances like the maxims of a court 
of equity. A formula of the greatest democratic value in one 
set of human conditions may be totally out of place in another. 
And this is well illustrated in the experience of modern democ- 
racy. The crying evils and wrongs of the eighteenth century 
sprang from private and artificial monopolies, By royal grants 
and prerogative certain persons favored by the king were given 
a monopoly in the manufacture or sale of the necessaries of 
life, like salt, saltpeter, currants, iron, powder, furs, firearms, 
calfskins, lists of cloth, potash, vinegar, steel, brushes, pots, 
bottles, lead, oil, glasses,-paper, starch, tin, new drapery, Spanish 
wool, Irish yarn, and even gold and slaves. The holders of 
these monopolies used them to raise the prices on the people, 
and so incurred the ill will and the challenge of democracy. It 
fought these great monopolies, and its war cry was the formula, 
“The least government is the best government.” With it de- 
mocracy overthrew the private monopolies of that age and 
stripped the kings of Europe of their power to establish private 
monopolies. For the eighteenth century democrat the “least 
government“ meant no monopolies, no lettres de cachet, and in 
that sense meant also the best government. It was an age of 
the misuse of the functions of government for private ends, 

When the king got hungry for quick money he created and 
granted some favorite monopoly. And to get rid of these 
oppressions democracy invented its formula and with it de- 
stroyed monopolies and unlocked the gates to equal rights in 
trade. Is it not odd to hear men misusing this fine old maxim 
now to keep monopolies in private hands, especially the postal 
monopolies, from operation by the postal authorities under the 
Constitution? 

This eighteenth century aphorism was one of the most service- 
able formulas democracy has ever had. It has served its pur- 
pose, and served it gloriously, and to misapply it now in defense 
of its historical enemy, the private monopoly of our day, is 
profanation indeed. 
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NINETEENTH CENTURY FORMULAS. 


The democratic philosophy is affirmative as well as negative, 
constructive as well as eliminative, and requires something more 
than“ don'ts ” for its realization. It has its “ do’s,” its construc- 
tive as well as its negative commands to utter. To realize its 
aims there are things—constructive things—it must do as well 
as things prohibited, just as with the average human being. 
The eighteenth century work of democracy was eliminative in 
character; it had to destroy certain abuses. The nineteenth 
century democracy had positive duties to discharge, and it 
framed its formulas accordingly. 

EQUAL RIGHTS TO ALL} SPECIAL PRIVILEGES TO NONE, 

Unquestionably this great maxim is the best statement of 
democratic duty. Special privileges, offensive monopolies, it 
still condemns, and for a century American democracy has bat- 
tled with the beast of special privilege falsely called the “ pro- 
tective tariff.“ Sometimes democracy, sometimes the beast, is 
triumphant, but the fight of democracy will go on until its pur- 
pose is achieved. But the program “ equal rights to all.” How 
is that to be realized? My answer is that its realization calls 
for the constructive element in democracy. This movement in 
history which has its mind on the elevation of the common man, 
not merely by preventing unjust attacks upon what he has but 
through constructive measures, enables him to enjoy along 
with superman the developmental advantages and agencies of 
advancing civilization. 

CONSTRUCTIVE DEMOCRACY. 

Your superman will take care of himself, but where human 
selfishness is involved unfortunately he can not be trusted to 
take care of others outside the circles of his blood or friendship. 
It is democracy’s mission to pfotect the rights of the common 
man. How? Well, on the negative side by abolishing any 
special privileges in others, on the constructive side by pro- 
viding the common man with the opportunities necessary to 
realize his rights. Let us see what this means in practice. The 
common man can not build roads for himself like the lord of 
the manor. Well, sir, democracy takes possession of all the 
roads and builds a road to every man’s house, over which 
traverse your superman and your common man upon conditions 
of equal opportunity and so of equal rights, Again, the priceless 
gems of education giving access to the accumulated knowledge 
of the world. For this the equal right was granted and then 
denied by the want of educational opportunity to the masses. 
They had not the money to pay for private tutors. Democracy 
provided the opportunity. In the name of society it established 
the common school, where all the children of men may have 
their vision opened to the science of our time. And, again, man 
has need to communicate with his fellows beyond the reach of 
look or voice. The fortunate, or the superman, could afford his 
own courier, which the common man could not, or pay the price 
exacted by private persons for such service. Democracy again 
supplied the opportunity. It establishes a postal service 
actually reaching to the ends of the earth, over which the 
message of the common man moves with the same celerity as 
his more fortunate brother's and at rates which all can pay. 

In the courts of democracy “ equal rights” mean something 
more than paper rights, or rights which exist only on paper— 
rights which the masses have not the facilities to.enjoy. They 
mean realized rights, and democracy knows they must be 
realized before they can be justly called “ equal.” 

Equal rights, then, do not mean merely the like legal privilege to 
enjoy a wholesome common advantage, but the placing of that 
advantage on a plane where the plain people can actually reach 
and enjoy it. This I affirm is the mission of democracy. It is 
its mission as sustained by history; it is its mission as defined 
by hope. Democracy esteems and applauds the superman, but 
it loves the plain people, yet while it is striving to elevate him 
to the great dignity of his species, it does nothing to pull down 
the genius or the man of achievement. The common road has 
not hindered his travel; it has smoothed and extended it. The 
common school has not lessened his horizon; it has brightened 
it. And the postal courier has not obstructed his messenger, 
but has relieved him of his burden and multiplied his feet a 
million times. And your supermen themselyes—what institution 
can claim more of them than are found in the annals of 
democracy? The men like John Stuart Mill, like Thomas 
Jefferson, who knew that service of their fellow man gave the 
surest title to true greatness. 

AGENCIES OF CIVILIZATION. 

What is the lesson we learn from history of the mission of 
democracy. It is that the grant of equal rights to the citizen 
imposes the duty of providing, when practicable, for the actual 
enjoyment of such rights, otherwise the rights are not equal 
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rights or rights at all. They are mere mockeries, mere lawyers’ | 
quibbles. This is true of all those advantages of existence and 
great agencies of civilization which are susceptible of common 
enjeyment, and of which the developing resources of society 
permit of an equal use. Democracy is wedded to no ism, to 
individualism, to communism, or to socialism when the question 
of method is to be solved. It is not a one-fingered philosophy, 


not a one-geared machine. What it demands is that the com- 
mon blessings of life shall be made susceptible of enjoyment by 
the common man in fulfillment of its motto, “ Equal rights to 
all.” It adopts such social methods to achieve its great purpose 
as reason and experience approve. And, gentlemen, this means 
the condemnation of agencies which may be found deficient or 
insufficient for its purpose. Democracy pronounced this sen- 
tence on the private road, it pronounced it on the private school, 
and on the private carrier of the written communication. They 
were weighed by democracy and found wanting in capacity to 
sufficiently serve the human family. And democracy has re- 
cently pronounced the same sentence on the private express car- 
rier. Let us see what it said about the express companies and 
then judge it by the facts of recent history. 


THE PARCEL POST. 


The express companies had been in operation for generations, 
with the most desirable shipping rights over the railways. They 
therefore had a fair chance to make good. Now, democracy 
charged that they were insufficient; that is, inefficient. They 
failed to reach the farm, most in need of the package service; 
and as to the urban population, they denied transportation to 
half the traffic by charging prohibitive rates; in short, they | 
were doing only a half man’s work and giving a grossly inade- 
quate discharge of the package seryice. It then established the. 
people’s express service—the parcel post—to remedy this con- 
dition. 


Comparative parcel post and cxpress rates. 
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This parcel post has been in operation three years, What does 
experience of the results say? Here are the facts: 

In 1912, the year before the parcel post, the express companies 
carried 317,000,000 packages. That represented their total serv- 
ice in that year in moving the potential package traffic of the. 
country. It was about three parcels per capita, for which they 
secured an average rate of 50 cents per package. In 1915 these 
companies carried 280,000,000 pieces—at 48 cents each—and the 
parcel post carried 400,000,000 pieces—at 14 cents each, counting ` 
only packages of a pound and more. In three years the traffic 
Jeaped from 817,000,000 te nearly 700,000,000 packages—from 
three packages to seven per capita, in 1915, of which four were 
moved by the parcel post. Four per capita by the three-year-old 
rival, as against less than three per capita by the time-trained, 
if not the time-honored, private express agency. Efficiency! 
What crimes are committed in thy name!” For 40 years the 
people were denied this service, because it was asserted falsely 
that the post office was not efficient enough to do this work of 
the express companies, Now we find that the express companies 
were killing more traffic than they carried, were performing only 
about half the function, and, call the statement demagogic if 
you will, it is a true statement ; the traffic they refused to carry 
was the common-man's traffic. It was traffic that could pay 14 
cents per package to the Postal System but could not pay 50 
cents to the companies, not to speak of the postal Rural Route 
Service necessary to carry the package to the farmer on more 
than a million miles ef daily route. So much for the efficiency | 
wf these de facto parcel posts, the express company adjuncts | 
to the postal function, 


Now, how about the economy of these transportation rivals 
in the package field? This is a point of the greatest importance. 
The express companies lost $2,500,000, they say, on the 1915 
trafic, and recently secured, on this ground, an advance of their 
rates from the Interstate Commerce Commission. Their state- 
ment shows that they secured 48 cents for each piece, and that it 
cost them 24 cents each to handle it, It cost the Postal System 
less than 5 cents each to handle its most expensive parcel, the one 
of 3 pounds and more in weight, that required the aid of vehicle 
delivery. Six censuses of the parcel-post traffic have been taken, 
for a half month in April and October of each year, and they 
show a progressive decline of the cost of parcel vehicle delivery 
from 39 mills to 28 mills per parcel, and this while the costs to 
the companies have been going up. $ 

If the cost, 2 cents a parcel for “pick up” and 2 cents more 
for “collection of the rate from the consignee” (services the 
companies give, but the post has not yet given), be added, it 
appears that the Post Office could handle its package (giving 
all the facilities granted by the companies) at 9 cents, and 
the heavier express package at 12 cents, against the 24 cents 
which it costs the companies. The experience shows that if 
the Post Office were given the express traffic it could make a 
profit of some thirty millions a year, at their rates, and paying 
the railways what they now receive of the companies, 

But does the parcel post pay? Yes; about 25 per cent on 
the average, and the larger the package the greater the profit. 
The parcel that calls for wagon delivery weighs an average of 
54 pounds. It costs less than 5 cents for all postal processes 
and 6 cents for railway pay—11 cents in all. The Postal Sys- 
tem received for it 18 cents, leaving 7 cents profit. 

; economy; it is hardly necessary to say more, 
The express company is obviously delinquent under both 
standards, while democracy's establishment, the parcel post, 
has given us proof of incomparable achievements in both. It 
has cut the operation cost per parcel to less than half by ex- 
press, it reaches the 25,000,000 rural population, and has more 
than doubled the package traffic. Thus is democracy’s p 


urpose 
j for the common man realized, and its wisdom in the selection 


of economic methods justified by results. Your common man 
had an “equal right” to have his package carried, but the 
companies carried only for those who could pay their rates, 
only three out of the seven parcels potential, whereas the Swiss 
parcel pest carries 10 per capita, probably the figure our parcel 
post will attain when fully developed. 

The House to-day realizes its great need for additional 
revenue. If the Post Office Department will expand the parcel 
post to its normal dimensions as is done in other countries 
there is awaiting it a profit of from $30,000,000 to $35,000,000. 

Somebody asked does the parcel post pay, a very proper 
question. Let us see about that. We have 5 cents, the cost of 
handling the parcel. Then we have railway pay for 54 pounds, 
which costs 6 cents more. You can compute it yourself. The 
new traffic is costing about 6 cents a ton-mile, or a cent a 
pound for 333 miles. That is the out-of-pocket expense, for 
under the sliding scale this is the rate we are paying the rail- 
ways on parcel traffic. 

The country thought that the express companies were mak- 
ing egregious profits in their time. I want to inform the House 
that no express company in the history of the country has 
ever made one-half the profits out of the small parcels that the 
Post Office is making at this moment. At least 25 per cent of 
the parcel-post receipts represent profit to the service. 

We have had enough experience with it now to satisfy the 
most timid man that the clause in the substitute bill passed 
by. this House, giving the Postmaster General the power to 
change the weight limit, the size limit, the rates, the zones, and 
all the conditions of the service, is a power very wisely placed 
as judged by the result, and that he ought to exercise that 
power to cover the whole parcel-post function of transportation, 
as abroad, and give the farmer who is on the farm where the 
express service can not reach an equal right to transportation 
in small shipments. That means, at least, a weight limit of 
100 pounds. It means also a size limit, say, of 2 feet square. 
And it means, besides, the collecting of the rate on delivery, 
and that, as the President promised in his inaugural address, 
“the United States should be given a parcel post equal to that 
of any other country in the world.” Now, the weight limit in 
all these other countries, except England, runs from 100 to 132 
pounds, 

In Germany, in Austria, in Belgium, in Norway, in Sweden, 
and elsewhere the weight limit is set at 100 pounds and up. 
In England, it is true, it is only 11 pounds, but in England they 
never had the occasion for a parcel-post service that we have 


had in this country. Let me tell you why. In England the 
railroads deliver and collect the class traffic from all points they 
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reach, and they graduate their rate down to 2 pounds, and as low 
as 8 cents for the service, whereas in the United States the rate 
is graduated down only to 100 pounds for railroad service and 
the lowest rate is a quarter of a dollar. 

Mr. Speaker, I am here to-day to tell, in my feeble way, the 
economic romance of the parcel post in this country. It has 
dispelled all doubt as to American postal efficiency. It found 
a field in which the private servitor was doing only three- 
sevenths of his work, less than a half-man service, and it took 
this small parcel with the small rate that the express company 
could not move without bankruptcy, and it is moving it to-day 
with a tremendous profit. The Bible says the servant is worthy 
of his hire. Judged by every test of efficiency, of extension of 
service, of economy in the performance of that service, the 
postal establishment is entitled to the full field of operation, 
with regard to the small shipment, and if it is given that field 
this country will find within a year’s time that some $30,000,000 
of net revenue will have been added to its Treasury. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Is it not the claim of the railroad com- 
panies that this service is now being rendered for the Post 
Office Department without adequate compensation? 

Mr. LEWIS. I do not think it is now the claim of the rail- 
roads that that is so. There was complaint for a time; but 
three sections of the country have been weighed since the 
parcels post went into effect. I ought to add, however, in justice 
to the subject, that if the parcels post is extended to the hundred- 
pound weight limit (and only 5 per cent of express packages 
exceed that in weight), then we ought to have, in my judgment, 
not quadrennial weighings but annual weighings, and I believe 
also under such circumstances the railroads ought to be relieved 
of the burden of delivering the mails under the 80-rod provision. 
It so happens, however, with respect to railway pay, that under 
the effect of this sliding scale we are paying so nearly as can 
be ascertained some 6 cents a ton-mile, barring rural post offices. 
The express companies are paying about the same rate, on the 
average, to the railroads for carrying their trafic. The trouble 
is that in one section of the country they may be paying as high 
as 8 and in another section as low as 4 cents, but 6 cents a ton- 
mile about expresses the average for the different sections of 
the railroad field. 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. HOWARD. Up to what limit would the gentleman sug- 
gest that the Government exercise monopoly on its packages in 
the parcel-post service? 

Mr. LEWIS. Up to 100 pounds, but I would not say mo- 
nopoly. We do not need any monopoly in the contest with the 
express company. We supplant them the moment the condi- 
tions and facilities of transportation are made equal. People 
do not realize that the postal establishment instead of being 
an inefficient institution is, indeed, one of the most efficient 
working organizations on the face of the earth. Even before 
the parcel post was established it was moving the average mail 
piece at a cost of a cent and a third per piece, and moving it over 
a million miles of rural routes, 250,000 miles of railway, and 
from once to even nine times a day over 150,000 miles of town 
and city streets and avenues. 

Mr. Speaker, the parcel post has earned a right to be heard, 
and it demands its right to do a full-fledged parcel service— 
to have the regular weight limit of 100 pounds, and also the 
pick-up service. 

Mr. ESCH. What effect would a pick-up or collection service 
in connection with the parcel post have upon the patronage of 
that service by the citizens? 

Mr. LEWIS. I think a very great effect, I will say to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ESCH. Such an effect that it might still greatly reduce 
the competition of express companies in the field of the Parcel 
Post Service? 

Mr. LEWIS. Oh, certainly so; where the rates are at all 
equal, say a 20-cent parcel-post rate and 25-cent express rate, 
the citizen will call up the express company to get his package. 
We are losing millions for want of a “ pick-up” and “ collect” 
of the rate from the consignee. 

PROPGSALS FOR PAKCEL-POST DEVELOPMENT. 

Weight limit: One hundred pounds for pick up and delivery; 
no limit when package delivered to and collected from railway 
terminal by shipper. 

Size limit: Eighty-four inches, measuring the length and half 
the girth combined. 

Pick up: When postage on shipment is not less than 15 cents. 

Insurance: Graduation of insurance rate from 3 cents mini- 
mum to 15 cents for $100, 

“Collect”: Privilege of “collect” on rate from consignee 
when postage is not less than 21 cents, the consignee to pay 


fee therefor at rate of 10 per cent of postage to be charged; 
minimum, 4 cents; the consignor to guarantee postage. Farm 
products direct from farm, no extra charge. 

Classification: Parcels of first-class mail in single bundles 
directed to noncity-delivery offices may be sent if bearing “ drop- 
letter ” postage plus parcel rate. Any statement relating to 
contents of parcel may be inclosed within the parcel. Any 
mail piece exceeding 4 ounces in weight and marked “ fourth 
class ” or “ parcel” may be posted at parcel rates. 

Zones: The zones shall each be 50 miles in extent and be 
based on the present units. 

Rates: First 50 miles, one-half cent per pound, plus 10 cents; 
farm products, plus 4 cents; minimum rate, 15 cents; farm 
products, 5 cents, Each additional 50 miles, 2 mills per pound 
or 5 pounds for a cent. No rate to exceed 12 cents per pound. 
Actual distances by rail to be taken up to 300 miles. 

With the definite experience before us. we can say that the 
above rates would yield about 25 per cent profit. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Formerly the department officials, and 
I believe the gentleman himself has so stated, stated that the 
average amount paid the railroads for weight of the mails 
would be 10 cents per ton-mile? 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes. 

Mr. STEENERSON. The gentleman has now stated that 
the average is only 6 cents per ton-mile. 

Mr. LEWIS. Yes; and I am glad the gentleman has called 
my attention to that. 

Mr. STEENERSON. Has the gentleman explained the rea- 
son for this lower estimate? 

Mr. LEWIS. No; but I will do so now. The last statement 
we had of the cost of railway pay was for April, 1913. With 
a view now to answering the statement formerly made by me, 
I will state that it showed that the average paid the railways 
was 10 cents a ton-mile. 

Very well. Since that time some two or three, at least. two, 
sections have been reported. Gentlemen perhaps are familiar 
with the very complex scale of pay under which the railroads 
receive compensation for carrying the mails. If the weight 
of the mails per day should be as low as 50 pounds on a par- 
ticular route, the post office may have to pay as high as $1.50 
per ton-mile, but then as you reach a daily weight of 48,000 
pounds or more, the pay on that weight is about 5.27 cents per 
ton-mile. During the summer, I will say to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Steenrrson], after exhaustive study the effect 
of this sliding scale became apparent to me. The effect is that 
the cost of any new traffic added, say from this date on, or 
indeed from the date of the parcel post itself, when divided 
into the additional compensation pay, amounts to about 6 cents 
per ton-mile, barring railway post-office pay. The sum of the 
added traffic moves on the low rates, so that future additions 
to the postal traffic under existing law will move, not at 10 
cents a ton-mile, but move at something like 6 cents per ton- 
mile, which is above the rate paid by the express companies, 


THE ELECTRICAL COMMUNICATION, 


Equal rights to all. Equal rights to all. Is this great canon 
of Democracy realized in the use of the telegraph and tele- 
phone? Dothelimitations of private monopoly permit the masses 
to utilize these instruments of communication according to 
their means and their needs; this régime of private monopoly 
which still lingers in this part of our postal system after its 
eviction by the postal system of practically’ every country but 
our own? Does the common man enjoy real equal rights to use 
either, or, as with the express company, is he barred from the 
equal right to use them by their prohibitory rates? 


TELEGRAPH RATES. 


Before the parcel post we had the highest parcel rates. They 
are now among the lowest in the world. But we still have the 
highest telegraph rates. They run from 25 cents to $1. Where 
the post conducts the telegraph they run from 12 cents to 
24 for the longest distances. Here are the averages for Europe 
and the United States: 

For 150 miles in Europe 12 cents, the United States 25 cents; 
250 miles in Europe 12 cents, the United States 30 cents; 
700 miles in Europe 12 cents, the United States 50 cents; 
8,000 miles in Australia 24 cents, the United States $1. 


TOLL RATES. 
Our toll or long-distance telephone rates are even more immod- 
erate. They run from three to seven times as high as the postal 


telephone rates of other countries. Here is a statement of the 
nyerage rates for nine countries on the Continent of Europe: 


Distance in miles 100 300 400 500 Too 
Continental rate $0. 20 0.387 $0.39 0.46 $0.53 
American rate $0.60 $1.80 $2.40 $3.00 $4.20 
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That is, for 100 miles we pay three times, for 300 miles five 
times, for 400 miles six times, and for 700 miles eight times 
the ordinary rate on the Continent of Europe for a three-minute 
conversation. 

Mr. Speaker, I am obliged to make a sensational statement 
about these long-distance rates. It costs the American as much 
to ship his long-distance conversation over the wires, mile for 
mile, as it costs him to ship a ton of freight over the rails. The 
railroads get on the average 7 mills a mile for moving the ton of 
freight. The telephone company charges 6 mills a mile for carry- 
ing the three-minute conversation. Gentlemen can realize how 
weighty their conversations sometimes are. They weigh about a 
ton on the long-distance wires. [Applause.] 

Mr. SNYDER. In your comparison of long-distance rates 
in the United States with rates on the Continent of Europe, do 
you attempt to maintain that the efficiency is equal or that the 
service is as good? 

Mr. LEWIS. There are two kinds of service in the other coun- 
tries. We have only one here. Abroad they give two kinds of 
service. If you are the superman that wants the quick service 
and will pay the double rate, you can get the “instantaneous 
service,” but if you are an ordinary man or your affair is an 
ordinary affair, you can get these low rates of which I speak. 
The Bell system has rates only for the superman—for the Pack- 
ard man. Its Ford facilities are entirely denied. [Applause.] 
I am using their own allegory, not niy own; but their own alle- 
gory condemns them from the standpoint of democracy. 

SOCIAL RESULTS. 

Mr. Speaker, what is the result of these rates? Well, sir, it 
is just the same result as by express. Taking the telegrams and 
long-distance messages together, other countries use the wires 
from two to four times as often as we do. Denmark shows 17 
such messages per capita and New Zealand 12; we show only 3. 
While we rank first in the use of the letter—101 per capita—12 
outrank us in the combined use of telegrams and long-distance 
messages. And while our companies maintain only one tele- 
graph office to seven post offices, these postal institutions main- 
tain two telegraph offices for every three post offices. This is 
the penalty the masses must pay, an almost complete deprivation 
of service, that private monopoly may own this part of the 
Postal Service; the highest rates and the lowest service among 
the nations. 


A POSTAL TELEPHOXE. 

“There is a road to every man’s house. There ought to be a 
telephone on the inside,” said the president of the Bell telephone 
system. True, very true. But it was democracy that built 
these roads to every man’s house, and it will have to be democ- 
racy that strings the wires, the postal wires, into the common 
man’s home. The resources of society are quite sufficient. He 
has an equal right, then, to the use of this great agency of 
civilization. Democracy will actualize this right for him by 
postalizing the telephone and telegraph. 

How can the right be made equal? By providing a local rate 
so low that the humblest citizen can pay it, to call the doctor 
or to call the farmer and buy his table necessaries direct, by 
parcel post, at their first price and their first smell. Postal 

- telephones give this low rate. The average local rate of postal 
systems, including the independents in the United States, is less 
than a cent a call. Any man can afford to pay that, and our 
postal system could give that rate with a profit and give a 
greatly improved service, using the automatic telephone. A cent 
a call postal rate would equalize every man’s right to the tele- 
phone service, just as our postal rates have done. 

But how stands the facts to-day? Let us take the city of 
Baltimore, which is fairly typical of our American cities. The 
lowest rate obtainable there for a two-party business and resi- 
dence phone is at an annual sum of $24, giving 360 calls, at 
7 (6.66) cents per eall. If you want more calls, you can have 
them, above 360 to 1,800, at 5 cents each, and above 1,800 to 
5,400, at 4 cents each. Now, the unlimited rate for the city of 
Berlin, for an exclusive service, with four times the population 
of Baltimore, is $42.84, or 80 cents a hundred calls. The Balti- 
more busines man pays $174 for 5,400 calls. 


This Baltimore rate exceeds the flat-rate tariffs ($160) of 


London and Paris combined and equals the combined unlimited 
tariffs for Christiania, Stockholm, The Hague, Copenhagen, 
Auckland, Amsterdam, and Rotterdam. Instead of running 
below the letter rates, as with postal systems, our local telephone 
rates run with the street-car fare. It is $48 for the first 600 
calls in New York and Washington, 8 cents a call. You can 
send a 4-pound parcel from Baltimore to New York for 8 cents 
by post (27 cents by express) and the post will deliver it and 
make about 1 cent profit. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 10, 


It is pertinent now to discuss the effect of these local rates on 
the popular use of the telephone. Well, in 1911 Baltimore had 
43,000 telephones; each was used but 993 times (calls) in the 
year, while the average for the country is over 2,000 calls. The 
phone in Washington, at rates higher than Baltimore's, repre- 
sented only 822 calls per annum. That is, the private-rate 
methods prevent those who pay for their telephones from using 
them for more than half of their potential demand. The people 
of Baltimore had to do with 71 calls per capita, as against 156 
calls per capita for the rest of the country. 

Let us recur a moment to the comparison between Washington 
and Baltimore. Rates of $3.53 per 100 calls meant a phone 
utilization of 993 calls in Baltimore. Rates of $4.22 per 100 
calls meant only 824 calls in Washington. That is, to increase 
the rate of Baltimore 20 per cent, to that of Washington, would 
reduce the phone utilization by 173 per cent. The company 
would secure the same gross revenue with slightly reduced ex- 
change expense and the subscriber 173 per cent less service for 
the same payment. Conversely, you reduce the Washington 
rates by 20 per cent to correspond with Baltimore and you 
raise the utilization by 174 per cent. The experience of the 
great Bell System shows that an average per 100 calls 

Washington at $4.22 means 824 calls, 44,000 per employee. 

Baltimore at $3.53. means 933 calls. 

Bell system at $1.86 means 1,747 calls, 65,000 per employee. 

Independent at $0.86 means 2,055 calls, 111,000 per employee. 

e OAI at $0.62 means 2,332 calls, 118,500 per em- 
ployee. 

Here is a law of increasing returns, on the economic side, 
probably without a parallel. What it means is that if you ought 
to allow as much as 7 per cent return to secure private in- 
vestors—I do not see how you can fairly expect them for less 
you will have to scale your rates somewhere near those in Bal- 
timore, and kill half the working capacity of the phone and the 
operative personnel. But if you had a fixed charge of only 3 
per cent to pay, especially with the automatic telephone in use 
by postal systems, a cent a call, with the high utilization would 
produce sufficient revenue for all purposes. 

Mr. FOCHT. I quite agree with the gentleman in respect to 
the excessive tolls on the telephone, and how they hamper and 
hinder business, and I would like to inquire—I did not gather 
the gentleman's conclusion with reference to the low cost at 
which the Government was able to handle the parcel-post 
business. 

Now, as to the inability of the express companies, do you 
assign that to their lack of ability and efficiency, or to over- 
capitalization, or some species of graft? 

Mr. LEWIS. I assign it to laws of their nature. The postal 
establishment is governed by a public-service motive. The 
private investor goes into a field with a private investor’s mo- 
tive. He would not last long in the field unless he sought to 
secure all he could in the way of profit. We know as men of 
affairs that there is a law of private finance as distinct as may 
be from a law of public finance. For example, let us take this 
local telephone rate, to which I am coming, for an illustration. 

The average use of a telephone by the independent companies 
in the United States is 2,055 calls a year, at a rate of 86 cents 
per 100 calls, with 111,000 calls per employee per year repre- 
senting the service of the personnel under that kind of rate and 
utilization. But in order to get the 2,000 calls per year on the 
phone the independents are giving a rate that is less than a 
cent a call. 

Now, we come to the city of Washington, which is paying 
4} cents a call, a little over four times the independent rate. 
The telephone in Washington is used only 824 times a year 
and the employees handle only 44,000 calls per annum. The 
rate determines the working output of plant and personnel. 

Now, then, we come to the motive. Your private investor in 
the city of Washington is making, say, 8 per cent profit out 
of his system of rates. I am not sure that he ought to get 
less. I do not think I would like to put any of my money into 
any such enterprise that did not promise something like 7 or 8 
per cent. So it is a law of the nature of the private investor 
that requires him to make these rates what they are. But 
suppose Gen. Burleson were introduced into this field in Wash- 
ington, and he were told, “ Your phone here is used only 800 
times a year. Its normal use, as indicated by the rest of the 
country, is 2,000 times a year. If you reduce the rate from 
4 cents to 2 cents, the service will double, and you will not get 
quite as much revenue out of it as you did at 44 cents, but 
what you lose in one pocket you will gain in the other pocket, 
by doubling service to the public, and the public and the post 
office are convertible terms. If you double the service on one 
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hand and you lose 5 per cent in revenues on the other, from the 
staudpoint of the postal estublishment, your gain is 95 per cent, 
and you have actualized the equal right of the common man to 
use a telephone. 

It so happens, although the subject is too complex for oral 
statement, that the difference between a required profit of 8 
per cent and the required interest rate of 3 per cent on the in- 
vestment would probably, with the aid of the automatic tele- 
phone, enable the postmaster to give not a 4-cent, not a 3-cent, 
not a 2-cent, but ultimately 1-cent-a-call rate for this great city. 
The rate in other countries tends to run about half the letter- 
postage rate. 

Now the homes of the mə ses are nearly as bereft of the tele- 
phone service as they were of the express. The postal institu- 
tion is the agent to popularize these agencies of communication. 
It has a genius for doing small things cheaply and well, the 
small things that deter the timid private investor, and it can 
actually make its wholesale price its retail price. Now, it is the 
postal object not merely to confer equal rights in form, It so 
organizes its services, so formulates its ratcs, as to remove any 
economic barrier to its use. The common man has realized his 
“equal right” to use any form of the postal service. Its rates 
are adopted to his means. A cent-a-call rate will put the phone 
in every home. Can there be any doubt that we should postalize 
the communication as we did the parcel and thus realize the 
rights of the plain man? 

Two lines of attack only are made on the postal program. It 
is argued that there are more telephones in use per capita in 
the United States than in postal telephone countries. This is 
not true for Canada and elsewhere. It is not true for Maryland, 
with its 67 phones per 1,000, against 171 in Iowa—Maryland 
ranks twenty-ninth among the States. But even where it is 
true it is explained by our greater social wealth, which is the 
guaranty that we can have a telephone in, as we have a road to, 
every man’s house. We have one-fourth of the horses in the 
world, two-thirds of the automobiles, and our postal system 
carries approximately as many letters as all the countries of 
Europe. 

It is contended that as to toll, or long-distance rates, the Bell 
system gives what they call an “instantaneous” service, while 
the postal telephone-toll rates I have quoted command only a 
“ take-your-turn ” service, as with our telegrams. The postal 
systems give both kinds of services. For twice the popular 
rates they will give the busy man of means whose affairs jus- 
tify his paying such rates a real “instantaneous” service. But 
your common man “taking his turn” can have the low rates 
which are within his means. They attempt to sustain the Amer- 
ican rates with the suggestion that they represent a Mercedes ” 
or Packard car service, while the postal rates abroad are likened 
to the Ford. Exactly. Democracy abroad has given a Ford, 
or rather an affordable service, rates to suit the classes and the 
masses, and with distinctions of service amply gratifying the 
demands of both. 

Another attack, made mostly by the poorly informed or 
the interested, suggests that our postal system is run at a deficit. 
This is a statement made in ignorance of the facts. It ignores 
the fact that 29 per cent of the total postal services are per- 
formed in the carriage and handling of second-class matter, and 
24 per cent of this for nothing, together with 2 per cent more for 
Government mails, 26 per cent in all, This service—over $50,- 
000,000 annually—represents a pure gift by the people to the 
cause of education and the dissemination of knowledge. It 
amounts to about the same proportion in postal operations as 
the passenger traffic in railway operations. Suppose the people 
who ride on the railways had government to compel the rail- 
ways to carry all their passengers for nothing, could they then 
be heard to condemn the railways for maleconomy or inefli- 
ciency in failing to pay interest and dividends. “Ingratitude, 
thou marble-hearted fiend.” This is what some of the bene- 
ficiaries of the $50,000,000 postal subsidy are doing. 


THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY. 


But the greatest single application of democracy remains to be 
stated, and includes in its beneficent object common man and 
superman as well. You are familiar with the thought that 
nearly all governments have been founded by force, and since 
the force was limited to given localities, so, too, has been the 
government. Only the government founded by the Cæsars ap- 
pears as a possible exception to this remark. It extended from 
Persia to Gibraltar, from the Pillars of Hercules to India’s 
coral strands, and resulted in the Pax Romana, the operations 
of which have meant so much for modern civilization. No one 
since has been able to found anything resembling international 
government, and so we have no real international law. 

In the absence of such government with the legislative, the 
judicial, and the executive functions the equal rights of men to 


life, liberty, and property are trampled under foot in an 
anarchistic international community. There is the same kind 
of need for law and order in the international community that 
there is in the city, the county, and State. For the rule of 
anarchism the régime of government should be substituted to 
safeguard the most commonplace human rights; and this means 
a legislative, a judicial, and executive institutions, under which 
a system of definite government and law may replace the gap, 
the anarchistic gap, in universal government, which now gives 
rise to the occasions causing abominable war. 

“Tt can not be done,” says the tory and the blinded pessimist, 
who dreams as much as other dreamers, but always dreams 
nightmares and who is afraid to brush down the cobwebs lest 
the ceiling may fall. It can be done, say the voices of the 
fathers who formulated the Federal Constitution. We did it; 
we formulated the interstate government, now possessing 48 
members, and it performs all the functions of an international 
government, including some national functions. When we de- 
prived the State of the treaty-making power we took away its 
war-making power as well. A Congress makes laws to govern 
the interstate, the international, relations of these 48 States, 
which the interstate courts interpret and the interstate mar- 
shals enforce. We had to meet just the same problems to be 
met by your generation in introducing law and order into the 
international community. Questions of the inviolability of 
State boundaries, disarmament of the member States, interstate 
and foreign commerce, representation in the lawmaking body. 
Your task is not greater than ours, and your duty and your 
opportunities, they are impossible. Meet them as we meet ours, 
with discriminating courage and a faith in the future sustained 
by the achievements of democrary in the past. The philosopher 
Turgot once declared: I never admired Columbus so much for 
discovering a new world as I did for going out to hunt for it on 
the faith of an opinion.” Here is your difference between your 
democrat and your tory. There are bogs, there are incurable 
evils. He would avoid the bogs by never moving in any direc- 
tion. He never takes chances, and yet some chances must be 
taken if progress is to be made. Even the surest propositions of 
science involve elements of doubt for the finicky, and but for 
the leaders, the pioneers, the supermen willing to take some 
chance, republican governments, the common school, manhood, 
suffrage, and the principal elements of civilization could never 
have been gained. A new era is coming. When the burgetarian 
of the future finds that his interest charges on the public debt 
abroad are greater than the gross receipts of the railways, and 
again he is asked to put more money into the maw of mili- 
tarism, then the international question is going to become a 
domestic question, and what the fathers did for 48 States in 
this country in constructing an interstate government to prevent 
war, will then be done for the 53 States whose sovereignty 
represents the population of the globe. [Applause.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Amen! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the previous order of the 
House the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD] is 
recognized for one hour. [Applause.] 


EMBARGO ON ARMS AND AMMUNITION. 


Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, when the European war 
first broke out Mr. Wilson, as President of the United States, 
true to his firm purpose to keep our country out of war, admon- 
ished our people to remain neutral and refrain from every word 
or act that might betray a preference or prejudice for or against 
either party to the unhappy conflict. I presume that every man 
of ordinary intelligence sympathizes with one side or the other 
engaged in that horrible struggle. Like most other Members 
of Congress I have heeded the advice of the President and have 
carefully refrained from any public utterance on the subject of 
the war, but from the very beginning the tories of Boston and 
the money changers of New York and New England have been 
saying and doing all in their power to push the United States into 
war with Germany. The real attitude of these propagandists is 
easily discovered from a reading of the following quotation 
which appeared yesterday in the New York Times over the signa- 
ture of Dr. Charles W. Eliott, of Boston: 

One satisfactory solution can now be clearly discerned, and only one, 

Le an eRe Trane Tg” Kila ad Jara “pret bel 
erents—and, by invitation, the United States or Paws America and 
Scandinavia could assure the freedom of the seas for all of the world in 
time of peace and for themselves and their allies in time of war. 
On last Thursday the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] assumed to address the House on the subject of an em- 
bargo on arms and ammunition. Instead of discussing the grave 
question which he had chosen for his theme he devoted his whole 
vehement harangue to an ardent espousal of the English cause, 
a virulent invective against the Germans, and an absolute forget- 
fulness of America. 
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Mr. Speaker, I believe the time has now come when somebody 
should speak on behalf of our own country. 

Let us overlook the passionate outburst of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and discuss his subject—an embargo on 
arms and ammunition—which he so carefully ignored. The gen- 
tleman did at one time get close enough to his subject to say 
that there is nothing in international law which would con- 
stitute it an unneutral act for any citizen of the United States 
to export arms or ammunition to any of the belligerants. No- 
body disputes that proposition. So far as international law is 
concerned any citizen of the United States has a right to export 
arms and ammunition to any Government or any individual in 
the world, whether it be to Germany or England, to Austria or 
France, to Madero or Huerta, to Carranza or Villa. But it is 
also true that there is nothing in international law which would 
constitute it an unneutral act for the United States to lay an 
embargo on the exportation of arms and ammunition whenever 
it shall be deemed to our interest to do it. Of course I do 
not forget that some of the tories of Boston have urged that if 
war has once begun and has resulted in a given state of facts 
beneficial to one belligerant it would be an unneutral act for our 
Government to so change its own laws as to change such existing 
state of facts; that the progress of the war has resulted in 
the British driving the Germans from the sea, so that the allies 
now have a beneficial monopoly of buying arms in the American 
market, and that for us to now enact any legislation which 
would impair that monopoly would be an unneutral act, even 
though such legislation were enacted solely for our own benefit. 
Nothing could be more absurd. It shall be enough for the pur- 
poses of this discussion to call attention to the fact that the 
United States has already taken an opposite view of this ques- 
tion during this war. 


On March 4, 1915, a fleet of German cruisers was afloat on 
the high seas. On account of the superiority of the British 
Navy this German fleet could not go to home ports for its sup- 
plies, but had to rely solely upon what could be secured from 
neutral ports, mainly those of the United States. This German 
fleet had become a serious menace to British shipping and the 
transportation of soldiers from British colonies to the seat of 
war. This was a condition brought about by the progress of 
the war, which was favorable to the Germans and disadvan- 
tageous to the British. On that day, March 4, 1915, the Con- 
gress of the United States changed that condition which had 
so been brought about by the progress of the war by the enact- 
ment of a resolution which made it impossible for those Ger- 
man cruisers thereafter to get supplies from our ports as it 
theretofore had been lawful for them to do. No protest from 
Germany or any other country was made against this legisla- 
tion. By the enactment of that resolution the United States 
has foreclosed the question whether a neutral power may, by 
the amendment of its own laws in its own interest, change con- 
ditions which have resulted from the progress of a war be- 
tween other powers. The only question remaining is whether 
the best interests of the United States would be promoted or 
retarded by laying an embargo upon the exportation of arms 
and ammunition. 

Mr. Speaker, I favor an embargo. [Applause.] There are 
many urgent reasons why it should be established. 

In the first place, an embargo would lessen the expenses of 
our military establishment. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts and many others from those sections where arms and 
ammunition are manufactured are urging Congress to under- 
take a scheme of militarism which would cost billions of dol- 
lars. They tell us that such a policy is absolutely necessary to 
save our country and perpetuate its institutions. If there is 
such a danger, by all means in our power we should prepare to 
meet it. Naturally the first thing we should do is to look about 
us and ascertain from what source such a danger is likely to 
come, We should then be in better position to prepare to 
meet it. 

Now, what country can or is likely to undertake our over- 
throw? I call upon the gentleman from Massachusetts to tell 
us where is the lair of the lurking lion whom he dreads and 
against whom he asks us to make such costly and burdensome 
preparation? It would not be fair to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts to observe him so overwhelmed with alarm and 
assume that he has no ground upon which to base his appre- 
hensions. ‘Then, sir, I again ask, from what country do we fear 
an attack of such character that it is necessary to bend the backs 
of the people under the burden of taxation which would be 
necessary to meet the expenses of your gigantic military scheme? 

Mr. MCKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him a short question? 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield to the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I will yield for a question if it is per- 
tinent to the question that I am discussing. 

Mr. McKENZIE. I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
he favors a temporary or a permanent embargo on exportations 
of arms and munitions of war? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Well, Mr. Speaker, that is hardly 
germane to the question I am discussing. But I may say for 
the gentleman’s benefit that I would be glad to see a statute 
enacted putting a perpetual embargo on the shipment of arms 
and ammunition from this country. Moreover, I would be in 
favor of a law that would declare a Government monopoly on the 
manufacture of all arms and ammunition. [Applause.] 

Mr. TAGGART, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield to the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes. 

Mr. TAGGART. The gentleman favors, then, the placing of 
the same kind of an embargo on the exportation of arms and 
ammunition for the forelgn armies as is placed now on the 
exportation of arms and munitions to the foreign navies? That 
is, you wish to extend the national embargo to the foreign armies 
as well as to the foreign navies? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Yes. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
tleman yield? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Mis- 
souri yield to the gentleman from Washington? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, I will yield to the gentleman for a 
question. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It is just a question. I 
want to ask the gentleman this question: The President having 
recommended that we take steps for preparedness, does the gen- 
tleman think it would be good public policy, or in the interest of 
peace, for the President to publicly declare he thought we were 
in danger of having war with any other country? < 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, that is not pertinent to 
what I am discussing. 

The rest of us are entitled to know what you know, and to 
consider the facts which you consider as calling for the extraor- 
dinary militarism which you so hysterically demand. Again, 
I ask, where is the foe you fear? The best method for arriving 
at a conclusion would seem to be to apply a process of elimina- 
tion. 

I believe the gentleman from Massachusetts will agree that 
no great preparedness is necessary to defend us from an attack 
by Cuba, Mexico, or any Central American or South American 
State, nor by Norway, Sweden, Holland, Denmark, or Switzer- 
land, nor for many years to come by China, Persia, or Siam. 

As a make-weight to their pro-British propaganda the tories 
have undertaken to arouse the country to a fear of German in- 
vasion. To frighten their crying children into silence they sing: 
“The Germans will get you if you don’t watch out.” Having 
caught the refrain of that silly song the gentleman repeats it 
here. 

For a moment let us discuss the probabilities of a German 
invasion of this country. 

In the first place, I am sure that the Germans, in their own 
interest, desire to be on friendly terms with us. The very best 
they can hope for is to come out of the present war in urgent 
need of credit, raw materials, and markets, [Applause.] They 
are sensible enough to know that to no other country could they 
look with so much hope as the United States, which has so 
large a surplus of what they will need. True, they may have 
some heartburnings over the truculent utterances of our tories, 
but in the face of these they would still regard it as more 
desirable and more expedient to come to us rather than go to 
England and Russia for what they want. 

But, Mr. Speaker, to meet the tories upon their own ground, 
let us assume the absurd position that as soon as she emerges 
from the present war Germany will undertake to invade this 
eountry. To accomplish it she would have to land a conquering 
army on our shores. Such an army would have to cross the 
ocean under convoy of the German Navy, which is not as 
strong as our own, and. disembark her army in the face of 
the resistance of our Army and coast defenses. Every sensible 
man knows it could not be done. But let us project the silly 
proposition further and assume that Germany could land an 
overpowering army on our shores, and that she desires to do 
it. Even then she would not undertake it. Germany knows 


Mr. Speaker, will the gen- 


very well that if she should send her army across the ocean 
for any purpose she would be immediately invaded by Russia 
and France and despoiled of her territory. 


[Applause.] 
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Then, to summarize, I assert, first, Germany has no desire 
to invade our country, but will prefer to borrow and buy from 
us and sell to us; second, that she could not if she would land 
an army on our shores; and, third, if she could accomplish 
such a feat she would not undertake it, because she knows that 
upon the departure of her army her country would be overrun 
by Russia and France, 

Mr. Speaker, the tories who assert the possibilities of a 
German invasion do not believe it themselves, but are simply 
trying to capitalize the fears of the American people in their 
attempt to force the United States into the war on the side of 
the British. : 

What I haye said about Germany appfes with equal force to 
Austria. It is clear, then, that any danger from Germany or 
Austria can not be the basis of the fears of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts which impels him to urge such stupendous 
preparedness. 

I again ask what country could endanger our security. Is it 
France or Italy or Russia? Neither of them is strong enough; 
and if she were, like Germany, she would not dare send her 
army so far away from home lest in its absence she should 
be invaded by Germany and Austria. 

Is it Japan that the gentleman from Massachusetts and 
others, who demand such hasty and costly preparedness, fear? 
Japan, like Germany, has a navy much inferior to ours. It is 
not strong enough to convoy an army to our coast. 

So, now, Mr. Speaker, I have made it clear that not one of 
the countries which I have named could successfully invade 
the United States, even with no more military preparedness 
than we now have. 

There is only one more country to be considered. That is 
Great Britain. I do not believe that she has any more desire 
to invade the United States than has any of the other countries 
which I have mentioned. Neither do I believe she could ac- 
complish it if she tried. Her navy is strong enough, but her 
army is not. 

I, however, am not one of those who feel that we should gauge 
our preparedness by what we believe to be the designs of other 
countries toward us, but by the possibilities in the event any of 
fhem should entertain hostile designs. 

I do not believe any country alone could successfully invade 
us, nor do I believe any combination of countries could be formed 
with enough strength to accomplish it except Japan and Great 
Britain. As I have already said, I do not believe that either 
of these countries have such designs. I have also said we 
should not rely upon what we believe to be the friendly designs 
of other countries, but put ourselves in a position to defend 
our country should they betray hostile designs. In the case of 
Japan and Great Britain there is one disturbing circumstance. 
I refer to the treaty in force between them which requires 
either to support the other in war. I regard that treaty as 
very unfortunate, and believe it has been the cause of many 
grave fears by the people of other countries. 

If Japan, contrary to what we believe to be her temper, were 
to undertake hostilities against us and had the support of the 
British, our situation would indeed be critical. In such an 
eventuality our condition would be all the more unfortunate in 
that we should have to fight against the billion dollars’ worth 
of arms and ammunition which we have sold to the British in 
the last year. This would certainly be to us a great handicap. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of an embargo on the exporta- 
tion of arms and ammunitions lest we might unwarily strengthen 
the arm of a future adversary. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with a good 
deal of interest to the remarks of my friend from Missouri, 
and I would like to ask him one question in all good faith, and 
I hope he will consider it pertinent. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. If it is pertinent, I shall be glad to 
answer it. 

Mr. MeKENZIE. I understand the gentleman is strongly in 
favor of an embargo on munitions of war. The question I 
desire to ask the gentleman is whether or not he would favor 
including in that embargo horses and mules from the State of 
Missouri? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Speaker, I will refer the gentle- 
man to any standard dictionary to see whether horses, mules, 
wheat, corn, beef, and pork or any of those things fall under 
the definition of arms and ammunition. Remember I did not 
say “munitions.” I said “ammunition.” I meant precisely 
what I said, and I do not now include in that any other thing 
except arms and ammunition; that is, guns and things to shoot 
out of them. r 

Mr. McKENZIE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon if I made a 
mistake in asking the question 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Oh, no. 


Mr. McKENZIE. But I have always understood that artil- 
lery is of but little use unless you have horses and mules with 
which to transport it over the country. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Oh, Mr. Speaker, that is begging the 
question. Arms and ammunition are valuable even where there 
are no mules and horses. Gasoline engines can be used to haul 
them, and they can be transported in other ways. But lest 
some tory makes capital out of what I have here said, and 
claims that we are trying to keep our farmers from selling 
their food supplies and our manufacturers from selling their 
articles, I want it to be clearly understood that the embargo 
I propose applies only to those things that are strictly contra- 
band of war. I mean precisely what is contained in the words, 
as I have used them, an embargo on arms and ammunition, 
and I do not include horses, mules, and other things that may be 
used for war or in peace. 

Mr. KELLEY. -Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. For a question pertinent to what we 
are discussing. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was interested in the statement of the 
gentleman that he thought acts of this sort would lessen the 
military establishment of our own country, and I was rather 
curious to know how it would. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I think I mast depart from the dis- 
cussion of my subject far enough to express my regret that I 
have devoted 15 minutes to stating a proposition that nobody 
understands. What I meant to be understood as saying was 
this, that if we sell a billion dollars’ worth of arms and am- 
munition to a foreign country which may hereafter, unfor- 
tunately, become our adversary, we shall have to make just that 
much more arms and ammunition for ourselves before we are 
equal to the country we have thus supplied. 

Mr. KELLEY. I may say to the gentleman that I was rather 
impressed with the argument of the President when he was 
here—his argument to the contrary. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I believe there is another reason why 
we should establish an embargo on arms and ammunition. As 
long as they are manufactured in this country the logical effect 
of it is that the United States is made the basis of operations 
from which belligerents assault one another, Go into the fac- 
tories which are making these blood profits and you will find a 
British or a French officer looking over and inspecting these 
arms and ammunitions, taking careful note of the American 
methods, becoming more familiar with the American method of 
preparedness than are some gentlemen on this floor. The United 
States is to-day in these ammunition factories simply the basis 
of operation by which ene belligerent is carrying on the war 
against another, and that in the face of a statute which says 
that our shores shall not become the base of operations for 
any belligerent in any war to which we are not a party. 

Again, look at the people who are indulging in the manu- 
facture of arms and ammunition. I was appalled the other day 
when I had called to my attention the rise of the stock in some 
of these concerns, An ex-Representative said to a present Rep- 
resentative: “If you had bought that stock a year ago every 
$100 you put in would now make $1,000.” Take the Du Pont 
Powder Co. In 1914 their stock was selling for $122. In 1915 
it was selling at $1,000. 

Another feature of this thing is that these people who main- 
tain these ammunition and gun factories are prominent people; 
they are powerful, they are influential, they are the men who 
furnish advertisements to large newspapers, they are men who 
ean get entrée into newspaper offices. They are the men who 
can shut such speeches as I am delivering out of the public 
papers and carry columns of things such as were uttered by 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER}. It raises 
in the country and influential class of people engaged not only 
in the manufacture of arms and ammunitions, but, I grieve to 
say, it also engages in the business of manufacturing markets 
for the unholy stuff they produce. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts had much to say in dispar- 
agement of hyphenated German-Americans. Who is not proud 
of hyphenated Americans? There have been pure Americans 
who forged their names into the pages of American history. 
Among them Powhatan, Tecumseh, Osceola, Sitting Bull, and 
Geronimo. But the people who built our Commonwealth, molded 
our Government, fashioned our institutions, and developed our 
civilization were the hyphenated Americans. In the younger 
days of our Republic our guiding spirits were the Anglo-Ameri- 
cans. Then we have had the Irish-Americans. Who can conceive 
what the Irish-American has done for America? It would be 
an invidious discrimination to name any of them to the exclusion 
of the others, and yet the time is far in the past when the tories 
of Boston gave Irish-Americans cold comfort. We Missourians ` 
all feel proud of the Irish-American when we pass through 
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Statuary Hall and see the statue of our one-time United States 
Senator, Gen. James Shields, at different times a Senator from 
three States and a general in the Union Army in the war be- 
tween the States. That old Irish-American helped to make this 
country great. We haye had Franco-Americans, Danish-Ameri- 
cans, Swedish-Americans. Even Afro-Americans have played 
their part. Who shall say that Fred Douglass and Booker 
Washington were not blessings to the generations in which they 
lived? We have had our Scotch-Americans, who have wrought 
well, and I am glad that the President has not hesitated to cata- 
logue himself as a hyphenate. In his Columbus speech a few 
days ago he said with some pride that he was a Scotch-Irishman. 
. Why does the tory utter with hissing hatred the term German- 
American? Of all of the hyphenated Americans, who has been 
more industrious, honest, law abiding, or patriotic than the 
German-American? In what line of human endeavor has the 
German-American not played a leading part? When the Civil 
War broke upon us the German-American was in the fore- 
front of the contest, battling for the Union. Had'it not been for 
the Germans Missouri would have gone with the Confederacy. 
In that event the southern boundary of Iowa instead of the 
northern boundary of Arkansas would have been the battle 
line. More than 200,000 German-Americans enlisted under the 
Stars and Stripes in that war. Go into any State of the Union 
and in every vocation you will find the German-American play- 
ing a leading part. 

Oh, these hyphenates. As time rolls on we will be prouder 
and prouder that we have the German-American in this country. 
[Applause.] Out in my State we give our daughters in marriage 
to German-American sons and take the daughters of German- 
Americans in marriage to our sons. We join our fortunes with 
theirs and with pride and affection we mingle our blood with 
theirs. Why should they be the victims of so much calumny 
here now? Will somebody point to any German-American ip 
this country who has expressed a sympathy for Germany as 
against the United States? The most he has done is to ex- 
press a sympathy about a matter in which the United States 
is not concerned, about a war to which the United States is 
not a party. What German could look back upon such a his- 
tory as Germany’s, and remember the glorious deeds of that 
glorious people and not feel a just pride and heartfelt sym- 
pathy for his fatherland in the hour of her sorrow? I am an 
Anglo-American. Every drop of blood that courses through 
my veins came from England. But, Mr. Speaker, I am con- 
strained to say that no nobler civilization ever blessed the world 
than the German. God bless the German-American. 

Mr. FOCHT. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, For a pertinent question of what I am 
discussing. 

Mr. FOCHT. The gentleman believes in a sufficient and am- 
ple preparedness, does he not? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I do. 

Mr. FOCHT. Does the gentleman believe that any foreign foe 
that wants us should come and get us, and that our preparation 
should be for defense and not invasion? 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I believe that if any foreign foe 
roe to come here and get us, we should see that it does not 
take us. 

Mr. TOCHT. In other words, that we should take them. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. No; I do not say that. I will state 
my own position. 

Mr. FOCHT. The gentleman is opposed to any foreign in- 
vasion of this country, and that our defense should be amply 
prepared for it. 

Now, I want to call attention and ask the gentleman to 
amplify some portion of his generally splendid address, and 
that is in regard to the finances of Europe. I think the gentle- 
man recalls that Napoleon said, “Give me three things and I 
will have the universe at my feet,” and those things were 
“money, money, money!” Now, I understand that Europe is 
bankrupt, that the rest of the allies are on the pay roll of Great 
Britain, and that Great Britain is coming here borrowing on 
her bonds and securities; and since money constitutes the 
sinews of war, how are they going to prosecute any war 
against us while they are financially broke? [Applause.] In 
other words, several years ago when Europe was at her maxi- 
mum strength on land and sea we heard nothing about this 
most lavish proposed preparedness. Now, when Europe is on 
her back, broke and bankrupt, and at her minimum strength, 
it seems to me much of this fear at this particular time is 
groundless. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I thought the gentleman interrupted 
me for a question, but it turns out he has not; nevertheless I 


must express to him my gratitude for putting so much better 
than I could the very thing I was thinking. I agree with him, 
and if I had time I should like to discuss the impropriety of 
taking the people’s credit of this country and loaning it out to 
the foreign countries who are engaged in war. [Applause.] 
We should, rather, lend it to our own people to support their 
own industries and carry along prosperity for ourselves. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OHIO RIVER AT STEUBENVILLE, OHIO, 


Mr. NEELY. Mr. Speaker, I now call up the bill H. R. 3593, 
and ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
NEELY] asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill 
which the Clerk will report. S 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (I. R. 3593) to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. to 


construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steubenville, 
Jefferson County, Ohio. 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co., a corpo- 
ration organized and existing under the laws of the State of West 
N hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bri ge and approaches thereto across the Ohio River to and into Cross 

district, in the county of Brooke, in the State of West Virginia, 
from the southern end of the city of Steubenville, in the county of 
Jefferson, State of Ohio, in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” approved March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


Also, the following committee amendments were read: 


Page 1, line 5, after the word “ Virginia,” insert the words “ its 
successors and assigns.” 

Page 1, lines 7 and 8, after the word “River” in line 7, insert the 
words “at a point suitable to the interests of navigation.” 


Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, is 
there a similar Senate bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Senate bill is identical, with the excep- 
tion of these amendments. 

Mr. MANN. It is a similar bill? ~ 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. It does not require unanimous consent if the 
Speaker will lay the Senate bill before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The trouble about that is this, namely, that 
the conditions do not come within the rule. The House com- 
mittee has reported a bill that is not on the calendar. At the 
same time the gentleman from West Virginia asks leaye—— 

Mr. MANN. He asks leave to consider the Senate bill in the 
House 

The SPEAKER. Yes. The bill S. 2409 in lieu of this House 
bill, which has been reported. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. MANN. Let us hear the Senate bill read first. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

An act (S. 2409) to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia. Bridge Co. to 


construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steubenville, 
Jefferson County, Ohio. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co., a cor- 

ration organized and existing under the laws of the State of West 
Virginia, is hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a 
bri and approaches thereto across the Ohio River to and into Cross 
Creek district, in the county of Brooke, in the State of West Sh re 
from the southern end of the city of Steubenville, in the county ot 
Jefferson, State of Ohio, in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters,” a Reaves March 23, 1906. 

Sec. 2. t the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 


The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman should offer the amendments, if 
he intends to do so. 

Mr. NEELY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not have to have unani- 
mous consent. The Clerk will report the House amendments. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman offers amendments to this Dill 
which were reported by the House committee to the House bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. 
NeEEty] offers them as his amendments, individually. The Clerk 
will report both of them. 

The Clerk read the first amendment, as follows: 


Page 1, line 5, after the word“ Virginia,” insert the words “its suc- 
cessors and assigns.” 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend the Senate bill by inserting, after the word “ River,” line 7, 
the words “at a point suitable to the interests of navigation.” 
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-The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the House bill be 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the House bill will be 
laid on the table. 

There was no objection. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. Henstey, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to 
withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of W. J. Rosselot, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR WATERWAYS. 


Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent at this 
time that I may be allowed to extend my remarks in the 
Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear] 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. FREAR. I desire to be notified, Mr. Speaker, when I 
shall have consumed 50 minutes, 

The SPEAKER. Very well. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I desire, so far as possible, to 
answer any questions that may be asked. This has been my 
custom in the past. But I wish first to get my statement before 
the House as clearly as I can, and it will take all of the time 
at my disposal to do that. I shall be ready to answer questions 
at the conclusion of my remarks, At this time I trust I shall not 
have interruptions. 

It is needless to say, Mr. Speaker, that on the subject of 
waterway waste I differ in judgment from Members who are 
alone interested in particular projects, and, of course, that is 
a matter of regret on my part, but it can not be helped. Every- 
one must consider the subject according to his own best judg- 
ment. That is what I have endeavored to do. 

Before undertaking a discussion of different waterway proj- 
ects and the allotment of $50,000,000 given by Army engineers 
in 1914 and 1915, I wish to call attention to some remarks 
made January 7 by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Bor- 
LAND]. Let me say that he and I are personally very good 
friends, and the House recognizes in him an honorable and a 
very able man. He made some statements in his speech that I 
desire to have thoroughly inquired into so the country may 
know all the facts. 

His statement, which is before me, is not an unusual state- 
ment, because we hear it from waterway lobbies and we have 
had it from the gentleman’s own State before. It comes to us 
from various sources, from waterway journals, and from some 
public men, that the railways are interested in the fight being 
waged against waterway waste. The gentleman from Missouri 
put the charge specifically the other day, for which I thank 
him. In order to determine whether or not the charge of rail- 
road interference with legislation be true—because it can not 
be decided here—I have drawn a resolution to ascertain the 
facts, and I trust the House will investigate the truth or falsity 
of allegations now made upon the floor of the House. 

PERSONAL AFFILIATIONS. 


So far as I am individually concerned, my colleague, the gen- 
tlemun from Wisconsin [Mr. Lennoor], will vouch for the fact 
that in past years we both were engaged in helping to draw the 
railroad-regulation laws that were passed by the State of Wis- 
consin. We were also among those who helped pass those laws 
through both houses of the Wisconsin Legislature after a long 
and bitter fight. I do not think the charge of railway partiality 
will tie personally against me. I never received a dollar from 
a railroad in my life, but, on the contrary, have been called upon 
in past years to prosecute suits against them. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Bortanp] does not know the facts, nor does 
this House, but an official investigation will determine the truth. 
Possibly with equal propriety I might challenge the gentleman's 
position and assert that he appears here as a personal attorney 
for a steamboat company, or that he is a stockholder or owner 
of a transportation company, or interested in a great land recla- 
mation project on the Missouri River. I do not say so. I do 
not believe it to be a fact; neither does the House believe it is 
so. It is in no way a personal matter between the gentleman 
from Missouri and myself, for I feel sure both desire to have an 
investigation held, to determine the.truth of his serious charges. 
I have drawn this resolution, providing first, that the Judiciary 


Committee of the House shall conduct an investigation to ascer- 
tain if the railways have in any manner, by propaganda or 
otherwise, inspired the opposition that was offered to two water- 
way bills last session; further, to find if the railways have taken 
any position upon any legislation now or heretofore pending 
before the House or the Senate. Not only that; but in order 
that this may be a thoroughgoing investigation—— 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
does not wish to be interrupted? 


INVESTIGATE THE LOBBIES I SPECIALLY NAME, 


Mr. FREAR. Not until the conclusion of my statement. I 
shall then be glad to be interrupted. In order to ascertain other 
important information, I ask that the resolution which I offer 
at this time shall include what is known as the Missouri River 
lobby—I do not know whether any Member present has any 
knowledge of it—a lobby which has an interest in 500,000 acres 
of land, that are worth from $100 to $125 an acre, reaching a 
oar te approximately of $60,000,000, according to the official 
records. - 

Next I desire that the same resolution shall include activities 
of the Upper Mississippi Reclamation Association, which has 
780,000 acres of land that it desires to reclaim at Government 
expense, or partially so, land valued at $80,000,000 according to 
the official records. I have here an invitation received this 
morning naming me as a delegate to some reclamation conven- 
tion that is called to meet at Cairo on January 19. It comes 
from one of these numerous waterway “congresses” that I 
have failed to embody in my resolution. 

I desire next to have the Federal Congress investigate activi- 
ties of the Mississippi River levee lobby. I have shown to the 
House in the past that eight railroads paid $40,000 to that lobby 
for propagating its peculiar work, and I submitted in the 
Record last session a subscription list from what purported to 
be a photographie copy of the original. 

I also ask that the resolution include the activities of the 
Alabama Water Power Co., which owns 96 per cent of all 
water powers in the State of Alabama—a company which now 
has its lobby here and had it here during all the last session, a 
lobby which seeks $18,700,000 of Government funds with which 
to build a 150-foot dam down at Muscle Shoals on the Tennessee 
River, and for other purposes. We drove that project out of 
the bill last year, but we are now notified from the Recorp, in- 
serted in both the House and the Senate on the 7th instant, that 


the Georgia Legislature demands we pass an appropriation for- 


the Muscle Shoals project. I am particularly desirous of 
ascertaining if the charge is true that the Alabama Water 
Power Co. has set apart a large fund for lobby expenses, accord- 
ing to common report. 

I further desire, in addition, to have my resolution reach the 
Atlantic Dredgers’ Association, which I have shown to the 
House in the past has secretly divided up among dredgers the 
Government contracts for dredging. I have disclosed that fact 
by their own communications, and also that its members are 
contributors to some of these waterway lobbies I have described. 

I desire also to have this resolution include—and I have so 
drawn it—the activities of the Waterways “ Congress,” I be- 
lieve it is called, which was in session in Washington a few 
weeks ago, and which conducted back fires against Senators 
and Members who opposed waterway projects here at the last 
session of Congress. I placed the facts in the Rxconp at that 
time. I have drawn the resolution so that Congress can ascer- 
tain all the facts. Here is the statement of the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Bortanp] and the resolution: 


{Statement of the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. BorLanp) Jan. 7, 
pp. 627 and 629 of the RECORD.] 


. . * . * . 


> 
Nobody knows better than the railroads that if they can get Congress 
to withhold appropriations for a single year every shipper who has 
patronized the boat lines will be driven back into their arms, Any 
ambitious statesman who wants to run for President of the United 
States on a railroad platform should begin by a submarine attack upon 
the waterways. 
* > La * * * * 


At this crisis, when water transportation is becoming a substantial 
factor, it is much easier for the railroads to cripple it and put it out 
of business by preventing appropriations in Congress for the continua- 
tion of the work. If they succeed even for a single year in causing 
an abandonment of the work, shippers whose whole commercial inter- 
ests are at stake will be compel to come back to the railroads and 
a confidence in water t rtation as a permanent factor will be 
destroyed. This ts the bug under the chip of the whole waterway 
fight. Doubtless the railroad policy is a short-sighted one, and doubt- 
less it would be better for them as well as for the country at large to 
recognize the waterways as a permanent addition to the transportation 
facilities of the country; but just now every railroad politician and 
railroad paper is busily shouting “ pork,” to frighten the advocates of 
river improvement; or “ preparedness,” to charm them away from a 
continuance of the waterway policy. 

. 


* . . * ha . 
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Resolution. 
Whereas on January 6, 1916, charges were made on the floor of the 


House that Smeets Soppan were instigating the fight waged 

during the Sixty-th Congress, and were interested in the Epon: 
tion presented during this session against waterway waste, which 
charges, in justice to all parties concerned, ought to be fully in- 
vestigated ; and 

Whereas House resolution 612, Sixty-third Co 
specifically charged that the Atlantic and Gulf Dredge Owner: 
Association has been actively and improperly engaged in securing 
the passage of river and harbor bills; and 

Whereas House resolution 618, Sixty-third Congress, second session 
e charged that a lobby or; tion known as the Rivers and 

arbors Congress was actively and improperly en in promoting 

the passage of imp: river and harbor approp: ons; and 

Whercas the same resolution specifically charged that the Mississippi 
River Levee Association is a 3 supported in part by railroad con- 

tributions, and is actively and improperly enga 


ess, second sessio. 
oast 


in securing the 

insertion of improper items in river and harbor bills; and 
Whereas numerous other lobbies have been cifically named in the 
public press as actively en in improperly g the insertion 


of cular appropriations in annual river and harbor bills: There- 


fore 
Committee of the House be instructed 


Resolved, That the Judi 
to bring before it any and all witnesses having or assuming to have 


any. information regarding the connection of any railway company 
directly or indirectly, with the o tion to the passage of river an 

harbor bills during s or any other session, or any railway that has 
had connection, directly or indirectly, with any other bills; 

That such committee shall inv te the activities of a 
Missouri River lobby that is alleged to have an active interest in 
soaring appropriations for the reclamation, at Government ope , of 
500, acres of private land along the Missouri River, ued, ac- 


0 
cording to. offi s, at $60,000,000 ; 
That sald committee shall further investigate the activities of the 
t is alleged to have an 


up Mississippi Drainage game cer tha 

active interest in securing appropriations for the reclamation, 

Government expense, of 780, acres of private lands along the upper 

Mississippi River, Lege sperma, at $78,000,000, according to 
0 records; 


testimony contained in $ 
That said committee shall further investigate the activities of the 
rted in part 
ve an active 


t private lands along the tower Mississippi ven, araci at 
expense, of priva s along the lower ver, v. a 
hundreds of millions of dollars, according to roo be contained in 


ing, b tion of $18,701,000 from the Gov- 
5 . con harbor dul, for the erection of 150- 


wer dams, and including a Government loan to such company 
100 years, with interest at the rate of 3 pe cent per annum; 
committee shall further te the acti 


exten 
Tha ties of the 


posed to such bills; and 

That said committee be instructed to report at the earllest possible 
date any facts developed from such investigation which may have any 
relation to 7, a tase for projects now being urged upon the 


Sixty-fourth 
WATERWAY WASTE. 


Mr. Speaker, we have paid out of the Government Treasury 
over $850,000,000 for our waterways, and I make the assertion 
that any man who gives study to the subject will become con- 
vinced that over one-half of that amount has been wasted. I 
believe this to be a conservative statement. 

I further state at this time that practically two-thirds of all 
the money appropriated for waterways every session goes. into 
the rivers and creeks of this country, whereas the inconsiderable 
commerce of these rivers and creeks has decreased from 80 to 
95 per cent on the different projects during the past 40 years. 

On the closing day of the Sixty-third Congress it placed 
$30,000,000 in the hands of Army engineers, in addition to 
$20,000,000 given to them six months before for waterway dis- 
tribution. I desire to discuss this $50,000,000 allotment by the 
Chief Engineer, and also to refer to our waterway legislative 
methods. 


Speaking of a former bill passed by Congress, Chairman 
SPARKMAN, of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, said in a 
speech last January: 

It was characterized as an iniquitous measure, a steal,” and as 
having been framed, constructed, and completed upon the despicable 
principle of division and silence. 

With this he disagreed, but to the same effect was the remark 
in debate of a distinguished Senator from South Carolina, now 
in Congress, who denounced a river and harbor bill as a hum- 
bug and a steal.” 

With these reflected opinions of annual river and harbor bills 
the country seems to agree; but it may not know that, althougir 
wasteful bills aggregating $92,000,000 were defeated last ses- 
sion, the $50,000,000 substitute allotments of 1914 and 1915 by 
the Chief of Engineers deserves equal condemnation. Great 
waste characterized that allotment, and, although a saving of 
$42,000,000 in the total appropriations by a defeat of the two 
bills is a matter of public congratulation, those who contributed 


to the defeat will realize a sorry result if content to accept a 
temporary saving while the wasteful and scandalous legislative 
practice remains undisturbed. I fully appreciate the tremen- 
dous power behind the system. It includes many well-financed 
waterway lobbies, the self-interest of Members in caring for 
their own districts, in regular political perquisites, in jobs for 
thousands of men now employed by Army engineers, and in 
millions of dollars annually paid dredgers and other contrac- 
tors. It vitally affects landowners along the lower Mississippi 
and Missouri, who expect to realize hundreds of millions of 
dollars, in the aggregate, through advanced values of lands re- 
claimed at Government expense. The annual river and harbor 
bill is also backed by real estate and water-power lobbies which 
demand Government aid. 3 

It is, in fact, a great pork barrel, largely affected by political 
pressure that accommodates countless private interests which 
now profit at the expense of the Public Treasury. 


ARMY ENGINEERS’ APPROVAL. 


When Congress began squandering public money on wasteful 
waterway schemes a few years ago the record shows that 
Senator Burton, the country’s greatest waterway authority, 
sought to check waste by having Government engineers ap- 
prove all projects. It was an experiment, and in order to erect 
some slight barrier against greed, subordinate officials were 
appointed to determine great commercial projects and enor- 
mous expenditures. Men who had no commercial or business 
training and no direct responsibility to the people were chosen 
to prevent Congress from yielding to local pull. From the rec- 
ord of wasteful projects now approved by Army engineers we 
realize the powerful pressure that has been brought to bear upon 
them and we discover that their approvals are now used to justify 
many scandalous projects which would not otherwise pass 
Congress. 

It is a disappointing experiment because we find proposed 
waterway waste in 1915 was twice as large in volume, if not 
in character, as at any time before engineers’ approvals were 
required by Congress. This does not reflect upon the personal 
honor of engineers individually or collectively, because the 
blame rests with political influences that have broken down 
the independence of subordinate officials. No thinking man can 
close his eyes to conscienceless jobs now masquerading under 
the guise of waterway improvements. Nor can we get rid of 
these jobs without the consent of engineers who are confronted 
with the same influences that put them over. If the present 
system is discreditable and notoriously wasteful, why not 
change it? It is with that purpose I desire to offer some observa- 
tions in order to suggest lines of independent investigation for 
those who believe we ought to cut loose from a bad system. 


INFLUENCES ON FREIGHT RATES—-STONE AGH STATESMEN. 


Any attempt to sift worthless projects from waterway bills is 
hooted down by a few stone age statesmen and lobby agents 
who affect to believe that millions of dollars in Government 
money now annually thrown away on private-land reclamation, 
private water powers, and deserted rivers, in some indefinite 
way will serve to reduce freight rates for the public at large; 
that those who oppose wasteful waterway bills are thereby 
preventing a reduction in railway tariffs. No well-informed 
man will so argue to an intelligent audience, and it is significant 
that railways now contribute liberally to waterway lobbies to 
secure Government-built railway, water terminals, and other 
private privileges. Under existing law any undue loss in in- 
come on one branch of the railroad must be made up on the rest 
of the system to secure reasonable rates guaranteed under the 
Constitution and yet the Government is asked to waste millions 
on favored communities to be paid out of taxes contributed by 
other communities. 

Men who oppose waterway waste are among those who have 
demanded strict railway regulation. 

Speaking personally, as before stated, with my colleague [Mr. 
LzNnoor] and other State legislators I was identified with the 
passage of railway-regulation laws which were secured in Wis- 
consin after a lively fight lasting several years. Having the 
greatest waterway commerce of any State in the country, with 
one exception, and with the two greatest lakes and greatest 
river in the world washing its borders, Wisconsin is profoundly 
interested in genuine waterway development, but she will never 
come to the Government Treasury under the pretense that rail- 
way freight rates are to be lowered by such means. = 

Her railway commission and the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission have abundant powers to control such rates and have 
exercised those powers effectually. The same situation is true 
in practically every State that cares to use the constitutional 
rights it possesses. 


1916. 


POWERFUL WATERWAY LOBBIES ON HAND, 

On the third day that this Federal Congress was convened 
by law, a river and harbor lobby that styles itself a congress“ 
second only to the Federal Congress, held its annual meeting 
in this city, called together by a sensational lobby folder, en- 
titled “If the war against waterways wins.” Declared to be a 
“mutual bribery ” association by the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, this lobby conducts a public and secret 
campaign that threatens every Member of Congress who opposes 
its notorious methods. It calls its meetings at the beginning of 
every session, demands of Congress $50,000,000 or more annually 
for a “ policy, not a project,” and its officers and members insist 
they take an active part in making up annual waterway bills 
and in determining the distribution of public funds. Orators 
with questionable projects to advance or axes to grind are 
heralded by its press bureau for weeks in advance. Few others 
appear before the lobby meetings. 

In any other country or in any State of this country such a 
gathering would receive public condemnation and its methods 
would inevitably drive it out of existence. Not so at Washing- 
ton, where the lobby makes its demands and throughout the 
year conducts a publicity bureau which furnishes “copy” to 
the press and inaugurates back fires against Members who revolt 
against its methods or the annual bill it assumes to help frame. 

A LOBBY THAT SHOULD BH INVESTIGATED. 

I introduced a resolution in Congress last session to investi- 
gate this “mutual bribery” lobby. Original evidence now in 
my possession was offered to show that, directly or through 
subsidiary lobbies, the dredgers, railways, and other interests 
that have a direct financial claim on Government grabs, con- 
tribute secretly toward the lobby’s support. In some instances 
this lobby equally divided with its collectors the subscriptions 
paid by gullible supporters. Intrenched from the Capitol Build- 
ing to the Southern Building it instigates back fires on Members 
of Congress to compel support for “ pork barrel” bills. Officers 
enjoying many distinguishing titles from known lobby officials, 
to Ex-Chief Bixby, United States Army, a regular lobby at- 
tendant, all deserve credit for wasting a hundred million dollars 
and more of Uncle Sam’s money on questionable projects during 
the last two or three sessions. 

Providing a public investigation can be secured, as proposed 
by my resolution based on charges made by the gentleman from 
Missouri, my offer to furnish original evidence against this lobby 
is renewed, while in the meantime those interested in studying 
the lobby’s real purposes and secret activities will find food 
for reflection in pages 15896 to 15911 in volume 51 of the 
Recorp. It is unnecessary to prove that the “river and harbor 
congress ” has no proper place in legislative work, because from 
its own official admissions it is a “mutual bribery” organi- 
zation, as stated by the greatest public transportation board in 
the country. No one desires to rob it of that distinction, and 
I will briefly refer to its notable achievements in distributing 
“pork ” among the States. 

Public and private citizens of undoubted probity have lent 
their names and presence to the lobby under misleading and 
persuasive arguments that by so doing they were performing a 
local duty and advancing legitimate waterway legislation. At 
this time I do not care to add anything to the previous exposure 
of disreputable lobby methods, secret sources of contributions, 
and back fires which it inaugurated last session, nor do I pro- 
pose to waste time over fulminations from the lobby “ congress,” 
as it desires to be styled. Nor will I bandy words with those 
who advocate “mutual bribery” methods. 

ONE HUNDRED MILLIONS OF ANNUAL WATERWAY “ PORK ” DEMANDED. 

Expert testimony from its officers as to the lobby's power over 
Congress and its accomplishments were fully presented in the 
Record of October 8, 1914. I will only briefly refer to one or 
two significant utterances. 

PORK DISTRIBUTED ACCORDING TO CONTRIBUTIONS. 


One of the cardinal principles of the Rivers and Harbors 
“Congress” is that “nothing given, nothing got.“ By paying 
0.001 per cent of Federal appropriations to the support of the 
Rivers and Harbors “Congress” every community has the sup- 
porting arm of Mr. Fox, Mr. Ellison, Mr. Thompson, Mr. 

` Dayenny, and other officials of this second “congress.” On 
pages 60 and 62 of its 1911 report appears a list of appropriations 
given to the different States of the Union amounting, in all, to 
$178,616,897 from 1907 to 1911, inclusive. 

In two columns the members of the “second congress” are 
impressed with the relation between that body and the amount 
of Government uppropriations for each separate State. I quote 
literally from the listed method of comparison and cite a dozen 
States or more to show the proportionate crabs that are held 
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out invitingly to gaze by the Rivers and Harbors “ Congress ” 
officials. 


. . Amount of 
to the appro: 
port of priations 
National, ard 
Ivers an 
States, in 
Harbors | rivers and 
D harbors 
Stat 1907-1018 
wera ke 
Nea ar eg ee EEE) STC Pe ee 
Pennsylvania (0050) 05.25 52.05 -< <5 hee ea $4,295 | $4,837,745 
Connecticut. 2.115 2/318; 000 
2,850 | 1,451,733 
M: 1,755 2,778,265 
2735| 3,484,895 
2538| 2.250614 
1,137 | 1,237,290 
4,306 | 4,082, 454 
8,281 | 4, 102,889 
1,620 | 5,188,670 
1,530 | 1,243,000 
6,000 | 6,952, 000 
5 9,505 3,820, 202 
Fi 8,825 | 9, 193, 309 
. 21,842, 775 


Mississippi River (1914), $10,500,000 or nearly one-half of the six Years’ total. 
UNFAIRLY DISTRIBUTING THE PORK. 

New York and Florida receive more than the average State, 
excepting that the Mississippi River lump sum would swell the 
adjacent States over $21,000,000, if counted. Florida has many 
small waterways, like the Kissimmee and the Oklawaha, and is 
the home of influential Members at both ends of the Capitol, 
who determine the fortunes of the annual river and harbor Dill. 

Doubtless it appeals to lay members to realize that by the 
investment of $1 in the “second congress“ $1,000 will be forth- 
coming from the Federal Congress. It is in harmony with the 
views of Secretary Ellison and with the purposes set forth so 
eloquently by its constitution. 

To become entitled to generous Federal appropriations as a 
harvest for a small per cent investment, the following annual 
dues are provided for membership in the “National Rivers and 
1 Congress of the United States,“ as it is styled by its 
officers: 


Annual dues. 


nizations of 1,000 or more 
Waterway associations a E Pee EEE N AES 
A system of graduated contributions for which graduated ap- 
propriations are in effect assured. 
SECRETARY REDFIED’S LITTLE JOKE. 


According to a positive demonstration from its own official 
reports, the rivers lobby “congress” has relieved the Federal 
Congress from all responsibility for the distribution of “ pork ” 
among the various States. 

This is the lobby addressed by Secretary Redfield, who de- 
clared that there is no such thing as “ pork.” 

Yet “Capt.” Ellison, official secretary of the “ congress” 
lobby, is quoted by the official organ to have evoked applause 
with the sentiment— 

We send Congressmen here to legislate for the Nation, theoretically, 
but actually to get all he can for us, and if he does not get our share, 
and then some, we do our best to replace him. 

Ellison holds a pistol and says, “Hands up, or deliver the cash.“ 
He also holds an “honorary life“ certificate in the lobby “ con- 
gress.” 


SECRETARY ELLISON INITIATES SECRETARY REDFIELD. 

On December 8, 1915, Secretary Redfield welcomed the “con- 
gress ” lobby to Washington, as stated, and in performing that 
peculiar courtesy he said that a weakness in the lobby's useful- 
ness lay in the habitual “though untruthful” use of the word 
“pork.” This statement without comment is also respectfully 
referred to a great Democratic leader, still in publice life, who 
has denounced the annual pork barrel as a “humbug and a 
steal”; also to the New York Board of Trade, that described 
the lobby addressed by Secretary Redfield as a “ mutual bribery ” 
organization ; and last, but not least, to the lobby officials, whose 
pork-securing service is set forth in their 1911 report, pages 
60 to 62. 

It may be hard to fix responsibility for Treasury deficits, 
waterway bills, or Eastland disasters, but to deny a self-evident 
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fact must be accepted by Ellison and his associates as a piece 
of Redfieldian humor. Let us hope that our joking Secretary, 
as chief exeeutioner, will now proceed to hang the pork barrel as 
high as Haman. 

WHAT SECRETARY THOMPSON WANTS. 

Secretary Thompson, who runs at the “congress” 
lobby headquarters in the Colorado Building the year round, 
goes other lobby officials one better in his speech before the 
annual meeting, in December, 1914. The press quotes him as 
saying, by way of public correction: 

The fact is that our president is a Senator and took his seat in that 
body a year ago last . We amended our constitution in 1912 so 
as to strike out the recommendation of 5 a year. We did not 
strike it out because we are the kind of chumps who believe that 
$50,000,000 a year is too much, but because we believe the safe, sane, 
and wise policy would be for the Government to spend $100,000,000 or 
more eyery year on this great work. 

The permanent record might properly substitute grab” for 
* great.“ 

Thompson says we,“ including President RANSDELL, Fox, 
et al., struck out $50,000,000 and now believe 8100, 000,000 an- 
nually is the proper amount. s 

Later in these remarks it will appear that $5,000,000,000 is 
not an excessive amount for waterways, according to the judg- 
ment of S Thompson, who, however, may reserve the 
right to double his limit in order te make sure of the Mississippi 
land reclamation project, even as he has jumped his demands 
from $50,000,000 to $100,000,000 annually. 

OPPOSITION IS AGAINST FRAUD AND WASTE, NOT WATERWAYS. 
CONGRESS SHOULD INVESTIGATE ALL LOBBY INFLUENCES. 

It is needless to repeat what was stated last session, that I 
have no conscious prejudice against any individual nor against 
any waterway project other than may be justified by the official 
engineers’ reports. Those who question motives for opposing 
the wasteful river and harbor bills or criticizing the allotments 
made by the Chief of Engineers are invited to join with me in 
the demand for an investigation. I have asked an opportunity 
for placing all evidence squarely before the House and the coun- 
try, confident in the belief that from facts and records in my 
possession it would bring about a better understanding of the 
secret influences and prodigious waste which accompany annual 
river and harbor bills. The public has a right to test the good 
faith of proponents and opponents of pork-barrel methods, and 
that result can not be reached by charges and recriminations, 
but by concrete facts, which I am prepared to submit against 
the river and harbor lobby and the present waterway legislative 
system whenever an investigation can be 

We are not concerned in ascertaining in whose district or 
State questionable waterway projects may be located. The ques- 
tion. is one of fact whether or not criticisms are well grounded, 
and I yield to every Member who feels called upon to defend 
any project the same sincerity of purpose which I claim for my 
own action. Members may have fallen heir to hopeless water- 
way projects that, under existing methods, will remain to burden 
posterity long after all of us shall have passed away. It is un- 
important to fix legislative responsibility for the existence of 
such projects, because the only question to determine is whether 
we shall continue expenditures for worthless ventures or ex- 
travagant payments for projects entirely disproportionate to 
commercial needs, according to official reports. 

WHO PAYS THE BILLS? 


Every project is maintained by the Federal Treasury. The 
people of Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Illinois, New York, Texas, 
or California have equal interest in the proper expenditure of 
public funds, because such funds are raised by war taxes, in- 
come taxes, and internal-revenue receipts contributed propor- 
tionately by every State. It can be no more just for the Govern- 
ment to build 150-foot dams to create water power for an Ala- 
bama concern on the Tennessee or for a Georgia water-power 
company on the Etowah than to build other dams the height of 
Niagara Falls in New York, Montana, or Idaho, for the benefit 
of the General Electric Trust in those States. Neither is it just 
for the Government to reclaim private lands for the use and 
private benefit of Mississippi or Louisiana or Missouri land- 
owners unless we generously furnish free fertilizer for worn-out 
farms in New England States and elsewhere. In fact, what is 
the distinction between buying up bankrupt canals apparently 
to render first aid to Pennsylvania’s financially injured and ex- 
tracting pine stumps free of expense for the farmers in Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, or Michigan? 

With striking inconsistency the Government has thus far re- 
fused aid to State highways; it has refused to loan money to 
farmers or needy citizens at low rates, notwithstanding scores 
of rural-credit bills have been considered, but Army engineers 
have approved a $10,325,000 gift and a $8,575,000 100-year 3 per 
cent loan to a $50,000,000 private water-power trust at Muscle 
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Shoals, which now owns 96 per cent of all the water-power rights 

of Alabama. Stranger than the Army engineers’ action, a pre- 

liminary appropriation was inserted into the last river and 

harbor bill for this project after its defeat in the House and 

before its defeat in the Senate. N 
A BILL TO PREVENT WATERWAY WASTE. 


These matters I desire to discuss in an impersonal way in order 
to present the existing wild and scandalous scope of waterway 
expenditures. If we are to continue the rapidly growing waste, 
extravagance, and misapplication of public funds, then there 
must come a day of reckoning when those who defend such ex- 
penditures will be held responsible. 

Whatever criticism may be fairly lodged against any project 
or the system fastened upon us through our own apathy, every 
intelligent observer believes that patriotism and honesty of 
purpose prevail in these Halls to-day as firmly and generally as 
ever before. If victims of pernicious legislative practices 
whenever local interests are involved, we know individual action 
is often inspired by local demands for a fair share of public 
pelf. Can we seriously question the empty value of a doubtful 
political asset that has actually become a liability, or the duty 
of every Member to unload unjust individual burdens onto a 
high-class board created to act impartially for the general good? 

With this purpose in view, I have presented House bill 
6821 for your consideration in an effort to secure systematic 
and scientifie overhauling of our waterways by impartial and 
competent men. It proposes a capable board commissioned to 
develop waterway traffic wherever practicable and to prevent 
extravagant Government expenditures for useless projects. I do 
not claim for the bill all that may be offered to make it most 
effective, but I do say it is a definite proposition which seeks to 
give relief, and it invites thoughtful attention from every friend 
of legitimate waterways and of economical administration. I 
will attach it as an exhibit to my remarks because of its value 
as a public economy measure when once passed. 

INDISPUTABLE EVIDENCES OF ENORMOUS WASTE, 


We are advised strong influences are to be put forth by power- 
ful lobbies to rush through another $50,000,000 wasteful appro- 
priation. Every dollar so wasted reduces the amount available 
for genuine waterways and legitimate purposes of government. 

When reported, the bills are rolled through the House with 
expedition, and five minutes’ time for debate is often the limit 
afforded in exposing waste disclosed by single projects that may 
reach many millions of dollars, and it should be remembered 
that many continuing projects are utterly worthless. 

For this reason I desire at this time and prior to the pres- 
entation of the regular bill to show by indisputable proof that 
the $50,000,000 given by Congress last session to Army engi- 
neers for allotment, in lieu of the $92,000,000 bills defeated, 
was in fact largely wasted on useless continuing waterway proj- 
ects that have been repeatedly exposed and are condemned by 
the official reports which apologize for their continuance. Fur- 
ther, that an engineer’s recommendation may be, and fre- 
quently is, as bad and weak in character as anything ever set 
aside by presidential vetoes or denounced in Congress as “ hum- 
bugs and steals.” 

“ WATERWAY” APPROPRIATIONS A LOCALITY ISSUE. 

I have been advised that the fight against vicious waterway 
bills should be made a political issue, but that is impossible. 
The pork barrel is a locality issue, pure and simple, and it is 
high time those who pay the rapidly growing bills, that already 
aggregate $850,000,000, should demand an accounting of stock. 

Expert statisticians advise us that Northern States, because of 
their greater population and wealth, pay or contribute ap- 
proximately 95 per cent of all taxes and Government revenues 
compared with Southern States. Army engineers’ reports show 
that probably 95 per cent of all actual commerce carried over 
our waterways is to or from Northern States, yet I believe it 
ean be demonstrated that a dozen Southern States which fur- 
nish about 5 per cent of the Government’s revenues and only 
about 5 per cent of the country’s commerce, in effect receive 
over half of every river and harbor bill, which with sundry civil 
bill waterway items now averages over $50,000,000 annually. 

Herewith is an interesting statement, which I have not per- 
sonally verified, but I believe is correct: 
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These receipts are for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915. 

In other words, the above list shows 13 Southern States that 
are liberally cared for in every river and harbor bill and 5 
Northern States that paid into the Public Treasury about $10 
for every dollar contributed by sister States from the South. 
The statement has no relation to legitimate waterway improve- 
ments, but in “ pork-barrel” appropriations it indicates where 
the “pork” comes from. 

In a bill devoted to sectional interests no other result can be 
reasonably expected. Twenty-seven of the leading committees 
of the House have chairmen from Southern States, and they, 
together with a majority of the regular Democratic majority 
coming from that section, control committee recommendations 
and appropriations by the River and Harbor Committee. 

Promises. of sectional influence to be openly exerted on the 
next $46,000,000 bill have also been frankly admitted, as will 
appear later on, and the only question seems to be what are we 
going to do about it? What will the people say, who pay 95 
per cent of the revenues, maintain 95 per cent of the commerce, 
and then give over half of $50,000,000 annually to southern 
projects, many of which are unrelated to genuine navigation. 
If we must have pork, is there no polite rule of honor in legis- 
lative kleptomania as to its distribution? Even the celebrated 
jury once mentioned by Mr. Carraway refused to convict a 
culprit for stealing a hog because every member of the jury 
had received a slice, but that judicial precedent would not be 
urged here, because authoritative history records that the jury 
equally divided the corpus delicti. In the case of waterway 
bills, constituents of three-fourths of the jury furnish 90 per 
cent of the pork—all excepting the snout and tail—while the 
remaining three jurymen demand more than the other nine con- 
tributing jurymen combined. This is not measuring equities, 
but appetites. 

A HELPING HAND FROM THE “ LEVER” AND “CONGRESS” LOBBY. 


Sectional influence is also far-reaching when the river lobby 
that claims to have an Italian hand in drafting the bill finds 
its brains and energy in members of the lower Mississippi levee 
land-reclamation organization. Strangely enough, the levee 
lobby officials also happen to be officials and manipulators of 
that other lobby organization styling itself a “ river and harbor 

” “Levee” officials and “congress” officials, prac- 
tically the same men, tried to get from the last Federal Con- 
gress, and nearly secured, for their Mississippi River land- 
reclamation project, through two bills reported to the Senate, 
the tidy sum of $16,450,000 for the lower Mississippi, south of 
the Missouri, while hundreds of misguided, famishing birdlings, 
who chirp before the annual lobby congress) for waterway 
worms, are only helping to enlarge the fat Mississippi mother 
birds, Pulling chestnuts out of the fire becomes a fine art when 
all lobbies and lobbyist contribute to the landowners” reclama- 
tion grab along the Mississippi. 


WHERE THE PUBLIC MONEY GOES. 


Judging from the past, I desire to indicate where the next 
wasteful “waterway” appropriation will probably be dis- 
tributed and further to furnish conclusive evidence on which 
subscribers to the lobby fund previously mentioned have a right 
of action against the lobby “congress” for fulfillment of its 
1915 subscription contract. Bear in mind. during this discus- 
sion that the present Chief Engineer, who determines all water- 
way questions and who allotted $50,000,000 last session, was a 
struggling lieutenant colonel in the Army a half dozen years be- 


fore he was elected to the office of Santa Claus. He shares 
honors and responsibilities with the lobby for all distributions. 

Of the 240 projects to which Chief Kingman in 1915 allotted 
$26,258,472, the Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Tennessee, Cumber- 
land, and Beaufort Canal were given $11,813,000, or 45 per cent 
of the total, according to his statement given out April 1, 1915. 

Out of 300. projects contained in the defeated 1915 bill (H. R. 
13811) reported by the Senate committee aggregating $38,- 
000,000, the same six river projects aboye mentioned were 
awarded. $17,795,000, or approximately 47 per cent of the total. 

Including items for the Ohio contained in the sundry civil 
bill, these 6 projects out of 300 in the bill and 240 in the allot- 
ment were awarded over one-half of all waterway appropria- 
tions for 1915. 

In other words, Chief Kingman considered these projects of 
overwhelming importance, and distributed the remaining 55 per 
cent among 234 projects, one-half of which were other rivers 
with insignificant commerce. > 

WHERE THE COMMERCE 1S FOUND. 

According to an analysis that will be hereafter offered, sev- 
eral times the aggregate actual waterway commerce carried by 
the above six streams is handled by either Buffalo, or Boston, 
or Cleyeland, or Philadelphia Harbors. Over ten times the total 
actual commerce carried on those six rivers is handled at the 
Superior-Duluth Harbor, while New York’s inner harbor, that 
received $300,000 from the allotment, annually handles twenty 
times the total commerce of the six rivers that received $11,- 
813.000 from Chief Kingman in 1915. 

Waterway improvements in the South, whether located in 
Virginia, Louisiana, or Texas, should properly be matters of 
national, not State or local concern. Hampton Roads, New Or- 
leans, or Galveston Harbors are as important to preserve as the 
harbors of Boston, Philadelphia, or those of the Great Lakes. If 
any river or canal enjoys State or interstate traffic sufficient to 
make it a real artery of commerce instead of a shriveled useless 
vein, it surely is equally entitled to Government aid, whether 
situated among Southern or Northern States, because a broad 
policy of internal improvements is of national benefit—when of 
national importance. 

But reckless, wasteful giving of Government funds to favored 
localities for private ends or local use is scandalous and de- 
moralizing, and no argument is needed to show we have no 
right, legislatively or morally, to divert public funds to such 
uses. Some harbor improvements and a large majority of our 
so-called canal, river, and rivulet improvements are shown to be 
of insignificant value or no actual value either to the Nation or 
the State. They are conspicuously matters of local and private 
interest, urged by local constituencies and made possible only 
through the present system of political infiuence which is 
notoriously exercised in this and similarly framed bills. While 
improvements for legitimate waterways and open river chan- 
nel work should find favor, they are necessarily delayed or pre- 
vented by raids upon the Federal Treasury for political projects. 

At this point I append a table taken from allotments to 240 
projects and to which I may later refer. 

Engineers’ allotment 1914 and 1915 of $47,586,000. 
[Twelve projects that received 50 per cent of the total.] 


Rivers. million million Total. 
fund. fund, 

Mississippi. --| $5, 250,000 | $5,815,000 811 009 
950,000 1, 100, 000 j 060 000 
Ohio i. 1,769,000 | 3; 915, 090 684, 000 
Tennessee. 223, 000 501, 000 724, 000 
Ouichita 3ou,000 | 138,000 | 430 000 
te 000 
A 470, 000 180, 000 Gao ooo 
Sabine Pass 240, 000 100, 000 340, 000 
8 230, 000 240, 000 470, 000 
Black Warrior 768, 000 48, 000 816, 000 
Fear 185, 000. 323, 000 508, 000 


gether with the above 12 projects, have a combined actual com- 
merce of less than one-half the waterway tonnage of Buffalo, or 
Boston, or Cleveland, or Philadelphia, or several other lake and 
ocean harbors that could be named. 
“WE MIGHT BETTER DUY THE FREIGHT AND BURN IT.” 
Due apologies are tendered a great waterway expert for using 
his striking statement for the above caption. Permit me to 
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further offer at this time an estimate of the cost to the Govern- 
ment for furnishing waterways to float actual commerce on a 
few of our large projects: 


Per ton. 
Ohio River (excluding soft coal, $50 to $70 per ton) $5. 00 
ne imei ee ld ea AN ATATEN 12. 00 
r ssippi _...- 5 
Laver Mississippi 35. 00 
Arkansas 20. 00 
Hennepin 36. 75 
Missouri 40. 00 
ee ——T—T——T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—T—TbT—T—T—X—T————ů— 41. 00 
rr ee 80. 00 
renege ses 80. 00 
Ee SR A ae PE 100. ao 
Muscle Shoals (proposed) $ 
Biz Sandy, BF-a aa . 00 


Other rivers, some of which have an average haul of from 
30 to 50 miles, are equally expensive luxuries to a war-tax bur- 
dened people. An analysis of “commerce” statistics will be 
offered in the course of these remarks to show the inducement 
presented by Army engineers for recommending present wasteful 
expenditures. 

IS WASTE AND FRAUD GENERAL? 

Following a four-day fight last session under the five-minute 
rule against the last river and harbor bill, I met the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. Murdock, then one of the leaders of the 
House, and he said to me, Many of us have voted for such 
measures for 10 years and more, kicking them around, without 
realizing before what big frauds they have grown to be.” 

A day or so later one of the ablest men in the country, who 
also voted in the House with Murdock against the last river and 
harbor bill, called attention to the naval appropriation bill of 
over a hundred million dollars, then before the House, remark- 
ing, There is as much waste and graft in this bill as there is 
in the river ‘pork barrel.’” Substantially the same remark 
was made by a rear admiral of the Navy, who approved the 
fight against the last two waterway bills, condemning waste and 
fraud in the river and harbor bill and in the naval bill in equally 
strong terms. High officials have pointed to the same propor- 
tionate waste in public-buildings bills. 

In view of such statements, among many others, from highly” 
reputable Members of the House and country, I believe it is my 
duty, so far as I can, to present facts that should cause the 
most confirmed pork grabber to stop, look, and listen in these 
days of righteous indignation against fraud and waste, and to 
demand a thorough investigation. 

When the 1914 river and harbor bill was before the House 
it carried over $43,000,000 in a few good but many extravagant 
or worthless projects. No roll call could be secured, and the 
bill went through with a whoop and a laugh. It was and is an 
annual joke bill and is now double in amount and just as bad 
as when TILLMAN called it a “ humbug and steal“ over a dozen 
years ago. 

When the Senate committee reported the same House bill, 
some of the worst new projects exposed in the House were 
stricken out, including Mattawan Creek, Kissimee Creek, and 
Oklawaha Creek, carrying present and future appropriations of 
about $1,000,000. But the Senate committee added many other 
projects, so that when reported out to the Senate it carried 
over $53,000,000 in addition to $6,990,000 appropriated by the 
sundry civil bill. New projects that would eventually add 
$33,000,000 more, or about $93,000,000, were included for water- 
ways in the 1914 bills. 

It is recent history that the scandalous 1914 bill was defeated 
in the Senate and a $20,000,000 substitute passed, which sum 
was placed in the hands of Army engineers for allotment. It 
is also familiar history that most of that amount, according to 
statements on the floor by members of the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee, was given to southern States that boast little actual 
waterway commerce, 

ANNUAL PORK BARRELS THE FASHION, 


Four months later, at the regular session, the House passed 
another river and harbor bill of $34,000,000, in round numbers, 
gréatly reduced in amount, but twice the size of our old- 
fashioned genuine improvement bills. This time we secured a 
record vote in the House against the bill, after killing the initial 
appropriation for a scandalous $18,700,000 Alabama water-power 
project and exposing many other wasteful and worthless items. 
The Senate committee added $4,000,000, in round numbers, to the 
$34,000,000 House bill, in addition to $4,000,000 given by the 
sundry civil bill. For a second time, a bill then reaching 


$38,000,000 was killed and a $30,000,000 substitute was passed 
by Congress, again to be allotted by Army engineers. The 
aggregate of the two defeated bills and the sundry civil bill 
reached over $102,000,000. The two substitute bills as passed 


carried just $50,000,000 apart from sundry civil items of about 
$10,000,000, or a saving of about $42,000,000 from the two 
Sixty-third Congress waterway bills, and the Chief Engineer 
was authorized to apportion the $50,000,000 substitute among 
the most needy projects. The last allotment of $30,000,000- 
was placed in his hands on the closing day of the Sixty-third 
Congress, and attention is called in passing to this last allotment. 
SENATOR BURTON’S SERVICE. 


I would be remiss in a public duty if I failed at this time to 
give credit to those who bore the brunt of the recent waterway 
fights and won two unprecedented victories in the Sixty-third 
Congress. It requires moral courage of a high order to confront 
colleagues with whom one has worked for many years and to 
point out legislative wrongs committed in the name of public 
service. 

That courage was evidenced in the last Congress by the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, who fearlessly faced unjust gibes 
and criticisms with unaffected forbearance and by superior 
knowledge, marvelous endurance, exceptional powers of de- 
bate, and masterful presentation of existing wrongs proved to 
the present generation that high ideals in statesmanship still 
exist. Senator Burton’s fight against two vicious river and 
harbor bills, aggregating over $92,000,000, will live in con- 
gressional history long after merchant-marine and other strug- 
gles have been forgotten. Faithfully supported by Senator KEN- 
yon and a small group of fearless associates, he led the 
opposition during days and nights of continuous session, resist- 
ing assaults upon the Federal Treasury waged by selfish 
interests. 

History records that their memorable fight has saved to the 
country over $42,000,000; but far surpassing in importance any 
mere question of dollars and cents was the notable defeat of 
vicious legislation. Whatever may be the fate of wasteful water- 
way bills which are to follow in this and future sessions, the 
exposure of waterway sophistry and defeat of its accompanying 
chicanery brought about by Senator Burton’s great effort will 
live as the crowning achievement of his congressional career. 

The Senate and the country has lost the ablest waterway ex- 
pert of the country through Senator Burton’s voluntary retire- 
ment. Now that the opposition to waste has suffered a severe 
loss through his departure, the bars are again to be let down. 
One hundred new Members of the House are expected to be 
anxious to show results by securing to each constituency a piece 
of pork, and we are to be confronted with an old-time bill, larger 
than ever before. So says the lobby, which speaks authorita- 
tively in its hour of triumph. 


HOW LARGE WILL THIS YEAR'S BILL BE? 


The vicious bill of 1914, which was killed in the Senate, car- 
ried $43,289,004. Over $10,000,000 more was added to it before 
it was reported out to the Senate for discussion and defeat. 

In view of this fact, it is interesting to note that after visit- 
ing President Wilson in reference to the coming waterway bill 
the Washington Times of December 1, 1915, only a few days 
ago, says: 

Chairman SPARKMAN called to explain what was desired by his com- 
mittee. He said $46,000,000 was needed to complete work already 
begun. Last year the n was cut to $30,000,000 by Con- 
gress, and it is understood this year the administration forces 
urge still further reduction. SPARKMAN said after the conference that 
his committee would not delay in its efforts to get these appropriations 
in spite of the administration’s desire to have its national-defense 
program taken up in Congress first. 

No one familiar with the genial chairman of the committee 
will believe he was correctly quoted, because it will take ap- 
proximately $46,000,000 to complete the fanciful Ohio canaliza- 
tion project alone, and there are over a hundred other pending 
hungry projects, including the $20,000,000 Missouri River recla- 
mation scheme and the limitless private land reclamation lower 
Mississippi project, that may take several hundred millions in 
addition to about $100,000,000 already spent on the lower river; 
but more of that later on. 


WHAT THE NEXT BILL WILL CONTAIN. 


In order that we may also appreciate the prospective charac- 
ter of the new river and harbor bill, I quote briefly from an 
interview with Chairman Sparkman, of the committee, pub- 
lished in the Washington Star on March 12, 1915, shortly after 
the close of the last session, wherein he is quoted as saying: 

If revenues improve, the next river and harbor bill will cover a 
number of impo t new pro The committee may visit the 
Muscle Shoals water-power pro in Tennessee and other places on 
that river May 10 and the Sacramento and Feather Rivers in Cali- 
fornia in July or August. è 

The Muscle Shoals project, already recommended by Army engineers 

by Senator elect UNDERWOOD, the retiing mocratic leader 
ouse, and other Members of the southern delegations, cortem- 


and ur; 
of the 
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lat Federal appropriation of $18,000,000, reimbursable to the 
— — with a — — to comprehensive development of the water 
3 “is 8885 * —.— the whole. project 
and Feather Rivers pro; s $5, rs 5 igas 


Chesapeake & Delaware Canal for x „000, 
canaiization development of the upper Cumberland River above Nash- 
e. 


ACTIVE AID FOR THE COMMITTEE. 


Pursuant to the foregoing prediction, Washington now swarms 
with “waterway ” lobbyists hailing from all points of the com. 
pass, including not only the $50,000,000 “mutual bribery” 
lobby but also the Ohio River lobby, the Chesapeake & Dela- 
ware Canal lobby, supported by the Atlantic Inland waterway 
lobby, the upper Mississippi drainage lobby, the Alabama Water 
Power Co.—$18,700,000 for Muscle Shoals—lobby, the Texas 
inland waterways lobby, the Missouri River lobby, and many 
other insistent lobbies, while enthroned over all is the powerful 
Mississippi River reclamation lobby that annually gets the 
largest slice out of every wat “barrel.” All are here or 
haye served notice they will be here to help Congress frame 
the bill. 

Just what will be presented by the committee only time will 
disclose; just what will be its battered but swelled shape when 
it passes both Houses no man can tell; but the engineers’ allot- 
ment of the last $30,000,000 bill is worth considering at this 
time for the reason that all projects are attempted to be justi- 
fied by their supporters because first given the Chief Engineer's 
approval. 

Before presenting what I believe to be conclusive evidence of 
incompetence and repeated violation of the spirit of the law on 
the part of the Board of Army Engineers, I desire to refer to 
the last river and harbor bill substitute, passed March 3, 1915, 
which reads: 


NOTORIOUS PROJECTS CONDEMNED, 


Seċ. 15. That the er Aprire nad now under improvement shall be 
reexamined in accordance with the law for the original examination of 
rivers and harbors, with a view to obtaining reports whether the 
adopted projects shall be modified or the Improvement abandoned. 

Then follow 10 projects, beginning with the inland waterway 
from Norfolk to Beaufort and ending with the Missouri River. 
Incidentally I hope to address myself to the Missouri River 
project in a few moments; also, incidentally, the Missouri River 
was thereafter rejected upon reexamination by the engineer 
called upon to examine it. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman does not want to be inaccu- 
rate. The Missouri River was reported against by the district 
officer, but his report was reversed, and I suppose the gentle- 
man knows that the report reversing it is in the hands of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. FREAR. I prefer that the gentleman would not inter- 
rupt me. I accept his statement, however, without question. 
Neither report has been received by Congress from the engi- 
neers. 

Mr. BORLAND. I interrupt only because I know the gentle- 
man wants to be accurate. 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPHAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CALLAWAY]. 

Mr. FREAR. This one time. á 

Mr. CALLAWAY. I wonder if it would be possible for us to 
have the report of that engineer that they dismissed out there 
and reversed? 

Mr. FREAR. I thank my friend from Texas for the sugges- 
tion. That was the question I was about to present to the 
House. Strange as it may appear, on the 22d day of April, 
1915, the gentleman who rejected the Missouri River project— 
Col. Deakyne—made his report, which has been in the hands of 
gentlemen who support the Missouri River project, but Con- 
gress has not had it up to this time. I have tried unsuccess- 
fully to secure it from the River and Harbor Committee, of 
which I am a member. I have assumed that there is such a 
report, because newspaper notices are to that effect. The gen- 
tleman states that that report was overruled by the Board of 
Army Engineers. I understand so by newspaper reports. I 
have no information other than that. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. FREAR. I desire not to be interrupted, because I have 
a great deal of ground to try to cover. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I should like to ask about 
that report. The gentleman has made a rather interesting 
statement. Did he inquire at the Engineers’ Office? 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, no; I inquired where it ought to be—in the 
hands of the Rivers and Harbors Committee. 


Mr. BORLAND, The report is in the hands of the Rivers 
and Harbors Committee, of which the gentleman is a member, 
and they have sent it to the Public Printer and it is now in the 
hands of the Public Printer. 

Mr. FREAR. I desire that this shall not be taken out of my 
time, Mr. Speaker. I do not wish to be interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. FREAR. I have been to the clerk of the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee, and he said he had no report, although it 
Was made many months ago. He said it had not been presented 
yet. I so understood him, although this report was made by 
Col. Deakyne April 22, or over eight months ago. 

TEN QUESTIONABLE PROJECTS. 


Coosa River, Ga. and Ala. 
Inle 


Fla. 
Brazos River, hex from Old Washingt . 
Red River, La., Ark., Tex., Okla.” on Se Hee 


Ouachita River, Ark’ and Okla. 
Arkansas 


ssourl , Mo. 

And the Chief of Engineers is directed to make a report upon an 
other projects, river or harbor, the further improvement of whic 
under present conditions is undesirable or in which modifications of the 
plans or projects should be made. 


The foregoing provisions were inserted in the Senate sub- 
stitute of $30,000,000 for 1915 and were agreed to by the House 
in lieu of the $38,000,000 bill reported by the Senate committee. 

The best waterway expert in the country, Senator Burton, 
framed both substitute bills, aggregating $50,000,000, adopted 
by Congress in 1914 and 1915, respectively, and framed section 
15, just read. His high standing, judgment, and long public ex- 
perience entitled his opinion to great weight at the time the 1915 
substitute was presented to the Senate, at which time the fol- 
lowing significant statement was made by him: ` 


AN INDICTMENT AGAINST ARMY ENGINEERS BY THE COUNTRY’S BEST 
WATERWAY EXPERT. 

Certain steps have been taken by the insertion in this substitute of 
section 15, in which it is directed that the howe N now under 
improvement should be examined in accordance th law for the 
antes examination of rivers and harbors, with a view to obtaining 
reports whether the adopted projects should be modified or the im- 
provement abandoned. en follow an enumeration of 10 projects, 
which are probably the worst in the list now under improvement, an 
a general provision that the Chief of Engineers is directed to make a 
report upon any other projects, either river or harbor, a further im- 
provement of which under present conditions is undesirable or in which 
a modification of the gae or pro; should be made. 

t the on will be carefully complied with by 
the Corps of Engineers ; that they will examine de novo each one of these 
0 if further improvement is undesirable, they will say 
so; and that if there are other 9 of minor nature, not men- 
tioned in this list which require reexamination, that reexamination is 


Neuse and Trent Rivers in North 
Carolina, for which appro; tions were carried in th 


bill a combined — 1 — on of $41,000, of which amount „000 was 
allotted. The Cape River, above Wilmington, carried the orig- 
bill $91,000 and was allotted $70,000. (In 1915, $173,000 was 


inal 
allotted for this same pro: ) 
The Flint River rece 18,000 for the proposed „000. 

The Chattahoochee 3 and received $65,000. 

The Coosa received in the allotment 8 

The item for the St. Johns River, $300,000; in the allotment it got 


„000. 
St. Andrews Bay was provided with $65,000 in the bill, and got the 
full amount in the allotment. 
The bill gave the Choctawhatchee $25,000 ; the allotment, $20,000. 
The Black Warrior was down for $750,000, and got the amount. 
The item carried for the Yazoo River was $10, , while the allotment 


gave it $30,000. 
The Ble Sunflower was originally provided with $90,000, and in the 
allotment received the full amount. The item for the upper Brazos, 
one of the most strenuously opposed items, was $275,000, yet in the 
allotment it received 00, ý 

In the case of the Trinity, one of the worst items in the bill, but slight 
deference was id to publie By ngs Out of an original item of 
e ennie — — C io the mouth, an absolutely inde- 

e + 
fensible project, got an allotment of $850,000. 
TEN COUNTS IN THE INDICTMENT AGAINST ARMY ENGINEERS, 

After this pronounced protest by our greatest waterway ex- 
pert against the $20,000,000 apportionment made by Army engi- 
neers in 1914, and an explicit demand for a reexamination of 
worthless projects, the Chief Engineer, through the publicity 
bureau of the river and harbor lobby, furnished to the press on 
April 1, 1915, just 30 days after the passage of the $30,000,000 
1915 substitute bill, a full statement of his apportionment of the 
new fund, from which I quote allotments for several projects 
that were explicitly condemned in the Senate as among the 
“worst on the list.” 
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Chief Kingman’s allotment to 10 questionable projects. 


Waterway, Norfolk to Beaufort... $400, 000 None 
Coosa River... 106, 000 $40,000 
St. Lucia Inlet None. 
Brazos River.. 200, 000 
Red River (above Fulton). * 40,000 
er cosas T E T E E A 136, 000 
Arkansas River.. 2 193, 350 
Tennessee River 501,000 
Fox Rer. 20, 000 
Missouri River 1, 000, 000 
OMY So isn eens Gevat bdatesoasccascevasvepitweecnsccuses 2, 596, 350 


OVER $5,000,000 FOR 10 QUESTIONABLE PROJECTS, 


To further show the disregard of our Chief of Engineers for 
the wishes of Congress or of a law solemnly passed it is proper 
to state that on January 1, 1915, balances on hand unexpended 
for these 10 questionable projects reached $2,655,000, which 
with the 1915 allotment aggregated $5,251,350 to be expended on 
projects approved by Army engineers but condemned in no un- 
certain way by Congress. Let us examine further into this 
remarkable allotment. * 

The list of 10 projects for which resurveys were ordered by 
law and protests recorded were given by engineers nearly one- 
tenth of the 1915 allotment of $26,258,000 reported April 1, 
1915. Peculiarly enough, $2,576,850 or over 99 per cent of the 
allotment on these 10 projects was for southern streams that 
had been denounced in Congress in unmeasured terms less than 
30 days before. Notwithstanding that caustic arraignment and 
legislative demand for resurveys of these projects, the Chief 
Engineer's allotment for such projects was approximately 50 
per cent greater in 1915 than in his condemned allotment made 
in 1914. 

Before discussing the attitude of Army engineers I desire to 
add a few other questionable allotments from the April 1, 1915, 
gifts made by our Treasury guardians: 


Five more questionable projects in Kingman’s (1915) $30,000,000 fund. 


Mississippi River (a promoting land reclamation project) $5, 815, 000 
Ohio River (a $64, „000 canalization project) , 640, 000 
Missourl River (a 500,000-acre land reclamation 8 1, 100, 000 
lieaufort Canal (among the most worthless of all) 405, 000 
Cumberland River (so bad it was three times reported 70 905 
78. 


against) 
11, 338, 000 


Another picture from Kingman’s (1915) allotment, 
New York inner harbor (the greatest in the world 


$300, 
Boston Harbor —=-.-ͤ 135, 769 
HUMo HALDOR TE- cer ed SSE CELE See es AEE ae 187, 375 
Cleveland Harbor = 25 0 m re — 92, 
... Ax —ʃ 715, 144 


New York inner harbor received 1 per cent and the Mississippi 
22 per cent of the last allotment. 

These four harbors handle fifty times as much actual com- 
merce as the five rivers and canals first named. They handle 
presumably twenty times as much actual commerce as any 10 
Southern States with the “ five questionable projects“ included, 
and yet the free silver ratio of 16 to 1 is substantially the 
proportionate allotment given by Chief Kingman to questionable 
or worthless projects over four genuine waterways. 

When New York, Ohio, and Massachusetts find out where 
Congress and Kingman place pork which these three States 
largely supply, it will be interesting to note their respective 
emotions. 

OTHER QUESTIONABLE ALLOTMENTS BY GEN. KINGMAN—A DOZEN MORE 
COUNTS IN THE INDICTMENT AGAINST ENGINEERS. 

Pamlico and Tar Rivers, N. C., allotted $35,800, the full 
amount requested. Commerce has diminished 70 per cent in 
the past 12 years, Five hundred and ten stumps, 16 saw logs, 
1 scow, and 1 old house were recovered from the river by the 
Government in 1913. That was its largest traffic, according 
to the Army engineers’ report, page 1965. Imposing commer- 
cial statistics, on analysis, are found to comprise over 88 per 
cent floatable timber. 

Cape Fear River, N. C. Upper river $173,000, the full amount 
requested. Cape Fear River, N. C., below, $150,000, or 70 per 
cent of the full amount requested. Unexpended balance on 
hand January 1, 1915, for the river was $176,506. Expenditures 
to June 30, 1914, reached $5,805,790. Practically a half million 
dollars was used in 1915 to stimulate the dredging fleet to 
activity on Cape Fear River. Needy projects are subject to 
Aas Carolina’s first call at the hands of Army engineers. 
Why? 


Winyah Bay, S. ©., $70,000, or more than called for by the 
1915 bill. Balance on hand January 1, 1915, $33,802. This 
13 miles of waterway has cost $2,980,664 and yet lost 30 per 
cent of its commerce last year. Army engineers have given it 
a good hypodermic to keep it going through 1915. 

St. Johns River, Fla., $370,000, the full amount requested. 
Balance on hand January 1, 1915, $111,881. Amount already 
expended, over $6,500,000. Commerce is 40 per cent floatable 
lumber and ties. Florida projects are first in number and 
amount in all waterway bills. Florida also has first call at the 
hands of Army engineers. Why? 

Tombigbee River, Ala., $48,800. Total requested, $64,500. 
On hand January, 1915, including Black Warrior, $417,544. 
Amount already expended, $9,901,295. Commerce on Tombig- 
bee, 1913, excluding timber and stone, was 16,031 tons (p. 
2199). This project has great water powers and political 
powers within reach and received three-quarters of a million 
out of the preceding $20,000,000 allotment. 

Pearl River, $11,000. Amount requested, $24,000. On hand, 
$12,985. Loss in commerce last year, 42 per cent. All com- 
merce is timber, sand, and gravel. Twelve thousand six hun- 
dred and fifty-one snags and obstructions were removed by the 
Government in 1913, or over 400 daily (p. 2219). The “snag” 
commerce is bravely maintained by the Chief of Engincers’ 
allotment. 

Big Sunflower, $104,000. Received $98,000 in Engineers’ Octo- 
ber allotment. Balance on hand January 1, 1915, was $99,500, 
or $200,000 made available for a commerce 70 per cent of which 
is floatable timber and gravel. Thus far appropriated and 
allotted, $644,988. “The existing project has no effect on 
freight rates” (p. 889). 

Galveston to Port Bolivar, $40,000, full amount requested; 
$27,237 amount on hand. Loss in commerce last year, 40 per 
cent. How much would it take to wipe out the balance? 

Galveston to Texas City, $50,000; full amount requested. 
This is a $7,000,000 project, which shows Texas is not entirely 
forgotten. 

Three Texas canals: (1) Galveston-Brazos River section, $15,- 
000; full amount. Commerce in 1912 was 614 tons. (2) Brazos- 
Matagorda section, $30,000; full amount. Commerce in 1912 
was 600 tons. (8) Arkansas Pass-Cavallo section, $30,000. 
Commerce in 1912 was 380 tons. (These are the official engi- 
neer’s figures.) What is $80 per ton to an Army engineer who 
has $50,000,000 to spend? 

Tennessee River, $501,000 out of $672,000 requested. This 
project was denounced in the Senate on March 2, 1915, as one 
of the worst of the list. It was rejected twice by Army engi- 
neers. It has absorbed many millions and gets another half 
million to help keep the dredging fleet in motion. 

Some of these projects named are worthless and all have re- 
ceived extravagant allotments from a precious war-tax fund. 
Other projects, some of which are probably worse than any of 
those enumerated, will be discussed before I conclude in order 
that we may know where more of the $50,000,000 allotment was 
placed by the Chief Engineer. 


WHO IS TO BLAME FOR WASTE? 


Fifty million dollars allotted last session by this official was 
largely wasted. Not even the President of the United States 
has such power or discretion in times of peace, and yet the 
Chief of Engineers is only following political partition methods 
inaugurated by Congress. Old Dobbin with his blinders never 
excited more pity or ridicule than is attracted to political naval 
stations, political Army stations, political Federal buildings, and 
political waterways. Private water powers, private land recla- 
mationists, private real estate schemers unite with dredgers, 
contractors, and other notorious waterway lobbyists in demand- 
ing money at the expense of the public purse. 

Outside of Dobbin’s blinders the public scoffs at the exhibi- 
tion, and inside the blinders we wink at it. With coast de- 
fenses pitifully weak, we divide naval funds to cover several 
Atlantic coast political yards, inaccessible to battleships and 
where experts declare two or three would answer. Forty- 
nine political military posts are maintained to protect our people 
from wild Indian uprisings within 49 different constituencies. 
How can we pretend to regulate private business by law when 
we conduct public business in an unbusinesslike way and how 
can we hope for honest administration of public affairs in sub- 
ordinate places when confronted with our own acts of omission 
and commission. 

After repeated exposures of back-scratching methods, of ap- 
peals to patriotism in order to put forth wasteful projects, of 
corrupt, secret lobby methods, we should accept our share of 
responsibility for wasted funds, for it is unjust to make 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


801 


goats of subordinate officials. But as Army engineers have been 
quoted in defense of every questionable, vicious, and wasteful 
project demanded in Congress, it becomes necessary to acertain 
just what value is to be placed upon engineers’ approvals. 

THE RECIPE FOR SECURING A WATERWAY PROJECT. 

Let us concede at the outset that Army engineers are experts 
in military training. They are the pick of West Point, prepared 
for military responsibilities, yet instead of being employed on 
works of national defense, for which the Government educated 
them, their days and countless millions are spent on muddy 
ereeks and worthless waterway schemes. Is it not time to 
pause and inquire into the reason for this absurdity? What 
functions of government or what public service is involved in 
surveys of crooked creeks and dry runs? Will the champions 
of “ preparedness " demand that 60 engineers be relegated back 
to the Army and to their proper duties? 

Dredgers, contractors, and other beneficiaries want work for 
private profit. They start things and urge local communities to 
get something from the Government for nothing. The local 
commercial or boosters’ club, aroused to action, says to Repre- 
sentative Gettum from Grabville, “ Bring home the money or 
don't come back.” Every Representative is confronted with the 
utterance of Ellison, secretary of the $50,000,000 waterway 
lobby, “ Get what is asked or get out.“ So Representative Get- 
tum begs the committee for a local survey. The committee 
shifts responsibility by putting the project up to Army engi- 
neers for approval. The engineers survey and reject.. Mr. 
Gettum shouts for help and reelection while engineers reexamine 
Mud Creek and again repudiate the job. Under pressure he then 
corrals his State delegation, reaching to nine Congressmen and 
two Senators in the Cumberland River case. Statesmen show 
Army engineers where to jump off. The board reflects; the 
board sees new light and somersaults and approves. Then 
Mr. Gettum presents his approved contract to the River and 
Harbor Committee. Our committee finally agrees with Get- 
tum—who has nine votes in his pistol pocket with two more 
in the upper watch pocket—and so we eat persimmons, de- 
claring them good though puckery. Solemnly we are now 
pointed to the engineer’s approval, and all doors to legislative 
criticism thereafter are forever closed. We pretend to expect 
that our subordinates, the engineers, will withstand pull, pres- 
sure, and power. Constituencies, animated by secret agencies, 
seek questionable aid from-their Representatives, and we pass 
it on to the engineer. How does he acquit himself? 

INSINCERITY AND INCONSISTENCY—HOW ENGINEERS PILE UP ENORMOUS 
DEBT BURDENS, 

For years Congress has been lectured continually and justly 
in engineers’ reports for wasteful methods in making insufficient 
piecemeal appropriations for specific projects. How often is 
Congress criticized for spreading appropriations over rapidly 
increasing number of wasteful projects recommended by our 
critics, the engineers. ~ 

Instead of making contracts for the completion of important 
and necessary projects, reports show Congress has been de- 
servedly reprimanded by Army engineers for piecemeal, un- 
businesslike practices. Heretofore we have dodged the issue 
because we knew the engineers were right and the practice in- 
defensible, 

In other words, before meeting the necessities of New York Har- 
bor or other actual waterways we must continue small slices of 
public plunder for Jamaica Bay's real estate project on Long 
Island or for some New Jersey fertilizing factory lustily howling 
for money for a privately used harbor. Scuppernong Creek and 
Cape Fear River’s annual grab of a few hundred measly thousands 
or Richmond’s inner harbor real estate scheme are used as a foil 
for San Francisco Harbor's actual needs, while aid for Chicago's 
water front may be made contingent upon adoption of a Muscle 
Shoals $18,700,000 water-power holdup or a notorious $8,000,000 
annual grab by the Mississippi land-reclamation lobby. All 
requests are taken into the fold by the legislative factotum that 
hands out soothing sirup, a little here, a little there; to stop 
distress. Hundreds of interests are cared for annually, but no 
project is completed. Engineers have repeatedly called atten- 
tion in their reports to this unbusinesslike spectacle offered by 
statesmen chosen to represent a Government’s best interests, 

Yet I desire at this juncture to discuss an unprecedented Treas- 
ury raid; eventually reaching possibly to one hundred millions 
or more, for which Army engineers are directly responsible. 
CONSOLATION PRIZES FROM THE CHIEF ENGINEER—STARTING EVERYTHING, 

FINISHING NOTHING. 

By the last two substitute bills we gave our engineering critics 
unrestricted power to distribute $50,000,000 for waterways. We 
did this in order to defeat two objectionable bills aggregating 
$92,000,000. - Although Army engineers had recommended double 
the amount we placed in their hands, Congress tightened the 
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strings before turning over its purse to about one-half of the 
amount recommended. We were therefore assured by engineers 
that many worthy projects would necessarily suffer from lack 
of funds to cover needed work. In other words, every dollar of 
the last $30,000,000 allotment placed in their hands had many 
legitimate pockets gaping before it from New York to San 
Francisco, yet after wasting millions on scores of notoriously 
worthless waterway projects we find the Board of Engineers 
plunged in to the limit by giving to itself $500,000 of this precious 
allotment fund for new surveys. 

Ignoring a hundred waiting projects, aggregating $100,- 
000,000 already adopted but not yet begun, the chief first divided 
approximately $26,258,472 among good, bad, and indifferent 
projects, as shown by the apportionment. After retaining over 
$3,000,000 for contingencies, our office boys, improvident and 
irresponsible constructors of a new pork barrel, went Congress 
one better by grabbing over an unparalleled grist of over 200 
new surveys, which may eventually reach anywhere from a 
hundred to a hundred and fifty million dollars more in obliga- 
tions for new projects. Think of the program, when in addition 
to nearly $400,000,000 in present waterway obligations, $500,000 
is to be spent in these. war-tax times by engineers in order to 
discover a hundred or more new mud ponds and crooked creeks. 
Have I made the situation plain? If not, study engineers’ reports 
to learn what wasteful methods of piecemeal appropriations 
Congress has pursued for years, and now find our wildest dreams 
of waterway madness surpassed by these same engineer critics. 

Chasing over the country from Podunk Inlet, in Jersey, to 
Cowpasture Creek, in Virginia, or Texas, surveying proposed 
real estate and land-reclamation ventures and private water- 
power schemes, giving extravagantly to wasteful projects they 
have been directed to reexamine and report on, ignoring legiti- 
mate military duties, the Chief of Engineers has provided a 
1916 campaign of canal entanglements and crooked-creek inva- 
sions that challenges the attention of European strategists. 
Every new survey under present conditions becomes an indict- 
ment against wasteful methods embraced by engineers who have 
taken from the precious $30,000,000 allotment fund a half-million 
dollars for consolation prizes. 

TREMENDOUS WATERWAY OBLIGATIONS. 


To understand the full effect of withdrawing $500,000 for new 
surveys, it must be understood that about half of a total expendi- 
ture of $850,000,000 has been spent by the Government on our 
“waterways ” within the last dozen years. In addition to this ex- 
travagant sum, future obligations have been incurred, as follows: 


Projects now under way, which require a further sum of_ $250, 000, 000 
New projects adopted will require-__-.._.-.__.__--___ 101, 000, 000 
Over 200 surveys in 1915 bill, possibly_.._._.__-_____-__ 150, 000, 000 


501, 000, 000 

It was stated last session that 40 to 70 per cent of all surveys 
have been sometimes approved by Army engineers, and, judging 
from new projects awaiting appropriations, projects will average 
about a million dollars each. Some are small and others reach 
many millions. With new projects and new surveys the Gov- 
ernment now is invited to embark on expenditures for new 
projects of $250,000,000, out of a total obligation of a half billion 
dollars, or an increase of 50 per cent in the number of projects 
adopted. In a riotous waste of public money through the con- 
yenient agency of Army engineers is it not worth while to pause 
until the American people catch their breath after paying their 
last war taxes? f 
A BRIDGE BUILDERS ON THE THRONE. 

Does it not appear that we have made a hopeless muddle of 
their duties and of ours by placing military bridge builders and 
pontoon constructors in absolute control of hundreds of millions 
of public funds, including $50,000,000 during the Sixty-third 
session of Congress? 

When did engineers gain knowledge or experience to fit them 
for determining commercial needs or waterway possibilities of 
a community or hundreds of communites? Read their reports 
and learn the miserable showing that has been made by a great 
army of clerks, dredgers, contractors, and other beneficiaries, 
reputed to number 25,000 or more, wasting millions of public 
money annually as it slides through the fingers of the Chief of 
Engineers and his associates. 

We may well believe younger Army engineeers are high-class 
men, who object to responsibility for this record of ingratiating 
humbuggery charged up against Gens. Bixby, Kingman, and 
the Board of Engineers. I do not question the honesty or capa- 
bility of younger officers, but their superiors have had their 
heads turned by an astounding shift of public authority from 
Congress to their shoulders. 2 

What a humiliating spectacle is presented to Congress when 
we see the Chief of Engineers distributing spoils through a 


complete control of projects, surveys, and public funds. What 
a pitiful picture of legislative weakness when Congress surren- 
ders its constitutional prerogatives and eagerly divides the 
allotments given by engineers and river lobbies that claim to 
hold the spigot which distributed a $62,000,000 flood of war-tax 
currency for waterways during the Sixty-third session of Con- 
gress. No wonder the country figuratively holds its nose an- 
nually until the barrel is rolled out of sight. 

GEOGRAPHICAL DISTRIBUTION OF PRIZES—-COUNTS IN THE 

FOR MISREPRESENTATION. 

When the last $30,000,000 allotment was made by the Chief of 
Engineers a placating statement accompanied it in the press, 
wherein the public was informed that of $26,258,472 distributed, 
New York received most of the allotment and Michigan had the 
second largest helping. By geographical sections we were told 
the North and Middle Western States were allotted $12,967,000 
8 Southern States $10,483,000, and so everybody ought to be 

appy. 

These figures are deceptive, but accepting them at their face, 
we are reminded that six months before, in October, 1914, the 
same engineers allotted over one-half of the $20,000,000 (1914 
appropriation) to southern projects, and quickly followed it up 
with $10,483,000 more on April 1, 1915, which indicates where.a 
balance of political influence is to be found. A more miserable 
apology was never offered for a geographical distribution of 


INDICTMENT 


political pork. New York Harbor handles probably two dozen | 


times as much commerce as all the actual waterway commerce 
of the South put together. New York’s great inner harbor gets 
about $300,000 from the allotment, or less than St. Johns River, 
Fla., which carries comparatively an insignificant actual com- 
merce. Buffalo’s actual commerce is about 20,000,000 tons, or 
probably several times the total actual commerce of all southern 
waterways combined. Buffalo gets $187,875, after having been 
rejected from the preceding October allotment. This is less than 
one-half of $400,000 given to the Brazos River, Tex., in the two 
engineer allotments, although the Brazos reports only 1,080 tons 
of actual commerce, or 1 ton to 20,000 tons when compared with 
Buffalo. Texas has several important chairmanships, Buffalo 
none, so 20,000 to 1 may be a new Democratic allotment ratio. 
SPECIOUS EXPLANATIONS. 


Michigan was declared to hold second place by the Chief of 
Engineers in his allotments, but such result is reached by 
crediting St. Marys River to Michigan. This river is a short 
waterway connecting the Lakes, and carries over 75,000,000 tons 
of annual commerce between States, or ten times the combined 
actual southern waterway traffic, and yet this link between 
lakes is strangely accredited to Michigan. Senate Document 
No. 492, Sixty-third Congress, charges over $32,000,000 spent 
between lakes to the State of Michigan. Why? As well 
credit the Panama Canal traffic and $400,000,000 expense to 
the Panama 10-mile zone. Why did not the engineers so report 
the Mississippi or properly charge to Louisiana $20,000,000 
spent at the river's mouth? Who revises the engineers’ re- 
ports? Who juggles the Louisiana figures, and why? 

. After giving over one-half of the $20,000,000 1914 appropria- 
tions to southern projects, our Chief of Engineers seeks to ex- 
plain a 830,000,000 1915 geographical distribution, and in so 
doing apparently omits to include in the apportionment as 
southern projects any part of the $1,300,000 given to the lower 
Missouri and Mississippi below the mouth of the Missouri or 
any part of the $3,610,000 given to the Ohio River through 
lower Mississippi River traffic. Nor do these amounts cover 
some $5,000,000 more for the same projects included in the sun- 
dry civil bills that were passed. Eighteen North Carolina proj- 
ects with an unimportant combined actual tonnage received 
about $900,000 out of the allotment in 1915. Twenty-four fa- 
miliar Florida items received $840,000 for a commerce that 
rivals North Carolina’s in insignificance, while Texas, with its 
18 projects, gets over a million dollars; and, counting the pre- 


ceding allotment of October, 1914, Texas is the proud possessor 
of $2,500,000 from the Sixty-third Congress due to the liber- 
ality of Army engineers. Aside from Galveston Harbor, its: 
actual waterway commerce, as shown by the reports of Army 


engineers, compared with expenditures invites scrutiny. 

Glancing over the list of influential Members of the last Con- 
gress in both Houses, it is not difficult to understand how these 
three States scraped about $5,000,000 out of the two barrels, 
although their combined actual commerce is probably less than 
one-quarter that of either Buffalo, Boston, Philadelphia, or 
other ports than can be named. 

WHO BOOSTS THE BARREL? 

Possibly some disinterested defender—some man who has 
never been or never expects to be a beneficiary of the present sys- 
tem of “ division and silence *—will rise to justify; but before he 
undertakes to do so I desire to submit some more specific facts 
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of public concern found in the Ohief Engineer's report for 1914, 
of the keg the chief built. 


THIS IS THE MALT THAT LAY IN THE KEG THE CHIEF BUILT—MAKING 
SCIENTIFIC CHANNELS FOR TRAFFICLESS STREAMS. 

Of $850,000,000 thus far poured into our rivers and harbors, 
so far as it affects public interests or legitimate navigation, 
possibly two-thirds has been wasted. Not one dollar in ten would 
have been expended if local communities especially concerned had 
been compelled to contribute a reasonable part of the expense 
shouldered onto the Government. That is a test for other local 
improvements, including highways, one frequently required in 
European countries when government aid is given, and one we 
may profitably adopt in our waterway expenditures. If placed 
in an independent bill, with the pork-trading features eliminated, 
not one dollar in ten would have been appropriated by Congress. 

Nearly 20 per cent of the entire $850,000,000 expended by 
Uncle Sam for rivers and harbors, or about $150,000,000, has been 
thrown into the Mississippi River alone, while actual commerce 
on the river has dropped to 5 per cent of the traffic recorded 50 
years ago, when Government expenditures on the river were 
unknown. After spending a king’s ransom and enough to pay 
the President's salary for 2,000 years to come, we awake to find 
that the Mississippi River navigation and Mississippi River com- 
merce is a joke. We also learn that the Mississippi River lobby 
now back of the $50,000,000 annual pork barrel is cloaking its 
efforts to get extravagant appropriations for the Mississippi 
lower river land reclamation project by demanding wasteful 
appropriations and votes for every inconsequential creek and 
waterway in the country—clamoring for “a policy not a proj- 
ect ”—but regularly demanding $10,000,000 to $12,000,000 for the 
Mississippi River, of which 80 per cent goes to the lower river. 
Condemned by the Mississippi Valley press and experienced 
engineers, this land-reclamation scheme is a big Ethiopian in the 
waterway woodpile worthy of investigation. > 

How are such wasteful and extravagant appropriations ex- 
cused by the chief who makes annual reports to Congress? 

BETWEEN ST. PAUL AND MINNEAPOLIS. 


Take the great river appropriation referred to, that of the 
Mississippi. From the “head of navigation,” Minneapolis, the 
river has a tortuous, unnavigable stretch to St. Paul, 10 miles 
below. Based on the Chief of Engineer’s recommendations, 
$2,589,000 has already been appropriated for this 10 miles of 
river, or at the rate of a quarter of a million dollars per mile. 
Of this stretch the Chief of Engineers says, page 935, in his 
1914 report: 

The construction of the lock and dam may develop a 
between St. Paul and Minneapolis and is expected to uce 
rate on fiour and grain. 

He further says: 

The only traffic on the river in 1913 consisted of excursion steamers 
to Minnehaha Creek, below Lock 1 (p. 2483). 

With $149,567 on hand in January, 1915, the Chief of En- 
gineers recommended a $235,000 appropriation for this project 
in the 1915 bill. When that bill was defeated he allotted $65,000 
on April 1. . 

The fact is notorious that after 20 years’ improvement and 
an expenditure of over two and one-half million dollars on this 
10-mile stretch of river not one ton of commercial freight has 
ever been hauled from St. Paul to Minneapolis or from Min- 
neapolis to St. Paul by river, nor has a solitary lonesome pas- 
senger ever taken the trip on an excursion boat or otherwise in 
the recollection of the oldest inhabitant. 

On the other hand, presumably 75,000 passengers travel daily 
between those two cities on eight railways and two interurban 
lines connecting the cities, paying a dime to be carried from the 
farthest extremity of one city to the remotest corner of the other, 
20 miles distant. Probably 175,000 tons of freight on the aver- 
age are daily carried by transcontinental trains between the 
two cities, and yet, after spending over two and one-half million 
dollars on a 10-mile stretch of river, without securing a single 
passenger or one ton of freight, in 1904 Army engineers have 
promised a passenger and 250,000 tons of annual freight traffic, 
and so gave $65,000 more to this patent commercial farce. : 

* A WATER POWER FOR NAVIGATION, 


During the past half century the Twin Cities have grown 
from straggling villages to a half million people and more, and 
during about all that period the only regular upper-river excur- 
sion craft reported has been a diminutive ark called Hiawatha, 
which accommodates a handful of excursionists during the short 
river season, but it never goes farther than Minnehaha Creek, 
4 miles below Minneapolis. Hiawatha’s smokestack resembles 
a rusty stovepipe stuck through the roof of a settler's cabin, 
while the original Hiawatha never had it on his venerable name- 
sake for suffering during “cold and cruel winters” when tied 
up, forlorn and useless, at the St. Paul wharf. 


r traffic 
freight 
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On this “passenger” business the Government has spent 
$2,589,000, exploiting the venerable Hiawatha and a water- 
power project near Minneapolis. Who is to be benefited by the 
subterfuge? Think of the stupendous farce set forth on page 
2442, which records no terminal facilities at Minneapolis and no 
commerce, but prospective increase in waterway commerce of 
250,000 tons—and not a ton in sight for a half century. 

How did the Chief of Engineers put such statistics over Con- 

ss, and why did Congress wink at the humbug, and what was 
fhe real purpose of spending $2,589,000 of the taxpayers’ money 
for a lock and dam below Minneapolis? Was it to get plenty of 
money lower down on the Mississippi and on a hundred other 
Southern streams and creeks that $2,589,000 was given to this 
St. Anthony water power? How are the people of Minneapolis, 
of Minnesota, or of the country to be served by this Treasury 
haul, for which the Chief of Engineers is primarily responsible, 
with his passenger and freight buncombe estimates? It is nine- 
tenths completed. Shall it be abandoned? Who shall say? If 
not, what steps have been taken by Congress to utilize this water 
power? In other words, who gets it, and why did the Govern- 
ment build it? 

ST. PAUL TO ST. LOUIS—ANOTHER COUNT IN THE INDICTMENT. 

The next stretch on the Mississippi River is from St. Paul to 
St. Louis, and the Chief Engineer, on April 1, 1915, apparently in 
order to hand over nearly $5,000,000 to the lower river in 1915, 

rew a round million into this part of the upper river. In 

anuary, 1915, $444,274 remained on hand for this section, ac- 
cording to Senate Document No. 953, Sixty-third Congress. 
What justification was offered for spending nearly $2,000 per 
mile in one year on this stretch of the river? What commerce 
is served? 

Keeping in mind that actual commerce on the river has prob- 
ably decreased 95 per cent during the past few years, during 
which time $20,000,000 of Government funds has been dumped 
into this 600-mile stretch during that period, let us see how the 
Chief of Engineers excuses an allotment in 1915 of an even 
million in addition to the balance on hand and in addition to 
approximately $30,000 per mile already spent on this project. 
Examine his statement of commerce, taken from page 2437 of 
the Chief Engineer's report for 1914. It will not be found easily 
in the index. 

The report says the quantity of freight carried by all boats, 
including the rock and brush used in Government work and also 
including logs and lumber floated down the stream, is as follows, 
and then follows a table, of which 772,392 tons hauled 9,445,576 
ton-miles, valued at $781,897, is for material used by the Gov- 
ernment in improving the river. 

Upper Mississippi River freight statement for 1913. 


Designation. Short tons. | Ton-miles. | Valuation. 


c a Aaea 64,489 | 30,245,340 | $315, 271 
ed lumber, shingles, etc.. 13,570 | 4,400, 147 90; 00 

Miscellaneous freight...’ -. 1,294,864 | 12,229,310 | 31,417,968 

United States material 72,392 | 9, 445, 57 781, 
% aE RLS 2,145,315 | 56,320,373 | 32,705,137 
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A comparative statement of upper river commerce is also 
offered by years, during which period between $20,000,000 and 
$25,000,000 have been expended by the Government on the advice 
of Army engineers. While the 1913 commerce was only about 
85 per cent of that floated in 1885, it will be ascertained upon 
analysis that over nine-tenths of the 35 per cent floated in 1913 
is bogus commerce, or, assuming the 1885 commerce reported 
to have been legitimate, in 28 years river freight fell approxi- 
mately 96 per cent. 

Mississippi River: Mouth of the Missouri to St. Paul, Minn. 
[From reports of the Chief of Engineers, War Department.] 
Tonnage. 


[From reports of the Chief of Engineers, War Department, 1904, vol. 2, 
p. 2157, and 1913, vol. 2, p. 2385.] 


Average tonnage for years 1877 to 1903, inclusive 4, 615, 376 
„„ . Ee s b 
S AA—— ES a a A a ae 2, 785, 082 


Referring to the 1913 statement, let us briefly examine the 
items, which show some remarkable facts. 
ENGINEER'S STATISTICS OF COMMERCE (). 
“Commerce” reached 2,145,315 tons in 1913, so the Chief of 
Engineers reports. Tons of what? Let us see: 


Tons, 
Brush for river construction work 82, 450 
Gravel dredged from river. 398, 178 
Rock for river work- 708, 000 
2, 000 
98, 268 
S BEES Ie kD PIE. , 408 
Animals ferried across rire «4 55, 322 
Automobiles ferried across rive 6, 034 
1, 974, 980 


All could be floated in 2 or 3 feet of water, leaving 170,335 
tons of questionable commerce remaining, which was hauled 
on an average of 26 miles or thereabouts. 

What a legislative travesty when eleven-twelfths of the com- 
merce for which $1,000,000 was allotted by the Chief of Engineers 
is of that character. Who weighed the brush? Who weighed 
the logs? Who weighed the rocks, gravel, sand, and so forth, 
used in the river work? Where was it carried and for what 
purpose? Was it floated 1 mile or 10 miles? Who knows? 
Why measure Government material for river work, anyway? 

A WONDERFUL SYSTEM IN VALUING “ COMMERCE,” 

The Chief of Engineers says that 26,609 tons of horses were 
carried a mile and a half across the river and their value was 
$6,540,900, or cne-fifth of the total. Other live stock carried 
across the river, he says, was valued at $5,218,730; and then, to 
cap the climax, this report adds that 6,034 tons of automo- 
biles ferried across the river were valued at $9,545,950. 

Nearly two-thirds of all the glowing commerce yaluations 
on the upper Mississippi, including Government sand, rock, and 
gravel, turns out to be animals and automobiles ferried across 
the river. 

Again, how much of the remaining 170,000 tons was repair 
material or Government supplies out of a total 772,000 tons 
reported? How much was duplicated before it could boost a 
million-dollar allotment for the upper river? 

QUADRUPLICATIONS OF SAME FREIGHT STATISTICS. 


Last session Chairman SrakKMAN was asked by Mr. CALLA- 
way in debate if river tonnage passing different places 
was not often included in the Chief of Engineers’ reports, 
and if it was not duplicated, to which the chairman frankly 
responded : Oh, yes; it is duplicated, triplicated, and quadrupli- 
cated in some cases.” With that indefinite rule of estimate, if 
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170,000 tons, not of Government materials but of actual com- 
merce, still remained, but was quadruplicated in computation, it 
would actually amount to less than 45,000 tons, for which 
$1,000,000 was given April 1 by the generous Chief of Engineers, 
with an additional $1,000,000 annual interest charge for past ex- 
penditures.. Yet the little harbor of Ashland, in my own State, 
handled 5,623,000 tons during the same year, excluding 85,000 
tons of logs, while the Superior-Duluth Harbor handled 46,- 
875,416 tons, or about 1,000 tons to 1, if river estimates were 
quadrupled by our guardian of the Treasury, the Chief of 
Engineers. 

What shall be said of an official who demands $1,000,000 
annually for traffic that has decreased to an insignificant frac- 
tion of what it was 30 or 40 years ago? Comparatively no ex- 
penditures were then made on the upper river; $1,000,000 annu- 
ally now. What value can be attached to such flimsy statistics 
which serve as a basis for an expenditure of a million dollars 
annually? 

From $6 to $16, depending on the basis of estimate, is the 
annual cost to the Government for every ton of actual com- 
merce on the upper river, including river ferriage, and of that 
remaining “commerce” 22 per cent was shells and soft coal 
floated a few miles in barges. We could have built a permanent 
bridge in 1915 across the river with that million dollars or 
bought a hundred ferries, if need be, or could have built and 
stocked 50 miles of Government-owned railway, with something 
to show for the investment. Again, at $2,000 per mile we could 
have built a fine highway froin Minneapolis to St. Louis. Better 
still, and up to date, we could annually buy a half dozen Ford 
trucks to carry all the actual commerce on the river and turn 
a good part of the remaining nine hundred and ninety-odd thou- 
sand dollars back into the Treasury to help lighten war-tax bur- 
dens and save a depleted Treasury from bankruptcy. But scores 
of dredgers and contractors would have been without occupa- 
tion. Reasonable channel work on the river is needed, but who 
can excuse this great waste? 

In a public speech at St. Paul August 3 last, Senator Burton 
declared the present St. Paul to St. Louis stage of water of 44 
feet is greater than the Elbe’s, and yet our river is without com- 
merce. What has become of the $20,000,000 spent on the upper 
Mississippi River? Who divided the money and who is behind 
the lobby that is now wildly shouting for more? Where is the 
commerce? Twenty million in 40 years for dredgers while we 
were losing our commerce. 

NO COMMERCE PRESENT OR PROSPECTIVE. 


Last session the bogus river commerce on the upper Missis- 
sippi was exposed. On that occasion I was here criticized by 
Representatives from St. Paul and Minneapolis because of as- 
sumed disloyalty to my own section of the country. In other 
words, it was proper to denounce worthless southern expendi- 
tures, providing we overlooked northern waste. When it was 
demonstrated that Mississippi River commerce is a myth, the 
House was gravely assured that an experimental trip was to be 
made in 1915, and commerce would be rejuvenated by Mr. 
Bernhard, a New Orleans barge owner, who, figuratively, could 
make water run up hill. Two barge lines had proved disastrous 
failures in recent years, but another commercial Ajax had been 
discovered, and he proposed to revolutionize economic laws. 

Picture the situation. The Twin Cities receive or ship, possi- 
bly, several hundred million tons of commerce annually. The 
Government contributes nothing toward the expense, but, on the 
contrary, the Interstate Commerce Commission and State rail- 
way commissions are authorized to prevent freight extortion 
by controlling railway charges. On the other hand, before one 
dollar was ever expended on the river, over 40 years ago, several 
hundred boat arrivals occurred annually at St. Paul, but after 
an expenditure by the Government of some $20,000,000 on the 
upper Mississippi River, commerce is comparatively non est, 
while nothing larger than a logger’s batteau or an Indian canoe 
ever tried to get up to or go down river from Minneapolis. 

The Chief of Engineers gives bogus commerce reports and 
rainbow promises to justify continuing extravagant expendi- 
tures; but this year St. Paul tried to enlist business men in 
furnishing freight for the Bernhard barge proposition, and I 
quote from a report to show how the mountain labored in order 
to bring forth a diminutive mouse. Ponder over this tremendous 
folly and ask yourselves what lunacy commission would report 
as of sound mind any, business man guilty of the feeble judg- 
ment Congress has displayed with an annual investment of 
$1,000,000. in this upper Mississippi River project. Every year 
it nestles in the barrel recommended by Chief Kingman and 
his army of dredgers and contractors. Why? Is it to offset the 
$7,000,000 annual lower river grab? Remember the following 
report is of possible, not actual, guaranteed river commerce, in 
anticipation of which Representatives waxed eloquent on this 


floor when the bill was before the House last session. I quo 
from the St. Paul Dispatch of August 12, 1915, but have a fle 
statement of the report, which only emphasizes the folly a 
ing an expenditure of twenty millions on the upper Mississippi 
ver: 
{From the St. Paul Dispatch, Aug. 12, 1915.) 


DEMAND is SLIGHT FoR River SHIPPING—ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE 
Commitrzn Finps 20 Firms USING WATER FREIGHT. 


special committee of the Association of 
shows little demand at this time for river 
An estimated tonnage of 10,464 inbound and 2,472 outbo 
year was made to the committee by 20 out of 64 business firms. 
36 DO NO RIVER BUSINESS. 
tinh ae of the 64 firms said they could do no business by river 
n 


transpo: a 

t said they may be able to use the river, but were 
unable to 3 tpl definite statement. Several of the la t firms did 
not reply to the communication sent to them by the committes: 


REPORT FOR A YEAR. 


The tabulated for a year showed from foreign rts by way 
of New Orleans 1,124 tons of 7 4577 would come in 2 only 7 tons 

out. From Pacific and Atlantic by way of New Orleans, 
4.200 tons will come in and 1,715 ou 
tons could be picked = and 165 
Paul the 


tons sent to the — 7 points. From St. Louis to St. inbound 
is estimated at tons and the outbound at 360. Pittsburgh and 
rage points on the Ohio would send 1,830 and take 225 tons from 


TOTAL TONNAGE 12,936. 
The total tonnage is estimated by the 20 concerns at 12,936. This is 
cl meni amount of the business and not an estimate of all St, 


firms. 
. H's a ber 160 tons can be brought in by river and only 3 tons 
The committee which made the investigation is composed of H. P. 
J. H McCony. 


W. Cooper, Tutti 3 Bigelow, C. J. 
n A. 8 A. Seeger, J. 2 i and J, 
Clair Stone. 

Can anything be added to this tragic statement of a $20,000,- 
000 expenditure for a waterway that will float about 12,000 
tons of commerce for St. Paul annually out of a hundred mil- 
lion tons and over handled by the Twin Cities? Some open- 
river expenditures ought to be made to provide for the small 
existing local freight, but $2,000 per mile annually is a notorious 
waste of money directly chargeable to the Chief of Engineers. 

Yet from his we are told, according to a contributed 
manuscript which will later be considered— 


Some gas cars were ferried across the river 
To swell freight statistics, more coin to deliver, 
And a three-million water power “ to aid navigation ” 
Is the outside limit of imagination. 
o charges that Congress divides 
While blaming the board for all of the fault 
That’s laid to the keg the chief built? 
ANOTHER SPECIFIC INDICTMENT—-SILVER STIMULANTS FOR THE 
MISSISSIPPI NEAR ST. LOUIS, 

About $17,223,000 of Government funds have been dumped 
into the 200-mile stretch of the Mississippi reaching from the 
mouth of the Missouri to the mouth of the Ohio. After spend- 
ing over $86,000 per mile on this part of the river, Senator 
Burton, the greatest waterway authority in the country, says 
we had spent more money on this 200 miles of river than the 
Prussian Government had spent on the entire length of the 
River Rhine during all the centuries that have passed. Traffic 
on the Rhine ordinarily reaches 45,000,000 tons annually, or 
many hundred times the traffic reported on this 200 miles of the 
Mississippi. Yet the Chief of Engineers gave $300,000 on April 
1, 1915, in addition to $297,260 balance on hand, or about $3,000 
per mile in 1915 to keep dredgers busy on this notoriously 
wasteful project. 

It has been a popular amusement with disgruntled pork advo- 
cates to try and discredit the distinguished Senator who night 
and day held his feet, aided by Senator Kenyon and other coura- 
geous men, until the Sixty-third session waterway humbugs 
were defeated ; but from an unexpected source Senator BURTON 
is corroborated in his statement of monumental waste along this 
part of the river. All the faith of waterway lobbyists and river 
enthusiasts in recent years has been pinned to J. H. Bernhard, 
the boat builder, who has predicted a rejuvenation of river 
traffic. Every citizen devoutly hopes Bernhard’s prophecy will 
be realized, but in a discussion by Mr. Bernhard, found in the 
proceedings of the American Society of Engineers for 1915, oc. 
curs this remarkable statement, that is respectfully dedicated to 
the horn of plenty controlled by Chief Kingman: 


i from St. Louls to its mouth affords a channel 
ound in any stream in the world * * and 
8-foot channel is all that the most efficient serv- 


on. 
for one 


To-day the Mississip 
which is the best to be 


angeable, the 
ie length, yet in’ 1918 more than 97,000 vessels passed the Dutch und 
Db more y e an 
German frontier on the Rhine, ‘ 


JT 


1916. 
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Further along Bernhard submits from official reports a state- 
ment of 37,529,153 tons carried on the Rhine in 1913, and it is 
safe to say this did not include sand, gravel, rock, and brush 
used in river work or automobiles and cattle ferried across the 
river, as reported by our own official Government statistician, 
Chief Kingman. 

Senator Burton and Bernhard agree that you can not get 
commerce on water by idly wasting money in digging shifting, 
deeper channels. It takes men with freight to make commerce, 
and they obstinately refuse to ship by water. Yet we are spend- 
ing $3,000 per mile on this 200 miles in 1915 by virtue of Chief 
Kingman’s allotment. 


AN $80,000,000 ARGUMENT. 


Seven hundred and eighty thousand acres of land are to be 
reclaimed between Rock Island and Cape Girardeau. When 
reclaimed it will be worth from $50 to $150 per acre, according 
to estimates. That is a plum worth striving for, and the Gov- 
ernment is now being strenuously urged by powerful influences 
to do the job. It beats “ navigation.” 

A ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTY MILLION INVESTMENT. 


In order that a clear understanding may be had of startling 
conditions on the Mississippi River, where we are now annu- 
ally dumping from seven to ten million dollars, I offer three 
tables taken from official records of river freight handled at 
the largest river port on the Mississippi. No through lines run 
on the river either above or below St. Louis. The absolute 
worthlessness of Army engineers’ reports on “ commerce” will 
be further demonstrated, but the Merchants’ Exchange report, 
at least distantly, relates to actual commerce. After making 
allowance for duplications resulting from reshipments and ob- 
serving that the bulk of all freight was presumably soft coal 
received from the Ohio River, it will be well for the country to 
ascertain what we are getting for $150,000,000 already spent 
on the Mississippi, with an annual interest charge of about 
$5,000,000, apart from seven to ten millions more in annual 
gifts of new, crisp Government currency for dredgers and con- 
tractors, raised in part by direct war-tax assessments. 

COL. TOWNSEND'S CONFIRMATION—A REMARKABLE STATEMENT THAT COM- 
MANDS ATTENTION. 

Before presenting the Merchants’ Exchange illuminating table 
of commerce I desire to quote briefly from a speech made by 
Col. C. McD. Townsend, Army engineer and president of the 
Mississippi River Commission. Incidentally the address was 
delivered before the $50,000,000 annual river lobby that re- 
cently held its annual round-up in this city. He said, page 215, 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, Sixty-fourth Congress: 

St. Louis for the past 50 years has been the principal origin or ter- 
minus of the traffic on our western rivers, and its records summarize 
their tendencies. Its river commerce attained its maximum of 

has since declined to 153,000 tons 
in 1914. In contrast it may be stated that the commerce at Sault Ste. 
Marie, the outlet to Lake — 97 4 in 1880 was 1,300,000 tons, and 
attained a maximum of 79 .000 tons in 1913. The commerce of 
New York Harbor exceeds 125,000,000 tons. 
Shipments and receipts of freight at St. Louis by rail and specified 
rivers, 1890-1913. 

{Compiled from the St. Louis Merchants’ Exchange reports.] 
SHIPMENTS. 


Ohio Grand 

River. total. 

2277 601,862 | 5,270,850 | 5,872, 
3 N , 872, 712 
18.630 | 445,150 | 19, 90 512,930 | 5,216,228 | 5,729,158 
— 51, 505 502,215 5,909,751 6,471,900 
54; 230 436,900 | 25,554,503 | 5,991, 493 
52, 190 383,080 | 4,780,256 | 5,143, 336 
30, 730 303,355 | 5,349,327 | 5,652, 682 
+} 31,510 572,410 | 5,400,728 | 5,973,138 
+} 36,225 400,315. 400,385 | 6,137,285 | 6, 000, 680 
33, 805 399,583 | 7,079,319 | 7,478,902 
33,675 | 151,135 |.......|.. 203,205 | 28,266,393 | 8,460, 508 
36, 675 1,225 |- 245,580 | 9,130,309 | 9, 425, 880 
| 23,392 7,185 |- 209, 271 | 10, 653,065 | 10,882, 336 
23.130 4.80 224,253 11,035,588 |211, 259, 852 
| 44; 855 2.945 k-s 212,207 | 12,971. 173 | 13,183) 380 
21,775 2.50 82, 565 194 | 13,813,759 
25,730 1.705 80,575 | 15 15,306, 548 
36,000 3,505 $9,185 17,761,191 
E 8 20 2700 15 772 08 
+} 16,695 | 21100 48, 005 17, 201, 102 
1} 12,530 | 24.81 48,425 20, 235, 695 
11.270 415 17,60 67, 465 18, 011, 802 
9,025 2,300 9,940 | 43.205 20, 411, 908 
8 830 7, 81 | 11,470 | 47,581 22, 176,759 


From 1907 to 1913, inchisive, the tonnage given under the head of the Ohio Ri 
panies the Ilinois, Cumberland, and Tennessee Rivers also. Sd 


Shipments and receipts of freight at St. Louis, eto.—Continued. 
RECEIPTS. 


H 


Tons. | Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. 
21,350 | 102,500 | 663,730 | 9,969,291 | 10,633,021 
25,085 | 63,890 | 592,140 | 10,098,729 | 10,690,869 
13,065 | 96,930 | 687,200 | 11,229,005 11, 916. 205 
8,000 | 33,490 | 599, 405 | 10,408,039 | 11,007, 444 
5,430 | 35,375 | 583,510 | 9,512,910 | 10,096, 420 
3,270 | 35,440 | 508,830 | 10, 489,344 | 10,998,174 
1,245 | 62,640 | 671,765 | 10, 763, 116 | 11, 434, 881 
250 | 26,915 | 576,670 | 11,921,279 | 12, 407, 949 
790 | 37,130 | 506,586 | 12,962,850 | 13, 469, 435 
565 | 39,440 | 466,610 | 14, 805,872 | 15, 272, 482 
2,725 | 2,700 | 512,010 | 15,375,441 | 15, 887,451 
3,860 | 57,315 | 462,805 | 17, 433, 523 | 17,896,328 
6,030 | 59,890 | 416,920 | 18,060,809 | 18,477,729 
1,415 | 111,435 | 340,410 | 21, 580, 403 | 21,920, 813 
2,685 | 102,400 | 295,370 | 23,319,871 | 23,615, 241 
3,580 | 125,755 | 289,850 | 23,915,690 | 24, 205, 540 
2,485 | 160,120 | 327,670 | 27,292,617 | 27,620, 287 
3,655 | 173,155 | 280,575 | 29,156,004 | 29, 445, 669 
4,365 | 199,405 | 293,180 | 23,577,922 | 23, 871, 102 
160 | 159,730 | 251, 590 | 27,075, 248 | 27,326, 838 
240 | 75,410 | 143, 540 | 31, 538, 865 | 31, 682, 405 
490 | 201,800 | 301,830 | 28,965, 658 | 29, 267, 488 
910 | 151,580 | 222,425 | 31, 108,026 | 31,330, 451 
5,380 | 166,735 | 211,125 221, 676 | 32, 432, SOL 


1 From 1907 to 1913, inclusive, the tonnage given under the head of the Ohio Rivet 
includes the Illinois, Cumberland, and Tennessee Rivers also. 


Total receipts and shipments at ge Louis by rail and by water for years 
given. 
{From reports of the Merchants’ Exchange, St. Louis.] 


Total by 
rail. 


33 304 10, 108,50 
* 
15, 240, 141 | 16, 505, 733 
24, 555,750 | 25,313,340 
39, 141, 663 | 39, 512, 088 
51, 726, 135 | 51,918, 100 
46, 939, 995 | 47, 309, 290 
51, 476, 639 | 51,742, 359 
54, 350, 851 | 54; 609, 560 


FOUR MILLION WANTED FOR MORE LAND RECLAMATION, 


To show what Missouri and Illinois Members are up against 
I quote briefly from proceedings of the Upper Mississippi Drain- 
age Association as reported in the Globe Democrat of November 
9 last: 


The chief topic under discussion was a plan to obtain Government 
aid in completing levees between Rock Island and Cairo. This can be 
done, according to statements made at the meeting, with $4,000,000. 


It was pointed out that $60,000,000 has been appropriated by the 


Government for work south of Cairo and a very small amount for the 
river north of Cairo. It was decided to ask the next session of Congress 
to appropriate $1,000,000 a year for this work. 

Sure. But why stop at $1,000,000 or $4,000,000, when the 
lower Mississippi has had more than $60,000,000 and nearer 
$100,000,000 from the Government largely for land reclamation? 
Why not demand that for every dollar spent on the lower river 
reclamation work and every dollar spent on the Missouri River 
reclamation work an equal amount should be spent on the upper 
river? In short, why not throw open the Federal Treasury 
doors and take over every land reclamation and private water- 
power project in the country? If one gets a grab, why not all? 
Incidentally this is the 780,000-acre reclamation project covered 
by the resolution just offered. 

IS NOT COL, TOWNSEND’S JUDGMENT SOUND?—IT CALLS A HALT ON 38 
RIVER PROJECTS. WHY NOT? 

Again, I quote from Col. Townsend’s remarkable address 
before the river and harbor lobby which was extended in the 
Recorp of December 11, 1915. Therein he says: 


Specifically the writer would not abandon any navigable stream in 
the Mississippi Valley that has been partially improved, but would 
leave 58 of them in their statu quo, confining operations to snagging 
and the maintenance of existing works and would concentrate appro- 

riations on o0 up a channel of the capacity of that existing on 

e lower and middle Mississippi to Chicago and Pittsburgh * * +, 

If the facilities thus afforded by the Government are utilized, the 
upper Mississippi and the Missouri Rivers should then receive attention. 


Col. Townsend calls a halt on the upper Mississippi and the 
Missouri River improvements until the $100,000,000 Ohio and 
$275,000,000 lower Mississippi projects are finished, and if these 
streams are eyer utilized (2) then go on with the remaining 58 
projects, including the Missouri and upper Mississippi. He is 
amply sustained in his demand for a halt on the 58 projects, 
but our rivers will not be “ utilized” for reasons set forth by 
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Col. ‘Townsend in that same address. He proposes a channel to 
Chicago, when Army engineers have shown the utter uselessness 
of digging a 14-foot canal to accommodate lake vessels, 98 per 
cent of which draw over 14 feet. In fact, Col. Townsend’s in- 
consistency only demonstrates the eagerness with which men 
strive to see their own projects advanced, and, based on absolute 
lack of commerce on the lower Mississippi, we must infer Col. 
Townsend's job influences his judgment. 
A NAVIGATION COMEDY IN THE LOWER MISSOURI. 

In order to continue a study of engineers’ statistics, I leave 
the lower Mississippi project temporarily and take up another 
remarkable illustration of advanced mathematics now found on 
the Missouri River, which Col. Deakyne condemns and which 
Col. Townsend, of the Army engineers, asks to have left in 
statu quo. While passing this deserted waterway, we are per- 
mitted to revel in “commerce” delusions. Attention is given 
this project, because after spending $20,000,000 of Government 
money during 50-years, on the recommendation of Army engi- 
neers, on the different sections of the Missouri River down 
to the mouth, they have launched us into an additional twenty- 
million-dollar expenditure, or thirty millions, in a game that 
has no limit, but now reaches $35,800,000 on the Missouri. Let 
us see what we are to get for $75,000 per mile for 400 miles. 
I quote from the Chief of Engineer's 1914 report, page 2513: 


COMMERCIAL STATISTICS—LOWER „ RIVER (MOUTH TO KANSAS 
CITY). 


Season of navigation, year 1913: Opened March 15; closed Novem- 
ber 30. 
Vessel classification. 


Registered: 
Steamer 


Articles. 


43, „m 107 473.00 
3 wm cubic | 309,577 


Total ton miles, 5,173,170. 


Of this imposing commerce over 312,000 tons of “sand” was 
hauled about 1 mile in 1913. Nine-tenths of the “traffic” was 
barged 1 mile. Study the table in order to get a fair under- 
standing of humbug statistics handed Congress by Army engi- 
neers and of a vanished river traffic. 

In January, 1915, Senate Document No. 953, the engineers had 
on hand for this project $1,290,048. On April 1, 1915, the river 
and harbor lobby sent to the press the Chief Engineer’s allotment, 
wherein $1,000,000 more was given for this 400-mile stretch on 
the Missouri. Instead of a 6-foot channel being required, a 2- 
foot channel will float the insignificant commerce, according to 
experienced river men, and for that river’s commerce $2,050,000 
was allotted by Chief Kingman out of the $50,000,000 turned over 
to him by Congress. 

Deducting from the above table sand and 11,159 tons of ties 
and wood barged about 10 miles, leaves 24,000 tons of question- 
able commerce for which the Chief of Engineers gives $1,000,000 


in 1915, or over $40 per ton 1913 expense for the waterway, in- 
cluding maintenance and interest on prior expenditures. Speak- 
ing of this Missouri River project on March 2, 1915, one month 
before the allotment was made, Senator Burton said: 

Yo ,000— ,000—o 
o Ras ae dimana i Binet nd phen 
facing a condition that no pee of river improvement can reverse— 
the loss of that class of river trafic and the utilization of other agencies 
for the carrying of freight. I wish it were not so, * * + but I 
am of “ rainbow e sing,” and that is what this is. It is much 
worse than rainbow chasing”; it is pure, bald, unmitigated waste. 

After this remarkable denunciation of a bald, wasteful project 
shouldered onto taxpayers by “rainbow chasing” engineers, 
and after positive legislative notice directing a resurvey of this 
“pure, bald, unmitigated waste,” and with a million dollars 
balance on hand to throw into the mud, our Chief of Engineers 
triumphantly dumped in another million on April 1, 1915. Two 
jitney busses would have carried all the actual commerce and 
saved $998,000 of war-tax revenues during 1914. 

Was TILLMAN to blame when he said the bill is a “humbug 
and a steal”? We know it is farcical and we do more than 
wink at it. With positive knowledge that the waste is twice as 
large as in the days when TILLMAN exposed the humbug, we ap- 
prove it, Mississippi, Missouri, and all, with every other worth- 
less project that the bill contains. 

Concerning this waterway mockery, I quote from a Minneapo- 
lis paper’s editorial of August 21 last this significant statement: 

n) A BREEZE IN RIVER-IMPROVEMENT CIRCLES. 
The Missouri River cities and 


ially Kansas City, are very much 
spaa over the adverse report o 
8 


Col. Herbert yne, of the En- 


eer Co of the Army, on the expenditure of more money to im- 
prove navigation on that river. Col. Deakyne is the Government 
en in has made his surveys and reports that it 18 


eer He 
en y feasible to provide a 6-foot channel from the mouth of the Mis- 


souri to Kansas City and that the expense will not overrun the estimate 
of $20,000,000, But attached to his report as an engineer is his recom- 
mendation to the Government that further work on the Missouri be 
discontinued, because in his opinion the railroads are now so well regu- 
lated through the Interstate Commerce Commission that river naviga- 
tion is not necessary. 


What has happened as to the Missouri might happen as to any other 


navigable stream. Col. yne might be transferred to the upper Mis- 


sissippi some day and decide that there was not business enough exist- 
ing or prospective to justify river improvement. 


KINGMAN WASTE VERSUS COMMON SENSE. 


For fear the engineers may awaken to a like farce perpetrated 
on the upper river near Minneapolis, we are advised Col. Dea- 
kyne will not be welcomed on the Minneapolis lock-and-dam 
project. This possibility need not cause idle fears. Whatever 
belated intelligence was exercised by Col. Deakyne in reporting 
what everyone on the Missouri has known for years, Chief King- 
man will set aside his report. That is the power and custom of 
Chiefs of Engineers, including especially Gen. Bixby, as dis- 
closed by their own reports. The Missouri was pronounced of 
doubtful value by the 1915 bill, passed March 3, 1915. 

Gen. Kingman on April 1 gave $1,000,000 for the questionable 
project which Col. Deakyne condemned 22 days thereafter. Is 
not that food for thought on the part of every disinterested man 
who must verify Deakyne’s conclusions after glancing over the 
engineer’s reports for recent years? 

WHERE THE MONEY GOES. 

To show specifically why $1,552,650 was recommended by Col. 
Deakyne for land-reclamation purposes in 1915, and $1,000,000 
paid by Chief Kingman, I quote from page 2510, report 1914, on 
this 400 miles of the Missouri, along which Army engineers esti- 
mate 500,000 acres will be saved, valued at $100 to $125 per 
acre—land belonging to private interests deeply interested in 
this $20,000,000 project: 


During the coming fiscal year it is proposed to carry on work with 


the fonds for which allotments have been approved in the completion of 
contracts now in force and in work by day 
as follows: 

97,500 linear feet standard revetment, at 810 
11,000 linear feet concrete revetm 


bor and Government plant, 


$975, 000 
110, 000 


Other work will be done if appropriations are made. 
This work is expected to result in greater permanence and depth of 
channel in the improved sections and greater ease of navigation. 


APPROPRIATIONS AND ALLOTMENTS (ON THIS PRESENT PROJECT). 


Total of. appropriations. <—— - 2 2 ae renee 5, 250, 000 

A $60,000,000 LAND-RECLAMATION PROJECT. 
One million four hundred thousand dollars was demanded for 
25 miles of revetment and diking in 1915, and $1,000,000 was 
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1 1 85 by Gen. Kingman to confine a mile-wide river in places to 
a 1,200-foot channel, and incidentally to reclaim private land 
valued at sixty-odd million dollars. 
Maj. Schulz disclosed an Army engineer’s secret troubles along 
the Missouri when he said, according to the official record— 
If I get a small amount of money, $50, 2 to $60, 2 po ane — an 


of river, every locality and almost mrt, ‘or the 
work right on their particular spot, naa there — woos 


The mental strain is easier when $1,414,250 is distributed “ for 
that stretch” annually. Schulz is gone and Deakyne, who recom- 
mended nearly a million and a half for 1915, and then recanted— 
he, too, is gone, banished. A half million acres is to be saved at 
Government expense by Chief Kingman, according to the reports. 
What do you think of the system? 

I believe the Missouri River is rightfully classed as a southern 
project, not because of geographical location, but from the fact 
it is closely related to the lower Mississippi, is recognized largely 
as n similar land-reclamation venture, and is supported in com- 

mittee and in Congress by some of the most influential men in 
the majority party. It may also explain why Gen. Kingman 
gave $1,000,000 more to a project first rejected because “pure, 
bald, unmitigated waste,” and why he will overrule the report 
of Col. Deakyne, and why, if so, he ought to be subjected to a 
thorough public investigation by his superior officers. 

MISSOURI COMMERCE STEADILY DECREASING. 

Since the opening of this Sixty-fourth session two learned and 
bulky briefs in favor of reinstating the Missouri River project 
have been placed on my desk. 

Therein it is urged that Col. Deakyne conceived a prejudice 
against the new $20,000,000 project based on the poor commercial 
showing for the year 1913. (Brief, p. 24.) Apart from the 
fact that actual commerce on the Missouri River is reported to 
have decreased in sympathy with the Mississippi River over 90 
per cent during the past half century, it is notable that the 
insignificant commerce in recent years and reported for 1913 
(p. 2518, 1914 report) decreased 30 per cent during the last year 
reported (see p. 2811, 1915 report). My analysis and compari- 
sons have been based on the 1914 report, but from the last one 
just handed me I note in defense of Col. Deakyne’s prophecy 
the following significant loss in an insignificant commerce out 
of over 10,000,000 tons alleged to have been handled by Kansas 
City in 1914: 

Tons of reported commerce. 


%%ͤT A Ged a LED TNE SET — GO TS 
C11 ̃ ˙ ͤ— ¾ ore AES ES ny, Fe 
pag GRA Svc Sets Ra SONGS A CS NE PRY oI POPS OS ee 240, 550 
DAM AIO DOE TEN EE RS Ce ee a ee A 
Actual commerce. 
OTERO IINE EE PS OE S 8 
eb hee . SS Lae ee a et ee 
. ETAT PATS NEE Es SEINE Bite SOT at BT SE — 19,000 
BOS Bed pt eee Se EE E 


A loss of 30 per cent in officially reported commerce and of 20 
per cent in actual commerce, deducting sand and flotable timber, 
during the last year reported is more convincing than voluminous 
briefs. Col. Deakyne was a prophet, although 19,000 tons, or 
ten times that amount, is a pitiable showing on a $20,000, 
investment during the last 30 years. Deakyne urges us to drop 
the $20,000,000 new project. Why not do so? 

COMMERCE? 

I have given a full table reported by the engineers for the 
1913 commerce and will give the principal items of deduction for 
1914, taken from page 2811, 1915 report: 


Tons. 
Total tonnage PTRO SSE eh rs Rae EE SIE) W 
Sand and gravel one-half mile tons — 211, 
Sand and thes rakto — A ENS 6 
— 5 — 18 miles do. — 6,041 
Pe CE ee TTT 
Woot. 12 m FFT 1. 
221,173 
Excluding sand, gravel, ties, and wood 19, 877 


It takes a courageous man to count as commerce 213,707 tons 
of sand barged less than a mile, but an Army engineer can do it. 

A significant part of this statement is that the average grain 
haul for 1914 was 115 miles, showing conclusively that the 
much-boeasted grain traffic between Kansas City and Louis 
after an expenditure of over $20,000,000 is pure gammon. The 
distance between these cities is 400 miles in round numbers, and 
apparently not one ton was shipped from Kansas City to St. 
Louis. An insignificant amount, 5,290 tons, is reported with an 
average haul of 115 miles; but what under heavens permitted 
engineers to recommend a $35,000,000 expenditure for this river 
to accommodate a little local freight, hauled a few miles, when 
Kansas City claims it has been shipping 10,000,000 tons of 


24, 000 
U 
000,000 
421 
2.28 
334 
091 
213.707 
Et. 


commerce annually by rail? Again, an S. O. S. call for a keeper 
from some feeble-minded establishment is momentarily expected. 


HOW MUCH IS THE COST? 


Before I pass from this phase of the Missouri River project, 
I understand there is a difference in understanding as to the 
amount that has been expended on the Missouri River by the 
Government. I am free to confess that the average engineer's 
report is as clear and intelligible as a Chinese puzzle, but after 
considerable digging into ponderous records there has been 
reported to the River and Harbor Committee by its assistants 
the following items: 
For general improvement „441 ms 450, 000 


Appropriateg — new 250, 000+ 
r ES 14, 100, 000 


Total when the present project is completed 35, 800, 000 

You will find this accurate—$35,800,000. 

The Missouri River has cost the Government over $21,000,000, 
and when the present project is completed the Government will 
have spent $35,800,000 for that deserted river. 

Mr. BORLAND. Does the gentleman want to be corrected 
now? 


Mr. FREAR. I will accept any correction. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will say the gentleman is as incorrect 
in that as the gentleman is in those other statements. 

Mr. FREAR. In what particulars? 

Mr. BORLAND. There has been appropriated, up to the 4th 
of March, 1914, on the present project—— 

Mr. FREAR. Take 1915. I was referring to the last report. 

Mr. BORLAND. 1914; the gentleman's figures do not reach 
any further back. 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, yes; June 30, 1915, is the last date. 

Mr. BORLAND. There has been appropriated up to the 4th 
of March, 1914, $4,400,000 on the present project. There was 
appropriated previous to 1902 about $9,000,000 on the Missouri 
River, most of which, or much of which, was dissipated by doing 
exactly what the gentleman 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I object to an argument. I object 
further because the gentleman is entirely wrong. My own state- 
ment is correct. 

Mr. BORLAND. In October, 1914—— 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. BORLAND. Just a moment. 

Mr. FREAR. No; I must object to the gentleman's occupying 
my time any further. And I ask that this not be taken out of 
my time. 

Mr. BORLAND. But I can answer—— 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I object to the gentleman's an- 
swering at this time within my time. I extended him 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I call the gentleman from 
Missouri to order. 

Mr. BORLAND. I thought the gentleman yielded—— 

Mr. FREAR. To a question, and then I told the gentleman 
distinctly I did not yield to an argument. The gentleman is en- 
tirely wrong. Look at the statement in the hands of every 
member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. They all. 
know. 


THIRTY-SIX MILLIONS FOR WHAT? 


Mr. Speaker, in support of my statement of expenditures on 
the Missouri River by the Government I refer to pages 2822, 
2823, 2824, 2825 of the 1915 report, which shows expenditures 
on the Missouri to June 30, 1915, reach $19,789,104. I be- 
lieve this includes several duplications, but these are the 
figures to which my attention has been called as the correct 
statement of expenditures already made on the Missouri River. 
To this should be added $2,236,907, balance unexpended (p. 
1065, 1915 report) and $14,100,000 balance of the $20,000,000 
unappropriated. If these figures are correct, the project will 
reach over $36,000,000, as disclosed by the tables. 

Whether or not the statement is just exact, what a miserable, 
paltry showing is made on the river where 19,377 tons is all 
that was carried less than a couple of hundred miles, on the 
average, out of 10,000,000 tons handled at Kansas City in 1914. 
And what a tragic tale of waste when $19,789,104 has been 
poured into the rat hole by these Army engineers who, with 
$2,236,907 on hand, overruling Deakyne, demand $14,100,000 
more for finishing the project. Is it not awful? 

The only man who smiles during this war-tax-paying season 
is the “show me” Missourian who owns a few of those 500,000 
acres, worth $60,000,000, that the Government is reclaiming. 


POSITIVE EVIDENCE OF $300,000 ANNUAL LOSS—TIIE GOVERNMENT SHOULD 
BUY THE FREIGHT AND BUEN IT. 


Mr. Speaker, one of the ablest dissections of the lower Mis- 
souri River, $35,000,000, waste appears in the Journal of Politi- 
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cal Economy, No. 10, December, 1915, from the pen of Prof. 
H. G. Moulton, of the University of Chicago. 

For the sake of argument, he concedes all the rainbow chas- 
ing arguments and then, assuming the actual commerce of 
1914 of 19,000 tons will some day grow to 800,000 tons, Mr. 
Moulton points out that the saving in freight charges of 20 
per cent on the average would be only about $200,000 annual gain 
for Kansas City shippers. Col. Deakyne’s estimate of $500,000 
for annual maintenance and $600,000 annual interest, reaching a 
total annual lower Missouri charge against the Government 
Treasury of $1,100,000, is then presented to offset the $200,000 
supposed saving to those favored shippers. No intelligent man 
dreams that a river commerce of 18,182 tons in 1905 and 19,000 

* tons in 1914 will reach 800,000 tons or 100,000 tons of actual 
commerce for 10 centuries to come at the present rate of prog- 
ress. It is equally noteworthy that the proposed Government 
investment, now reaching $35,800,000, on the Missouri may be 
approximately $40,000,000 by the time the present project is 
completed. 

Prof. Moulton takes the subject seriously, but the 200 dele- 
gates from 10 States called together August 17 by the lobby 
congress that distributes all the pork according to its own 
modest admissions, included, presumably, delegates interested 
in the $60,000,000 land-reclamation project on the lower Mis- 
souri or the Rock Island to Cape Girardeau $80,000,000 land- 
reclamation project on the Mississippi or the $2,000,000,000 
land-reclamation project on the lower Mississippi, all of which 
are being financed by our war tax burdened people in order to 
melp private interests. Prof. Moulton’s contribution is valuable, 

ut Army engiheers do not analyze “ unmitigated waste” of 
Government funds when listening to the voice of political might. 

I like to get testimony first hand, and here we have a state- 
ment that appeared in one of the leading papers of the country 
on August 21, 1915, immediately after the hearing held in Kan- 
sas City. It is an Omaha, Nebr., statement, appearing in the 
Chicago Tribune, and gives an interesting side light on the Mis- 
sourl River: 

AN ELOQUENT SERMON FROM OMAHA 


MISSOURI RIVER IS A GRAVEYARD OF STEAMBOATS—-SNAGS IMPEDE NAVI- 
GATION DESPITE GREAT SUMS SPENT BY GOVERNMENT. 
OMAHA, NEBR., August 21, 1915. 

While Kansas City, Omaha, Sioux City, and other cities are trying to 
revive steamship traffic on the Missouri River, and are asking Congress 
for appropriations to deepen the channel, the skeletons of 295 steam- 
boats are rotting in its sands and, according to Government statistics, 
two-thirds of them were lost on snags and trunks of trees in the chan- 
nel. Only 4 of the 295 whose histories are known met their fate on 
sand bars. 

Remove the snags from the river and the steamships will have no 
trouble,” say old river captains and pies 

The Government has already spent large sums on the Missouri River. 
The records of the Missouri River Commission show that $7,150,000 was 
expended by that body from 1884 to 1902. Of this amount $3,280,201 
went for“ the effective, 2 and systematic improvement of the 
river,” as expressed in the commission’s report. 

GREAT SUM FOR EXPENSES. 

Nearly $1,000,000—$855,765—was expended for a plant, for office 
work, and for the expenses of the commission and incidentals. 

And after all this treasure had been ured into the Missouri the 
traffic was insignificant. In 1901, the last year for which the Missouri 
River Commission compiled statistics, ot 72,339 tons of freight were 
carried on the river below Sioux City and 37,349 tons above the city. 

Of the 72,339 tons below Sioux City but 8,443 tons were hauled by 
steamship ; the rest, wood and railroad crossties, were rafted. 

In 1915 there is just one steamship on the river between Sioux City 
and Kansas City. he is the Julia, of 10 tons, and she plies between 
Omaha and Decatur, 60 miles. The United States Government spent 
many millions of dollars in order that the Julia might operate. On her 
last trip the Julia brought one nger—the first and only steamship 
passenger to land in Omaha in 30 years. 


Can anything be stronger than this arraignment of the proj- 
ect by those who live on the river and know the facts? Read it 
anre it shows what Army engineers have done for a grateful 
people. 

However, one passenger in 30 years is a thousand per cent 
better than no passengers in 30 years between St. Paul and 
Minneapolis—after an expenditure of $2,500,000 in “ develop- 
ing a passenger traffic,” on the advice of Army engineers. 

AN ECHO FROM THE LOBBY, 


In an oration before the “river congress” lobby, a Missouri 
River champion omitted to explain just why the Government is 
spending $1,414,250, as officially reported, for revetting and dik- 
ing some twenty-odd miles of private lands this year, under the 
guise of helping navigation on the Missouri. Also, what became 
of $855,765 used by the Missouri River commission for expenses? 
Will political influence overrule Engineer Deakyne, who revolted 
against the scandalous waste? Chief Kingman is the czar. 

COL. TOWNSEND PROTESTS EMPHATICALLY—ANOTHER ECHO FROM THE 
SAME LOBBY. 

Col. Townsend, chairman of the Mississippi River Commis- 

sion, an Army officer, at that same lobby meeting, read a care- 


fully prepared speech in which he declared the Missouri River 
and 57 other Mississippi Valley projects ought to remain in 
statue quo without continuation of projects until it is ascer- 
tained whether or not the Mississippi River, as a test river, 
will be or can be utilized for commerce. 

Which do you rely on, Townsend and Deakyne, or local Rep- 
resentatives from Missouri, who plead for a $60,000,000 reclama- 
tion project for“ navigation“? Will you waste $14,100,000. more 
for reclamation? 

Again, we have higher authority than anything Deakyne has 
offered, and Deakyne, as I understand, is a man of unquestioned 
judgment and honesty of purpose, and has no interests in this. 
Deakyne condemned the project last April. He declared the 
Government should stop wasting money on the hopeless Mis- 
souri River. He was apparently sick of defending a reclamation 
project any longer. 

Col. Townsend, at the head of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, spoke in Washington last month, as stated. I wish I had 
time to read his report to you. He wants the Missouri River 
and the other rivers to be kept back in statu quo, because they 
are all deserted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed 50 minutes. 

Mr. FREAR. I would like to spend 10 minutes in answering 
questions, after I conclude my remarks. i 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman hay 
20 minutes more. : 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Will the gentleman from Wisconsin allow me to propound one 
question? 

Mr. FREAR. I surely will, at that time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin continuing for 20 minutes in addition to the 10 
minutes that he already has? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, he asked for only 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is to extend the gentleman's 
time 20 minutes. He already has 10, which will let him have 
30 minutes more. 

Mr. BORLAND. I suggest that there are a good many people 
interested in this. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Bortanp]? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FREAR. Here is a Missouri River paper, published at 
Sioux City, on the Missouri River. I might not want to speak 
in the tone that these editorials are couched in, but it is em- 
phatic and specific and refers to statistics that have been 
offered to us by the Kansas City boosters. 

This is from the Sioux City Tribune of November 22, 1915, 
and it must be familiar with the facts. It does not mince mat- 
ters. It affords food for thought, coming from an unprejudiced 
witness living on the Missouri and familiar with the facts, we 
may well believe: 


MISSOURI RIVER TRAFFIC INVESTMENTS. 


The Missouri River “pork-barrel” crowd is still at work—harder 
than ever. They Have succeeded in Pg Terenas one thing—getting 
the transfer of Col. Deakyne, the United States aiim Ss neer who 
filed a Hig re saying further expenditure of money “ 8 the 
Missouri River under the pretense of restoring river freight traffic 
would be money wasted. 

This, of course, is quite a lot. It serves as warning to Army engi- 
neers that they must make reports in harmony with the “ pork-barrel ” 
crowd instead of reports in harmony with facts if they expect to hold 
their positions and stand in line for promotion. 

However, the Missouri pork-barrel ” crowd has moved on to Wash- 
ington, to the headquarters of the Rivers and Harbors Congress, a 
lobby so la and powerful that it has come to be known as the “ third 
house” of Congress. It is relating how “over $34,000,000 of river- 
traffic investments are demanding the pork tor the Missouri River. 
Foolishly it itemizes these investments.“ 

An analysis of the itemized list shows that of the $34,688,000 listed as 
Investments in Missouri River traffic $10,000, is credited to New 
Orleans Harbor improvements which are being made for ocean traffic. 
Of the remaining $24,688,000, just $125,000 represents actual invest- 
ments. The rest shows up in items like these: Proposed barge line,“ 
“ proposed bond issue for terminals,” “ boat line proposed by private 
funds,” and.“ estimated proposed bond issue.” 

This is a sample of the way the country is being deceived. There 
are no actual investments of any consequence in river traffic, because 
capital knows river traffic is absurd and impossible. If river traffic 
were as profitable a competitor to railroads as “ pork-barrel” advocates 
make it out to be, the navigable rivers of e country would be 
crowded with river steamboats just as they were in the early days, for 
the rivers are surely as navigable now as they were then. The whole 
proposition is a fraud. f z: 

COL. DEAKYNE AND CAPT. DREYFUS—AMERICAN AND FRENCH MILITARY 
METHODS NOT UNLIKE, 


What influence caused Chief Kingman to banish Col. Deakyne, 
whose official reports disclosed that the Government is spending 
$20,000,000 for revetting and reclaiming private land on the Mis- 
souri? Why not send Col. Riche to Alaska, because Riche 
ridiculed spending $10,000,000 on the wasteful Trinity project. 


-and also tried to prevent Chief Kingman from giving $1,750,000 
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to the Alabama Water Power Co, for “flowage”? All to no 
purpose. While searching for the power that removed Deakyne 
we should also learn what power caused Chief Kingman to give 
$470,000 out of his Sixty-third Congress allotment to the waste- 
ful Brazos that floats 1,080 tons of commerce annually—50 per 
cent more than to New York’s great inner harbor, the largest 
in the world. What power caused Chief Kingman to give 
$820,000 to the Ouichita and Arkansas Rivers after the House 
and the House committee had acted adversely on these projects? 
He raised the gift over 1,000 per cent—but why? What power 
caused Chief Kingman to urge $100,000 in his last report for 
the Red River, when the only tangible commerce consists of 
240,042 deadheads and other obstructions removed in 1912 and 
1918? What influence caused Chief Kingman to recommend 
$18,700,000 of Government funds for the Alabama Water Power 
Co. 150-foot dam at Muscle Shoals, and also that the Govern- 
ment build a 150-foot dam for the Georgia Power Co. over on the 
Etowah? 
WHY NOT MAKE DEAKYNE CHIEF ENGINEER? 

I desire to refer at some length to these and other projects 
during my remarks, but I now ask why was Deakyne removed 
from the Missouri after his denunciation of the wasteful $20,- 
000,000 project, and where is the Deakyne report rejecting the 
Missouri River project? Several million war-tax-burdened peo- 
ple not included in the State’s census are from Missouri and 
want to be shown just why Deakyne was removed and why his 
report has been delayed or suppressed. Deakyne tried to pro- 
tect the Government Treasury. Why not make him Chief Engi- 
neer? 

AN ARRAY OF UNIMPEACHABLE WITNESSES AGAINST THE MISSOURI, 

I understand this last $20,000,000 project on the Missouri 
was originally rejected by Army engineers. I have quoted 
among the authorities that join in that verdict or ask for a 
stay of proceedings Col. Deakyne and Col. Townsend, Army engi- 
neers ; the Sioux City Tribune, from a flourishing Missouri River 
city ; Pref. Moulton’s unanswerable logie as to freight savings: 
Bernhard’s statement on absence of river commerce; the great- 
est waterway expert in the country, Senator Burton; official 
reports, showing that 95 per cent of the last money was used 
by engineers to revet private lands; and, finally, that the in- 
significant actual commerce of 1913 fell off 20 per cent, down to 
19,000 tons, in 1914. These opinions and reports are unpreju- 
diced and presamably are uninfluenced by personal or political 
considerations. 

No man can reasonably question a like verdict would be ren- 
dered by any unprejudiced jury of taxpayers, whether located 
in Maine, Michigan, or Missouri. But while undue influence 
would impeach the verdict of a petit jury in a $5 pig case, our 
Army engineers are openly belabored by every known influence 
from personal interest to political fear on a proceeding wherein 


the $5 pig has grown to the size of a $35,800,000 porker, if the 


above witnesses are correct. 


ANOTHER MISSOURI RIVER PROJECT—HERE IS THE NEXT ENGINEERS’ 
TABLE OF “ COMMERCE” STATISTICS. 


Commercial statistics—Upper Missouri River (Kansas City to Fort 
Benton). 


Fe ay of navigation, year 1913: Opened April 1; closed Novem- 
r 15. 
Freight traffic. 


Miles. 


2—ũ*2·ü449%ũõ˖!1t'X34«õñ 3 $736, 000. 00 65 
AITE RRE ere CLR pe te Es 9, 831. 76 38 
8 101, 927.00 65 
233 250. 00 5 
Lumber and shingles .. 38, €90, 00 48 
Lumber and piling, ralted. 16,310. 00 35 
Other building ials A 1, 450. 00 5 
CCC 85, 300, 00 80 
Sapd, barged 39, 348. 00 2 
56 885 f, 5,000. 00 50 
Contractor's outfit 25 925, 000, 00 35 
Willows used by R. R. CO. 2,000 cori 4,000. 00 10 
CCC | „013, 106. 76 


Total ton-miles, 2,684,759. 

Again we encounter the engineers’ traffic humbug. Of 165,766 
tons, a familiar item is 115,685 tons of sand reported to have 
been barged 2 miles. About 10,000 tons of lumber and piling 
were rafted or barged, along with 1,200 tons of pussy willows, 
for revetting railroad switches. Page 2527 shows the railway’s 
interest in Gen. Kingman's allotment. Four thousand one hun- 
dred and sixty-six tons of soft coal, apparently for Government 


dredges, was barged 38 miles for a 9,250-ton contractor's out- 
fit (2), valued at just $10 per ton, which was hauled 35 miles. 

Making proper allowances for duplications and quadruplica- 
tions of grain shipped and received on a 65-mile haul, why should 
anybody waste time in ascertaining “how old is Ann” when 
this table of “ commerce” is within easy reach? Where is the 
limit of an engineer’s brilliant imagination when a Government 
contractor’s outfit is used to bolster up about one-half of the 
ridiculous table of valuations, and what shall be said of actual 
commerce? After spending over a million dollars on this stretch 
of the Missouri River, and with $111,125 cash on hand, Chief 
Kingman, with a prodigality that knows no bounds, on April 1, 
1915, allotted $100,000 more to the upper Missouri. That should 
keep one contractor busy for several months and pay reasonable 
dividends on his $925,000 investment. 

A couple of motor trucks would have carried all of the “ com- 
merce ” last year, whereas nearly $200,000 of Government money 
was blown into the river in addition to a million or more already 
spent, apparently to protect private landowners and furnish con- 
tractors a fairly continuous job. 

THE OHIO RIVER COMMERCE—STATISTICAL INDICTMENT OF ENGINEERING 
METHODS. 

We have journeyed down the Mississippi and Missouri, and 
now the Ohio is reached. What tales of waste and extravagance 
could be told by waters that once carried millions of tons of 
actual floating commerce now driven from the rivers. Accord- 
ing to old river men, Government dredges, Government barges, 
and Government boats float most of the “ commerce” now car- 
ried on these rivers to support an army of Government em- 
ployees. 

It is said by occasional defenders of “ pork” and waste that 
the Chief of Engineers, who formerly posed annually before the 
$50,000,000 river and harbor lobby, is not responsible for errors 
in waterway statistics, and an apology states that his “ com- 
merce ” reports are admitted to contain duplications and quadru- 
plications. Howeyer, our Government educated this official at 
public expense because of aptness for mathematics and has fur- 
nished him constant employment for many years, during which 
time he has given marked evidence of early training. Our 
bosoms swell with pride when we turn to the table of Ohio River 
commerce furnished Chairman SPARKMAN. Apart from dupli- 
cations, the example in arithmetical progression, furnished by 
adding together lockages reported, gives an insight into a re- 
markable method of reaching conclusions now pursued by Chief 
Kingman. With an insignificant through traffic, aside from 
soft coal, the explanation fails to explain, although a crude esti- 
mate for through coal traffic is offered in justification for add- 
ing together the lockages. The table and letter, introduced into 
the Record by Chairman Sparkman January 19, 1915, are as 
follows: Í 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THB CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
Washington, July 27, 191}. 
Hon. S. M. SPARKMAN 
Chairman Committee on Rivers and Harbors, é 
United States House of Representatives. ; 


Sm: 1. Referring to the statement of the commercial statistics o 
the Ohio River, telephoned to you some time since, I have the honor to 
inform you that a report pe received from the district officer states 
that the commercial statistics which he reported by tele; h have been 
found upon careful check to have contained some duplication, A cor- 
rected tabular statement of the statistics is herewith. 

2. As to the reason for reporting the statistics at only six locks, it 
may be stated that the cular locks were selected with a view to 
obtaining as complete statistics as possible, and at the same time to 
eliminate duplication as much as practicable. Boats with through tows 
are required to report only at the first lock through which they le 
The item for open-river commerce is the local commerce carri on 
between the various locks and dams. 

Very respectfully, 


Dan C. KINGMAN. 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army. 


Ohio River tonnage, calendar year 1913. 
[Through lock and open river.] 


SFS SND 
2 
8835 


9,814, 123.3 


A corrected statement of average freight floated on the Ohio, 
based upon official lock reports, is now presented over Chief 
Kingman’s signature, and invites scrutiny. 
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When a 68-lock system on the Ohlo River has been completed 


by 

of lock tonnage. This cumulative method of reckoning is as 
illuminating as to count the passengers in every car at every 
street corner in order to determine the total street car traffic. 
Astounding statistics may thus be produced. Chief Kingman 
says he has “ avoided duplication as far as e” What is 
the average haul or tonnage along the river when 1,400,000 tons 
was ferried across the river? Did the continuous commerce 
reach 100,000 tons or 50,000 tons, exclusive of soft coal which has 
floated down the Ohio and Mississippi for a half century at a 
yearly decreasing rate? 

In an effort to excuse a proposed wasteful expenditure of 
from $60,000,000 to $100,000,000 on the Ohio, according to the 
varying predictions of Army engineers, our present chief in- 
cludes in his totals 1,500,000 tons of “open-river traffic” that 
passes along the river as it always has for 50 years and in much 
larger quantities before canalization was known and before a 
dollar was spent by the Government on the Ohio. Was that 
open-river traffic part of the open-river traffic at each lock? 
How much freight goes through locks, and how far? 


CANALIZATION TO PROMOTE RIVER FERRIAGE. 


The limit of imaginary mathematics is reached when to total 
lockages of freight at a half dozen dams, including. open-river 
traflic, our Chief Engineer adds more “ ver traffic” and 
finally scores a positive triumph by adding ferriage across the 
river, which aggregates 2,949,884 passengers, nearly three- 
fourths of the total number, valued at $36,086,390.07. That odd 
7 cents is developed through engineering accuracy. Ferriage 
valuation is practically one-half of the total value of all tonnage 
and passengers carried on the river. Assuming that passengers 
had no value and that freight alone was considered, no further 
analysis need be made to show the valueless character of 
valuation statistics submitted by the Chief Engineer to bolster 
up this $100,000,000 canalization project. 

Approaching 2,000,000 tons at one or two different points, over 
95 per cent of which is soft coal, sand, and gravel, a traffic 
rapidly diminishing in quantity and value, leaves the mouth of 
the Ohio River at less than a million tons of soft coal, so far as 
can be ascertained, and then drifts slowly down the Mississippi 
to be recounted at Cairo, Memphis, Vicksburg, and New Orleans. 
In other words, a few tons of soft coal that reach New Orleans 
are first counted at a dozen 
the locks on the Ohio, and coal, used to swell 
senseless quadrupled statistics, is sent down and recounted at 
Cairo, Memphis, Vicksburg, and New Orleans, on the Father of 
Waters. 

It is an interesting system; one that only an able engineer 
could gravely put across with a wealth of misleading statistics 
and one that is frequently used for duplicating and quadruplicat- 
ing commerce on other rivers and canals. 

In order that a better understanding of Chief Kingman's let- 
ter may be had, let us take the tables from which he draws de- 
ductions, 

OHIO RIVER TRAFFIC AT LOCK 1. 

Lock 1 is given 1,982,257 tons. But page 2711 says that is 
commerce which passed through the lock—“ and open river“ 
at that point. The table further shows that of the impressive 
tonnage reported, including duplications, 1,946,119 tons consisted 
of soft coal, sand, and gravel that was always floated down the 
“open river,” leaving a commerce of 36,135 tons, including 
11,240 tons of floatable logs and ties, or less than 25,000 tons, 
that may or may not have required the services of this $100,- 
000,000 lock system. 

OHIO RIVER TRAFFIC AT LOCK 8. 

Lock 8 and “open river” is given 224,080 tons by Chief King- 
man, page 2712. Of that traffic, so reported, soft coal and rail- 
road ties, that for a half century were floated down the open 
river, reached 207,429 tons, leaving 16,651 tons of cement and 
ether reported freight at that point for which a $100,000,000 
lock system is being built under the recommendation of Army 
engineers. 

OHIO RIVER TRAFFIC AT LOCK 18. 

Other lock statistics are of the same character. For fear this 
statement may not be accepted, as based on investigation, I will 
take the next lock. Chief Kingman’s next lock, 18, and “ open- 
river” statistics are found on page 2713. He reports a total 
“commerce” of 374,945 tons, whereas out of an even 50 items 
reported, 2 items of soft coal and logs reached 342,836 tons. 
Just what method was taken for shipping some 7,000 tons of 
oil and 2,500 tons of lumber, found in the remaining 48 items, 
the report fails to disclose. One thing is certain amid all this 
attempt to impress Congress with inflated statistics of open- river 


and lock traffic, the Government is annually paying bills reach- 
ing, with the regular and sundry civil bills, from $5,000,000 to 
$8,000,000 for the Ohio River alone, for a comparatively insig- 
nificant commerce average along the river, apart from soft coal, 
sand, and gravel, of less than 50,000 tons at given points, as 
shown by the official reports. 

Similar conclusions were reached in the record of April 10, 
1914, when other lock statements were analyzed. 


WHAT WILL BE THE EVENTUAL COST? 
Canalized science v. common sense. 


In the debate preceding the defeat of the 1915 bill a prominent 
called the Ohio River project the worst of all.“ It 
received $1,769,000 from the first allotment, $3,200,000 in the 
1915 sundry civil bill, and $3,915,000 allotment from the Chief 
of Army Engineers April 1, 1915, or $7,115,000 for 1915, in addi- 
tion to cash on hand—twenty times the amount that was 
allotted to New York’s inner harbor, which handles fifty times 
the Ohio’s actual commerce. 

When a $100,000,000 Ohio canalization system has been fast- 
ened upon us with its annual interest burden of $3,000,000, 
and a reasonable maintenance and deterioration charge of 
$4,000,000 more annually for sixty-odd locks and dams, if the 

coal commerce is retained—a violent assumption— 
the Government will have little tangible traffic to show for its 
$100,000,000 investment and the annual $7,000,000 charge prop- 
erly lodged against it. 

It is again well to ponder over this extravagance into which 
we have been led by Army engineers, who seek to defend 


or eight times the amount spent on the 
Rhine is slipped through the fingers of our irresponsible Chief 
of Engineers for a project of no more value to this country than 
Egypt's pyramids. Does it reduce the price of a ton of coal to 
a single consumer? Where does it accommodate any actual 
navigation need apart from floating a few political prospécts 
and fantastic engineering schemes at Government expense? If 
any commercial house indulged in such investments its officials 
would be promptly lodged in an asylum to sober off. Is it not 
about time Congress sobered off and drove out of its counting 
house those who have persuaded us to adopt such propositions 
as the 63-lock project on the Ohio River? 
A FALLING OFF IN 1018. 


From the 1915 report just at hand, page 3015 appears heroic 
efforts by the Chief Engineer to hold up a decreasing commerce. 
Yet practically 60 per cent of the valuation was carried by 
“ferries ” across the river. 

Again referring to the memorandum mysteriously sent by 
3 unknown authority to Which I shall later address myself, 
we find 
Based 20 227 eee — Reichs, 

Even Ford limousines while crossing the 
Help make fr t statistics more cash to deliver, 


e pools of water and Missouri 
Bag twenty more millions for reclaimin 


lan 
Hand in hand with contractors, whose 5 scow 
Makes half of the freight for the we allow, 


Along with a water power for navigation 
To give old St. Anthony a gold coronation. 
if political pali distributes this matt wand dan 
In filling up kegs like the chief built? 
LOWER MISSISSIPPI RIVER SCANDAL—A SCORE OF INDICTMENTS 
IN ONB, 

Only a brief reference to this wildly wasteful project can be 
given. On September 29, 1914, I offered in the Recorp many 
pages containing definite charges of incapacity and extrava- 
gance coming from civil engineers, experienced river men, and 
residents of the Mississippi Valley, lodged against the present 
colossal waste on the lower river; also against the Mississippi 
River Commission, Army engineers, and against the notorious 
levee lobby. <A thorough investigation would determine the truth 
of explicit charges that were lodged with the committee. Nearly 
a hundred million dollars of Government money has been spent 
on the river below St. Louis. Some authorities state the amount 
to be larger. No man pretends to estimate the permanent 
value of work done on the river. No ized authority 
assumes to know where the end will be found. The river's 
appetite for gold is growing like that of a gluttonous child, 
and, lest we forget, this project was fostered and fastened upon 
us by Army engineers and the powerful river lobby that pa- 
rades publicly as a “ congress,” with a “ policy, not a project.” 
The cloak that used to get millions annually for navigation 
purposes has been abandoned. There is no substantial com- 
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merce, present or prospective. The facts are now well known. 
The play on our sympathies for flood control aid is another 
transparent cloak to cover up a huge land reclamation project 
our Government is financing for private interests. 

Notwithstanding the Mississippi River Commission had in its 
hands January 1, 1915, over $1,800,000, the Army engineers on 
April 1, 1915, gave $4,000,000 more to that commission in addi- 
tion to other lower-river appropriations. I will not now offer 
further opinions as to the character of that work other than 
to quote briefly from three leading papers published in the 
valley. The New Orleans Item in a column editorial uses this 
significant language: 

The National Rivers and Harbors Con conducts a national lobby 
for the pork- el bill. The Mississippi River Levee Association was 
organisa. by some railroad interests who do not want genuine and 

manent stream control, because it threatens competition with levee 

liticians and levee contractors, whose jobs and profits depend 

upon the perpetuation of the stupid and vicious old system of dis- 

2 levee maintenance under which the people of the valley have 
bled and pillaged. 

That is a Louisiana opinion from the home of the National 
Rivers Congress lobby that conducts the pork-barrel bill. It 
is respectfully referred to Secretary Redfield, who finds no pork. 

BRUTAL LOGIC DEMANDS YANKEE MONEY. 

The Memphis News Scimitar published a long, searching edi- 
torial, from which again I take a brief but pointed extract: 

The old brutal logic that we must “ get some of that Yankee money 
down here” is no one appealing. he Mississippi River Commis- 
sion has been discredited by its own reluctant admi The 
political levee boards have been discredited by the ple and the logic 
of events. We must have a new and square deal. e must adopt new 
and better methods. We must put new and better men in charge, and 
we must make provision to reimburse those whose property the levee 
system has destroyed. 

Will Secretary Redfield take official notice of the old, brutal, 
pork-barrel logic? 

One more brief editorial extract taken from the Memphis 
Press is significant: 

THE PORK BARREL IS AN ENEMY OF NAVIGATION, 

We have told our readers on many occasions that the conscience of 
the Nation was revolting against the “pork barrel.” We told them 
we were crucifying our chances for permanent relief from floods and 
from ent reestablishment of navigation when we continued 
longer to put our faith in the hodgepodge, wasteful, selfish, aimless 
conglomeration of good, useless, and e Bs ects annually or bienniall 
labeled the “rivers and harbors bill.” e method of the rivers an 
ill is indefensible and the results of that method pursued 
3 generations are its own damnation. * * * The would-be 
perpetrators of the pork barrel are the enemies of the comprehensive 
program. the enemies of real bora the enemies of revived navigation. 
Republics going too far to say they are, in effect, traitors to the 

“Traitors to the Republic“; “ Wasteful, selfish, aimless con- 
glomeration of projects”; “Must get some of that Yankee 
money down here is no longer appealing.” These are expres- 
sions from leading press representatives of the Mississippi Val- 
ley, not from uninformed men. I quoted many pages of equally 
good authority in a September 29, 1914, speech devoted to the 
river lobby that has just finished its annual open session in this 
city. For such p Army engineers gave $4,000,000 on 
April 1, 1915, and $3,750,000 in their allotment six months 
before, or $7,750,000 within six months, to the Mississippi River 
below the mouth of the Ohio for a land-reclamation scheme, not 
a project. 


ssions. 


A NEW LOUISIANA LOTTERY, 


The Mississippi River levee lobby under the direction of its 
publicity agent, Mr. John Fox, is trying to educate the Ameri- 
can public through leading magazine articles for which he 
arranged, according to a press announcement, last year. 

In these articles a writer estimates that overflowed, worth- 
less lands when reclaimed will be worth from $100 to $175 an 
acre. In return for this fabulous increase we are advised that 
in the Helena (Ark.) district an average tax of 41 cents per 
acre on an indefinite acreage has been devised. Of the Yazoo 
district he says an ad valorem of 174 mills, and in back coun- 
ties 124 mills, is levied. The same authority, World’s Work, 
June, 1915, says, “ Louisiana districts pay an ad valorem of 10 
mills per acre,” while during the same period our Government 
is war taxing its people from Maine to California for hundreds 
of millions to dump into the lower Mississippi in order to make 
increased land values for railways and other private interests. 
To change conditions that have existed for millions of years and 
to make a return of $175 or more per acre on a 1-cent-per-acre 
investment, this new Louisiana lottery, through the river lobby, 
first finances its venture with $275,000,000 Government war tax 
as a beginning, and other funds heretofore given, to use a hack- 
neyed but truthful expression, by “ God's patient poor.” Brass 
bands junketing trips, free excursions, and glittering pictures 
based on faded navigation glories are still used to capture the 
imagination of Presidents and legislators, but while the same 


old river lottery lobby paints the pictures and gets the cash, the 
tax-paying public holds the bag. 
A HUGE LAND RECLAMATION SCHEME, 


Any sane man who desires confirmation of the purpose of 
the Mississippi Jand reclamation scheme will find it fully ex- 
pressed in the following statement from the 1912 report of the 
Missssippi River Commission, page 3724: 

While the levees have a certain degree of utility in the improvement 
of the channel and are necessary to promote the interests of com- 
merce ” y providing landing pae for the interchange of trafic in 
times of flood and protecting the lines of railway behind them, their 
immediate and main value is the protection of the alluvial lands for the 
benefit of their owners. 

What need be added to this unqualified admission by an offi- 
cial agent of the parties in interest? 

Quoting from the comprehensive brief of Hon. B. E. Moses, 
of Memphis, he says in this connection : 

This so-called protection of the alluvial lands along the 8 
River is primarily and fundamentally a work of “ reclamation,” as that 
term is generally understood. * The history of the levee sys- 
tem along the Mississippi River is merely a repetition of the fight of 
mankind from time immemorial to reclaim for cultivation the fertile 
alluvial plains of the rivers of the world. The futility of the fight under 
the past method of “levees only” is apparent and real and bas been 
impressed upon the people of the valley during the floods of the last two 
22 by ruin, starvation, and death, incident to the breaks in the levee 
system, 

The Government is reclaiming lands that were never before 
used, and for the benefit of private interests. This purpose is 
not disputed by any recognized authority, so far as I can ascer- 
tain. 

THE GOVERNMENT'S DUTY AND LIMITATIONS, 

Several years ago Congress commissioned some of her ablest 
men to make a thorough study of the waterway question and to 
make recommendations. These men, composing the United 
States National Waterways Commission, did make a careful 
investigation of waterways, both in this country and Europe. 
Fresh from that investigation they laid down certain principles 
of governmental action that condemn the expenditures now 
being made on the Mississippi land-reclamation scheme. I 
quote from the report on this question, as follows: 

It should always be borne in mind that the waterway improvements 
made by the Federal Government under the exercise of its authority 
should be restricted to navigation. Whenever bank protection or flood 
prevention or the clarification of water is the sole ob; of improve- 
ments the question presents little difficulty in its solution. Such proj- 
ects are not a proper charge upon the Federal Treasury. * * + 
many instances proposed improvements have as their main object the 
one or benefit of private N In such cases there is a dis- 
inct benefit conferred upon individuals or localities which is only of a 
remote or very indirect benefit to the country as a whole. Lands sub- 
ject to periodical overfiow or lands of uncertain value because of the 
danger of erosion, when improved, are multiplied many times in value, 
and there is a constant danger that such improvements will be advo- 
cated under the guise of river and harbor 1 ation framed to benefit 
navigation when the real object is the benefit which will accrue to 
individuals or localities, * * The line should be carefully drawn 
between improvements which, in whole or in part, are for the protec- 
tion or development of private property and those which are made in 
the sole interest of navigation. 

This report from which the foregoing is quoted was signed by 
Theodore E. Burton, chairman; J. H. GALLINGER, vice chairman; 
S. H. Piles, WILLIAM ALDEN Sutrn, F. M. Simmons, James P. 
CLARKE, William Lorimer, D. S. Alexander, Frederick C. Stevens, 
Irving P. Wanger, STEPHEN M. SPARKMAN, and Jon A. Moon. 

Men whose names have been linked with presidential honors 
and who have unqualifiedly denounced recent river bills; other 
men who to-day are the leaders of their party in the Senate and 
who have also opposed recent waterway legislation; others also 
of high standing in both Senate and House, including the pres- 
ent chairman of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, Judge 
SPARKMAN, all of these unanimously and emphatically opposed 
land-reclamation schemes and then signed the waterway report 
in 1910. 

Since that day a “ Congress and levee” lobby, by modest ad- 
missions of its own officers, has become a greater power than 
presidential candidates, Senate leaders, or committee chairmen 
all combined. Army engineers willingly recommend, pursuant to 
lobby demands, and Congress—ignoring all legislative precedents, 
words of timely warning, public economy, and common-sense 
river improvement—throws wide open the Treasury doors to the 
Mississippi River land-reclamation lobby. 

AN ASTOUNDING SITUATION. 


Before leaving the lower Mississippi River, we discover that 
after spending about one hundred millions on the river, the re- 
turn in continuous actual commerce—apart from a small sand, 
timber, and diminishing coal traflic, previously counted on the 
Ohio—is less than will be found on Choptank or Wicomico Creeks. 
Further, that this enormous river subsidy has been given with- 
out any control of freight rates or rights to any service. After 
squandering such fabulous amounts on a purposeless project and 
with a two hundred million deficiency confronting Congress, 
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the Mississippi River lobby demands many more millions in the 
next river bill. 
„% STAGGERING ” DEBTS PROPOSED BY THIS ADMINISTRATION. 


With hundreds of millions of acres in fertile land awaiting 
development, Secretary Lane, in his annual report, asks for a 
commission to devise ways and means for raising what he terms 
“ staggering sums” for taming rivers and reclaiming bottom 
lands. 

Secretary Redfield has placed the administration's seal of ap- 
proval on the river lobby that now demands $100,000,000 an- 
nually, according to Secretary Thompson, and which wants 
$5,000,000,000 for waterways. In fact, Secretary Redfield says 
there is no pork. All expenditures are proper. 

With that program, Army engineers, representing another 
department, have recommended waterway expenditures already 
reaching $850,000,000. They now include private water powers, 
private land reclamation, and endless private beneficiaries in 
official recommendations. 

Preceding- administrations may have merited condemnation 
for waste and extravagance, but when plans are being proposed 
by Cabinet officials of this administration for burdening the 
country with “staggering” debts, in addition to “staggering” 
sums now spent on useless rivers, ordinary taxpayers of all 
parties will take to the woods or trenches. What means pre- 
paredness, public defense, or necessary expenditures when Sec- 
retaries Lane and Redfield have found a chance to invest “ stag- 
gering sums“ in abandoned rivers? From a recent Democratic 
national party platform, adopted at Baltimore, appear the fol- 
lowing clearly expressed promise and chosen words: 

We call attention to its record of eard economy, and constructive 


legislation. * + We demand a to that simplicity and 
economy which befits a democratic government. 


“ SECRETARY FOX TO MOVE TO WASHINGTON.” 


The above heading is from Fox's own paper, the lobby organ, 
for December, 1915. He warns the country as to his intentions. 
Heaven help us now. 

Resolutions passed by State legislatures urging flood control on 
the lower Mississippi will doubtlessly show up before the House 
at this session. One was railroaded through the Wisconsin 
Legislature under suspension of rules by John Fox, publicity 
agent and expert lobbyist for the Mississippi Levee Association 
and also publicity agent for the river congress lobby that asks for 
$50,000,000 annually. In Indiana and many other States he has 
been industriously steering flood resolutions since the close of 
last session. Watch for them. They are to be unfairly used to 
influence your action. 

Mr. Fox is the same lobbyist who collected $40,000 from eight 
railways, as is more fully set forth on page 11710 of June, 1914, 
Recorp; money secretly contributed to help finance the levee 
lobby. Although the State legislature resolutions were evi- 
dences of shrewd lobby work, financed by secret funds wheedled 
out of railways and other corporations interested in lands to be 
reclaimed, they were easily secured from unsuspecting warm- 
hearted men, because the Uriah Heap arguments went. Croco- 
dile tears for the Mississippi flood sufferers are continually shed 
by land reclamationists, and are especially heavy before national 
conventions, where the lobby aids in platform making. For 
millions of years the river ran undisturbed, excepting when 
irresponsible Army engineers tried to curb it to narrow limits 
with disastrous results. 


THE GREATEST PROMOTION SCHEME IN THE WORLD. 


Then Mr. Fox and his reclamation lobby colleagues conceived 
the idea of having the Government reclaim from 16,000,000 to 
20,000,000 acres of land for the benefit of adjoining landowners. 
They have succeeded in starting the greatest promotion scheme 
in the world. It is proposed to bring two or three billions of 
unearned increment to its promoters and landowners if it suc- 
ceeds. It would make worthless land increase to hundreds of 
dollars per acre—if it succeeds—but according to other engi- 
neers and many residents along the river it will not succeed 
further than to bleed the Treasury. A few may reap the 
golden harvest, but the bubble will burst because of insurmount- 
able conditions. Mr. Fox keeps pulling the heartstrings of his 
auditors by pictures of poor squatters who are driven out by 
floods. With full knowledge that the Mississippi is as uncon- 
trollable at flood as ocean tides, a handful of foolish people build 
on sand and mud bottoms, challenging the laws of nature. 
Then, through the activities of the lobby, they have Mr. Fox 
ask Congress to revolutionize nature's laws for their protection. 
And the lobby, crying lustily for help, fattens its purse at the 
expense of the taxpayers of the country. Shouting against rail- 
roads, the lobby is financed in part by railways owning sub- 
merged lands. 


A FEW RAILROAD CONTRIBUTIONS. 

On June 8, on pages 10591 to 10599 of the Recorp, appear 
my remarks before the House wherein I pointed out secret 
efforts to influence Congress on rivers and harbors bills from 
subscriptions of money to the use of threats against business 
men. At that time I presented the following subscriptions, run- 
ning for five years, taken from what purported to be a photo- 
graphic copy of a typewritten statement made by Col. John A. 
tg secretary and manager of the Mississippi Levee Associa- 

on: 

It has been estimated that a minimum fund of $30,000 per annum is 
necessary for this organization to do its work in a complete and thor- 
ough manner, and already a considerable portion of this sum has been 


pledged annually for five years (of $150, in all). The subscriptions 
are as follows: 


Southern Railway 
Mobile & Ohio R. R 
Frisco R. R 


—-: .. OAL RS 1 


Assurance has been given of other substantial amounts. 
As I have before stated, on June 3 I called the attention of 
the House to contributions made by eight railways for the pur- 


pose of aiding in the passage of a river pork barrel. It may be 
remembered that contributions approximating $150,000 for the 
five-year period were given in the Rxconb, and it was further 
shown that $40,000 of this amount was guaranteed by eight 
railroads for the purpose of influencing Congress to pass the 
bill. At that time I asked why an investigation was not had of 
this remarkable situation, and I further demanded in my resolu- 
tion that all interests engaged in lobbying through such bills 
should be compelled to come out in the open. 

A congressional investigation would be wonderfully enlighten- 
ing in showing what other contributions reached the hands of 
Col. Fox, who is special director of the Rivers and Harbors Con- 
gress and an active publicity agent second to none in the coun- 
try, as I have offered abundant testimony to prove. 

FLOOD CONTROL OR LAND RECLAMATION. 

Why should the Government contribute hundreds of millions 
of publice moneys, of “ Yankee money,” to make billions of dollars 
in new land values for speculators whose principal contribution 
is to the lobby fund? Why should not speculators pay for ex- 
perimental levees, and why should not land beneficiaries be made 
to stand the expense of such improvements? If not all, why not 
the greater part? 

Why should taxpayers in Wisconsin, the Dakotas, New York, 
Illinois, Ohio, Indiana, Iowa, and far-away California be taxed 
to fill the coffers of Fox or any citizen or State legislator who 
may happen to own Mississippi submerged lands? It is claimed 
by the lobby that the lower river serves the whole upper valley. 
That has been a physical fact for millions of years, just as 
Alaska is always frozen up for several months during every 
year; but the Government has not yet undertaken to increase 
the value of Alaska holdings by carrying coal free of charge 
in order to make the winter climate more salubrious. ‘The Mis- 
sissippi River reclamation lobby has big stakes in view, and is 
persistent. That is why the Louisiana Legislature gives to the 
lobby fund. That is why railroads made a $40,000 gift to the 
same fund, and presumably many times that amount. That is 
why Mr. Fox manipulates State legislatures, national conven- 
tions, and the Federal Congress as the paid publicity repre- 
sentative of the $50,000,000 river “ congress ” lobby. The Missis- 
sippi River problem should be divorced from land reclamation 
and legitimate waterway work should be made the limit of 
Government aid, according to the recommendation of the water- 
way commission quoted. 

ENGINEERS’ “ COMMERCIAL” STATISTICS. 


If time and space afforded, I could quote many other tables of 
commercial statistics from the 1914 Engineer’s Report to show 
how little value can be placed on either the methods of collection 
or the data collected. A few of those I referred to during the 
fight against the last pork barrel. The same floating commerce 
counted and recounted repeatedly, and saw logs floated to saw- 
mills is a frequent source of misrepresentation of “ commerce ” 
carried. Think of the Pascagoula, from which 3,921 stumps and 
other obstructions were taken in 1913, yet only 10 tons of mis- 
cellaneous commerce was carried on the river out of an imposing 
array of items. Ten tons of flour, salt, and sugar for the saw- 
mill and all the rest timber products. On the Pearl during 1915, 
12,000 obstructions were removed for a sawmill commerce that 
apparently exists to secure Government appropriations. 
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eee Pascagoula and the Pearl were kindly remembered in 
Chief Kingman's 1915 allotment. Creeks and inconsequential 
streams of North Carolina, Florida, Mississippi, Alabama, Loui- 
siana, Arkansas, and Texas furnish scores of instances of mis- 
leading statistics, where a casual scrutiny on the part of some 
if the Government 


THREE DISGRACES REACHING $40,000,000—-THREE MORE COUNTS IN THE 
INDICTMENT AGAINST ENGINEERS. 

The Coosa, Brazos, and Trinity Rivers will cost the Govern- 
ment approximately $40,000,000 according to present indica- 
tions. At the present rate of improvement they will not be 
finished for a half century or more, and when all locks and 
dams have been built as recommended by Army engineers, their 
combined commercial value will be measured by a last year’s 
bird’s nest. 

It is said semiofficially that a Cockney engineer direct from 
Liverpool, or more likely Limerick, was asked for his opinion 
of these three waterways, whereupon he heavily observed: 

The Trinity, Brazos, and Coosa, 
Don't seem to be of much ee ak: 
They never can float any kind of a boat, 
Because they lack visible julce—ah. 

That, briefly, is one trouble with many of these engineering 
projects. If they had water or prospective commerce, all would 
be forgiven. 

A $60,000 BUILDING IN A $5,000 TOWN. 

Before discussing one or two of many projects for which 
Texas has become famous, I quote, without comment as to the 
sentiment, from remarks of an energetic Member of this body 
who has served Texas for a dozen years in the House and holds 
a high position in the Democratic Party. His remarks, widely 
published in the press, if authentic, invite consideraton, He is 
reported to have said: 

There are half a dozen places in my district where Federal buil 

are being erected or have been recently constructed at a cost to 
polesan i far in excess of the actual ache of the communities where 
they are located. Take „ my home town, for ce. We are 
rutting up a post office down there at a cost of $60 „000, when a $5,000 
uilding would be entirely adequate for our needs. 

There is no doubt the Government is engaged in building 
many useless, expensive monuments in many States and in this 
and other Texas districts, for Texas has 16 Democratic Mem- 
bers, several committee chairmanships, and many able men. 
Other monuments now building in that State at Government 
expense are locks and dams and future maintenance charges 
costing many millions of dollars each, that make a $60,000 
building in a $5,000 town measure up like a bulging barrel to 
an arrogant garbage cart, when both are dedicated to the same 
service, 

It is also true that many hard blows opposing valueless water- 
way projects in Texas and other States have come from Rep- 
resentatives in those States who are familiar with the facts, 
including, especially, my distinguished friend, Mr. CALLAWAY, 
whose humorous ode to the Trinity last session is unanswerable. 
THE NOTORIOUS TRINITY OF TEXAS—BEGINNING EVERYWHERE, ENGINEERS 

FINISH NOWHERE. 

Take the engineer’s own story of this waterway romance that 
is defended by powerful political pull. On page 812, 1914 report, 
he says: 

No record of traffic over ag eee (the mouth of the Trinity) 
was obtainable. no lies g been received to numerous letters 
sent to interested p Se with goo — for statistics. 

Observe the 588888 pursued in securing statistics from “ inter- 
ested parties” to justify a $20,000,000 river project now under 
construction. Of the river proper (p. 854), he says: 

The original estimate of cost of this improvement was $4,550,000. 

Two pages further (856) he informs Congress: 

unt nded on the existi roject 
wan 1.870.061. ‘$4, in addition to $7,000 spent 2 — the? original survey 
The amount spent during the fiscal year (1913) was 8342 

The elevator is going up. Again, he says that on Sane 80, 
1914— 

The project is approximately 10 per cent completed. 

The elevator carries money instead of commerce. Even the 
Chief of Engineers will concede that if it takes 81, 870,061.84 to 
complete 10 per cent of a project, it will require more than 
$4,550,000 to complete 100 per cent of the job. It is also in- 
structive to learn that at the present rate of progress this water- 
way can not float commerce for 110 years to come. Let me 
briefly quote from page 2343: 


There is little or no commerce on Trinity River above mile 6, exce 
the handling of timber products, which extends to about mile 30. (The 


Proposed “improvement” covers 513 miles to Dallas.) No commerce 
can be a above Liberty 8 the river’s mouth) until the river 
is completely canalized. 

Again: 


The work of the snag boat Liberty is o benefi! 
er further deterioration or iie channel and 5 8 the drain 

We are apparently spending $20,000,000 to improve the river 
drainage for Dallas. However that may be, the Chief Engineer 
has an inspiration when he says in the 1914 report, page 2344: 


The appropriations which have been made so far by Congress for the 
Trinity River seem to indicate an intention to provide locks and dams, 


PRAISEWORTHY ENGINEERING PERCEPTION. 

After 12 years’ work and about $2,000,000 in completing 10 
per cent of the work, the chief is beginning to see just what he 
believes he thought was intended when he recommended $4,- 
2 at the outset. Quoting further from this remarkable 
serial story: 


The normal flow of the Trinity River for eight months of the year is 
so small that yon navigation between pools is not feasible and until the 
completely canalized—110 years hence—no practicable naviga- 


e for eight months of the year the bed of the stream 
might be used for a wagon road. Again, the chief, who is recom- 
mending possibly $20,000,000 on this project, first estimated at 
$4,455,000, has a genuine inspiration when he says: 


Attention is called that the Sat ee be completed Sarnia coe 
3 that Sty cont will eieaa sly three times the original 


while the belated invitation to note a self-evident fact is not 
overlooked, he should substitute “ five” or “ten” for three.“ 

To show the reckless abandon of engineers, Senator Burton 
said, in 1914, as to this project: 

Why, the Chief of Engineers came before us and was 9 — 1 —5 


to state whether or not there ade ee . water enough to age eg 
locks and dams. We Wu Triufer N a project calling for 37 
ger $170,000 apiece. They may cost 


locks and dams on the 
three times that amount or 3 that amount. 


A TRINITY TRAGEDY. 

Act 1, September, 1914: The Trinity was exposed and con- 
demned in both Houses. 

79 5 85 October, 1914: The engineers gave $203,000 to the 

Act 3, March 2, 1915: Congress demanded a resurvey. 

Act 4, April 1, 1915: The Chief of Engineers gave $35,000 
more to the Trinity. 

It is a matter of record that Col. Riche, an Army engineer, 
once sarcastically proposed to drill artesian wells in the Trinity 
to aid navigation. He is a member of the board now, and as 
such tried to save $1,750,000 to the Government from the Muscle 
Shoals Treasury raid, but was overruled by the board. The most 
successful drilling now is that unremitting toil pursued on 
United States Treasury locks. Is it possible that any chapter in 
the whole volume of waterway waste and incompetency can 
exceed this $20,000,000 Trinity travesty, approved by Army 
engineers who handled $50,000,000 of Uncle Sam's cash last 
session? 

Mr. Carraway, of Texas, said on March 24, 1914: 


I ford this river, and time and time again I have seen water standing 
in holes below the points called the head of navigation. In Dallas for 
months they could not get eacus y 2 to supply the necessities of the 
ay. and they hauled water there b 


r. FREAR. Is not that a — hs Äre the Kissimee River, in pea 
that ought to be insured t fire 


Mr. CALLAWAY. Tes. © T believe I can show 
wording of the 5 report that Bere is no serious 
over navigating the Trinity River. 

WAR-TAX AFFINITIES FOR ARTESIAN TRINITIES. 

Let us hope the poor bleating Trinity will some day be 
gathered to the fold by its guardians through the agency of a 
salary-slashing campaign. Superannuated Government clerks, 
who have been providing a little old-age endowment, will then 
contribute part of their $1,200 salaries to buy pumps for the 
Trinity. Haggard .Congressmen holding mileage coupons dis- 
eounted 75 per cent will also help liquidate the Trinity. In 
fact all Federal officials may begin drilling for preparedness, 
and for water down on the Trinity. 

Sixty thousand dollar public buildings in Hamtown and Pork- 
ville will soon loom up on the banks of the nine months dry 
Trinity. Aye, preparedness is in the air. Latest news from the 
American seat of war has it that Admiral Stanford, Chief of 
the Bureau of Yards and Docks, is no longer undecided. Quan- 
tanamo and Pensacola were running neck and neck with New 
Orleans and Puget Sound for the prize, until Stanford heard of 
the Trinity. Hereafter the Navy will be secure, for our whole 
fleet of submarines are to be dry-docked in the 37 locks now 
being constructed down in Texas—one to each lock. No need 
of pumps to empty the locks. That is the beauty of the ar- 
rangement. The docks are guaranteed always dry on the 


intent on 2 
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Trinity. It is the first case on record where docks are naturally 
and perpetually parched with nothing to pump. We will use 
rollers for entering and skidways for emptying, for all the ma- 
chinery is generously greased by lard. Then indeed will the 
tender Trinity lamb be gathered to the fold by its kind keeper. 

Is it not funny the way some Democratic statesmen practice 
economy, scraping up pork rinds for the Trinity out of proceeds 
of salary slashings from department clerks? To provide 37 dry 
docks and 37 dry dams on the Trinity. 

The shoes of Sam Houston, Regan, and Mills have indeed 
grown large during the intervening years. 
A BRAZOS BUBBLE—DIGGING ALL OVER CREATION, 

RESULTS. 

Another remarkable Texas canalization scheme is from the 
Brazos mouth to Waco, a distance of 424 miles. (1914 report, 
p. 830.) 

On page 826 the report says that in 1899 improvements at the 
mouth of the Brazos were estimated to cost $250,000. In 1900 
(the following year) estimates were raised $175,000 because of 
a storm, and an additional $150,000 was spent before the $425,- 
000 project was begun. In 1913 Congress appropriated $200,000 
for a dredge to replace one burned the month before (p. 828), 
and to show mathematical exactness in the engineer’s depart- 
ment, we are seriously informed by the 1914 report that the 
hull of the dredge is 24 per cent completed and the machinery 
7 per cent completed, whatever that may mean. On the other 
hand, after spending $618,753 at the mouth of the Brazos for 
a commerce that diminished 80 per cent from 1912 to 1913, 
because of busted oil-well bubbles, we search in vain to find 
when the river project is to be completed. Engineers hesitate 
to give us any limit on essentials, but are busy mathematicians 
when it comes to careful discrimination between the ratio of 
completion on the machinery and on the hull of a dredge, while 
storms and fires and other acts of God, aided by Congress, all 
unite to prevent Government contractors from starving. 

On page 829 of the 1914 report the Chief of Engineers says 
$377,566 has been spent on the Brazos above the mouth of Old 
Washington, a distance of 254 miles. From Old Washington to 
Waco, 170 miles farther up the river or creek, it appears that 
over a million dollars more has been spent by the Government. 
The engineer has given an estimate which is elastic, like esti- 
mates on Trinity Creek. In his estimate (p. 831) he believes 


BUT NEVER SHOWING 


$2,915,000 will be needed for the 170-mile stretch. No estimate. 


of the total probable expense can be found, and we have already 
learned estimates are absolutely worthless on the Trinity, a few 
miles distant. But see what has been accomplished after an 
expenditure of $2,000,000 on the Brazos. 

CHIEF KINGMAN PAID $470,000 LAST SESSION TO THIS DRY RUN. 

The report says (p. 830) : 

No advantage has been taken of the improvement above Columbia— 

Thirty-five miles from the mouth. 

During 1913 one small boat carried 1,080 tons (estimated). 
Boat trips were made about once in every 10 days during 1913. 
The little harbor of Ashland, Wis., in 1913 handled 5,623,309 
tons (p. 2854), or five thousand times as much commerce as was 
floated on the Brazos. Ashland was allotted $15,000 for its 
actual commerce in 1914 and 1915. The Brazos received $470,- 
000 from two allotments by Chief Kingman, or about $470 per 
ton for the year. We learn, page 830; 

vi merce of any note has develo: nor can an 
the 5 River is bene from its 8 to ae en en 

Four hundred and twenty-four miles and some 50 years or 
more hence. 

On page 832 the Chief of Engineers says that $500,000, ex- 
clusive of $277,878 balance available, can be profitably expended 
during the year ending June 30, 1916. Three-quarters of a 
million is a tidy sum for one year. 

Out of the $20,000,000 substitute bill passed at the 1914 ses- 
sion in September the Chief of Engineers allotted $20,000 to the 
mouth of the Brazos and $210,000 to the Brazos River, the full 
amount of the House bill, while Buffalo, with a commerce of 
about 20,000,000 tons annually, was denied a single dollar in 
1914. Z 

GENEROUS GEN. KINGMAN. 

On March 2, 1915, Congress passed the $30,000,000 substitute 
and in unmistakable terms denounced the Brazos, demanding a 
resurvey. On April 1, 1915, All Fools’ Day, mind you, one month 
thereafter, and six months after the last allotment of $230,000 
had been given to this worthless project, Chief Kingman again 
gave to the Brazos $240,000 more, or nearly a half million dol- 
lars within a period of six months in two allotments for a 
worthless dry run in summer that is as great a joke among 
river men and Texas residents as the scandalous Trinity Creek, 
á few miles distant. 


Last January Representative Treapway, of Massachusetts, an 
able member of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, gave utter- 
ance to his disgust over the bill then before the House and said 
of the vicious Brazos project (Recorp, p. 1633) : 

Probably there is no Member of this House who has had business 
e ence at all, or who has made any financial investments, who has 
no Aree e e 3 a point where a — — 45 be made 

W. nue to ex good mone: order to protect 
that which he has already pial a A some bad Venture. That is the 


uestion which we, as Congressmen, are now confronted with relative 
the Brazos River. 


n length. This 
item should never have been in a rivers and harbors bill, I might 
add, it is a significant fact that the other atly criticized item, 
namely, the Trinity River, where there actually some water, was not 
given an appropriation in this bill, whereas the Brazos River carries an 
appropriation of $210,000. 

Any student of waterway legislation, by turning to page 1635, 
will find a splendid State project analysis of the defeated 
$34,000,000 bill in 1915 as it passed the House, which I quote at 
this point because it is authoritative, coming from this able 
member of the committee: 


Amounts appropriated. 
NORTH, 


981. Soo 

Delawar 86, 000 

95, 000 

1 15 10 

Main 155, 000 

CCCG0%%%ꝙ%%%TTFCCFTFTFTCT0TT—TVTꝙTTTſTTſTTTTT as 352, 000 

gO ae eS LR a BES 1, 249, 880 
Minnesota, including sum for Mississippi River improve- 


16, 182, 850 
15, 185, 730 


Total. South 
Total North 


South over North 997,120 
After an expenditure of $2,000,000, Army. engineers report 
1,080 tons in 1913 as the total traffic for the Brazos, and on the 
heels of that report and following a legislative condemnation 
of the project and a demand for a resurvey the autocrat of the 
pork-barrel allotment dumped $240,000 more into the lap of 
needy dredgers and contractors, who are digging for water in 
a lost river bed. Apparently a sprinkling pot is more needed 
than a dredge on the Brazos. 
WATERWAYS AND BUILDINGS IN TEXAS—COUNTLESS PROJECTS THAT HAVE 
NO END OR PRACTICAL USE. 

Many extravagant and practically worthless Texas water- 
ways and buildings owe their notoriety to an opulent Govern- 
ment Treasury discovered by political pull. A-$60,000 post- 
office building in a $5,000 Texas town is no worse than Chief 
Kingman’s official gifts to Texas favorites, described, and many 
others reported in his annual romances, 

For illustration, Aransas Pass-Pass Cavallo section, King- 
man reports a commerce in 1912 of 384 tons (p. 2265). In 1913 
he reports 380 tons (p. 2314), or an average of 1 ton per day. 
Kingman's 1915 allotment was $30,000, or at the rate of 880 
per ton, for use of a 3-foot canal started in 1875, restarted 
in 1907 as a 5-foot $65,850 project, and discontinued in part in 
1912 (p. 822). Another Treasury tragedy follows immediately 


when Guadalupe River in Victoria, Tex., shows a total 1912 
and 1913 commerce limited to sand and gravel, apparently 
from Government dredging operations, and Kingman's 1915 
allotment was $15,000. This project was once started at $62,700, 
but, due to “ underestimates” and other troubles, $247,164 has 
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been expended to June 30, 1914. These two 5-foot useless, de- 
serted Texas “ waterways” have received over $443,000 from 
the Government Treasury and are a fair sample of some other 
Texas waterways that have absorbed millions of Federal funds. 

For fear this statement may be challenged, I again quote from 
the great expert who has done more for actual waterway im- 


provement than any other man in the country. Speaking of 
Texas waterway projects generally, he said last year: 


I think they are so rank that they smell to heaven, some of them. 
lee think I could prove to a dispassionate audience that such 1s 
case. s 


LLS a 


WHAT TEXAS MEMBERS ARE UP AGAINST. 


In order to show that other strenuous efforts are being put | 
forth to drain the Federal Treasury for Texas projects, I quote | 
from the Houston Post of November 6: 


TO KEEP REPRESENTATIVE IN WASHINGTON. 


A fund will be used to keep a representative stationed at Washing- | 
ton during the session of Congress to aid in securing of necessary ap- 
propriations. * * The committee recommend that each city 
and town and each parish along the line of the inland waterway be 
urged to send one or more delegates to attend the session of Congress 
in December and to bring the needs of the waterway to the attention 
of their Representative, that the president send a personal ap to 
each one of the Representatives, and that a representative be stationed 
at Washington. It was estima’ that this would require an expense 


f PRESENT WATERWAY PLANS WORTHLESS, 

Even the waterways “president,” Mr. Holland, emphasizes 
the uselessness of present wasteful expenditures when he said | 
in his annual report: 

It is not the appro Tiations that cause the rivers and harbors bill to 
called “ pork 


rrel,” but the manner of making the appropriations. 
astal canal 41 depth of 5 


original appropriation been made on the basis o 
“ Penny. and pound-foolish” is what I call it, and until these | 
ractices cease we will never have a good Government. * * ‘The 
me for decisive action is here; the time for half-hearted pleading is 
We ask for appropriations for a real waterway of 

feet minimum depth, not for a makeshift of 5 feet depth. 

Then, as an afterthought, he has a genuine inspiration, and 
says: 

The fact is that an inland waterway from Maine to Mexico with a 
N of 12 feet is an actual necessity for the protection of 

coun . 
ENGINEERS JUSTLY CONDEMNED BY WATERWAY PRESIDENTS. 

No more caustic arraignment of Army engineers has ever been 
presented to the public. After proving pliable for a concededly | 
worthless 5-foot project, they are advised they have been used 
as puppets, and a 9-foot project is what Texas now demands and | 
n 12-foot depth on all canals is necessary. The Delaware and 
Chesapeake wants 24 feet, so why not Texas? Remembering 
that we have 26 different canal dimensions in this country, ac- 
cording to Army engineers, what more can be said in exposing 
the incompetency of our engineers and of their plans and esti- 
mates? Poor old Mexico, giver of public concessions and politi- 
cal favors to highly civilized American grabbers; may she not 
point the finger of scorn at public building and waterway proj- 
ects living in glass houses across the Rio Grande? Political per- 
quisites in democratic forms of government on either side of the 
border line appear to differ only in minor details. 

BIG SANDY COSTS $11 PER TON-MILE. 

Actual commerce costs the Government $350 per ton. 

Big Sandy “commerce” in 1918 reached 172,403 short tons, 
but 172,126 tons, or over 994 per cent, consisted of logs, ties, and 
lumber that floats. Just 277 tons of miscellaneous commerce 
floated 33 miles in 1913. Counting interest on $1,717,811 now 
invested, with depreciation included, at 4 per cent, and a re- 
ported annual maintenance of $31,998, the cost to the Govern- 
ment for floating 277 tons of actual commerce 88 miles in 1913 
was $100,678. f 

Engineers quote tables on page 2817, but the following table 
can be easily understood by those who pay the bills: en 


Total actual commerce, 1913— 2 277 
Average distance floa ted AF 33 
‘Actual 1913 cost to Government on investment $100, 678 
‘Actual cost to Government per ton na $350 
Actual cost to Government per ton-mile.....-._.____.___ Da $11 


The Big Sandy was exploited by Army engineers and local 
interests in order to provide transportation for coal and other | 
“undeveloped resources.” It is the same specious argument, 
supported by the same engineers’ estimates, which to-day are 
given for the Muscle Shoals, the Coosa, Black Warrior, Ken- 
tucky, Cumberland, Tennessee, and scores of other worthless 


| at my disposal. 


canalization projects. The Big Sandy was sure to float millions 
of tons of coal every year—that was the promise. After 35 years 
and $1,717,811 spent in development only 12 tons of coal were 
floated in 1918, and that coal was for “ Government”. purposes. 
This is a worse record than is shown by the Hennepin Canal, to 
which reference will be made. Have I made good the statement 
that the 10 condemned projects named in the 1915 bill are not 
the worst that Army engineers recommend? 

How engineers have reveled in Treasury millions and how 
Congress has been duped by men who have furnished a “ water- 
way ” that is now floating commerce at a cost to the Government 


| of $11 per ton-mile. 


THE COOSA WATERWAY CARICATURE—ANOTHER COUNT IN THE INDICTMENT 
AGAINST ENGINEERS. 


I can not do justice to the Coosa project in the limited time 
In debate and through the press Senator Bur- 
ton has repeatedly called attention to this waterway joke, but 
with the aid of the river and harbor lobby and nursing of Army 
engineers the Coosa River coos for more—and gets it every 
year—from a war-tax ridden public. 4 : 
Page 2175 of the 1914 report shows that $1,982,583 has been 
expended on the Coosa. In 1915 the appropriations reached 
$2,482,452. On a project begun in 1876, or 39 years ago, we are 
informed open-channel work is 27 per cent completed, or in 
about 100 years more open-channel work ought to be completed. 
The original estimate of $1,622,190 for this project has long 
ago gone glimmering and $10,000,000 more will be spent before 
completion. Even visionary engineers refuse to hazard a guess 
as to the limit. On pages 674 and 675 the chief says $75,000 
for maintenance, $131,000 for improvement in addition to 


| $170,000 then on hand could be spent profitably during the 
| ensuing year. What is the Coosa work for? After deducting 


floatable timber and stone, sand, and gravel used in Goyern- 
ment construction, the actual ecommerce is too small to. measure, 


| for duplications and quadruplications can not aid the Coosa 
| nor the Brazos nor the Trinity commerce.“ 
some tangible traffic on which to build. These waterways do 
| not furnish a beginning, and yet to be an accurate chronicler I 


There must be 


must say the insignificant commerce of 1912 fell off 45 per cent, 
according to the engineer's report, by 1914. 

Notwithstanding the Coosa had $97,019 balance on hand 
January 1, 1915, our generous Chief of Engineers, on April 1. 
1915, gave $106,000 more to the Coosa. Remember, this is a 


project condemned in the last law and is on the list for a re- 


survey. Why is he so liberal with the people’s money? Is it 
because the Coosa is in Alabama, where the Black Warrior and 


| Muscle Shoals water-power projects, also being financed by the 


Government, will reach $30,000,000? 
THE ALABAMA POWER CO. TRUST. 

Before discussing a stupendous private water-power grab per- 
petrated on the Government under the pretense of aid to navi- 
gation, I desire to quote briefly from a gorgeously decorated 
pamphlet, issued by the Alabama Power Co., to show why the 
Government should give to the company $18,700,000 for Muscle 
Shoals in addition to a present expenditure of over $2,000,000 
on the Coosa, with unlimited future estimates based on past 
engineering mistakes, 

Quoting from the document, “ The Alabama Traction, Light & 
Power Co. (Ltd.) owns extensive water powers in Alabama 
and operates at present public-utility properties in six cities.” 

The company's properties include the following power sites. 


Horsepower. 

Coote River ro T—. — 45, 000 

1 Coosa. River Tock 22200000: 205,000; 
Coosa River LOCK 44ñũñĩcłén Fr—24ñĩÄ—A'Lœ5— 100, 000 
Coosa River Lock 15.. 80, 000 


Talla oR RecA N $ 
Muscle Shoals on Tennessee ¥ 
Sar e Ee eS Se ———— 000 
Town NAPS SENT — EES Soe 2 , 000 
3 i Ree ES — Ee 52, 000 
"‘Choceoloceon- Creek... „!ĩ/ . 2, 000 
1, 012, 000 


It develops that the company also owns pretty nearly every- 
thing in Alabama, including 96 per cent of all its water powers. 
It is also in a fair way to own $18,700,000 of Government funds 
at Muscle Shoals, apart from a few minor millions of public 
funds now scattered on smaller projects. The Army engineers 
have so determined, and the lobby claims to have duped and 
doped a goodly portion of the Sixty-fourth Congress to consent 
to the astonishing gift. f 

Document No. 20, Sixty-third Congress, second session, is de- 
voted to a notorious Alabama water-power project of $18,700,000 
on the Tennessee River which Army engineers have approved 
and to which reference will be made. On pages 83 and 84 of 
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the Chief of Engineers’ report is a statement as to the Coosa 
which is startling in its significance, and from which I quote: 
.. Coosa River system: While it can not be said at this time whether 
the operation of the proposed plants on the Coosa River will or will 
not increase the amount of power which can be commercially generated 
at Muscle Shoals, these plants will be considered here in a general 
way to show the ultimate relation between the Coosa system and the 
Muscle Shoals-Tallapoosa system. 

What has the Government to do with a Coosa-Muscle Shoals- 
Tallapoosa power system? What are our Army engineers dis- 
cussing? 
; A 150-FOOT DAM FOR “ NAVIGATION.” 

I have been quoting from a report of a private water-power 
company, set forth with the approval of the Chief of Engineers 
in a public document. It shows the proposed use of public funds 
to create water powers and aid private power companies, as 
will be found on page 84, wherein a private company's plans 
are quoted with approval in an official document, which says of 


to anony the low flow being 
variously estimated from 4,000 to 5,000 second-feet. The dam site is 
3 miles above Cartersville and the entire reservoir is in Georgia. Sur- 
veys of reservoir have been made by the Army engineers, and their 
findings are in a report on the Coosa River prepared by Maj. Ferguson, 
which has not been published. The dam site is now owned by the 
Georgia Railway, Light & Power Co., who own a considerable amount 
S The dame yropesel so chest. pesca $ ürposes is 1 a 
e aam pro e tor wer 8 lower an 
the 8 — less than’ that proposed, by Army coginesra, 
The height of dam and amount of storage. which ultimately be ob- 
tained at this site is of vital interest. to this company, and to satisfy 
the ultimate needs storage should be as great as 2. 

It should be remembered this is another water-power company 
over in Georgia that our Army engineers have taken under their 
sheltering wings. 

Think of this startling proposal found in an Army engineer's 
report. It quotes with approval a statement issued by a private 
water-power company that they, our own Army engineers, pro- 
pose to finance the Georgia Light & Power Co.’s dam by in- 
creasing that company’s dam to a dizzy height of 150 feet for 
“navigation purposes —higher than the Goddess of Liberty 
statue, that considerately turns its back toward us. 

A PRIVATE COMPANY “ VITALLY INTERESTED.” 

The height of dam and amount of rare which will ultimately be 
obtained at this site is of vital interest to this company, and, to satisfy 
the ultimate needs, storage should be as great as possibie. i 

In other words, our Army engineers propose to build a 150- 
foot dam for the Georgia Light & Power Co. at Government 
expense—not even a dollar recommended by way of contribu- 
tion. Just a plain Treasury raid recommended by Treasury 
guardians, 

After having already spent $2,000,000 on Coosa water-power 
projects, I quote Senator BANKHEAD’s remarks before the Fifth 
National Conservation Congress (p. 79) to show Government 
rights in money it expends. This champion of the Muséle 
Shoals, Tennessee River, water-power project is quoted by the 
official reporter of the conservation congress as follows: 

The company undertaking to build the lock and dam on the Coosa 
River said : “ We are willing to put up this construction at our own cost 
and give you the navigation (joke), and we will take the water power. 
Beyond that we are not willing to go. * + The Government of 
the United States has no more interest-in it (the surplus water) and 
no more control of it than I have. It belongs to the State of Alabama 
and to the riparian owners of that State, and you can not take it away 
from them without a big row.“ 

Now we are invited to have another row after a half century 
of peace. The Georgia Power Co. and -the Alabama Water 
Power Co., for which we are to build great dams and which are 
reputed to own everything not nailed down in Alabama, serve 
notice on -the United States of their demands, including $18,- 
700,000 for the Muscle Shoals private water-power project,. to 
which I shall briefly refer, and ten million, more or less, for 


the Coosa private water-power project, for which Army engi-. 1 


neers obligingly recommend appropriations and shell out public 
“money. ž 
z FINANCING PRIVATE WATER-POWER PROJECTS. — eit 
In this connection it is well to inquire why the States of 
Georgia and Alabama are not asked to give $30,000,000 to 
Georgia and Alabama water-power companies for dams in aid 
‘of a mythical “navigation” hypocritically set forth in the 
Army engineer's report. The United States could avoid part 
of its war levy by turning all the navigation on the Tennessee 
or the Coosa over to the State or to the private water-power 
companies that have secured unlimited privileges from those 
States. When submariaes or dreadnaughts go down or up that 
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150-foot Coosa Lock or Muscle Shoals 150-foot dam a thousand 
years hence, future generations may observe scores of. locks 
and dams with which these modern engineer Pharaohs have 
immortalized themselves. One hundred and fifty foot dams are 
as valuable for “navigation” purposes as Egypts’ Sphinx, and 
higher in altitude. The Sphinx proposed riddles to travelers 
and strangled those who could not solve them. The Coosa 
“navigation” riddle is analogous and water-power companies 
now seem to have a strangle hold on Uncle Sam's purse. 

The Coosa River project has all the earmarks of a private 
water-power aid. It is indelibly stamped with the branding 
iron of the Alabama power company, Private; keep off.” 
Enough has been disclosed to call for a rigid and thorough in- 
vestigation by Congress because of many other worthless and 
indefensible projects which have been saddled on the Federal 
Treasury by our engineers. A patient public will prefer to 
believe in their honesty of purpose, but many projects referred 
to and others that can not be here reviewed carry compelling 
evidences of private interests that are now served direct or by 
subterfuge from the Treasury. 


WHAT POWER COMPANIES OWN IN ALABAMA. 


Before leaving this illuminating project, which with the Black 
Warrior and Muscle Shoals aggregate some $40,000,000 of Gov- 
ernment money for Alabama water powers, I desire to call at- 
tention to sections 3627 to 3637 of the Alabama Code, which per- 
mit private water-power companies to condemn public high- 
ways, lands of all description, from cemeteries to almshouses, 
and also smaller water-power companies’ plants, under a right of 
eminent domain ordinarily reserved to the State. Sections 6148 
and 6149 give power companies authority to flood the State and 
to condemn lands generally for flooding purposes. All land within 
50 feet of the water's edge, together with the blue sky above and 
the earth beneath, is included. Section 2069 provides that such 
power plants “ shall be exempt from State, county, and municipal 
property and privilege taxation until 10 years after beginning 
of construction of any plant.” Exempt forever until construction 
begins and for 10 years thereafter. This law was passed by the 
Alabama Light, Power & Traction Co. through the Alabama Legis- 
lature for its own use. Official power-trust admission of the fact 
is on record. - Apart from the fact that such sections appear to 
violate provisions of the State constitution and prove the un- 
limited power of these power“ companies, is it not infamous 
that we are financing such companies through the connivance of 
our own autocratic officials, who justify on the pretense that 
navigation is to be served? 


GEORGIA AND ALABAMA COMPANIES, 


From a table placed in the Recorp, July 23, 1914, it appears 
the Georgia Power Co. owns 55 per cent of all commercial power 
controlled in Georgia; the Alabama Light, Power & Traction Co. 
owns 96 per cent of all commercial power in Alabama; and the 
Tennessee Railway, Light & Power Co. and the Chattanooga-Ten- 
nessee Power Co. own 90 per cent of all commercial power in 
‘Tennessee. 

It may be interesting further to remember that while in 1908 
18 groups of interests controlled only 1,827,000 horsepower, 
in 1918, five years later, 10 groups controlled 6,267,000 horse- 
power, of which 2,711,000 was developed and 3,556,000 was un- 
developed. 

Will the Government be permitted to finance these companies 
and be a party to the unconscionable water-power grabs in Ala- 
bama and other States because such course is recommended by 
our Army engineers? 

THE MUSCLE SHOALS WATER-POWER PROJECT—ANOTHER COUNT IN THE 

5 INDICTMENT AGAINST ARMY ENGINEERS, 

I have high regard for Chairman SPARKMAN, of the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee, but differ radically in my estimate of many 
waterway ventures which he approves. 


Let me again refer to his words in the Star, previously 


quoted: 

The Muscle Shoals project, already recommended by Army engineers 
by Senator-elect UNDERWOOD, the retiri. mocratic leader 
of the House, and other Members of the southern delegations, contem- 
plates a Federal appropriation of $18,000,000, reimbursable to the Goy- 

th a view to comprehensive development of the water power. 

The Muscle Shoals, Tennessee River, private water-power 
scandal in Alabama was exposed on the floor by several Mem- 
bers at the last session, and after a stubborn fight the project 
was squarely met and killed by the House in Committee of the 
Whole. It must be especially notorious, because it is the first 
worthless scheme ever stricken from any pork barrel in a couple 
of decades. What are the facts? 

Originally the Government gave Alabama 400.000 acres 
of public land to improve Muscle Shoals and Colbert Shoals. 
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This Goyernment has already spent over $3,200,000 in cash 
in developing a mythical commerce of about 5,800 tons annually 
at the Muscle Shoals on the Tennessee River in Alabama, or 
$4,555,000, counting maintenance, in addition to 400,000 acres 
of public land. A new project recommended by Army engineers 
in Committee Document No. 20 proposes further Government 
appropriations of $18,700,000 for this same Muscle Shoals, and 
the estimate may be increased. The engineers propose to spend 
$8,575,000 more for building locks and dams, ostensibly for 
“navigation” (less than 6,000 tons). Next, $1,750,000 more is 
recommended by Army engineers for“ flowage easements.” In 
other words, $10,325,000 is to be donated outright to the Ala- 
bama Light, Power & Traction Co., that owns all kinds of prop- 
erty. from men and money to exclusive State and Federal legis- 
lative grants, in Alabama. After we spend $10,325,000 more of 
Government funds for dams and easements to aid this company, 
a further sum of $8,375,000 is recommended by Army engineers 
to be loaned by the Government to this water-power trust at 3 
per cent per annum, to be repaid during 100 years. 
A PRESENT GOVERNMENT SUBSIDY OF $41.76 PER TON. 

A few words further as to this project. Muscle Shoals are 
rapids along the headwaters, and about 250 miles or more distant 
from the mouth, of the Tennessee River, which flows through 
Alabama and empties into the Ohio River. Railroads appear to 
run in the vicinity of the river, accommodating legitimate com- 
merce as completely as in other localities, but after an invest- 
ment of over $4,555,000 of public money at this point, on the 
recommendation of our Army engineers, and 400,000 acres of 
land worth many times the money investment, we find the fol- 
lowing insignificant “‘ commerce” reported (p. 2587) : 


About half the tonnage usually carried in a single trip by a 
small ocean liner is the result of 10 years’ work and many mil- 
lion dollars in Government investment on the recommendation 
of our Army engineers. 

Of the 5,887 tons in 1913, 2,150 tons were fertilizer, and the 
balance of 2,700 tons included logs, coal, and other traffic—less 
than 4 tons daily each way. It cost the Government for main- 
tenance and interest charges, according to estimates of Senator 
Burton, last session (Rxconb, p. 16988), about $41.76 per ton for 
all freight floated over the shoals in 1913, including fertilizer, 
which reached 37 per cent of the total. 

What a startling chapter disclosed by past investments made 
for us through the Engineer Corps. 

WHERE IS THE LIMIT? 


Far more startling and vicious than anything heretofore put 
through Congress, however, is the new proposal of our water- 
way guardians who now ask us to put $10,325,000 more into the 
same locks and dams, ostensibly for “ navigation,” and they 
further recommend a Government loan of $8,375,000 additional 
to a power company for 100 years at 8 per cent. .This would 
probably result in a cost to the Government for“ navigation“ 
of $150 per ton or more, to accommodate a private power com- 
pany. That is the proposal of Army engineers contained in 
Committee Document No. 20, Sixty-third Congress, second ses- 
Sion. Copies are scarce and every Member of the House should 
make application early for this remarkable document before the 
supply is exhausted. When our $8,375,000 loan is delivered over 
to this private water-power company, doubtless our Army en- 
gineers will recommend that all obligations to the Government 
be canceled. An equally generous Congress under the per- 
suasive influence of the Alabama water-power lobby should then 
arise to the same generous level. If the Secretary of War of a 
Democratic administration desires to endear himself to a long- 
suffering people, he will cause an official investigation of the 
Muscle Shoals proposal, and providing the facts are as set forth 
in the Chief Engineer’s report, he should summarily deal with 
those who are responsible for the Treasury raid proposed by 
Document No. 20. a 
- Chairman SPARKMAN stated to the press on March 12 last 
that his committee would visit Muscle Shoals water-power 
project some time last May. It has been widely published that 
the Alabama water-power lobby footed bills, including all trans- 
portation charges, on that occasion. What a strange proposi- 


tion that a Rivers and Harbors Committee should feel called 
upon to visit a private water-power project off in the sand 
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hills of northern Alabama and also land-reclamation projects 
in far-away California. It has been predicted that the Govern- 
ment will be out 850,000,000 by the time the contract is ended, 
if this pernicious scheme can be put through Congress, and 
that the Alabama Power Co. lobby is spending a hundred thou- 
sand dollars to get their project through Congress. An inde- 
pendent investigation ought to be had to determine the facts. 

FIFTY MILLION DOLLARS FOR MUSCLE SHOALS “ NAVIGATION —THE HIGH 

COST OF GIVING, ‘ 

Engineering mathematics for “ navigation” repayments are 
marvelous. The engineer’s report says the Government must 
spend in five years $8,575,000 for navigation, $1,750,000 for 
flowage, and a loan of $8,325,000 for 100 years for power, to be 
refunded. The Government pays $10,325,000 for “navigation 
and flowage.” 

Chairman SPARKMAN says we will be “ reimbursed” by a 35- 
cent rent per horsepower. The engineers, however, say, in sub- 
stance, page 35 of Document No. 20, that, providing the Alabama 
Power Co. is a business success and in 20 years finds customers 
for 200,000 horsepower annually and then keeps doing a profit- 
able business for 80 years more at its plant up in the wilds of 
Alabama, during the 80 years the company will pay the 
Government $73,500 annual rent toward “navigation.” The 
engineers hope for more, but that is a promoters’ “ hope,” be- 
cause the company may never sell 200,000 horsepower annually, 
has no immediate demands for power, according to the hearings, 
and it may go bump in five years. 

Accepting the engineer’s contract proposition as stated, the 
Government first invests $10,325,000 for navigation (probably 
more, see p. 20). Interest, maintenance, and depreciation for 
20 years at 5 per cent, without compounding, reaches just 100 
per cent more, or a total of $20,650,000 for navigation,“ at 
which time a reimbursement of $73,500 annually begins, to con- 
tinue for 80 years. Instead of properly figuring 5 per cent on 
the new cost of $20,650,000, we continue on the old basis, with an 
annual outgo of only $516,000 and an income of $73,500 to meet 
it, or a riet loss to the Government of $440,000 annually for 80 
years, during which time the Government loses $35,400,000 and 
receives $5,880,000 rent.for power, or a net deficit of about 
$30,000,000, which added to the $20,650,000 previous expense for 
navigation gives a handsome net loss on our “navigation” in- 
vestment of $50,000,000—Just to aid the Alabama company to 
secure a loan of $8,325,000 for power, not navigation. Any busi- 
ness man would make the loss double $50,000,000 based on a 
$20,650,000 investment for 80 years, but enough has been dis- 
closed by page 35 of our “ contract ” to show that while it takes 
high mathematics to qualify cadets for the Engineering Corps, 
we will find no higher unbusinesslike mathematics than Chief 
Kingman and his aids offer on the Muscle Shoals contract. 

Be it remembered that this brief analysis of Government rights 
in a contract made with a water-power company by our duly 
accredited attorneys, business counselors, Treasury guardians, 
and engineer managers in no way considers $4,550,000 here- 
tofore spent at this same point on the advice of these same at- 
torneys, counselors, guardians, and managers or of 400,000 
acres of valuable public land given to Alabama for Muscle 
Shoals. 

Appended to these remarks will be found extracts from the 
Huntsville (Ala.) Educator and Birmingham papers indicat- 
ing the Alabama Water Power Co. has a lobby that knows 
what it wants and pays liberally for what it gets. 

“DEMOCRATIC LEADERS” AND “f SOUTHERN DELEGATIONS.” 

Certain Members have decried sectionalism when many waste- 
ful southern projects were exposed. Is it sectionalism when 
the chairman (from Florida) of the powerful Rivers and Har- 
bors Coinmittee says: 

The Muscle Shoals project, already recommended * 
and urged by Senator-elect UNDERWOOD, of Alabama, the retiring Demo- 
cratic leader of the House, and other Members of southern delegations. 
contemplates a Federal appropriation of $18,000,000, reimbursable to 
the Government, with a view to comprehensive development of the 
water power. 

Why did not the statement say the Board of Engineers has 
recommended a straight hand-out of $10,325,000 from the Fed- 
eral Treasury for this water-power trust? No reimbursement, 
no haggling, but an outright illegal gift of public funds for 
rainbow-chasing private schemes. Why not place the full out- 
rageous proposal squarely before the country? Why not have 
the activities of the powerful lobby, with its gaudy, expensive 
literature, given wide publicity? 

Leader UNDERWOOD, of Alabama, “urged it.“ I am sorry. 
Southern delegations favor the gift, too. Two senatorial rivals 
in the House passed through the tellers last session, both voting 
for it. Probably $20,000,000 or more will be given to the 


Muscle Shoals project before it is completed, apart from over 


Army engineers 
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$10,000,000 already spent by the Government on the Tennessee, 
and for a 150-foot dam to accommodate less than 6,000 tons of 
annual “commerce” at Muscle Shoals. Why should not the 
Alabama water-power lobby round up southern delegations, in- 
eluding all political rivals in the State? It persuades our Army 
engineers. How and why? It nearly captured Congress at the 
last session. A bare defeat by 10 votes, with the “retiring 
Democratic leader” fighting for it on the floor of the House. 
And when squarely defeated in the House the same item again 
appeared in the bill which Senator Burton and his colleagues 
finally defeated at the other end of the Capitol. 

If the committee favors the project, together with good po- 
litical pull of southern delegations behind it, what is to prevent 
any other private water-power company from filching $10,325,000, 
or 10 times the amount, out of the Federal Treasury? Will 
northern and eastern and western delegations be alarmed over 
threats to turn down legitimate waterway projects if the Muscle 
Shoals navigation fraud is again defeated? Why should Con- 
gress figuratively crawl on its belly before the Alabama Water 
Power Co.? Why rob the Treasury of nearly $20,000,000 at the 
behest of a water-power lobby, even though indorsed by Army 
engineers? Is that what Northern States are contributing war 
taxes to finance? 


SOUTHERN DELEGATION WITH 27 CHAIRMEN. 


The country is confronted with a remarkable spectacle when 
chairmen from Southern States sit in judgment over the delib- 
erations of 27 of the most important committees of the House, 
and when a large majority .of the Democratic majority con- 
trolling national legislation hail from these same Southern 
States; but when to this astonishing situation the country is 
further informed by the committee chairman that southern lead- 
ers and southern delegations will be lined up behind such scan- 
dalous raids on the Treasury, it is a call for sectionalism that 
will bear fruit in no uncertain manner. i 

I have been advised that my course in opposing scandals 
like the $18,700,000 Muscle Shoals, which we defeated in Com- 
mittee of the Whole last session, is shortsighted; that I am 
making a grave mistake in opposing influential political powers; 
that Congress winks at humbugs and steals,” providing they 
are vouched for by high authority. If it be a mistake to call a 
spade a spade, then I have no business here. If I am expected 
to remain mute because political power, however high, demands 
money from the Federal Government for a private water-power 
company, then I have not read aright my oath of office as a 
legislator. The Alabama Water Power Trust, however powerful, 
is no more sacred than any other private interest that seeks to 
raid the Treasury. 

Congress should not permit this impudent recommendation of 
Army engineers to become a law without knowledge that the 
proposed raid is the forerunner of countless similar political 
grabs, among which Idaho and Montana, or even Wisconsin’s 
10,000,000 horsepower water powers, may years hence be fight- 
ing for a proportionate share of Government swag if this policy 
is adopted. 

With all chairmen of committees located in the southern sec- 
tion of the country, that section is temporarily in control; but 
Congress can not blindly squander public money on private 
projects without a day of reckoning; and one of the most scan- 
dalous schemes that will arise to haunt the party in power 
will be a donation of $18,700,000 to the Alabama Water Power 
Co. Who are the officers and stockholders of the Alabama 
company? What influences are behind a company that brazenly 
reaches down onto the floors of Congress to overturn the pre- 
cept of “ special privileges for none,” once written into the plat- 
forms of a mighty political party now in control of legislation? 
Why is a $100,000 water-power lobby on the ground trying to 
put through this conscienceless grab? 

Why have Army engineers recommended giving over to the 
Alabama Water Power Co. $18,700,000 in Government funds? 
Your Uncle Samuel has been blindfolded and doped by dis- 
credited doctors whom he has educated and supported since 
they first grew long pants. Every disinterested investigating 
Member will become further convinced of the seriousness of the 
present conservation situation upon reading House bill 16053, 
of the Sixty-third session, a general water-power measure, 

which was reported favorably from the Senate committee. 
ANOTHER ETHIOPIAN FROM THE WOODPILE. 

The Muscle Shoals project is bad; but what shall be said of 

that part of section 2 of a general water-power bill which pro- 


vides that, as between contesting applicants for a water-power 
permit, preference shall be given by the of War to 


that applicant who is “best qualified to expedite and realize 
the maximum useful development of all the water resources of 
the region?” 


The Secretary of War is directed to base his 


finding on “the report and advice of the Chief of Engineers.“ 
Navigation, water powers, coast defenses, Secretaries of War 
and Navy, Senators, and Representatives, together with all 
other projects and officials, must circle around the autocratic 
Chief of Engineers, who gives a soothing lotion here and a 
hypodermic there while he provides for the Alabama Water 
Power Co. and other favorites. Apportioning $50,000,000 
through mysterious influence, granting astonishing allotments 
to worthless waterways, handing out invaluable water-power 
privileges at his own sweet will, Is it not high time that a 
hypnotized public and chloroformed Congress waked to the 
gross abuse of power assumed by the Chief of Engineers? 

I introduced resolutions in the Sixty-third Congress urging an 
investigation of such infamous schemes as the Alabama Water 
Power Trust is trying to ram through Congress. Investigations 
of the influences behind Army recommendations were 
also urged by resolution. Publicity alone will defeat the Muscle 
Shoals lobby; publicity alone will halt the rolling pork barrel 
en moves through the Public Treasury like a car of Jugger- 
nau 

MOTIVES FOR GENEROUS GIVING BY ENGINEERS. 

Able statesmen at both ends of the Capitol repeatedly ask for 
motives for generous giving by Army engineers. With the facts 
before us each must answer the question to his own satisfaction, 
and it may be useless to suggest what such statesmen already 
know, that after scattering $50,000,000 with lavish hand, in 
addition to approving $250,000,000 in new projects and granting 
250 new surveys in 1915, Chief Kingman will easily locate a 
crowd of pikers if he fails to get all that he asks from Congress. 

Top-column publicity notices in a local paper constantly give 
us first aid to Gen. Kingman’s wants which otherwise might 
remain buried in voluminous reports. In an effort to promote 
that publicity campaign I quote from a recent issue (Dec. 21): 

Gen. Kingman, Chief of Engineers, has submitted to Congress an 
estimate of construction of stab a trade-school building, and a fuel 
shed at the engineer post at Washington Barracks. 

For suitable accommodations the article concludes: 

It is estimated that it will cost about $337,000 to provide for new 
buildings called for in the approved plans. 

On page 27 of the 1914 report it appears Congress has not 
entirely overlooked such recommendations, judging from past 
expenditures of $1,138,409 for an engineering school, and we 
are further advised there is urgent need of additional funds. 

“LIMITED RESTRICTIONS AS TO EXPENDITURES.” 


On page 25 Chief Kingman says the Philippine engineering 
department “requires funds of wide applicability and limited 
restrictions as to expenditure.” In other words, Congress is 
invited to pursue the free-arm movement that characterized a 
scattering of $50,000,000 nearer home, with “limited restric- 
tions.” He also desires mounted battalions of engineers, addi- 
tional companies to give more graceful proportions to the corps; 
$600,000 is urgently needed for an adequate reserve supply of 
engineering equipment, and other modest requests he makes on 
Congress. We are further asked to give $75,000, or an increase 
of 90 per cent in one year, for civilian “ assistants,” “ photog- 
raphers,” and so forth. By such means possibly do we secure 
our highly calendared works of art which are found scattered 
throughout thousands of musty pages in annual reports. 

Other branches of the service may have need of a friend at 
court, and I am not o recommendations, but mention- 
ing them. The official with the largest credit account to pre- 
sent against Congress to-day is the man representing a de- 
partment which has expended over $850,000,000 of public 
funds during recent history, two-thirds of which was wasted, 
unless there is no waste in fastening down personal obliga- 
tions for local expenditures. Possibly he is not affected by in- 
fluences which govern ordinary people here below, and in any, 
event, if the system is wrong, we must accept full responsi- 
bility for its existence. 

MEN WITHOUT KNOWLEDGE OR EXPERIENCE. 

Members may not agree with me in all things, but no wise 
man would trust the management of any small business enters 
prise to the hands of Army engineers who arbitrarily handle 
$50,000,000 of public moneys, on the average, annually. 

What can more fitly express the growing sentiment against 
bureaucratic utterances, activities, and powers than the well- 
chosen words of the ablest Member on this floor, the minority 
leader, who said last Wednesday on the Ferris water-power bill: 


ments, who never before he came here had any knowl whatever 

.... T he fre- 

quently makes a mistake ops over. * * Co will 

which F eae; A: TOCE pathepe ae 
r whic no one cou ocate 

— me whether a bridge or a dam shall be coi across the 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


819 


And yet the Secretary of War, under the advice of the Chief 
of Engineers, is given sole power to issue water-power permits 
on all navigable streams wholly within one State, and Army 
engineers, without any adequate knowledge of commercial or 
business conditions, recommend projects on which may hinge 
a score of millions of public money in an individual case. 

What special training, commercial or otherwise, fits an Army 
engineer or the Secretary of War for such tremendous re- 
sponsibilities or such important decisions as Congress thrusts 
upon them? We do not choose a lieutenant colonel of six years 
ago or a brigadier general of to-day to run a railway or relieve 
the Interstate Commerce Commission of its responsibilities. 
And yet we take to our hearts and place a business qualification 
halo over the heads of our Army engineers in order to show 
the sublime confidence possessed by Congress—which of course 
expects them to do the right thing when told to do so by the 
proper authority, or otherwise. 

POWERS AND WATER POWERS, 

Under our present unsystematic system of water-power con- 
trol we retain in Congress the authority to act on interstate 
navigable rivers; we give the Secretary of the Interior author- 
ity to act on unnavigable rivers; we give to the Secretary of 
Agriculture powers as to rivers on forest reserves; we give the 
Secretary of War and his Chief of Engineers enormous power 
to distribute favors on navigable rivers wholly within one 
State; and then when a suspicious ill-smelling project is to be 
put over an unsuspecting public, the River and Harbor Com- 
mittee is asked to do it. As an humble member of that com- 
mittee I resent the imputation that its members, individually 
or collectively, do not aspire to the same high standards pos- 
sessed by any other House committee, but no one can escape 
the suspicion that in the case of the Muscle Shoals $18,700,000 
grab the River and Harbor Committee looked more easy to 
the Alabama power company lobby than the Committee on In- 
terstute or Foreign Relations, which properly had jurisdiction 
of the same matter. 

Will some vigorous organizing member with little reverence 
for superannuated customs propose a method that will definitely 
fix water-power responsibility In Congress where it belongs, and 
remove from bureaucratic jealousies and astounding powers 
the present multiplied agencies over invaluable public proper- 
ties—agencies that are to-day largely subject to the whim, 
caprice, and judgment of irresponsible subordinate department 
officials? 

CONGRESS DODGES WOLVES TO SHOOT CHIPMUNKS—WASHINGTON’S WATER 
SUPPLY SIDETRACKED BY THE PORK BARREL. 

One of the most interesting spectacles to the average congres- 
sional neophyte at each session is the tremendous struggle 
waged by antihalf-and-half champions in their efforts to pro- 
tect their home constituents from designing Washingtonians. 
Days given over to speeches, hundreds of pages in the RECORD, 
and weeks and weeks of investigating committees are regularly 
staged by the chief actors every session. Whatever may be the 
merits of the controversy—and it is possible that a more equita- 
ble adjustment of the tax burdens will some day be presented 
for the Capital City—unprejudiced, dispassionate judgment of 
the hare-and-hounds spectacle must be that Congress is con- 
stantly straining at gnats and swallowing camels. With $20,- 
000,000 for Brazos contractors and $10,000,000 for Trinity 
dredgers, $12,000,000 for Black Warrior water powers, $64,- 
000,000 for visionary Ohio canalization contractors, $18,700,000 
for a private water-power company at Muscle Shoals, $27,000,000 
for a Missouri land reclamation, and $275,000,000 to $500,000,000 
for another Mississippi land-reclamation scheme, all recom- 
mended by Army engineers and all financed by the Government, 
does it not seem somewhat strained for Congress to indulge in 
annual half-and-half tax hunts? 

The people of Washington, whatever sins of omission or com- 
mission may exist, have not received pennies from the Govern- 
ment where Mississippi levee landowners expect to collect dol- 
lars. Countless other wasteful projects, a few of which have 
been briefly mentioned, make the local issue insignificant by 
comparison. I do not intend to further discuss the half-and- 
half controversy, excepting to ask why we constantly chase 
rabbits that have no legal protectors while we dodge gray 
wolves which openly infest waterway, public-building, Navy, and 
Army bills. This thought is emphasized by the attitude of 
Chief Kinginan in reference to an important local project. 

NO TRIBUTE FOR AIR AND WATER—THE GREAT FALLS OF THE POTOMAC 
PROJECT WAITS ; WHY? 

One of the privileges accorded man is the right to breathe 
without paying tribute to some monopoly. Another is the right 
to free water to drink, and still another is a right to have 
municipal control of public utilities for public use. That privi- 


lege is sought by wicked half-and-half Washingtonians, yet we 
have them in chancery so that relief must come through Con- 
gress and, strange to relate, on the advice of the ubiquitous 
Chief Engineer Kingman. 

No intelligent man questions the early need of an additional 
water supply for the city of Washington, of which Congress is 
the board of aldermen, and all experts agree that this water 
supply should come from the Potomac River. It is proposed to 
condemn the Great Falls of the Potomac, owned since 1839 by 
private corporations, its present owner being the Great Falls 
Power Co., which is an inactive corporation of Virginia, a 
majority of whose stock is held by the Washington Railway & 
Electric Co. This company also controls the Potomac Electric 
Power Co., which in turn does the public lighting of Washington. 
These corporations are supposed to be affiliated with the General 
Electric Co., known in turn as the Electric and Water Power 
Trust, which in turn is understood to own the Alabama Water 
Power Co., which wants immediately $18,700,000, recommended 
in 1914 by Chief Kingman, for Muscle Shoals, down in Alabama. 

It has been proposed that Congress take over the Great Falls, 
real estate, water, water rights, and the falls by an act of Con- 
gress containing a provision that the Great Falls Power Co. 
may sue in the Court of Claims for damages. While this course 
would be opposed by those who have sat on their rights for 
three-quarters of a century, including the General Electric, it 
would result in preventing extravagant damages, estimated by 
Chief Kingman at double or triple actual values at Muscle 
Shoals, for which, however, he recommends the Government 
should pay $1,750,000. The Great Falls rights ought to be se- 
cured for less than $100,000, according to Senate Document No. 
790, Sixty-first Congress, third session. 

I will not discuss the economic side of the proposal or present 
arguments to show why our Government should own and di- 
rectly, or through the city, operate a municipal plant that will 
provide water and power for the Capital City for a century to 
come. Neither will I offer reasons why this proposal would 
soon pay for itself and should be acted upon at an early date. 
These reasons are apparent to every believer in municipal own- 
ership of public utilities. 

MUSCLE SHOALS VERSUS GREAT FALLS—WHY THE GREAT FALLS TROJECT 
IS SIDETRACKED. 

Bearing in mind that Great Falls is needed primarily for 
drinking water for a great municipality, while Muscle Shoals 
demands an $18,700,000 Government gift for water power for 
the Alabama Power Co., I desire briefly to present some en- 
gineering facts that are significant—first in relation to Muscle 
Shoals and next the Great Falls project. 

Let me quote briefly from Chief Kingman’s report on Muscle 
Shoals, contained in House Committee Document No. 20, Sixty- 
third Congress. Notwithstanding Col. Riché, on page 57, pro- 
tests vigorously against the United States paying $1,750,000 for 
flowage easements for a private water-power company’s brazen 
raid on the Federal Treasury, the Board of Engineers, page 6. 
overrules Riché because our brass-buttoned autocrats profess to 
believe— 

It would doubtless lead to considerable delay and would be apt to 
pratan the present opportunity to make this improvement on favorable 

Yet Riché says pointedly : 

I recommend all lands and casements be donated to the United States, 
and do not fear delay will result in loss to the United States or prevent 
the improvement of Muscle Shoals. 

Chief Kingman approves the gift to a private water-power 
company of $1,750,000 for flowage and $8,575,000 for “ naviga- 
tion,” and a loan to the power company of $8,325,000, or a total 
of $18,700,000 given to the Alabama Power Co. for work to be 
completed “in five years.” Overruliug Riché’s courageous pro- 
test, Kingman finds imperative haste is demanded as a reason 
for giving away $1,750,000 for flowage rights, as shown by the 
report, and he asks that the whole $18,700,000 be paid within 
five years to furnish an “immediate slack-water navigation.” 
(Pp. 1 and 2, Doc. 20.) 

Remembering the Government has spent at this same point 
$4,555,000 for “navigation,” in order to develop 5,800 tons of 
“ commerce ” annually, I quote from page 6 the reason given by 
Chief Kingman for advancing $10,325,000 more for “ naviga- 
tion” and flowage. 

19. The existing 1913 commerce of the section (5,800 tons annually), 
as well as the increase which might reasonably be expected, apart from 
what may be created as a result of the power development, is insufli- 
cient to Justity so great an expenditure for improvements for naviga- 
tion alone. 

That is to say, Chief Kingman frankly admits 5,800 tons of 
annual commerce does not justify an expenditure by the Gov- 
ernment of $10,325,000 more for navigation in addition to 
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$4,550,000. already spent among the sand hills and 400,000 
acres given to Alabama, but he recommends it immediately, 
because there are forests and agricultural resources that when 
“fully exploited will add greatly to the general prosperity.” 
More significant, the committee hearings showed that no present 
demand for power exists at Muscle Shoals—it is prospective. 

I wish to make this point clear before commenting on the 
Great Falls Potomac River project: 

First. The Government has spent $3,200,000 at Muscle Shoals, 
Ala., or $4,555,655, including annual maintenance charges, and 
has developed a commerce of 5,800 tons annually, nearly one- 
half of which is fertilizer. 

Second. Against the protest of Col. Riché, Mr. Kingman fur- 
ther recommends that the Government give a private power 
company $1,750,000 at Muscle Shoals for flowage rights immedi- 
ately. 

Third. He further recommends giving $8,575,000 more for 
5,800 tons of commerce in aid of “ navigation“ for the use of the 
same company, to be paid by the Government within five years. 
This is in addition to 88,325,000 more to be loaned for power 
purposes, or $18,700,000 in addition to $3,200,000 already ex- 
pended. 

Fourth. He states specifically no commerce justifies this ex- 
penditure until the forests and agricultural resources have been 
fully “exploited,” and the hearing further shows no present 
demand exists for Muscle Shoals power. 


THEN LOOK ON THIS PICTURE. 


If the remarkable Muscle Shoals report is clearly understood, 
attention is invited to a letter written by Chief Kingman to the 
Secretary of War, about September 19, 1915, in relation to the 
Potomac Great Falls water supply for the city of Washington 
and municipal-ownership project. Therein he says: 


This Project propones the combination of a power development and an 
increase of the water supply of the city of Washington at an estimated 
cost of $15,021,500. It was the view at the time and until recently that 
work for increasing the water supply should be commenced in the near 
future. However, his annual report this bend the then District en- 
gineer officer reported that on account of the tallation of meters and 
other measures taken to reduce consumption per capita it would ap- 
pear that the work, so far as the increase of the water supply was con- 
cerned, need not commence before 1920, and that experience may then 
show it safe to postpone commencement for several years more. 


WATER-POWER ECONOMIES QUESTIONED. 


made in the District office indicates that this partial 
power will not be economical, and that if work is 


undertaken it should. be on the basis of developing the full power. 


99,000, independent 


the water supply, estimated to cost 
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to generate the ave load which the plant should nagar 

From the information at hand I am, nevertheless, of the opinion 
that the undertaking will certainly eventually be wise public policy, 
and that the pawar proposition will become more attractive as coal 
increases in price. 

In view, however, of the circumstances recited of the many u t 
matters to be financed by the Government in the near future, and of 
the additional time rendered available for increasing the water supply, 
I am not yet prepared to recommend the submission of an estimate. 


TWO PICTURES OF AN AUTOCRAT. 

Chief Kingman, the autocrat of all waterway propositions, 
determines that although this great city and the District and 
Federal Government headquarters depend upon Great Falls, the 
“ economies” of the municipal undertaking are doubtful, but 
in the far-off backwoods of northern Alabama he urges Congress 
to give $18,700,000 at once to a private water-power project. 
This is in addition to $3,200,000, or $4,555,655, including main- 
tenance, already wasted to secure 5,800 tons of commerce an- 
nually according to his own official report, page 2587. 

Although Washington’s water supply is an imperative ques- 
tion, Chief Kingman refuses “to recommend the submission of 
an estimate,” because of “many urgent matters to be financed 
by the Government in the near future.” 

Have I made the point clear that Mr. Kingman recommends 
immediate advancement of $18,700,000 for the Alabama Power 
Co., or General Electric Trust, although the hearings show no 
present demand exists for power, and he has officially stated no 
commerce justifies this great expense? Heretofore it has been 
demonstrated the improvement may cause an eventual loss to 
the Government of $50,000,000 in order to aid a private water- 
power company. Yet Kingman recommends delay of the Great 
Falls municipal project because “ economies” are questioned. 

NO MILL BY THE DAM SITE—NOT YET. 


The Muscle Shoals item was smuggled into the last bill, al- 
though a new project. Few Members knew of its existence, but 
some way it was slipped in. Then it got out—hurriedly, inglo- 
riously. Let me say here that it was defeated by splendid work 


on the floor of the House by my distinguished friend and col- 
league [Mr. Lenroor], with the aid of my able colleague Judge 
STAFFORD, and also the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Towner], 
and last, but not least, my friend over here on the right, who 
deserves more credit possibly than anyone else for this fight 
against waterway waste, my friend from Texas [Mr. CALLA- 
war]. The Muscle Shoals project was the first item stricken 
from a bill in many years. We had a roll call on the bill, but it 
finally was passed and went over to the Senate. Again the 
Muscle Shoals item mysteriously got back into the bill, but after 
proper attention from Senators Burton, Kenyon, Nonnrs, and 
others it went out again, with every other item—all lost. But 
it must go back according, to the Board of Army Engineers, 
immediately, together with reclamation projects, water-power 
projects, and real-estate projects, and various other projects 
that to-day masquerade under the head of “ waterways.” 

I do not speak for the Potomac power proposal; it stands on 
its own merits; but Congress should have and must have proper 
estimates. Let me again repeat Gen. Kingman’s refusal to 
submit an estimate for the Potomac Falls proposition, intended 
for Washington and for the Government: 

In view, however, of 
matters to be financed . 5 ant ob 
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to recommend the submission of 
GEN, KINGMAN’S DEFECT IN HEARING. 


He refuses to make an estimate because of many urgent de- 
mands made by the $18,700,000 Muscle Shoals project, and by 
the $20,000,000 Missouri River project, and by the $275,000,000 
Mississippi River project, and by the Ouichita River, the Red 
River, and scores of other questionable projects that are shout- 
ing for public funds. Yet all of the traffic on the Red River is 
240,000 tons, mostly of deadhead and other obstructions re- 
moved in 1912 and 1913. That is the commerce on the Red 
River, and it cost the Government $100 per ton, outside of the 
driftwood; but that commerce needs be cared for, with the 
pressing demands of the Ouachita, the Trinity, the Brazos, and 
other worthless propositions. We have a peculiar situation here. 
The Chief of Engineers can hear over the telephone all the way 
from the Missourl River, or from the Muscle Shoals in Ala- 
bama; aye, clear down to the Trinity or the Brazos in Texas or 
to the lower Mississippi. He can hear of necessary appropria- 
tions asked for down there, but he can not hear from the city 
of Washington. The wires are crossed, possibly grounded; and 
then, too, they do not vote in Washington. Its inhabitants are 
classed with the criminals and incompetents, and with Jane 
Addams and several hundred thousand people of like privileges. 
They are suffrageless here. Poor Washingtonians have no dele- 
gate on this floor and the commissioners have no telephone 
calls that can be reached as easily as calls from the wild—from 
the South and West. That explains the whole theory of these 
appropriations. The man with the pull has the inside; strong 
political power has the advantage, and we all know it. What 
do you think of that power? If we could utilize it there would 
be no need of using the Potomac Falls. 

WITCHCRAFT IN ARKANSAS—-HUNDREDS OF JOBS CONTINUED, NONE EVER 
FINISHED. : 

All bills for revenue originate in the House pursuant to the 
Constitution. Appropriation bills follow the same general prac- 
tice, but both House and Senate have now been superseded by 
Chief Kingman. House bill 20189, finally defeated, appropriated 
$34,000,000 for rivers and harbors last session, of which $43,000 
was set apart for Arkansas streams under an economy policy 
finally reached by Congress. 

When Chief Kingman’s $30,000,000 horn-of-plenty allotment 
was tapped some influence caused him to raise the House item 
of $43,000 and give $320,000 to two rivers alone in Arkansas. 
He also gave Arkansas about 800 per cent increase over the 
House bill, although the total bill proposed by the House had 
been materially reduced before Chief Kingman became congres- 
sional umpire. Let us discover from his reports what caused 
him to be so generous. 

OUACHITA RAISE—HARBORS OF REFUGE FOR OUR DEADHEAD FLEETS, 

According to the 1914 report, page 870, the Government has 
expended $3,145,385 on the Ouachita or Black River as it is 
called in places. An estimated expenditure of $4,876,654 is now 
progressing. Chief Kingman reports that the average tonnage 
on the river during the past 24 years, including duplications and 
quadruplications mentioned by Chairman SPARKMAN, was 156,319 
tons. Curiously no mention is made of present commerce in 
volume 1 of his reports, so volume 2, page 2362, was examined 
to ascertain present conditions, There it is learned that the in- 
dustrious snag boat Jos. E. Ransdell, flagship of the itleet, 
hauled 6,436 different pieces of commerce during the year, in the 
shape of snags, stumps, and leaning trees taken from the river, 
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U. S. derrick boat No..2 was a close seeond, with 5,071 more 
snags, stumps, deadheads, and leaning trees, while over on page 
2372 we learn that a party of laborers,” in circus tents, eol- 
lected in 3,333 more snags, stumps, deadheads, and so forth, 
from the river. To be exact, 14,840 snags, deadheads, leaning 
trees, and so forth, were rescued from the Ouachita in 1913, 
sand of these, Chief Kingman’s deforesting of Arkansas reached 
6,948 trees. The tale of the lonesome pine will soon reach 
Arkansas, although its once popular Arkansas traveler has 
nothing on the flagship. Jos. E. Ransdell or other members of the 
perambulating Ouachita snag fleet, including the circus tent 
laborers. 
AN ENGINEER’S BOOST OF 500 PER CENT. 

House bill 20189 gave the Ouichita $25,000, but Chief King- 
man generously raised it to $136,000, or over 500 per cent in- 
crease, to cover many deadheads of the vegetable and political 
kingdom. But the tale of waste and fraud is only half told, 
for the 156,319 mythical ton average, including duplications and 
qundruplications, had decreased to 64,874 tons when reported in 
1913. We also discover that several items of commerce“ are 
‘for floatable logs and timber, renching over 44,000 tons, while a 
goodly portion of the duplicated balance was of ‘stone, cement, 
und soft coal. In other words, counting interest on the invest- 
ment, maintenance charges, and over $20,000 for soft jobs on idle 
eanal Jocks (p. 2371) the actual commerce, including duplica- 
tions, costs the Government annually $8 subsidy per ton on the 
Quichita River. After giving the startling facts to Congress 
in his 1914 report, Chief Kingman raised the House bill Ouichita 
‘grab from $25,000 to $116,000. Congressional lawmaking, bad 
as it is, never compared with Kingman legislation. Political 
pressure may be responsible in part for this distressing waste 
and fraud upon the Government, but what can be offered in 
explanation of the Upper Ouichita, which has been under im- 
provement since 1871, on which Kingman’s army and navy re- 
moved 3,333 dendheads and other obstructions in 1913, and of 
which he-pathetically says in 1914: 

There is no commerce reported on this portion of Ouichita River 
during the fiscal year. 

What a travesty on waterway improvement is the history of 
the Ouichita, and yet the Ouichita River is no exception to the 
rule. Let me make a stronger statement: Chief Kingman's gift 
to Ouichita contractors appears to be economy itself, compared 
‘to his allotment to some other streams in the good old State of 
Arkansas and in other States. 

A RICH GIFT FOR THE TRAFFICKLESS ARKANSAS RIVER. 


The tale of the Red, Arkansas, White, and other streams that 
flow through Arkansas is a tale of waste and extravagant gifts 
from engineers who have mulcted the Treasury out of nearly a 
score of millions for that State with practically nothing to show 
for the money. Forty-four thousand one hundred and twenty- 
seven snags and other obstructions were removed in 1913 and 
1914, principally around “Poverty Point” (p. 2386). Uncle 
Sam is a godsend for Poverty Point in Arkansas and other 
States as well. 

The Arkansas River (p. 2390) shows that after expending 
considerably over $3,000,000 (p. 899), a total commerce, in- 
cluding quadruplicating, but excluding floatable timber, reached 
less than 10,000 tons annually. Counting interest on past ap- 
Propriations, the Government is paying all the way from $12 
to $20 per ton annual subsidy to float this insignificant com- 
merce, but again Chief Kingman rushes to the rescue with 
$193,350 taken from the economy 1915 allotment given by Con- 
gress. More than four times the entire appropriation provided 
for all Arkansas rivers by the House bill was given by Chief 
Kingman in 1915 to a stream that after nearly 50 years’ im- 
provement is sans boats, sans -commerce, and sans water. 
Where can you beat it in all the record of waste in Government 
affairs? 

RED RIVER WARNING SIGNALS—A VERITABLE WOOD YARD AFLOAT. 

Nobody knows just what Mr. Kingman threw into the raging 
Red River, but one or two sidelights are offered in the 1914 
report on the commercial tragedy of the Red. These should 
make even the most confirmed political pork-barrel paralytic 
sit up and take notice. Page 2361 shows $2,805,398 has been 
appropriated by happy-go-lucky Uncle Samuel on this “project.” 
Chief Kingman says (pp. 2359 and 2360) exactly 79,083 obstruc- 
tions, including snags, deadheads, snags, and more deadheads, 
were taken from the Red River last year, which goes to prove 
that even the speedy Jos. E. Ransdeli fleet over on the Ouach- 
Ata is snail-like by comparison. Deducting floatable logs, tim- 
ber, and construction material, we learn on page 2362 the 
total actual lower-river commerce, excluding logs and sand, was 
1,442 tons in 1913. ‘That is the return reported for nearly 
$3,000,000 appropriated during the past quarter of a century. 
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One hundred dollars a ton and over, counting interest, is a fair 
estimate of the cost to the Government for every ton of actual 
commerce floated on the Red River. Read the pitiful tale of 
this river told on page 868 of Kingman's serial publication and 
it may 5 why good men who pay war taxes are driven to 
drink. Then read the opposite page wherein with $68,603.48 
on hand he asks for $100,000 more. 

Do not take my word. Read Mr. Kingman’s own reports of 
recommended waste. 

SOME WONDERFUL RED RIVER STATISTICS—LITERALLY A MIGHTY LOG- 
ROLLING PROPOSITION. 

In justice to Chief Kingman, we must admit his official 
reports on the Red River for 1913 show slight improvement 
over 1912. For instance, the total commerce of 1912 on the 
Red, above Fulton, exclusive of logs and floatable timber, 
only reached 236 tons (p. 2308), whereas the same commerce 
in 1913 (p. 2356) reached 252 tons, or an increase of 16 tons 
during the year, on part of this $3,000,000 project, for wliich 
$100,000 is annually asked by Chief Kingman. 

A grateful public will thank our Board of Engineers for dis- 
covering 252 tons of real traffic and also to learn that while 
they removed only 51,492 snags, deadheads, and other obstruc- 
tions from the upper river in 1912 (p. 2307), the force of men 
and fleet of boats rivaling the Jos. E. Ransdell fleet's great 
work removed 51,529 deadheads, snags, and other obstruc- 
tions the following year, or a net gain of 37 snags, dead- 
heads, and so forth, removed in 1913 over 1912. This substan- 
tial increase in deadheads in 1913 over 1912 is also reflected 
on the lower Red River commerce, where we learn (p. 2362) 
that although the commerce, excluding floatable timber, only 
reached 1,227 tons in 1912, a vigorous injection of $100,000 
annual Government serum raised the commerce in 1913 to 1,442 
tons, as ‘before stated, or a net gain on the lower river of 215 
tons during the year, which, added to 87 tons gain on the 
upper river, makes a grand total gain in tonnage of 252 tons 
for 1918 commerce on upper and lower Red River, in all reach- 
ing 1,694 tons floated, exclusive ef floatable timber. After an 
expenditure of 583,000,000, this remarkable showing of Chief 
Kingman, who demands $100,000 annually for the Red River, 
is noteworthy. It should be remembered that the 1,694 tons 
reported includes duplications and quadruplications in com- 
merce mentioned by Chairman Sparkman, but, subject to that 
qualification, the report may be accepted as correct. 

Again Chief Kingman's statistics revel among official and 
navigation dendheads when he states (pp. 2311, 2812) that in 
1912 his fleet and army on the lower Red River removed 58,039 
snags, deadheads, and other obstructions, whereas the growing 
Red River army and Red River navy under his orders removed 
78,982 snags, deadheads, and other obstructions in 1913. Add- 
ing the snags, deadheads, and other obstructions removed on 
the Red River in 1912 and 1913 we discover from Chief King- 
man’s official report that after spending $3,000,000 on this 
ravenous river our fleet and army removed a grand 
total of 240,042 obstructions, big and littie, within the last two 
years. 


We have paid $3,000,000 for this, 
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Lower 13 
EUROPEAN WAR-TRENCH ENTANGLEMENT. 


Before commenting on this European war-trench entangle- 
ment, that interfered with a commerce of 1,694 tons before its 
removal, a phenomenal increase in passenger business should 
be mentioned, reaching exactly 400 per cent; no more, no less. 
More specifically speaking, the 1913 report chronicles 2 lone- 
some passengers during the year 1912, and their courage in 
facing the 240,042 marine and submarine obstructions was emu- 
lated by a total of 10 passengers in 1913. (See p. 2314 of re- 
port of 1918 and p. 2361 of the 1914 report.) All this valuable 
data relating to deadheads on the Red River ‘has been collected 
‘by his official army of the Potomac at Washington and given to 
Congress in support of Chief Kingman’s annual appeals for 
more office help and $100,000 on a $3,000,000 Red River project 
that reeks with waste and extravagance. Many other water- 
way -armies besides those on the Potomac and Red Rivers are 
financed by Congress under the direction of Chief Kingman 
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during these exciting days of “ preparedness,” and many other 
rivers like the Red throw. out Treasury danger signals. 
A STUDY OF DEADHEADS. 


What caused Kingman to give $320,000 to the Wichita and 
Arkansas Rivers? He raised the appropriation 1,000 per cent 
over the House bill's allowance. What power caused Chief 
Kingman to urge $100,000 for the Red River when the only 
tangible commerce consisted in 240,000 deadheads and other 
obstructions? 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes. Certainly. 

Mr. MADDEN. What does that mean—‘‘deadheads and 
other obstructions ”? 

Mr, FREAR. It means deadheads taken out of the river. Of 
course, political deadheads may also be referred to. I do not 
know about that. [Laughter.] What influence caused King- 
man to recommend $18,700,000 for the Alabama Power Co. to 
build a 150-foot dam for that power company? And what in- 
fluenced Army engineers to recommend a 150-foot dam on the 
Etowah River for the benefit of the Georgia Power Co.? 

While the work of exposing the stupidity and waste on this 
and other rivers has been somewhat laborious and the task of 
making these miserable disclosures from official records ex- 
ceedingly distasteful, I feel the country is entitled to know 
what trashy statistics and wasteful projects are being financed 
in this enlightened age by a war-taxed, patient public. 

ARMY AND NAVY STANDARDS COMPARED, 


Personally, I do not know either Chief Kingman or his prede- 
cessor, and needless to say have no private grievance against 
them or the bureau they represent. Presumably they have 
followed in the footsteps of others, gradually usurping power 
after the manner of Washington bureaucracy. My purpose in 
performing what I conceive to be a public duty is to acquaint 
this body with official documentary admissions of deplorable 
waste and incompetency, abundantly confirmed by other testi- 
mony. If it be improper for a citizen to call attention to 
diseased conditions which menace public health, then I am at 
fault in this humble effort to awaken public knowledge as to 
legislative waterway waste and the instrumentalities behind it. 

No unprejudiced man can carefully read the engineer's offi- 
cial reports without realizing that Congress and the country 
have moved along in an aimless, haphazard, extravagant course 
with no more definite objective than is possessed by a be- 
fuddled drunken man. While in this helpless condition we 
have been annually plunged deeper in the muck by Government 
officials on whom we felt compelled to lean. 

Secretary Daniels recently called a court-martial to try a 
rear admiral for improperly inspecting Government vessels. 
Notwithstanding a jury of his peers found their colleague not 
guilty, the Secretary publicly condemned the trial and dis- 
agreed with the findings. 

NAVY AND ARMY INSPECTION METHODS. 


What was imperfectly inspected? Did the naval officer give 
a million dollars of Government funds in 1915, following ten 
millions previously wasted, to private interests that owned the 
old, deserted hulk Revetment, of Missouri? Did the rear 
admiral give $470,000, in 1914 and 1915, to a rotting schooner, 
called the Brazos, of Texas, which at the present rate of re- 
pairs will not be patched up for over a hundred years? During 
recent years has our indicted seamen generously donated a 
couple of millions to the Trinity, a consort of the Brazos and 
equally worthless? Has he been guilty of handing out to an 
ancient line of Mississippi reclamation barges countless mil- 
lions of Government funds, given by virtue of his official recom- 
mendations? Did this rear admiral inspect the old leaky 
Muscle Shoals craft, on which he had previously wasted 
$3,200,000 or $4,500,000 continuing maintenance, for calking 
never-ending holes; and. did he recommend, in 1915, that we 
put enough more money into these same leaky holes to build a 
great battleship? If so, did he follow the earnest appeal of a 
“retiring Democratic leader” and advice of “southern dele- 
gations”? 

Court-martials are not very serious affairs, according to Sec- 
retary Daniels, just a scrap of paper between friends; but 
even so, is there a different code of official responsibility per- 
vading the War Department than is exercised by the naval 
branch of our preparedness advisors? 

ONLY $26,258,472 ACCOUNTED FOR—WHERE IS $3,241,523 OF RESERVE FUNDS? 

In view of the gigantic waste officially confessed by these 
reports, Congress should now be fully advised of the disposi- 
tion made by Chief Kingman of $3,241,528 airily reported in 
April, 1915, as reserved for contingencies. What contingencies 
were taken care of by this dark-lanterned method? After 


spending $500,000 on more muddy-creek surveys and millions 
of dollars on scores of scandalous “projects,” what became of 
the rest of the allotment? Congress ought to know the worst— 
the limit of extravagance. 

THE FEATHER RIVER RECLAMATION—ANOTHER COUNT IN THAT SAMB 

? INDICTMENT, 

After the congressional committee was entertained, wined, 
and dined, as indicated at the outset of these remarks, it may 
have been in a proper frame of mind to pass judicially upon 
the Muscle Shoals water power and also the Feather River 
reclamation projects, which latter project is under the shadow 
of the Panama-Pacific Exposition. Started at $33,000,000, the 
California project has been reduced materially, according to 
the engineer's report. The Government was to pay all of the 
new project—then one-third and now one-half—but before com- 
pletion the Government will be expected to contribute anywhere 
from $5,000,000 to $10,000,000 or more, depending upon the 
unreliability of engineers’ usually inaccurate estimates. And 
our Army engineers who recommended a gift of over $10,000,000 
on the Muscle Shoals water-power project for “ navigation” 
are equally certain the Government should give liberally from 
its public funds to help this land-reclamation project, which is 
unrelated to navigation. House Document No. 81, Sixty-second 
Congress, page 3, says: 

The board reports that the execution of this project is not necessary 
in the interests of navigation, 

Senator Burton repeatedly condemned the Feather River 
project and stood guard at the last session against the Muscle 
Shoals water-power project, inserted in the Senate after its de- 
feat in the House. Mr. Burton is now gone, and possibly the 
present opponents of the Feather River and Upper Sacramento 
reclamation project will only be able to protest, while the twin 
projects, one for water power, the other for 1,000,000 acres of 
land reclamation, valued at $200,000,000, will make off with 
$25,000,000 or more from the public crib. These are projects 
that Chairman SPARKMAN says may get into the next river and 
harbor bill. If so, we may be sure the Richmond (Cal.) inner- 
harbor real-estate project, also approved by Army engineers for 
many wasted millions yet to come, will get into the Treasury 
trough with both feet. A distinguished Senator said on July 1 
last (RECORD, p. 1246) regarding the Feather River project: 

I challenge any Member of the Senate to get that document (Com, 
Doc. No. 5, 63d Cong.). At no time has it been available in the docu- 
ment room. It is not a general public document available to Members 
of the Senate or House, 

And yet Congress is asked to appropriate $5,860,000 for the 
Feather River reclamation project without any official means 
of ascertaining reasons for so doing—to approve the project 
when notified officially it is not in the interests of navigation. 
RICHMOND INNER HARBOR—TO BE DUG OUT OF A MARSH AT A “ PRO- 

HIBITIVE ” COST. 

It seems appropriate at this point to briefly refer to another 
stupendous real-estate bubble that may be financed by Uncle 
Sam at anywhere from five to ten million dollars or more before 
completion. The engineers’ reports do not give these figures— 
they never do until the bills are paid—but people living there 
so estimate. Jamaica Bay Harbor, Long Island, is a notorious 
seven to ten million dollar real-estate project now financed by a 
convenient Uncle. Mattawan Creek and Shoal Harbor are also 
familiar private jobs; fertilizing factory waterway projects are 
found from New Jersey to North Carolina; railway terminal 
harbors from Portland, Me., to the Southern Pacific Co.’s har- 
bors at Oakland and elsewhere, all are recipients of generous 
Uncle Sam’s bounty. Some of these were discussed more in 
detail last session and no more than a brief reminder is now 
offered. 

From the December, 1915, number of the Army and Navy 
News, published at San Francisco, I quote, page 7, a pointed 
editorial, as follows: 

For years the United States Army and Navy have suffered from the 
niggardliness of rk-barrel Congressmen, who have vigorously op- 
posed proper military expenditures, but have cheerfully poured out 
millions for a publie building in a cross-roads village or for dredging 
useless streams (or harbors) in their districts, That made them strong 
with their constituents; it meant pork. 


Can we deny this, my brother Congressman? Is the criticism 
unfounded? 

But, turning over to pages 18, 19, and 20, among the patent- 
medicine ads. of the same preparedness publication, is a de- 
scription of “ringing resolutions” to Congress read by the 
postmaster of Berkeley, demanding an inner harbor for Rich- 
mond. A handsomely designed map, prepared by Col. Rees, 
United States Army, is close up to reading matter, while half- 
page real-estate ads. and smaller ones, at so much per square 
inch, frame the reading matter, advising gullible nibblers that 
“anything in, around, or near Richmond will yield a handsome 


1916. 


return if bought rich.“ As at Muscle Shoals, members of a 
former Rivers and Harbors Committee are conveniently grouped 
for effective coloring: 5 

After Uncle Sam begins dredging his several million dollar 
project on Richmond flats, bogs, and marshes overlooking the 
Standard Oil works that surround the flats and bogs, we learn, 
page 19, “every indication tells the observant visitor that 
Richmond is the site of one of the largest western. cities of the 
near future.” Like a half century. ago, the country will unani- 
mously sing, “ On to Richmond.” Incidentally, Richmond had 
6,802 inhabitants last census. But Richmond is being boosted, 
primarily by Uncle Sam, secondarily by those behind the- real- 
estate project. 


“ COL. SELLERS” LIKEWISE SAW MILLIONS IN EYE WATER. 


On page 20 of the Army and Navy News is a photographic sig- 
nature of “Thos. A. Rees, Lt. Col,” following paid reading 
matter, to prove what no one would otherwise believe, that Army 
engineers have recommended this project. Rear Admiral Pond, 
United States Navy, is also persuaded to subscribe to a state- 
ment, same page, “‘At first sight it has appeared to some that 
the cost of a station thus formed would be prohibitive,” but real- 
estate advocates of a greater Richmond, surrounded by Standard 
Oil works, think differently, and so forth. Digging a 30-foot 
harbor on Anacostia Flats is equally feasible and of far greater 
publie value. 

Prospective gumps who are looking for Uncle Sam to open up 
a gold mine in Richmond’s bogs, adjoining the Standard Oil 
works, should take warning from an ex-Congressman’s 25,000- 
acre real-estate project, still watchfully waiting, down on the 
Kissimmee. Engineers propose, but eventually an overburdened 
Uncle revolts, following the advice given editorially on page 7 
of the Army and Navy News. 

Richmond's harbor project is not unknown to fame, and its 
introduction into any river and harbor bill is sure to invite a 
flood of interrogations. which may strike close to those who 
have tried to unload the project onto the Government. To use 
the significant words of Mr. Cutting, “It is a mighty good specu- 
lation for Richmond —and some others. 

OTHER HARBORS OF REFUGE FOR HIS PORKSHIP, 

If harbor seandals are to be probed, any investigator will find 
in the Sandy Bay (Mass.) Harbor a situation that demands 
investigation. During 30 years, $1,950,000 of public funds. was 
dumped into this $5,000,000 project on the recommendation of 
Army engineers. Then it was abandoned as a useless: and 
worthless venture. Who is to blame? Again, Lookout Harbor 
was first reported against by Gen. Kingman, but a benevolent 
Congress overcame his objections and directed a report: to be 
made in favor of either Lookout: or Hatteras. Then we began 
2 $3,526,600 refuge harbor, which well-known waterway, ex- 
perts say, is more valuable to dredgers, contractors, and in- 
terested railways than to vessel captains who wisely avoid the 
coast. A thorough investigation would disclose interesting facts 
regarding some harbor projects and a first warning signal should 
be “ Lookout.” 

TRUTH STRANGER THAN FICTION, 


A keen writer in the New York Evening Post, speaking of 
the new slogan “ preparedness,” pointedly observes: 

Pork barrel men have already adepted the motto: “ Waterways for 
defense.” Obviously there is no surer way of keeping the Germans from 
OnE EE LOBE IRANE ae Oskaloosa Creek at a cost of 
eee 0, and damm Musconetcong River at a cost of $2,000,000, it 

estimated that water power generated by Musentiet- 
cong River will provide sufficient electric current to operate 206 siege 
guns for a period of two months against an army of 250,000 men, 
Substituting a $20,000,000 bankrupt 13-mile cans! and a $19,- 
000,000 Muscle Shoals, “ cyanamid ” power scheme, both of which 
are being pushed during this session by powerful lobbies, the 
picture is perfect. 

Several modern patriots now poirt with pride to their thirsty, 
crooked creeks, and building bounties while exclaiming “ Millions 
5 political tribute, but not one cent for defense without war 

xes.” 

THE CUBSAPEAKE & DELAWARE CANAL—A $20,000,000 COUNT IN THE 

INDICTMENT. 

According io Chairman Sparksran’s prediction, we may also 
take over the 13-mile bankrupt Chesapeake & Delaware Canal 
in order to aid navigation between Philadelphia and Baltimore 
and, incidentally, help out stoekholders now owning the worth- 
less project. Unele Samuel and several of the surrounding 
States contributed to this canal stock out of public treasuries 
when the canal was first started, for real commercial purposes, 
long before the Civil War and the days of railroads. Army engi- 
neers now ask us to again buy a canal we helped to build, and 
to appropriate $20,000,000 for a 35-foot depth, sufficient for 
torpedo boats and submarines. On the Delaware, depths have 
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grown and grown until the present river project reaching this 
canal calis for 33 feet and a total cost of over $25,000,000 on 
the lower Delaware. 

With stock absolutely valueless and bonds quoted at 49 cents 
on the dollar before this purchase proposal became serious, we 
are to buy the canal; but, on January 2, 1915, its president 
wrote the Army engineers: 

The board of directors of the Ch ke & Delaware Canal Co. do 
not control the stockholders: or bondholders of that company, and the 
question as to what price would be aceepted by them for their interest 
must be one which they alone can answer. The board do not see 
how they could do an more than state that they could reeom- 
mend a that would pay the par value of the bends and give a 
sae amount for the stockholders to induce them to consent to a 
e 


Study the proposition on which we are asked legislatively to 
buy this canal—for sale, if at all, when its bond value is doubled 
from the 49cent quotation, and when stockholders holding 
worthless. stock ask to realize all they can; in a horse trade 
which we are to make without knowing the terms demanded by 
the fellow who owns the blind horse he is trying to sell. 

I do not underrate the high standing of gentlemen who de- 
fend this proposed purchase, but high-class men are defending 
every project that I have questioned. They usually view the 
project from the highly colored surroundings of the community 
represented, and at the same time demand: that those who 
question the particular project shall view it with unbiased 
mind; in other words, with the mind of the promoters. I con- 
fess. to a disposition to oblige every Member of Congress. at 
either end of the Capitol, but I can not perform my own duty 
as I see it without registering an humble protest against need- 
less. extravagance. 

MOVING TROOPS BY CANAL BOATS. 

One argument advanced for this purchase is that the canal will 
aid moving troops in time of war. No proposal is too absurd 
for those who approve the scheme to take over all worthless 
stock and depreciated bonds on a canal we helped to build orig- 
inally. A present canal rule prohibits over 4 miles an hour, or a 
minimum limit of 8 hours and a quarter in which to run troops 
13 miles, the length of the canal. Why take a canal for mov- 
ing treops when two great railway systems will carry the whole 
United States Army from Baltimore to Philadelphia—04 miles 
in a couple of hours and land 500,000 or more troops in either 
city within 24 hours, whereas the old bankrupt canal route of 
nearly the same distance would take 10 hours or more for every 
canal boat and run the risk of dangerous quicksand banks, 
Chesapeake crabs, and prowling submarines. Surely Noah’s 
ark remains anchored opposite the Philadelphia Navy Yer 
for just such emergencies; Four miles an hour for the quick 
movement of troops is an inspiration worthy of Philadelphia. 
Twenty million dollars: would build and equip three or four 
Government railways from Baltimore to Philadelphia that 
would be a 1.500 per cent better investment in every way. The 
railway terminals now monopolizipg the city water front of 
Philadelphia and Baltimore will never permit any lively water- 
way competition, although Baltimore dredgers, Philadelphia 
canal stockholders, bondholders, and a few sincere dreamers 
may believe $20,000,000 should be spent by the Government. 

NO S=HTOUS COMMERCIAL COMPETITION. 

Let me make a stronger statement. No waterway competi- 
tion exists to-day in the coastwise trade, because practically all 
boats ure owned by railways. On the testimony of a man who 
carries the relatively small Chesapeake & Delaware Canal com- 
merce, it is a fact that practically every steamship line operating 
from Gulf ports, south Atlantic ports south of Hatteras, and 
north Atlantic ports is controlled by the railroads. Based on 
that remarkable state of affairs, the Government is constantly 
importuned by powerful lobbies to expend anywhere from one 
hundred million to three hundred million dollars for an inland 
water way“ God-given channel of trade”—that would in like 
manner be monopolized by railways if the traffic reached any 
respectable proportions. 

To say railroad interests would not control because of legisla- 
tive acts is to say that unscrambled eggs solve the trust question. 
The ramifieations of waterway craft ownership and control 
would have the same possibilities. The Government should have 
power to control rates and that control should be exercised for 
the protection of the public. 

Is it not signifieant that if the Government offered to put up 
$15,000,000, providing the two great cities of Philadelphia and 
Baltimore contributed: $5,000,000, or any part of the expeuse, 
not one foot of the canal would be bought? Not one taxpayer 
in a thousand in either city. will be benefited, nor will the Gox- 
ernment reap a sou from the investment. Yet we are asked to 
assume an expenditure of $20,000,000 and a maintenance and 
interest charge of possibly $1,000,000 annually, and a vigerous 
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lobby is on hand to put the vicious, wasteful project through. 
Neither should it be forgotten that Baltimoré is the headquar- 
ters of the Dredging Trust, exposed last session, an organization 
which once managed secret agreements for dividing up Govern- 
ment dredging contracts. 

If such projects are to be seriously considered we should in- 
sist upon equal contribution from localities that expect to be 
benefited before a solitary nickel is advanced from the Treasury. 
It would effectually dispose of the canal project, as Philadelphia 
and Baltimore are not contributing toward any canal-purchase 
scheme. However, that is not part of the “pork barrel” sys- 
tem, which, like David Harum, contemplates getting all you can 
before the other fellow gets his, and always to get it first. 


PREPAREDNESS TACTICIANS. 


Three months ago it was generally whispered that river, canal, 
and harbor projects are to be hung on the national-defense 
program during the coming session. Charleston needs a deeper 
harbor, possibly to admit friendly naval vessels, but will require 
submarines and existing sand bars to keep out the enemy. 
Savannah, Philadelphia, and Narraganset Bay and other inland 
harbors have similar ambitions. Memphis,.St. Louis, and Kan- 
sas City pine for a sight of real dreadnaughts to protect the 
Mississippi and Missouri levees, while Newport and other social 
centers have aspirations of their own. 

Not to be outdone by hungry creeks and rivulets and deserted 
waterways, our inland-canal enthusiasts demand a share of the 
preparedness plunder. The Beaufort and Norfolk $5,400,000 
canal project of 12 feet is to be finished immediately, in order 
that 85-foot-draft gunboats may push through the remain- 
ing 23 feet of mud to rescue the New York Gun Club’s preserves 
on Currituck Sound from inyasion by poachers. Boston to 
Narragansett Bay's $40,000,000 canal, and on to the Virginia 
Capes, and again on down to Texas, waterways projected by 
the canal lobby board of strategy, will be dug in order to make 
12-foot and 25-foot ditches for 35-foot dreadnaughts and to 
eventually provide an annual New-York-to-Narragansett naval- 
canal fox trot.» 


THE OPINION OF A GREAT WATERWAY EXPERT. 


Last but not least, the Chesapeake & Delaware Canal, worth- 
less stocks and bonds and sliding quicksand and all, has sud- 
denly become a national-defense asset. Statesmen who desire 
home canals, rain or shine, have given out press interviews on 
the strategic importance of our old bankrupt canal. Members of 
waterway lobbies eloquently picture Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
and even the graft-built capitol at Harrisburg overrun by for- 
eign fees, unless we have that canal. Never has war with all 
its horrors proven such a godsend to canal promoters. Gun- 
boats are to be sent through the canal instead of by open sea 
to avoid captur, and yet the Delaware, 5 miles wide at the 
canal’s entrance, permits an enemy to bottle up the canal or 
Philadelphia with equal certainty. 

The same kind of expert engineers who approved Trinity 
River, Muscle Shoals, Hennepin Canal, and political navy yards 
now agree that canals must be dug, dug, dug, immediately, 
while above all the cheering for “ preparedness ” our old familiar 
friend, the Chesapeake & Delaware bankrupt canal can be 
heard shouting for $20,000,000 of Government aid for a 13-mile 
project. 

Worthless stocks, bonds recently selling at 49 cents on the 
dollar, and Uncle Sam is called upon—not for a loan from 
Uncle, but to buy another worthless canal. After 20 years’ 
legislative study of waterways the country’s ablest expert said 
less than a year ago of this project: 

. As this goes forth to the 3 you would think that $2,250,000 
ee Was $i ahGl000; but Sight in the hogy at the reper appeats 
the fact’ that. 38,000,000 is necessary-—$5,750,000 in addition to the 
purchase price. 


Or $17,500,000 more to secure a 35-foot depth. 


This is not a time for bargains in canals; it is a time when the 
Individual citizen of the United States is beginning to recognize that 
he must economize, and he has a right to demand t the Government 
of this country should show something of the same disposition to 
avold needless and extravagant expenses. 


One hundred million dollars for proposed inland-waterway 
canals has been saddled onto the Government by Army engineers 
at the instigation of the powerful lobby. Buying up old, worth- 
less canals has been as profitable to the United States as an 
investment in a hoop skirt of the vintage of 1860. Just why 
Army engineers have bowed to such discarded relics of pioneer 
days may be fully discovered when a thorough investigation 
is held by Congress. 


Confirming this opinion are these significant words of Senator 
Burton: N 
I wish to say that we never have acquired one of those abandoned 


or run-down canals or public works but that the expense has been far 
and away beyond our computations, 


ABANDONED CANAL MENDICANTS. 


Before the Government rushes headlong into reckless canal 
buying or canal building on the advice of Army engineers let 
us judge the future by the past. 

Quoting from official statistics, out of 4,468 miles of canals 
built in the United States, 2,444 miles, or over 50 per cent, were 
abandoned since 1906; or, like the Chesapeake & Deluware 
Canal or Chesapeake & Ohio Canal, are worthless business 
ventures waiting to unload on our gullible Government. 

Is it not significant that of 2,444 miles of abandoned canals 
in the United States in 1906 over one-third of those abandoned 
canals, reaching 908.74 miles, were in Pennsylvania, abandoned 
at a loss of $34,750,265? Uncle Sam is, indeed, a promising 
friend to owners of worthless canals in North Carolina and 
Pennsylvania. 

The Chesapeake & Delaware 13-mile canal was built in part 
with $450,000 furnished by our Government three-quarters of 
a century ago. The real investment is $731,250, including 
$259,875 in dividends that were never paid, but excluding $51,187 
Government funds embezzled by an officer. Although the canal 
company is bankrupt, no dividends declared since 1876 and 
bonds worth 50 cents on the dollar, we are asked to buy it again. 
Bondholders living in Pennsylvania and neighboring localities 
have even refused to fix a price until they can unload at a good 
figure, but we are assured it is now needed for defense purposes. 


WHICH CITY WILL BE CAPTURED FIRST? 
Many vulnerable points exist all along our coast, from Portland, 


* 


. Me., to Portland, Oreg. All desire fortifications. If this canal is 


primarily for submarines to be used for the safety of the country 
at large, then let us first build submarines to navigate it. We 
need submarines more than canals. If for the movement of 
troops, then let us provide a respectable Army instead of a 
skirmish line. If the canal is primarily for the protection of the 
City of Brotherly Love, far up a river on which we are expend- 
ing $25,000,000, then a familiar answer once given by the great- 
est American to Boston capitalists during the Civil War is well 
to remember. While contributing $25,000,000 for deepening the 
Delaware to Philadelphia, is it not time that Philadelphia joins 
in the good work by a slight contribution toward the purchase 
of a canal owned in part by Pennsylvanians who refuse to set 
the price? 

When our Government Treasury is overflowing with gold, let 
us fly to the protection of our weakest lamb; but when heavy 
war-tax burdens are borne in times of peace, when military and 
naval plans involving a half billion dollars confront us, can we 
say it is wise to spend $20,000,000 for this canal? If so, is it 
not equally necessary to spend $40,000,000 more for another 
proposed canal from New York to Philadelphia? Two years 
ago no thought of preparedness was advanced for its purchase, 
but to-day we sit on the safety valve for fear the exhausted 
nations of Europe will get us if we don’t watch out. Are we 
not beginning at the wrong end of preparedness in this canal 
scheme, and is it not wise to provide ships to ride the canal and 
men to man them before we adopt extravagant canal projects— 
held without price? } 
CUMBERLAND RIVER $5,000,000 PROJECT—STILL ANOTHER COUNT IN THE 

INDICTMENT, 

Chairman SPaArKMAN’s announcement that a project to be 
urged is the $5,000,000 Cumberland River project has the merit of 
straightforwardness, if nothing more. This is another project 
that Senator Burton condemned repeatedly and helped to block, 
but Burton is now gong. This Cumberland River project will 
be found in Committee Document No. 10, Sixty-third Congress. 
It presents an interesting phase of present methods and Army 
engineers surrendering to “influence.” In fact it is a striking 
chapter that exposes the weakness of our present pork-barrel 
system and political pull. I addressed the House at some length 
on this project and also on the Muscle Shoals en December 14, 
1914, and present a brief extract from the Record of that date 
(p. 203): 

In 1882 an experimental canalization scheme to cost $8,500,000 was 
nuthorized. It provides for 28 locks and dams, but after building a tew 
locks and dams and spending about $3,000,000 without aid to traffic 
the rest of the project was abandoned on recommendation of the 
2 Board of Engineers in 1906. Persistent 3 by interested 
parties brought a second adverse report from Maj. Ha in 1910. 
Again a third refusal was filed by Maj. Bur, on October 29, 1912, 


in response to persistent local demands. of these reports disap- 
proved of further expenditures in a bad investment. 
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THE BOOSTER CLUB OF NASHVILLE. 


‘Then came the“ Booster Club” of Nashville, which proceeded. to fur- 
nish raic>ow statistics as glittering in character as the inconsiderable 
and rapidly decreasing river traffic would permit the booster conscience 
to present. Wherenvon Maj. Burgess cogitated, modified his report, 
but while defeated in this one-sided battle, he declared $4,500,000 must 
not be expended by the Government unless local committees contributed 
one-half of the amount. * * * 

TWO SENATORS ‘ND NINE CONGRESSMEN AID. 

After following this interesting reversal of action it becomes doubly 
instructive to watch the siege prosecuted against the Army engineers. 
Two United States Senators and nine Congressmen, with some lesser 
lights, joined in an assault to learn why tùis project so vie tyra dis- 
approved should not be given an official O. K. and $4,500,000 sur- 
rendered unconditionally. 

At that hearing Col. Black said, “On the basis of the return by the 
distribution of fair costs to the whole people of the United States there 
does not seem to be a return commensurate with an Investment of 
$4,500,000." 

That is what Col. Black said on January 28, 1914, according to the 
official report before the 11 able lawyers, incidentally all United States 
Senators and Congressmen, who argued to prevent any contribution, 
On February 4, just one week later, the board and Chief of Engineers 
saw a new light, pulled down the flag in token of surrender, and the 
right of the Government to contributions was waived. 

Quoting further from the same record is this illuminating 
suggestion from my friend from Texas: 

Mr. CALLAWAY. Do you understand how 9 Congressmen and 2 
Senators could furnish an engineer with the technical information that 
would give him light on a great proposition like that? The information 
that 9 Congressmen or 90 Congressmen could give would not be worth 


ag Sag 
r. nan. That is a question which the gentleman can probably 
answer as well as I can. 

A Mempet. Might they not give some political information? 


That, in brief, is the direct political pressure revealed by 
Document No. 10, River and Harbor Committee, on a project 
which was three times rejected and as late at 1914 declared by 
Col. Black unjust to the Government. ‘The engineers finally sur- 
rendered, and Chairman Sparkman says this project is on the 
program for the next bill. 

Many similar instances will be found in the hearings. In fact, 
the practice is general. 

Senator TILEMAN did not know the A, B, © of the game when 
he gave his comprehensive estimate of river and harbor bills 
over 10 years ago. Since then questionable projects have doubled 
in amount and are more worthless than eyer in character, while 
our Treasury guardians, who capitulate before influential states- 
men, are saddling on the Treasury in 1915 a hundred or more 
new projects, through the half million dollars used for new 
surveys. I refrain from calling attention to the small actual 
commerce to be served by this extravagant canalization scheme, 
but the loss in net actual commerce appears to reach nearly 40 
per cent during the last two years. 

POLITICAL PREPAREDNESS. 


Not long ago the country was aroused over a charge made in 
Congress that the President had attempted to persuade the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to increase permissive railway 
tariffs. What would become of judicial bodies if political 
power used to influence the decision of judges or courts sud- 
denly became a burning question? ‘The charges were contro- 
verted, but there can be no dispute that the highest tribunal 
in the country empowered to determine the technical value of 
waterway improvements and resulting Treasury burdens is 
regularly beset by political influence. 

Influence is exerted by State delegations and men high in the 
councils of the nation, all of whom have a voice in determining 
the size of Army appropriations, the status of the Engineer 
Corps, and other legislative and political actions that vitally 
concern the Board of Engineers. 

In order to extend gratuities from the Public Treasury to in- 
sistent localities this influence shapes waterway legislation and 
cajoles or browbeats engineers whose duty it is to pass upon 
waterway projects, freely and untrammeled. If it is improper 
for the President to express his personal opinion on questions 
pending before the Interstate Commerce Commission or before 
the courts, is it not shocking for those who demand local ex- 
penditures and who may also influence Army appropriations 
to bring political pressure upon the board? 

We have appointed Army engineers to prevent fraudulent or 
wasteful waterway payments from the Federal Treasury, to 
protect public funds, and it is vain to disguise the real purpose 
when parading political power before that board. The practice 
is openly embraced by those who indignantly deny any unjust 
advantage is secured thereby. Membership on committees at 
either end of the Capitol is likewise sought in order to secure 
liberal appropriations for the same projects when once they are 
approved. 

Pork“ always goes to the other fellow, and while denouncing 
those who seek to prevent waste the champions of force and in- 


fluence defend a practice that puts over wasteful projects with- 
out number and is demoralizing and indefensible. 

However, it is pursuant to the injunction of Capt. Ellison, 
secretary of the river lobby, whose celebrated utterance should 
not be forgotten: 


We send Congressmen here to legislate for the Nation, theoretically, 
but actually to get all they can for us, and if they do not get our share, 
and then some, we do our best to replace them. i 


BEAUFORT CANAL AND OTHER PROJECTS—A FEW MORE COUNTS IN THE 
INDICTMENT, 

In any review of wasteful projects it is hard to select any 
particular waterway without doing injustice through neglect to 
many other projects that crowd their way into the front rank 
for dishonorable mention. For that reason I refer briefly to the 
$5,400,000 Beaufort Canal from Norfolk to Beaufort, bought by 
the Government to aid the needy. No words of mine can de- 
scribe the indefensible waste of money now occurring on this 
project. I have set forth the facts repeatedly in the RECORD, 
and so have abler and better critics in Congress, but I will 
again say briefly that the millions now being wasted on this 
canal forever condemns the judgment of Army engineers who 
recommend the purchase of bankrupt canals and the extension 
of projects. 

Connecting waterways between Norfolk and Beaufort—all the 
actual commerce that will ever be handled for 50 years will be 
inconsiderable and it will remain insignificant for half a cen- 
tury. It is apparently a political proposition, as scandalous as 
the majority of those briefly described, Two small launches— 
one owned by the Standard Oil Co. for its own use—are the only 
through craft running the canal, I am informed. 

Army engineers speak of military necessity for the project, 
but it will never be used for military purposes or commerce 
because the cost of dredging to any usable depth for large ves- 
sels is prohibitive. For years the canal did a nominal business, 
but it is a relic of days before the war, and any man recom- 
mending its use for legitimate commercial or military purposes 
is a fit subject for delusion experts. If the community sup- 
posed to be benefited was compelled to contribute toward the 
expense, presumably not 2 per cent of the cost could be raised. 
Although vigorously condemned in the Senate, it received $400,- 
000 in 1915 from our generous Chief of Engineers. 

The greatest waterway expert in the country, Senator Burton, 
denounced this “ waste” of public money last year in the fol- 
lowing language: i 


Twenty years ago when channels were shallow, when tolls were im- 
, the traffic on these two routes [Beaufort and Dismal Swamp 
“anals} was more than four times as much as it was in 1912 
If the traffic was shifted to the railroads, it was because that was the 
more convenient and economical way of carrying the freight; and no 
removal of tolls on canals, no enlargement from 9 or 10 feet to 12 feet 
in depth, no expenditure of $5,400,000, is ever going to bring back what 
has been lost to those channels. It is a chimera; it is a waste of 
public money to attempt it. 


ANOTHER STATE'S CLAIM TO WATERWAY FAME. 

Among recent river and harbor bills North Carolina appears 
to be a regular beneficiary, a humble testimonial to the influence 
of influence. 

Starting with the familiar Scuppernong Creek, as juicy as 
its celebrated namesake, thence on down Deep Oreek, that 
boasts of 2 or 3 feet depth and 2,000 tons ¢?) of annual com- 
merce, rejected by division engineers, but rescued by Chief 
Bixby, sailing up past the notable fertilizing project on Northeast 
Creek until we reach a depth of 1 inch at the head of naviga- 
tion, according to the Chief of Engineer's 1914 report, page 505, 
and thence hiking over to Lumber Creek, crooked and tortuous, 
rejected by division engineers, but again saved by Chief Bixby's 
hold on Government funds. Bennett Creek, losing 2 feet in 
depth, or 50 per cent of its volume, when the wind gets to it, 
according to official reports, and Newbegun Creek, named in 
honor of its first successful encounter with the Treasury, to- 
gether with Smith Creek, which is owned by Old Man Smith, 
according to Representative Goopwin of Arkansas, and scores 
of other insignificant creeks, including the Contentnia and the 
perambulating Peedee. 

Onthejob and Getsumore Creeks reappear in every river 
bill with the recommendation of the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army. Rivers of Doubt and doubtful rivers, all dis- 
covered by our military strategists and installed in the bill with 
conyenient pin money. Col, Rooseyelt’s discoveries were with- 
ent price, but insignificant creeks have soaked up many millions 
of Uncle Sam’s silver. No noticeable traffic appears on these 
Rivers of Doubt, but heavy naval guns and artillery from both 
ends of the Capitol know the exact range of the Nation’s strong 
box. Is it not a striking lesson in preparedness for conquest 
of the Treasury? Equally true is the fact that strong men of 
the same delegation oppose the whole scandalous system that 
now brings discredit to waterway legislation. 
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KISSIMMEE AND OKLAWAHA— MORE COUNTS IN THE INDICTMENT. 


If time permitted, I would willingly mention a score of addi- 
tional wasteful projects, from Mattawan Creek to the James, 
including the abandoned Big Sandy and a dozen other inconse- 
quential creeks of North Carolina and South Carolina and 
Florida, not forgetting St. Lucia Inlet, that has been condemned 
by members of the Rivers and Harbors Committee and yet 

` patiently knocks at the Treasury door while holding a hundred 
thousand dollars in its hands. Louisiana, Arkansas, and Texas 
are not alone possessed of worthless projects, but before con- 
eluding I feel sure that the Kissimmee and Oklawaha, of Florida, 
will again rise up to plague us. Stricken from the bill by the 
Senate committee in 1914 because of their exposure in the 
House, they have been defended by champions at both ends of 
the Capitol. The country has been informed that the official 
engineer’s report is untrue when it says the Kissimmee is dry 
eight months of the year. What is the difference, provided the 
engineers approve Kissimmee Creek, wet or dry? The issue of 
wet or dry on the Kissimmee has become as famous as wet or dry 
Kansas, and has become a prolific source of argument; but so 
is the condition of the Trinity, which is dry eight or nine 
months of the year, according to the same authority. Yet 
Army engineers recommend an expenditure on the Trinity of 
twenty millions or thereabouts, although it is reported dry two- 
thirds of the time. 


WHY NOT INSURE AGAINST FIRE? 


Meanwhile real-estate ventures along Kissimmee Creek lan- 
guish and business remains at a standstill waiting for Congress 
to give employment to idle dredgers and contractors whom our 
engineers provided for in their recommendations. Florida 
should take over the Kissimmee Creek bed and turn it into a 
highwey for the use of northern tourists desiring good speed- 
wars for their heavy touring cars. Our old friend ex-Congress- 
man Kribbs, whose pathetic letter to the Army engineers con- 
cerning Florida land speculations will not soon be forgotten, is 
presumably still sitting on the banks of the river bed waiting 
for us to act on his real-estate venture. Settlers “from the 
North and West” who were waiting to buy “25,839 acres” 
split up “into 40-acre lots,“ according to the engineer's report, 
are still up North on the waiting list, all waiting for the mois- 
tening infiuence of $47,000 of Government currency to aid navi- 
gation. No signs of life can be discovered along that famous 
creek save one lonesome “lame duck” of a speculative turn of 
mind that sits gazing hopefully into the invisible river filled 
with imperceptible water. 

In harmony with the proposal of Army engineers to encourage 
water on the Trinity by having Government artesian wells is the 
advice of the bubbling Tom Moore, written on the town pump 
in anticipation of a dry Kissimmee: 

What is the use for you and me, or both of us, to try 
With a pump to pump up water, if the wells run dry? 
THE OKLAWAHA $783,000 GIFT—ANOTHER COUNT IN THE INDICTMENT. 


It is said of a statesman interested in this 
project that he is an enthusiastic sailor, and when he goes forth 
on the $733,000 creek to row, armed cap-a-pie with paddle and 
tree clippers for parting waves and foliage he reminds the 
natives of Father Time, because of a rusty scythe he uses for 
mowing down the luxuriant water hyacinth that we annually 
help cut at Government expense. 

For all purposes, other than navigation and commerce, the 
Oklawaha is beautiful to behold, and all it now needs is three- 
quarters of a million or more to make it an eternal delight for 
natives and tourists. Nearly two years ago an investigating 
mind couched the following lines to the Oktawaha: 

We have a crooked creek, that hat a crooked name, 

And grabs a crooked million while in a crooked game; 

To make a crooked hi — power run up a crooked hill, 

It crooks your Unclz nel through a crooked river bill. 

This same project was also inspiration for a letter addressed 
to the Army enzineers, found in House Document No. 514, page 
25, which reads in part as follows: 

UNITED STATES SENATE, March 26, 1913. 
_GaxrLEMEN: In connection with your notice of March 11, regarding 
Maj. Sla s report on the Oklawaha to Lake Dora, I would like to 
ask you tha hearing and arguments in this matter 
aged April 7. I regard this 
a little short of a calamity disapprov 
and this improvement denied. on it and submit tne 
views of EG 

Engineers do not alone build. No such word as “ please ap- 
pears in this mandatory official notification to set a day for 
hearing and arguments after April 7. Representatives plead for 
favor, but influential statesmen may order. “A great mistake” 
was nearly made and a “great calamity” just avoided because 
of the alertness of a distinguished statesman who stopped an 
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adverse report in the nick of time. A hearing was held, and 
after argument the engineers were visibly impressed with the 
political possibilities of the project, an angle not beforz consid- 
ered, and so a statesman’s views and Maj. Slattczy’s views were 
made the board’s views. Funny how a little Scientific help from 
statesmen helps matters. 

This creek is without a boat line, accprding to the official re- 
port, but Army engineers recommenged $733,000, providing a 
boat-line service of “twice a week” is “guaranteed.” A re- 
markable service and onerous condition to demand in exchange 
for a paltry three-quarters of a million from the Federal Treas- 
ury, but it was only made after hearing the argument of a gen- 
tleman from Florida who knew what he wanted. According to 
the engineer's reports, it also appears that Kyle and Young are 
to get benefits through a water-power and land-reclamation 
project. Yet for some reason not hard to find, the Senate 
struck the entire item out of the 1914 House bill. It will come 
up again. Of course, the Oklawaha's commerce is nominal, but 
$783,000 can make commerce, because it keeps supplies going 
to @redgers, contractors, and other beneficiaries while it lasts, 
and is then reported by Army engineers as actual commerce, as 
I have shown. On this creek there is no need for the admoni- 
tion, “ Vessels large may venture more, but little boats should 
keep near shore,” because there are no boats on the creek. All 
the boating is done on two railway lines that parallel the creck. 
Tourists and speculators demand Government money, but com- 
merce will never need it. Is any protection afforded the Gov- 
ernment by vacillating engineers who first repudiate such frauds, 
then swallow them without a grimace? 

Incidentally, Florida is hotfoot after North Carolina, for the 
land of fruit and flowers is well represented, and St. Lucias 
Inlet, Biscayne Bay, Crystal, Indian Creek, Kissimmee, Choc- 
tawatchee, Apalachicola, Oklawaha, and so forth, will get proper 
recognition in the average annual waterway bill. True, real- 
estate projects occasionally bob up for recognition, but when- 
ever the engineer’s approval has been secured, that ends all 
worry—the Florida project by some strange necromancy gets 
into the bill whether big legitimate projects do or not. 

A VALUED CONTRIBUTION. 


At this point I insert an illuminating coniribution alleged to 
have been thrown overboard by a shipwrecked sailor down on 
the Trinity River. Most likely it comes from a disgusted Army 
engineer who is doing experimental work drilling artesian wells 
for nayigation—a man without an army. Possibly it may have 
been sent by some lonesome young Army officer down on the 
Coosa or Muscle Shoals who is now engaged in drilling trap 
rock for 150-foot dam foundations to be built by the Govern- 
ment in aid of the Georgia Power Co. or an $18,700,000 150-foot 
dam for the Alabama Power Co., as set forth in Document 
No. 20. 

The contribution seems to infringe on the familiar “ House 
that Jack built.“ and while bearing evidences of hasty, crude 
attempts at rhyme and meter, it may nevertheless compare 
favorably in sense and in value with fifty-odd engineering canali- 
zation schemes. Goose melodies on goose engineering is neces- 
sarily imperfect and impractical, but is frequently valued by 
childhood memories or scientific pride. i 

With this brief apology for its appearance, I append, properly 
acknowledged, a cynical contribution from which I have previ- 
ously quoted in part as to different waterway projects: 

IN THE KEG THE CHIEF BUILT. 
Brery 
Engineers have approved, while th 
this waterway barrel spare chin f 
For streams and „ with nothing to drink. 
The 13-mile bankrupt is ambitious 
To twenty millions—in war times propitious, 
when given the Wa Trust, 
ld dust; 
thirty millions desize 
artesian wells drilled to guard against fre, 
While old Mississipp! with determination 
Grabs three hundred on for land reclamation. 


Wh 

Bag twenty more millions for reclaiming land. 

Hend in hand with 

Makes half of the freight for the pork we allow, 
with a water power for navigation 

ve old St. Anthony a gold coronation. 

If political pull utes this malt, 

When will ecide to call a sharp halt 


In fililng up kegs like the chief bullt? 

WASTE IS NOT SECTIONAL. 
Existing projects’ on which millions are annually wasted 
were criticized in the Recorp of April 10, 1914, and also of 
January 29, 1915, when the last bill passed the House before 
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its defeat in the Senate. While the great majority of these 
objectionable projects are in the South, others, past, present, 
and future aré to be found in the North. 

A $2,500,000 water power constructed between St. Paul and 
Minneapolis has been referred to. Others could be pointed out 
but I will conclude by calling attention to the Hennepin Canal 
bubble in Illinois, built by our Government on a promise it 
would save to Towa farmers $20,000,000 in freight charges 
annually. The mockery of engineers’ promises and pork-barrel 
methods is completely demonstrated on this 60-mile canal on 
which $7,576,496 have been spent and on which 11,856 tons of 
salt, sand, and miscellaneous freight was floated in 1913. Dupli- 
eations in commerce statistics produced pitiful results, accord- 
ing to the Engineer's Report, after seven years of high finance 
canal traffic by Army engineers. 

HENNEPIN CANAL—A SEVEN AND A HALF MILLION ILLINOIS CANAL— 
SALT FREIGHT COSTS $56.75 PER TON. 

It costs the Government about $36.75 per ton to furnish a 
eanal for 5,360 tons of Illinois salt, soft coal, gravel, rock, 
shells, sand, and 6,135 tons of grain and 78 tons of merchandise, 
all hauled various distances, not exceeding 60 miles in any case. 
If any fourth-grade pupil offered a table of statistics as useless 
as that found on page 2478 of the Chief Engineer's Report for 
1914, he should be reduced to the primary class. Illinois pas- 
sengers, launches, sand, and salt are hopelessly jumbled to- 
gether; but, from out of the confusion, engineers assert that, 
counting all duplications of canal freight, the following tonnage 
passed through one or more of the 33 locks along this notorious 


canal. 
Commercial tonnage (1913)—Henncpin Canal. 


$7, 132. 1 — 


Interest and depreciation. Ated. at 4 per cent 
Annual expense, about. 
1913 cost per ton for water way 

A loss of 35 per cent occurred in tonnage during the year, and 
is explained by the Engineer’s Report, 1914, page 932, as follows: 

The tonnage was about 35 per cent less than that of the previous 
year, the shrinkage being due to the smaller quantities of rock and 
earth and gravel carried by Government boats. 

After spending seven and a half millions, the “ commerce” 
falls off 35 per cent because a Government dredge is idle for- 
sooth. Who will defend such amazing statistics or a canal 
that cost the Government $36.75 per ton to furnish a 60-mile 
waterway for an insignificant Illinois cheap heavy tonnage? 
Who recommended paying $7,500,000 for this baby’s rattle that 
is found in the pork barrel? The engineers should explain. 

Congress has provided a 33-lock, 7-foot canal connecting 
Chicago with the Mississippi River. The Government paid for 
this extravagant toy $7,597,781, and_it is officially reported to 
have carried 11,850 tons of cheap freight, including 4,215 tons 
of salt, at an expense to the Government of about $36.75 per 
toh for 1913. Does it seem credible that Gov. Dunne and a 
body of Illinois solons would have the nerve to ask the Gov- 
ernment to contribute for another canal? 

TABLES CHIEF KINGMAN FORGOT TO GIVE. 

No man opposes an intelligent policy of waterway improye- 
ment, but wild-eyed lobbyists are constantly urging Congress to 
dig deeper holes in the Treasury deficit in order to exploit 
fantastic new projects and in support of many worthless con- 
tinuing projects. 

Statistical hard facts disclose that, while practically all of our 
river commerce has rapidly vanished from the Mississippi, the 
Ohio, and the Missouri, we have expended, in round numbers, 


on these three rivers alone— 
Per mile 
Lower Mississip; pal, 10 1,000 1 —. ee sal $100, 000 
Ohio to Missou 00 miles, 5 eS ALES nes ee SKA 86, 000 
Upper Mississippi, 600 miles, at 30, 000 
Ohio River (the Muscle Shoals: 600 800 mi 25 the Ohio River 
one mile expense at $84,000), 1,000 miles, at 40, 000 
Lower Missouri eRe ‘present 8 9 875,000 a 
mne, 400: miai . ðͤ . . — 25,000 


Without adding’ ae ton of actual commerce to these rivers, 
by the time the present delirious schemes are finished, as now 
proposed, we will have more than doubled the above enormous 
Some authorities say many times that 


waste of $200,000,000. 


amount. We have spent enough on these three rivers, without 
result, to maintain the Government agricultural department for 
a decade, or enough to construct a dozen Lincoln highways 
across the country by a Congress that refuses to spend one dollar 
for local highway aid. Enough money to buy a dozen modern 
battleships—and we have only begun the job on these three 
rivers, with a hundred others on the waiting list. Hundreds 
of millions for dredgers—not one dollar for highways. 

Is it not time to take an account of stock to find out just where 
we have been dragged in our idiotic waterway investments? 

APPROPRIATIONS AND COMMERCE. 

The field of wasteful projects recommended by Army engineers 
is large, and as these projects increase, annual maintenanve 
charges grow to huge proportions. 

Although criticism may properly be lodged against some har- 
bor projects which are surrounded by privately owned ter- 
minals, the commercial value of hundreds of ocean and lake 
harbors is significant when compared to a deserted river trafic, 

The Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio Rivers were given ap- 
proximately $17,500,000 under the 1915 sundry civil bill and the 
1915 $38,000,000 “economy” waterway bill reported from the 
Senate committee. Economy is not evidenced by the size of a 
bill, but by its character. 

After deducting ferriage, floatable logs, timber, sand, gravel, 
levee-construction material, and soft coal that has floated down 
the Ohio and Mississippi for a half century in rapidly decreas- 
ing amounts, the following remarkable statistics appear, based 
on the 1914 Engineer’s report: 


HARDENED ARTERIES OF COMMERCE—TIIREEB RIVERS GIVEN $17,500,000 IN 
1915 BILLS. 


Tons. 
Upper Mississippi (including dap... e aa 170, 000 
Lower Mississippi, no definite data, but probably unde 200, 000 
Missouri River (as shown by Engineer's table) TAT 24, 000 
Ohio River (Kingman's letter), average continuous traffic 
tits Ss RUSE ALR RATS OE SORE a CEG OED GPa Ne SUI IE poe 100, 000 
Total, less than 500,000 tons......-.--.-_..-------_ 494, 000 


ACTUAL TONNAGE OF FOUR LAKE PORTS GIVEN $199,000 IN 1915 BILLS, 


Tons. 
Ashland, excluding 35,000 tons of log 5, 623, 309 
Milwaukee, average haul over 600 mile 8, 647, 230 
ORAR both barbers. . eee ee 13, 275, 000 


Superior and Duluth, increase since 1890 is 1,545 per cent. 46, 875, 000 


74, 420, 539 

These four lake ports handled 74,420,539 tons. Excluding 
faked statistics and soft coal that has always floated in barges 
on a 3 or 4 foot channel, the rapidly diminishing river traffic 
on our three greatest rivers costs the Government from $10 to- 
$25 per ton or more, annually, depending on basis of estimate; 
the lake traffic less than 1 cent per ton. The latter is for 
navigation, the former is for land reclamation and kindred 
schemes. Can any comparison give a more graphic picture of 
real waterways—and three deserted rivers on which approxi- 
mately $200,000,000 have already been expended? 

We may shift the blame onto shoulders of incompetent, fool- 
hardy engineers, who have blindly led the blind, or we may de- 
nounce all the notorious waterway lobbies that hover around the 
Nation’s Capitol like birds of ill omen, but it is all to little pur- 
pose unless we set our faces squarely against a system that is 
legislatively dishonest and shamefully wasteful. 

Several aggressive members of the Rivers and Harbors Com- 
mittee, it has been pointed out on the floor, are living close to 
one or the other of the three rivers named. Two members hail 
from the Great Lake region. Is there any inference to be 
drawn from this remarkable fact, or from the complexion of 
committees now found in other legislative bodies? 

AN INDEPENDENT PRESS. 

The press accomplished the defeat of the 1914 and 1915 pork- 

barrel bills. Members in both houses furnished the ammunition 
day after day and did what they could to expose the whole 
rotten system, but the press, magazines and newspapers com- 
bined, came to the rescue patriotically and stopped a $92,000,000 
Treasury raid. Without that help it could not have been 
stopped. 
Similar bills are promised at this session. All the army of 
disappointed dredgers, contractors, and lobbyists of every de- 
scription who only shared in a measly $50,000,000 allotment, 
are on hand trying to get after their Senators and Represent- 
atives, so that the bill may be hurriedly pushed through just 
as it has always been hurriedly pushed through in the past. 

The spot light of publicity placed upon that bill and the 
agencies behind it will help to secure its material shrinkage in 
size, or if unregenerated its absolute defeat, and with the help 
of the press a change in the whole iniquitous system may soon 
be brought about. 
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importance primarily to interested lobbies, but one of the 
greatest issues will be honest legislative action in behalf of 


our people. 
A BRIEF RECAPITULATION. 


In order to state a prima facie case I have tried briefly to 
present a few of many wasteful and questionable waterway 
projects contained in the last two river and harbor bills. Also 
a few vicious projects that received generous allotments from 
the Chief of Engineers in 1914 and 1915. Those allotments are 
seemingly no worse and no better than the committee bills 
which were defeated, but a saving of $42,000,000 could easily 
have been extended to $60,000,000, or more than double the ap- 
propriation made for agriculture, without seriously interfering 
with any legitimate commerce-carrying waterway that re- 
ceived aid from the allotments. 

Counting the sundry civil waterway appropriations carried 
by a separate bill, over $60,000,000 was given by Congress last 
session for waterway pu and half of that amount, in addi- 
tion to the $42,000,000 saved, I believe it has been demonstrated 
ought to have been saved, but was wasted. Not one dollar in 
ten would be contributed locally along the Ohio or Mississippi 
or Missouri Rivers to aid in projects recklessly undertaken by 
our Government. That fact I have endeavored to show as a 
compelling reason why the present prodigious waste should be 
stopped. Air-castle projects recommended by Army engineers 
have been financed by the Government until we have lost all 
sense of economy or proportion. Getting something for nothing 
from the Government would be unpopular if local contributions 
were required in a majority of cases by a discriminating, high- 
class waterway board. 

Projects condemned by Congress in express terms have been 
presented, and it has been disclosed from the record that the 
Chief of Engineers within 80 days thereafter rode roughshod 
over legislative protests by allotting millions of dollars for con- 
demned projects which any disinterested investigator must know 
are wasteful. Only conjecture can say what autocratic power 
determined the scandalous allotments. 

Over a dozen other questionable projects that were given lib- 
eral allotments have been also briefly described—projects that 
have strong political pull but little else to recommend them. A 
score of other additional projects have been discussed more in 
detail to show the flimsy justification offered by Chiefs of Engi- 
neers for wasting hundreds of millions of dollars before these 
projects will be finished, and with countless others to follow. 
This exposition has been intended to supplement other facts re- 
garding many projects presented last session and to put other 
Members on their own inquiry. With a little patience and 
labor any Member could have performed the service better than 
I have done, but heretofore I have encountered much difficulty 
in securing important information because not a member of the 
committee. 

A COMMITTER’S ‘THANKLESS TASK. 


By the action of those who may approve my humble efforts 
to reduce waterway waste, I have been placed on the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee. It is well understood that no committee has 
a harder or more thankless task to perform or is more beset by 
Members and constituencies demanding special favors. How- 
ever much I may have occasion to differ from my colleagues in 
the committee, they are accorded the same sincerity of purpose 
which moves me to seek better legislative methods. 

Representing in part a State ranking second in waterway 
commerce, I am thoroughly interested in general waterway de- 
velopment for the public use, but in no especial project there or 
elsewhere. 

Present waterway legislation is inexcusably wasteful, as I 
have endeavored to show. ‘The hopelessness of an utter lack of 
system must be recognized before we look for a change, and 
with that objective I have given facts upon facts, officially 
vouched for, to prove the country is covered with useless projects 
and wasteful river canalization schemes, no two of which can 
be shown to be of any permanent value to commerce or to the 
country or locality supposed to be benefited. 

THE SCOPE OF WATERWAY EXPENDITURES. 

Equally 


certain is the demonstration that Army engineers 
have been rainbow chasing and squandering hundreds of millions 
of public funds without any comprehension of the ultimate 
value of projects or responsibility for such expenditures, 

From the standpoint of proper governmental functions and 
public economy, the problem becomes far more important when 
we discover that waterway appropriations have doubled within 
the past dozen years, and will be quadrupled before the conclu- 
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and other great questions confront the people | 
‘to-day, some of which are of vital importance and others of 
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sion of another decade unless we call a halt in the mad waste 
that has been disclosed. 

Two-thirds of present expenditures are annually made on 
rivers and creeks which have lost practically all of the com- 
merce possessed long before Uncle Sam began experimenting 
through engineers with his gold cure. Private reclamation, 
private water powers, purchases of bankrupt canals, and no end 
of private promotion schemes having the engineers’ approval now 
pound on Treasury doors demanding their share of funds raised 
from war taxes and income taxes. Demands are increasing by 
leaps and bounds, according to the official records, until waste 
and extravagance in waterway appropriations run wild and 
have communicated the same atmosphere of irresponsibility to 
several other appropriation bills, 


WASTE AND INCOMPETENCE. 


Direct responsibility for much of our extravagant waterway 
policy has been charged to Army engineers, and particularly to 
Chief Kingman and his predecessors, who determine the policy 
of the corps. 

Everyone must realize the engineer is a creature of circum- 
stances and can no more withstand political pressure than can 
subordinate officials in other positions. Those who chant the 
praises of the engineer and engage in fulsome eulogy are usually 
among the favored, or hope to be favored elect in the matter of 
approved projects. A 

Responsibility for the system is primarily ours, and while it 
may be presumptuous to point out our own faults and to sug- 
gest a remedy, it is unwarrantable for anyone to captiously 
criticize. I have tried hastily, if imperfectly, to present suffi- 
cient facts that will induce investigation on the part of every 
Member. In the Recorp for September 3, 1914, will be found 
abundant confirmation of my views as to the blind slough into 
which we have run our waterway craft. A careful analysis of 
the unhealthy character of our present waterway intoxication 
is there presented by Senator Burton, the ablest waterway 
champion and best waterway expert in the country. For days 
he placed the facts before us, and by no subterfuge can his con- 
demnation of conditions be avoided. 

Of the $850,000,000 spent on waterways, presumably over a 
half billion dollars has been wasted without adding one ton of 
commerce or benefiting navigation. The report of the Public 
Buildings Commission, Decument 936, Sixty-third Congress, 
should convince any Member that of the $163,000,000 spent for 
public buildings within the past 12 years, over $50,000,000 have 
been spent largely for lecal pride rather than necessity or 
utility. I do not assume to estimate approximately the amount 
of waste found in these bills or in the military and naval bills 
during the past two decades. Based on voluntary statements 
made to me by men who occupy or have filled high positions 
which command the confidence of the country, I do say that 
inexcusable waste through locality demands, political pull, and 
undesirable legislative methods in these four classes of appro- 
priations now reaches over $50,000,000 annually, and possibly 
the demonstrated waste would be found to reach nearer double 
that amount, 

THE CURE. 

In view of the poisonous and rapid growth of waste, it is in- 
credible that present conditions should long continue. Will the 
reformation come from within? It is doubtful, because the 
champions of local expenditures for waterways, public build- 
ings, naval and military stations, and munition plants have 
grown more avaricious and threatening than ever before. The 
cure may not come from within, but will come from the country, 
which recognizes that an existing wrong is more important to 
deal with than anticipated local benefits, for which taxpayers 
must roundly pay in any event. 

To the present administration comes an opportunity rarely 
afforded. With our people burdened by war taxes and an 
enormous defense program, the President has it in his hands to 
enforce retrenchment and economy, to be reached through high- 
class administrative boards removed from political influence. 
This is a first step toward a national budget. If he fails to 
grasp the opportunity, then the candidate in the next campaign 
who comes nearest to inviting the confidence of the country 
will be the man who declares war against waste and extraya- 
gance. All candidates will find a promising field for such 
efforts. 

I do not underestimate great problems which confront the 
country and have an influence in determining individual selec- 
tions, but the public is in a mood to demand a reduction of 
waste. If we can not cope with the evil ourselves, it must come 
through leadership by the chosen official for the highest honor 
within the people’s gift. Of the many able men whose names 
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are linked with the honor surely one or more will be found 
ready to assume the formidable task. 
A REAL CAMPAIGN ISSUE. 

What an issue with which to go before the American people— 
paying war taxes in times of peace to keep afloat wasteful pork 
barrels, With a depleted Treasury and knowledge of specific 
charges against extravagance, not one Democratic leader, from 
the President down to the humblest committee chairman, has 
yet raised his voice in opposition. Public-spirited Representa- 
tives, irrespective of party, have opposed legislative waste, but 
what leader has pointed the way to an honest bill? Democratic 
legislative tinkering has been charged with business uncertainty 
and unrest.. Political exigency has been alleged to be a con- 
trolling motive, but while these experiments have been followed 
by failure and war taxes, thus far not one word against waste- 
ful appropriations. Will the public demand that a halt be 
called in this annual waste until a scheme of national defense 
is provided for? Waste is criminal at this particular time, and 
preventable waste is destructive at all times. 

It is the most logical, forceful, and important issue with 
which to fasten public attention. Other issues may have their 
day, but reckless waste in public funds will be suitably punished 
by those who contribute the funds when they discover official 
mismanagement. Great expenditures may be justified by gov- 
ernmental conditions, but waste is demoralizing to legislative 
methods and Treasury balances. 


A FIGHT THAT WILL ULTIMATELY WIN. 


As an economic issue the fight against the pork barrel” 
must ultimately be successful, and I believe river waste ought 
to be settled outside of political parties or partisanship. Men 
here are as honest as in any other legislative body in the world, 
and no man will seriously seek to draw distinctions between 
the honesty of Republican and Democratic Members; but a 
vicious system has been fastened upon us by the Army Engi- 
neer Corps and partially by congressional yielding to the influ- 
ence of powerful lobbies and mistaken constituencies. 

If we face the issue squarely, we will remove the waterway 
question from political pull as we have removed the railway 
question from congressional influence. No plan can be devised 
that will be perfect, but while the American people demand of 
Congress genuine comprehensive improvement of legitimate 
waterways, they also demand the abolishment of a miserable 
makeship that has its lowest and worst form of development 
in our annual “ pork barrels.” 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


I have presented these matters in a hurried way, and now, 
as promised, I am ready to answer the gentleman from Ohio 
IMr. Swrrzer] and, after him, other gentlemen who may desire 
to ask questions. 

Mr. SWITZER. The gentleman from Wisconsin has criticized 
the Board of Army Engineers for allotting money to projects 
which he claims were criticized by some Members in the last 
session of Congress, I will ask him this question: The Board 
of Army Engineers have expert knowledge on these matters, 
and when they recommend certain appropriations to be made, 
and such confidence is reposed in them by the Members of this 
House that a majority of the membership vote them full au- 
thority to make the allotment, and those propositions are also 
indorsed by the Senate, does the gentleman believe that the 
Board of Army Engineers should then disregard their honest 
expert judgment and disregard the indorsements of a majority 
of the Members of both Houses, and that they should not expend 
this money according to their judgment and according to the 
way a majority of the Members of both Houses have voted, but 
that they should expend it according to the way a minority 
desire in their criticisms? 

Mr. FREAR. Is that the end of the question? 

Mr. SWITZER. Does the gentleman believe they should fol- 
low their honest judgment, or does he believe that they should 
refuse to allot money to projects which have been criticized by 
a mere handful of the membership of this House? 

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman take his seat now and let 
me answer that question? Let me say, in response to that, the 
Army engineers have recommended what purports to be $100,- 
000,000 for the Ohio River project, which is one of the most 
wasteful projects of all, and so declared by a Senator in the 
Senate last session. 

Mr. SWITZER again rose. 

Mr. FREAR. I must object to any more such questions, I 
told the gentleman I would answer his question. I will give 
him the statistics. If he will read an analysis of the statistics: 
which I will present he will find that there are not 2,000,000 
tons of continuous traffic on the Ohio River. You can not get 


away from the fact. Of course, the Army engineers desire to 
follow out the wishes of Congress. I wish I could tell you some- 
thing that was told me in confidence by an Army engineer, but 
I have no right; but I know this, that under this present law 
the board is reported to be desirous of rejecting 25 per cent of 
the projects that are to-day in existence; and I believe that one 
of the best and most profitable investments of the Government 
would be to do away with the Ohio River canalization project on 
a river that has already had $57,000,000 out of a possible 
$100,000,000 investment. 

Mr. SWITZER. I should like to have the gentleman answer 
the question I was asking about the Board of Army Engineers, 
not the Ohio River. 

Mr. FREAR. I speak of the Board of Army Engineers and 
the Chief of Engineers and all of them as being only too willing 
to carry out what they think to be the wishes of Members of 
Congress. I assume that that is so. That is a weakness of the 
system. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. FREAR. I do. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman from Wisconsin refers to a 
resolution which he has introduced calling for an investiga- 
tion of the so-called waterway lobby. I assume that he has 
included in that the National River and Harbor Congress? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes. 

Mr. BORLAND. And possibly all local bodies. I want to 
say to him that if he thinks he ought to have an investigation 
I am not only glad to join him in having it, but that personally 
I have so much confidence in his fairness after he knows some 
of the facts that I would be glad to see him on that committee. 

Mr. FREAR. That is very generous. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would be glad to have him come to Kan- 
sas City and find out how much activity there is devoted to 
navigation and how much is devoted to reclamation. I think 
perhaps if he would do that he would revise his ideas. 

Mr. FREAR. Just a moment to answer that, and then I will 
answer another question. At this point let me say that I will 
adopt as a complete answer to the gentleman’s statement at 
this time, of the purpose of the Missouri River work, the fact 
that the last money recommended by engineers to be used by 
the Government on the Missouri River for 1915 was $1,400,000 
for revetment purposes, which is necessary for reclamation, but 
only an incident to navigation. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Will the gentleman yield at this point? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Everybody who has any knowledge what- 
ever on the subject knows that it will be impossible ever to 
make the Missouri River navigable, and insure a 6-foot chan- 
nel from Kansas City to St. Louis, without revetting the banks. 
That stream runs through an alluvial country. The channel 
is shifting from time to time, and its channel never can be 


made permanent unless it is fixed by revetment. The people 


will do the leveeing and they will reclaim the land if the chan- 
nel of that stream is once fixed, which can only be done by 
revetment. That has been demonstrated by 40 miles of work 
that was done more than 25 years ago. 

Mr. FREAR. In reply to the gentleman, let me say that the 
best authority on river navigation who has faith, Mr. Barn- 
hart, has built experimental barges on the Mississippi River, 
and he says he can run on that river to-day with 8 feet, which 
is an abundant depth for all purposes, but he says he can not 
get the commerce. It will not be given to him by shippers, 
because the railroads take all the business in spite of his offer. 
You have the railroads on both sides of the Missouri River, 
and you do not send any commerce down the river to St. Louis. 
Why? The question of terminals, of convenience, of transfers, 
and many other causes have entered into the loss of traffic 
on the Missouri, the Mississippi, and practically every other 
river in the country. i i 

Mr. BORLAND, Mr. POU, and Mr. TREADWAY rose. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Wis- 
consin yield? ; 

Mr. FREAR. I yield first to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. BORLAND]. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman’s argument is based on the 
knowledge he has on the subject? 

Mr. FREAR. I may have more knowledge than appears in 
the record—from those familiar with river traffic, from the 
official records, and from the judgment of many able men. 

Mr. BORLAND. If the gentleman’s knowledge appenrs to 
be imperfect, then we will have to judge of his argument on 


| that basis. 
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I do not care to 


Mr. FREAR. I will reply to any question. 
have an argument. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman referred to 19,000 tons on 
the Missouri River in 1914. Where did the gentleman get those 

gures? 

Mr. FREAR. By deducting from the report of the 1914 com- 
merce on the river the sand and gravel and floatable wood. 

Mr. BORLAND. Does the gentleman know that he is at least 
50 per cent out of the way? 

Mr. FREAR. I know that I am absolutely accurate, because 
I have made the calculation from tables I have submitted. 

Mr. BORLAND. Has the gentleman ever read the engineers’ 
report that he referred to, in which it is stated that it was 
87,000 tons in 1913, and not 19,000 tons? 

Mr. FREAR. I took the figures of the items that I. have 
referred to from the last 1915 report. The only engineers’ report 
submitted to Congress. $ 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman is willing to stake his argu- 
ment on the accuracy of that statement, is he? 

Mr. FREAR. Unquestionably so. 

Mr. BORLAND. Allright. I want to get that in the RECORD. 

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman has had it three or four times. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman divides the cost per ton 
into the construction charges of that river, does he? 

Mr. FREAR. When you get $35,800,000 into the river, and 
then figure on 19,000 tons floated, you will haye over $80 per 
ton annual charge. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman divides the construction 
charges per year by the amount of tonnage handled on a river 
in the course of construction. 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. BORLAND. Is that the method the gentleman would 
Tollow in building a railroad? If he had a railroad that was 
9 per cent completed, according to the engineers’ report, would 
he estimate the tonnage carried on the basis of the 9 per cent 
completed and divide it into the total cost of the railroad? 

Mr. FREAR. When commerce was on the river before a dollar 
was ever spent on the Missouri, you had 295 boats, while to-day 
you have two boats of the steamboat line of Kansas City that 
have been referred to here, and that is practically all, as I under- 
stand it. Can anything be more significant? We haye spent 
over $20,000,000 and now have 19,000 tons of freight annually to 
show for it. In all we will have spent $35,800,000, and for what? 

Mr. BORLAND. One more question. Col. Deakyne's report 
shows—— 

Mr. FREAR. I have not seen it. It is not published. 

Mr. BORLAND. He shows on the present project on the 
Missouri River there has been expended $3,577,000 between 
Kansas City and the mouth. Of this amount $300,000 was for 
maintenance and $600,000 for the construction of the plant, 
leaving $2,600,000, instead of $15,000,000, that the gentleman 
has been talking about. Did you not see that in the engineer's 
report? 

Mr. FREAR. I have taken the Missouri River as a whole. 
That is all we have got to go by. You have practically no com- 
merce on the river except a little at your particular point. I 
can not divide up the Missouri River commerce in sections, as 
to what goes over this part and what ove” that. 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes; you can. 

Mr. FREAR. I have taken the information known to every 
member of the Rivers and Harbors Committee, and that is the 
basis of making a calculation which covers all funds and all 
commerce. The lower river recives 95 per cent of all funds. 

Mr. POU. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes. 

Mr. POU. The gentleman stated that $853,000,000 had been 
appropriated, and that probably one-half of that had been 
wasted. 

Mr. FREAR. I believe so. 

Mr. POU. I would like to have the gentleman tell us how 
much of that enormous sum was appropriated and wasted while 
his party was in power and while the distinguished gentleman 
that he speaks of was at the head of the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee. 

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to avoid par- 
tisanship or politics in my remarks; but I will say this, that if 
your party—the Democratic Party—has the courage of its con- 
victions, considering that the people of the North contribute 95 
per cent of Federal taxes and are paying war taxes to-day, 
your party will pass in its caucus a resolution that there shall 
be no wasteful river and harbor bill in this Congress. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. PLATT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; certainly. 


Mr. PLATT. Did not the gentleman think it possible that 
the railroad rates could be so raised as to make these expensive 
river improvements 

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman asked that once before, last 
session, but that is merely speculative, as I understand the 
question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman says that ap- 
proximately $853,000,000 has been expended on river and harbor 
improvements in this country. Can the gentleman tell how 
much France has expended? 

Mr. FREAR. No; but I trust France can make a better show- 
ing than we have. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It has expended several hundred 
millions. How much has Germany expended? 

Mr. FREAR. I do not know exactly, but in the gentleman’s 
own town, with less than a million dollars appropriation, there 
were 247,000 tons handled last year and only 19,000 on the 
Missouri River, after an expenditure of $21,000,000. I do not 
care what Russia or Africa or any other country expends, be- 
cause this is an enormous accumulation of wasted money, which 
we condemn. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to ask if I understood the 
gentleman correctly that he would favor harbor improvements 
rather than river improvements? 

Mr. EREAR. No; I favor harbor improvements where they 
are legitimate and river improvements where they are legitimate. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Did I not understand the gentleman to 
say that only $135,000 had been given to Boston Harbor out of 
this late appropriation? 

Mr. FREAR. You did. : 

Mr. TREADWAY. Is not the gentleman aware that the 35- 
foot project in Boston Harbor is practically completed and that 
this allotment of $135,000 is principally for maintenance? 

Mr. FREAR. I understand so. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Further than that, I would like to ask the 
gentleman if he considers Boston Harbor one which it is justi- 
fiable to spend money upon? 

Mr. FREAR. Of course I do. 

Mr. TREADWAY. Will the gentleman join me in a well- 
directed effort to dredge a 40-foot project in Boston Harbor? 

Mr. FREAR. I will consider the matter carefully, but I 
understand a Boston paper had a communication last year that 
the improvement was not necessary at this time. 

Mr. TREADWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
thinks this matter is to be tried before the press of this country 
or by Congress here upon its merits? 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, no; we will examine it and pass upon it 
after we hear the proposition. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; certainly. S 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. I am a new man, and I would like to 
have my mind clarified a little 

Mr. FREAR. I do not know that I could help to do that. 
{Laughter.] I know the fault would be mine if I failed. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Does not the gentleman feel that if the 
streams of this country are not kept as navigable streams, the 
great transportation monopoly of this country would absolutely 
absorb the country and throw it into distress? 

Mr. FREAR. I say no; not for a moment. The intelligence 
of the American people has been such that they have passed an 
interstate-commerce law for the absolute control of interstate- 
railway rates. In the State of Texas you have one of the best 
State railway commissions in the country. It regulates freight 
rates, and if you attempt to lower the tariff below reasonable 
rates at waterway points, some one in the interior has to make 
up the difference, because railroads are entitled, under the Con- 
stitution, as every man knows, to reasonable rates. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOP. I would like to ask the gentleman if there 
is not a 9-foot channel in the Mississippi River from the mouth 
of the Ohio? 

Mr. FREAR. Yes; there is. 

Mr. CULLOP. And has been for years, which large boats 
could use at all times of the year. Now, has the commerce on 
that river been increased or decreased since that stage has been 
maintained? 

Mr. FREAR. It has decreased about 95 per cent, and we 
have less than 200,000 tons of actual commerce annually, de- 
ducting the coal which floats down the Ohio, which has been 


Will the gentleman yield? 
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previously counted on the Monongahela and on the Ohio at 
different locks. 

Mr. CULLOP. Can the gentleman give the percentage of 
decrease? 

Mr. FREAR. I will say that the general decrease is esti- 
mated at about 95 per cent on the upper Mississippi and the 
lower Mississippi is almost as much. 

Mr. CULLOP. Has the number of craft using the river 
decreased yearly? 

Mr. FREAR. In proportion to the commerce; yes. In other 
words, there is not a through boat from St. Louis to New 
Orleans to-day, or was not last year, whereas there were 
hundreds. of them in the past. 

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly. 

Mr. SANFORD. Will the gentleman make clear to me what 
the nature of the remedy is that he proposes? 

Mr. FREAR. I think a high-class commission of the char- 
acter of the Interstate Commerce Commission, calling before it 
the best experts they could get, would take it away largely 
from the political influence now exerted. We are all human. I 
understand that. I do not discount for a moment the influences 
brought to bear here, or the integrity of every Member on the 
floor, but such a commission, like the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, would take away the actual pulling and hauling 
in the committee or on this floor, as we see it session after 
session. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask another ques- 
tion in regard to the charge that the railroads are opposing the 
improvement of the rivers because they will have a monopoly of 
the freight-carrying business in the event of failure to improve 
the rivers. Are not their transportation charges regulated now 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission in order that they 
may not charge anything they please, so far as interstate traffic 
is concerned? 

Mr. BORLAND rose. 

Mr. FREAR. Entirely so. I anticipated that that would 
bring up my friend from Missouri on the same argument that 
he made before, which was a very good argument, in which I 
was interested, but the law is unquestioned and the commis- 
sion’s authority is being constantly exercised. 

Mr. BORLAND. Does not the gentleman know that the 
waterways are greater regulators than the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission? 

Mr. CULLOP. And do not the States in their individual 
capacity pass laws regulating the traffic intrastate so as to 
avoid any monopoly there? 

Mr. FREAR. They have done so in practically every State in 
the country, as I have suggested, and as I stated to the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Davis], his State has one of the best com- 
missions in the country. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman is familiar with the fact that 
the 951-mile rail haul from Chicago or Milwaukee to New York 
is made for about the same price, having water competition, as 
three to four hundred miles in the Southwest. 

Mr. FREAR. Oh, I wish I could enter into that, for I should 
be glad to furnish an answer to the gentleman. 

Mr. BORLAND. Has not the gentleman enough information 


to state that? 

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman from Missouri knows, of course, 
that ocean freight rates are lower from our country to Europe 
than proportionately on railroads for the same distance. But 
it is an entirely different proposition. Every man who has made 
a study of the transportation question knows the condition that 
exists on the rivers is entirely different from that which exists 
on the Great Lakes or the ocean, where you can use large boats 
and where the conditions are entirely different. The best au- 
thority in the country is agreed on the subject. 

Mr. BORLAND. So that the gentleman’s country has water 
competition and gets low freight rates? 

Mr. FREAR. In cases like that, which are very exceptional, 
certain communities may have advantages through deep-water 
traffic, but it can not be stimulated on rivers under present con- 
ditions, either in the Judgment of experts or in the light of past 
experience. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired. 

A FEW ATTACHED EXHIBITS. 


Defeat of a single project like the private water power 
Muscle Shoals $15,700,000 expenditure will pay for printing the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp indefinitely, taking into consideration 
maintenance charges and interest. A defeat of several equally 
worthless projects now hammering at the doors will 
save many additional printing bills for a century to come. For 


this reason I am induced to present several significant exhibits 
and to attach a short proposed bill. I also desire to call atten- 
tion to a discussion of financial problems confronting Congress 
which appeared in the December North American Review from 
the distinguished chairman of the Appropriations Committee, 
Mr. Frrzceratp. Therein he significantly says, Probably the 
simplest work of public officials is devising popular ways to 
deplete the Treasury.” He further suggests that the example 
of public officials is followed by private organizations and spe- 
cial interests now undertaking to finance countless projects, 
involving enormous appropriations at Government expense, 
His words invite the serious consideration of every legislator, 
for certainly a speaking acquaintance will never be established 
between Government expenditures and Government revenues 
until a control of the former is placed in the hands of some re- 
sponsible body. With a budget system in mind, controlled by 
one committee, I have suggested a rough draft for a national 
waterway commission. The bill briefly refers to the commis- 
sion all waterway projects in order to secure an overhauling of 
present unscientific and wasteful plans and to further work 
intelligently toward genuine waterway development. It also 
provides that at the beginning of each session all proposed ex- 
penditures shall be submitted to the Appropriations Committee 
for examination and approval. 
Exurerr No. 2. 
A bill (H. R. 6821) creating a national waterway commission. 
Be it enacted, cto., That a commission is hereby created and estab- 
lished, to be known ‘as the 1 as the national waterway 9 hereafter 
referred to as the commissio: = Boe ype shall be sed “ot five com- 
oe reg who shall be appointed 7 the President by and with the 
advice consent of the te. ‘ot more than three of the com- 
missioners shall be members of the same political party. The first 
3 „ shall continue in office for t terms of three, 
four, five and en yenu, respectively, from the date of the 
pn N ‘of this act, term of each to be designated by the 
President, but their successors shall be a 
years, except that any person chosen to mi a vacancy shall Rose N 
an for the unexpi term of the commissioner whom he 
The commission shall choose a from its own member- 
ship. No commissioner shall engage in any other business, vocation, 
or employment. Any commissioner may be removed b the’ President 
for inefficiency, neglect of duty, or easance in office. A vacancy 
in the commission shall not impair the right of the remaining commis- 
sioners > exercise all the powers of the commission. 
Sec. 2. That each commissioner shall receive an annual salary of 
$10,000. ‘pa able in the same manner as the judges of the courts of 
the United States. The of 80,000, shall appoint a — who shall 


5 civil ipae, 0 e na x 

me necessary for the proper employees as of duties and as 

may be from time to time app ce the commission,” so far as prac 

tenable, shail for continuous —— 
cal 


Il property of the Uni States in 
of 7 engineers or other officials or 2 private individuals or public 
contractors, including dredges, steamboats, barges, yards, and other 
tinder used in the luprovemsnt of public R shall be placed 

n ee tee meee and authority of the commission. 
tary of War may, if eticable, detail such 
ge eee > pe „ by the commi m to assist in organiz- 
ing and establishing a y details of eni system of waterway improve- 
ment, providing that such details of engineers shall not be made to the 
er arts of a military duties. 

Bec. 4. That thi CORES BROS) BETS the BECAME BEES SNAIL DO 
its dui to wake AD inv by Federal ‘aid. The rojects now con- 
struct in whole or in part by Federal aid. T commission shall 
2 a complete and succinct 55 paged Boney of the amount 

retofore appropriated for each project, th ted amount required 
to complete such project, a report of the po Soin now served and to 
be served, the character of such commerce given by separate items so 
far as can be furnished, the source of information, the interests to be 
served, the kind of water craft used, and such other information as 


date, information concerning all harbors and wa now improved 
or being improved in whole or in part by Government eid, 
amount of commerce, e cter o T terminals or — 

f, an , 30 far as practicable, ownership of regular ines ot crat 
used : e also eiia 
tions for the 


of the projects now being co ei ae 
fication of existing donment of work on any project, to- 
gether with findings upon which such recommendations are based 
The commission further ascertain and report what projects are 
now being improved ae get Ser other than navigation, and if for 
power development, a tement of interests concerned, officers 
and public use to be served, if any, private or public 
contribution toward . of construction, and the commission’s 
eee! thereon. Said commission further ascertain 
d report what „ are now being carried on in whole: or in part 
for land land-reclama character of such project, amount 
own: 


river —.— undertaken, the percentage of pro, 
completed, and this 3 areae Elen yt =o project 
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Mississippi River report shall be separate and distinct from reports on 
other projects now under improvement by the Federal Government. 
All of such data and all other available information of a pertinent 
character affecting particular projects or entire waterway improvements 
now being conducted by the eral Government shall be collected in 
convenient form and presented to Congress in installments at the 
earliest practicable date. 

When the commission shall have reason to believe at any time that 
the proposed project is not for general use of the public or will not 
warrant further expenditures, or if contributions shall be required to 
be furnished before further appropriations are made or further expendi- 
tures authorized, such commission shall immediately report to Congress, 
with a preliminary recommendation thereon, and shall furnish a copy 
thereof to the United States Treasurer. That thereupon, when so 
recommended, the Treasurer shall withhold all funds theretofore ap- 
Ppropriated not specifically obligated under existing contracts and shall 
refuse further payments until subsequent and specific action shall be 
had thereon by Congress. 

Sec. 5. That prior to the presentation of any new waterway project 
appropriations the commission shall cause a careful survey of the pro- 
posed improvement, and if it shall a ange such project is to serve a 
public use and is feasible, the commission shall Sarena collate data 
showing the estimated cost thereof, commerce to be served, water craft 
to be used, paie terminais furnished, and contributions recommended 
to be made public or private interests, together with such additional 
data as has heretofore been ifically required to be furnished on ex- 
isting projects. The commission shall thereupon transmit to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives a full report 
concerning such new project or projects, its recommendations thereon, 
and, if requested so to do, all other and further information that may 
be requi Py 1o Committee on Appropriations, 

Whenever the commission shall determine that any waterway project 
is primarily for power or land-reclamation purposes or to serve s 1 
interests, e commission may recommend Government aid for such 
project, . the special interests to be served, and shall 
prepare data showin, e proportionate amount of Federal aid recom- 
mended, together with suitable restrictions as to audit and payment of 
funds from the Public Treasury. Such recommendation shall be pe: 
sented as a proposed separate bill to the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House and shall not be embodied in any general waterway appro- 
priation bill by such committee, 

Whenever any new survey shall be proposed for any gia ody project 
the commission, petor to such survey, may require data to be furnished 
showing the pub c use and prospective commerce to be served and such 
other information as may be desired, and a brief synopsis of such in- 
formation shall be furnished to Congress by the commission to accom- 
pany any recommendations made for new surveys. 

All existing waterways, new projects, and new surveys shall be 
classified, so far as practicable, prior to each regular session of Con- 
gress, together with estimates of appropriations required for mainte- 
nance and Improvement for the ensuing two-year period, and a brief 

rt as to each project considered shall be separately prepared and, 
with the commission's recommendation thereon, shall be placed in the 
hands of the Committee on Appropriations of the House at the begin- 
ning of each session. 

Whenever the A edb, PEIE Committee so requires, the commission 
shall furnish additional data concerning any project, and shall further 
aid the Committee on Appropriations when uested so to do in the 
preparation of the regular river and harbor bill, which shall be pre- 
pared and presented by the Committee on Appropriations of the House. 

The commission shall further compile and cause to be published at the 
earliest practicable date for the use of ag ae an intelligent, congse 
statement of past waterway expenditures by the Government and of 
amounts needed to complete all continuing projects, and shall further 
give estimates of future obligations to be incurred by new projects 
recommended for construction. The commission shall give preference 
in its recommendations to Congress of appropriations needed to com- 
plete the more important projects, and, so far as practicable, shall 
pegs upon a program looking toward the early completion of such 
projects, 2 

The commission shall make a thorough investigation of reasons for 
loss of river traffic and shall make recommendations for the reestablish- 
ment of such traffic. It shall ascertain and determine the most avail- 
able craft for river use, and, as soon as practicable, shall prepare plans 
and build experimental craft for such purpose. 

Whenever reason therefor shall spoor the commission may fix 
reasonable freight rates on all interstate water-borne traffic by common 
carrier and upon all such traffic on navigable waters wholly within the 
State, subject, however, to the jurisdiction now conferred by law on the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to fix maximum joint rates between 
and over rail and water lines. 

The commission shall determine the reasonableness of wharfage or 
water-terminal charges, whether such terminals are owned by private 

ns or municipalities, and all river and harbor improvements, 
Edding terminal Facilities, shall be under the supervision and control 
of the commission. 

Whenever the commission shall determine that unprofitable railway 
freight tariffs are maintained in any given case in order to prevent 
waterway competition, it shall be the duty of the commission to make 
a report thereon in duplicate to the Interstate Commerce Commission 
and to Congress, with recommendations that Congress give power, if 
need be, to the Interstate Commerce Commission for fixing minimum 
railway rates. 

The commission shall at the earliest practicable date adopt an intel- 
ligent system of natural waterway improvement and shall perform 
such other and further duties as may present themselves from time to 

ime. i" 

Whenever it shall be desirable to secure sworn testimony from any 
witness or witnesses relating to any project or to navigation generally, 
or whenever the commission shall have reason to believe that private 
interests are secretly or improperly seeking to influence the commis- 
sion or to force the passage of any private or public waterway meas- 
ure through Congress, the commission may cause a hearing or sum- 
mary investigation to be held, and for that purpose may issue summons, 
subpoenas, or other writs in the same manner and under the same 
procedure as is more specincally set forth in the act to regulate com- 
merre approved February 4, 1887, and the amendments thereto, which 
portions of such act relating to procedure, so far as applicable, are 
made a part of this act, and may bring before such commission all 
parties believed to be informed concerning the facts or interested in the 
passage of such measure. A complete record shall be preserved of the 


testimony taken at such hearing and a certified transcrint thereof shall 
be transmitted immediately to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Sec. 6. That all unexpended balances to the credit of any project 
not specifically obligated under existing contracts shall, from the date 
of the passage of this act, be transferred by the Treasurer to the gen- 
eral fund, and all vouchers thereafter paid by the Treasurer shall be 
upon order of the national waterway commission. 

Sec. 7. That the sum of $508, „ or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, be, and the same hereby is, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury, to carry out the provisions of this act. 


ExuisitT No. 3. 
A GREAT ECONOMIC PROBLEM. 

Practically $150,000,000 has been spent on the entire Missis- 
sippi River by the Goyernment. During that same period the 
loss to actual river commerce has reached approximately 95 
per cent, Every waterway bill gives from five to ten million 
dollars or more for the Mississippi, and about 80 per cent of 
this amount goes to the lower portion of the river, due to the 
potent influence of the levee lobby. 

The great State of Illinois with its 600-mile Mississippi 
River border extends along one-third of the river’s navigable 
length, and I quote from one of the world’s greatest newspapers, 
the Chicago Tribune, November 26, 1915, an editorial which 
gives wholesome advice and warning as to this waterway: 


A FORCE THAT GREETS A HALF MILLION DAILY READERS—PORK AND THB 
LOWER MISSISSIPPI, 


It is 47 that Representatives of the States along the lower 
Mississippi, headed, of course, by Senator RANSDELL, of Louisiana, 
hitherto one of the mainstays of the rivers and harbors pork barrel 


system, will attempt to segregate Le yes for the Mississippi 
from other rivers and harbors 40 riations, 

The proponents of the plan feel that the claims of the Mississippi 
for Federal aid are discredited by association with such projects as 
digging out the Kissimmee or Coosa for mythical fleets to navigate. 

nator RANSDELL and his associates are tardily arrived at this con- 
clusion, which in a broader form has been pressed upon them by enemies 
of the log-rolling system. Legitimate river and bor improvement 
can not be injured by the attack upon the monstrous outra which 
the rivers and harbors lobby and shortsighted or wrong-headed Con- 
essmen have defended and are aot igen, bree stubbornly. That is per- 
ectly clear, but it has been one of the sinister aspects of the fight that 
responsible Members of Congress as well as the organized lobby have 
tried to make the assault upon a vicious system and its wholesale waste 
aupeet to be an attack upon great beneficient publie works. The in- 
evitable inference from this is that the innocent were inextricably 
allied with the pie the builders with the wasters. 

The sooner this fo. ly is ended the better for those who have legitimate 
demands to press, and we hope the rie referred to above is a sign 
of approaching candor and public spirit. 

So far Senator RANSDELL and his associates have moved forward. 
eer COAT have not gone far enough. 
alking. ; 

What the States of the lower Mississippi littoral are after is not 
navigation, but flood protection. So far as navigation is concerned 
there will be no more if the channel is dug a mile deep. There is 
channel enough now. What is needed for its utilization is a develop- 
ment of terminals and an enforced coordination of rail and water 
facilities, including rate arrangements. Appropriating millions for 
dredging and levee — i will not accomplish this, though it may be 
profitable as congressional pork and a relief of the local pocketbook. 

The reluctance of representatives of the littoral States to admit this 
is easily enough understood, because the case for Government aid for 
levee work is not as strong as it might be. The denizens of the river 
country have no more right to ask the Nation to 5 them from 
the normal incidents or processes of nature in their region than denl- 
zens of mountain country have to call upon the Nation to protect 
them from avalanches and landslides, or of prairie regions to save them 
ig higi winds or droughts. 

at is 
normal. But the conditions confronting the lower Mississippi States 
are not altogether normal, Undoubtedly there always have been floods 
and overflowu bottom lands in that region, and to that extent, if it 
could be measured, the floods would be a condition for local agencies 
to deal with. But the Mississippi floods in our day are in some meas- 
ure the result of the artificial drainage developed in the upper valley 

States, where lands are drained and swamps and lakes reclaimed and 
forests cut down, with the result that the tributary waters of the 
Mississippi system are not released as gradually as they were under 
primitive conditions, but are poured into the main channel in over- 
whelming quantity in the spring. 

There is, therefore, an 5 justice in the claim that the 
States affected by these abnormal floods should be assisted from the 
general funds in a fair proportion as between local and national re- 
sponsibilities. 

Rut if this reasoning supports reasonable claims for Government ald 
to the lower Mississippi, it also presents the controlling fact that the 
Mississippi problem is one which can not be solved in detail and should 
not be dealt with in sections as at present. Under the present wasteful 
system the Southern States are given money to spend on local ex- 
5 which mitigate the flood evil but do not affect it 8 

his system, or want of system, should done away with, and it 
Senator RANSDELL and his associates are farseeing they will work 
against log rolling and the pork-barrel evil which discredit all rivers 
and harbors appropriation in the minds of a rapidly growing number 
of Americans, and they will work openly, sincerely, and vigorously for 
a commision on = ighest character to study the total problem of 

Mississ' rainage. 
tng f puch a 83 has been created, has made an exhaustive 
study of the many-sided problem, and reported, no more money should 
be spent — 7757 the Mississippi or its confluents than is necessary for 
urgent needs. 
be problem of the Mississippi is one of the greatest constructive 
roblems of the Nation, past, present, and future. Have we 


Let us have a little more plain 


sica 
aby intelligence enough to free its N from petty local selfishness 
and greed and approach it now in a broad and fundamental way? 


they would have no better claim if conditions were left as 
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ExHIEIT No, 4. 
[From Collier's National Weekly, Jan. 8, 1916.] 
A VOICE HEALD AROUND THE WORLD—SMASH THE RIVER BARREL. — 

To Senator RANSDELL, of Louisiana, and his fellow backers of the new 
$46,000,000 waterway bill, “pork barrel” is one of the ugliest terms 
ever spoken or printed. Nearly all of the 20 or more speeches de- 
livered at Washington at this winter's meeting of the National Rivers 
and Harbors Congress, of which Senator RANSDELL is president, were 
vehement denials that the annual bill is a wasteful, log-rolled measure. 
The Louisiana Senator, in an interview, characterized the cha 
the old system is a pork barrel as “a slanderous accusation as false as 
Satan himself.” Yet the Senator, being somewhat of a specialist in 
river legislation, can hardly fail to remember the Hennepin Canal 
project. After being told that this canal, which gives Chicago, on the 
Great Lakes, connection with the Mississippi, would surely save shippers 
from fifteen to twenty million dollars a year, the Government dug it at 
a cost of $7,401,100. The work was completed in 1909, and in 1914, 
the last year of which we have an official record, the traffic, hauled an 
average of 50 miles, was 26,856 tons, only 12,222 tons of which was 
commercial freight. Interest on the investment and tenance 
amounted to $512,520, so for every ton of commerce shipped on the 


canal the poops were out $41.93—40 times the corr nding rate 
charged by Middle Western railroads, Here are the facts about one 
pater aay failure. We could tell of scores of equally wasteful projects— 
jobs that nexer could have been shoved through 


sg, ote as se te 
measures. There are about 250 items in the new river pork barrel, 
and probably less than 30 of them would have a ghost of a chance if 
submitted singly. ‘The pork system is pretty near the most insidious 
force in our National Government. Its wastage on waterways has 
nearly $500,000,000—and that is a modest beginning. Congress must 
abolish the barrel and place the problem of river and harbor improve- 
ments in the hands of an appointive commission, as far removed as 
possible from log-rolling influences. 


Exusit No. 5. 
FIVE BILLION DOLLARS WANTED BY THOMPSON. 


Inspired articles are furnished the press throughout the year 
by the “ mutual-bribery ” river lobby, but. discriminating news- 
gatherers are rarely misled. I quote from a recent clipping 
that advocates a bulwark of public defense built out of pork 
barrels: 

[By John Edwin Nevin, staff correspondent of the I. N. S.] 
WASHINGTON, November 20. 

Advocates of continued expenditures for river and harbor work do not 
intend to permit their projects to be sidetracked by the administration’s 
preparedness program in Congress. They made it very plain to-day 
that they wil! fight hard to continue all projects now in progress. To 
do this they will endeavor to couple this improvement work with the 
preparedness plans. ‘The “pork barrel,“ according to its friends who 
now are gathering here, instead of being a medium of waste of public 
funds in reality is a “ bulwark of defense.” 

S. A. Thompson, secretary of the National Rivers and Harbors Con- 
gress, who is here arranging for the meetings of the organization next 
month, issued n statement to-day designed to show that Germany's ex- 
traordinary efficiency in 3 world war is due as much to her 
ability to move troops quickly by her elaborate system of waterways 
as to her railways. 

So page ir is the waterways improvement work considered, Thomp- 
son said, that the German Emperor has not permitted this work to 
slacken, despite the stress of the war. 

The National Rivers and Harbors Congress will approve for presenta- 
tion to Congress when it meets figures which it is claimed will show 
that should this Government provide a “ pork barrel“ of $5,000,000,000 
to be espace on waterways improvements and the deepening of im- 
portant harbors it would then hardly be abreast of Prussia in compari- 
son to the relative size of the countries. 

According to Thompson the congress plans a spirited fight to prevent 
the Nation-wide movement for military and naval preparedness fore- 
stalling liberal river and harbor appropriations. The slogan is to be 
that the improvements suggested are a part and parcel of any national 
preparedness program, Meanwhile, it already is certain that the diver- 
sified interests which will demand appropriations will be the chief dan- 
ger to the administration defense plans. 


“DAM MUSCLE SHOALS,” 

A large and vigorous lobby is expected to remain in Washing- 
ton to put through this particular project, which was stricken 
from the last House bill, but reinserted before the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate for its deserved slaughter. 

With $18,700,000 of public money at stake to aid the Alabama 
Power Co.’s private water-power scheme, it is not surprising 
that the lobby is here and expects to remain here. A congres- 
sional investigation of its methods and widespread influence 
would put to blush the insignificant record of a certain distin- 
guished Col. Mulhall, whose efforts were amateurish in compari- 
son. Practically four pages of news items in the Huntsville 
Times of May 12 last are devoted to the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee's visit to this water-power project. Over every page 
in striking black leaded headlines. appears the sentiment, 
“Dam Muscle Shoals.” 

Patient taxpayers who have been contributing $4,550,000 in 
Government money during the past few years to stimulate 
“navigation ” for 6,000 tons annually at Muscle Shoals, will be 
inclined to join in the sentiment, so imperfectly spelled, particu- 
Jarly upon learning that nearly $19,000,000 more, recommended 
by engineers, is now demanded by the lobby. 

A HUMAN DICTOGRAPH WITH MOVIE ATTACHMENT. 

During last summer the Alabama Water Power Co., with its 
associated membership, was host to thousands of visitors, in- 
cluding a few congressional guests. 
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After the latter had become reasonably inspired by their sur- 
roundings, and roast ox, all legislators, together with prominent 
railway officials, while yet in a grateful and joyous mood, were 
urged to express themselves before the multitude. 

Glancing over an elegant publication recently put out by the 
power-company lobby, an observing wag said: 

Isn't it a system? All caught in the act. First urged to speak and 
then photographed in the act with nine different stars all speaking on 
the same page and platform. Then the human dictograph, the Hunts- 
ville ee overhears admissions of its guests and duly records the 
same for future use. Photographed and dictographed in one act; 
what a system, 

The Tennessee River Improvement Association is the name 
under which the lobby sent out invitations and financed travel- 
ing expenses and entertainment on the occasion of the visit. I 
quote literally a few headlines and utterances which were con- 
siderately sent me: 


Exursit No. 6. 
COL. PATTEN’S GREAT ADDRESS. 

Preferring to confine himself to statistical facts, Col. John A. Patten, 
of Chattanooga, and president of the Tennessee River Improvement 
Association, read his address, which dealt mainly with the great trans- 

rtation system to be brought about by the development of Muscle 

cals. Mr. Patten's address was a masterpiece and will prove of great 
8 convincing Congress of the worthiness of the Muscle Shoals 
on. 


With the crowd in good swing and Warrior's water powers 
literally “damned,” a distinguished speaker promises to put 
through the Muscle Shoals $18,700,000 water-power grab. It is 
easy after one knows how. Again quoting: 

SENATOR SPEAKS. 

Capt, Ashcraft already had the big crowd in good swing and happy 
mood for the speaking hours, and presented Senator for the 
next speech. Senator spoke of his long and untiring friendship 
for the waterways of Alabama, and now that he had damned the War- 
rior he is ready to take hold of the Tennessee and put it through, 
Much applause followed this declaration. Concluding his h, Sen- 
ator was requested to present the other speakers of the evening, 
which he did in the following order: 


SPARKMAN SPEAKS. 


The first of the visitors to be presented was Representative SPARK- 
MAN, of Florida, chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. SPARKMAN declared that he was openly in favor of the project. 
which. he said, is worthy of the consideration of the best thought of 
America. He stated further that the companion project, that of the 
manufacture of water power, should also appeal to Congress with con- 
siderable force. He concluded by paying compliments to Senator BANK- 
HEAD, and said that the fuller improvement and development of the 
‘Tennessee was the only task which confronted the Senator 20 years ago 
which is now completed. 


A vigorous champion of the Kissimmee River, eight months 
dry during the year, according to Engineer’s report, was also 
eloquently impressed. 


FAVORS PROJECT. 


Senator , of Florida, acting chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, expressed himself as an advocate of the project. “I am in 
favor,” he said, “of unchaining the power which lies latent in the 
shoals and which is capable of making additions to your wealth and 
power undreamed of and transforming this section into the greatest 
manufacturing area in America. The only obstacle is more ways and 
means, and we hope that this will ultimately be removed.” 


FAVORED UNDERWOOD. 


Representative GALLAGHER, of Illinois, declared that the enthusiasm 
of the people of the Tennessee Valley was equal to that of his own 
exerted two years ago in the presidential aspirations of Oscar W. Un- 
DERWOOD. e spoke in favor of the project and expressed the hope 
Let the people would convince all the members of the committees of 

‘ongress, 


Railroads are not scared. A score of officials join in the 
barbecue and laugh at competition. Again quoting: 


SOUTHERN’S PRESIDENT WITH US. 


Fairfax Harrison, president of the Southern Railway Co., related the 
fact that the Southern was started by Alabamians a determined 
effort to obviate the impossibility of gettin a boat beyond Muscle 
Shoals. He declared that it was not his policy to beat down possible 
competition before it got on its feet; that he welcomed the prospective 
competition of the Tennessee River; and that he was sportsman enough 
to cooperate in the completion of the plans. 


The “competition” reached 5,800 tons in 1913, after an ex- 
penditure of $4,500,000 at Muscle Shoals. 


OHIO CONGRESSMAN O. K. 


Representative Switzer, of Ohio, declared that, inasmuch as the 
Government had been liberal enough to approp uate $77,000,000 in the 
interest of the Ohio River, that he would of necessity favor the project 
of the people of the Tennessee Valley. Representative BOOHER, of 
Missouri, declared that his ition regarding the improvement of the 


Tennessee was recorded in his vote. 
SENATOR ENTHUSIASTIC. A 
Senator , of Louisiana, declared that, while his investigation 
had given him new instruction, it had not converted him. For,“ he 


naively added, “I was already converted. As a matter of fact, I have 
followed Senator BANKHEAD’s lead so long that I have come to consider 
my action in that respect as a matter of course.” 
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President Wilson is quoted by able authority: 
ADAMSON, OF GEORGIA, SPEAKS. 


Rep 
Interstate and Foreign Co: 
State 


ed against the doing 
its own work, against the Government permitting a State to do the 
against the vernmen hands with an individual 

lared, however, 


permitting the conservative cooperation 
of the Government and an individual company. 


TEXAS CONGRESSMAN TALKS. 


Representative BURGESS, of Texas, declared that he ee an advocate 
of the elimination of Muscle Shoals ‘prior to his coming to Alabama. 
“What I have seen,“ he said, s only served Pg stren, 
convictions. Our engineers compose the ablest body of 
the world, and in their enthusiastic recommendation of this project 
aoe ay the enthusiastic campaign of the people of Alabama I join most 
ea 
Hepresentative Brnrcess, continuing his speech, declared that the = 
great problem before the American t 
finan t transportation. 


ey: W Would cause the South to blossom 
that In dream he beheld this goction of 
a prosperous Nation, and of waterway 


transportation nyse be the cause of that dream 
“ SHOWED ” THE MISSOURIAN, 
Mo., said he was one of the fel- 


been convinced before he got 


Sa’ 
tone tat hed. Bopen, of but 
1 of Muscle Shoals 
ceforth. 


here, he was quick to see the wo 
and would . 


SENATOR 
The Senator from Alabama made a favorable speech and was greeted 
by tiberal a 


SPEAKS. 


1 N . 
ma a ow s carry grea 5 this throngh 
to success. great of the Tennessee * e Senator, who con- 


SOUTHERN RATLWAY aman 

The Southern Railway Co. rated a special train to the occasion 
bearing the following cuneate. omcers. all of whom have avowed 
5 5 ang hearty cooperation and sympathy with this great 
projec! 

Then follows a long Hst of prominent railway officials who 
fervently desire to increase “navigation” and “competition” 
on the Tennessee and so join in the celebration of proposed rail- 


way competition. 
TALKS OF BOND ISSUE. 
Vote for a bond issue to pay debts of the State 2 
about in a great degree 


by extravagance and graft? Not with us, If 
our heads level, V What could i rts but * us in debt and 
d with those 88 6 fe ow eaches in the public crib 
heed pce so much leakage by way of graft and embezzlement. (Enter- 
prise Ledger.) 

This last article sounds disjointed, but it is copied from the 
editorial page of the same issue of the Huntsville paper. It is 
here inserted because apparently a ray of economic sunshine 
has penetrated into the sanctum of the Enterprise publication, 
but possibly getting money from the Government is not entitled 
to the same reasoning as that so graphically set forth by the 
Enterprise editor and quoted apparently with approval by the 
Huntsville paper. 

MOKE INFORMATION FROM THE SAME PAPER. 

A few suggestions from the same issue occur on the duty of 
the Federal toward the Alabama Power Co. No men- 
tion is made of the fact that a defective tariff producer, bearing 
the name of a distinguished Alabama statesman, makes larger 
war taxes necessary if we are to continue water-power mis- 
sionary work in that State. 

Again quoting: 

TENNESSEE RIVER IMPROVEMENT AND A FEW FACTS, 

The Federal Government assumed 88 work of the State of the Ten- 
nessee River at Muscle Shoals in 1828, relieving te of Alabama 
of the work which had been undertaken in a small way. * 

Senator Burton estimates the Government's expenditures on 
Muscle e at oe . 


There a e ee) = pro Federal 
— 7 $8, 2004 200.000. d it been in 1835, istead of 1890, some 
have been derived tron. is large 2 of money, put, the 
— was 1 obsolete before the project was completed. 
This criticism can be lodged against scores of engineering 
projects. 


What! 


Mg Brg Government 


$84,000 PER eri 17 5 THE OHIO. 
The Government has expended improvements on the Ohio River 
and headwater 1 $81,141 710. For the Tennessee, $110,603,- 
337. An average re mile, | for, the Ohio, of $84,000, and for the Ten- 
nessee less than $15,000. 
ENGINEERS RECOMMEND PROPOSITION. 
The chief engineers of the United States 3 
most competent TS the world, have said the proj i 
ble, and good. ener as e the captains, the 
decision, EThis has n done and this people ca 


say amen to it. 


he Committee of erce o the ‘United 
e Un 
8 on Rivers and N the 


of course, for the the Partes seater’ — mr on 3 


XIXE STATES ACTIVELY INTERESTED. 


The Tennessee River Improvement Association made it known to its 
citizens Are” nine States within the vast drainage area of 
desire the early completion and perma- 


visitors, as far as proper, were secured 
ded by the maigri: and —— 
third Con 


recommen 
20, Sixty- 8 n, 
of Engineers under date of May 18, 1914. 
examination of the merits of possil- 
ennessee River when that river's navi- 
improved and are now as enthusiastic boosters 
—.— — great proposition as are people along the whole 
ver. 

Visitors appreciated the fact * 2 45 Tennessee River Im 
Association was not intion in favor cause for discri ng oe in 
congressional a N —— or the Ohio as against the Ten- 
ever tus aisctinntention thee tå m eee ge 8 

are not due ve ca 0 
these rivers. The niom they are a in Yr wo og * 


WILL ADOPT REPORT. 


With many of the members of the Senate Committee on Cramers 
and the ae Committee on Rivers and Har 


Pledges pport from the 
to the adoption of the 
Commi * 0. 
7 


vement 


bors making a 
inspection Tennessee River, they feel confident that 1 Al 
create sufficient interest to secure the adoption of the engineer's 

g for the development of the Tennessee River, which 
for the pent of this river to navigation and the opening and 
development o muscle Shoals project, which has for the past halt 


ty Faring thee dream of the people of the Tennessee Valley section 

These people believe that at last their dream is about to come true. 
In every way they are showing their interest in this great project. 

Will their dream come true? Will the public purse give 
$18,700,000 to this Alabama water-power company? The peo- 
ple of the Tennessee Valley are not dreaming, but a few inter- 
ested parties are hypnotizing the press, the public, and possibly 
Congress with a scandalous proposition that will become a 
nightmare to the party in power if once adopted. 


Exuratr No. 7. 
A STRAW AS TO THE NEXT BILL. 


From a press clipping widely copied throughout the country 

I quote with headlines appearing in the conservative Wash- 

ington Star, of December 23, 1915, omitting many additional 

projects mentioned in the article that only serve to help make 
up a “staggering” aggregate: 
[From the Washington Star, Dec. 23, 1915.] 

DEMAND ix Hovss FOR “Pork” Bitus—Commirrex Heaps PLAX 
Born WATERWAYS AND PUBLIC BUILDING MBASURES—ARMY ENGI- 
neers Favor $120,000,000 Prosecrs—Trnpency ON Parr OF MEM- 
BERS TO INSIST ON LIBERAL ONS. 

Despite ects of a fight in Congress over revenue legislation and 
the —— oe we Maxine ts ies, Chairman SPARKMAN, of the 

House 28 bin. and Harbo 


—— after the te ‘holidays to e Its course there will be up for 
consideration favorable reports o e Army engineers on new projects 
aggregating about $120,000,000. 
EEQUESTS FLOOD COMMITTEE. 
The committee is be uests of Members that pr 

ects in their States be of, an 

data and favorable reports of the War 
for consideration. The committee may 


uate a cts already authorized; and if so, a contest likely will 

Jouse on is issue. There is 8 evidence of an 
menden Ah the rth = many Members to insist upon more liberal 
waterway a 


There are numerous > big projects on file, favorably reported on by the 
War Department. Some of these larger ones are: 
CALL FOR MANY MILLIONS. 


New York-Delaware Ba 1 $20,000,000 ; Tennessee River. 
Menele Sheng, $18,701,000; Hast iver and Hell Gate, N. Yo 
400,000 ; waterway, Pee 5 every Fla, $14, a 8806 
a e ani aware Canal, purchase and improvemen 

A River, above Rashvill le, $4,500,000 ; 


Government, 


r HUMPHREY of Washington. “Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to proceed for 10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I object to any unanimous con- 
sent being given at this time for that purpose. I desire to pro- 
ceed with the business of the House, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington asks unani- 


mous consent to address the House for 10 minutes and the | a power proposition, while these others were for 


gentleman from Oklahoma objects. 
COAL AND OIL LEASES. 


Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 406) to 
authorize exploration for and disposition of coal, phosphate, oil, 
gas, potassium, or sodium, and move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman calls up the bill (H. R. 406), 
and moves that the House resolve itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for its consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Curtop in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the first reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman 
from Washington, Mr. HUMPHREY. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I have 
listened to the speech of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
FreAR] and have no desire to take part in that controversy, 
except that there are certain statements he made in reference to 
the Government engineers that were not made clear, at least to 
me, I tried to understand the situation. I will ask the gentle- 
man a question or two, because I think as a member of the 
Rivers and Harbors Committee and a Member of this House 
there ought not to be any misunderstanding about these charges 
against the engineers. I do not think the gentleman intended 
there should be. 

Mr. FREAR. Certainly not. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The first question I want 
to ask the gentleman is this: I understood him to say there 
was a report in regurd to the Missouri River that he was unable 
to secure. 

Mr. FREAR. That is right; I went to the Rivers and Har- 
bors Committee and asked for it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
ask? 

Mr. FREAR, I asked the secretary. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The Chief of Engineers? 

Mr. FREAR. No. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Did the gentleman ask a 
member of the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors? 

Mr. FREAR. No. I asked the secretary of the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee, and he said it had been mislaid, and 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to ask the gentle- 
man 

Mr. FREAR. He said it was to be sent in later on. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman stated 
something about the Chief of Engineers in relation to the Falls 
Power Co. 

Mr. FREAR. I read his statement to the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. What was the gentleman’s 
criticism there, that he had refused to pass on the development 
of the power? 

Mr. FREAR. That he had refused to submit an estimate when 
requested to do so; that it was because of the urgency of improv- 
ing other projects that ought to be cared for, and I made a 
comparison between Muscle Shoals and Great Falls. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Submitted an estimate for 
what? 

Mr. FREAR. Of the expense of obtaining power or for devel- 
oping the project. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
this? 

Mr. FREAR. I think the Secretary of War. A letter was 
sent by him to the Secretary of War—I am not sure for whom 
the request came, but he refused to do it. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. It was not a matter of 
navigation? 

Mr. FREAR. No; it was a matter of power production, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to get who was it 
that made the request. 

Mr. FREAR. I think the District Commissioners. The gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL] now says the commis- 
sioners made the request. 


Who did the gentleman 


Who asked him to make 


Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. If it be true it was simply 
the purpose of 
river and harbor improvements, I do not think any criticism 
would lie against the engineers for failure to go out and investi- 
gate for power purposes while these other improvements were 
under consideration. The question of water power is not the 
question with which Congress and the Government engineers 
have to do primarily. 

Mr. FREAR. That is a matter of consideration. There is 
practically no navigation at Muscle Shoals, and never will be; 
yet $18,700,000 is demanded from the Government at that point. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I understood the gentle- 
man to condemn in very striking terms the improvement upon 
the Ohio River—— 

Mr. FREAR. I did not enter fully upon it, as I did not have 
time, 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I understood the gentle- 
man to quote Mr. Burton upon the proposition, I would like 
to know whether Mr. Burton agrees with the gentleman as to 
the inadvisability of improving the Ohio River. 

Mr. FREAR. I did not quote Senator Burton on the Ohio 
project. I would not want to say as to that, but I will say 
other Senators declared, on the floor of the Senate, it was the 
worst project in the bill, and I could give the gentlemen their 
names. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman is not 
prepared to say that Senator Burton, who has condemned so 


many of these projects 
Mr. FREAR. I do not condemn them 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. The gentleman does not 


know whether or not Senator Burton condemned the Ohio 
River project, although he has condemned many others? 

Mr. FREAR. I could not say. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 
ask the gentleman. 

Mr. FREAR. I did not want to be misunderstood, and I 
thank the gentleman for the opportunity to reply. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I want to say in regard to 
another criticism the gentleman made in reference to the 
engineers, he said that they had expended $2,000,000 upon proj- 
ects which he claimed had been condemned by certain Members 
of the Senate. 

Mr. FREAR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I said they had 
allotted that money, two million five hundred thousand and 
some odd dollars. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington, I hardly think the gentle- 
man’s statement in that respect is a fair criticism, and I will tell 
him why. He does not point out or show what the $2,000,000 
was for. Very likely a good portion of that $2,000,000 was ex- 
pended in the preservation of work that was already under way. 
Probably a great deal of it was expended to prevent loss to the 
Government upon projects that were already constructed, and 
the fact that they requested the expenditure of $2,000,000 upon 
projects that some one might criticize upon the floor of Con- 
gress it seems to me is an unjust insinuation against the engi- 
neers, Now, the gentleman made another insinuation against 
the engineers that seems to me is without justification. He 
pointed out they had expended a great deal of money upon a 
certain river or project where the traffic was small, and, on the 
other hand, they had expended very few dollars upon the harbor 
of New York where the traflic was very great. Now, I do not 
think the gentleman ought to make that kind of a statement. 
He said he wanted to be fair, and I hope he did want to be fair; 
but that insinuation was wholly unfair. Why, you take the 
two great ports upon the Pacifie—the port of San Francisco 
and the port of Seattle, the two greatest ports upon the Pacific 
Ocean—and not a single dollar was expended upon either one of 
them because it was not necessary. They did not ask that any 
money should be expended. You take some of the greatest har- 
bors of the country, and not a single penny was expended upon 
them because it was not necessary. Now, because the engineers 
give money to some project that carries less tonnage than the 
New York project or the San Francisco project or the Seattle 
project is not any reason for criticism. I have been sur- 
prised—— 

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. FREAR. Did the gentleman hear Mr. Hurlburt, of New 
York City, when he said how much money was needed for New 
York Harbor, and they could not get it because Congress re- 
fused, and the gentleman knows New York has been urging 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I did not, but I am calling 
the attention of the gentleman directly along this line, that he 
points out an isolated fact and says there is one condition over 
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here where there is a harbor that has a great traffic and has 
only a few dollars, and here is another that has less traffic and 
has so many dollars, and from these two disconnected facts 
wishes the House to believe that the engineers have done some- 
thing wrong. Such argument is unwarranted and hardly con- 
forms to the gentleman’s oft-repeated statement that he wanted 
to be fair. Now there is one other statement which the gentle- 
man constantly referred to. As a member of the committee, 
I will notice it for a moment. 

He seems to be greatly distressed about some lobby. Now, 
I think there has been more demagogy about this question of 
lobby before Congress than any other one question, perhaps, 
that we have had. As a member of the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee, I want to get all the information I can from every- 
body about these projects, and I do not know where we are 
going to get the information about them except from people who 
know about them. I do not think that any man who wants to 
do exact justice by these projects and by the country objects to 
getting all the information he can from any source; and I think 
any man who is so weak that he is afraid he will be coerced by 
some lobby to vote money out of the Treasury unjustly is unfit 
to be a Member of this House. [Applause.] 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Washington 
yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand it, the district engineers 
are appointed to furnish to the committees and to Congress 
reliable information as to the respective projects. Will the 
gentleman point out what is the need of any outside source of 
information, such as these co and others which he has 
referred to, if there are individual engineers to furnish Congress 
reliable information? 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. Yes; I could point out 
strongly, I think, and satisfactorily to any reasonable mind, why 
it is necessary. We do not need any additional advice as far as 
the engineering problems are concerned. We are willing to 
follow the engineers, and we usually do. But when it comes 
to the other part of it, to the traffic, to the advantage it will 
be to the locality commercially and to the general conditions 
surrounding, I do not think that the Government engineer has 
any better, judgment than some other intelligent citizens who 
live in that community and who know the conditions better 
than it is possible for him to know. The Government engineers 
go from place to place. They do not always stay in the same 
locality. And we want the people who live in the neighborhood 
of these improvements to come here and give us all the informa- 
tion they can as to the value from a commercial standpoint of 
these improvements. 

Mr. Chairman, if I have any time left I will yield it back, 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog- 
nized for one hour. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration 
(H. R. 406) is, with a few minor amendments, identical with 
the bill that passed this House September 23, 1914. It relates 
to coal. The first eight sections are devoted to coal, the next 
five sections to oil and gas, the next four sections to phos- 
phates, and the next three sections to sodium and potassium, in 
the order mentioned. Fifty-three million acres of coal land 
have been withdrawn in the West and held under present with- 
drawals as the coal areas in the public ownership in the United 
States. Twenty-five million of the fifty-three million have 
been tested out, examined, and classified by the Geological Sur- 
vey, and have been found to be definitely valuable for coal. A 
rough estimate of the amount of coal yet in public ownership in 
the United States, as made by the Geological Survey, is 
10,000,000,000 tons of bituminous coal, 30,000,000,000 tons of 
semibituminous coal, 50,000,000,000 tons of lignite coal, making 
a total of about 450,000,000,000 tons of coal in the publie- 
land States still owned by the Federal Government and about 
150,000,000,000 tons, or one-fourth, in private ownership. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reading the gentleman’s report I notice 
the figures he has just given, but found no reference as to the 
amount of anthracite coal that is now on the public domain and 
not appropriated. 

Mr. FERRIS. I do not have that. I think there is a very little 
amount of it. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is, of course, some anthracite to be 
found in the Matanuska and Bering Sea coal fields. 


Mr. FERRIS. This bill does not apply to Alaska on coal. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It does not apply to Alaska, yet his report 
does give the total amount of coal not only in the United States 
but also in Alaska. 

Mr. FERRIS. No. This is exclusive of Alaska. As the 
gentleman from Wisconsin will recall, we passed an Alaskan 
coal bill that became a law. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I remember that. 

Mr. FERRIS. So far as coal figures are concerned, this bill 
has no application to Alaska at all, and the tonnage I have 
quoted is exclusive of Alaska. s 

Prior to 1873 there was no coal law on the subject at all. 
Coal land went to patent as part of homesteads, different forms 
of homesteads, and went into private ownership, and have been 
sold and resold, and peddled about here and there, until 150,- 
000,000,000 tons have gone into private ownership in that way. 
To show how some of the coal lands went, I will say that some 
of it went as part of railroad grants. Congress has in the past, 
under different grants, granted to railroads 159,125,734 acres 
of the public domain. Some of this has been proven valuable 
for coal, and some of it is being mined by the railroad compa- 
nies, and in some cases the railroad owns both the mines and 
the transportation facilities, and it makes it extremely op- 
pressive for those who burn coal to buy coal when the trans- 
portation lines own the production. 

From March 3, 1873, to June 20, 1913, only 458 coal entries, 
aggregating 586,000 acres, have been made. As stated a mo- 
ment ago, Alaska figures are not included at all, and the bill, 
so far as coal is concerned, has no application to Alaska. 

Some of the objects of the bill, we think, are these: First, we 
believe it will open coal lands and bring some competition to the 
coal trusts and for the benefits of the public. Second, we at- 
tempt to, and we think we accomplish it, to divorce production 
from transportation, and I think that is a necessity that is recog- 
nized by all parties here in the House. Third, we think we 
bring about development of the millions of acres of coal land 
that are lying idle, at least some of them, and thereby reduce the 
price of coal to consumers, and thereby bring about development 
of the dormant mineral products of the earth, and thereby prac- 
tice conservation and other uses. 

We think we have a provision here that will bring about the 
better treatment of labor and that will improve labor conditions. 
Only last winter gentlemen will recall that out in Colorado and 
in other coal-mining sections we had a lot of labor troubles, and 
the militia were called out several times. We think we have 
placed some helpful provisions in the bill in that regard. 

We believe that the bill will give an area large enough in the 
lease to enable a coal company to put up a plant and properly 
mine coal in an economical way, and we think it will be bene- 
ficial to practical development. 

Mr. MADDEN. What area does the bill give for any one 
plant? 

Mr. FERRIS. It allows a maximum of 2,560 acres. One of 
the great complaints against the present coal law is that under 
it they can not get an area large enough to justify the putting 
up of a plant that will produce coal economically. 

We have a provision in the bill providing for the minimum 
royalty of 2 cents a ton. That, to one who had not thought of 
the subject, would seem an extremely low royalty. Of course, 
that is a minimum royalty, but even that will bring an enormous 


reyenue into the Treasury, if it were applied to the General gig>> 


Treasury, or to the reclamation fund, to which the proceeds gi 
in this instance. But the bill authorizes the Secretary of the 
Interior to go beyond 2 cents a ton when it is feasible and when 
the conditions warrant it. 

The bill is not hatched up, of course, by the committee or by 
myself, but it was drawn and drafted by Secretary Lane, in the 
Department of the Interior, aided by the Geological Survey and 
by the Bureau of Mines, after consulting with coal people and 
going into the proposition in a far-reaching way; and the bill 
that we bring to you is the result of their labors and the result 
of our labors and of such investigations as we could make on it. 

The bill is distinctively a leasing bill. It does not authorize 
the sale of the coal lands, although it does not repeal the existing 
law. For those who think the existing coal law is adequate, we 
do not repeal it, but leave it intact. But for those who believe 
in new and improved methods of development, we have prepared 
the bill to meet their view. 

Members from the far West in good faith, I know, have as- 
serted that this leasing makes Federal provinces out of the far 
Western States, and they speak of bureaucracy and all that sort 
of thing. I can not agree with them in their opposition, as to 
minerals. I do not agree now, and have not in the past agreed, 
to the leasing of agricultural lands of any sort. I believe the 
homestead laws ought to be extremely liberal, so that men can 
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acquire lands for agricultural purposes, so that they can own 
them in fee as their own. But I do not think that rule ought to 
prevail as to minerals. - 

Is this proposition of leasing coal lands a new thing? Not at 
all. Nearly every civilized country in the world except our 
country has the leasing system. Let me name some countries 
that have it. They are Australia, New Zealand, Canada, and all 
the Provinces of Canada. These countries are very near to us; 
that is, close by. We have copies of thelr forms of lease, and 
statements of the methods followed in leasing. We do not have 
to go outside of our country to find ample precedent for the 
leasing of coal lands. For instance, the State of Colorado has 
a leasing law. That State leases its own coal lands. We have 
copies of their leases here. The genial gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. Taytor] is the ranking member of my committee. Al- 
though I think he is opposed to a leasing law for the Federal 
Government, yet his own State administration, in his own State, 
leases its coal lands. Of course he has a perfect right to hold 
his view, but this is only a case of the Federal Government doing 
precisely what his own State is doing within the limits of the 
State. 

As to the genial gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL], 
whose face I do not for the moment see, but whose voice we 
often hear, this bill only does for the lands owned by the United 
States precisely what his State does for the lands owned by that 
State. They have a leasing law in Wyoming. I have copies 
of the leases which show that this law is more liberal than his 
State law is in that regard. But his hand is raised in protest 
here against the Government doing the very thing they do in 
his own State. 

Then again, from the State of Idaho, we have on our com- 
mittee the genial gentleman [Mr. SmrrH] who does not agree 
with us on the leasing, yet in his own State, with the party, 
his own party, in power, there is a leasing law, and everybody 
stands by it and is for it. 

Then again, from the State of Montana, we have a member 
on our committee and T believe he does agree with us, and his 
State has a leasing law. The State of New Mexico also has a 
leasing law, and the State of North Dakota has a leasing law; 
and the State from which the distinguished gentleman from 
Oregon [Mr. SIN Norr] comes has a leasing law, and that State 
leases its coal lands. 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. SINNOTT. But it is not a long-distance leasing law. 
You do not have to go 4,000 miles to confer with the officials 
having charge of the matter. 8 

Mr. FERRIS. I know that is true, but nevertheless the 
State of Oregon is doing with respect to its own coal lands 
precisely what the Federal Government proposes to do with 
its coal lands, namely, to lease them and get a royalty from 
them and pay it into the reclamation fund to develop the West. 
We hear things said here with earnestness and apparent good 
faith which nevertheless, when analyzed and brought down to 
particular facts, do not pan out. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. FERRIS. Les, I will, in just a moment. The other day 
we had the water-power bill up, and the most vigorous and 
almost the only protest made against that bill was made by 
the genial gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetri]. At the 
close of the debate, when the bill had passed almost by unani- 
mous consent, the gentleman from Wyoming made his motion 
to recommit it and substitute his bill for ours. His bill con- 
tained a proposition—and I want the House to hear me on this, 
just to show what this condition is—the bill he offered in his 
motion fixes a minimum price of $1.25 an acre and a maximum 
price of $20 an acre, and directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to dispose of those lands at the best price. Now I do not believe 
that the gentleman from Wyoming can be sustained in Wyoming 
on the practice of selling water powers at a maximum of $20 an 
acre. 

Let me quote from his bill; it is section 5 of the Mondell 
substitution: 

That such right of way, occupation, and use as is in this act 
authorized is granted upon the condition that the grantee, its suc- 
cessors, or assigns shall pay to the United States Government the 
market value of all timber or wood cut or removed from any such 
right of way or reservoir site or adjacent lands at the time of cutting 
and before the removal thereof and as fixed by the Secretary of the 
Interior; also for all lauds included within such areas or rights of 
yay or reservoir sites, not less than $1.25 per acre nor more than 
$20 per acre, to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior and paid at 
the time the map or maps provided in section 2 hereof are filed: 
Provided, That for rights of ahai exclusively for purposes of irrigation 


there shall be no charge im for material, earth, stone, o: 
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I do not think anyone can defend such a bill. If any com- 
mittee should ever report such a bill, it would be shot to pieces 
on this floor so even the author would not know or recognize it. 
The House will never agree to such a proposition. I do not 
believe there is a man anywhere who can sustain himself in his 
own State, where the people understand what he is doing, who 
is here, who will take a position of that sort. As between an 
intelligent leasing law and the sale of all the power sites in the 
United States at a maximum price of $20 an acre, as provided 
by the bill of the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MONDELL], I 
think the people of his State will take their choice on the right 
side if they have a chance to do it. So much is said to blind 
them and so little said to enlighten them. I do not fear the 
results of a just leasing law for coal and oil lands if the people 
can ever be made to understand it. It is to-help them and bene- 
fit them. Members speak here as if some great wrong was to be 
ushered in on them. No such thing is either intended or 
accomplished. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. I yield to the gentleman now. 

Mr. MADDEN. How much will this coal land yield an acre 
at 2 cents an acre royalty? 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, no one knows. I gave the gentleman the 
figures—about 450,000,000,000 tons, all told, in public ownership. 
That is a rough estimate. No one knows how fast it will be 
mined. No one knows just what a single acre will produce. 

Mr. MADDEN. You must know how many tons there are to 
an acre. 

Mr. FERRIS. Oh, no; no one knows that. Of course, there 
are estimates. 

Mr. MADDEN. If you know the depth of the vein—— 

Mr. FERRIS. It varies. A vein might have 50,000 tons un- 
der one acre and there might be 2,000 tons of lignite under 
another acre, and another acre might have none at all. I do 
not pretend to know. My figures are in the aggregate, and are 
the best available figures. 

Mr. MADDEN. It seems to me that these geologists in the 
Department of the Interior ought to be able to calculate with 
some accuracy about what the yield to the Government per acre 
is going to be under this leasing law. 

Mr. FERRIS. They have classified about 25,000,000 acres. 
There are 53,000,000 acres withdrawn, and of that 53,000,000 
acres some will not yield any coal at all. The coal is down 
under the ground. They have made rough estimates from 
borings as to the total amount of coal, and their estimate is 
that there are about 450,000,000,000 tons in Government owner- 
ship and about 150,000,000,000 tons in private ownership. 

Mr. MADDEN. So the conclusion has been reached that 2 
cents a ton would be a fair royalty? 

Mr. FERRIS. No; that is the minimum, It may be more, 
but can not be less. 

Mr. MADDEN. What would be the maximum? 

Mr. FERRIS. There is no maximum. They can go above 
that as far as the conditions in each case warrant. 

Mr. MADDEN. Some time ago, when these conservation bills 
were before the House, it was argued by some gentlemen that 
a dollar a ton royalty for this coal up in Alaska would be a very 
small royalty, and that it would yield a very large income to the 
Government. I am glad to see that gentlemen have come down 
from the clouds to the earth and to a place where they now 
believe that a reasonable royalty is what ought to be received. 

Mr. CULLOP. Will the gentleman permit me to answer his 
question, or rather make a uggestion at this point? 

Mr. FERRIS. Let me answer it first. No member of the 
committee who has given any attention to the subject, and no 
other gentleman who has given attention to it at all, has nadvo- 
cated a royalty of $1 a ton on coal. That would be preposterous, 
That is as much as the coal is worth all told at the mine. 

Mr. MADDEN. And more, too. 

Mr. CULLOP. The rule for ascertaining the amount of coal 
is 1,000 tons to the acre for each foot of thickness of the vein, 
so that a vein 5 feet thick would produce 5,000 tons of coal as 
you work the mine out from the shaft. 

Mr. MADDEN. That would be $100 an acre, at 2 cents a ton. 

Mr. CULLOP. Yes; and as you work it back, 800 tons more, 
which would make 1,800 tons in all to the acre for each foot 
of thickness. As you work a mine from the shaft out you leave 
nearly one-half of the coal, and when it is worked out te the 
limit of the lease or holding then it is worked back, or all taken 
out, and in this process of cleaning up it produces, as à rule, 
800 tons more to each foot of thickness per acre, so that under 
that rule of measurement, which is regarded as a good one, 
there are 1,800 tons per acre to each foot of thickness, and a 
vein 5 feet thick would produce 9,000 tons, which, at 2 cents a 
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ton royalty, would make $180 an acre; so that 2 cents a ton isa 
good royalty. Operators would hesitate to lease at that price 
per ton in producing fields. Such a royalty would be regarded 
high, and in developed fields if such a price could be secured it 
would be a splendid bargain. I should think if the Government 
can lease its coal lands at 2 cents a ton royalty it will be making 
a splendid bargain, and if it has the amount which the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma IMr. Frerrts] has just stated, it would in 
such event derive an enormous income from such a deal. 

Mr. FERRIS. I am obliged to the gentleman for his state- 
ment. He has had more practical experience in coal than I 
have had, and I appreciate his answer and his helpful state- 
ment. 

Mr. TILSON. Before the gentleman proceeds, will he allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. I notice that the words “ qualified applicant ” 
are frequently used in the bill. While I do not contemplate 
applying for any of this coal land, I should like to have the 
gentleman explain who are qualified to become applicants. 

Mr. FERRIS. The first section states that plainly. If the 
gentleman will look at House bill 406, it lays down the qualifica- 
tions “Any citizen of the United States or association of such 
persons, or any corporation organized under the laws of the 
United States.” 

Mr. TILSON. 
cant”? 

Mr. FERRIS. That is all. We do not want to lease to for- 
eigners. We do not want to leave the way open for some 
foreign concern to come in and lease our fuel supply, because 
at any time we may need our oil. For instance, our battleships 
use oil as a fuel, and we thought it well to require the appli- 
cation to be made by a home association, or by a citizen of the 
United States, rather than by some one outside. 

Before I was interrupted I was giving some examples of 
countries that had a law like this and of States that had a 
law like this. Now I want to call attention to some leasing 
that is actually done by our own Government, where it is a 
success; and when I haye shown cases where an absolute test 
is being made, where it has been proven to be workable by other 
countries and by States, and in this country by our own Gov- 
ernment, it seems to me we have proven at least that the prin- 
ciple of the bill is correct. 2 

All over my State they are leasing Indian oil lands. The 
Federal Government is doing it, The Federal Government is 
leasing Indian coal lands in my State—not all over the State, 
because the coal does not extend all over the State; but the 
Federal Government is leasing coal lands in my State and 
leasing oil lands in my State, and doing it successfully, and 
getting royalties for the Indians, and helping to make the 
Indian self-supporting. It is a success. It helps our State. 
It is not bureaucracy. It is not making a Federal province 
out of us. It is the thing to do, To be sure, the oil operators 
would like to have it without royalty. To be sure, they would 
like to be free from regulation. To be sure, they would like 
to own it free and get it without paying anything for it, but 
any sane man knows they can not get it, and neither can you 
Members from the West get all the “ water powers,” all the 
coal, all the oil, for nothing, and it is right that it is so. 

It is said here that no one will develop under it, but that 
statement is not true. They do develop it, and the development 
has been so great under this law in my own State that we have 
a population as great as Kansas and greater than Arkansas, 
and we have not been a State but eight years. 

Not only that, but the development has been so great that we 
have produced more oil than any State in the Union, and pretty 
nearly all of it is on leased land. I know that my good friends 
living in the sparsely settled States, like the gentleman from 
Colorado, our honored and trusted Member, Mr. Taxron, and 
others, think that they are right about it. I did feel disap- 
pointed the other day when the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. 
Monvett], who is the grand exalted bowwow of this whole 
movement out there, should offer a motion to recommit and put 
in $1.25 an acre as a minimum and $20 an acre as a maximum. 
Is that the program they offer? And why is it they think they 
have any reason to expect that anyone will support them? Tell 
me, what man in Wyoming wants a maximum price of $20 an 
acre? Tell me, who? 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes. 

Mr. TILSON. I would like to get the gentleman’s notion of 
the advantage of the proposition of leasing over selling. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will give it to the gentleman. If we sell the 
lands outright, as we did prior to 1873, they get into the hands 
of monopoly, the hands of the railroads who control the trans- 
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portation, so that both production and transportation are in the 
hands of one corporation, and the corporation too often under 
this condition of affairs practices extortion on the consumer. 
They pay the Government nothing and they pay nothing toward 


irrigation or building up the State or the West. ‘They only 
enrich their own pocketbooks, and so I say that the West is a 
greater loser under the proposition to sell than they would be 
to lease, and still a lot are protesting. I know that there has 
been some unintelligent administration of affairs in the West. 
Men through one cause and another have been sent out there 
who could not get along with the western people and the west- 
ern conditions. They did not know how to handle matters 
out there, so that the people have decided that the Govern- 
ment employees are a lot of tenderfeet who do not know what 
they are doing. ? i 

I think the best thing that could be done, what the boys from 
the West ought to do, and I am a westerner myself, is to go 
to the heads of the departments and have them take or cull out 
the impracticable men in the service, in the Forestry Service, 
who are administering the forest and mineral lands illogically 
and not properly, and transfer them or put them into some work 
that they know something about, They should do that and then 
appoint some practical men who know how to handle the con- 
ditions in the West. I believe it would remove a lot of this 
protest by western people against the Government. The gentle- 
men from the West can never accomplish anything for the West 
or for their constituencies by teaching the people to hate their 
own Government. They will succeed in teaching them a lesson 
that they will haye to reteach in later years. It is a mistake, 
and I hope the heads of the departments will help these Western 
States to that extent. 

The legislation which we have prepared has the approval of 
the Secretary of the Interior, the head of the Interior Depart- 
ment; it bears the approval of Dr. George Otis Smith, the head 
of the Geological Survey, who has been in the department a 
long time; it bears the indorsement of the head of the Bureau 
of Mines and Mining, all of whom have sat with us and helped 
to write the different paragraphs, and they stand behind every 
line of it. We are bringing the project here with the support of 
the best men who have given a long, faithful, and earnest atten- 
tion to it. It has been so carefully prepared and carefully con- 
sidered. It is a well-considered bill and it will fill a long-felt 
want. 

We have a provision in the bill that the railroads can only 
mine coal enough for their own use and none whatever for 
commercial purposes. We are undoubtedly right on that. It 
gives the railroads no control whatever over transportation. It 
does not give them control over the consuming public, nor allow 
them to control, first, the production, and second, transportation. 
As it is now, when they are allowed to control first the produc- 
tion and second transportation, it gives them both ends of the 
string, and the consuming public must suffer, must bare its 
own back, and take what comes if that condition prevails. 

I have spent a little more time on the coal provisions than I 
intended to. I did not intend to make a speech this afternoon 
at all, but I have given a good deal of work to this matter this 
year and last year. We worked on this through the holidays. I 
will hurry along and present the committee’s views on oil and 
gas. 

There are approximately 5,000,000 acres of oil land in the 
United States that have been withdrawn by the Government 
which this bill will affect. No one knows how much there may 
be. There are 330,000,000 acres of unentered Government land 
out there. Of course you can not see oil on top of the ground. 
Nobody can see under the ground, and nobody knows how much 
more there may be; but the Geological Survey, which has made 
borings and tests and observations, say they have withdrawn 
5,000,000 acres, and there are 5,000,000 acres of oil land out 
there. Oil and gas are now mined under the placer law where 
it is being mined at all. The placer law was intended to be 
applicable, in my opinion, to the mining of precious metals, such 
as the mining of gold and silver. It really has no application to 
the mining of oil and gas at all. It is totally out of place, totally 
nonworkable, and never should have been made applicable to 
oil. These are not my words; these are not alone my thoughts; 
but these are the thoughts of every department and of every 
man who has given earnest attention to it. Let me give you 
in a word how it works under the placer law. Eight men can 
associate themselves together and call themselves an oil com- 
pany and take up 160 acres of land. That looks harmless on its 
face; and immediately thereafter they can take up another 160 
acres, and another 160 acres, and so on indefinitely. Under that 
procedure we drew a system of dummy entries, we drew stool 
pigeons, we drew fraud, we drew every sort of procedure other 
than honorable, straightforward, understandable procedure, and 
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the oil interests of the country and the people of the country 
and the Inferior Department and all are asking Congress to pass 
a law that is applicable to the. oil situation and remove the 
placer law, which every one admits is inequitable, inadequate, 
ànd no good. We have brought in a bill that we think accom- 
plishes that. We have brought in a bill that authorizes the 
Secretary of the Interior to lease these lands and retain for the 
Government a royalty on the part of the thing produced. There 
is nothing harsh about that, nothing wrong about that, nothing 
new about that. It is precisely what a sensible man would do 
if he owned the land himself, precisely what the States are do- 
ing that do own the lands, and precisely what every civilized 
country that has oil land is doing, save our own. Then why all 
this furore and commotion against a law that has precedent on 
every hand and is practical to do this identical thing? 

The States have it for their land; other countries have it for 
their land. We are proceeding in my own State of Oklahoma 
by the Federal Government issuing oil leases and developing 
oil under such a proposition as this, only the royalty goes to 
the Indian, it being Indian land. There are people who object 
to it. Of course oil men want the oil lands for nothing. I do 
not fall out with them personally, but some one must have the 
sturdiness, some one must have the earnestness to stand on 
the side of the Federal Government and see to it that the oil 
men and the people who are wanting more than they are en- 
titled to do not always get it. Many of the oil operators in 
my State said when they first began to lease Indian lands, Oh, 
this is a joke; it will not produce anything”; but nowhere has 
there been so much development as in my State under it. We 
have passed California; we have passed West Virginia; we 
have passed Pennsylvania, and all this under a leasing law. 
I merely mention this in anticipation of what the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. Monperx], genial, earnest, logical speaker 
that he is, and my genial friend from Colorado [Mr. Taytoxr] will 
say te-morrow amidst great splendor. They will begin to talk 
about Federal provinces, bureaucracy, bureau control, long- 
range government, This is the best Government I ever lived 
under, and I am not going to teach my people to hate the 
Government. I am afraid these gentlemen, genial and lovable 
as they are, and our friends, are teaching a lesson to their 
people which they will have to unteach before they get through. 

Some things we claim for this bill and which we think it will 
accomplish are, first, we think it will aid, by the strong arm 
of the Government, to prevent monopoly—not to abolish it. 
I wish we could abolish it, but I think we can not; but I think 
the strong arm of the Federal Government, through the Depart- 
ment of Justice and through the Interior Department and 
through holding on to leases, will in a measure hold up and 
work to control the monopoly that prevails in oil. The Supreme 
Court helped us a little last winter when it decided that pipe 
lines are common carriers. 

This bill provides that no one can have a right of way over 
any public land until they submit to the proposition of being 
a common carrier. Because when the. Standard Oil Co. owns 
both the production and the pipe lines, you and I have pretty 
difficult sledding to produce oil by their side. Second, we think 
it will insure competition. We have inducements in this bill 
that will cause prospecting by which we would get some competi- 
tion in the oil business. We think we have provisions in here 
that will prevent speculation, from the fact that we issue a pros- 
pector’s permit; and if they do not do their duty, or “ tote fair,” 
to use a slang expression, we can give it to another man who is 
acting in good faith. We have given ample protection to the pros- 
pector. We believe if we give him one-fourth of the area of the 
land and he discovers oil upon it, that is sufficient remuneration 
to him for the discovery. We do another thing. We believe 
that by retaining three-fourths of all the oil land and giving one- 
fourth to the prospector we will be able to control a sufficient 
supply for our Navy, which burns oil, and we may be able to 
take into our hands and into our own control a fuel supply that 
may or may not be necessary at any moment. I know of no 
reason why we ought to let our fuel supply get into the hands of 
a monopoly who can charge the Navy and our own Government 
an exorbitant price in buying it back from them when we have 
it in our own hand and can get hold of it at a reduced price or 
through royalties on our own property. We lease the oil lands 
for a term of 20 years. At the end of that time the Secretary can 
‘fix new conditions and new royalties and give a permanent right 
for 10 years more if it is so desired. We grant rights of way 
for pipe lines only in the event they become common carriers. 

We think the bill is feasible; we think it is workable. We 
take the proceeds from these leases and put them in the recla- 
mation fund, which is going to wither and die if something does 
not come to the rescue of it, because it has dwindled down so 
that last year we got only $3,000,000 from the sale of public 


lands to keep irrigation going. It had already dwindled down 
until the irrigators had to come in and borrow from the Fed- 
eral Government $20,000,000, which the Government loaned them 
and which I think was right; and why the western people will 
come in here and fight a law that is trying to come to their 
rescue is more than I can understand. I know they say they 
want this land to go into private ownership. They say, We 
want the taxes.” I do not blame them for it. I live in a State 
where a great deal of the land is not paying taxes, because the 
Indians hold nontaxable trust patents for them. We are in 
a much worse shape in that way than these gentlemen; but the 
Indians were there first and they have some rights. The Gov- 
ernment land was there first before these western people went 
there. Those States were admitted and an enabling act passed, 
and the constitution of every one of them accepted the terms of 
the enabling act, which reserved control and ownership of these 
lands, until the Federal Government decided to do something 
else with them. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma reserves 
the balance of his time, and the gentleman from Californin is 


recognized. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I reserye my time so I may dis- 
cuss a matter that is still before the committee before the mat- 
ter is closed. 

Mr. FERRIS. Debate is not closed. 

Mr. RAKER. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not have to reserve it. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move the committee do now 
rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and Mr. Froop having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. CuLLor, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 406) to authorize exploration for and disposition of 
coal, phosphate, oil, gas, potassium, or sodium, and had directed 
him to report that it had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
asks unanimous consent to address the House for one minute. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.} The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, it was not my purpose to tres- 
pass on the time and patience of the House in the discussion of 
the foreign war, but the remarks of the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] the other day east a reflec- 
tion on our German citizens as a class, and I therefore feel im- 
pelled to resent his imputations against them. His criticism, I 
take it, was unjust and unmerited. Some few, because of their 
zeal, may merit his attack; but as a class it was uncalled for 
and unjustifiable, and the country will so consider it. 

In the district which I have the honor to represent in Con- 
gress we have a large citizenship of German extraction, and I 
know of no more loyal, law-abiding, industrious people any- 
where than they. They have done much for the upbuilding and 
progress of the country; they are law-abiding, industrious, and 
progressive. In their communities, I am proud to say, the very 
best conditions of local self-government prevail; their domestic 
facilities are models and their educational and religious oppor- 
tunities are unsurpassed. They deserve credit for the high at- 
tainments they have secured and the splendid conditions they 
have brought about. They are loyal to the Government; they 
are Americans first and above all else and freely respond to 
every requirement imposed ypon them as such. They have ma- 
terially contributed to the advancement of our civilization, to 
the uplift of humanity, and to the development of the cause of 
liberty, and I do not hesitate to say here in their defense, if any 
is needed, that they are as loyal to the institutions of this 
country, as obedient to its laws, as liberal to maintain its honor 
and dignity as any class of people who live under its flag and 
profess allegiance to it. 

Many of these people came from over the sea: came to make 
their homes here, to cast their fortunes with us, and I assert 
that when they took upon themselves the renouncement of their 
allegiance to the country of their nativity they fully understood 
the gravity of the obligation, and have fully kept the same, both 
in spirit and letter. I challenge the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. GARDNER], who has made the serious imputation of 
disloyalty, to make proof of his charge to the country. It is 
unfair to these people, who have done so much for the up- 
building of this country, for the promotion of the cause of 
liberty, of education, of religion, and its material welfare that it 
should go unchallenged. Doubtless with many of these people; 
as their minds go back to the fatherland, sweet memories of 
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their childhood and relatives left behind are recalled, and these 
reflections arouse in them a warmth of feeling and ardor for 


their welfare, which is most natural. How could they divest 
themselves as human beings of such interest and affection? It 
would be unnatural if they did and reflect on the warmth of 
their disposition and want of affection. 

No class of citizens who have taken up their abode in this 
country, who have cast their fortunes with it, who have sworn 
their allegiance to it, have been more faithful, loyal, and 
obedient than they, for which they deserve praise instead of 
censure. If some have not proven so, that fact furnishes no 
ground for attacking them as a class, and any such attack the 
people of the country will resent, and rebuke all who make it 
with the punishment it deserves. 

The world is passing through a great crisis, the like of which 
history fails to record. This country is passing through a crisis 
which strains every undertaking of human endeavor and taxes 
the patience of the most heroic to maintain peace and sustain 
our commercial supremacy, to reconcile divergent opinions and 
conflicting interests. Duty demands that we appease passions 
and allay fears in order that harmony may prevail and all classes 
increase their loyal devotion to the institutions of our country 
and promote the common cause for which they were founded. 
Improper motives should not be attributed to good, loyal citizens 
which might tend to alienate their loyalty. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner], if he will 
recur to the history of the German citizens in this country, will 
find that they have always responded to every demand made by 
this country from the time of the first settlement to the present 
hour, have contributed their means and manhood to its support, 
have defended it in time of war and assisted in its upbuilding 
in time of peace. Their contributions furnish a rich legacy to 
their people and an enduring monument to their patriotism. I 
commend their loyalty to the State and Nation and acknowledge 
their fealty for the upholding of our institutions and the upbuild- 
ing of the grandeur of the Republic. There was no foundation, 
in my judgment, for the attack made on this class of our citizens 
as a class; no proof has been furnished by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Garpner] to sustain his charge; and in be- 
half of those who live in my district and in my State, I resent 
it as an unfair imputation on their good name and fame and 
their unquestioned loyalty to the institutions of our Govern- 
ment, of which we are all justly proud. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock) the 
House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Tuesday, January 11, 1916, 
at noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of urgent deficiency appropriations for public build- 
ings, construction, and sites, commencement, continuation, and 
completion of public buildings within the limits of cost author- 
ized by law (H. Doc. No. 517); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmit- 
ting the annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency for 
the 12 months ending October 31, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 24); to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for purchase of vertical flat 
filing equipment (H. Doc. No. 518); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Assistant Secretary of Labor 
submitting estimates of urgent deficiencies in appropriations 
for the Department of Labor for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 519); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the chairman of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission submitting estimates of urgent defi- 
ciencies in appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1916 (H. Doc. No. 520); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

- 6. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting estimates of urgent deficiencies in appropriations for the 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc, No. 521); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. s 

7. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 522); to the Committee ou 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. i 

8. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting 
report on the cost of production in the knit-underwear indus- 
try ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

9. A letter from the Postmaster General, transmitting schedule 
of papers and documents which are not needed in the transaction 
of the public business and which have no permanent value or 
historical interest (H. Doc. No. 528); to the Committee on 
Disposition of Useless Executive Papers and ordered to be 
printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination of 
Cape Charles City Harbor, Va. (H. Doc. No. 524); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary 
examination of Mud Creek, Butler County, Ky. (H. Doc. No. 
525); to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of the mouth of Cape Neddick River, York, Me. (H.. Doc. 
No. 526) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered 
to be printed, with illustrations. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Port Orford Harbor, Oreg. (H. Doc. No. 527); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
tion of Point Lookout, Mich., with a view to building a suitable 
breakwater (H. Doc. No. 258); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Estero River, Fla. (H. Doc. No. 529); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations. 

16. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary exami- 
tion of White Chimney River, Ga., to a point called “ the Neck” 
(H. Doc. No. 580) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and 
ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Thames River, Conn., with a view of providing a 20- 
foot channel between New London Harbor and the city of 
Norwich (H. Doc. No. 531); to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on reexamination 
of Clinch River, Tenn. (H. Doc. No. 532); to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex- 
amination of Bayou La Batre, Ala., with a view to securing a 
channel connecting Bayou and Pass aux Herons of suitable 
depth and width (H. Doc. No. 533); to the Commiitee on 
Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

20. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Adams Creek, N. J. (H. Doc. No. 534); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Forked River, N. J. (H. Doc. No. 535); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed. 

22. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Monhegan Harbor, Me. (H. Doc. No. 536); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, 
with illustrations. 

23. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engireers, reports on preliminary ex- 
amination of channel from the town of Bolinus, Cal., to the 
sea (H. Doc. No. 537); to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors and ordered to be printed. 
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24. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a report 
of the annual inspection of the several branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers (H. Doc. No. 538); to 
the Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. CARLIN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the resolution (H. Res. 74) calling on the 
Attorney General for information as to whether or not prosecu- 
tions have been instituted against dealers in gasoline for viola- 
tion of the antitrust laws, reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 28), which said resolution and report 
were laid on the table. 

Mr, TAGGART, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the resolution (H. Res. 76) requesting the 
President of the United States to furnish the names and former 
allegiance of persons involved in alleged criminal or otherwise 
unneutral plots, togother with specific information regarding such 
plots, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
Ne 29), which said resolution and report were laid on the 

able. 

Mr. SHERWOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 8493) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War, and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers 
and sailors of said war, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 30), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6232) granting an increase of pension to C. W. 
Brown; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4311) for the relief of heirs of Robert Wix, 
deceased; Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 8472) to acquire a site and 
erect a manufacturing plant for the manufacture of arms, 
ordnance, armor, and other military and naval appliances at or 
near Green Bay, Wis.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8473) 
to amend the act entitled “An act to amend sections 2275 and 
2276 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, providing 
for the selection of lands for educational purposes in lieu of 
those appropriated,” and to authorize an exchange of land be- 
tween the United States and the several States; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Nevada: A bill (H. R. 8474) legalizing 
certain conveyances heretofore made by the Central Pacific 
Railroad Co. and others within the State of Nevada; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. PARK: A bill (H. R. 8475) to require manufacturers 
of clothing and shoes to stamp on each article the materia! 
entering the composition of the article manufactured; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 8476) to permit the United 
States to be made party defendant in certain cases; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAILEY: A bill (H. R. 8477) for the taxation of 
land values in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 8478) authorizing the erection 
of a post-office building at Rossville, Ga.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GODWIN of Nerth Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8479) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at Lumberton, in 
the State of North Carolina; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. j 

Also, a bill (H. R..8480) to provide for a site and public 
building at Dunn, N. C.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 


By Mr. GULLOP: A bill (H. R. 8481) to appropriate money 
for the erection of an ordnance and munition plant in the 
second congressional district of Indiana; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8482) for the reduction of post- 
age on first-class mail matter; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H.-R. 8483) for the reduction of the 
rate of postage on first-class mail matter for local delivery; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8484) authorizing the 
establishment of a plant at or near Springfield, III., for the 
manufacture of munitions and implements of war; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 8485) to provide for the 
establishment of a Division of Civic Training in the Bureau of 
Education ; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 8486) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to set aside, for the protection of game animals, birds, or 
fish, lands purchased by the United States in the State of 
North Carolina under authority of the act of March 1, 1911, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 8487) to provide for the 
erection of a public building at Howell, Mich.; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8488) to provide for a site and 
public building at Lansdowne, Pa.; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. : 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8489) to 
establish a fish hatchery and fish-culture station in or near the 
city of Dunkirk, N. Y.; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 8490) to provide for a public 
building at Herkimer, N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. : 


By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 8491) to amend the act entitled 
“An act to amend sections 2275 and 2276 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, providing for the selection of lands for 
educational purposes in lieu of those appropriated,” and to au- 
thorize an exchange of lands between the United States and the 
several States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8492) to restore homestead rights in certain 
cases; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 8494) authoriz- 
ing the President to appoint a commission to be known as the 
Peace Commission of the United States; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 8495) to amend section 4463 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8496) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
promote the welfare of American seamen in the merchant ma- 
rine of the United States; to abolish arrest and imprisonment 
as a penalty for desertion and to secure the abrogation of treaty 
provisions in relation thereto; and to promote safety at sea,” 
approved March 4, 1915; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 8497) providing for the reduc- 
tion of the minimum number of pieces of third and fourth class 
matter mailable under permits and for the extension to first- 
class mail the privilege of mailing matter without stamps af- 
fixed ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: A bill (H. R. 8498) to set aside $100,000 
for use at Guam for improvements of the harbor and fortifica- 
tions; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8499) directing the Secretary of War to 
transfer to the Secretary of the Navy a dredge for use at Guam; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 8500) to au- 
thorize the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Co. to change 
its line of railroad through the Chilocco Indian Reservation, 
State of Oklahoma; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 8501) to provide a civil govern- 
ment for Porto Rico, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 8502) amending sections 1, 2, 3, 
7, and 8 of an act entitled “An act to authorize the Director of 
the Census to collect and publish additional statistics of to- 
bacco,” approved April 80, 1912; to the Committee on the 
Census. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Resolution (H. Res. 84) making changes 
in the rules of the House of Representatives; to the Committee 
on Rules, 
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Also, resolution (H. Res. 85) making changes in the rules of 
the House of Representatives; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. KEATING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 91) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Department of Labor to make an inquiry 
into the cost of living in the District of Columbia, and to report 
thereon to Congress as early as practicable; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 92) to pro- 
vide for holding the San Antonio Bicentennial Exposition in 
1918; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. GARLAND: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) authoriz- 
ing the appointment of a commission in relation to educational, 
vocational, and military-naval training; to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. MORRISON: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 94) grant- 
ing permission to erect a monument in the Arlington National 
Cemetery, Virginia, in honor of certain lady members of Pres- 
byterian Churches; to the Committee on the Library. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8493) granting pensions 
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the 
Civil War, and certain widows and dependent children of 
1 and sailors of said war; to the Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 8503) granting a pension to 
Eveline Michael; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8504) granting an increase of pension to 
William Dellinger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8505) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. McKee; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8506) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis G. Haiston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8507) granting a pen- 
sion to Lorens Stoser; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8508) granting an in- 
= of pension to Hannah Sawyer; to the Committee on 

ensions. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 8509) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Solomon ©. Miller; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET: A bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Wil- 
liam H. Manning; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 8511) granting a pension to 
John Rommel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 8512) for the relief of 
the Columbus, Delaware & Marion Railway Co., of Columbus, 
Ohio; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. CANTRILL: A bill (H. R. 8518) to muster in and 
muster out M. T. Bradley; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8514) to muster in and muster out Ebenezer 
R. Parks; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8515) to muster in and muster out John 
Frank Goddard; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8516) to muster in and muster out Isaac 
Thomas Risley; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) granting a pension to James Baker; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 8518) to reinstate Philip Bar- 
bour Peyton, jr., in the United States Navy as a midshipman; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8519) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Asaph Wilson; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 8520) granting an increase of 
pension to Enos W. Erick; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 8521) granting an increase of 
pension to William H. Audrey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8522) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. East; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8523) granting a pension to Benjamin F, 
Richardson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8524) granting a pension to Mary Hobbs; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8525) granting an increase of pension to 
Adam E. Robbins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8526) granting an increase of pension to 
Calvin D. Lewman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8527) granting a pension to William Cas- 
sidy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8528) granting a pension to Garrisson M. 
Wright; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8529) granting a pension to Jacob Seigler; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8530) granting a pension to James Ellis; to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAGO: A bill (H. R. 8531) granting an increase 
of pension to Katharine D. Treibler; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CULLOP; A bill (H. R. 8582) granting a pension to 
Bereie Pinkston ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 8533) granting a pension 
to Margaret Hagan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8534) granting a pension to Bernice Me- 
Laughlin; to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8535) granting a pension to Alfred J. 
Goodman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8536) for the relief of Samuel D. McElroy; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8587) for the relief of Nelson M. Maydole; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8588) granting relief to William B. Nes- 
bitt; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8539) to present a medal of honor to John 
C. Palmer; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FESS: A bill (H. R. 8540) granting a pension to Clara 
Daughters; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8541) granting an increase of pension to 
Lizzie Q. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8542) for the relief of James A, 
Bell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8543) granting an increase of pension to 
Abraham Bouder; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8544) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry 8. Rider; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8545) granting a pension to Rebecca Miller; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. i 

By Mr. FOSS: A bil (H. R. 8546) granting a pension to 
Moses Reeves, jr.; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8547) for the relief of James O’Brien; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8548) granting a pension to Robert Leigh 
Morris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H.. R. 8549) granting an increase of 
pension to Willis R. Stowe; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8550) granting a pension to 
George W. Leathers; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 8551) for the relief of Martin 
Norton; to the Committee on, Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8552) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Helen M. Strong; to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions, A 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8553) for the 
relief of Frances A. Bliss; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8554) granting an increase of pension to 
David G. Bliss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HELM: A bill (H. R. 8555) granting an increase of 
pension to Stephen B. Woodruff; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8556) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth Melvin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 8557) for the relief of the 
heirs of S. C. Masters; to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8558) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard M. Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8559) granting a pension to Thomas N. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8560) granting 
a pension to Alfred C. Nance; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8561) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Caroline Lincoln ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8562) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Raybell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KONOP: A bill (H. R. 8563) for the relief of Jonas 

uette; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8564) granting a pension to 
W. O. B. Tibbs; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8565) granting a pension to William Winn; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


1916. 


By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 8566) granting an increase of 
pension to Nancy Humphreys; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LENROOT: A bill (H. R. 8567) granting an increase of 


pension to Edward H. Drown; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. MCFADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8568) granting an increase 


of pension to Thomas Deegan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKENZIE: A bill (H. R. 8569) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary L. Reading; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8570) granting a pension to Henry E. 
Thubendall; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Charles Wheel- 
den; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8572) granting a pension to Sarah Withers; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8573) for the relief of the 
estate of John C. Phillips, deceased; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 8574) granting a pension to 
Rufus Boer; to the Committee on 1 

By Mr. MEEKER: A bill (H. R. 5) granting a pension to 
Ida H. Byrd; to the Committee on 8 

By Mr. MORGAN of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 8576) grant- 
ing a pension to Westley J. Brasier, alias William J. Brasier; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8577) granting a pension to Joseph 
Kasiah; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. French; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8579) granting an increase of pension to 
Orange Scott Cummins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8580) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph R. Guffy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOLAN: A bill (H. R. 8581) granting an increase 
of pension to John McMahon ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 8582) granting an increase of 
pension to Zilpha M. Mason; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8583) granting an increase of pension to 
Harrison W. Fox; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8584) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8585) granting a pension to John F. Mc- 
Carthy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8586) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul Revere Hunn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. 0 SHAUNESSY : A bill (H. R. 8587) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mary Westall; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8588) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Eddy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8589) granting an increase of pension to 
Lydia A. Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKER of New York: A bill (H. R. 8590) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert B. Tozer; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr: PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 8591) granting a pension to 
Charles M. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 8592) for the relief of the heirs 
of C. S. Barbee; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (II. R. 8593) granting an increase of 
pension to James W. Nauslar ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: 
crease of pension to John Steagall; 
sions. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H, R. 8595) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas J. Rowlett; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8596) granting a pension to Olive M. Ross; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8597) granting a pension to 
David R. Miles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8598) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas Shrider; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8599) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis M. Cottrell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill CH. R. 8600) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolm W. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


A bill (H. R. 8594) granting an in- 
to the Committee on Pen- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8601) granting a pension to William R. 
Prichard ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8602) granting 
a pension to William F. Primmer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8603) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah Pew; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8604) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie Brown; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8605) for the relief of James Oakley; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 8606) for the relief of James 
Cassidy; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. It. 8607) for the relief of Charles E. Malm; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8608) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
Reed; to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8609) granting a pension to Gustav J. 
Tichy; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8610) granting a pension to Barbara 
Andrlik; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8611) granting a pension to Clara E. Jor- 
dan; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8612) granting a pension to Israel Buckow- 
Sky; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8613) granting.a pension to Joseph Truka; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8614) granting an increase of pension to 
Frank G. Cook; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8615) granting a pension to John J. Har- 
rington; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8616) granting a pension to Michael 
Smetina ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8617) granting a pension to Benjamin 
Shoeman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 8618) granting an increase of 
pension to Walter Starnes; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 8619) granting a pension to 
Sarah Ann Burliston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLAX DEN: A bill (H. R. 8620) for the relief of the 
estate of J. P. Dieter; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMALL: A bill CH. R. 8621) granting a pension to 
William R. Hardison ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8622) for the relief of the estate of B. FP. 
Havens; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8623) for the relief of the estate of George 
D. Pool, sr.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8624) for the relief of Mary Bailey Pratt; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8625) to reimburse the officers and en- 
listed men of the Revenue-Cutter Service and Public Health 
Service for losses sustained in the wreck of the revenue cutter 
Tahoma; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8626) grant- 
ing a pension to William Wilson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8627) grant- 
ing a pension to Clara McPherson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

By Mr. STERLING: A bill (H. R. 8628) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Peter Hill; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8629) to remove the charge of desertion 
against William Trow; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8630) for the relief of the Farmer's State 
Bank, of Eureka, Woodford County, III.; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8631) granting an increase 
of pension to Cyrus R. Rand; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 8632) granting a pension to 
Bertha J. Stewart; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8633) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert Platt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill CH. R. 8634) granting a pension to 
Catherine Steele; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8685) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Lynn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8636) granting an increase of pension te 
Ann Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8637) granting a pension to Mary J. Allen; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8638) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate J. Jerolman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8639) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary A. McKiernan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8640) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary E. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8641) for the relief of Alonzo Derrick; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8642) to correct the military record of 
L. F. Norton; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VARE: A bill (H. R. 8648) for the relief af Rose 
Mellwain; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 8644) granting an increase of 
pension to Albert Damon; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


PETITIONS, HTC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany House bill 3120, 
for the relief of Jennie Raley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolutions of six Protestant churches at Utica, Ohio, 
favoring an amendment to the Constitution prohibiting po- 
lygamy ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRITTEN: Petition of Thomas O’Conner and James 
W. Breen, of Chicago, III., favoring amendment of the existing 
seaman’s law, adopted March 4, 1915; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of committee of firemen of Chicago, favoring 
amendment of the so-called seaman's act of March 4, 1915; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of Stenographers, Typewriters, Book- 
keepers, and Assistants’ Association, of Washington, D. C., 
against child labor ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Admiral Schley Naval Squadron, No. 16, in 
favor of granting pensions to widows and orphans of men who 
served in the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

Also, memorial of Adams's Music Store in favor of the Stevens 
bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DYER: Memorial of citizens of Peoria, Ill., favoring a 
change of foreign policy for the United States; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Captain M. W. Maryin Camp, of Walton, 
N. Y., favoring the enactment into law of the Key bill (H. R. 
54) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of commissioner of labor of Kansas, favor- 
ing passage of House bill 476; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, memorial of Stenographers, Typewriters, Bookkeepers, 
and Assistants’ Association of Washington, against child labor: 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, memorial of Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
St. Louis, of 560 members, favoring national prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. M. Goethe, favoring House bill 476; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of 92 residents of Lyon County, 
Kans., protesting against any tax on gasoline; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition signed by J. H. Blinston and 28 other 
residents near Cataract, Wis., urging passage of the Burnett 
immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
zation. 

Also, petition of Frank B. Morse and 24 other residents of 
Ableman, Wis., urging support of the Burnett immigration bill; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. FESS: Resolution of the Boggs Post 518, Grand 
Army of the Republic, asking Congress to amend pension laws 
so as to grant every honorably discharged soldier a pension 
of $80 per month; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of the State of 
Ohio, asking for an embargo on munitions; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. i 

Also, petition of German-American Alliance of Springfield, 
Ohio, asking Congress to provide special neutral vessels to carry 
mail to all foreign countries; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of conference of independent retailers for the 
passage of the so-called Stevens bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


By Mr. GARNER: Memorial of Southern Medical Associa- 
tion, in favor of increasing the number of medical officers in 
the United States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. GRIEST: Memorial of knitting manufacturers of the 
Central West, relative to the free intercourse between the 
United States and belligerent powers in noncontraband articles, 
as well as advocating antidumping restrictions; to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: Papers to accompany 
House bill 3200, granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Wallace; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Adams Manufacturing Co., of 
Shelton, Conn., favoring House bill 702; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Petition from Presbyterian Ministers’ As- 
sociation, of Washington City and vicinity, for Smith-Hughes 
bill to provide a motion-picture commission to license films fit to 
be seen; to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. KELLEY: Petition of Leasia & Hedley, druggists, and 
54 other residents of Williamston, Mich., in favor of the passage 
of the Stevens bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LEE: Papers to accompany H. R. 8302; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of citizens of Paynesville, 
Minn., urging legislation which will force mail-order houses to 
help pay the taxes in those sections where they dispose of their 
goods; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORIN (by request) : Memorial of National Security- 
League, of Philadelphia, favoring preparedness for national 
defense; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of sundry laborers of the Pitts- 
burgh (Pa.) post office, urging passage of House bill 4771; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also (by request), petition of Chamber of Commerce of Pitts- 
burgh, Pa., favoring change in the method of paying the rail- 
roads for carrying the mails; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of International Reform Bureau, favoring 
censorship of films; to the Committee on Education. 

Also (by request), petition of brotherhood of 1,500 men in 
Second Presbyterian Church, of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring estab- 
lishment of a Federal motion-picture commission to censor 
films; to the Committee on Education. 

Also (by request), memorial of International Reform Bureau 
of Washington, D. G., favoring Federal censorship of films; to 
the Committee on Education. 

Also (by request), petition of F. M. Walton, of Los Angeles, 
favoring an irrigation system for Victor Valley; to the Com- 
mittee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

Also (by request), memorial of National Council of Congre- 
gational Churches, favoring prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Protest of the International Union of the 
United Brewery Workmen of America, against prohibition 
legislation, and statement showing over 5,000 men employed 
in breweries were thrown out of employment on January 1, 
1916, through confiscatory State legislation on the prohibition 
question; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of American Neutrality and Peace Convention 
at San Francisco, Cal., favoring change of foreign policy and 
inyestigation of certain officials; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: Petition of Chanton worsted mills, 
in favor of legislation aiding the industries of making dyestuffs 
and high explosives; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
William R. Prichard; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE of Pennsylvania: Memorial from the Chip- 
man Knitting Mills, of Easton, Pa., urging the passage of H. R. 
702, to provide revenue for the Government and to establish and 
maintain the manufacture of dyestuffs; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Petition of Henry H. Sweetland, of 
Morgan County, Colo., against p and favoring Gov- 
ernment ownership of munition factories; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILSON: Petition of New Haven Socialist Party, 
urging passage of resolution for convention of congress of neu- 
tral nations; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of New Haven Socialist Party, for printing of 
full report of Commission on Industrial Relations; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 
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SENATE. 
Turspax, January II, 1916. 


Rev. Boyd V. Switzer, of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: : 

Almighty God, we come before Thee with a grateful sense of 
appreciation for Thy wondrous providence over us throughout 
all the years of our national life. Do Thou, we beseech Thee, 
guide us still in the solution of the difficult problems of the 
present day, fraught with such tremendous issues for all the 
world. Give to Thy servants whom Thou hast called to such 
high positions of responsibility and trust wisdom, discernment, 
and courage, that they may be indeed servants of the Lord God 
Almighty, in the highest, truest, divinest sense colaborers to- 
gether with Thee in the fulfillment of Thine own eternal plans 
for the human race. We ask it in Jesus’ name. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2409) to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. to con- 
struct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steubenville, 
Jefferson County, Ohio, with amendments, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 320. An act to authorize the county of Bonner, Idaho, 
to construct 2 bridge across Pend Oreille River; and 

H. R. 775. An act granting the consent of Congress to J. P. 
Jones and others to construct one or more bridges across the 
Chattahooche River between the counties of Coweta and Carroll, 
in the State of Georgia. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
a concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 9) providing for the 
printing of 100,000 additional copies of the final report of the 
Commission on Industrial Relations, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FLETCHER presented petitions of General Leonard Wood 
Camp, No. 8, United Spanish War Veterans, Department of 
Florida, of St. Petersburg, Fla., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to grant pensions to widows and orphans of veterans 
of the Spanish War and for the appointment of a board of pen- 
sion examiners at St. Petersburg, Fla., which were referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Florida National Guard 
Association, in convention at Jacksonville, Fla., praying for an 
increase in armaments, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented memorials of sundry 
citizens of South Carolina, remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit interstate commerce in the products of 
child labor, which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the South Carolina Branch, 
Daughters of the American Revolution, in convention at Green- 
ville, S. C., praying for an increase in armaments, which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr, GALLINGER presented a petition of Stenographers, 
Typewriters, Bookkeepers, and Assistants’ Association No. 
11773, American Federation of Labor, of Washington, D. C., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit interstate 
commerce in the products of child labor, which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the National Council of Con- 
gregational Churches, praying for national prohibition, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WORKS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Au- 
burn, Cal., praying for the Government ownership of water- 
power utilities, which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

Mr. HUGHES presented petitions of sundry citizens of New 
Jersey, praying for an increase in armaments, which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of New Jersey, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide Federal cen- 
sorship of motion pictures, which were referred to the Com- 
mittee om Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Society of Friends of 
Woodbury, N. J., remonstrating against an increase in arma- 


ments, whielr was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ridge- 
wood, N. J., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the 
Constitution to prohibit polygamy, which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Alexandria, Minn., praying for the crea- 
tion of a world’s peace commission, which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the memorial of Tailor Lee, of St. Paul, 
Minn., remonstrating against the embargo on dyestuffs from 
Germany which has been imposed by England, which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BRYAN presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lee 
County, Fla., remonstrating against making Tampa and Key 
West, Fla., free ports of entry for foreign cattle, which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of General Leonard Wood Camp, 
Department of Florida, United Spanish War Veterans, of St. 
Petersburg, Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
grant pensions to widows and orphans of veterans of the Span- 
ish War, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


DEVELOPMENT OF WATERWAYS. 


Mr. SHIELDS. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back with amendments the bill (S. 3331) to amend an act 
entitied “An act to regulate the construction of dams across 
navigable waters,” approved June 21, 1906, as amended by the 
act approved June 23, 1910, and to provide for the improvement 
and development of waterways for the uses of interstate and 
foreign commerce. 

Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on the disposition 
of the bill now under consideration known as the Philippine 
government bill I shall move that this bill be made the un- 
finished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port back favorably, without amendment, the bill (S. 2497) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River between Anoka and Hennepin Counties, State of Minne- 
sota, and I submit a report (No. 38) thereon. I direct the at- 
tention of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NeLsoxN] to the bill 
and report. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ROBERT M. M’CORMICK, 


Mr. BRYAN. I move that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2999) 
granting a pension claim to Robert M. McCormick, and that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 


BILIS INTRODUCED. 


Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. PENROSE: 

A bill (S. 3392) for reduction of postage on first-class mail 
matter; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 3393) amending an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations. for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1908, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 

A bin (S. 3894) to regulate the collection of special taxes now 
provided for by law against retail dealers in liquors and whole- 
sale dealers in liquors, and the issuance of receipts and licenses 
to such dealers in such manner as to restrict the issuance of 
such receipts and licenses to persons proposing to engage in 
such business in localities in which, under the laws obtaining 
in said locality, such business is not prohibited; to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 3395) requiring railroad companies to equip pas- 
senger trains with physician’s emergency cases; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 
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A bill (S. 3396) temporarily reducing salaries of persons in 
Federal service; to the Committee on Civil Service and Re- 
trenchment. 

A bill (S. 3397) authorizing negotiations with certain coun- 
tries regarding the exportation of goats to the United States; 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

By Mr. BRYAN: 

A bill (S. 3398) to provide for Federal aid to good roads, to 
permit the several States to utilize the superior credit of the 
United States in raising road construction funds, to aid the 
States in maintenance of roads, and to create a national high- 
way commission; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads. 

By Mr. HUGHES: 

A bill (S. 3399) granting a pension to Stephen P. Stites; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND: 

A bill (S. 3400) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Thornton (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8401) granting a pension to Nirenia S. Savage 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 3402) granting a pension to Ernest B. Brown; to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. DU PONT: 

A bill (S. 3403) to establish a fish-cultural station in the State 
of Delaware at the headwaters of Delaware Bay; to the Com- 
mittee on Fisheries. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 3405) for the relief of the Maine Central Railroad 
Co.; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

A bill (S. 3406) granting a pension to Harriet E. Vose; 

A bill (S. 8407) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Sawtelle (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3408) granting a pension to Alonzo E. Peabody (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3409) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Gilmore (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3410) granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Harmon (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8411) granting an increase of pension to Carrie V. 
Lawton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3412) granting a pension to George C. Goodhue 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3413) granting an increase of pension to Ernest 
E. M. Vinton (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8414) granting an increase of pension to David 
Moody, jr. (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3415) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Elliott (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3416) granting an increase of pension to Enos M. 
Hatch (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3417) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
Wannofsky (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8418) granting a pension to Jennie Gilman (with 
accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 3419) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Denny (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8420) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Branamon (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: 

A bill (S. 3421) to promote the efficiency of the Navy and, 
to such end, to secure due respect to the uniform thereof; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. OWEN: 

A bill (S. 3422) for completion of Federal building at Musko- 
gee, Okla.: to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3423) to provide for the construction of a bridge 


across the Salt Fork of the Arkansas River, near White Eagle- 


Agency, in the Ponca Indian Reservation, Okla. (with accom- 
panying papers) ; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 3424) granting an increase of pension to Linden 
Batten; 

A bill (S. 8425) granting a pension to Alice Donaldson; 

A bill (S. 3426) granting a pension to Martin Greenlee; and 

A bill (S. 3427) granting a pension to John M. Null (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 3428) for the relief of John R. Browning (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 


GERTRUDE KELLEY GILBERT. 


During the delivery of Mr. NewLanps’s speech, 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. BORAH. Will the Senator permit me, out of order, to 
introduce a bill? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I yield. 

Mr. BORAH. Out of order, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
troduce a bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is going to make the state- 
ment that there is a rule of the Senate that no Senator while 
on the floor shall be interrupted for the purpose of introducing 
a bill or making a report. The Chair having made that state- 
ment, the bill will be received and referred. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I was going to say that I think 
that is a wise rule, and I withdraw the bill. I think the sug- 
gestion of the Vice President is correct. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But it is never obeyed. The bill 
will be received and appropriately referred. 

The bill (S. 3404) for the relief of Gertrude Kelley Gilbert 
was read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I offer an amendment to the 
pending Philippine government bill, which I send to the desk. 
I ask that the Secretary may read it and that it be printed 
and lie on the table until it can be reached for consideration in 
regular order. 


The amendment was read and ordered to be printed and to lie 
on the table, as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas to 
the bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the ple of the United States 
as to the future political status of the people of the Philippine Islands, 
and to provide a more autonomous government for those islands, viz: 
Insert at the end of the bill the following: 

“Sec. —. The President is hereby authorized and directed to with- 
draw and surrender all the supervision, jurisdiction, control, or sover- 
eignty now 8 or exercised NY the United States in or over the 
people and 3 of the said Ph Hppines, and he shall on behalf of 
the United States fully recognize the independence thereof as a sepa- 
rate and self-governing nation and the sovereignty and control over 
the same of the government instituted by the people thereof. This 
transfer of possession, tity ia gle and governmental control shall be 
completed and become absolute within two years from the date of the 
approval of this act, under the terms and in 
prescribed. For the of a complete and prompt compliance with 
this direction, the dent is hereby invested with full power and 
samay to make such orders and regulations and to enter into such 
negotiations with the authorities of said Philippines or others as may 
be necessary to finally settle and adjust all property, n ‘hts and other 

all 


the manner hereinafter 


relations as between the United States and the said ppines, and to 

cause to be acknowledged, respected ed of the 74 — 

es 

usiness in said Philippines or having property 
e 


respect to the rights and pe 
said Philippines the Presiden 


1 nations interested in the affairs of 
that t of the world in which the Philippines are located, in the form 
of a treaty or other character of binding agreement, whereby the cooper- 
ating nations shall mutually pledge themselves to recognize and respect 
the 8 and independence of the said Philippines, and likewise 
mutually obligating themselves, equally and not one primarily nor to 
any greater extent than another, to maintain as against external force 
the sovereignty of said Philippines for the period of five years from the 
taking effect of such treaty or agreement. If any of the nations so 
invited to join in such undertaking shall decline to do so, then the 
President shall include as parties to such convention or a ment such 
nations as may be willing to join therein and to assume such obligations ; 
and if none are willing to so unite therein, then, the President is au- 
thorized to give such guaranty on behalf of the United States alone.” 


Mr. LEWIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 881) to declare the purpose of the people 
of the United States as to the future political status of the 
people of the Philippine Isiands and to provide a more autono- 
mous government for those islands, which was read and ordered 
to lie on the table and to be printed, as follows: 


Amend Senate bill 381 by adding as a new section at the end of the 
bill the following: 

“ Spc. —. That there shall be vested in the President and by this act 
he is authorized to enter into any convention or agreement with the 
administration in power in the government of the Philippines for pay- 
ment to the United States of snch sum of money, and by such method of 
installment as may return to the United States the sums of money here- 
tofore paid for and for the pu and government of the Philippine 
Islands or such part of said sum expended by the Government of the 
United States as to the President of the United States shall under all 
the circumstances appear equitable.” 
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FEDERAL JUDGES. 

Mr. CUMMINS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 

66). which was read and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary: 


ten oy That Os Judi Committee of the Senate be directed 


to ma report: „ as to the number of Federal j 
now holding ce who are unable to So substantially the du 
of a judge; second, whether, 8 the Constitution, such judges, if any, 


can be removed from office ; third. if 
proper procedure. 


COMMERCIAL FERTILIZERS AND COTTON PRODUCTION. 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I submit a 
resolution which I ask may be read, and I will ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration. 
The resolution (S. Res. 65) was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized an 


they can be so removed, what is the 


directed to ascertain as nearl as possible, and to sepect te the Senate 
as soon as practicable, the fol : The amount of .co h, 
nitrogen, and phosphoric acid a le for and the 
price Or ees Of those astiten a£ compared wih Tho oe 1 
and to furnish any .. ering, edee case 
amount of any or all these is insufficient ——— tive. 


Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, I think that 
my colleagues from a portion of the cotton-growing States at 
least will agree with me that the situation which confronts the 
cotton outlook for this year is perhaps the most serious that has 
been known since the Civil War. The extraordinary yield per 
acre and the amount that we have been producing have been al- 
most entirely dependent upon the use of commercial fertilizers. 
That is particularly true of all the coastal plains of the South 
Atlantic States. Some investigation on my part has revealed a 
situation which shows not only in my opinion but in the opinion 
of those to whom I sent communications that, regardless of an 
increase in yield, the yield per acre next year will possibly be 
reduced one-half. 

I have before me now telegrams in response to a telegram sent 
by me to bankers, merchants, farmers, and millmen, asking what, 
in their opinion, would be the effect upon the yield per acre if 
the present fertilizer situation is not relieved. In response to 
that telegram I have a few here that I desire to read and place 
in the Recorv. Here is a telegram from one of the largest cotton 
producers in my State: 


Senator E. D. SMITH, 
Washington, D. C. 


WEDGEFIELD, S. C., January 1, 1916. 


wack of potash will have disastrous effect on yield of cotton in 
State follow! ring a, year of ot letion like last year. wative 4 a 
of loss in u be 23 to 33} per cent. 


. Bueexe E. Aycock. 

I also have one from the secretary of the Commission of Agri- 
culture of North Carolina. He estimates that without relief 
from this situation the yield per acre in North Carolina will be 
reduced to 250 pounds per acre. 

From Alabama the ex-conmiissioner of agriculture tele- 
graphs: 

Senator E. D. Sul 
Washington, D: Q.: 


Situation here gloomy on account boll weevil; fertilizers high; 
little credit; farmers demoralized. These conditions greater factor, in 
my judgment, than price of potash. 


MONTGOMERY, ALA., January 8. 


W. H. SEYMOUR. 
Here is one from a banker in North Carolina: 
CHADBOURNE, N. C., January 8, 1916. 
Hon, E. D. regen! 
Senate, 


Washington, D. C. 
Your wire this date. Unless potash is used in t I th 
will be reduced 2a eran addition to this 
the high prices of phosphoric acid and ammoniates will efits reduce 
by result. 


I ask that the remainder of the telegrams aed I have re- 
ceived may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, that action will 
be taken. 

The telegrams are as follows: 

NORFOLK, Va., January II, 1916." 
Senator E. D. SMITH, 
Washington, D. C.: 


Your telegram to our Columbia, S. C., office referred to us ħere. Due 
to uncertainty in gettin Errand soda from west coast of 8 5 America, 
we are not quoting; ty e e muriate potash containing 50 units at 
$475 per ton. Our price for muriate in 1913 was $42 at rt. Our 
price on 8-2-2 poa An 1913 was $20; our present price, 832. Sixteen 
per cent acid sphate in 1913, price $13.25; 1916, price $18. ‘These 
prices are delivered to interior railroad stations. ‘Advance in ammo- 
nia ted goods; due to in price of potash te extent of $9.20 and 
increased cost of manufacturing page acid imcident to very high 
freight rates on pyrites. If we were to charge for potash on the basis 
of present reer price, the 2 per cent or potash alone would be $19. 
We are not quoting goods containing more than 1 per cent 8 
except in bright tobacco belt. Entire stock of potash in this country is 
not sufficient to supply even 1 per cent to all the cotton territory, 

our investigations . — indicate it exceedingly doubtful if planters 


prices. We are advocating the 


can afford to use potash at prevailing 
use for cotton ‘Of fertilizer without potash. 
F. S. Royster Guano Co. 
CHARLESTON, S. C., January , 1916. 
E. D. SMITH 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 

Telegram 3 not quote . of soda nor potash, as we 
have none to offer and, Sexting ao gorah „ can not offer complete fer- 
tilizers mentioned. Pinay t y acid phosphate, 16 cent bulk, at 
$13.25 cash f. o. b. our factory. Have a raay — at both hi cy 
and lower price than this during 1913. Our pri about $8.50. 

oer Freviiizer Co. 
CHARLESTON, S. C., January 10, 1916. 
Hon. E. D. SMITH, Washington, D. C. 


Telegram received. If present fertilizer situation, especially as to 
potash, is not improved, the yield of cotton in 1916 sheuld be below 


normal. 
II. II. FICKEN. 


Cotatunta, S. C., Janwery 10, 1915. 
Hon. ELLISON D. Suirn 
Washington, D. Q.: 

Your wire. Lack of potash will materially reduce yield ef cotton 
on all iands in a Carotina 5 the red-clay solls. To state per- 
centage would a guess, but with F... ranp ween 
would reduce Linia paierai 15 per cent, in my 2 er 

RICHARD NNING, Governor. 
Cotcunia, S. C., Jannary 10, 1916. 
E. D. Sutrn, Washington, D. C.: 

Replying ef 8th, lack of potash will not seriously affect pro- 
duction on Bas —— of Piedmont and foothill country. On lighter solls 
in that section will probably affect yield per acre 15 per cent. Average 
nae econ e << wg per pianin ope Sash ig anni 1 1 3 Intent, 
perhaps, be 0 cen S secu 
„ „ for whole State, or ang ot off 
of 300,000 bales from an acreage porai see 1,600,000 bal 

J. WATSON, Cosemissioner: 


Sester, S. C., January 10, 1916. 


E. D. SMITH, 
Senate, Washington, D. Ss 
Wire received. My fon is that on account of present potash- 
kainit situation cotton d will be reduced 50 per cent. 


W. B. BOYLE. 
SUMTER, S. C., January 8, 1916. 
Senator E. D. Sutru, Washington, D. C.: 


Answering yours, would sa ld would be cut 50 
ota y yie NE: 1E. O O DOr ser. 


GREENVILLE, S. C., January 9, 1916. 
Senator E. D. Suru, Washington, D. 0.: 


The present fertilizer situation looks ae mend for cotton. The yield 
will be forced 35 per cent per acre in thi 3 


Ganxx xvid. S. C., January 8, 1916. 
Hon. E. D. Surra, Washington, D. C.: 
Your telegram received. The yield of cotton will be greatly reduced 
if the fertilizer situation is not improved. 
Jonx T. WOODSIDE, 


Lyxcusvne, S. C., January 8, 1916. 
Senator E. D. Smurn, Washington, D. C.: 


Without potash our crop will be 40 per cent short. 
T. N. GRIFFIN. 


BENNETTSVIIAÆ, S. C., January 8, 1916. 
Senator E. D. Surra, Washington, B. C.: 


‘Our opinion is impossible to make n nything like average crop witheut 
potash. Possible production, two-thirds average crop. 
C. E. Breepex. 


Rattan, N. C., January 8, 1916. 
Senator E. D. Suir, Washington, D. C.: 


Two hundred and fifty per acre. 
oF W. A. GRAHAM. 


ATLANTA, Ga., January 10, 1916. 
Senator E. D. SurrH, Washington, D. C.: 
Scarcity ot e in; ients for fertilizers, in my opinion, 
will affect af suntertall —— on of cotton in * in 1916, ý 
J. D. Price. 
Commissioner of Agriculture. 
Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. These telegrams are all of 
the same tenor, Mr. President. I consider that the situation 
which confronts not only the South in the production of cotton 
but the world at large in the use of it demands that the present 
Congress shall take some action looking to the relief of the 
situation which promises to seriously cripple one of the great, 
if not the greatest, agricultural industries from the export 
standpoint and from the standpoint of our supremacy in the 
textile world. 
I hope that the resolution will be adopted. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution? 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 
STATISTICS RELATING TO WAGE EARNERS. 


Mr. SHEPPARD submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 
67), which was read and referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor: 


Resolved, Sirri as 5 of Labor be, and he is hereby, directed 
to investi 1 as far as it is practicable, upon the mor- 
tality an the waisab lity by aecident or 1 incident to or 
resulting from the various occupations in which the wage earners of 
the United States are engaged. 


FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD—BANK CLERKS’ PAY. 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I ask for the consideration of 
two resolutions heretofore submitted by me. The first resolu- 
tion for which I ask consideration is resolution No. 62, which is 
nddressed to the Federal Reserve Board. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the resolution for which consideration is asked by the Senator 
from Illinois. The resolution will be read. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution (S. Res. 62) 
submitted by Mr. Lewis on the 8th instant, which was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Board of the United States — A 
quested to enter upon investigation of the amounts paid as salari 
the employees and 5 officers of all —.— banks of ane United 
States as are under the jurisdiction of the board, with the object of 
suggesting an increase of compensation to the employees conpinterit with 
the service done and the increased cost of living expenses. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, the resolution requests that the 
Federal Reserve Board shall examine into the question of the 
compensation of the bank clerks under the jurisdiction of that 
hoard and ascertain whether they are being paid in proportion 
to the work they are doing and consistent with the cost of their 
living. 

I desire to inform the Senate that I have received very many 
complaints—and I dare say many of my colleagues in the Senate 
have received the same—from many bank clerks from Illinois 
and throughout the country employed in banks that are within 
the general Federal reserve system, complaining of the compen- 
sation they are obtaining, the long hours of work, the increased 
burdens that are put upon them by the new conditions, and fur- 
ther complaining that their compensation is so small and the 
increased cost of living is so great that they can not with dignity 
or comfort exist. 

I merely ask by this resolution that we request the Federal 
Neserve Board to make an examination into the subject for 
themselves, with a view of ascertaining what would be just 
respecting such employees to make appropriate suggestions to 
the employers, confident as I am that these employers will do full 
justice to such employees. I respectfully ask that the resolution 
be put upon its passage. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President, I should like 
to say for myself that I shall vote for a measure of the kind 
proposed by the Senator from Illinois with all the heart and 
earnestness that I have. It might, however, be extended to 
almost every department of our service. I feel that this is a 
proposition against which none will contend, that the average 
clerk or Government employee is paid a most miserable stipend, 
and, with the expenses that surround the average clerk, his situa- 
tion is quite as bad as is that of the bank clerk. I would broaden 
the scope of such a proposition to include all the departments of 
our Government. 

Mr. LEWIS. Of course, Mr. President, this particular reso- 
lution being addressed to the single object of the bank employees, 
and being directed to the Federal Reserve Board, could hardly 
cover the suggestion of the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I understand that. 

Mr. LEWIS. But an amendment on his part, of course, can 
not be avoided, and would be supported by me. I submit the 
resolution, and ask unanimous consent that it be adopted. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator 
what is the exact purport of this resolution? Is it sought by the 
action of the Senate to compel the banks to increase the pay of 
their clerks? Do I understand that to be the proposition? 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, there is no object whatever on 
the part of the resolution for the Senate to interfere with the 
banks. It is to request the Federal Reserve Board to have ex- 
aminations made of the banks under their jurisdiction, so far as 
they can consistent with their official duties, respecting the 
salaries and compensation of bank employees, and then to make 
such recommendations to the different banks which are members 
of the Federal Reserve System as would appear to be just under 
the circumstances. I confide in the spirit of fairness and justice 


of the bank officials and proprietors to feel that they would co- 
operate in the suggestions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I see no harm in 
that, but I can not see what earthly good the resolution will do. 

Mr. BORAH. - Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
from Illinois if this resolution is so broad in its scope—I have 
not read it—as to include in the examination the employees of 
all banks or only those of national banks? 

Mr. LEWIS. I answer the Senator that the object of the 
resolution is to comprehend any banks that are within the 
system of the Federal reserve, any bank that is either part 
of the system now or may under the law come within the system. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, a question only of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois: What authority has the United States to 
determine the compensation of employees in either the Federal 
reserve banks or in the national banks? 

Mr. LEWIS. I answer the Senator from Iowa by saying: No 
more than the Industrial Commission had power to investigate 
and ascertain the facts of wages and pay of industrial institu- 
tions and make recommendations concerning the wages and 
conditions of labor of these industrial employees. The public 
sentiment of justice would have to be relied upon, and that 
has invariably operated with success; for we haye no power, 
answering the Senator from Iowa, to enforce upon any bank 
what wages it shall pay, and we would have no way of execut- 
ing by any form of process either the figures that might be ar- 
rived at by this examination or the suggestions which might be 
made as a result of it. It must be left to the sense of justice 
on the part of the banks themselves after the suggestions have 
been made by the Federal Reserve Board, which has jurisdic- 
tion of the banks. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Then, Mr. President, may I ask one more 
question? Ought not the resolution be broad enough so that 
the Federal Reserve Board could report the comparative com- 
pensation paid to these employees, taking into account the com- 
pensation paid to other people who work just as hard? 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, there is a great deal to be said 
in favor of the suggestion of the Senator; but this was in my 
mind, and I submit it to him, that it was not as wise nor just 
to tender a resolution that authorized publicity as to the com- 
pensation which men were obtaining, or as to private matters 
touching their relation with their employers, or of the private 
business of the banks and their aids. I felt it would be better 
to leave the matter in the hands of the board, to use their own 
judgment as to the method they would employ and the sugges- 
tions they would make to the banks; but I will consider any 
amendment which the Senator from Iowa desires to tender 
upon that subject after I see its purport. 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I desire to inquire whether 
the Senator has made any investigation as to the authority of 
the Federal Reserve Board to inquire of the banks as to the 
compensation they pay their clerks. Have they that authority? 
I am not familiar with any provision of law which gives it to 
them. I understand that they have certain powers with refer- 
ence to the banks, but whether they have power to ask them 
what is the compensation or salaries of their employees I am 
not informed. 

Mr. LEWIS. I will say to the Senator from New Jersey that 
the suggestion made by him does raise one of the doubtful ques- 
tions in connection with this resolution or any other of its 
nature. I invite the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
the Federal Reserve Board assumed the right to suggest the 
rates of interest for borrowers when they are too high or when 
they are too low. Under this power the board lately came to 
the rescue of the cotton people of the South and the grain farm- 
ers of the West. Upon the assumption that the board has com- 
plete jurisdiction to suggest, and in some degree direct, the rates 
to be paid to the bank by borrowers, or the rates to be asked by 
the bank—under that general supervisory clause, I assume, I 
answer the Senator from New Jersey, that the Federal Reserve 
Board has a right to investigate the compensation the em- 
ployees of the institutions are receiving from that same profit 
obtained by the banks from their borrowers. I assume, I also 
may say, that they would probably report the fact if they found 
a legal obstruction. Assuming that that power is with them un- 
der the general law, I tender the resolution with a view of 
reaching the desired result without embarrassment to banks or 
the employers. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Illinois whether he would not be satisfied to 
have this resolution referred to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency, in view of the fact there is some doubt as to the 
power of the Federal Reserve Board, and also in view of the 
fact that the board is already overburdened with new duties? 
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The Committee on Banking and Currency will meet this week, 
and I can promise the Senator an early report. 

Mr. LEWIS. I will not object to that, if it is desired by the 
Banking and Currency Committee to have the resolution go 
there, so that any Senator might present any views connected 
with it. Therefore, if it is desired by the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency that this resolution go before it, so that any- 
one who so desires may be heard, I move that it be sent to the 
Committee on Banking and Currency for a speedy hearing on 
its merits. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no objection, the reso- 
lution will be referred to the Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency. 

THE FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. What action does the Senator 
desire to have taken in regard to Senate resolution 61, which the 
Secretary will read? 

The Secretary read the resolution (S. Res. 61) submitted by 
Mr. Lewis on January 8, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Board of Federal Trade Commission report at its 
earliest convenience to the Senate whether the duties of the commission 
imposed upon it by the law and demand of the provisions of the act 
creating the said commission render inconvenient or embarrassing the 
assuming the duties and offices of a tarif board, as provided in the 
terms of that certain tariff-board authorization of mgress of the 
period of 1909 and 1910 contained in appropriation bills of the Con- 
gress of 1910 and 1911. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, upon the request of a brother 
Senator, I have consented to have that resolution go over for 
a while. I ask that it may lie over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will lie over. 
Morning business is closed. 


OHIO RIVER BRIDGE, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2409) to 
authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. to construct a 
bridge across the Ohio River at the city of Steubenville, Jeffer- 
son County, Ohio, which were, on page 1, line 5, after “ Vir- 
ginia,” to insert “its successors and assigns,” and, on page 1, 
line 7, after“ River,” to insert“, at a point suitable to the in- 
terests of navigation.” i 

Mr. CHILTON. I move that the Senate concur in the amend 
ments of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF COMMISSION ON INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution (No. 9) of the House of Representatives, 
which was read: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the final report of the Commission on Indus Relations be 
printed as a House document and that 100,000 additional copies be 
printed and bound in cloth, of which 70,000 copies shall be for the 
Kas 9770 the House of Representatives and 30,000 copies for the use of the 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I have just observed the 
reading of the House concurrent resolution providing for the 
printing of the final report of the Commission on Industrial 
Relations as a House document; also 100,000 additional copies 
to be printed for distribution to the public, 70,000 of which shall 
be for the use of the House and 30,000 for the Senate. On 
December 7, 1915, I introduced a resolution similar to the one 
which has passed the House, and on the same day the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER] introduced a resolution 
somewhat similar, but his resolution provided for the printing 
of the testimony also. 

Mr. President, during the past month and a half I have 
received several hundred requests for copies of the final report 
of the Commission on Industrial Relations. A large number 
of these requests have come from the State of Arizona, but many 
have come from other States. I urge at this time upon the 
Committee on Printing that they give the concurrent resolution 
which has been passed by the House prompt, speedy, and careful 
consideration, with a view of reporting it back favorably, so 
that the public in general may have a sufficient number of these 
reports to satisfy the demand. I am anxious to see the report 
and testimony printed, so that the information contained therein 
may be available to the general public. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will, be 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

H. R. 320. An act to authorize the county of Bonner, Idaho, 
to construct a bridge across Pend Oreille River; and 
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H. R. 775. An act granting the consent of Congress to J. P. 
Jones and others to construct one or more bridges across the 
Chattahoochee River between the counties of Coweta and Car- 
roll, in the State of Georgia. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. NEWLANDS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, if the Senator from Nevada 
will yield to me, I should like to move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the Philippine bill; and then, under 


that order, the Senator from Nevada can take the floor and ad- 


dress the Senate on the subject he has in mind. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. That will be perfectly satisfactory to me. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 381. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 381) to 
declare the purpose of the people of the United States as to 
the future political status of the people of the Philippine 
Islands and to provide a more autonomous government for those 
islands. 

A DEMOCRATIC LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, the Democratic Party, after 
nearly three years of power, is about to enter upon a presidential 
campaign, in which its acts of legislation and administration 
will be up for criticism or commendation. The Democratic 
Party is within a year of an election which will determine 
whether its lease of power shall continue or end. We have 
the time and the power before the next election to do every 
beneficial thing we ought to do and to undo every mistaken 
thing we ought not to have done. It is a time for mutual 
candor and counsel and for efficiency of methods in devising 
and carrying out a definite legislative program. 

Prior to the last presidential election I wrote for The Inde- 

pendent an article entitled “ Possibilities of a Democratic Ad- 
ministration,” in which, after stating that the Democratic Party 
was opposed to radical readjustments and would feel its way 
gradually and prudently toward needed reforms, I expressed 
myself as follows: 
Pasia DODOL IN SHa ECA Witch Sob ĩͤ y vec we sill TOE 
labor, the manufacturer, and law-abiding wealth, and we will steer clear 
of business depression and e, Which nothing could be more 
prejudicial to our success either at the election or in subsequent con- 
trol and administration of the Government. We must break up the habit 
of swinging like a pendulum from reform to reaction through the in- 
termediate process of panic. 

My purpose in this article was to do what I could to diminish 
the apprehension, which a political and congressional experi- 
ence of many years convinced me existed among those engaged 
in manufacture, trade, banking, transportation, and enterprise 
generally, that somehow Democratic success meant such radical 
action regarding so-called business interests as to produce in- 
dustrial paralysis and accompanying unemployment and want. 

I believed that the divisions in the adversary party offered 
an opportunity for success and I was desirous that we should 
not only by our campaign utterances allay unreasonable appre- 
hension, but also by our subsequent legislation and administra- 
tion proceed to our ultimate goal by such reasonable and 
moderate stages as would command the confidence of the business 
interests generally of the country and insure a renewal of 
power. 

The wisdom of this policy seemed all the more apparent in 
contemplation of the historical fact that since the commencement 
of the Civil War, a period of 55 years, the Democratic Party 
has been in power nationally only 11 years, and of that period 
only 4 years consecutively, in every instance losing power as 
the result of the fear or the resentment of the business classes 
with their accompanying conditions of unemployment, which 
made most potent with the workingman “the full-dinner- 
pail” argument and caused them to reluctantly yield to the 
persuasion and coercion of our opponents. 


THE RECENT ELECTIONS, 


We were in similar danger at the congressional election of 
1914; a danger only averted by the European war, which 
brought into sudden contrast the President’s policy of watchful 
waiting regarding Mexico with the mad haste of the European 
nations as they rushed into war, and which made that policy 
as popular as it had theretofore been unpopular. The realiza- 
tion that similar prudence would keep us out of European com- 
plications saved the Democratic Party at the last election from 
the defeat which would have surely come as the result of the 
general prostration of business, popularly attributed to our 
economie legislation, 
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It is true that the “intervening process of panic“ alluded to 
in my article has not been experienced, but an industrial and 
commercial depression has been experienced and has been 


coterminous with Democratic control of legislation. It would 
not do to charge this to the European war, first, because that 
war though injurious to our production and trade in its incep- 
tion has since become a stimulant to production and export, 
and, second, because the commencement of this depression ante- 
dates the European war and was contemporaneous with our 
legislation regarding the tariff, banking, and trade. 

The recent elections indicate that we will be in similar danger 
at the coming presidential election, unless the European war 
continues, and makes the President's sagacious and firm handling 
of our foreign affairs the overshadowing issue. But if that war 
soon comes to a close, and the manufacture of munitions ends, 
and added to this source of unemployment our markets now 
protected by the war from invasion are overwhelmed by the 
cheap products of the nations just emerging from war and eager 
to get back their gold, we may have not only an aggravated indus- 
trial depression to meet, but a financial condition fruitful of par- 
alyzing caution. Such conditions may make the election turn not 
upon our foreign policy, but upon domestic economic conditions, 
and the“ Full-dinner-pail“ argument may again be potential. 

We are about to face a united Republican Party, chastened by 
adversity and eager to persuade, and the question is whether 
the Democratic Party, haying done much under this administra- 
tion in the interest of genuine reform, is again to be thrown 
out of power and deprived of the opportunity of continued use- 
fulness, simply because an intervening period of depression sub- 
jects us again to the charge of Democratic hard times,” with 
its accompanying loss of votes, 

All this is possible, although the general trend of Democratic 
legislation has been most commendable. We have revised the 
tariff downward, and have lopped off its excesses. We have 
given the country a better financial system, one which in time 
will do much to correct the spasmodic expansions and contrac- 
tions which in the past have drifted us to unemployment and 
distress. We have taken hold of the trusts and through a 
Trade Commission have opened the way for the peaceful correc- 
tion of abuses by investigation, publicity, and regulation, thus 
making the commission a friendly guide to business instead of 
a relentless prosecutor. And yet the course of this legislation 
has seriously alarmed the interests affected, and has caused 
them to exercise caution in enterprise restrictive of employ- 
ment and productive of want and suffering. It is safe to say 
that the manufacturing, the banking, and the large corporate 
interests are hostile to the Democratic Party, and that their 
employees are also preparing to throw their weight against it 
simply because its administration has not brought good times, 
but on the contrary has, in their judgment, brought bad times. 

ANALYSIS OF DEMOCRATIC LEGISLATION, 

It seems to me that it will be profitable, therefore, to analyze 
our legislation and the causes of this depression before we pro- 
ceed to consider what can be done to relieve it. i 

And here let me say that little criticism can be made of the 
general character of our action. It was distinctively in the line 
of needed reforms. Much of it probably fell somewhat short 
of the goal we should ultimately reach, but it may be that in 
the limited period we went too far and too fast and thus en- 
dangered the vehicle which carried these reforms. There was 
no necessity for this, for the opposing party was not willing to 
go a tithe of the distance we contemplated and could never 
reproach us with not going far enough. 

A considerable experience in public life covering a period of 
23 years, and commencing with the second Cleveland adminis- 
tration, has convinced me that no political party can hope to 
remain in power which adopts radical instead of evolutionary 
methods of reform. This is due to the fact that radical methods 
involve the alarm of the beneficiaries of existing abuses, and 
their consequent caution and timidity so arrest activity in in- 
dustry as to produce unemployment and the attendant dissatis- 
faction of the workers. Thus their vote finally falling in line 
with the vote of the employing interests, overthrows all plans 
for needed reforms and puts reaction again in power. 

This experience has impelled me, not only in Congress by the 
presentation of various legislative programs but in the national 
conventions by platform declarations, to endeavor to secure as- 
surance from the Democratic Party that while it had in view 
the ultimate triumph of correct principles in production, trade, 
banking, and transportation, and had its goal clearly in view, it 
would approach that goal by a gradual process which would not 
prove unduly disturbing. 

THE TARIFF, 

Regarding the tariff, my view was that our undertaking was 

not to immediately adopt a theoretically correct tariff system, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 11, 


but simply to climb gradually down from the protective heights 
upon which the Republican Party had placed the manufactur- 
ing interests of the country; not to jump down at the risk of 
destruction, but to climb down slowly and laboriously with a 
view to preserving, as far as practicable, every American indus- 
try and injuring none. 

In the Denver platform, after a long struggle in the committee 
on platform, my amendment inserting the word “ gradual” be- 
fore “ reduction“ was put in the platform on the tariff, and at 
Baltimore this action was put in different phrase by declaring 
that in making tariff reductions the Democratic Party would not 
injure or destroy any legitimate American industry. I felt that 
in these two planks we were giving peace bonds to the country 
which would assure the interests affected that the process of 
reform would be so gradual as to avoid sudden reversals. 

we came to a practical realization of what we had 
promised by legislation, we were inclined, I thought, to go too 
fast and too far, It is not necessary to allude to our action re- 
garding sugar, the basic agricultural product of all our insular 
possessions as well as the arid and semiarid States. It is con- 
ceded, I believe, that the need of revenue necessitates the re- 
peal of the further reduction determined upon. Nor will I 
refer to other special reductions. My general view was that the 
reduction on dutiable articles from an average of over 42 
per cent to an average of less than 25 per cent was too great, 
taking away possibly the entire margin of profit and even 
more. I also felt that whatever might be our view as to 
the reductions ultimately attainable under a perfect tariff 
system, we should not seek to make them completely operative 
immediately; that as we had been a hundred years in creating 
tariff abuses we could safely take 10 or 20 years in correcting 
them, and so I proposed that the reductions called for by our 
bill should be apportioned over a period of years instead of 
putting them into immediate effect. I held out upon this issue 
until the very day of the final vote and only surrendered to the 
party judgment as the result of action in caucus, which put 
upon me a responsibility I was unwilling to assume, of making 
the party will ineffective. 

The effect of the tariff legislation was what I feared it would 
be. The tying up of production in this country was the result 
not of a malicious effort of the manufacturers to teach the 
country a lesson, but of the caution and timidity which can in 
many cases be proved to be without reason, but which neverthe- 
less always exist under like conditions, 

While I accept my full share of responsibility for the tariff 
bill, which I with apprehension of immediate ill effect voted for, 
candor will not permit me to assert, as many of its supporters 
do, that world-wide causes were at the bottom of the general 
contraction of production following its agitation and passage. 
It is an indisputable fact that the paralysis came before the 
European war was inaugurated, and that its causes were mainly 
domestic. 


THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 


So also with banking legislation. Instead of providing some 
simple method for mobilizing the banking reserves of State and 
National banks under the control of a nonpartisan board or com- 
mission resembling the Interstate Commerce Commission, which 
would gradually through powers of investigation, publicity, cor- 
rection, and recommendations to Congress, work out further 
reforms, we were intent upon legislation which alarmed the 
banks by the largeness of our proposals. Hence the immediate 
effect of the movement which had in view the loosening of credit, 
with a view to aiding our manufacturing institutions in an 
economic crisis resulting from tariff reductions, was a restric- 
tion of credit, prejudicial to the entire business of the country, 
both manufacturing and commercial. I believe that a more 
moderate course would have secured the cooperation and sup- 
port of the banks instead of their hostility. The essentials 
required were mobilization under Federal direction of a part 
of the reserves of both National and State banks for use at the 
point of financial danger or stringency, and the creation of a 
Federal board for such direction. As persuasion (not force 
under the interstate-commerce power) was to be applied to the 
State banks, it was necessary to make the scheme of legislation 
simple and attractive. 

The State and National banks being once unionized under 
such a scheme, it would have been easy later on to enlarge and 
perfect such legislation under the guidance of experience. The 
State banks would have been willing, in consideration of the 
advantages of such a protective union, to allow a part of their 
capital in the shape of reserves lying in their vaults to be mobil- 
ized under Federal direction, but they were unwilling to sub- 
scribe more capital and turn it over to Federal direction and 
control. They also hesitated to turn themselves over to the 


inquisitorial and correctional powers of the comptroller’s office, 
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As it was we failed to make the Reserve Board nonpartisan, 
tied it to an executive department through the membership of 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the comptroller, subjected the 
member banks to the investigating and correctional powers of a 
single partisan comptroller instead of the composite judgment 
of a quasi judicial nonpartisan board, and exacted additional 
and unnecessary capital from member banks, thus organizing 
the reserve associations into profit-making institutions, a pur- 
pose entirely foreign to their nature as protective organizations. 
The result is that the union of banks is incomplete, the State 
half being outside and the National half inside the reserve 
organization, with the prospect that those outside will remain 
so unless the Iaw is modified. 

Had we simply provided for the union and membership of 
State and National banks in Federal reserve associations with- 
out exacting further contributions of capital than a certain 
percentage of their existing reserves and then federalized all 
these associations under the direction of an independent, non- 
partisan Federal Reserve Board with power of investigation 
and correctiou similar to those of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission and the Federal Trade Commission, and had we merged 
in this board the comptroller and all his powers, functions, and 
employees, as we did with the Bureau of Corporations and the 
Trade Commission, and provided for the gradual adaptation of 
the State banks to Federal requirements and practices, thus 
avoiding radical and immediate changes ir conditions, little 
opposition would, I believe, have been encountered in the State 
banks. I think it would be wise to shape the way for legisla- 
tion on the above lines during this session by making the 
Reserve Board nonpartisan, merging the comptroller's office 
with all the powers and duties in the Reserve Board, and doing 
away with all capital requirements beyond the percentage of 
reserves of member banks now required. 

THE TRUSTS. 

So also with the trusts, I have believed for years that we 
should proceed in trade as we have in transportation to correct 
nbuses through a regulating trade commission with limited 
powers at first, which could be gradually extended through the 
experience of the commission itself and as a result of their rec- 
ommendations regarding needed legislation. Had we confined 
our legislation to this we would not have experienced the alarm 
and apprehension created in commercial and productive business 
generally by the Clayton bill, which even if entirely defensible 
in its principles, was regarded as producing changes in business 
innocently conducted and not subject to the charge of abuse 

as were many of the large interests aimed at. 

: We have this in production, in banking, and in trade, brought 
about changes in legislation which have had a restrictive effect 
upon the production and commerce of the country, an effect 
clearly experienced before the European war broke out and not 
at all chargeable to it. ; 

It is unnecessary to demonstrate that any of these changes 
were in essence of principle wrong. All I contend is that igno- 
rance, timidity, and alarm should always be taken into con- 
sideration in framing reform legislation, and that the party that 
does not take them into consideration is likely to be swept out 
of power before the full benefits of its policies, radical perhaps 
at the start, but containing the seed of a proper evolution, are 
realized, and this I fear will be our situation at the next elec- 
tion unless meanwhile we apply ourselves to conciliatory 
measures that will abate and diminish this apprehension. 

THE NATIONAL DEFENSES. 


What, then, are the problems before us? First, prepared- 
ness, the problem which the President wisely presents first for our 
consideration. Without taking up minutely his proposals, I will 
say that there is no need of hysteria upon this subject. Force, 
both civil and military, is needed for the maintenance of public 
peace and order, whether domestic or international. Whether 
this force shall be employed for aggression or defense, for con- 
quest or the maintenance of the public peace and order, is a 
mere matter of training, and I have no doubt our legislation will 
be in the latter direction. 

We must of course provide a rational scheme of national de- 
fense. I do not see why this should involve a very large in- 
crease in the total expenditure. The difficulty with us has 
been not so much the extent of our preparations as the in- 
efficiency of our administration. The national defense is a 
unit. The Army and Nayy should be brought into coordination 
through some governing board or council of national defense 
which will bring them into teamwork instead of encouraging 
competition between the War and the Navy Departments as to 
which shall get the larger appropriations. The experience of 
other countries, such as Australia and Switzerland, points the 
way toward both efficient and economical administration. The 
cooperation of sovereignties should be secured, both national 


and State, in this work, and a system should be devised under 
which more officers shall be trained, for each officer in time of 
emergency will become the organizing force of a hundred men, 
whereas the single private soldier becomes only individually 


useful in time of war. Our military system should not involve 
the maintenance of a large standing army, but the training of 
our youth in everything that relates to military discipline and 
the use of arms, such training to be developed under a system 
of education which will instill in the mind of every boy soldier 
that he is being trained not for conquest but for national de- 
fense and the maintenance of order and peace under laws and 
tribunals, both domestic and international, created for that pur- 
pose. Thus the military instinct will develop not upon the lines 
of aggression and conquest but upon the lines of the mainte- 
nance of civil order. 
AN AUXILIARY NAVY. 


Next comes the question of an auxiliary navy. It is indis- 
putable that if war comes our fighting ships would be derelict 
in the ocean without the carrying and supply ships necessary 
to support them. Thirty or forty million dollars should be 
immediately provided for this purpose, as we have no adequate 
merchant marine. While I supported the administration ship- 
ping bill which failed at the last session owing to Democratic 
defection, I felt that it would have been wiser to shape the 
legislation on the lines which I have been urging for years, and 
which would have passed almost unanimously if substituted for 
that measure. It provided for the construction of auxiliary 
ships of the Navy, to be used in time of war to support the 
fighting ships, and in time of peace manned in part by the 
Naval Reserves for opening up new routes of commerce and mail 
service, under lease to operating companies upon terms fixed by 
a commission consisting of the Secretaries of the Navy and 
Commerce and the Postmaster General. Such a proposal would 
have had the support of Democrats who were devoted to the 
traditional individualism of the Democratic Party and who 
had not yielded to the -doctrine of collectivism supported by 
many Democrats but not yet adopted as a party tenet. I think 
it unwise to put such men under condemnation by the party 
and believe it would be wiser to shape the legislation in such a 
way as to make it meet directly the demands of the Navy and 
only incidentally the requirements of foreign commerce. Later 
on, the needed ships having been acquired, the scheme could be 
enlarged if deemed advisable, so as to cover the purpose of the 
administration bill. 

A TARIFF BOARD, 


The newspapers state that the administration is considering 
the danger arising from a dumping process which is likely to be 
used by foreign nations after the war. It is possible that our 
fears in this respect may be exaggerated, but it is clear that the 
warring countries will make an immense effort to get back some 
of the gold which has drifted to this country, and the best 
method of doing so will be to sell us their goods at low prices. 
Their wage level will be probably lower than ever, and this 
country may feel the effects of a flood of merchandise which will 
not only displace the products of domestic labor but also, by 
withdrawal of a large portion of our stock of gold, create alarm. 
The effect of this can be imagined, particularly when the large 
force now employed in munition making is released from work. 
It is doubtful whether such a process of cheap sales unaccom- 
panied by proof of conspiracy to depress and control our markets 
can be antagonized by the exercise of the powers of the Trade 
Commission regarding fair competition. It possibly can be met 
by slowing down the entry of such goods, either by taxation 
or by limited exclusion, A tariff board could be organized with 
power to act in either way under a definite rule fixed by Corigress 
or the Trade Commission could be authorized to exercise such 
power. I believe in a tariff board and have for years advocated 
its creation, but it will be difficult to harmonize such legislation 
with the traditions of the Democratic Party or the phrases which 
it has canonized, such as “ Protection is robbery,” although the 
Democrats of the Senate united with the Progressive-Republicans 
to provide a tariff board in the Payne-Aldrich bill. So far as 
I am concerned, I decline to yield to the tyranny of a phrase and 
am willing to restrict invading forces, whether of goods or men, 
if the interests of the country require, but much counsel within 
the party will have to be taken on this subject. 


PUBLIC WORKS AND RIVER DEVELOPMENT, 


We should not in my judgment halt in the constructive work 
of the country. On the contrary, having thus far devoted our- 
selves to correctional legislation which, however necessary, has 
been disturbing to business and the employment of labor, we 
should press vigorously constructive work employing labor. 
We are not doing enough constructive work. We should do 
more. We should not cut off our public building, but we should 
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see to it that the public buildings are apportioned, -not under 
the present spoils system, which gives an individual post office 
as spoils to a Congressman or Senator who devotes himself to 
the job of securing it, but under a broad and comprehensive 
system, which, through a board or commission composed of 
experts in construction engineering and architecture, and with 
the aid of the National Arts Commission, will take in view the 
requirements of the entire country and every part of it and 
adapt the buildings to the special uses and requirements of 
every locality, uniting art with utility in such a way as to make 
these buildings a perpetual memorial of the intelligence and 
culture of the time. We are spending many million dollars in 
a sporadic way in this direction. We should spend more in a 
scientific, accurate, and comprehensive way under the new plan. 

We should take hold of our rivers, not under the spoils bill 
called the river and harbor bill, as at present, but by separat- 
ing them entirely from harbor improvements, planning for the 
complete development of every watershed with its main rivers 
and their tributaries from source to mouth, having in view the 
complete regulation of the rivers with all their branches in such 
a way as to prevent every destructive use and to promote every 
beneficial use. We are now engaged in dredging channels and 
in building levees along the lower reaches of our great rivers, 
to protect both the channels and the adjoining lands from the 
destructive floods precipitated upon them from the regions 
above. We should not only maintain this needed work, but we 
should also control these waters before they reach the period 
of flood by taking hold of them as soon as they fall from the 
heavens throughout the country, leading them over the arid 
lands through storage works and canals, impounding them in 
large reservoirs for the development of water power, and for 
use in intensive cultivation, i the natural storage 
capacity of the soil by the development of forests and the pro- 
motion of cultivation, which will absorb instead of shedding 
the waters, thus gradually slowing their progress from our 
mountains and valleys toward the gulfs, bays, and oceans in 
such a way as to mass them for beneficial use and to prevent 
their massing for destructive use, thus stabilizing the flow of 
the streams themselves, so that instead of being torrential in 
certain seasons and dry in others they will afford at all times a 
sufficient flow to maintain their use for water carriage, the 
cheapest in the world, a carriage which should be coordinated 
with rail transportation and ocean rtation in such a way 
as to make them all dovetail to the advantage of commerce, 

We are now expending many millions annually in ineffective 
river regulation. We should expend $60,000,000 annually for 
a period of 10 years in effective river regulation, which will in- 
volve the cooperation of the Engineering Corps of the Army, 
the Reclamation, Forest, and Drainage Services, the Geological 
and Coast and Geodetic Surveys, and other scientific services 
in team work under common plans, and which will also unite 
the Nation and the States by a system of cooperation, each 
within their jurisdiction, in the advancement of works which 
will secure the full conservation of the water resources of the 
country for every useful purpose. There is, in my judgment, 
no work so all-inclusive as this, for it involves the promotion 
of commerce, the reclamation of waste lands suffering either 
from want of or too much water, the development of forests, 
the promotion of scientific cultivation of the soil through inten- 
sive cultivation, and the development of water power. There is 
no subject of legislation which presents so many beneficial as- 
pects, And as these rivers are under the jurisdiction of two 
sovereignties, the national and the State, some method should 
be found of uniting their powers instead of encouraging them 
in constant conflicts as to jurisdiction. It would not be im- 
practicable to organize a great industrial army employed in the 
forests, the rivers, and public works generally, into a reserve 
force as a part of the national defense. 

THE FINANCES. 


But where is the money to come from? My answer is addi- 
tional taxation. This country is not bankrupt—it will 
respond to intelligent taxation which will be spent in a general 
way for the welfare of the country, and particularly if a large 
part of the additional taxation is for public works, which will 
secure employment during a period of depression. Regarding 
taxation, I am glad to observe that the administration favors the 
continuance of the existing sugar tax. The duty on sugar has 
always been a revenue duty. There has never been a period 
in the history of the Republic that a sugar duty has not existed, 
except during McKinley’s administration, when a bounty was 
substituted for a tax. This will prevent our revenues from 
being depleted to the extent of $30,000,000 more, as is threatened 
by existing legislation. 

The second method of increasing our revenue is to extend the 
area of our income tax. All incomes below $3,000 are now 
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exempt. The limit should be reduced to $2,000 or $1,500, and 
— this source $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 more annually can be 
erived. À 

If more is required it could be obtained under an inheritance 
tax. It is true the States have largely taken hold of the in- 
heritance tax. It would have been much better had the United 
States Government inaugurated this tax, for then it would have 
been uniform throughout the entire country and the individual 
States could not, as some do, offer asylum to the rich by exempt- 
ing wealth from this tax. In view of the fact that many of the 
States have already levied inheritance taxes and an additional 
tax might be an unjust burden, I would suggest that whatever 
inheritance tax is imposed should provide that wherever a State 
has imposed sucha tax it should be deducted from the national 
tax, to the extent, however, of only one-half of the national tax. 
Thus, under such a system no State now exempting inheritance 
from taxation would be encouraged in maintaining the present 
system, for its citizens would have to pay the entire tax imposed 
by the National Government. The adoption of such legislation 
by the United States would gradually result in a system under 
which inheritance taxes would be imposed by every State 
throughout the country as well as by the National Government; 
one-half of the total tax imposed upon inheritances, both 
national and State, would thus go to the respective States and 
one-half to the National Government. I would deem it advisable 
to so adjust these additional taxes upon income and inheritances 
as to do away with the existing war-revenue taxes, many of 
which are vexatious burdens upon business, leading to evasion, 
either conscious or unconscious, for my observation is that few 
people realize how unconsciously they fail to respond to the 
numerous requirements of the war-revenue tax regarding stamp 
duties, ete. 

There are, of course, other matters of legislation and ad- 
ministration which should be taken up, such as the settlement of 
the conservation question in aid of the development of our 
national resources, but I do not refer to them in detail, lest too 
extended a discussion may involve a confusion of ideas. The 
main things to be considered in addition to the questions re- 
lating to the tariff and banking, above referred to, are the 
military defense, an auxiliary navy, the public constructive 
works, and the unlocking and development of our natural 
resources. 

A CONSTRUCTIVE Program, 


Epitomizing what I have said, I urge the following as a con- 
structive program for this session : 


1. PREPAREDNESS, 


(a) In addition to a moderate enlargement of the Army and 
Navy, an increase of efficiency by regarding the national defense 
as a unit through the creation of a national council of defense, 
consisting of the Secretaries of War and the Navy, and other 
experts, with authority to formulate and submit plans. 

(b) An increase in the military and naval schools, with a 
view to training officers for the organization and discipline of 
troops in case of war, and the utilization for this purpose of the 
schools of agriculture and the mechanic arts, whose fundamental 
law—the Morrill Act—provides for military training for our 
youth as a part of the national duty. 

(e) National cooperation with the States in a system of 
public-school education which will train our youth in the use 
of arms for the national defense; such education, in addition to 
military discipline and training, to inculcate the fundamental 
idea that such training and discipline are not for the purpose 
of aggression or conquest, but for the maintenance of peace 
‘and order and in aid of tribunals, both national and interna- 
tional, organized for their maintenance. 

(d) Construction of auxiliary ships for our Navy, to be used 
in time of war in aid of the fighting ships and in time of peace 
in establishing new routes of commerce and mail to foreign 
countries, through lease to shipping companies under the control 
of a commission consisting of the Secretaries of the Navy and 
of Commerce and the Postmaster General. 


2. TARIFF AND TAXATION, 


(a) The grant to a tariff commission or the Federal Trade 
Commission of all the powers of a needed tariff board, includ- 
ing, in addition to the powers of investigation, publicity, and 
recommendation, the power to protect, under a rule fixed by 
Congress, American industries against the combination or 


action of foreign producers and traders intended to unduly 
displace the products of American industry in our own markets. 
(b) An increase in the area of the income tax so as to cover 
incomes of $1,500. 
(e) An inheritance tax which will permit the deduction, to 
the extent of one-half of the national tax, of similar taxes col- 
lected by State governments, 
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3. BANKING. 

Amendment of the national reserve act: 

(a) By providing that the Federal Reserve Board, like the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and the Federal Trade Com- 
mission, shall be be nonpartisan and independent of the execu- 
tive department, eliminatixz the Secretary of the Treasury and 
the comptroller,- as such, from its , and merging 
the comptroller's office with all its officials, powers, and func- 
tions in the Federal Reserve Board. 

(b) By doing away with all capital requirements of member 
banks, except the percentage of reserves now required by law. 

4 FUr ic BUILDINGS, 


(a) The creation of an board of public buildings, 
under the Interior Department, which, with the aid of the Na- 
tional Commission of Fine Arts, will take in view the require- 
ments of the entire country regarding public buildings, and, 
under a rule fixed by Congress, proceed to the expenditure of a 
fixed sum per annum, not less than $30,000,000, for public 
buildings. 

5. RIVER DEVELOPMENT AND REGULATION, 

Providing for the separation of river development from harbor 
improyements by the creation of a commission composed of the 
Secretaries of War, Commerce, Interior, and Agriculture, and 
the cooperation of the services under them, as well as the co- 
operation of the National Government with the States, in devis- 
ing and carrying out comprehensive plans for the regulation of 
river flow with a view to the promotion of navigation, the miti- 
gation of floods through the development of forests and proper 
methods of cultivation, the storage and control of flood waters 
for the reclamation of arid and swamp lands and the development 
of water power, and the creation of an ample fund providing for 
not pom than $60,000,000 annually for 10 years for continuous 
work. 

Mr. President, later on I shall introduce resolutions for a 
legislative program upon the lines of this speech, 

Mr. OWEN. Mr, President, I believe the welfare of the United 
States requires the establishment of a nonpartisan permanent 
tariff commission. After the war is over it may easily happen, 
in my judgment, that unfair practices may be resorted to by 
manufacturing companies abroad slipping inte the United States 
goods even below cost, and in that way interfere with the nor- 
mal, proper course of business of our own enterprises in this 
country. 

I wish to say that the establishment of such a nonpartisan 
tariff commission, which was referred to by the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. NRWTANDS] in his remarks just made, can be car- 
ried out upon lines which are entirely harmonious with the 
policies heretofore pursued by the Democracy. It is not neces- 
sary that such a commission should be constructed upon the 
avowed theory of the so-called “ protective” tariff. There are 
abundant reasons why such a commission should be established 
regardless of whether a man believes in the protective tariff or 
whether he does not. ; 

In the first place, every Member of Congress and the executive 
department should have the opportunity of knowing what the 
truth is with regard to the factors which enter into the produc- 
tion, the cost of production, and the cost of distribution of any 
one of the items on the schedules which are important to the 
interest of the manufacturing establishments in the United 
States. Every man on the floor of the Senate is perfectly aware 
that, with the overwhelming volume of testimony poured out 
before the committee when the schedules are being considered, 
no man has the time or the opportunity or the ability to com- 
pletely master the vast mass of conflicting and unreliable testi- 
mony submitted, differentiate the truth from that which is 
false, and arrive at any sufficient knowledge with regard to the 
items on the schedules. 

There are about 4,000 of these items. The evidence taken 
on the tariff question when I first entered the Senate in 1908, 
presented to the Members of the Senate, taken on the House 
side, consisted of 8,000 printed pages. The evidence was taken 
without the security or protection which would be afforded by 


a law punishing perjury applied to false swearing before our 


committees. Men were permitted to come before those com- 
mittees and state that which was false for the purpose of mis- 
leading the legislators. The evidence was in direct conflict 
with itself, one group of men desiring to have one policy pur- 
sued, another the exact contrary, and each giving evidence 
accordingly. For example, in the bringing in of zinc ore from 
Mexico, the smelters desiring the lowest possible rate, the 
miners of zinc ore in Oklahoma desiring the highest possible 
rate, there was a flat conflict, each one giving testimony at 
variance with the other, and the legislator, busy as he is with 
his daily and with his duties upon the floor and 


upon his committees, finding it impossible to ascertain what the 
truth is, justifies a tariff commission which shall accurately 
3 ig ra 5 ee truth one a the conscientious legislator know 
W. e are to pass upon the fixing of these 
schedules. 

For that reason, therefore, a tariff commission is perfectly 
justified, in order to ascertain the truth with regard to these 
items on the schedules and in order to keep Members of Con- 
gress informed of the changing factors which enter into these 
questions, because they are going through a constant flux. They 
are not the same one year with another. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator from Oklahoma allow me to 
interrupt him with an inguiry at this point? 

Mr. OWEN. Certainly. 

Mr. LEWIS. The Senate debated in a most energetic and 
industrious manner, as was done by both sides of the Senate, 
in the creation of the Federal Trade Commission. Does the 
Senator see anything incompatible with the duties of the Fed- 
eral Trade Commission as now prescribed by law from that 
board entering into duties such as he has defined and which 
he regards appropriate and necessary for something called a 
tariff commission? 

Mr. OWEN. I do. 

Mr. LEWIS. Then I should like the Senator’s viewpoint, if 
I do not divert him from his line, as to wherein he sees that the 
creation of their duties is incompatible, serving as such tariff 
commission. 

Mr. OWEN. That incompatibility arises from the fact that it 
is not humanly possible for the present Trade Commission to 
perform its present function completely, much less undertake 
this work, which will require the entire time of laborious and 
expert men to ascertain the facts and the factors governing 
the cost of manufacture and the cost of distribution. There is 
a limit to human capacity. 

Mr. LEWIS. I understand the Senator feels that the present 
duties put upon the board by the law exhaust their capacity, 
and that to put this other duty upon them would leave it a 
burden that could not be performed. 

Mr. OWEN. Take such a commission as the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission. In my judgment that commission now is 
burdened beyond what flesh and blood can bear. I think there 
should be a method pursued which would always keep in mind 
what can be accomplished by the officials who are charged with 
a duty and not put upon them more than they can properly 
and efficiently accomplish. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire, with the Senator’s kind consideration 
at this moment, to say the object of my query was this: I am 
desirous of avoiding the creation of any unnecessary commis- 
sions or further unnecessary officeholders and adding to the list 
of extra salaries in view of the condition of the Treasury of the 
Government and the necessity of the large expenditures that I 
think will be forthcoming for the preparation of national de- 
fense and other objects. It was with that purpose in my mind 
I took the Liberty to inquire of the Senator whether he thought 
the duties were compatible and simply for that purpose only. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, there is another good reason why 
there should be established a tariff commission. ‘The great prob- 
lem which should be worked out, in my judgment, for the wel- 
fare and happiness of the United States is to keep the produc- 
tive energies of this Nation constantly and profitably employed. 

Our foreign commerce ought to be enlarged as much as prac- 
ticable. I believe that our imports are paid for by our exports 
and that our exports are paid for by our imports; that each 
nation must keep its own gold supply ; that there is no such thing 
in reality as a balance of trade beyond the narrew meaning of 
these statistics gathered from partial facts and which are likely 
to mislead the country by making it appear that in some years 
we do not receive as much as we send abroad. We always re- 
ceive the equivalent of what we send abroad either in mer- 
chandise or in service or in obligations of debt, our own, perhaps, 
as at present. There is now pouring back a vast flood of Ameri- 
ean securities paying for the extraordinary shipment of goods 
which we are now sending to Europe; but as it is an axiomatic 
truth that the whole is equal to the sum of its parts. When a 
man ships a hundred bales of cotton to Europe and receives its 
equivalent and you multiply such transactions by a hundred 
thousand or a hundred million, the equation is still the same. 
We receive an adequate and approximately equal return for 
that which we ship abroad. Therefore, in order to energize our 
own activities we ought to enlarge our foreign commerce and our 
foreign shipments. In order to accomplish this end reciprocal 
arrangements ought to be made with the authority of the United 
States. 

It is extremely difficult and slow to negotiate and have con- 
firmed a reciprocal treaty. In my judgment there should be a 
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certain element of active mobility in the tariff schedules, with a 
maximum and minimum within which the Executive department, 
under the instruction and guidance of the legislative branch of 
the Government, shall be authorized to make reciprocal arrange- 
ments in order that we may ship a larger measure of our goods 
abroad and give privileges for shipment into our country of 
those products which we do not make or which may be sent into 
our country advantageously to our internal commerce. There- 
fore, in order to permit these reciprocal agreements to be made 
quickly, advantageously, and wisely the Executive department 
should have accurate knowledge with regard to the cost of pro- 
duction and distribution of these various products and be at 
liberty between a maximum and minimum rate to negotiate such 
agreements for the enlargement of our foreign commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harprxe in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam much interested in what the Senator 
from Oklahoma is saying, but there are some difficulties that 
occur to me in the program which the Senator is mapping out. 

Mr. OWEN. I anticipate the Senator’s view, but shall be glad 
te have him briefly express it, if he likes, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rose to ask the Senator a question merely 
to clear my mind, if the Senator can, of the difficulties that 
occur to me. The Senator said that conditions fluctuate from 
time to time, that the cost of production fluctuates from time 
to time. The Senator is proposing to haye a tariff commission 
that will sit and, I suppose, day by day examine those questions, 
with a view to enlighten the country and the Congress as to the 
proper means to protect their own interests and enlarge our 
commerce. Did I understand the Senator to say that this com- 
mission, having ascertained the facts, should then submit those 
facts to the Executive department, and that then the Executive 
department should change the rates of duty? 

Mr. OWEN. Precisely. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is, Congress delegates to the Execu- 
tive department its functions? Is that the view of the Senator? 

Mr. OWEN. The Senator from New Hampshire inserts a prin- 
ciple after asking a question as to a fact. The proposal I make 
is that the Executive department, through the President, should 
have the authority, between the maximum and minimum rates, 
to change the items of the schedules. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is to say, we delegate legislative power, 
then, to the commission and the Executive; that is, power that 
we have always heretofore held as a function of the Congress? 

Mr. OWEN. The Senator draws his conclusion in his ques- 
tion. I deny that it is a legislative power when the legislative 
branch of the Government directs an executive officer, within a 
maximum and minimum schedule, to fix the rates for the pur- 
pose of making these reciprocal arrangements. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I do not know that I arbitrarily held that 
view. I suggested that that had been the uniform custom. 

Mr. OWEN. I know that that has been the contention, and I 
am only expressing the view which I entertain with regard to it. 
It may be; of course, erroneous. It is my opinion that when 
the legislative branch of the Government exercises this legis- 
lative function and declares a maximum and minimum rate, 
within which the tariff shall be mobile and within which the 
Executive shall be authorized to make these reciprocal agree- 
ments, the legislative branch has given an instruction to carry 
out the legislative will within certain limited lines, and that the 
Executive, in discharging that function, will be performing an 
Executve duty put upon the Executive by the legislative branch. 
I am willing to trust any President whom the people of the 
United States may at any time put into the White House to 
represent their wishes in regard to such matters. 

Mr. GALLINGER, But if the Executive department is simply 
to carry out the mandate of Congress along those lines, I do not 
see exactly why a tariff commission should come in to instruct 
the Executive department. That is what is troubling me. 

Mr. OWEN. The instruction of the Executive department, if 
the Senator would imply by that term a direction to the Execu- 
tive department to do what subordinate officers might see fit to 
regard as the proper thing, would be putting in the subordinate 
a power which I would not be willing to do; but in the President 
of the United States I would be willing to confide, and I think 
it would not be an unconstitutional act for the legislative branch 
to fix a maximum and minimum within which these reciprocal 
agreements can be made; and, except the tariff be mobile in this 
land, I think we shall never really have any satisfactory method 
of reciprocal arrangements, because, as I say, the conditions are 
in a continual state of flux and the legislative branch is too 
cumbersome to handle these details. If we are going to enlarge 
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our foreign commerce by reciprocal agreements, we ought to 
have the authority vested somewhere where it may be mobilized 
and quickly resorted to when the necessity arises, so a national 
need may be quickly and efficiently satisfied. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. OWEN. Ido. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Let me state to the Senator from Okla- 
homa, in answer to the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], that the necessity for this commission arises from 
the fact that the state of trade and the different conditions that 
are prescribed are so intricate and involve such an enormous 
amount of study that it would be impossible for executive 
officers, charged with the duties which they now have of ascer- 
taining the proper rates that might be required, to perform that 
function. For that reason a commission is necessary in order to 
accomplish the desired result. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LEWIS. I should like to invite the attention of the 
Senator from Oklahoma and that of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the reasoning that doubtless escaped their minds 
in view of the multitude of things upon them. In later years, 
in the decision of a case wherein there was a test of the power 
of the Executive to enforce the reciprocity clause of the Mc- 
Kinley Act, I think the Supreme Court of the United States 
went very fully into the theory as to whether it was a delega- 
tion of power and—contrary to what I have believed, I must 
frankly say, to have been the preceding law and the preceding 
doctrine—they did hold along the lines of the suggestion of the 
Senator from Oklahoma. I merely called the matter to the at- 
tention of the able Senators that they might refresh their minds 
upon the subject at this time. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, aside from the fundamental fact 
that no Member of Congress can devote the time which is neces- 
sary to a thorough mastery of the facts entering into the 4,000 
items of the tariff schedules, apart from the fact that we ought 
to have a method by which reciprocal agreements can be made, 
and quickly made, I think that it is further importanf to the 
country that when a question relating to the tariff shall go be- 
fore the country it may be upon the narrow policy either of a 
high tariff or a low tariff, and thus enable the people of the 
country to pass with intelligence upon the question submitted. 
I have been upon many hustings and have heard such debates 
on the tariff, and they strongly remind me of a description by 
the Hon. Thomas Brackett Reed on one occasion of an American 
statesman whom he described as “ an encyclopedia of undigested 
misinformation.” It would be far better for the country if the 
question of a high or a low tariff might be simply submitted to 
the people, taking out of the hustings the discussion upor a 
multiplicity of details concerning which even the speakers are 
not informed, and from which the audience can not derive much 
real instruction. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senato? from Utah. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. My attention was diverted during part 
of the Senator’s speech, and I am not entirely certain that I un- 
derstand his position. Do I understand the Senator to be in favor 
of creating a tariff commission with power to fix tariff rates? 

Mr. OWEN. No. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well, do I understand that they are 
to be given power to fix rates within certain minimum and 
maximum figures? 

Mr. OWEN. No, sir. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Well, if it will not annoy the Senator, 
may I ask him what is the proposal? 

Mr. OWEN. That the President of the United States might 
make reciprocal agreements fixing rates between the maximum 
and minimum points. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And that he then have a commission 
to aid him? 

Mr. OWEN. Have a commission to lay before him the facts 
with regard to the different items that might be affected. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Then, the real power under the Sen- 
ator’s proposition is to be conferred upon the President? 

Mr. OWEN. Yes. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Congress would say that the lowest rate 
that might be fixed would be so much and the highest rate so 
much, and within those limits leave the rate to the President. 
Now, what would be the rule that would guide the President in 
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that sort of a case? Would it be left to his arbitrary dis- 
cretion? 

Mr. OWEN. I do not know why the Senator should use the 
word arbitrary“; it would be left to his discretion. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Without any legislative rule being laid 
down to guide him? 

Mr. OWEN. Uxcept that he would be moving under the 
policy of the Government laid down by the legislative branch 
that he should make reciprocal agreements for the purpose of 
enlarging our foreign commerce along lines of established legis- 
lative policy. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Would not the effect of that be, then, 
to allow the President to fix the amount of the tax which would 
be imposed? 

Mr. OWEN. He would fix the schedule rate, if the Senator 
desires to describe that as a tax, but I thought the Senator did 
not regard that as a tax. That, however, would be the effect 
of it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. It is a tax; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. OWEN. I think it is. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. An impost duty comes within the de- 
scription of a tax, without any doubt whatever. 

Mr. OWEN. I think it does. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not know anybody who contends 
to the contrary. I think there is some difference among us as 
to who pays the tax, whether our own people pay it or the for- 
eign importer pays it; but that it is a tax there is no doubt. 

Mr. OWEN. That was my reference, I will say to the Sena- 
tor. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The final thing I was coming to is this: 
The Constitution, of course, vests in Congress the exclusive 
power to impose taxes, and it enumerates among others imposts 
and duties. Of course, Congress may not delegate that power. 
The case to which the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Lewis] re- 
ferred awhile ago, which arose under the McKinley Act, was a 
case where a legislative rule was laid down to guide the action 
of the President; but, as I understand the Senator's position, he 
does not undertake to lay down any legislative rule for the 
President's guidance at all. The only rule is that the Senator 
fixes a minimum amount and a maximum amount, and within 
those limits leaves it entirely to the President to do what he 
pleases about fixing the rate. 

Mr. OWEN. I had not really reached the point of making 
a draft of this proposed statute, nor to go into the refinements 
of precisely determining how far the President should be 
limited in exercising this duty if it be put upon him, nor pre- 
cisely what the terms of the legislative policy might be. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I was simply addressing myself to 
what the Senator had already said, as I understood it. 

Mr. OWEN. I think that the legislative branch would be at 
perfect liberty and have the duty to lay down the policy under 
which this duty should be carried out, and it might be advisable 
to do that; but I am in favor of making that part of the tariff 
mobile and changeable within 24 hours, and not compelling the 
matter to be brought into Congress and thrashed out during 12 
months or after a long campaign or under any iron-clad arrange- 
ment that, after all, does not adequately and quickly serve our 
commerce, I am only expressing my opinion with regard to 
what I think would be judicious, leaving the question of the 
framing of the statute and the legislative policy, if it ever 
reaches that point, to those skilled in tariff legislation. 

Mr. POINDEXTER rose. 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Washington, if the 
Senator from Utah has concluded. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wish to make a further observation, 
which is that I, for myself, am not able to see how Congress 
can lay down a rule according to which a change of tariff can 
be made in the more or less automatic fashion which the Senator 
is in favor of. I think we would have no difficulty in providing 
for a tariff commission to gather facts, to present them to 
Congress, and to make recommendations. That sort of a tariff 
commission I am in favor of, and have always been in favor of. 

Mr. OWEN. I will say to the Senator that I would rather 
have that kind of a tariff commission than none at all; but I 
should like to have a tariff commission that would enable the 
President of the United States to exercise some authority in 
promoting these international agreements one by one and day 
by day, as the occasion should occur, in order to enlarge our 
foreign commerce to as great an extent as possible, because I 
believe that would enlarge our internal activities and keep our 
people employed. 

Mr. SUT There is very much force in what the 
Senator says, but for myself I do not see how, under the present 
Constitution, it is possible to devise a scheme such as the Sen- 
ator advocates without making an unlawful delegation to the 
President of the taxing power. 


Mr. OWEN. I will say to the Senator that I am altogether 
in favor of making this Constitution of ours sufficiently mobile 
to allow it to permit the people of the United States to do what 
is necessary for their welfare. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. The suggestion of the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] that the proposition of the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN] would be a delegation of legislative 
powers unless there was a rule for the government of the com- 
mission, it seems to me, is indisputable. ‘The Senator, however, 
said he was unable to understand how there could be any such 
rule. I understand this discussion is a little outside of the 
proposition the Senator from Oklahoma is now presenting, but 
it has been brought up, and it is a matter of very great interest; 
and, in view of the remarks of the Senator from Utah, I want 
to make this suggestion, so as to point a way, as it seems to me, 
in which a tariff commission could be constituted that would 
comply with the condition laid down by the Senator from Utah: 
You could take the measure of tariff protection declared in a 
party platform, for instance, or any other measure that might 
be established by Congress as the tariff policy of the country. 
You could say that it should be the difference in the cost of 
production in the United States and in foreign countries, 

Something of that kind, almost in those words, was contained 
in the Republican platform of 1908. If the country in the 
political campaign decides in favor of a protective tariff, as it 
did decide in that campaign, Congress, in enacting a law to 
carry out the tariff plank, appoints a commission, not to ascer- 
tain what would be a reasonable tariff, not giving the commis- 
sion any discretion whatever as to raising or lowering rates, 
but to ascertain the fact of what is the rate on any particular 
item that represents the difference in the cost of production at 
home and abroad. It would be an absolutely definite and spe- 
cific rule, leaving no discretion to the commission, and at the 
same time it would be a rule under which the tariff would be 
adjustable to changing conditions, because the facts would be 
changing from time to time. The costs of production at home 
and abroad and the difference between them would be change- 
able factors; and as the commission found, upon complaints 
that might be made to them by those who were particularly inter- 
ested, that conditions had changed, that the facts had changed, 
they would then find the new facts. Instead of exercising any 
discretion in establishing a tariff policy, they would be simply 
fixing the rate in pursuance of a rule laid down by Congress. 

Mr. OWEN. The Senator is entirely right; and there are 
other rules of legislative limitation and direction which might 
also be imposed. 

Mr. WORKS, Mr. President 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. If the Senator will pardon me for just 

one more word, the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] says 
that the Constitution of the United States authorizes Congress 
to levy taxes, and that no other authority can levy a tax. Of 
course, that is true. The Constitution of the United States also 
authorizes Congress to regulate interstate commerce. There is 
not any other authority that can regulate interstate commerce; 
yet there is an Interstate Commerce Commission, but it is oper- 
ating under the instructions of Congress under a rule laid down 
by Congress. 
Mr. OWEN. Exactly the same principle applies. 
Mr. POINDEXTER. I heard the distinguished senior Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. Cummins] during the discussion of the 
tariff bill when this question was presented make the remark 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission had a rule for its 
guidance, but that a tariff commission could not have a rule, 
or that no rule was in the amendment that was then 
pending. I submit that the rule under which the Interstate 
Commerce Commission is acting—namely, that it shall fix a 
reasonable rate—is far less definite than the rule which I men- 
tioned a moment ago in regard to fixing a tariff rate which 
would limit it to the fact of the difference in the cost of pro- 
duction. ‘The latter rule is a definite rule and involves no 
discretion, while the fixing of a reasonable rate does involve a 
modicum of discretion. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator pardon an 
interruption? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Okla- 
homa yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLAPP. Up to the time of the Panama Canal bill we had 
always supposed that in giving any authority to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission we had to prescribe a rule, which, of 
course, avoided any suggestion of the delegation of a power. 
In that case, however, after considerable discussion and, I 
think, a very complete consideration by the then senior Senator 
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from New York [Mr. Root], we went one step further, and 
clothed the commission with the power to prescribe a rule in 
the use of the Panama Canal with reference to allowing ships 
associated with trusts, I think, to go through, and attached no 
legislative rule whatever. Some of us were rather surprised at 
the suggestion at first; but after a very thorough consideration 
by so eminent an authority as the then senior Senator from 
New York, it was decided that we could clothe the commission 
with the power without even prescribing a rule. 

Mr. WORKS, Mr. President 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WORKS. During the last session of Congress I intro- 
duced a bill providing for a tariff commission. In that bill it 
was provided that the commission should have the authority to 
make the necessary investigations and to report to Congress 
any changes that should be made in tariff legislation in part 
of a tariff bill—not the whole of it, but that it should have the 
right at any time to suggest to Congress any changes that 
should be made in tariff legislation. It seemed to me that that 
was about as far as we could go in vesting power in a com- 
mission of that kind; that the act of legislation, or the act of 
fixing the tariff rate, must be left to Congress. I thoroughly 
agree with the Senator that there ought to be some means by 
which we could fix our attention upon any item of tariff legisla- 
tion where it is found to be in any respect wrong, and change 
it without haying to go over the entire bill as it has been here- 
tofore enacted. 

Mr. OWEN. The difference between the Senator and myself, 
I take it, is that I would go somewhat further than he does. 

Mr. WORKS. Yes; I think the Senator does go further, and 
I am very much in doubt as to whether we could do it or not. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the difficulty which has prevailed 
so largely between the Democratic point of view and the Republi- 
can point of view has always turned upon the question of a 
protective tariff. Of course any revenue bill carries with it an 
incidental protection, as a necesary part of it. Take the chemical 
schedule, for instance, Schedule A: Under the old law the rate 
was 28.20 per cent. Under the modification it is something less. 
In either case, however, there is a necessary and unavoidable 
protection, The difficulty about it has been that under the name 
of “ protection” the Democrats have insisted that monopoly has 
been encouraged, and that foreign commerce has been cut off 
from our country by putting up prohibitive schedules, prevent- 
ing the access to our country of foreign goods, and therefore 


preventing their power to buy from us and preventing therefore 
the growth of our foreign commerce, and that we ought to ar- 
range the schedules so as in raising revenue not to destroy the 
power of foreigners to buy our products by preyenting their 
shipments to us by prohibitive schedules. 

During the discussion several years ago I compiled a table 
of these schedules, showing the relation between the labor cost 
in percentages and the tariff schedules in percentages as com- 
pared to the entire cost. Taking the chemical schedule, for 
instance, Schedule A, the labor cost was 7.5 per cent, and the 
tariff schedule was 28 per cent and a fraction, being approxi- 
mately four times as great as the total labor cost. 

I ask permission to put this table in the Recorp, with the few 
comments then made upon it, because I do not want to take the 
time to read it. It would take probably 10 minutes to read it, 
and I do not care to do that, and I do not think the Senate is 
likely to be enlightened by it. I should like, however, to haye it 
go in the Recorp, if there is no objection. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr, SMOOT. I simply wish to ask the Senator a question. 
Who prepared the figures that the Senator presents to the 
Senate? 

Mr. OWEN. They were compiled by the Committee on 
Finance, and the percentages of wages were compiled by me. 

Mr. SMOOT, There may be one or two instances in the chemi- 
cal schedule, Mr, President, where the labor involved in the 
production of the items amounts to as little as 7} per cent, 
but they are very few indeed; in fact, at this moment I can not 
recall an item in the whole schedule in the case of which more 
than 74 per cent of labor is not required to produce the finished 
article. I simply wanted the Recorp to show who prepared the 


figures. 

Mr. OWEN. Oh, I have had the Recorp show that. I have 
that in the Recorp, Mr. President. It was put in the Recorp at 
the time it was made, and, of course, I am reproducing that 
which was then inserted. The footnote, “ Percentage of wages to 
value of product calculated and inserted by R. L. Owen,” is in 
the matter that I insert. I made these estimates from the figures 
that were available; and they applied to the entire schedule, 
as I now remember. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the 
document will be inserted in the Recorp. The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


RECAPITULATION. 


{Taken from figures compiled by Committee on Finance, Apr. 12, 1909. The ad yalorems are based on the dutiable values. Percentage of 
wages compiled by R. L. OwEn.] 


Volume > 
Revenue under— Equivalent IX, | Census of manufactures, 1905 0 — 
ad valorems. | Census (calendar year 1904). of 
1900.5 labor 
cost f> 
va! 
Value of mer- Per- of 
Schedules. chandise (duti- centage prod- 
able and free). of Value of prod- | uctsby 
Present law | Proposed bill | Pres- | Pro- — . ucts, including no 
(act of 1897). | (H. R. 1438). | ent. | posed. | Value See: custom work | Si 
of and repairing. big pas 
prod- shown, 
uct. 904.5 
Per ct. | Per c. 
$42,067,649. 85 | $11,187, 405.69 | $11,754,112.86 | 27.62 | 28.20 8.0 844,258,250 d $572, 848, 476 7.5 
31, 306,008.97 | 15,350,019.67 | 15,247,487.70 | 49.08 | 48.70 37.1 154, 652,719 „944,04 36.7 
68,016, 829.55 | 21,812,195.72 | 21,523,600. 22] 32.44] 31.65 12.7 652,109,633 | 3,130,253, 195 20.8 
24, 493,810.90 | 3,705,024.34] 2,723,058. 08 15.12] 11.21 378, 461,021 +393, 489, 978 27.1 
92, 784,081.69 | 60,338,523.31 | 59,635,940.54 | 65.03 rn ee „530, 413,333, 428 5.6 
29, 959. 081. 790] 20, 125,037. 41] 286, 113, 185.29 87.20 18.9 62, 640, 303 331,117, 681 18.9 
63, 925, 575.39 | 19,181,915.96 | 20, 504,283.57 | 30.16 5.7 100,839,004 | 2,194, 833, 804 4.5 
23,083, 420.03 10, 318, 120. 14 20,518, 168.77 70.69 8.9 43, 924, G7 474, 487,379 9.2 
31, 889,814.07 | 14,291,026.65 | 15,023,742.16| 44.84 26.0 217,955,322 | 1,014,094, 237 21.4 
114, 172,202.94 | 49,900, 580.31 | 50, 358, 163.25 | 43.67 13.3 27, 223, 574 094, 092 14.6 
62, 818, 797.81 „554, 815.89 36,554,815.89 | 58.19 19.7 135, 069, 063 767, 210, 990 17.6 
38,816, 89. 20 23,313, 706.39 | 25,581,996.60 | 52.33 22.6 26, 767,943 133, 288, 072 20.0 
20, 005,025.62] 4, 136,029. 42 4,042,076.14 | 20.67 16.2 123, 903, 633 548, 957, 239 22.5 
135, 821, 484.06 209, 890, 513. 40 31,307,603.27 | 22.50 19.9 | 340,596,182 | / 1,954, 228,027 18.3 
779,140, 621.87 | 329,110, 914.39 | 338, 973,303.34 


‘Total luxuries, articles of voluntary sue, dutiable... 


49, 
Total necessaries, dutiabl . 489, 728, 717. 79, 273, 627. 


Total entries for consu 
Total necessaries, dutiab 


* Industries 
tries with products named in 
each group is the sum of all 
industry serving as material 

Percentage of wa 


© Should be $56,7 
Should be $767, 


two or more schedules are credit 
‘or another. 


143 addition erroneous. e Should be 
1,417; addition erroneous, f Should be 


a7 
92 | 178, 519, 199.60 


ped to conform as nearly as possible with the articles enumerated in the respective schedules of the tarif law. 
ed to the schedule which ineludes the major product. 


to value of product calculated and ee. b 
ou 


160, 454, 103.74 


Indus- 
The value of products for 
roducts of all industries in the group, and hence includes a large amount of duplication due to the product of one 


R. L. Owen 
273,959,320 


(see 67). 9 Should be $2.277,838,543. 
1490.080.437. (ace page ot). 


* Should be $13,270,192,088. 
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SCHEDULE A—CHEMICALS, ETC. 


Mr. Owxx. This table shows that the percentage of labor to the value 
of the product in Schedule A, for re e, by the very figures given by 
the Finance Committee itself, is only 7.5 per cent, while the proposed 
Schedule is 28 per cent—four times as high as the entire labor cost in- 
volved in the product, 


SCHEDULE B—GLASSWARE, ETC, 


In like manner in Schedule B the total labor cost is 36 per cent. The 
total labor cost in Europe, if it were half as much, would leave the net 
difference in labor cost only 18 per cent, while the proposed tarif is 
48 per cent for Schedule B. 


SCHEDULE C—METALS, ETC. 


In like manner Schedule C exhibits a total labor cost of 20 per cent. 
The difference in this labor cost and the European labor cost, 1 
he statement of the chairman of the Committee on Finance that the 
labor cost in Europe is only half as much, would be 10 per cent, and the 
difference in labor cost for which the protection ight be required 
would not exceed 10 per cent, but the proposed rate is 31 per cent— 
three times as high as it ought to be for protective purposes. 


SCHEDULE D—WOOD, ETC. 


In Schedule D the total labor cost is 27 per cent, and the difference 
in labor cost in this country and abroad would be 131 per cent, not 
counting fi ht, which would be as much more in favor of this heavy 
material; and here the proposed rate is 11 per cent, and this schedule 
ought to be absolutely free in order to protect our forest and conserve 
‘our natural resources otherwise, as well as supply our people with 
cheap building material and our publishers with cheap paper. 


SCHEDULE E—SUGAR, ETC, 


In Schedule E sugar, etc.. the labor cost is 5.6 per cent; the dif- 
ference in labor cost would be less than 3 per cent, which would be 
more than offset by freight, and here the proposed duty is 65 per cent. 
giving a complete mono) é to the Sugar Trust, which takes nearly ali 
the profit, leaving a Emaii raction of the profit to the sugar planter. 


SCHEDULE F—TOBACCO, ETC, 


The total percentage of labor cost in tobacco manufactures is 18,9 
per cent. The difference in this coun and abroad, taking the word 
of the chairman of the Committee on Finance, would be approximately 
Ob per cent; the ad valorem rate of the Senate bill is 87 per cent. 


SCHEDULE G—AGRICULTURAL, ETC, 


Here the labor cost is 4.5 per cent; the difference in labor cost could 
not possibly equal the freight, and these products might as well be free, 
wee ee very minor exceptions, even from a standpoint of absolute 

rotection, 
— But instead of 8 with the rate required to protect, the 
rate is put at 32 per cent, which is perfectly silly, and should not de- 
ceive the most stupid man that ever plowed a furrow. For example, 
the tariff on corn is 15 cents a bushel ge 227), and the total amount 
imported in 1907 was 9,000 bushels, and the amount raised was 2,595,- 
320,000 bushels. 

And the farmers of the country are flattered with 15 cents a bushel 
tax to keep the pauper labor of Europe from running them out of their 
cornfields. he American farmer who does not see the h risy of 
this schedule and the profound contempt which it exhibits for his 
intelligence is assuredly incapabie of reason. 

SCHEDULE I—COTTON MANUFACTURES. 


The labor cost in cotton manufactures, according to the figures of 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, is 21.4 per cent. he dif- 
ference in the labor cost in the United States and abroad would be 
between 10 and 11 per cent. The schedule is put at 47 per cent. 


SCHEDULE J—FLAX, ETC. 


In like manner the difference in the cost of labor in the producion of 
flax, hemp, and jute goods is 7 per cent. The schedule is 44 per cent. 


SCHEDULE K—WOOL, ETC. 


The difference in the cost of production measured by labor in this 
country and abroad is about 8 per cent. The tariff is 58 per cent. 


SCHEDULE L—SILK, ETC, 


Silk and silk goods: The difference in labor cost of production is 10 
per vane but the proposed tariff is 60 per cent, so as to insure a mo- 
nopoly. 

= SCHEDULE M—PAPER, ETC. 

Pulp, paper, and books: In this schedule the difference in the labor 
cost of production at home and abroad is between 11 and 12 per cent, 
The tarif schedule is 21 per cent. 


SCHEDULE N—SUNDRIES. 


And, finally, in sundries the difference of labor cost in this country 

and abroad is RB i cent, while the Committee on Finance imposed an 
equivalent ad orem of 23 per cent. 
I challenge the chairman of the Committee on Finance to answer 
this exhibit, and inyite him to use all of his experts, and to put on the 
pages of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp his answer, where it may be 
critically examined by the scholars of the country. 

I charge him before the country and before the eyes of civilized man- 
kind with writing these schedules, under the pretense of protecting the 
American workingman, far above the total cost of the labor in the 
product, which would not be justified even if the percentage of labor 
cost in similar articles abroad was absolutely nothing. ut granted 
that the labor cost abroad is one-half what it is in the United States, 
I put in this table the maximum average rate, thus measuring the dif- 
ference in the cost of production at home and abroad, and call the 
attention of the country to it. 

The defense of these monopoly-protecting schedules has been as re- 
markable as the schedules themselves. To my inquiry as to why the 
rates were not adjusted to the difference in the cost of production at 
home and abroad, the first defense was that of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that the inquiry as to what was the difference in the cost 
of production at home and abroad was absurd. 

Mr, President, I haye demonstrated that the answer of the Senator 
from New Hampshire is itself absurd, if it were offered in perfect good 
faith, as I am sure it was. 

The next answer would aporar to come from the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who, having explained a question I did not ask, saw fit to sug- 
gest he could not give the Senator from Oklahoma the understanding 
with which to comprehend, and whea T succeeded in enabling him to 


prt scab my question he confessed that he was not prepared to 
answer it. 

The Senator from Rhode Island, the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, whose genuine good temper at least I always admire, sug- 
gested as a proper answer to my inquiry that I was “ new to the Sen- 
ate," a polite way of suggesting a lack of learning and understanding 
which is commonly practiced by the managers of the committee on com- 
re when they can not answer intelligently an embarrassing ques- 

on, 

The Senator from Montana, another one of the able defendants of 
this totally indefensible bill, with its monopoly-protecting schedules, 
thought it a sufficient answer to suggest that the Senator from Okla- 
homa could not expect to be furnished with intelligence. 

Mr. President, I invite the defenders of this bill to pot upon the face 
of the CONGRESSIONAL REcorD an answer to these tables which I bave 
submitted, showing the relative labor cost of our manufactures and the 

‘oss disparity of the schedules they submit in comparison with the 
ower rates which would properly measure the difference in the cost of 
production at home and abroad. 

The proponents of these schedules, in my opinion, can not answer my 
objections without putting themselves to utter confusion, if they answer 
in a spirit of perfect moral and intellectual integrity and frankness, 
because it contains a multitude of items which are practically prohib- 
itive, which produce no revenue worth mentioning, and has resulted 
necessarily in the exclusion of foreign competition, followed by combi- 
nations in restraint of trade and the establishment of monopoly 
3 the opis too much for what they buy from monopoly 
and paying them too little for what they sell to monopoly. 


Mr. OWEN. The reason I wished to have this inserted in 
the Recorp was that I did not want to be wrongfully put in 
the attitude of seeming to favor the Republican protective- 
tariff policy as urged from the Republican point of view. I 
think there is necessarily an incidental protection with any 
tariff schedule. What I want to accomplish is to enlarge our 
foreign commerce, and therefore to enlarge our internal activi- 
ties and our internal productive forces and keep our own people 
profitably employed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. OWEN. I yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I assume, from what the Senator has 
just said, that in the light of experience he has repudiated the 
Democratic platform of a few years ago, which said that pro- 
tection was unconstitutional and a robbery. The Senator has 
gotten beyond that point, I judge. 

Mr. OWEN. I do not repudiate the platform. The platform 
intended, of course, to say that Republican protection was a 
robbery. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; but it did say that protection, with- 
out suggesting that it was Republican protection, was unconsti- 
tutional. The Senator can not escape from that. 

Mr. OWEN. I think the Democratic position has been that 
when the Congress of the United States exercises the right 
given it by the Constitution “ to raise revenue” for the purpose 
of preventing the raising of revenue by prohibitive schedules, 
as the Republicans have done, it is unconstitutional and it is a 
fraud. When a schedule is raised to the point of preventing 
the shipment into this country of goods from which a revenue 
can be derived and the rate is intentionally made prohibitive 
under the cover of raising revenue, it is a legislative fraud, 
utterly unjustifiable, and an unconstitutional exercise of power. 
That is the Democratic position, and it is completely justified 
by reason, by common sense, and by a true intellectual in- 
tegrity. 

Mr. President, I only wished to put this matter in the Rxconb 
and express my views on this point. I thank the Senate for its 
courteous attention. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, no Senator on the floor of this 
Chamber has forgotten that a few years ago there was created 
by Congress a tariff board. Congress appropriated some 
$250,000 for the board to collect certain information and report 
that information to the President and to Congress, President 
Taft appointed the members of the board or commission; and I 
take it for granted that there is not a Senator present who will 
not admit that the men who were appointed upon that board 
were men of experience and qualified to make the necessary 
examination required of them by law. 

The board’s report came to Congress, and I do not believe 
a single Democratic Senator paid any attention whatever to the 
report; and it was repudiated upon the floor of the Senate by 
the leaders of the Democratic Party. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SMOOT., I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Did not the recommendations of the prior 
tariff commission—TI believe as far back as 1882—meet the same 
fate? 

Mr. SMOOT. Exactly the same. 

Mr. President, I want to say that it seems to me rather 
strange to hear a Senator upon the other side of the Chamber 
rise in his seat now and announce that he is fearful of unfair 
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practices on the part of the foreign exporter; he is fearful that 
goods will be sold to the merchants of the United States for 
less than cost by said exporter. Why, we have been preach- 
ing that doctrine to you for the last quarter of a century or 
more, and it has been denied over and over again by every 
Democratic Senator and Congressman and every man who spoke 
for the Democratic Party upon every platform in this country. 
I have stated time and time again that foreign chemicals 
shipped from Germany to this country have been sold to the 
merchants of this country below cost. It has been universally 
denied upon the other side. 

Mr. GALLINGER. For the purpose of putting our manufac- 
turers out of business. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have called the attention of the Senate to 
industries that have been completely wiped out through that 
practice; and the only consolation that was given me and others 
who believed as I did was that “the American people have a 
right to buy their goods in any market where they can buy 
them the cheapest.” 

Mr. President, I believe that the proper kind of a tariff com- 
mission would be a good thing for this country; but I do not 
believe that any President of the United States, whether he be 
Republican or Democrat, ought to have the right to appoint 
that commission. It ought to be appointed by Congress, be 
responsible to Congress, report to Congress, and let Congress 
act upon its report. 

Talk about a nonpartisan commission! Those who are in favor 
of a nonpartisan commission always hold up Germany as an 
example. There is only one thought on the tariff question in 
Germany, and that is protection. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Am I not correct in suggesting that Ger- 
many has not a permanent tariff commission? 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that that is true; but even if we had 
a permanent tariff commission in this country, I do not believe 
it ought to be appointed by a President and be responsible to a 
President and report to a President. 

There is no class of people in Germany who believe in free 
trade for Germany. There is no class of people in Germany 
who believe in incidental protection, as referred to by the Sena- 
tor. They believe in protection ; and I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that if it had not been that Germany 
believed in and practiced protection, and had it in full operation 
at the beginning of the present European war, Germany to-day 
would be a whipped nation. Germany to-day would be abso- 
lutely powerless to produce the things that are required to feed 
her people and to furnish munitions of war for her armies if it 
were not for her policy of protection. If there is one example 
in all the history of the world that proclaims the success of 
protection, it is Germany to-day 

Why, Senators ask whether the Federal Trade Commission 
could not handle this subject; whether they could not make an 
investigation into the 4,000 items of the tariff bill! 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator says if it had not been for protec- 
tion to Germany, Germany would have been vanquished in this 
war. 

Mr. SMOOT. Before this. 

Mr. STONE. Before this. Per contra, why has not England 
been vanquished? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, England does not believe in 
protection. 

Mr. STONE. Of course 

Mr. SMOOT. England is a free-trade country. England has 
depended entirely upon her navy. 

Mr. STONE. Therefore, why has not England been destroyed? 

Mr. SMOOT. Because she controls the ocean. 

Mr. STONE. Germany depends upon her army and her navy. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator knows that Germany 
has not a single vessel free that can carry a pound of food to her. 
The Senator knows that there is not a vessel in all the world 
that can carry a pound of munitions of war to her. She has to 
live within herself; she has herself to produce all she consumes 
and all she requires in carrying on the war. 

Mr. STONE. I was not seeking an argument with the Sena- 
tor, but I was struck with his statement that Germany is a 
protection country, that Germany believes in and practices the 
policy of protection, as he says, and except for that 
would have been overrun with the armies of the belligerents 
waging war against her. I just wondered why the contrary of 
that would not be true, why Great Britain, which, as I think 


he and I will agree, is the dominant force leading the opposition 
ar drag has not suffered the disaster that might have be- 
‘allen 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, this is the reason why. Reverse 
it and see what the result would be, and I think the Senator 
from Missouri will acknowledge it. Suppose Germany controlled 
the ocean, as England controls it to-day, England would be 
starved in three months. 

Mr. STONE. Again let me ask the Senator 

Mr. SMOOT. England could not even produce munitions of 
war to carry on the war successfully. America has been fur- 
nishing the allies with most of their munitions of war. 

Mr. STONE. Then let me say to the Senator 

Mr. SMOOT. England could not produce enough to feed her 


people. 

Mr. STONE. Admit that. 

Mr. SMOOT. England would be absolutely helpless. 

Mr. STONE. Admit it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Germany is not in that position. Germany 
produces what she consumes, and she has been able to do it 
owing to the fact that she believes in and practices the principle 
of protection and by it has built up her home industries in time 
of peace, and they have saved her from utter defeat in time of 
war. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. bin ee 

Mr. STONE. In just a momen 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ae the Senator from Utah 
yield, and to whom? 

Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator will pardon me, the Senator says 
that if Germany had had a navy like that owned by Great 
Britain, Great Britain would have been starved to death. I say 
let us admit that. But Germany has not that navy to control the 
seas, and therefore Great Britain, which is a free-trade country, 
is seeking to starve Germany to death. 

Mr. SMOOT. And has been unable to do it, 

Mr. STONE. Well, it has not been done up to date. I am not 
going into an argument as to what may come of it if present 
policies are pursued; but the protection theory of Germany did 
not give her control of the seas so that she could starve England. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true, and no one has claimed that it 
did, but I do claim that the protective policy of Germany has 
enabled her to develop her own resources and made the German 
Empire great. It has builded her factories, it has strengthened 
her institutions until they are the greatest perhaps in the 
world, and that in a time of peace, and when war came she was 
able to take care of herself. England can not do it to-day nor 
can any other free-trade country on earth, Therefore, I say 
the question of protection has been a godsend to Germany in 
this hour of her national trouble. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I should like to suggest to the Senator 
from Utah that there are a number of Senators who desire to 
proceed with the discussion of the Philippine government bill, 
if he will kindly yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator will just wait for a moment I 
will be through. In fact, I would have been through before this 
time, I will say to the Senator, if I had not been interrupted. 

Mr. HITCHCOOK. That unfortunately is the difficulty. One 
thing leads to another. As the Senator knows, the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Liprrrr] is here, coming almost from a sick 
bed for the purpose of speaking to-day; and the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. Kenyon] is in the midst of a speech which he has 
not quite finished. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course I can not resist the importunity of 
the Senator from Nebraska. At some future time I will con- 
clude my remarks. I did want about 10 minutes more to answer 
a few statements that were made here which are so glaringly 
inconsistent with the conditions existing, and I thought this 
was a proper time to answer them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Senator takes his seat I will 
suggest to him, sympathizing with the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Nebraska, that we have been promised that in the 
near future we shall have an opportunity to discuss the ques- 
tion which the Senator has been so ably discussing this morning 
and at that time we will do it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Utah has 
finished, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. KENYON] is recognized. 
For what purpose does the Senator from Nebraska rise? 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to interrogate the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say that I have yielded the floor at the 
earnest solicitation of the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Kenyon] is entitled to the floor upon the unfinished business, 
which is Senate bill 381. 
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Mr. GORE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. GORE. I wish to say that at this juncture, having no op- 
portunity to express any views on the subject of a permanent 
tariff commission, I desire to ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the Recorp at this point a few suggestions which I 
recently submitted on this subject in another place. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection? 

Mr. SMOOT. I did not hear the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oklahoma 
desires permission to have printed in the Recorp some observa- 
tions on the tariff commission which he made elsewhere. 

Mr. SMOOT. They were not made in the Senate? 

Mr. GORE. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

ADDRESS OF SENATOR THOMAS P. GORE ON THE SUBJECT OF A PERMANENT 
TARIFF COMMISSION, DELIVERED BEFORE THE MERCHANTS’ ASSOCIATION 
OF NEW YORK DECEMBER 9, 1915. 

The interchange of ideas has been as serviceable to progress 
and civilization as the exchange of goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise. On this occasion I expect to import more than I export; 
hence I can not hope for a favorable balance of trade. We are 
apt to forget that peace hath her victories no less brilliant 
and no less beneficent than the reeking triumphs of war. 
We may differ as to the necessity for naval and military pre- 
paredness, as to the extent of preparedness essential to our 
defense and security. We shall not differ in the belief that 
America should not arm for conquest; that she should not 
pursue military ambition; that she should not seek martial 
strength and glory for their own sake. These tempting baubles 
ought to be waived aside more often, if need be, than Caesar 
put aside the crown. That our permanent interest, that our 
true destiny lies in the paths of peace, no one will challenge. 
There are certain ideals which America has the right to cherish, 
aspirations which she has the right to pursue and promote. 
America has the right to aspire to become the industrial, com- 
mercial, and financial primate of the civilized world. This is 
the dazzling destiny I would set before your eyes. It is not 
a vain vision. It is a rational hope. It is an ideal which can 
be naturalized in the realm of the real. 

Nature has done her share. She has lavished her bounties. 
We must do our share. We must discharge our duty. We must 
conserve and develop our resources. We must extend our in- 
dustry and our commerce; must promote improvement at home 
and peaceful expansion abroad. We deplore the calamities 
which have befallen our friends across the sea. We would 
speed the return to them of peace, prosperity, and civilization. 
But we owe it to ourselves now and always to extend by the 
art; of peace, not by arms of war, our foreign commerce; to 
multiply and widen our foreign markets. 

The advantages of foreign commerce are not limited to the 
mere profits upon exports. Foreign commerce distributes risks, 
diminishes shocks and losses. It stabilizes wages, profits, prices, 
and business conditions at home. 

Of all commercial undertakings, international trade involves 
the fiercest competition. Competing goods from various coun- 
tries meeting in a common market engenders competition that is 
cruel, merciless, unrelenting. Quarter is neither asked nor 
given. This means the survival of those who are fittest to com- 
pete, who are best prepared for this kind of pacific warfare. 
Such preparation depends upon knowledge of competitive con- 
ditions, the facts and factors which make competition possible 
or impossible. These conditions include cost of production, cost 
of distribution, wages, prices, freight rates, and taxation, direct 
and indirect, domestic and foreign. Competitive conditions are 
affected by taxes levied in other countries as well as in our own. 

The larger business concerns may be able in a way to ascer- 
tain these competitive conditions for themselves. The smaller 
concerns have neither the means nor the facilities. They ought 
to be made a matter of common knowledge. This function re- 
quires a national agency. 

This is the paramount reason why I favor an international 
trade und tariff commission. Those of us who favor such a 
commission might adopt as our motto “ Fiat lux ”—“ Let there 
be light.” ‘This is the supreme, if not the sole, object of such 
a commission—to ascertain those facts and factors which make 
up competitive conditions and from which emerge the economie 
laws that govern trade and commerce, 

I have always voted for a tariff commission. When our 
Republican friends were pressing such a measure, were praying 
for light, I could not find it in my heart to refuse to touch the 
button. Even Democrats, with all their fond faith in dreams, 


3 not afford to be entirely indifferent or neutral in respect to 
Ss. : 

Everyone's attitude in regard to a tariff commission must 
depend upon his answers to the following questions: 

First. Should facts have any influence in the determination 
of articles to be taxed and the rate of duties to be imposed? 

Second. Is a tariff commission a better agency to ascertain 
the facts than a congressional committee? 

He who answers these two questions in the affirmative must 
favor a commission. He who answers either in the negative 
must oppose a commission. 

Burke said, “ Statesmanship is the science of circumstances.” 
Few will deny the potency of circumstances, even though they do 
not own their sovereignty. Few will deny that facts are the 
best touchstone upon which to try the value of theory. Few 
will insist that taxable articles can be selected by intuition and 
duties best determined by inspiration. 

There are the two opposing classes, however, who hold fast to 
this theory. One class is the ultraprotectionist, who would make 
duties arbitrarily high, who would insist upon a maximum of 
protection, who does not care to be vexed with the consciousness 
that duties exceed the difference between the cost of production 
at home and abroad. The other class is the ultrafreetrader, 
who would demand the immediate repeal of all duties and the 
immediate transition to free trade without calculating the con- 
Sequences either upon private business or public revenues. 
These classes are limited in number, but they are both dogged 
and dogmatic, and it must be owned that the jewel of consistency 
blazes upon their brows. 

Between these two there are two larger classes, two larger 
sections of opinion, two distinct schools of thought. One is made 
up—I speak with poetic license—of Progressives and Repub- 
licans, who believe that tariff rates should be graduated to cover 
the difference between the cost of production at home and 
abroad. Facts are of course indispensable to the application of 
this theory. It would be utterly visionary without an intimate 
knowledge of conditions prevailing in all industrial and com- 
peting countries, 

Even a theory has a right to a fair trial when it is to be tried 
at all. The other class, the Democrats, oppose this theory. They 
regard it as an impossible standard. The cost of producing the 
same article varies in all countries. It varies in different parts 
of the same country. It varies in the same part of the same 
country. It varies in the same establishment. This is regarded 
as an “inconstant variable” which could not be applied to 
practice. 

The Democrats have their own theory. It is their contention 
that no article should be taxed higher than the lowest rate that 
will yield the largest revenue. Below this rate they allow varia- 
tions in accordance with the circumstances and the character 
of the article. This standard is easy to define, but it is difficult 
to apply. To be successfully applied would perhaps require the 
widest information of any rate-making theory. Many Democrats 
oppose a tariff commission because they deem the information 
unnecessary. It is necessary. A knowledge of tariff rates and 
changes, past and present, at home and abroad, alone can reveal 
those variations, tendencies, and relations which would make it 
possible to fix duties at the lowest point that would yield the 
largest revenue. Of course, Republicans insist that this stand- 
ard is not possible, even if desirable, and not desirable even if 
possible. I waiye those partisan controversies. Whatever 
theory be true, facts are essential to its application and success, 
This is the point. 

Is a tariff commission a better agency for the ascertainment 
of the facts than a congressional committee? The commission 
would be constituted more largely of experts and trained econo- 
mists. It would be less liable to change with the violent vicissi- 
tudes of party politics. It would be less affected by the bias and 
prejudice of partisan controversy. It would be virtually in 
continuous session. It could study and record changing condi- 
tions while they are changing. It could accumulate and Sys- 
tematize a vast mass of data. It could make continuous ob- 
servations over a long period of tendencies and relations between 
varying rates and their effects. It could render a number of 
services and perform a number of functions to which a con- 
gressional committee is not adapted. It is no disparagement to 
say that a commission is better suited than a committee for the 
conduct of such investigations, the collection of details, and the 
collation of facts for the analysis and enlightenment of such 
committee. It is not necessary to say that the old system is the 
worst system, It is only necessary to prove that it is not the best. 
To whom has the old method proven satisfactory? Has it been 
satisfactory to the advocates of high tariff, to the advocates of 
low tariff? Has it been satisfactory to the country? Has it 
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established and maintained industrial peace and commercial 
progress and prosperity? 


The most elaborate and colossal works of pure fiction ever 


produced in America have been the tariff hearings before the 


Finance Committee of the Senate and the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee of the House. As works of fancy they are unrivaled 
by the Rape of the Lock. As works of the imagination they 
are unapproached by Paradise Lost. They have all the vices of 
ex parte testimony on the part of interested witnesses, animated 
by alternating hope and fear. Every temptation to misstate- 
ment is present. Nearly every obligation to truth is absent, save 
conscience alone—their consciences are under such perfect con- 
trol. 

The Secretary of Commerce, with the approval of the adminis- 
tration, has asked an appropriation of $100,000 to enable the 
department to make investigations abroad as to the costs of 
production, rates of wages, and other competitive conditions 
which might be serviceable in the making of tariff rates. It 
may be said, therefore, that the administration is at least par- 
tially committed to the proposition that a congressional com- 
mittee is not the best or, at least, is not the only agency that 
ought to be charged with such investigations. Would not a 
commission be preferable to the Department of Commerce, less 
liable to certain political changes and to the influence of partisan 
dogmas and predilection? 

I have already mentioned and need not discuss the ordinary 
powers and duties with which all friends of a commission would 
expect to see it charged and invested, such as the ascertainment 
of output, supply, cost of production, distribution of wages, 
freight rates, taxes, and so forth. But it may be asked if these 
facts were all assembled, would not much remain still unknown. 
Undoubtedly true; but we must not refuse to learn anything 
because we can not know everything. The wise men of Greece 
would have been unwise had they refused to pursue their in- 
vestigation of nature merely because the noontide of science was 
some 2,000 years ahead of them. Every strip of territory trans- 
ferred to the known from the unknown is a conquest. Every 
fact captured by certainty from uncertainty is a triumph for 
truth. Every problem solved is a service to civilization. 

I now reach, perhaps, a point of departure. We doubtless all 
agree as to the powers and duties and services already enu- 
merated. I would not stop there. Our Fedéral system of revenue 
is a dual system. It consists of duties on imports and internal- 
revenue taxes. ‘These are the two halves of a whole; they are 
the two sides of a shield; they are the two counterparts of the 
arch. One must be studied, must be understood, must be changed 
with reference to the other. I would have the commission not 
only investigate tariff rates and tariff changes in this and other 
countries, but I would also have it investigate internal- revenue 
rates in this and other countries. These taxes are an ingredient 
of price. They effect competition. To illustrate: No one can 
make a comparison or draw a conclusion in respect to sugar 
prices in this country and Germany without taking into account 
the consumption duties on sugar in that country. I need not 
multiply these instances. As a rule Great Britain imposes an 
internal-revenue tax corresponding with che custom duty on a 
given article. This policy has not been adopted by other coun- 
tries. This increases the difficulties and uncertainties of com- 
parative statistics. The internal-revenue commission, of which 
Mr. David A. Wells was chairman, did much to illuminate the 
subject and to establish our system on a more rational basis. 

For my own part I would not stop here. The operation of our 
fiscal system involves two activities—the receipt of revenue and 
the expenditure of revenue. They bear, of course, the most inti- 
mate relation to each other. They can not be separated either 
in theory or in fact. The commission that has a constant eye 
on all the sources of revenue might well be constituted a per- 
manent board of economy and efficiency. It could do much to 
eliminate waste and duplication of services in the various depart- 
ments. The Cleveland Board of Economy and Efficiency justified 
its existence. It ought not to have been abolished. I know there 
is a popular prejudice against the word “ efficiency,” but those 
who succeed in business must have as their key note “ efficiency 
first.” Such a commission would be a sort of clearing house 
where the ideas and methods of industrial efficiency would be 
assembled and distributed and made a part of the common 
intelliigence—capital of the country. 

Nor would I stop here. The Government has done much to 
regulate commerce, to restrict trade, to prohibit monopoly, to 
penalize unfair practices. These measures were essential to 
industrial and commercial liberty. In some instances the Gov- 
ernment may have of necessity harassed industry and com- 
merce. The Government ought to do whatever it can to pro- 
mote industry, to stimulate commerce, to facilitate business, 


without sacrifice to the rights or interests of others. Justice 
should be the boundary of governmental activities. 7 

Congress has felt obliged to enact laws to protect the people 
against domestic monopolies and combinations. Might it not be 
well, or may it not become necessary, for Congress to enact 
laws to protect the people and to protect domestic business 
against foreign cartel and monopolies? The facts upon which 
such regulations should be founded, if necessary, could be as- 
sembled by an international trade and tariff commission. 

I do not feel so great a dread as some profess in regard to 
dumping as a consequence of the present war, but if real dump- 
ing be a real danger it should be promptly met and effectually 
restrained. If a properly equipped commission were now in ex- 
istence, it could do much te ascertain whether the dread of 
dumping be groundless or not. If its fears be unfounded on 
fact, the commission could dispel them now. If they be founded 
on facts, the commission would be in a position to enlighten the 
country on the subject and to enable Congress to avert the 
danger and allay apprehension on the part of the business 
community. 


Everyone must regret the disappearance of the American flag 
from the seven seas. Everyone must desire to see the reestab- 
lishment of the American merchant marine. We ought to ascer- 
tain the causes of its former prosperity and of its sudden de- 
cline. We ought to ascertain and agree upon the means best 
calculated for its restoration. That American capital is content 
with the profits of ocean traffic is proven by the fact that much 
American capital is invested in ships flying foreign flags. This 
suggests that there may be a self-imposed handicap and that 
the difficulties may not be irremediable. In any event, I would 
make this a sort of international trade commission. I would 
direct it to investigate shipping problems and recommend ways 
and means for the revival and relaunching of our mercantile 
navy. Until some other authority be charged with this duty, it 
might contribute much to this consummation, so devoutly to be 


You suggest that I would overload the commission. I answer 
that there is a growing prejudice against the establishment of 
commissions. It would be wise to federate as many just rea- 
sons as possible for the establishment of this one. But since 
we agree in principle and in purpose, but as we shall not quarrel 
as to details, the real question is not whether a tariff commis- 
sion will be established or will not be established. The only 
question is whether the Democrats will establish it now or leave 
it for the Republicans to establish hereafter. Such a commis- 
sion is an inevitable step in the evolution of international com- 
merce. There are few creatures that thrive better in the dark- 
ness than in the light; man is not among them. 

One word touching an important detail. The commission 
should consist of an even number of commissioners, say. six. 
Not more than three of these should be of any one political 
party. To make the number odd you impeach in advance either 
its capacity or its sincerity. It would indicate that an odd 
number is necessary to cast a deciding vote, to avoid a dend- 
lock. If the commission’s work is to be just and scientific, it 
will generally be unanimous. If its work is to be unscientific 
and partisan, let it divide half and half and thus unmask its 
incompetency and unfitness. An even number would be a mark 
of confidence and would be an added assurance of its fitness 
and efficiency. 

The business men of America have a right to ask the estab- 
lishment of such a commission at the hands of Congress. It is 
not flattery but justice to say that they have contributed their 
full share to the development, progress, and prosperity of the 
New World. It is not prophecy, it is simply coming events 
easting their light before, to say that they will contribute their 
full share to that splendid destiny which the future holds in 
reserve for this Republic. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status of 
the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
t for those islands. 


Rhode 
ceed, which, I understand, is the program for the afternoon. 
I was discussing at the adjournment last night the question 
of the preamble, I want to go back to one thing in the bill. 
al seemed to me that the salaries provided in the 
bill are too high. I am not prepared to say as to the salary 
of the Governor General as fixed at $18,000, which is a reduc- 
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tion of a few years ago. The chief justice of the supreme 
court under this bill, and he is a Filipino, receives $10,500.. It 
seems to me that salary is too high. The associate justices of 
the supreme court receive $10,000 each. That is a very high 
salary, especially where that court is composed of Filipinos. 
The director of the civil service under this bill receives $6,000 
He now receives $3,200. I never have quite understood why 
the increase was made. I reserve the privilege of voting for a 
reduction of the salaries, if that question shall arise. I think 
the salaries are too high. 

I wish to refer to a question that has been very frequently 
suggested as to the similarity of the Filipinos with the Mexicans 
and the question of revolutions. In Mexico about 10 per cent of 
the population is Spanish. In the Philippines not one-half of 1 
per cent is Spanish. ‘There are pure-blood Malays there, and 
they differ very materially from the Spaniard. It is the his- 
tory of Latin American nations that where a large per cent or 
n substantial per cent are Spanish there you have your revolu- 
tions. But up to 1896 there had been no revolution in the Phil- 
ippine Islands for 300 years. 

I wish to revert also, in gathering up the thread of my argu- 
ment, to the statement made by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
Borar] as to slavery in the Philippine Islands. It is and has 
been a very serious charge against the Filipinos that slavery 
exists in those islands. It is something of an indictment of our 
own control of those islands during the time that we had com- 
plete possession, military and otherwise, and were making and 
executing the laws, as we were up to 1907, if any great amount 
of slavery existed and we did not terminate it. That question 
seeins to have become acute in 1913, when a resolution was in- 
troduced in the Senate on that subject. The Philippine Legis- 
lature passed, November 28, 1913, an antislavery act of the as- 
sembly and that was ratified by the commission, and I under- 
stand at that time there was but one American commissioner 
in the islands. So the Philippine people, through their assembly, 
have been reasonably swift in trying to end slavery, if it existed 
in the islands at all. I think the question must have been some- 
what magnified as to slavery existing in the islands. There 
was a peonage act—an act rather, I should say, to be correct, 
that resulted in peonage—which was passed some time before 
that and before the Filipinos had such control as they now 
have. 

The question has been raised and was under discussion in the 
House in the last Congress whether the Philippine Assembly, the 
house, practically vetoed the proposition three or four times. If 
that is true, and I can not take the time to enter into why it 
was done, I do not like it. It seems to me they should haye 
passed the antislavery act through the lower house when it was 
submitted to them, but théy had their own reason for that, which 
has been explained by Mr. Quezon, the Resident Commissioner 
of the Philippines on the Honse side. 

I ask leave to insert as a part of my remarks the antislavery 
law passed by the Filipino Assembly November 28, 1913. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

ANTISLAVERY LAW PASSED BY pers FILIPINIZED LEGISLATURE NOVEMBER 
„ 1913, 


‘An act conflrmin s eng S 1 Slavery, AAVAT, 
servitude, and the Phil PAE Apeh modifica- 
tions as provided In se in sections 268, 2 ine T and 7710 of the act of the 
Congress of the United States approved March 4, 1909, entitled “An 
act to codify, revise, and amend the penal Jaws of the e Unit tates,” 
and adopting measures for preventing violations of sai walle 
By authority of the United States, be it enacted by — Philippine 

e that— 


derstood or construed as 3 or in tting slavery, 
involuntary servitude, and in the P. pine Islands. Sub 
to the cations provi a — the next oe section, the pro- 


and pe contained in any ws, op . 0 
9 pine sa 
ee are hereby 15 28 and ratified. 


if they had been enacted b; Philip ine Legislature, to be in force 
within the territory subj te the jurisdiction of sald legislature, so 
that sald sections, as modified, s! read as follows: 


(a) Whoever kidnaps = carries away any other person, with the 


intent that such other dena oe sold into 8 servitude or 
held as a slave; or w. suades, or induces any 


ather 
peres n to go on board any Begin or any other 2 with the intent 
r out of the country | 


— 8 — 2 ald; or le 1 slave, ig Bae Mie oe 
80 e or or who any wa, ow! s caus. 
any other 3 to be ‘held, sold, or carried “a ing 

a ge ye! ean be fined not more ‘tha 
than five years, or both. 
b) Whoever res geomet returns, or causes to be — arrested, 
tag ape died Rony Arse tip ong od pape ecole than Pio, $00 | 
rson to a condition ned not more n 
ae imprisened net sh daa nh 


j islands as cha 


(c) Whoever obstructs, or attempts te obstruct, or in any way inter- 
feres with or to the pene the enforcement of os section last preceding 


shall be liable es therein prescribed 

a) 8 ene. — 4 ana "~ aea bring into the 5 
Islands o pas ction thereof an 
mae oe Torcik — kidnaped 2 or “of y TA with intent to 8 hold 

ch person so Lp. . or ore 8 in confinement or to any involun- 
Saint 2 whoever shall knowingly and willfully sell, or cause 
eons, into any condition of involuntary servitude, AY. other net iy 
any term whatever; or whoever shall knowingly 

hola" to 3 servitude any person 80 3 or aa shall be 
fined not more than P10,000 and imprisoned not more than five years. 

Sze. 3. It shall be t ine d of the provincial governor of every 
Province organized under act No. 83 of the Philippine Commission to 

obtain information and take all measures that in his judgment may be 
proper to forestall and thereafter to prevent any violations of this 
act, and in case such violations have been committed, to order imme- 
diate prosecution. It shall also be the duty of the provincial governor 
to order, where noceant, the institution of habeas corpus aE or 
and he may apply to the provincial fiscal, and in his default to the 
proper nape or the 3 of a lawyer to protect the rights of 
ae persons for whose benefit the habeas corpus proceedings 

Dave: bene trex brou, me a and no fees shall be charged for such Services, 

oa the costs shall every case be de officio. 

Sec. 4. The courts of first instance shall have original jurisdiction 
over all cases for violations + this act. 

Enacted, November 28, 1913 

PEONAGE LAW TASSED BY COMMISSION NOVEMBER 14, 1011. 

An act relating to contracts of personal service and advances there- 

theres i 2 providing punishment for certain offenses connected 

erew : 


25 gietature, that of the United States, be it enacted by the Philippine 
ture, 

ECTION 1, 8 who, eo intent to injure or defraud his 
employer, enters in contract for the performance of any act or 
from su service, and thereby obtains money or other personal property 

om such employer as a gratuity or advance on wages to be earned 
under such contract of employment, and without just cause, and with- 
out refun such money or paying for such property, refuses or 
fails to orm such act of service, shall on conviction thereof be 
punished by a fine of not more than P200 or imprisonment for not 
more than six months, or with both ties 

Sec. 2. person who, with intent to ure or defraud his land- 
Jord, enters into a contract in 5 for the rent of land under an 
agreement to 8 such ce ee ye! Rene obtains money or other per- 
sonal from such lanélo’ ee 


thereto, shall on conviction be ve punished byna f a fine of 7 not more than 
5200 or imprisonment for not more six months, or with both 


y person who, with intent to injure or defraud, shall con- 
tract with another to receive from him personal service of any kind 
and to compensate him therefor, and thereafter with like intent 
— —.— i pensai of such 5 8 or aa pus and — . — 
refuses to pay’ the compensation upon conviction 
thereof be punished by a fine of not more ‘hen P Sp or imprisonment 
for net more then six months, or with both penalties, 

Enacted, January 20, 1912 


Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, charges of slavery in the 
islands, which are rather unpleasant charges as to the Filipinos, 
have been made pretty generally, and the Secretary of War 
wrote a letter on May 6, 1915, in answer to that general charge 
which has been made by Mr. Worcester and others. I will not 
take the time to read it, but ask that it may be inserted in the 
Record as a part of my remarks. ‘This letter, I think, thor- 
oughly sustains the contention that, while there may have been 
some little slavery in the Moro Provinces, slavery had ceased to 
exist in the Philippine Islands. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 


Washington, May 6, 1913. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. 


Sin: I lea re: i acknowledge the receipt of the following resolu- 
tion of the 


to send to the Senate any and “all facts 
upon the truth of the charge 535 7 made that i human slavery exists 
at E this time in the Philippine aoa and that human beings are bought 
and sold in such N as chattel 

In response thereto I beg leave to state as follows: 

There is not int this department, to the 8 of the Secretary 
thereof or or the head of the bureau having — og of insular affairs, 
a record of any facts bearing directly or indiree m the truth of 
the charge, publicly made, that human slavery pao this time in the 
Philippine alanas and that human beings are bought and sold in such 


The only . concerning this matter of which there is any 
record in this i ped rina er the branch of it having to do with insular 


In a hearin: 8 the Committee on Insular 8 of the House 
of cretary of 2 on r February 10, 1904, Mr. Taft, then 


The for ing is * from the printed report of the hearings before 
the House Co Committee on Insular * = 


$ x * * 


It Wests seem from such investigation as time has permitted to be 
ere are pro- 


made of the law existing in the Philippine N tha 
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visions in the criminal code, both with re: to that part of said 
islands inhabited by Moros or other non- istian tribes and fully 
organized Christian Provinces, covering unlawful detention, whether 
called slavery or not, as a result of which a person unlawfully detainin 
8 coercing him to work against his will may be imprison’ 
and fin 


Very respectfully, LINDLEY M. GARRISON, 


Secretary of War. 

Mr. KENYON. I wish to revert just a moment, in order to 
put a quotation in the Recorp, to the dangers to us as a people 
in any scheme of colonization. It makes us forgetful of the 
rights of other people and makes it difficult for us to apply 
the same standard of liberty to them. Lord Elgin, Governor 
General of India and formerly Governor General of Canada, 
declared as a result of his experience in the East, not in 
Canada: 

It is a terrible business, however, this living among inferior races. 
I have seldom, from man or woman, since I came to the Hast, heard a 
sentence which was reconcilable with the hypothesis that Christianity 
had ever come into the world. Detestation, contempt, ferocity, ven- 


geance, whether Chinamen or Indians be the object. e moves among 


them with perfect indifference, treating them not as dogs, because in 


that case one would whistle to them and pat them, but as machines 
with which one can haye no communion or m athy. When the pas- 
sions of fear and hatred are ingrafted on th difference, the result 
is frightful—an absolute callousness as to the sufferings of the objects 
1 passions, which must be witnessed to be understood and 

I wish to turn again for just a moment or two to the question 
of this preamble, and then I will close. The preamble is not 
satisfactory to all; I know it is not satisfactory to me. I have 
felt that possibly it was the best we could do. Like all legis- 
lation, it is more or less in the nature of a compromise, and 
the divergent views perhaps were met in this preamble as well 
as they could be stated. I do not know what our conclusion 
may be as to the permanent interests of those people. My own 
idea is that when I came to vote on that proposition I would 
have to take into consideration that the interests of a liberty- 
loving people, their permanent interests, while it might not 
bring them as much prosperity, required some struggle, oppor- 
tunity for growth, and development. So I could vote for inde- 
pendence under this preamble when the time came, even though 
I believed it might be better from a material standpoint, a 
commercial standpoint, for them to remain under the soy- 
ereignty of the Government. 

Mr. WORKS rose. 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. WORKS. Referring to the preamble, I was about to ask 
the Senator whether, in view of the fact that it seems to mean 
so little, it would not be better to omit the preamble altogether. 

Mr. KENYON. It might be better to omit the preamble if— 
and it is a pretty big if—if the Filipinos have not been led to 
understand by adopting the preamble before in the House and 
by a favorable report to the Senate and by the words that 
have been used in the islands with reference to it, so that if 
we struck out the preamble it would be in their judgment an act 
showing that we did not intend ever to give them their inde- 
pendence. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Washington? ; 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. JONES. Does the Senator think the preamble means 
anything like what the Filipino people think it means? 

Mr. KENYON. The Filipino people believe, as near as I can 
gather from those who represent them, that because the word 
independence“ is in the preamble it will be thoroughly satis- 
factory to the people of the Philippine Islands. Independence 
is a magic word that they seem to have in their minds, 

Mr. JONES. Does the Senator think that the Philippine peo- 
ple believe that if the preamble is adopted we are likely to pro- 
ceed very soon to give them their independence? 

Mr. KENYON. Whether they believe it? 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 

Mr. KENYON, I have no question that immediately on the 
passage of this bill the agitation will commence and they will 
say they are ready, that it is for their interests now, their 
permanent interests, and that they will insist upon it. 

Mr. JONES. It is likely to cause trouble if we do not do it, 
the Senator thinks? š 

Mr. KENYON. I think the Filipinos are in a reasonable con- 
dition of mind. The preamble as it stands now is a sort of 
mutual agreement as between those people and our Government. 
It is so understood there. It for my part harmonizes my con- 
science with trying to force a government upon them. They 
are agreed, they are willing for a few years, to go on. 

Mr. JONES. Does the Senator think that the Philippine people 
believe that the preamble and the declaration in it is binding 
upon future Congresses and the people of the United States? 


Mr. KENYON. Oh, they have, I think, a full comprehension 
that it is not binding in any legal sense or in anything except 
a pledge of the honor of this Nation, and they believe in the 
honor of the Nation. 
` Mr. JONES, Does the Senator think that the preamble 
pledges the honor of this country and future Congresses? 

Mr. KENYON. I do. 

Mr. JONES. I do not. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

Mr. KENYON. Just a minute. I will say to the Senator 
from Washington that I do not like to have any question about 
it or have it a subject that would be questioned. If we intend 
in the future to give them their independence I want to see it 
stated in a way that there is no question about it, and if we 
do not want to do it we ought to say so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield to the Senator from Washington first. 

Mr. JONES, I merely want to say to the Senator that I had 
intended to state a little later on in the discussion my views in 
reference to that point, and I might as well state them briefly 
now. I want to put them in the Recoxp that so far as my posi- 
tion goes the Filipino people may understand it in the considera- 
tion of this bill. I do not consider any statement in the pre- 
amble as binding upon future Congresses or on my action in 
the future or upon the people of this country. I am satisfied 
the people of this country will do what they think is best for 
the Philippine people whenever they think it ought to be done, 
and not until then. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr, President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to say a word here, The 
people of the Philippine Islands I am satisfied are exceedingly 
anxious to have the word “independence ” retained in the pre- 
amble. There was comment as to passing the bill in the last 
Congress without any reference to a preamble. A communica- 
tion was sent to the Governor General of the Philippine Islands 
and he returned the statement that he regarded it more im- 
portant to the peace and quiet and order and good government 
in the Philippine Islands that the preamble should be adopted 
than that the rest of the bill should be adopted. 

I take it the view is the same as that of the Senator from 
Iowa. When we use the word“ independence“ in the preamble 
we must mean something by it, and while it may be that it 
can be repealed by a subsequent Congress, yet as a matter of 
fact we know wherever a promise has been made, as in the 
case of Cuba, there was absolute compliance with it on the 
part of the Government of the United States. Instead of being 
a source of discord if we struck it out, it would make it an 
immense source of discord, in my judgment, in the Philippine 
Islands. For that reason, it seems to me, that it ought to stay; 
and I want to say to the Senator that even if this language 
is kept just as it is in the preamble, I am satisfied after the 
people of the United States realize that the word “ independ- 
ence” is there there will be a great movement among all the 
people to give them within a short time their independence. 

Mr. KENYON. There is, as the Senator suggests 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. KENYON. I yield. 

Mr. WORKS. It has been reported that Filipinos believe it 
would be unsafe for them to undertake self-government at the 
present time; that they are opposed to it; and that that re- 
sponsibility ought not to be imposed upon them as a people, 
What does the Senator know about that? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I will say—— 

Mr. KENYON, I think the question is directed to the Sena- 
tor from Colorado. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will state to the Senator from California 
that there is no sentiment in the Philippine Islands that is of 
any consequence whatever against independence, and inde- 
pendence immediately. The only way we can judge of these 
matters is in the resolutions that are passed at public meetings 
and the resolutions of the municipal councils and the legisla- 
ture, and they are all in favor of independence immediately. 
We have here on the table presented at this session of Congress 
a resolution of the General Assembly of the Philippine Islands 
in which it is expressly stated that they are in favor of it. It 
has passed resolutions indorsing the Jones bill and congratu- 
lating the House of Representatives for having passed it, and 
appealing to this body and to the President of the United States 


wwe 
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to ratify it. Not a single vote in the general assembly was | much as if we had imposed it for 50 years; but we can say there 


recorded against it. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the Senator permit me one 
word? 

Mr. KENYON. There is only one thing about these interrup- 
tions. I think it is hardly fair, possibly, to the Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Lirrrrr who is to follow me, and I want to 
get through. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I hope the Senator will not hesitate to take 
all the time he wants to discuss the bill. 

Mr. KENYON. I ean finish in a very few moments. 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Will the Senator allow me just a 
word in response to what the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
SHarrorH] has said? His experience and mine and the experi- 
ence of all others who have been in a territorial form of govern- 
ment is that Congress always is informed of the aspirations and 
desires of the people by officials who happen to hold Federal 
jurisdiction in those countries. I would take something more 
than the mere statement of a man in the highest position in the 
Philippines, and I would take his statement with a grain of salt, 
while I would give full credence to the views of the public, as 
shown by people who do not hold office. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iowa 
yield further to the Senator from California? 

Mr. KENYON, I yield. 

Mr. WORKS. I was not urging that as being a fact. It is 
a phase of the question upon which I desire to be assured, 
whether the Filipino people do believe themselves that they are 
capable of self-government and actually desire it, because so 
far as I am individually concerned, I think the sooner we can 
relieve ourselves of the situation over there and turn the govern- 
ment over to the Filipinos, the better for us. 

Mr. KENYON. Ex-Gov. Martin, who I think impressed 
everybody as a level-headed man, said, before the committee, he 
thought if a vote was taken on the question in the Philippine 
Islands it would be practically unanimous. Of course, that is 
answered by the suggestion of illiteracy in the islands, amount- 
ing to possibly 50 per cent. That would be 50 per cent of the 
islanders could not express themselves on that question. Some 
are opposed to it and many are for it. But the suggestion of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHAFRotH] is the keynote of what 
enters into the Filipino mind, namely, independence. He wants 
some statement about independence. We had the same experi- 
ence in our country in our early struggle when we were a little 
afraid to use the word “independence” in relation to our situ- 
ation with England. 

I wish to read a little incident from Blanchard’s Life of 
Thomas. Paine right along that line: 

Puhie “oben ths bacricae RATED ted PTOL aa tae ne nee 

1 erican 
den r Tanib — and Bunker Till, John . — Rus 8 


b Benjamin h. 
Benjamin Franklin, and George Washington had met together to read 
dispatches they had received. Having done which, they 


use in = and silence. Presently Franklin ks: ‘ What,’ he 
pong ‘is to be the end of all this? ts it to obtain Justice of Great 
Britain, to change the ministry, to soften a tax? Or is it for —he 
panera $ ieg word independence yet choked the bravest throat that sought 
utter 


t 
“At this critical moment Paine enters. Franklin introduces him 
and he takes his seat. knows the cause of the prevailin 
oom and breaks the see, ier thus: These States of America mus 
5 of ee That is the only solution of this on!’ 
rise to 
goes 


He well 


The; feet at this politi - But, nothing 
daunted, he on; his eye lights up with patriotic fire as he paints 
the glorious destiny w vast reso 


views 
“ Paine went to his room, seized his pen, lost ht of every other 
1 awh toiled incessantly, and in December, 1775, the words, entitled 
Common Sense.“ which caused the Declaration of Ind dence and 
brought both people and their leaders face to face with work they 


had to accompli: was sent forth on its mission. ‘That ? 
Dr. Rush, ‘ burst forth from the press with an effect that has bee y 
produced by types and paper in any age or country.“ 

That was the first use, the first daring to use the word “ inde- 
pendence” in those struggles. Thomas Paine’s Common Sense 
did nearly as much for American independence probably as 
did Washington’s sword. He thought of it as his great life 
work, for at his grave there is a little plain slab on which is 
inscribed, “ Thomas Paine, author of Common Sense.“ The 
Filipinos have gathered from us and from our shrines something 
of this fire of patriotism and independence. - 

As to this preamble, as I have before stated in answer to the 
Senator from Washington, the troublesome thing all the way 
through this matter to me has been the proposition of imposing a 
government without the consent of the ed. If we impose 


it for two or three years we are violating that principle just as 


is a practical situation about this preamble, that it is fairly 
satisfactory to the people of the Philippine Islands, and therefore 
the government is being carried on clear up to the time of inde- 
pendence, if we give it to them in any reasonable time, by mutual 
consent, 

I think Secretary Garrison has well stated this proposition 
before the committee. He said: 

Good faith to those to whom we have pledged ourselves requires us 
to stay sa long as we must; and good will to the islanders, in ac- 
cordance with our pledges and assurance, requires us to stay no longer 
than is necessary to test and reach conclusions as to their capacity for 
managing their own affairs. 

There is a document which we have learned to regard and 
love among our earliest teachings. That document says—and I 
do not know how we can get away from it in dealing with this 
Philippine question 

That to secure these rights 

Referring to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness 
governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed. 

Is that only for the Fourth of July? As a lberty-loving peo- 
ple we can not flee from that proposition; we can not hide from 
it. If we try to forsake it, we stultify ourselves; and, if we do, 
and try to hold an unwilling people—and we might as well be 
perfeetiy frank about it; there are people in this country and 
interests in this eountry that never want to take our flag down 
from the Philippine Islands—if we do, we shall have a smolder- 
ing voleano in the Philippine Islands, and in time of trouble, if 
it ever comes—which God forbid—a constant menace to our 
country; and in times of war, if they ever come—which God 
forbid—a more serious menace, for we shall haye revolution in 
those islands, and you could not blame the islanders. 

Mr. President, I want to read a little from a speech delivered 
by Mr. Quezon, of the other House. I do not know that the 
speech was made in the House, so I shall not be infracting any 
rule by reading it. I have often heard it stated that there is a 
little crowd of influential Filipinos who want independence 
over there in order to enslave the rest of their fellow men. A 
letter was read here reflecting seriously upon one of the Resi- 
dent Commissioners, and I think afterwards part of it was with- 
drawn from the Recorp. If that charge is true, it is something 
that ought to be investigated; but I can not understand how 
men who were born in the Philippine Islands, who love their 
people and their country, are not just as much interested in the 
welfare and progress and happiness of that country and of their 
neighbors of the same race as are Americans who go over there. 
I can not understand why they are not just as honest as are 
Americans who go over there. They may be dishonest; there 
are dishonest Filipinos, of course, and there are dishonest 
Americans. I am going to read what this gentleman said in 
one of his speeches, and it seems to me to be the plea of a peo- 
ple for freedom. This man as a boy 17 years of age—he is a 
man now—took his musket and went with his people to war 
against the United States. He knew that a Nation of 100,000,000 
people could put more soldiers into the Philippine Islands than 
the whole population of those islands; he knew his people could 
not succeed; he knew that it might cost him his life; but he 
did it. He fought for his country. We are continually met 
with the accusation that he has some sinister motive in this 
matter. Listen to this: 


Let no man upon this floor have any doubts r 
of the question upon which he is to vote. In its last 
— is 5 Will — * a Christian and er. Nation, 
to another but w nation what the lden Rule com- 
mands Will you, as the offspring of those who pledged 
eir property, and their sacred honor to the enfor: 
le that all men are born free 


the nature 
analysis that 


impened by gencrel su; be DAE may ACIES org principh 
gen or, as some may say, outworn principles, 
The question is redeem r z 


That does not sound as the language of a man who had not 
at heart the deep interest of his people. 

Mr. President, the charge that probably a few people may 
rule in the Philippine Islands in case independence is granted 
may be true. A few people will be leaders. There are a good 
many who think in this country that only a few people are com- 
petent to govern, and it will always probably be 


as leaders. It will not be different in that country from what 
it is in this. The people will have to take their chances on 
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their government. If we turn them adrift, they are embarking 
on a pretty stormy sen. We had to take chances with our 
Government. They are willing to take those chances. 

The best thing we have ever done for the Philippines was not 
in creating commercial prosperity, not in establishing schools 
and colleges, but it was that we have brought to them higher 
standards of life and government, that in future years, after 
we are gone, are to have their effect upon the development of 
u people who are looking for the higher and better things of 
life. If we have done that for them, let no one say that we have 
no reward for our services. We have the reward for the great 
altruistic work in the Philippine Islands that has been done, the 
reward of the consciousness of duty well performed. 

No man eyer did a mean thing in this world but he punished 
himself worse than he punished the other person; no person 
ever did a good thing in this world but reaped a greater benefit 
than the person he benefited; and no nation that has done such 
a work for humanity as we have done in the Philippine Islands 
can ever say that we have reaped no benefit from it. We have 
among all our citizenship the consciousness of a duty that we 
have well performed in the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. President, I ought to apologize, I think, for taking so 
much of the time of the Senate, but I have not been entirely to 
blame for it. In conclusion, let me remind you not to blame 
the Filipino people for wanting freedom. There seems to be a 
spirit of criticism directed against them for it. They learned 
the lesson, in part, at least, from us. They find it hard to under- 
stand how a nation dedicated to liberty could ever seek to de- 
prive other people of liberty. You can not, Mr. President, take 
that love of freedom out of their hearts; you can not drive it out 
by force; and far be it for the great Republic to attempt to 
do so or to force upon them a government that they might not 
want. So long as human hearts are constituted as they are, so 
long as men have red blood in their veins, they are going to 
insist upon freedom. True it is, as the poet has spoken of that 
divine gift— 

For He that worketh * and wise, 
Nor useth in his plan 
Will ta 


e the sun out of the skies 
Ere freedom out of man, 


Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, the occupation of the Philip- 
pines was not a part of the original plan of the American people 
in the War with Spain. There was, however, an American fleet 
in the harbor of Hongkong, and it had the alternative of staying 
there and being interned, of coming back to this country, or of 
sailing into the territory of the enemy. It chose the latter 
course; and the news that the American fleet had entered the 
harbor of Manila and captured the city of Manila was received 
with great satisfaction by the people of the United States. It 
made Admiral Dewey a great national hero. He was applauded 
and promoted and rewarded; but, Mr. President, that victory 
and the possession of power brought with them great responsi- 
bilities. 

The American people had destroyed a government that had 
existed in the Philippines for some 300 years. To be sure, it 
was not an efficient government according to the most im- 
proved modern theories; nevertheless, it had served its purpose. 
It had kept reasonable order in those islands, and the problem 
came to the United States of what they were going to establish 
in its place. They also had an alternative. They could cast 
the Philippine people adrift, to take their chances of what fate 
might have in store for them. They could establish a colony, 
principally for the purpose of commercial exploitation; but 
what they did do was to undertake to create a people, to create 
a nation. I believe that history records no similar under- 
taking on such a scale and under such circumstances; but it 
appealed to the generous spirit of the American people. It 
was conceived and formulated by the far-sighted wisdom of 
Elihu Root, the most practical idealist among American states- 
men; it was accepted and promulgated by William McKinley ; 
it was approved, ratified, and enacted into law by the Congress 
of the United States; it was organized and systematized by 
William H. Taft; it was continued by President Roosevelt, 
and by Mr. Taft himself as President. It has thus become 
identified, sir, with great names in the modern history of the 
American Republic. 

There was nothing obscure or indefinite about the policy 
which was thus established. “ 

What should be emphasized— 

Says Secretary of War Taft on January 23, 1908, in a report 
to President Roosevelt— 


what should be emphasized in the statement of our national policy 
is that we wish to * a re the Filipinos for popular self-government. 
This is plain from Mr. McKinley's letter of instructions and all of his 
utterances. It was nat at all within his purpose or that of the Congress, 
which made his letter part of the law of the land, that we were 


merely to await the organization of a Philippine oligarchy or aris- 
tocracy competent to administer government and then turn the islands 
over to it. On the contrary, it is plain from all of Mr. McKinley’s 
utterances and your own, in interpretation of our national purpose, 
that we are the trustees and guardians of the whole Filipino peoples 
and peculiarly of the ignorant masses, and that our trust is not dis- 
charged until those masses are given education sufficient to know their 
civil rights and maintain them against a more powerful class and safely 
to exercise the political franchise, 

For some 14 years now we have managed the affairs of the 
Philippine people according to that plan. The question which 
we are discussing to-day is whether that noble project shall be 
carried to a triumphant and glorious conclusion or whether we 
shall vacillate, falter, and fail. It is the question of whether 
the story of the Philippine enterprise shall form a chapter 
in American history of high purpose consistently carried out or 
whether we shall grow tired and abandon our enterprise when 
already we are within a measurable degree of success. 

This question has to do with the welfare and happiness of 
8,000,000 people, 2 small portion of them educated, trained, and 
well able to look out for themselves, and a very large portion 
of them uneducated, untrained, and utterly ignorant of their 
individual rights and the methods that must be employed to 
protect them. ` 

I want to consider, Mr. President, something of the progress 
that we have already attained in those islands and something 
of the duties that still remain to be performed, if we are to be 
true to our pledges. Fortunately, some of the things that it 
was necessary to do and that have been done there to advance 
the people upon the paths of modern progress can be measured 
in definite ways. We have definite reports of the progress which 
has been made in those islands along commercial lines. In 
1900 the total imports and exports of the Philippine Islands, 
the total foreign business of the islands, was only $40,000,000, 
of which there was done with the American Republic $5,000,000. 
In 1909, nine years later, that $40,000,000 had grown into 
$58,785,000, and $14,900,000 of it was done with the United 
States. Five years later, in 1914, it had grown to $107,000,000, 
and nearly one-half of it, or $50,000,000, was carried on with 
this country. The internal business of the islands, which in 
1906 amounted to only $200,000,000, had grown in 1913 to 
$333,000,000. 

That is a broad statement of the enormous commercial prog- 
ress that has been made under the enlightened system of gov- 
ernment which has been maintained there under the supervi- 
sion of this country. Its results upon the people have not been 
merely to give them that employment. It has had another 
result that is more important than that. 

At the time we went there, the ordinary daily wages of 
laborers in the Philippines were from 10 to 20 cents a day. To- 
day, after we have been there for a little over a dozen years, 
those wages have been increased to an average of about 50 cents a 
day—a rate higher than prevails anywhere else in the Orient 
for common, unskilled labor. 

In connection with our administration there we haye built 
4,400 miles of good roads, and we have built 1,300 miles of cart 
roads and trails, enabling the farmers to take produce to market 
that heretofore it had been impossible to put into the channels 
of trade. There are over 600 miles of railroad where there 
were only 122 miles before. at 

In these things that can be measured by figures, then, our 
occupation has been of great benefit to the people of those 
islands. There is another thing which is quite as important as 
doing business, and that is the health conditions under which 
the people of that country or any country have to live. When 
we went there, there were 40,000 deaths annually, on the average, 
in that country from smallpox. Now there are no more there 
than there are in any well-governed city in America. Smallpox 
has been practically eliminated from the Philippine Islands, 
Cholera, that dreadful scourge of oriental countries, had always 
been prevalent in those islands. From March, 1902, to April, 
1904, there had been in the city of Manila 4,386 deaths from 
cholera, and in the Provinces over 105,000. Then the American 
system began to take effect. From August, 1905, to February, 
1906, there were only 243 deaths in Manila, and 22,000 in the 
Provinces, from cholera. In 1908 the total deaths from cholera 
in those islands had been reduced to 18,000, in 1909 to 7,300, 
in 1910 to 6,900, and in 1911 there were only 203 deaths from 
cholera in the entire Philippine Islands, where a year or two fol- 
lowing our occupation there had been more than 105.000. 

When we went to the Philippines there were 30,000 lepers 
there. Leprosy, we all know, is a frightful disease. Now, 
there are 3,000. 

These good results upon the health of the people of the islands 
were paralleled by what we did in the case of the cattle. The 
industry of the Philippine Islands is dependent upon the 
carabao. He takes the place there that the horse and the 
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mule oeeupy upon the farms of America. The carabao had 
been almost exterminated by a disease called rinderpest, which 
began in those islands in 1888, and had almost brought agricul- 
ture to a standstill when we took over the control of the 
islands. That disease has been practically eliminated. It was 
confined to half a` dozen Provinces, and existed only among a 
very few animals in those. Practically we reestablished the 
employment of the carabao upon the farms of the islands. 

We established schools. There are said to be 1,200,000 school 
children in the Philippine Islands. Two years ago we had built 
more than 700 schoolhouses, and were adding about 100 a year. 
There were more than 1,000 teachers that had gone there from 
this country. We had educated Filipinos sufficiently to give the 
primary instruction. Also, at that time there was an oppor- 
tunity for some 400,000 children to be educated annually. We 
had established courts where the laws that had been passed by 
Congress and by the authorities of the Philippines were given 
a fair interpretation, and the judgments of those courts have 
been highly regarded and accepted. 

These are some of the things that we have been doing in the 
Philippine Islands. I do not yndertake to recite all that has 
been accomplished; but this is enough to show that progress 
has been made. The importance of that progress has been 
recognized and praised, not only by the men who went there 
with the authority and power of developing it under Republican 
administrations, but it has received as high praise from the 
present Democratic governor of the islands, Mr. Burton Har- 
rison, as by any of those who were responsible for its establish- 
ment. 

In Mr. Harrison’s report for 1914 he says: 

All who have resided in the Philippine Islands must appreciate the 
tremendous achievements of the United States in the islands since the 
American occupation. 7 
. And the présent vice governor, Mr. Martin, who went there 
not without some feeling that perhaps the previous administra- 
tion could be improved upon, says, in the testimony which he 
gave before the Philippine Committee of this body last winter, 
on page 130, in answer to a question as to what he thought of 
eur work in the Philippines: 

I am v sure it is one of the finest experiments of colonial 
government In the world. I do not believe it can be duplicated. 

And again, a little further on, in discussing the same subject, 
he says: 

I think that the verument of the Philippine Islands, from the 
very beginning to s day, has been such that the American people 
may be proud of it. + ‘That does not mean that the Americans 
have not made mistakes—they have—but American control has been a 
very ‘fine thing. 

Mr. President, while these things have been accomplished out 
there, and have been of such a character as to receive this 
praise from the political opponents of those who were particu- 
larly responsible for its creation, there have been others who 
have been free in their criticism of what has been accomplished. 
This policy that Democrats now praise has been the subject of 
as much criticism in the official utterances of the Democratic 
Party as any other one thing to which they have turned their 
attention. ; 

I want to read the opinion of that party as expressed in its 
platforms. In 1900 they said: 


We ‘condemn and denounce the Philippine policy of the present ad- 


ministration. The Filipinos can not be citizens without 


endangering our civilization; they can not be subjects without imperil- 
ing our form of government; and as we are not ing to surrender 
our civilization nor to convert the Republic into an empire, we favor 
an immediate declaration of the Nation's pw to pr the 5 
first, a stable form of 9 — second, independence; and, ird, 
protection from outside interference, such as has been given for nearly 
a century to the Republics of Central and South America. 


And they declared that— 

The burning issue of imperialism growing out of the Spanish War 
involves the very existence of the Republic and the destruction of our 
„ We regard it as the paramount issue of the cam- 
Mr. President, that policy that they thought was going to 
destroy this great Nation has been in existence now for some 
fifteen years since those declarations were made. The Republic 
has not been destroyed, but their own representatives in the 
Philippines now declare that the policy which was thus con- 
demned is of such high character that it can not be paralleled 
anywhere else in the world. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I do. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator will of course admit that it 
is since the writing of that platform that the representative 
Republicans and public officials, Presidents, Secretaries of War, 
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and Governors General of the Philippine Islands have announced 
the policy of “ The Philippines for the Filipinos,” and to a consid- 
erable extent have committed the United States to the doctrine 
of a constant extension of self-government to the Philippine 
Islands, with independence in view as the ultimate object. That 
has all occurred since the year 1900. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I do not admit anything of the 
sort. I propose to consider that very question in a few min- 
utes. I think the claim that the Senator from Nebraska hus 
just made, and that is being used by the advocates of the pre- 
amble of this measure as their chief argument in support of it, 
is utterly unfounded. But for the present I want to continue 
with an explanation of the Democratic position as it has been 
recorded in the resolutions of their party conventions. 

In 1904 they declared: 

We insist that we ought to do for the Filipinos what we have done 
already for the Cubans, and it is our duty to make that promise now, 
and upon suitable guarantees of protection to citizens of our own and 
other countries resident there at the time of our withdrawal set the 
Fillpino people upon their feet, free and independent, to work out their 
own destiny. 

Four years later, in 1908, they were still criticizing the 
achievements which to-day seem to some of them at least 
worthy of praise. They said: 3 

We condemn the experiment in imperialism as an inexcusable blunder, 
which has involved us in enormous expenses, brought us weakness in- 
stead of strength, and laid our Nation open to the charge of abandoning 
a fundamental doctrine of self-government. We favor an immediate 
declaration of the Nation's purpose to recognize the independence of the 
Philippine Islands as soon as a stable government can be established, 
such independence to be guaranteed by us as we guarantee the inde- 

ndence of Cuba, until the neutralization of the islands can be secured 

y treaty with other powers. In recognizing the independence of the 
Philippines our Government should retain such land as may be neces- 
sary for coaling stations and naval bases. 

In 1912 their platform was essentially the same as in 1908. 

There are three distinct declarations of the Democratic Party 
on this question. The first, after criticizing the Republican 
policy, declares that we should give the Filipinos, first, a stable 
government; second, independence; and third, protection from 
outside interference. The second declares that upon suitable 
guarantees of protection to citizens of our own and other coun- 
tries resident there we should set the Filipino people upon their 
feet, free and independent to work out their own destiny. The 
two proposals are entirely distinct from each other. One is 
that there shall first be established a stable government there. 
The second is that the only condition we ought to make for 
giving independence to the Filipino people is that they will 
guarantee the security of foreign residents in their country, 
Four years later they have still a different view. Again they 
have come back to the proposition that the Philippine Islands 
should be given independence as soon as a stable government 
can be established, such independence to be guaranteed by us 
as we guaranteed the independence of Cuba. Before, when they 
advocated independence on the condition of a stable government, 
it was declared that we should give them protection such as the 
Monroe doctrine gives to the Republics of Central and South 
America. 

The only consistent thing that there has been about the Demo- 
cratic doctrine upon this subject is the criticism which they 
have leveled at the Republican policy. They have sometimes 
wanted to give independence to the islands on the condition 
of the establishment of a stable government—something mani- 
festly impossible so long as we maintain control of the islands. 
They have sometimes wanted to give them independence out- 
right with practically no conditions. 

Mr. President, all of the various bills which have been intro- 
duced upon this subject haye pursued somewhat the same vacil- 
lating course. When the Democrats first came into control 
of the House of Representatives, three years ago, a bill was 
introduced granting independence to the Philippine Islands in 
1921. It was referred to a committee under control of the 
Democratic Party, received the approval of that committee, 
and was reported to the House of Representatives as their 
policy upon this question. It was not passed. When the next 
Congress convened a bill was introduced, received the approval 
of the committee, and was passed by the Democratic majority 
of that House, proposing to give to the Filipino people inde- 
pendence when they could establish a stable form of govern- 
ment. That bill came to the Senate, was referred to the 
Philippine Committee of this body, received its consideration, 
and was reported back toward the close of the last session 
with the proviso that the Filipino people should be given their 
independence when in the opinion of the United States they 
were fitted for it. The subject has been again taken up by this 
Congress, and the policy which the Democratic majority of the 
Committee on the Philippines have now adopted is that the 
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Filipino people shall be given their independence when in the 
opinion of the United States it will be for their permanent 
advantage. 

Each of the steps that have been taken in regard to this ques- 
tion of independence, in this consideration which has been 
given to the subject, has been a step away from any immediate 
grant of that gift. First it was unconditional independence in 
1921; then it was based upon the ability to form a stable gov- 
ernment; then it was based upon when they are fitted for it; 
now it is based upon when it will be for their permanent 
advantage. 

It is manifest, I think, that as this subject has come closer 
home to the gentlemen who now have the responsibility of de- 
ciding it they have not grown more enthusiastic about that 
policy which has been the base of their platform declarations. 
I am in sympathy with the progress of their thought upon the 
subject. It seems to me that they have been gradually them- 
selves growing doubtful of the advisability of doing the thing 
which they were somewhat eager and enthusiastic about in 
the beginning and before they had responsibility. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think the Senator from Rhode Island 
is making an assumption which is not warranted. There is some 
difference of opinion on this side of the Chamber as to the exact 
step that should be taken; but I can assure the Senator from 
Rhode Island that there is at this moment more likelihood that 
this side of the Chamber will take a radical step in this very 
bill than there is that this side of the Chamber will recede from 
any position heretofore taken. The real reason why this propo- 
sition has been so modified and so moderated has been for the 
purpose of securing the cooperation of members of the other 
party. It has been desired to make this a nonpartisan measure, 
to take it out of politics, to have it a great public act in the 
direction of progress and in the direction of permanently settling 
the Philippine question, and to secure for it the cooperation, as 
far as it goes, of members of both parties. 

The Senator was not here at the time, but this morning an 
amendment was introduced to this bill by the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. OLARKE], and will be one of the issues before 
the Senate before this bill is disposed of—an amendment which 
looks to the separation of the Philippine Islands within two 
years. I want to warn Senators on the other side that the 
chance of extreme action is as great now as it was at any time, 
and the hope of moderate action lies in the cooperation of Sena- 
tors on the other side. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, just a minute. I express my 
sympathy and approval of what the Senator from Nebraska 
himself admits, I think, in his remarks, that the trend of the 
thought upon this subject by those who have immediately con- 
sidered it has not been as represented in the various forms in 
which this bill has taken, toward more drastic measures, but 
the contrary. Of course what the members of his party or what 
the Members of the Senate may think on this subject later on 
I do not know. I think that my statements were not incon- 
sistent with the facts. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to suggest to the Senator 
from Rhode Island that the situation, as stated by the Senator 
from Nebraska, was caused to some extent at least by the decla- 
ration made by Senators upon the other side of the Chamber to 
the effect that the preamble is not definite enough, and some 
of the Senators upon the Republican side 

Mr. LIPPITT. May I interrupt the Senator to ask him how 
that could be when the utterances he refers to have been made 
since the bill was reported and since the change was made? 
The Senator is aware that the change was made upon the ex- 
press request of the Governor of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I do not mean the action of the committee; 
I mean the reference the Senator has made to the introduction 
of the amendment by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] 
giving independence within two years. It was due somewhat 
to the criticism that came from both sides of the Chamber that 
nothing definite was stated, and for that reason there ought to 
be something definite expressed. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I am perfectly aware that 
there is a distinct difference between the view which the De- 
mocracy has entertained on this subject and the Republican 
view. The view of the Democracy has been all along that we 
should get rid of the islands, because they were going to im- 
peril the safety of the United States. The view of the Repub- 
licans was that we should retain the islands for the benefit of 
the people who inhabit them in order to meet the responsibility 


which we assumed at the time of the Spanish War. The action 
which the Senator from Nebraska now refers to, as represented 
by the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
CrarKe], is in accordance with the policy of the Democracy, as 
indicated by its convention utterances. 

Mr, SHAFROTH, I will ask the Senator if it is not also 
represented by the declaration made by President Roosevelt, in 
which he said since the Filipinos have been led to believe that 
they were to get their independence, good faith requires that it 
should be done, and be done as soon as possible, without retain- 
ing any foothold whatever in the islands? 

ae LIPPITT. I did not know he had made such a decla- 
ration. f 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Oh, yes; he made that declaration, 

Mr. LIPPITT. When? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. In Everybody’s Magazine about a year 
ago. It was read by one of the Senators here last Friday. 
It was repeated in a letter from ex-President Roosevelt to Com- 
missioner QUEZON. 

Mr, LIPPITT. Mr. President, I did not happen to have seen 
that declaration of Mr. Rooseyelt’s, I have, however, read 
several declarations of President Roosevelt on this subject while 
he was an officer of this Government and responsible to a certain 
extent for what he said, . 

Mr. President, this policy of giving the Filipinos their inde- 
pendence has had for its chief argument the doctrine that this 
8 was bound to grant them independence in order 

Mr. COLT. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to his colleague? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I do. 

Mr. COLT. I should like to ask my colleague with regard 
to President Taft's declarations on the subject of ultimate inde- 
pendence. Has the Senator any data upon that point which he 
can give us? : 

Mr. LIPPITT. I was just going to consider the subject of 
the so-called promises that have been made in regard to grant- 
ing the Filipino people their independence. That is the chief 
argument which now seems to be put forward to enforce the 
doctrine that is in the preamble of the bill. It is an effort to 
convict the United States of having promised independence to 
the Filipinos so definitely that it must now redeem the promises. 
Such allegations were first made as long ago as when Aguinaldo 
was in revolt. He endeavored to establish the claim that the 
United States was. compelled to grant independence to the Philip- 
pine Islands on account of promises that military officers of the 
Government had made to him. An investigation was made on 
that subject, and the report upon it, as referred to by President 
McKinley, is— 

That the claim of the rebel leader that he was promised independence 
by any officer of the United States in return for his assistance has no 
foundation in fact and is categorically denied by the very witnesses who 
were called upon to prove it. 

That was away back at the end of the last century. From that 
day to this representatives of the Filipino people and others have 
continually made the claim that they had been promised in- 
dependence. 

In the hearings upon this bill, which were held by the Senate 
committee last winter, Mr. Ferguson, the secretary of the Goy- 
ernor of the Philippine Islands, who came to this country to 
represent the opinions of the administration in the Philippines, 
was asked the following question by Senator WEEKS : 

Do you think the Government of the United States has ever Indi- 


cated to the Philippine le an intention to finally withdraw from 
the Philippine Islands? In other words, give them independence? 


Mr. Ferguson replied: 


The Government of the United 8 „ I think, h 
several Governors ak awe ly appointed by te President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, said that it was the ulti- 
mate intention, when a stable government was established, to withdraw. 

Mr. Ferguson was asked if he would compile those utterances 
and put them into the record, which he did, and I want to read 
the kind of statements whieh Mr, Ferguson, as representing the 
Governor General of the Philippine Islands and as representing 
the people who haye continually been trying to obtain action 
in favor of independence on the ground that we have made a 
binding promise that must be kept, relies upon for evidence. The 
first is a quotation from President McKinley: 

The Philippines are ours not to exploit, but to develop, to civilize, to 
educate, to train in the science of self-government. 

There is not a word of independence in connection with that. 
If it means anything, it means something entirely different from 
independence. But the most that can be said for it is that it 
does not discuss the question at all. This is on page 193. What 
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it implies is that for a very considerable length of time at least 
the American protectorate must continue in the islands, 

Then, from President Roosevelt: 

I trust that within a generation the time will arrive when the Phil- 
ippines can decide for themselves whether it is well for them to become 
independent or to continue under the protection of a strong and dis- 
interested power, able to guarantee to the islands order at home and 

rotection from foreign invasion. But no one can prophesy the exact 
Mate when it will be wise to consider independence as a fixed and 
definite policy. 

Nobody can claim that as a promise of independence. What 
Mr. Roosevelt says is that no one can prophesy even a date at 
which we should consider independence. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will not the Senator recognize, however, 
that that is a promise of ultimate independence if the Filipino 
people desire it? Can any other interpretation of that lan- 
guage be made? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I can not see any such inter- 
pretation possible upon that language. President Roosevelt 
says that some time in the future, which he hopes may be 
within a generation, the time may arrive when we can con- 
sider whether or not it is well for them to have independence. 
To hope that the time may arrive when the Philippine govern- 
ment and ourselyes may take mutual council with each other 
as to whether or not it is advisable to consider the question of 
independence is not promising independence. It is simply a 
suggestion to consider the circumstances and to deal with that 
question some time in the future. 

Mr, SHAFROTH. Mr. President, here is a little fuller 
statement of that same matter. President Roosevelt said in 
his message to Congress in 1908: 

Hitherto this Philippine Legislature has acted with moderation and 
constraint, and has seemed, in practical fashion, to realize the éternal 
truth that there must always be government, and that the only way in 
which any body of individuals can escape the necessity of being gov- 
erned by outsiders is to show that they are able to restrain themselves, 
to keep down wrongdoing and disorder.. The Filipino people, through 
their officials, are therefore making real steps in direction of self- 
government. I hope and believe that these steps mark the beginning of 
a course which will continue till the Filipinos become fit to decide for 
themselves whether they desire to be an independent nation. 

What is that? Is not that a statement upon his part that he 
hopes they will become fitted so that they will determine for 
themselyes whether they are capable of becoming an independent 
nation? All that can—— 

Mr. LIPPITT. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him 
just at that point, President Roosevelt at that time says he 
hopes the time may arrive when the Philippine people will be 
able to consider this question of independence. There is no 
statement in the words the Senator has read that this country 
will accept the decision which they may arrive at. There is 
simply the statement that he hopes they may be so trained in 
self-government that they can consider the question of inde- 
pendence. 

Those are not promises, Mr. President. Is this question of 
independence one that no American can open his mouth about 
or discuss in any form without those words being interpreted 
as a distinct promise? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

Mr. LIPPITT. Those are not promises. Promises are definite 
things. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No one is here contending that there is a 
binding promise on the part of the United States. The President 
could not do it if he wanted to do it. But it is expressive of 
his opinion and his hope that they would become independent 
and that they would pursue this policy of self-government until 
they of their own choice should determine to be an independent 
nation. 

Now, I want to call the attention of the Senator to the state- 
ment I made a few moments ago. This was in a letter addressed 
by ex-President Roosevelt to Mr. Quezon, the present Commis- 
sioner from the Philippine Islands in the Congress of the United 
States. It is dated New York City, December 4, 1914—— 

Mr. LIPPITT. I did not catch what it is. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is a letter from ex-President Roosevelt 
to Mr. Quezon, the present Commissioner from the Philippine 
Islands in the House of Representatives of the United States, 
and it is dated New York City, December 4, 1914: 

New YORK City, December 4, 191}. 


MAaAxtEL Quezon, Esq.. 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. G. 


My Dear Mr. QUEZON : I thank you for your letter and appreciate it. 
You have put the case in a nutshell when you say that in view of the 
attitude of the present administration and of the American people in 
indorsing that administration, the proper course to follow now is to 
grant the Filipinos their absolute independence without any responsi- 
bility on the part of the United States in guaranteeing such independ- 


ence,” 
Sincerely, yours, THEODORE ROOSEVELT, 


Mr. LIPPITT. Does the Senator consider that a promise? 
Are the views of Theodore Roosevelt to-day of such a nature 
that they constitute a promise binding upon the Government of 
the United States? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. What we were talking about—— 

Mr. LIPPITT. What we were talking about was whether 
definite promises have been made by responsible authorities. 
I do not know anything about what opinion Theodore Roose- 
velt may entertain to-day on this subject. His opinions are 
always of value and of interest, but the question which I am dis- 
cussing is whether any official has made these definite promises. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. At the time the controversy occurred over 
this matter it was upon the question as to what had produced a 
modifying influence in this body as to why there should be a 
time limit fixed in which to recognize the Filipinos as independ- 
ent, and in that it was stated that the Democrats had modified 
their view. I had stated that the Republicans, to a large ex- 
tent, by their statements here the first day of this discussion 
had had that influence on the Democrats, one of which was that 
Theodore Roosevelt had himself declared that he believed in 
favor of independence. That was the line of argument which 
was used then. Of course, the Senator is upon a different 
branch, as to whether an absolute promise was made. I agree 
with the Senator that it was not authoritatively made, but it 
was a statement from which they could infer and did infer that 
it was the intention of the United States to grant to them in- 
dependence. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I shall shortly put into the Recorp some state- 
ments from which they could not infer any such thing and in 
which there can be no question as to what they meant. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I listened very carefully to the extract 
from Mr. Roosevelt which the Senator from Colorado has just 
read. It seems to me that it proves just the opposite of what the 
Senator from Colorado is contending for. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I agree with that. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. If the Senator from Rhode Island will 
allow me just a word, I will explain why I make that statement. 
Mr. Roosevelt, in the letter which has been quoted, says that they 
are not now ready to consider the question, at least that is the 
inference, because he says he hopes that at some future time 
they may be in a condition to consider it. The very statement 
that they are not now ready, that it may be eonsidered at some 
future time, necessarily contains the inference that he does not 
know what the conclusion would be at a future time when they 
do consider it. 

Mr. LIPPITT. He does not even know whether they would 
be prepared for it at all. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. That is a necessary inference from the 
statement. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. ‘The statement the Senator refers to is a 
statement made in a message to Congress in 1908, not the sub- 
sequent article written in Everybody’s Magazine about a year 
ago, and a letter to Mr. Quezon, which has no qualification 
whatever, but in which Mr. Roosevelt says he believes in giving 
them independence without retaining any foothold whatever in 
their islands. 

Mr. LIPPITT. That has a qualification. It has this qualifi- 
cation, that in consideration of the recent declaration of the 
Democratic Governor General of the Philippine Islands he 
has formed that opinion. I want to consider a little later the 
declaration of Mr. Burton Harrison upon this question. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
deny that Mr. Taft, Secretary Dickinson, and President Mc- 
Kinley made official statements of such a weighty and direct 
nature in public reports and to the Philippine people that they, 
the Philippine people, were justified in believing that they meant 
that it was the intention of the United States to extend a con- 
stantly increasing degree of self-government with independence 
as the ultimate object? Does the Senator deny that those 
statements were made? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I will challenge the Senator from Nebraska 
to quote such an expression from Secretary Dickinson, or if 
instead of doing that he prefers a different course, I should like 
to read to him from the report of Secretary Dickinson upon 
this very subject. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I happen to have under my thumb the 
statement made by Secretary Taft. 
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Mr, LIPPITT. I am talking just for the moment about Sec- 
retary Dickinson. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I mentioned Secretary Taft also. I will 
find what Secretary Dickinson said later, for the Senator 
should not be prejudiced against Secretary Taft. Here is what 
Secretary Taft says: 

rar conditions in the islands to-day vindicate and justify that 
policy. 

I ask the attention of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I beg the Senator’s pardon. My attention 
was distracted for a moment. Will he read that again? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK (reading) : 

The conditions in the islands to-day vindicate and justify that policy. 

Mr. LIPPITT. From what are you reading? 

Mr, HITCHCOCK. I am reading from a special report made 
by Secretary Taft on the Philippines. 

It necessaril 


Mr. President, it strikes me that that is a very specific and 
definite statement from the man who had an official position 
entitling him to speak with authority and to speak to the Philip- 
pine people conclusively as far as the American Nation is con- 
cerned. $ 

Let me read something more from Mr. Taft at the time. when 
he opened the Philippine Assembly in October, 1907. He was 
then Secretary of War, and under his jurisdiction came the 
Philippine Islands, and here is what he said : 

The avowed policy of the national administration under these two 
presidents— 

McKinley and Roosevelt 

been and is to the islands, having r 
T 
on an 
at the people themsel ves to ma’ in a Stable and eee goran 


ent, afordin; mality of right and op tizens. 
iTe? looks to the improvement of the people both industrially and in 


self-governing capacity. 
Now, mark what follows: 


f extending control contin 
4 dal Lar | t r of the Uni 


to the interest 


primary 
ractice in cal control to 


pletely severed. 

Can the Senator from Rhode Island question that that is a 
definite and specific statement of the highest American official 
having control of the islands, addressed to their representatives 
assembled in their legislative body, that they were to have a 
constantly increasing degree of self-government extended to 
them and finally complete independence as soon as they and the 
American Government agreed on something else? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I had intended a few minutes 
later on in my discussion to consider for a minute some of the 
various expressions which President Taft had used in discussing 
the question of Philippine independence. Inasmuch as the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska has brought it up at this time, I think per- 
haps I might refer to some of the things Mr. Taft said. I will 
refer the Senator to page 889 of the hearings. Mr. Taft is 
referring to some speeches that he made upon this subject. 
He said: 

The policy to be pursued with respect to them— 


That is, the islands— 
is, therefore, ultimately for Congress to determine. 
Then— 


He says— 
I praised the treatment of the islands, and show that the instructions 
of Mr. McKinley were embodied in the statute afterwards, and then i 
go on: 


This is from his speech— 

This close adherence of Con: to the views of the Executive in 
respect to the islands in the past gives ground for ascribing to Con 
approval of the Philippine policy, as often declared by ent M 
ley and President Roosevelt— 

E will ask the Senator from Nebraska to mark this— 


Still, I have no authority to speak for Congress with respect to the 
ultimate disposition of the islands. I can o express an opinion as 
one familiar with the circumstances likely to affect Congress, in the 
light of its previous statutory action. 

President Taft in that speech distinctly says to the Philip- 
pine people that his utterances carry no binding force. He de- 
clared that there is only one body in the United States that has 
authority to speak conclusively on the question, and what he 
says is that in his discussion of it he is simply stating what 
may be done, what Congress might do. 
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Mr. President, the representatives of the Filipino people who 
have been trying to establish this doctrine of definite and bind- 
ing promises are intelligent people. They have read those words 
of ex-President Taft declaring that he had no authority or 
power to make promises of any kind; and yet, in the face of 
that, we are continually having general expressions, chance 
remarks of a popular nature, discussing the subject, brought 
here as though they were such as to bind the American Nation, 
The Senator from Nebraska knows just as well as Mr. Taft 
knew at the time he made that utterance that he could not 
bind this Government in the slightest degree. 

Let me go a step further. I did not intend to do so—I am a 
little ahead of my discussion of the subject—but the Senator 
from Nebraska has referred to Secretary Dickinson. Secretary, 
Dickinson was Secretary of War under President Taft. The 
Philippine Islands are under the War Department; under the 
direction of that department, they are governed by an execu- 
tive who has the title of Governor General, but who is the 
subordinate of the Secretary of War. Mr. Taft asked Secre- 
tary Dickinson to visit those islands. It was three years after 
Mr. Taft uttered those expressions which I have just read, 
denying that he had any power to bind this Government. Mr, 
Dickinson went there as the representative of President Taft. 
The Senator from Nebraska wants to know if Mr. Dickinson did 
not bind this Government by promises. Let me read his report. 
He says: 

Advantage was taken of the announ 
ti Lage cl —— Dg me —.— other ways, S gn ny a 5 mens 
the minds of manuy of the — that the —̃ — kas 

He being the highest officer of the Government in connection 
with the Philippines that had ever visited those islands— 
that the Secre 


journey, wherever were — i — ene 
r n any num! 
of this teaching was made manifest by the erection of numerous 
arches, with cee either asking or demanding independence. 
* » > * e 


* 
The similarity in the movements everywhere and the form of expres- 
that a concerted campaign had been made 


And then he goes on to further describe the situation, and 
here is his report of what he did to deal with it, as made 
to President Taft: 

I took prompt steps to undeceive, so far as I could, those who had 


formed a misapprehension either as to m r 
— bes in pablic y power or mission, and 


Reiterated all over the islands— 


that the future relations between the Philippines and the Uni 
States would be determined by Congress, and t there had been n 
authoritative departure from the doctrines laid down by you in your 
utterances upon that subject when Secretary of War. 

Is it possible that a man as high in the Government service 
as the Secretary of War could report in regard to his mission 
to the Philippine Islands that he took every step possible to 
have those people understand that no power but the Congress 
could decide these questions, and at the same time be making 
binding promises to them or be making speeches of any kind 
which he thought they had the slightest right to interpret as a 
promise? Why, Mr. President, the evidence only has to be stated 
to show the absurdity of the claim that Mr. Dickinson was 
promising independence to the Filipino people. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to ask the Senator a ques- 
tion, Mr. President. I ask whether, if Gov. Gen. Taft had 
stated to the Filipinos, “the American Government's policy is 
to give you independence,” the Senator thinks that that promise 
ought to be carried out by the American people? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Well, I do not know what trap the Senator, 
is trying to bait for me, but if he is asking a hypothetical 
question I will say that I should not have supposed that Mr. 
Taft ever would have made that statement, becnuse the policy, 
of the Government of the United States had been distinctly, 
expressed. I will read a statement of it to the Senator from 
Colorado in a few moments. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. As the Senator is reading these communlk 
cations and saying that those who made them had not the power 
to bind the United States—and that is true; there is no dis- 
pute about that—I am asking the Senator whether there is 
nota moral obligation? Suppose Mr. Taft had said to them, The 
policy of the Government is ultimately to give you your inde< 
pendence,” would the Senator then think that we would have 
the right morally to deny independence to the Philippine people? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I certainly would. When a man goes before 
a certain body of other men and says, “ I have no power to decide 
this question at all,” and then goes on—if Mr. Taft ever di 
such a thing and I do not suppose he ever did—but if he di 


1016. 
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then make promises they surely could not be considered binding 
morally or technically, 

At the time I was interrupted, Mr. President, I was reading 
the compilations which Mr. Ferguson, the secretary of the Gov- 
ernor General of the Philippines, relied upon to demonstrate 
that a definite promise, binding upon this Government, had been 
made to the Filipino people. I have read the statements which 
he quoted from President McKinley and President Roosevelt. 
In the order of governors he next quotes ex-Gov. Henry C. Ide, 
who says: 

On the whole, it would seem that no other course is yet feasible for 
dealing with the Philippine Islands than that of tutelage, training, 
high and sympathetic guidance. That is the course upon which we 
have ente and we ought to continue in it until the time shall arrive, 
which no one can now definitely fix, when the people of the islands 
shall haye become so trained and educated and accustomed to self- 
restraint and to the exercise of government, and so financially 
equipped 

And I hope the Senator will give that statement“ and finan- 
cially equipped” very careful consideration, for it is one of 
the very important questions in considering this subject of the 
independence of the Philippines, and I do not know but that 
it is the important question— 
and so financially 3 as to be able to maintain a respectable 
Government, when the question of independence may become a real, 
practically impending one. 

He says that some time away off in the future, when the 
Philippines have become far advanced beyond their present 
situation, then the question of independence may become an 
“impending one”; and that statement is quoted as a binding 
promise of an official of this Government sufficiently strong to 
compel the United States, whatever its judgment on the sub- 
ject may be, to grant independence. I think it is fairly illus- 
trative of the indefinite nature of these so-called promises. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield. 

Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator from Rhode Island think 
that we have reached a point where the right of a people to 
haye whatever form of government they desire depends upon 
what somebody else has said about it? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Oh, Mr. President, just for a moment I should 
prefer not to be diverted from the phase of the subject which I 
was discussing. 

Mr. KENYON. Very well. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I was not discussing the natural rights of 
people, but simply the question of promises that had been made. 
I am discussing that because it is the one argument that the 
advocates of independence seem to rely upon as something that 
ought to have weight in the decision of this question. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Surely the Filipino does not regard the 
officer who goes to the islands as either a Republican or a Demo- 
crat, and if promises were made 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I should not like to agree off- 
` hand to that assertion of the Senátor. The Filipino is a pretty 
good politician, and I think he knows the difference between a 
Democrat and a Republican. 3 

Mr. SHAFROTH. That may be; but at the same time the 
Filipino would regard any official declaration made by one in 
authority as somewhat of a morally binding promise under any 
circumstances. I want to call the attention of the Senator to 
this declaration which was made by the Governor General of 
the Philippine Islands 

Mr. LIPPITT. By what Governor General? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. By Francis Burton Harrison. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I hope the Senator will not do that just at 
this moment, I think I am familiar with that declaration; I 
propose to discuss it a few minutes later, and I should like to 
have it left till then, if the Senator will allow me. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, If that can not be considered a govern- 
mental promise, there is nothing that can be so considered. He 
said: 

The President of the United States has charged me to deliver to 
you 

Mr, LIPPITT. I ask the Senator not to bring that question 
up for the moment, if he will be so kind. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Very well. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I am trying to go along in a somewhat orderly 
way. 

Now, we come to ex-Gov. James F. Smith—and the Senator 
from Colorado likes to hear from Democrats, This gentleman 


is a very honorable gentleman and very much interested in the 
Philippine Islands. He was and is a Democrat. He was asked 
to testify before the committee. He replied that he preferred 
not to testify—his letter is in the hearings—because, although 
he was a Democrat he did not believe in granting independence 
to the Philippines. He was excused. Ex-Gov. Smith says: 


The evolution of a government by Americans assisted by Filipinos 
into a government of Filipinos assisted by Americans, and the educa- 
tion and preparation of the people for popular self-goyernment— 

I hope the Senator from Colorado will listen to what his 
fellow Democrat says. The policy of changing the government 
of Americans assisted by Filipinos into a government of Fili- 
pinos assisted by Americans certainly is not independence. He 
says that 
was the broad policy of President McKinley, of President Roosevelt, of 
Gov. Taft, of Gov. Gen. Wright, of Gov. Gen. Ide, and of all their suc- 
cessors. It is the policy to-day. 

What is that policy? There is nothing about independence in 
connection with that declaration. In fact, I think it is too nar- 
row a declaration, if anything. It says that the policy was to 
transfer the Philippine government from a majority of American 
officials to a majority of Filipino officials; and that is quoted 
by the representatives of Mr. Francis Burton Harrison as a 
promise of independence. Can anything be more absurd? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But the Senator overlooks—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Senator overlooks the most important 
part of that paragraph, because it says: 

And the education and preparation of the people for popular selt- 
government. 

What is popular self-government? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Well, what is it? A 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It is not government with a string to it. 

Mr. LIPPITT. What is popular self-government? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. It means absolute independence. It is not 
self-government unless it is independent. When you speak of 
preparing a people for popular self-government, it is a direct 
statement, it seems to me, that it is intended for the purpose of 
giving them independence. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Why, Mr. President, the people of Belgium 
have governed themselves in the way in which they wanted to 
govern themselves; they were equipped for government ns they 
wanted government to be established in that country; but are 
they enjoying it? Is the mere fact that a people may be 
equipped for self-government or that you may educate them to 
be equipped for self-government equivalent to a declaration that 
they are going to have independence? Has not Canada self- 
government in all its essentials, so broad a self-government that 
there is not a Canadian to-day who would think of asking for a 
change; a self-government so satisfactory to that liberty-loving 
people that more than a half million of them are to-day redden- 
ing the plains of France with their blood? Self-government and 
independence are not the same thing. Being equipped for some- 
thing does not mean that you can necessarily have it; and that 
is the very fallacy of the continual statements which I am try- 
ing to expose. If any Senator can twist that statement of Gov. 
Smith into a promise for independence, I will admit he has a 
different idea of logic than I have. 

I now quote ex-Gov. W. Cameron Forbes: 

The political development should follow the economic one— 


That is, he means that the islands should first be put upon a 
firm economic basis before the question of their political gov- 
ernment should be considered— 
further increase in participation being taken tentati and gradually 
so that there should be no sudden jerks or jolts, and the movement 
should go along with an even, true sweep and sway, until ultimately, 
many generations hence, I fear, the matter of the future political rela- 
tions between the Philippine Islands and the United States will be de- 
termined by the reprèsentatives of both people satisfactorily to both, 

Is that a promise of independence? It contains no word of 
independence, but that is what it is quoted as meaning. 

Mr. President, I have referred to the positive declarations 
before the Philippine people of President Taft, or, rather, of 
Gov. Gen. Taft, for it was in that eapacity they were made, 
that he had no power to bind this Government. I have read the 
statement made to the Philippine people three years later by an 
officer in the Government superior to him, Secretary Dickinson, 
who continually reiterated for the information of the Philippine 
people that nobody had the power to bind the American people 
except the Congress. 

There has been a declaration by that body which has the 
power to bind. The Congress of the United States spoke upon 
this subject on the Ist day of July, 1902, when it passed an act 
which is known as the organic act of the Philippine Islands, for 
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the purpose of establishing a government in those islands and 
regulating the relations between them and the United States. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for 
an interruption? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Certainly. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Does the Senator recall the fact that in 
referring to that act Mr. Taft cites its title as a reason for his 
belief that the policy of the United States was only to provide 
for temporary Government there? Mr. Taft calls attention 
specifically to the fact that Congress in the title of that act 
declared that it was for the temporary government of the 
islands, putting the emphasis upon the word “ temporary.” 

Mr. LIPPITT. Well, Mr. President, I do not know whether 
Mr. Taft ever made that implication, but it is a pretty far- 
fetched way of arriving at a promise of independence. It un- 
doubtedly implies that Congress thought at some time changes 
might be made, but it gives no indication of what nature those 
changes would be. 

Now, what is provided by the organic act passed by the Con- 
gress of the United States, which is the law governing the re- 
lations between this country and the Philippine Islands, which 
is binding upon every official of this Government in those 
islands or in this country from the President of the United 
States to the lowest official who has any connection with the 
subject? ‘This act makes the instructions which President Mc- 
Kinley gave to the commission which he sent in the first place 
to establish civil government in the Philippine Islands a part 
of the law; it declares that the islands shall be governed in 
accordance with them. Those instructions closed with the 
words: 

The articles of capitulation of the city of Manila on the 13th of 
August, 1898, concluded with these words: 

“This city, its inhabitants, its churches and religious worship, its 
educational establishments, and its private property of all descrip- 
tions, are placed under the special safeguard of the faith and honor 
of the American Army.” 

This is the language of President McKinley : 

I believe that this pledge has been faithfully kept. As high and 
sacred an obligation rests upon the Government of the United States 
to give protection for property and life, civil and religious freedom, 
and wise, fi and unselfish guidance in the paths of peace and pros- 
perity to all the people of the Philippine Islands. I charge this com- 
mission to labor for the full ‘ormance of this obligation, which 
concerns the honor and conscience of their country, in the firm ho 
that through their labors all the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands 
mer come to look back with titude to the day when God gave 
victory to American arms at Manila and set their land under the 
sovercignty and the protection of the people of the United States. 

There is nothing there about independence; there is some- 
thing there about sovereignty; there is something there about 
the right and the responsibility which the people of this country 
undertook when they decided to destroy the government that 
had existed in the Philippine Islands for three centuries. The 
question that we are going to decide by this bill, as I said in 
the beginning, is the question of whether we are going to carry 
out efficiently and in good faith the declaration of McKinley 
as made by him and as reaffirmed by the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, I have been speaking for nearly an hour and 
three-quarters. I have some other things which I should like 
to say upon this subject, but with the permission of the Senate 
I think I will discontinue and resume at another time. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, I desire to give notice 
that at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Liprrrt], unless there is some conflicting notice, I 
shall address the Senate in opposition to the pending bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I ask that the bill be temporarily laid 
aside. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, that 
order will be made. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock 
and 32 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, January 12, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


‘NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate January 11, 1916. 
POSTMASTERS. 
OHIO. 


George N. Young to be postmaster at Tifin, Ohio, in place of 
Otis T. Locke. Incumbent's commission expires January 24, 
1916. 
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OKLAHOMA, 


Charles L. Wilson to be postmaster at Cherokee, Okla., in place 
of Walter Ferguson. Incumbent's commission expired July 
14, 1915. 

OREGON. 


Lewis C. Beebe to be postmaster at Drain, Oreg., in place of 
83 E. Hazard. Incumbent's commission expired December 

1915. £ 

Harry M. Fensler to be postmaster at Myrtle Point, Oreg., in 
place of H. B. Steward. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

Harry C. Gist to be postmaster at Yamhill, Oreg., in place of 
ae Haynes. Incumbent’s commission expires January 

F. H. Laighton to be postmaster at Seaside, Oreg., in place of 
33 75 Abbott. Incumbent's commission expired December 

, 1915. 

W. P. Quinlan to be postmaster at Grants Pass, Oreg., in place 
725 G. W. Donnell. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

1, 1915. 

R. P. Wirtz to be postmaster at Forest Grove, Oreg., in place 
of Spat Hines. Incumbent's commission expired January 
11, 1916. 

Homer S. Wood to be postmaster at Independence, Oreg.. in 
place of M. E. Merwin. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 


Menzo M. Burt to be postmaster at Roulette, Pa., in place of 
Menzo M. Burt. Incumbent’s commission expired April 24, 
1915. 

C. L. Gibbs to be postmaster at Titusville, Pa., in place of 
Joseph M. Bloss. Incumbent's commission expires January 22, 
1916. 

Mertie T. Gillies to be postmaster at Devon, Pa., in place of 
Mertie T. Gillies. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
14, 1915. 

Richard O. Heilman to be postmaster at Catasauqua, Pa., 
in place of S. S. Graffin. Incumbent's commission expired Jan- 
uary 11, 1916. 

Edward S. Laughlin to be postmaster at Oil City, Pa., in place 
of Jesse N. Perrine. Incumbent’s commission expires March 1, 
1916. 

William L. Marshall to be postmaster at Dayton, Pa., in place 
of A. W. Schrecongost. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 18, 1915. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Benjamin H. Massey to be postmaster at Fort Mill, 8. C., in 
place of Benjamin H. Massey. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 13, 1915. 

Cecil S. Rice to be postmaster at Denmark, S. C., in place 
of Cecil S. Rice. Incumbent's commission expired January 11, 
1916. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

Dana N. Bonesteel to be postmaster at Artesian, S. Dak., in 
place of Porter E. Rugg. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

W. F. McGuigan to be postmaster at McIntosh, S. Dak., in 
place of G. J. Hamilton. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

J. W. McMahon to be postmaster at Salem, S. Dak., in place 
of Alonzo E. Roop. Incumbent's commission expires February 
1, 1916. 

TENNESSEE. 

I.. N. Alley to be postmaster at Oakdale, Tenn., in place of 
J. M. Petitt. Incumbent's commission expires January 24. 1916. 

R. H. Green to be postmaster at Covington, Tenn., in place of 
David W. Marks. Incumbeut's coumission expires January 24, 
1916. 

TEXAS. 

Herschel C. Connally to be postmaster at Rosebud, Tex.. in 
place of H. O. Stansbury. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

W. J. Smith to be postmaster at Crystal City, Tex., in place 
of R. T. Stagner. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 
1915. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January 11, 1916, 
UNITED STATES ATroRNEYS. 


Thomas J. Spellacy to be United States attorney for district of 
Connecticut. 
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Stephen T. Lockwood to be United States attorney for western 
district of New York. 

Stuart R. Bolin to be United States attorney for southern dis- 
trict of Ohio. 

Miles M. Martin to be United States attorney for district of 


Porto Rico. 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS. 

Joseph L. Asbridge to be United States marshal for district of 
Montana. 

Thomas J. Flynn to be United States marshal for district 
of Nebraska. 

Clayton L. Wheeler to be United States marshal for northern 
district of New York. 

John D. Lynn to be United States marshal for western dis- 
trict of New York. 


Receiver OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Frank M. Breome to be receiver of public moneys at Valentine, 


Nebr. 
REGISTER or LAND OFFICE. 
Myron W. Hutchinson to be register of land office at Havre, 
Mont. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 
Oscar Otto Kuentz to be probational second lieutenant. 
PoSTMASTERS. . 
CALIFORNIA. 
Charles W. Brown, Calipatria. 
Lee Darneal, Los Gatos. 
E. M. Drury, Fowler. 
Charles E. Kerr, Korbel. 
John J. McGrath, San Mateo. 
George B. Morgridge, Sierra Madre. 
Edgar J. Murphy, Redondo Beach. 
Joseph H. Ramsdale, Coachella. 
John W. Stemmle, Crockett. 
COLORADO. 
Agnes H. Alford, Castle Rock. 
Thomas J. Chancellor, Brighten. 
Duncan Lamont, Colorado City. 
Walter E. Rogers, Berthoud. 
Rheda J. Yersin, Burlingten. 
FLORIDA. 
William F. Albury, Cocoanut Grove. 
Charles F. Hopkins, St. Augustine. 
Albert E. Lounds, Crescent City. 
Thomas McLeod, Newberry. 
Joshua S. Register, Tarpon Springs, 
David S. Simpson, Mount Dera. 
GEORGIA, 
George L. Bonds, Chickamauga. 
J. L. Brooks, Austell. 
George D. Rucker, Alpharetta. 
Anna C. Williams, Lumpkin. 
IOWA. 
P. J. Grace, Adair. 
KANSAS. 


Alma Helvering, Beattie. 
T. J. Masterson, Elkhart. 
G. A. Pierce, St. Paul. 
John W. Sheridan, Paola. 
“William M. Stehtey, Woodston. 
T. A. Stevens, Caney. 
Charles E. Van Vieck, Rossville. 
KENTUCKY, 
Arthur L. Hall, Dixon. 
Mattye L. Harris, Auburn. 
Cyrus M. Preston, Ashland. 
i MAINE. 
Bion B. Anderson, Dover. 
Rena M. Bates, Strong. 
MISSISSIPPI, 
James H. Crawford, Tylertown. 
Hugh M. Drane, McCool. 
R. B. Waldrop, Houston. 
MONTANA, 
Jolm F. Butler, Glendive. 
John G. Eppers, Denton. 
Frank K. Hollenbeck, Forsyth. 
John W. Lister, Missoula. 


NEBRASKA. 


Melvin A. Brinegar, Alexandria. 
Cora Congrove, Cairo. 

Jerome W. Connelly, Lindsay. 
James M. Crews, Culbertson. 
Harry A. Crosby, Beemer. 
Harry C. Furse, Alma. 

Hazel James, Carroll. 

C. P. Lundgren, Wausa. 

P. J. Melia, Gretna. 

John Moran, Callaway. 
William S. Morgan, Atkinson. 
Thomas O, Norman, Oxford. 

E. C. Ratcliff, Stratton. 
William C. Rosecrans, Ashland. 
A. H. Shepard, Ansley. 
Ambrose E. Sherwood, Haigler. 
John Wilson, Franklin. 


NEW JERSEY. 


Willard N. Apgar, Dunellen. 

Mary A. Hyde, Franklin. 

Charles E. Paxton, Jamesburg. 

Thomas Quinn, Chrome. 

Harvey H. Van Derveer, Wugtishiown, 

Alexander A. Yard, Farmingdale. 
NEW YORK, 

John J. Breen, Mineola. 

Charles M. Hodges, Marion, 

Samuel H. Hunt, Palmyra. 

Eugene J. Smith, Lyons. 

Joseph Thiel, North Collins. 

William H. Weise, Valley Stream. 

Ralph E. Wilder, Newark. 


NORTH CAROLINA, 


W. C. Gillespie, Burnsville. 

L. Estelle Jones, Bethel. 

John W. McCain, Waxhaw. 

A. S. Ruggles, Southern Pines. 


OKLAHOMA, 


William M. Huntley, Rush Springs. 
Marian L. Robinson, Depew. 


OREGON. 
Joe Mason, Ione. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 


P. E. Sheidy, Pine Grove. 
RHODE ISLAND, 


John A. Farrell, Westerly. 
Frank P. Lamb, Natick. 
John McPike, Warren. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Marie C. Harley, Williston. 

Martha E. Nichols, York (late Yorkville), 
TEXAS. 

Hugh M. Bryan, Burton. 

Leslie B. Duffel, Estelline. 

Mary M. Ferrel, Roby. 

William L. Hayley, Bronte. 

Henry H. Luckett, Torah. 

Fountain M. McGee, Ochiltree, 

James H. Richey, Hedley. 

Wilson B. Russell, Liberty Hill. 

Henry C. Williams, Newcastle. 

VERMONT. 


J. B. Kimball, Enosburg Falls. 
John Noble, Bethel. 


WASHINGTON, 


A. Herbert Graves, Asotin. 
E. B. Johnson, Granger. 
WEST VIRGINIA, 
John C. Dice, Lewisburg. 
Otey T. Erskine, Smithfield. 
M. J. Meadows, Beckley. 
J. W. Wellman, Moundsville. 
Willard Williams, Moorefield. 
J. A. Wooddell, Pennsboro. 
Henry Zilliken, Wellsburg. 
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WISCONSIN, 
John S. Barry, Phillips. 
A. J. Bolger, Minocqua. 
Lawrence Clancey, East Troy, 
Jens Davidson, Westby. 
A. J. Dopp, Waukesha. 
Peter P. Dugal, Cadott. 
William H. Dunn, Rice Lake. 
Henry H. Gleason, Glenwood City, 
William Huntley, Neillsville. 
Hans J. Jensen, Luck. 
John B. Kerrigan, Norwalk. 
Charles J. Knilans, Sharon. 
Herman Lindow, Manawa. 
W. C. McMahon, Cumberland. 
P. T. Moore, Brodhead. 
James O'Hora, Mazomanie. 
Paul A. Paulsen, Withee. 
Elmer A. Peterson, Walworth. 
W. W. Sanders, Osceola. 
John J. Scanlon, Fennimore. 
Clare L, Shearer, Eagle. 
William Shenkenberg, Waterford, 
Jharles W. Steele, Beloit. y 
Ray C. Stewart, Clinton, 
C. M. Tallman, Delavan. 
Wiliam Wagner, Thorp. 
Thomas Walsh, Oregon. 
Carl Whitaker, Chetek. 
Henry E. Zimmermann, Burlington, 
John A. Zimpelmann, Eagle River. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, January II, 1916. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

We bless Thee, Infinite Spirit, for that deep and abiding faith 
resident in the heart of man which enables him to realize that 
back of all that he perceives with his natural senses is a 
Supreme Intelligence from whom and through whom all things 
proceed, an Intelligence which not only guides the stars in their 
courses, but somehow shapes and guides the destiny of men. 
Increase, we beseech Thee, that faith, that all the world may be 
brought into the bonds of a spiritual brotherhood which shall 
lift them into harmony, peace, and good will through the in- 
comparable life and character of Him who poured out His life 
in love on Calvary that all men might know and worship Thee 
in spirit and in truth. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

J. LAWRENCE LATHAM, 


Mr. SISSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Mississippi rise? 

Mr. SISSON. I rise to ask a change of reference of a bill, 
H. R. 8466, which was introduced by me and which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. It should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. What is it about? 

Mr. SISSON. It is in reference to the relief of a postmaster. 
There is no money to be paid out of the Treasury. It is simply 
for relief. 

The SPEAKER. What is the nature of the bill? 

Mr. SISSON. It is for the relief of a postmaster where 
funds were taken from the post office by burglary, but no 
payment has been made by the postmaster into the Treasury. 
The bill should be referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, 

The SPEAKER. Why? 

Mr. SISSON. Because there is no claim against the Gov- 
ernment here at all. 

The SPEAKER. What is he trying to do? 

Mr. SISSON. He is simply asking to be relieved of the pay- 
ment of the funds. 

The SPEAKER. Payment of the amount that was lost? 

Mr. MANN. That has always been considered as a claim 
against the Government, and those bills have always gone to the 
Committee on Claims. There have been a large number of 


them. 
Mr. SISSON. My understanding, Mr. Speaker, is that where 
there is any claim against the Treasury it would go to the 


Committee on Claims, but where it was merely for the relief 
of a postmaster, it would go to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. MANN. Those have always been held to be claims, and 
have always been referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER. They have gone to the Committee on Claims 
for 22 years, to my certain knowledge, because I served on that 
committee when I was here first. 

Mr. MANN. We had two notable cases—one at St. Louis and 
one at Chicago—with quite a controversy over them, and they 
went to the Committee on Claims. 

The SPEAKER, There is no question but that it should go 
to the Committee on Claims. Of course, the Chair has no right 
to interject. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I think the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads would have no au- 
thority to report it under the rules. 

Mr. SISSON. I was acting, Mr. Speaker, on the theory that, 
it not being a claim against the Government and there was no 
money to be paid out of the Treasury, it would go to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. MANN. Thinking to release a claim by the Government. 

Mr. SISSON. I presume that would be the status exactly. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to sending this to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads? 

Mr. MANN. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OCONA LUFTY RIVER, N. C. 


Mr. BRITT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask unanimous consent 
for change of reference of the bill to which I referred yester- 
day, H. R. 3675, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce to the Committee on Indian Affairs, the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. ApAmson] having withdrawn his objection, 
I understand. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the War Department has 
failed to recognize that as a stream for navigation along the 
line that the War Department is following, and so I have no 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Reserving the right to object, is this a 
public bill? 

Mr, BRITT, This is a bill for the appropriation of $15,000 
to build a bridge across the river to connect the Indian lana 
and the Government land, on which a school is located. It is 
a public bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, 


BRIDGE ACROSS PEND OREILLE RIVER, IDAHO. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday the House passed the 
bill (H. R. 820) for a bridge across the Pend Oreille River, in 
Bonner County, Idaho, in which there is a slight grammatical 
error, and I ask unanimous consent to vacate the proceedings 
by which the bill was passed and that it may be returned to 
second reading. 

Mr. ADAMSON. What is the trouble? 

Mr. MANN. The bill, as introduced, read: “ That the county 
commissioners of Bonner County are hereby authorized,” which 
is correct grammar. But now it reads: That the county of 
Bonner, State of Idaho, are authorized.” I want to make it 
correct English. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I suppose the word “county” is correct 
English, but it can not be regarded as a collective noun. I 
think the grammar should be right whether the law is right 
or not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
asks unanimous consent that all proceedings under the bill 
H. R. 320, on yesterday, be vacated. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. I ask to have the bill amended, in line 4, by 
striking out the word “are” and inserting the word “is.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read a third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. Apamson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 1351. An act providing for the discovery, development, and 
protection of streams, springs, and water holes in the desert 


1916. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 873 


and arid public lands of the United States, in the State of Cali- 
fornia, for rendering the same more readily accessible and for 
the establishment of and maintenance of signboards and monu- 
ments locating the same; 

S. 1066. An act authorizing leave of absence to homestead set- 
tiers upon unsurveyed lands; 

S. 733. An act providing for patents to homesteads on the ceded 
portion of the Wind River Reservation, Wyo.; 

S. 22. An act to promote and encourage the construction of 
wagon roads over the public lands of the United States; 

S. 2266. An act to authorize the appointment of Duncan Grant 
Richart to the grade of lieutenant in the Army ; 

S. 1294. An act amending section 81 of the Judicial Code; 

S. 1781. An act to correct the military record of Nathaniel 
Monroe; 5 

S. 1378. An act to amend the military record of John P. Fitz- 
gerald; 

S. 898. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
designate certain tracts of land in the State of Nevada upon 
which continuous residence shall not be required under the 
homestead Jaws ; 

S. J. Res. 25. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 
50,000 copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the Horse; 
end 

S. J. Res. 19. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 50,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 1378. An act to amend the military record of John P. Fitz- 
gerald; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1781. An act to correct the military record of Nathaniel 
Monroe; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2266. An act to authorize the appointment of Duncan Grant 
Richart to the grade of lieutenant in the Army; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

S. 22. An act to promote and encourage the construction of 
wagon roads over the public lands of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 733. An act providing for patents to homesteads on the 
ceded portion of the Wind River Reservation, Wyo. ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 1066. An act authorizing leave of absence to homestead set- 
tlers upon unsuryeyed lands; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. N 

S. J. Res. 25. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 50,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of the Horse; to 
the Committee on Printing. 

S. J. Res. 19. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of 50,000 
copies of the Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

S. 898. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to des- 
ignate certain tracts of land in the State of Nevada upon which 
continuous residence shall not be required under the homestead 
laws; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 1230. An act to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Fox River at Aurora, III. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
after the reading of the Journal on Thursday of this week I may 
be permitted to address the House for 40 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HAR- 
RISON] asks unanimous consent that after the reading of the 
Journal and the clearing up of business on the Speaker's table 
on Thursday he be allowed to address the House for one hour, 
subject, of course, to the restrictions that have been imposed on 
all these requests. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN, Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. CARTER of Oklahoma, I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman asked for only 
40 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Forty minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, let 
us first see if we can not have some understanding on this 
matter. There are several gentlemen on this side who desire 
time. The phosphate or coal-leasing bill comes up to-day as 
privileged, and as privileged to-morrow, for general debate. Why 
can we not use that time in Committee of the Whole, where these 
speeches may be made, giving the bill the right of way, perhaps 


for the balance of the week, if necessary? I think there is noth- 
ing else that is pressing. . 

Mr. HARRISON. I thought there would be nothing that 

ee come up on Thursday, unless it should be the good-roads 
ill. 

Mr. MANN. I know that the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
Ferris] would like to proceed with his bill on Thursday. It 
undoubtedly will not be finished on Wednesday, and the general 
debate would run over then; probably it would. These speeches 
could be had in general debate on that bill, and it would probably 
expedite somewhat the business of the House. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, that would suit me just as 
well, so that I can get in on Thursday or Friday or Saturday. 

Mr. MANN. Will not the gentleman withdraw his request 
until we can see if we can arrange it that way? I think the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris] would like to go ahead 
if the House will give him permission. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my 
unanimous-consent request. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi withdraws 
his request. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. OLNEY rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Massachusetts rise? 

Mr. OLNEY. I rise to ask unanimous consent to have my 
remarks extended in the Record on the dyestuff situation, which 
includes an extract from the Lewiston Journal of September 15. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
OLNEY] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Recor» on the subject of dyestuffs. 

Mr. LINDBERGH rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Minnesota rise? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I rise to object. 

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman objecting? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Iam. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota objects. 

Mr. OLNEY. Will the gentleman state his reason? 

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks in the Recorp by including a communication 
from the Hon. J. E. Kelley on the farmers and grain gamblers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
Ditton] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
Record by printing a communication from Hon. J. E. Kelley 
85 me subject of farmers and grain gamblers. Is there objec- 

on? 

Mr. DILLON. He was at one time a Member of this House 
in the Fifty-fifth Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota objects. 


REPORT OF THE INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS COMMISSION. 


Mr. BARNHART rose, 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Indiana rise? 

Mr. BARNHART. To offer a privileged House joint resolu- 
tion, which I ask to have read and ask for its present considera- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Barn- 
HART] submits a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House joint resolution authorizing the printing of 100,000 copies of 
the final report of the Commission on Industrial Relations as a 
House document. 


Resolved, etc., That the final report of the Commission on Industrial 
Relations be printed as a House document and that 100,000 additional 
copies be printed and bound in cloth, of which 70,000 copies shall be 
for the use of the House of Representatives and 30,000 copies for the 
use of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the accompanying 
report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BARNHART, from the Committee on Printing, makes the following 
report (to accompany H. J. Res. $ 

“The Committee ọn Printing, having had under consideration vari- 
ous joint resolutions providing for the printing as a House document 
the testimony and final report of the Industrial Relations Commission, 
reports as a substitute therefor the following joint resolution (H. J. 
Res. ) and recommends its adoption: 

“That the final report of the Commission on Industrial Relations be 
printed as a House document and that 100,000 additional copies be 
printed and bound in cloth, of which 70,000 copies shall be for the 
—— — = House of Representatives and 30,000 copies for the use of 

e Senate, 

“The estimated cost will be $18,711.18, 
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“The unencumbered balance of the allotment for printing and bind- 
2380 —.— Nr for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, is 
„67 . 


Mr. FOSTER rose. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point of order on it. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose has the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Foster] risen? 

Mr. FOSTER. I want to ask a question. Is it proposed that 
these reports be distributed through the folding room or the 
document room? 

Mr. BARNHART. Through the folding room. 

Mr. FOSTER. The resolution does not so provide. 

Mr. BARNHART. It is in the usual language. They go to 
the folding reom. 

Mr. FOSTER. This resolution providing for the printing of 
the report has nothing to do with printing the evidence taken 
before the commission any more than that it has reference to it. 

Mr. BARNHART. If the gentleman from Illinois will per- 
mit, I might offer a word of explanation. The Committee on 
Printing has before it numerous resolutions referring to the 
printing of the report of the Industrial Relations Commission 
und the hearings before that commission, to the inquiry into the 
Colorado strike, and some other investigations. There has been 
a pressing demand that some action be taken at least as to the 
publication of the report and the hearings. 

The committee has been unable, on account of the absence of 
the chairman of the committee from the city, to get a definite 
understanding as to what the commission desires to include in 
the hearings, and for that reason we have been unable to get 
any estimate from the Government Printing Office as to what it 
will cost. But I might say, in this connection, that the com- 
mittee has practically agreed to do this in the way of a report, 
and that is to ask for the adoption of this resolution now, which 
provides for the publication of 100,000 copies of the report, and 
it will be issued from the Government Printing Office. Thereby 
the plates will be preserved, and for the small sum of about 
$15.60 these plates can be put back on the press and additional 
copies issued from time to time as the demand requires. 

I might say that the cost of these 100,000 copies will be eighteen 
thousand and some dollars. It has been practically decided to 
have printed the usual number of the hearings, which means that 
each Member of Congress will be provided with a copy, and that 
each depositary library in the United States shall be furnished 
with one copy, and the executive departments furnished with 
one, as the law provides. ‘That will cost, as it is now estimated, 
about $28,000, and I might say it does not include such things 
as four volumes of the life of John D. Rockefeller, and other 
similar documents, which would make the publication so volu- 
minous that it would be almost impossible to handle it and also 
impossible for anyone to read them. The committee has prac- 
tically decided, I say, to print all of the evidence in the hearings 
if it can be arranged with the commission to that effect, presery- 
ing the. plates for future use, so that the cost of printing addi- 
tional volumes would be nominal, 

We are unable to report on the Colorado Strike Commission 
because we do not know what the commission's idea of the num- 
ber of copies needed may be. When we get a hearing from Mr, 
Walsh and Mr. Manley we will report this out, but for the 
time heing the committee thought it best to commence the publi- 
cation of these reports, which everybody seems to-want, and take 
the matter up as to the other publications as soon as we can get 
into communication with those who are most familiar with the 
actual needs. 

Mr. STEENERSON. How many volumes will there be if all 
these hearings are printed? 

Mr. BARNHART. There will be 1 volume of this report. 
There will be either 7 volumes, of 1,080 pages each, or 14 vol- 
umes, of 540 pages each, of the evidence, without any of the 
exhibits. 

Mr. STEENERSON. That will not include the exhibits? 

Mr. BARNHART. That will not include the exhibits; that 
will include the oral evidence only. 

Mr. STEENERSON. How many volumes when you include 
everything? 

Mr. BARNHART. We do not know, because we have not 
been advised as to all that is included in the exhibits, and we 
are awaiting that information before completing the report of 
the Printing Committee on this subject. 

Mr. STEENERSON, Will there be 30 or 35 volumes? 

Mr. BARNHART. The probability is that if all the exhibits 
should go in there would be many volumes, and if the number 
of copies are printed that some are asking the cost would be 
at least $100,000 for this-one publication. 

Mr. STEENERSON. About 35 volumes? 
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Mr. BARNHART. I am not prepared to say. I can not make 
any estimate, for I do not know what all the exhibits might 
include. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
for a question? 

Mr. BARNHART. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman inform the House how 
many copies of the hearings will be available for Members of 
the House, to their credit? 

Mr. BARNHART, My recollection is that it will mean 230 
copies of this report for each congressional district in the 
United States. Senators, however, will distribute 30 per cent 
of those, and that will give about 160 copies to each Member 
of the House. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Of the hearings and the report? 

Mr. BARNHART. -Of the report. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I made an estimate as to the number of 
reports, but I wish to inquire how many copies of the hearings 
will be available? 

Mr. BARNHART. We do not know that, because we do not 
know the number of volumes yet, and we can not get any esti- 
mate of the cost. . 

Mr. STAFFORD, 1 thought the resolution provided for at 
least one copy of the hearings for each Member? 

Mr. BARNHART. No; it does not. I was just stating that 
as the intention of the committee in an explanatory way. 

Mr. STAFFORD. This merely relates to the report? 

Mr. BARNHART. ‘That is all. 

; erek MANN. I withdraw the point of order against the reso- 
ution, 

Mr. BARNHART, Let us have a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, MANN] 
withdraws the point of order. He never made it, but only re- 
served it. The question is on the engrossment and third reading 
of the joint resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, is this a joint resolution 
or à concurrent resolution? 7 

Mr. BARNHART. It is a joint resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it should be a concurrent 
resolution. A joint resolution has to be approved by the Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. MANN. It is a matter which relates purely to printing 
for the two Houses. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. We want this in such form that Members 
can get copies of this report without delay, and a joint resolu- 
tion is not the best form for that. 

Mr. BARNHART. Then I will ask unanimous consent to 
change the form of the resolution from a joint resolution to a 
concurrent resolution. N 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr, Spenker, I understood the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Frrzcenatp] to say that if this goes 
through as a joint resolution it will forbid the Members claiming 
any right to distribute copies of this report. Is that correct? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not talking about that at all. I 
am trying to get this in such form that copies of this report 
will be printed promptly, if they are going to be printed at all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York said it ought 
to be a concurrent resolution. The difference is that a joint reso- 
lution has to be signed by the President and a concurrent reso- 
lution does not. 

Mr. ADAMSON. That is the difference. 

Mr. BARNHART. I ask unanimous consent to change the 
form of the resolution so as to make it a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to amend 
by making it.a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BARNHART. That is what we are doing now. 

The SPEAKER. We are doing it now. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Thank you. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- 
mous consent to change the form of this resolution, to make it 
a concurrent resolution instead of a joint resolution. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed to, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution 9 (H. Rept. 31). 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the final report of the Commission on Ind i 

printed as a House document and that 100,000 additional copies be 
printed and bound in cloth, of which 70,000 copies shall be for the 
use — the House of Representatives and 30,000 copies for the use of 
the Senate. 


Will the gentleman from Indiana yield 


COMMITTEE ON THE TERRITORIES. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House resolution 86. 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Territories be allowed to sit 
during the sessions of the House. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


OUR RIGHTS ON THE SEA. 


The SPEAKER. Under a special order of the House the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Fess] is entitled to one hour. 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I hold 
no brief for any belligerent country. I am not speaking now 
in the interest of any particular element of the American elec- 
torate. Neither am I espousing the cause of any particular 
State or section of the country. Neither am I pleading in the 
interest of any particular commodity of commerce; but as a 
citizen of the Republic I ask the attention of this House to the 
question of American rights upon the sea, whether they be 
violated by a projectile from a submarine or interfered with by 
a high-handed interpretation of international law, which, in my 
way of thinking, has come to recognize no law save that of 
necessity, and that of the interpretation of the country that is 
violating the right. 

While I speak especially against aggressions upon the sea by 
one of the countries, Great Britain, I do not minimize the 
gravity of the situation of our country in our contention with 
the central powers. Our Nation will not stand for the sub- 
marine war against unarmed merchant vessels, whether carry- 
ing American citizens or citizens of other neutral countries, for 
that sort of interference is not only in violation of international 
rights as defined in the practice of international law, but it is 
in violation also of rights that are human, that no one has 
thought necessary to protect under the decree of law. And 
while I shall pay special attention to the aggressions of Great 
Britain, I want to be clearly understood on the question of the 
German and Austrian interference with our rights as well. 

I can best give my position on this contention by reading my 
telegram of May 15, 1915, to the New York Times in answer to a 
request from the editor at the time of the occurrence to indicate 
my view on the President's note on the sinking of the Lusitania. 


The people of the United States will stand by the President in his 
demand for the discontinuance of submarine warfare on merchant ves- 
sels, even to the extent of entering the whirlpool, which would blast 
nll hope of our leading the warring nations to peace. If diplomacy 
falis, we must be the just man armed. 


On July 10, 1915, in reply to same authority, I sent the follow- 
ing opinion on the German reply, 


The German reply is conciliatory in tone and specific in terms, but 
disappointing on the main issue. The rights of a citizen in neutral 
vessels on the high seas are assured. This is no concession, as it was 
never contended against when the vessels were engaged in legitimate 
commerce. The requirement that such ships be so marked as to be 
Saa ppa by German submarines will not meet with approval, as our 
flag is our sufficient mark. The limitation of travel to vessels marked 
and scheduled in accordance with the requirements is not only an in- 
fringment of our rights on the sea, but would be interpreted as un- 
neutral. The defense of the sinking of the Lusitania must be regarded 
as a justification to repeat the act if occasion permits. Nothing will 
satisfy the country except an assurance of the rights of neutral citi- 
zens upon the sea, whether in neutral vessels or unarmed belligerent 
merchant vessels engaged in legitimate commerce. In this assurance 
the reply is wanting—a serious disappointment. 


On July 24, in response to same authority, requesting an 
opinion on the policy of national defense in the light of the 
Lusitania tragedy, I wired the following: 

MUST KEEP THE WORLD'S RESPECT. 


Peace with honor must be our goal. That is assured neither by vacil- 
lating diplomacy nor by inability to defend our Nation’s rights. While 
the Nation will never enter upon a campaign of militarism, it will 
most certainly employ the necessary means to command respect of all 
nations. The President's statement that a repetition of the Lusitania 
incident will be regarded as a deliberate unfriend'y act, read in the light 
of its first use in its significance as reflected in #2 years of the Monroe 
doctrine, can have but one meaning. War must be the last resort; but 
if it must come our safety will not lie in propaganda, but in our 
ability for national defense. 

On July 24, 1915, on the same day in answer to the same 
authority, I wired the following on Germany's second reply: 

A NOTE OF FINALITY, 

The President's reply has the note of finality. It leaves the German 
Government to decide whether rights under international law as well as 
the plainest rights of humanity are to be abandoned for the principle 
of necessity which knows no law. To have acceded to the last note 
would have been an abandonment of neutral rights on the sea, for which 
we have always stood for all nations, 


Members of the House, I read these telegrams to you that 
you may know that while I condemn Great Britain for her over- 
riding all international law, it is not excusing other countries 
for their violations. 

But, turning from incursions upon the sea by the central 
powers, I want to pay some attention to the statement of my 
friend the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], whose 
scholarly attainments are certainly superior, and whose ability 
in this House is universally recognized. Last week, when he 
addressed the House, I put the question directly to him, “ Would 
you exonerate Great Britain in her extending the blockade to 
neutral countries?” He replied at once without hesitation, 
which did him credit, “ I would not for the time being.” When 
later a question was asked from the Democratic side of the 
House, “ Would you be willing to remove the encroachment?” 
ye reply was not ambiguous but specific, “Not for the time 

ng.” 

I would not be drawn into this controversy if it were not 
for that sort of an answer on the floor of the House of Repre- 
sentatives at this particularly critical time when the country 
ought to see where this policy is leading the Nation. I do not 
think, Members of the House, that any nation has the right to be 
a law unto itself, totally oblivious of all the practices of inter- 
national law, and to the most concise and recent statements that 
have yet been made of what those practices should be. 

The declaration of Paris in 1856 coming at the close of the 
Crimean War, in which Great Britain was one of the most 
interested parties, specifically defined the rights of neutrals on 
the high seas, and this definition was not only indorsed by Great 
Britain but it was held as her idea ever since when she was a 
neutral. Let me read the declaration of Paris touching 
blockade: 

ARTICLE 2. 


The neutral flag covers enemy's goods, with the exception of contra- 
band of war. 
ARTICLE 3. 


Neutral goods, with the exception of contraband of war, are not liable 
to capture under the enemy's flag. 


ARTICLE 4. 

Blockades in order to be binding must be effective; that Is to say. 
maintained by a force sufficient really to prevent access to the coasts 
of the enemy. 

This declaration of Paris stood as a law.and was respected by 
the signatory nations, especially Great Britain, for 60 years. In 
1909 upon the initiation of Great Britain a council in the city 
of London was held representing the greatest nations of the 
earth. The council adopted a series of rules and regulations of 
commerce on the sea, and is known as the declaration of London. 
The yery first decree refers to the declaration of Paris, and 
substantially repeats the obligations laid down in that declara- 
tion in regard.to blockade, and even goes beyond it in the lib- 
erality of contraband. However, if I wanted to know the pres- 
ent attitude of Great Britain upon the question of contraband 
when she was a neutral, I would look to the instructions of that 
country given by Sir Edward Grey, probably Europe's ablest 
statesman, to the delegates that were to sit in The Hague con- 
ference in 1907. Let me read those instructions: 

His Majesty's Government recognize to the full the desirability of 
freeing neutral commerce to the utmost extent possible from interference 
by belligerent powers, and they are ready and willing for their part, in 
licu of endeavoring to frame new and more satisfactory rules for the 
prevention of contraband trade in the future, to abandon the principle 
of contraband of war altogether, thus allowing the over-sea trade in neu- 
tral vessels between belligerents on the one hand and neutrals on the 
other to continue during war without any restriction, subject only to its 
exclusion by blockade from an enemy's port. They are convinced that 
not only the interest of Great Britain but the common interest of all 
nations will be found on an unbiased examination of the subject to be 
served by the adoption of the course suggested, 

The recommendation here was made that the delegates to The 
Hague convention use their power to induce the convention to 
abolish contraband. It is easy to see why this great sea-power 
desired to make all neutral goods free. Here lies her strength. 


In the event of the proposal not being favorably received, an endeavor 
should be made to frame a list of the articles that are to be regarded 
as contraband. Your efforts should then be directed to restricting that 
definition within the narrowest possible limits and upon lines which 
have the point of practical extinction as their ultimate aim. 


Mr. SHERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Will the gentleman explain what he 
means by abolishing contraband? 

Mr. FESS. I mean by abolishing contraband to exclude all 
articles of commerce from liability to seizure in time of war; 
in a word, to make all goods free instead of contraband. 

Continuing the instructions of Grey: 


If a definite list of contraband can not be secured, you should support 
and, if necessary, propose regulations intended to insure that nations 
shall publish, during peace, the list of articles they will regard as con- 


876 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


war, and that no change shall be made im the list on f 


traband during 
the outbreak of or during hostilities. 

You ean not make the position stronger against contraband. 
Those are the instructions, in 1907, to the delegates to The 
Hague conference, and ought to fairly state England's position 
as.a neutral nation to-day, as they were given but eight years 
ago. Im 1898 we were in war with Spain, Great Britain 
was in war with the Boers, and I might as well say here 
and now that your speaker has always been rather favorable 
to Great Britain in her contentions in the wars in which she has 
heen engaged in the last 100 years, or since at least our trouble 
with. her in 1812-1815.. But the Boer war, so bitterly criticized 
in our country, offered opportunities for Great Britain to: say 
in time of war, when she was a belligerent, what she regarded 
as contraband. When cotton was proposed as contraband,- and 
foodstuffs. were discussed as contraband, Great Britain forbade 
it in the following words of Lord Salisbury, the prime minister: 


Foodstuffs, though haying a hostile destination, can be considered as 


contraband of war only if they are for the enemy’s forces; it is not 
sufficient that Ky! esa nt pa of being so used, it must be shown that 
this was in fact d ation at the time of their seizure. 

In 1904 Russia and Japan were in war. Japan desired to 
pronounce cotton contraband. Great Britain took the position 
that cotton should not be contraband, because so small a portion 
of that which is transported would be used as a commodity of 
war, and therefore forbade it; and it was dropped from the list. 

In 1909 the declaration of London was made: and ù fixed list 
of articles to be determined as contraband was written, which I 
shall put into the Recorp. Not only were those items of com- 
merce specified in two separate articles of the declaration 
articles 22 and 23—but a specific, separate article—2S—defines 
what shall not be contraband: That is the latest declaration 
and the highest expression of international law that is on record 
to-day, the declaration of London, adopted in the city of London 
by a convention called by Great Britain. As quickly as this war 
opened our Secretary of State addressed a note to the British 
Government. asking whether the Government would: take- the 
declaration of London as the law to control naval activities 
during the continuance of the war. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr: Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I do not want to be discourteous—— 

Mr. HUDDLESTON, I just want to ask a question as to 
what nations had accepted that declaration of London. 

Mr. FESS. The declaration of London was signed by the rep- 
resentatives of all the powers. represented, including Great 
Britain, and it is the highest and latest expression of the coun- 
tries, and simply because it was not ratified—and neither was 
it voted down, for no chance was given to do it—does not make it 
any less vital or compulsory or imperative. The British Cabinet 
did not ratify it because its contraband features too much inter- 
fered with neutral rights: On the 6th. of August, the day after 
war opened between Germany and England, our Secretary of 
State asked Great Britain if she would stand by the declaration 
of London during the present conflict, provided Germany should 
agree to do it, and he simultaneously asked Germany if she 
would stand by the declaration of London provided England 
would do so. Germany replied she would. Great Britain re- 
plied she would with modifications. These modifications were 
vital and of such character that the acceptance was a total 
negation of the declaration of London. I am not inelined to 
criticize our administration at this time upon this question, but 
I am going to read one statement in our note of December 26, 
1914, that I think is seriously weak and was a fatal mistake. 

Mr: TEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FESS. I am very glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TEMPLE. Before the gentleman passes from the diseus- 
sion of the declaration of London, I should like to ask whether 
the American Government, in submitting the proposals which 
he speaks of to the various. belligerents, assumed that the decla- 
ration of London was international law or that it was a treaty, 
or either of those things? 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, our Government did not assume 
that it was a treaty, because it was not in the form of a treaty 
but a convention. It was not made as a treaty. It was not sub- 
mitted to the Senate, as I remember. Our Government, how- 
ever, did assume that it was the highest expression of rights 
on the sea and wanted to know whether the belligerents would 
take that position. 

Mr. TEMPLE. I think the gentleman will find that it was 
submitted to the Senate and received the full two-thirds vote 
in the Senate. 

Mr. FESS. As a treaty? i 

Mr. TEMPLE. Ratified; but the ratifications. were not ex- 
changed. 


Mr. FESS. If Dr. Tratrrx, the Member from Pennsylvania, 
says that, it is true, because he knows what he is talking 
about and is always careful of his utterances. 

Mr. TEMPLE. Then I should like to ask one other question. 
Does the American Government now recognize the declaration. 
of London as international law or as:a binding treaty? 

Mr. FESS. It does not in this matter, because it has witli» 
drawn. its request from both Governments since Great Brit- 
ain rejected it. It was withdrawn October 22, as the docu 
ments which I shall insert will show. This was necessary to 
hold the belligerents to the laws governing rights on the sea. 

Mr. TEMPLE. May I—— 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to be disrespectful 
to any Member, and especially not to the distinguished: gen- 
teman from Pennsylvania, but I do want to have time to say 
some specific things before my time is up. Listen to the one 
thing that, I think; was very unfortunate, from the State De- 
ae a December 26. Among other things, Secretary Bryan 


The commerce between countries which are not belligerent should 
not be interfered with by those at war unless such interference is 
manifestly an imperative necessity to protect their national safety, 
and then only to; the extent that it is a. necessity, 

Mr. Speaker, I appeal to boch sides of the House, Republican 
and Democratic, whether that is not a surrender: of our rights, 
as defined by international practice, to the law. of necessity, 
which is the one thing Germany has ever claimed in justification 
of her submarine policy—that it was necessary for her to do this 
and that—a law which we can not and will not.stand for. And 
when the Secretary of State put England in the position to plead 
the law of necessity, Sir Edward Grey immediately seized. upon 
it and quoted the identical words in his reply of January 7, a 
part of which I read: 

His M. s Government cord - 
ated’ by . of the United onthe dant principle Kerar 
da en e e e e dhe e , 
and then only to the-extent to which this is a ‘necessity. ~ Ke 

From that day until now every movement on the sea by Great 
Britain has been defended’ by that statement laid down in our 
correspondence on this sensitive point; and while L have not 
noticed weakness: in our diplomacy since that time to that 
extent, yet here is the beginning of a: policy: that is a total sur- 
render, I fear, andi we are paying: the penalty for it at this 
time: 

Mr. Speaker, I would not accept the position of my friend the 
gentleman ftom Missouri [Mr. SHACKLEFORD], who: spoke yes- 
terday with so much interest to everyone, when he rather took 
the position, as I thought, that the Nation ought to lay an 
embargo upon. munitions of war. I would not do that, save as 
a necessary means to prevent a greater evil. Neither would 
L take the position of my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GARDNER] that we should not interfere with the exportation 
of munitions of war for the reason that England needs them. 
I. doubt whether any man has the right on the floor of this 
House to make the statement that we ought not to limit mu- 
nitions: of war or their shipment because one of the belligerent 
countries needs them. I doubt its wisdom. I know it is not 
discreet; I would not say that it is unpatriotic, because of 
my regard for the splendid and scholarly Member who made 
the statement. But I oppose the embargo. upon munitions 
for other reasons, three specific reasons. First, the right given 
in The Hague conference, article 7, is not limited to the right 
of a neutral to sell. It must be understood when we say a 
neutral we refer to citizens of a neutral country. To be sure, 
our Nation does not sell munitions. 

The real significance to us is not the right of a neutral to sell, 
but rather the right of the belligerent to buy.. If we were doing 
nothing more in laying an embargo than interfering with an 
individual American: citizen selling munitions, we could afford 
to do it if we found it necessary, and we would not violate any 
international agreement but simply the right of our citizens, 
but when one belligerent has taken control of the sea, so that 
but one can get munitions, and we turn around, by act of Con- 
gress, and say to an individual citizen, “ Lou can not ship to 
the one who can buy,” we interfere with the right of the belliger- 
ent to purchase, and it would be unneutral, in my way of think- 
ing. Again, I would not yote for an embargo, because this coun- 
try urged the right of a belligerent to buy. We are not military. 
We do not believe in building up great munition plants; but 
we hold our right in case we get into war to go to any neutral 
country on the earth and buy the things we need that we are 
not making. It is in the interests of peace and against the 
military spirit that we refuse to put an embargo upon muni- 
tions of war. 
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And I would not vote for an embargo for another reason, and 
that is, if we put a law zf that kind on the statute books we 
will be compelled to start a system of dangerous espionage in 
our country to see that no individual violates the law, for in 
case he did and we did not prevent it we multiply our troubles 
on the sea with the countries that are now in war. But, my 
friends, 1 would not refuse to vote for an embargo as an 
extreme and necessary measure to compel warring nations to 
respect our rights. I repeat, I would not refuse because I 
wanted one of the countries to get the help and the others 
not to get it. I do not put it on such a basis as that. [Ap- 
plause.] Germany's inability to get munitions is not our refusal 
to sell them, but her inability to deliver what our citizens 
offer. What I am contending for is that the laws of contra- 
band shall be respected by every country; that the laws of 
blockade shall be respected by every country. 

What does Great Britain do in regard to these? I hold in my 
hand a list of the orders in council by Great Britain. One of 
these orders in council says that they adopt the declaration of 
London, with such and such a modification. ‘Then the modifica- 
tion follows. The order in council of the 20th of August, 1914, 
did what? It repudiated the declaration of London by changing 
the list of contraband which the English instructions to the dele- 
gutes to The Hague conference two years before inveighed 
against. After she had changed it August 20, 1914, on October 
29, 1914, comes a second order in council and says: 

The order in council of the — of August, directing the adoption and 
enforcement d the get ties of the convention known as 
the declaration London, bject to the addition and modification 
therein specified, is hereby repealed. 

Tou wili note the orders in council of August 20, 1914, repudi- 
ated the declaration of London. The orders in council of 
October 29 repudiated the orders in council of August 20, 
and this is followed by a third repudiation of the last orders 
in council. Members of this House, is it possible that any na- 
tion can interfere by mere orders in council, thereby nullify all 
international agreement, and make herself a law unto herself to 
be observed by all nations, and by herself only so long as she sees 
fit not to change it again? My contention against Great Britain 
is that international law must be respected by her as well as it 
must be by the central powers; that is all I hold. [Applause.] 
I shall place in the Record the declaration of London that we 
may see how Great Britain has violated the very decrees which 
she has had most to do in making, for she has in the last 60 
years been the neutral country of the earth and not the belliger- 
ent, and her contention has been for herself as a neutral. Now 
it is repudiated because she is a belligerent, and I do not think 
that this House is under any obligation to sit quiet and excuse 
all of these violations. What is the first one? From August, 
1914, to August, 1915, she changed the list of contraband 
three times. She has done it after war began, both of which 
she declaimed against in 1907 and 1909. What else? She 
has repudiated the law of blockade, for the very first dec- 
laration of both the declarations of Paris and London is 
that a blockade must not extend to neutral eoasts. Now her 
blockade extends to Denmark, to Holland, to Scandinavia, be- 
cause they are in juxtaposition to the enemy’s country. In other 
words, she claims the right in spite of all law to stop all neutral 
commerce to these countries She has done it in violation of, 
first, her own professions when she was a neutral, of her own 
demand upon belligerents when she was a neutral, and is doing 
it to-day in the face of our protests and at a time when we 
stand upon our rights simply of international law. It has been 

. said that her blockade is justified on the continuous voyage as 
defined by our courts during the Civil War. It is not. Such 
would be in direct violation of our Nation’s instructions to our 
naval authorities, I here append these instructions: 


INSTRUCTIONS OF THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY TO FLAG OFFICERS COM- 
MANDING SQUADRONS AND OFFICERS COMMANDING CRUISERS RELATIVE 


TO THE RIGHT OF SEARCH. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, August 18, 1862. 
Sm: Some recent occurrences in the capture of vessels, and matters 
pertaining to the blockade, render it n that there should be a 
tet seg gn of the instructions heretofore | Shes Nae to time given, 
and also of the ctions and precautions to be observed by our 
squadrons 
It is essential, in the remarkable contest now. waging, that we 8 
exercise great forbearance, with great firmness, and manifest to the 
vena that it is me intention 4 our 5 — . — and 
our 1 riana respect and scrupulously ri the 
Salter at . — ers. 1 . Sav that the —— 5 — are 
ex y 


First. That Pam will exercise constant r fom b to prevent supplies 

of arms, muni een parng conveyed the 

insurgents, but tha will you seize any vessel 
"ise the waters of a friendly nation. 

ond. That, while diligently exerci the right of visitation on 

ll suspected vessels, you g in no Seen eik chase and fire 

at a foreign vessel wi your colors and ving h her the cus- 


out shi 
tomary preliminary notice of a d e to speak and t 


when that visit is made, the vessel is not then to be 


Third. That 
seized without a search . 


e, so far as to render it reasonable 
8 believe that she is en 


contraband of war for or to 

y or poh or rg transship- 

5 that if, after visitation 
faith 


and without contraband, actually bound and aig from one friendly 
or so-called neutral port to enon and not 

: = — port in the f the peace Sa og then she can not be 
awfully 


Fourth. That, to soia difficulty and error in relation to papers 
which strictly bel the captured vessel, and mails that are carried, 


or parcels under o A seals, you will, in the words of the law, “ pre- 
serve all the papers and wri found on board and transmit the 
whole of the ori 5 unmutilated to the judge of the district to which 
such prize is o to proceed"; but offi seals, or locks, or fasten- 


ings of foreign authorities are in no case, nor on any pretext, to be 
broken, or parcels ores, —. a — 2 — by any naval authorities, but 
all bags or other thin, ch parcels, a and duly seized and fas- 
tened by foreign au orities, 1 the discretion of the United 
States officer to whom they max come delivered to the consul, 


upon the understanding that whatever is 


or parcels may De at once forwarded to 
the end that the proper authorities of the foreign 
pecete the same without — 2 5 


aw of nations 


ery respectfully, GIDEON W. 


Becretary of the the Navy. 


Some people cite the Springbok, the Peterhoff, the Dolphin, 
the Pearl, the Stephan Hart, and the Bermuda cases to prove 
Great Britain is not doing more than we did in the Civil War. 
Members of this House, that, in my judgment, is a perversion of 
both the facts and the law, and it hurts to find a Congressman 
who will make the statement. Not one of those cases has taken 
a position other than what we now demand Great Britain to 
recognize, not a single one. The Peterjioff is in direct opposi- 
tion to Britain's present claims. For the principle of the 
cases pronounced by Chief Justice Chase, some of them by 
Judge Betts, the brainy jurists of the country, was this: If 
the goods, contraband, of course, are shipped by way of 
Nassau and were intended to reach the belligerents or blockaded 
coasts, it was seizable whether the vessel was to stop, halt, 
and then go on, or even if that vessel was to be unloaded and 
the cargo to be transshipped in faster sailing vessels to avoid 
capture. 

Every single decision says if the goods—and they were 
contraband, mark you—were to go into the mass of the com- 
merce of the island of Nassau, then the goods are not seizable, 
and neither is the vessel. The basis of these decisions is not 
eovered by a single case that we have in contention with Great 
Britain to-day. And when Members of the House say that 
Great Britain is not doing anything save what we did, in my 
way of thinking, they are clouding both the facts and the point 
of decision in all of the cases I have mentioned, and what is 
worse, laying the basis for serious trouble that is bound to 
follow. That is not the only serious indication of our present 
trouble. 

The blockade may be used as a discrimination against not 
only our rights but against our immediate future, for if Great 
Britain can shut us out of the markets of Scandinavia and 
Denmark and Holland, which we emphatically deny, she can 
not blockade those coasts, even though we agree that it is a 
continuous voyage, unless she blockades the coasts against her 
own vessels [applause], for a blockade must extend to all ves- 
sels of all countries alike. And if Great Britain could extend 
her blockade to these vessels alone she could herself buy the 
article we otherwise would sell to neutral countries and then 
reship it at her own price to the same countries. In this way 
she fixes the price she pays to us an‘ also the price she receives 
from them, Such monopoly on the sea is monstrous. These 
lines which are daily tightening upon the world’s sea-borne 
commerce are ominous to any man who has watched the move- 
ment of this country the last year, especially in the light of the 
past. 

My friends, this will not be tolerated unless you are ready to 
see every decree of international law violated. I presume my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Herrin] will give you figures in de- 
tail to show you the profit Great Britain can make by extending 
her blockade there and keeping it open to herself. Members 
from Montana will show the same thing in copper, and Members 
from Chicago and Kansas City will tell you about meats. 
Blockade must exclude England if it excludes neutrals. 

Again, a blockade must be effectual to be valid. ‘This is why 
we paid no attention to Germany’s order of February 18 declar- 
ing the waters about Great Britain a war zone. You can not 
blockade a coast by an invisible- fence of submarines. Ger- 
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many never called it a blockade for that reason. It would have 
meunt nothing under international law. 

Is England's blockade effective? Wesay no. Our country has 
already notified her that it is “illegal, ineffectual, and inde- 
fensible.” * 

She admits it is not effectual when she refuses us to sell to 
neutrals on the ground that the goods reach Germany. If 
they do, it is conclusive of the ineffectual character of her 
blockade and can not be valid against neutrals, 

CONTRABAND, 


Contraband is both absolute and conditional. Absolute. con- 
traband can be seized when it is shipped to enemy countries, 
whether direct or indirect. That is, if we were shipping abso- 
lute contraband, like shells, powder, cannon, and so on, to 
Germany, and shipping it through the neutral countries, that 
could be seized and confiscated wherever found, because it is 
reaching Germany indirectly. But this must be limited to abso- 
lute contraband. It can not extend to conditional contraband. 
Conditional contraband covers foodstuffs, clothing, mules, drugs, 
automobiles, and such articles that may or may not be used 
by the army, and can not be seized when consigned to neutral 
ports, nor to even belligerent ports when for the use of the 
civilian population. But Great Britain has decreed that condi- 
tional contraband shipped to a neutral country is seizable, and 
thereby she has eliminated the difference between conditional 
and absolute contraband, so that there is no discrimination 
whatever any more. In this method of order in council she has 
by the extension of contraband really blockaded not only the 
enemy but neutral coasts before she issued blockade orders. 

I will submit for the Recorp tables of vessels, specifying the 
goods reaching neutral coasts, that have been seized by Great 
Britain, and I will submit 155 cases of it, and I will also show 
you where Great Britain, from March 11 to June 17, required 
271 vessels to stop at a certain port, a port of her own call, and 
that were required to do it because she said so. She does not 
only say what we may ship, but where we may ship and what 
route we must take, and at the greatest cost, 

FREE SIIIPS ; FREE GOODS, 


That is not the only thing. Enemy's goods under neutral 
flags, if free goods, must be protected. I do not say contra- 
band; certainly not. I refer to enemy free goods. Here are 
dyes, that can neither be regarded conditional nor absolute 
contraband, manufactured by Germany. We need them in this 
country. We have heard what Mr. Metz has said upon the 
subject. We have received resolution after resolution from 
firms asking that these goods be released. Why are they not re- 
leased? What has become of the long-established rule that neu- 
tral flags cover enemy goods not contraband? On March 15, 
1915, by orders in council Great Birtain made this ruling, the 
most far-reaching of all her rulings, in which she says that any 
goods of the enemy found on neutral vessels—for example, dyes 
of Germany on American yessels—will be seized, taken into port, 
and, if not requisitioned, ete. This same order in council 
is not limited to goods going to or from Germany, but extends 
to every vessel on her way to any port other than a German 
port carrying goods either of enemy property or destined to 
enemy use. It also extends to all neutral vessels destined to 
neutral ports that carry goods of enemy origin. This order 
forbids this country purchasing any goods whatsoever from 
Germany, no matter what the suffering produced by their want, 
except upon her permission. 

What else has she said in that orders of council of March 
15, 1915. Any neutral gqods, contraband or noncontraband, 
found under enemy flags will be seized. What has become of 
the law that free goods mean a free sea? If it is enemy goods, 
in enemy yessels, nobody has a question. If it is absolute con- 
traband, under neutral vessels, nobody has a question unless 
that contraband was going to a neutral country to be applied 
for its own use. But that is not all. 

THE WILHELMINA A TEST CASE. 


Here is the vessel Wilhelmina, loaded with foodstuffs and 
consigned to a Mr. Green, an American citizen, Mr. Green 
accompanies the vessel to Germany. Great Britain says food- 
stuffs on the Wilhelmina are contraband, because it is con- 
ditional. In substance she says, “If you send it to Germany, 
we will seize it, whether it is to be given directly to the armed 
forces or to the German people, because under a decree of 
Germany all foodstuffs to reach Germany will be applied by 
the German Government.” The German Government said to 


us, and we to Great Britain, that this decree does not apply 
to any goods that go to municipalities, for the order did not 
cover municipalities. Yet Great Britain seized the Wilhelmina 
because loaded with foodstuffs consigned not to the German 


Government nor a German citizen but to an American citizen 


to see that it went to the civil population. This seizure is made 
in spite of Britain’s position in 1898, cited at the outset of my 
address, and in the face of our well-known position. In 1904, 
when Russia wanted to so treat foodstuffs, our own- John 
Hay said, Articles like coal, cotton, and provisions, though 
ordinarily innocent, are capable of warlike use, are not sub- 
ject to capture and confiscation unless shown by evidence 
to be actually destined for the military or naval forces of 
a belligerent.” How does this comport with the Wilhelmina? 
What has taken place since this seizure? No goods, condi- 
tional contraband or free, are admitted into any of the central 
countries, 

Now, you say to me, “ Mr. Fess, are you condemning Great 
Britain for her retaliation upon Germany?” You might as well 
ask me, “Are you condemning Germany for retaliating upon 
Great Britain?” Why, my fellow Members of the House, I 
condemn Germany for her submarine warfare. I also condemn 
Great Britain for attempting to starve the noncombatants of a 
nation of 65,000,000 people without regard to sex or age or con- 
dition. ‘They are both at fault and both are putting it upon the 
basis of necessity. You say, “ Do you not condemn Germany for 
what she did in Belgium?" Certainly I do, and likewise I con- 
demn Great Britain for what she is doing in Saloniki, Greece, 
and what she did, or refused to do, when Japan interfered with 
the neutrality of China. You say, “ Do you not condemn Austria 
for what she did in extending her influence over Bosnia and 
Herzegovina and with the prospect of extending it over Servia?” 
Why, certainly I condemn it; but I likewise condemn Servia for 
keeping within her borders the junta of assassins who murdered 
their own King and later assassinated an heir to a neighboring 
country. You say, “Do you not condemn Turkey for her out- 
rages against the Christian Armenians?” Why, certainly. I 
condemn the Turk with all the force I can command, and I 
likewise condemn Russia for her brutal treatment of the Jew 
that is within her borders. These countries are not free from 
fault. They are in a life and death struggle, and because they 
are thus endangered some people say that we ought to take 
sides with one or the other of the belligerents. I deny it. In- 
dividual citizens will have their preferences. I have mine. 
But this Nation must take no sides as between the contestants, 
and no Congressman should embarrass the country by so doing. 
If you ask me “ What are you going to do about it?” I answer 
you, That is no question for any to hesitate about.” t 

The SPBAKER. The gentleman has consumed 50 minutes. 

Mr. FESS. It is the question that is asked by one who 
speaks with a power to resist the rights of the innocent. It is 
a question of a belligerent which believes itself strong enough 
to ignore all the rights of a neutral. What I fear—what every 
man must fear—is this tightening of the ropes which bind us. 
The meaning is not for to-day, it is for the future. Britain 
rules the waves. While our contentions with the central powers 
have not been adjudicated, yet we see the prospect of reparation, 
so far as it can be made. It is true there can be no full repa- 
ration for the cruel submarine warfare; but all our notes to 
these countries have brought concessions, not satisfactory, it is 
true, but it ought not be forgotten that England has made not 
a single concession. Her control is becoming stronger. I shall 
place in the Record our requests and her refusals. 

This attitude of the two countries is noted in the case of 
adopting the declaration of London; of England’s answer 


January 7 and February 10 to our protest of December 26; 


it is true of her reply February 19 to our memorial of 
the 10th on the misuse of our flag; it is true in the case of 
the Wilhelmina, which we made a special ease; it is true in her 
reply March 13 to our note of February 20 proposing mutual 
concessions in naval warfare, to which Germany agreed if 
England would. 

Anyone who closes his eyes to the full meaning of this atti- 
tude repudiates the lessons of the past. Her feeling toward us 
is not very cordial. 

Many of the English newspapers are outspoken. The Globe 
assumed an attitude of hostility, in language approaching an 
insult, when commenting on our note of December 26, 1914: 

The voice of the great neutral Nation which seeks to be the final 
arbiter in civilization is raised tor the first time, not on any question 
of higher morality, but to express impatience at the fact that the 

eatest war in the history of the world has interfered with the oppor- 
Funities of American traders to make money out of the necessities of 
belligerents. 


Many of the English public urged the Government to pursue 
such policy as will in its judgment best aid the allies in their 
struggles, regardless of the wishes of the United States. Only 
recently the Pall Mall Gazette, discussing American press re- 
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ports regarding the attitude which the United States may 
adopt with regard to the blockade question, says: 

The British Empire, which is shedding blood and 1 ink for the 
vindication of “neutral rights,” has reached a E t the conflict 
where technicalities will not be allowed to 8 e legitimate use 
of all its weapons of warfare. 

The Evening Standard says: 


Semen: 2 now clothed in a white sheet. She and — 7 5 N 
joinin, — ees ds in the noble task of bullying the nation that 
spect every law of humanity and has persistently interpreted — — 
of nations to her own disadvantage. 

Poor a d! No moral erone can be laid at our doors; but we 
are Interfering with the war profits of American manufacture’ EE so we 
must raise our blockade and thus prolong the war, and this Is asked 
in the name Lot humanity. 

There is one comfort for us miserable sinners. resident Wilson and 
Count von Bernstorff will knock at our door in vain. 

You ask me, “ What are you going to de about it?” I will tell 
you what I might be willing to do. We may be driven to it 
here, not because it is our wish or desire, but as a measure 
to compel respect for our rights, and that is, if Great Britain 
will not respect our rights as defined in law, I am about ready 
to vote now to stop all the munitions of war going to her. This 
at least would raise the question why it is right to sell her 
weapons of death and wrong to sell the noncombatants of Ger- 
many bread for life. [Applause.] 

I would not stop munitions to aid Germany. Farthest from it, 
for I fear the military spirit of that great country. And while I 
fear the spirit of militaristic Germany, I also fear the navalism 
of Great Britain, as I feel it now on the sea. I would not vote 
an embargo on behalf of or against any belligerent, but we 
may be driven to do it to compel respeet for us upon the seas, 
I am ready now to ask this Congress to adopt a resolution 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. FESS. I will. 

Mr. BORLAND. I understand, then, that the gentleman’s po- 
sition is that he regards the controversy with Great Britain on 
an alleged breach of international law as entirely distinct and 
separate from the controversy with Germany on another al- 
leged breach of international law, and in that respect he agrees 
with the administration of this country in these various con- 
troversies? 

Mr. FESS. I would not say that; I will say to my friend 
from Missouri that at this time I am trying to set forth the 
situation as it is and permit all to draw their conclusions, 

Mr. BORLAND. You agree to the extent that you would not 
make one conditional upon the other? 

Mr. FESS. I agree that when the President had a controversy 
with Germany on the submarines he could not be expected to 
link up that controversy with our controversy with Great Brit- 
ain. They involved different nations as well as different prin- 
ciples ; one referred to our property rights and the other to rights 
of life. I shall ask the House to adopt a resolution to the effect 
that the American Congress instruct our Committee on Foreign 
Relations to investigate the violations upon the sea, both by the 
central powers and the allies, and report the same at once, or as 
soon as it is possible. This investigation should cover England's 
interference with our mails. If you. would say What further 
would you do” I do not think anything further would need to be 
done. I think that if we would stiffen our backbone and not 
take orders from any country outside of our own, we would not 
have any trouble. 

A few months before President Washington went out of 
office he wrote to that great friend of his, Alexander Hamilton, 
7 85 eee 


unwillingness to involve ourselves in war * * we will not be 
dictated to by the politics of any nation under heaven, further than 
treaties require of us. 

Whether the present or any circumstances should do more 
than soften this language may merit consideration. But if 
we are to be told by a foreign power (if our engagements with 
it are not infracted) what we shall do, and what we shall not 
do, we have independence yet to seek and have contended 
hitherto for very little. I commend these words of our first 
great President, who was at the head of a Nation of 4,000,000 
people residing in 16 States east of the Mississippi, for careful 
consideration by the Nation of 100,000,000. of freemen compre- 
hending a continent with half a hundred empire States. 

I am not belligerent. I think, my friends, that all that it is 
necessary for this country to do, in order that our rights will 
be respected from every quarter, is to make it clear that we 
are not taking the position of my friend from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. GARDNER], an ally of any one of the countries, but that we 
are here in the American Congress, the legislative body of the 


first great Republic of the earth, and we are here speaking 
not for any belligerent, taking sides with no one of the con- 
testants, speaking not for the North, the South, the East, or 
the West, nor for German-Americans, or Angle-Americans, but 
as American citizens we shall cease our bitter partisanship 
toward individual nations, and shall suppress: the foolish preju- 
dices that I hear so frequently, both in publie and in private, 
and raise our voice not for any section or for any particular 
element of our electorate, but for America, for America’s rights 
on sea and land, for her nobility of purpose as a friend and 
well-wisher of all the countries now in the throes of war, then 
we will compel the recognition of our rights in all quarters and 
by all nations, belligerent or neutral. “Thrice armed is he 
who hath his quarrel just.” War will not come if we stand 
for our rights. War will come if we shilly-shally. [Prolonged 
applause. ] 

Mr. William Bayard Hale has made a partial compilation of 
vessels detained, which I will print in the RECORD. 

It is impossible to obtain anything like a full list of ships de- 
tained and cargoes seized by Great Britain on their voyages 
between the United States and other neutral countries, but the 
following list of carefully verified cases may serve to illustrate 
the methods by which the British Government is strangling 
American commerce. 

The first list includes the eases. of 155. vessels brought into 
British ports or otherwise detained for examination. Of these 
40 were forced to discharge their cargoes, which were held for 
prize-court proceedings. more were subjected to pro- 
tracted detention at great loss. One American yessel carrying 
oil to Copenhagen was run aground by the English prize crew 
aboard her off the coast of Scotland. 

It will be noted that this list does not include cases like that 
of the Wilhelmina, which, when seized by the British, was bound 
for Hamburg with an innocent cargo, and the Dacia, which was 
seized by the French Navy under British instructions. 

Nor does this list include the vessels, 273 in number, recorded 
by the Government of the United States in an appendix to its 
note of October 21 as having been detained in the port of Kirk- 
wall alone between March 11 and June 17. The Government list 
is appended, bringing this merely illustrative record of ships 
detained up to a total of 428. 

From March 11, 1915, to June 16, 1915, 271 vessels carrying 
American cargoes were compelled to stop at Kirkwall, Pogana, 


A PARTIAL LIST OF SHIPS DETAINED. 


S. S. Kumeric (British): Saied aer Galveston July 17, 1914 g 
Newport News 24), for bushels of grain. 
Taken to Queenstown August 23 2; detained at Liverpool August 19. 


Baie from New York July 30, 1914, for 


Sie S. Qam — 4 — 5 ame 

tterdam. o Card tained. 

ans 8. ee ne ee ee from New York July 31, 1914, for 
tti 
(vis S. Saint H Eg Sailed from Galveston July 16, 1914 


elena 
ae Va., July 24), 8 Bremen and Hamburg. Cargo, phos- 
> se 


Large 
— art 8.80 ‘bales of 
Snes 3 A Alexander 8 es & Co., of 
Jaimed be sung et sees subjects and as such not subject to 
seizure: 12 on u K. 181 t contract of twi 
aas one 1812 . goods, Including wheat, condemned in 
ize ro A 
8. S. Penlover (Druan) pane ee from Galveston 18 18, 1914, for 
rdam. els of grain. Diverted to Falmouth 


15 
S. S. Kalomo . from New Orleans ns July i 24, 1914, for 
rdam 64,000 bushels of grain. Detained at Falmouth; 


15. 
(Dutch) : Sailed from New Orleans July 30, 1914, for 
136,000 . Sent to Faimouth for or- 


Rotterdam. 
ders; arrived at Rotte A 
S. S. Noruega (Norwe; 2 ed from Galveston ge i 30, 1914, for 
Falmouth; 


40,000 ‘bushe Is grain. Diverted 
8. S. Orteric (British ale from Galveston July 27, 1914 (New- 


arrived at Christiania August 2 
port aons Pepe 4). etailed at Queenstown August i; 3 at 
21. for Bremen and Hamburg seiz 
toe” poo 2 — (Britis Sailed from New Orleans Jus 81. 1914, 
ved at bo 22000 bushels grain. Diverted to Falmouth ; 
arrived at London Au 22, at Antwerp September 5. 
lenfinlas (British) :_Sailed me Eva 108 85 August 1914 
si Roan August uk for Se 8,000 bushels grain. 
iyerted to Falmouth A ot 


Gee Juz 23), for N 5 


part of cargo), shi Muir & Co., for to be delivered 
S George Fries & a te Comar, Germany, Gebrueder Zimmern & 
“ aooi „Germany. Ag, not permi 0 N to Rotter 
e] and cargo 
Prize court decided t seized were property of the y elpor — 
claimants and not subj to seizure, 
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S. S. Klosterfos (Norwegian) : 
1014 for Christiania. 


Sailed from New York August 28, 
Cargo, flour in barrels, Vessel stopped and 
boarded by British officers off the north coast of Scotland and ordered 
to Aberdeen. Held several nist until neutral 5 of cargo was 
established, Arrived at Chris iania September 17. 

S. S. Vitalia (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York August 19, 1914, 
to Rotterdam. argo, meat, “Detained at Falmouth September T 

8. Lorenzo (American, New York and Porto Rico Line) : Chartered 
on 3 2. 1914, by Gans Steamship Line. Sailed from New York 
Ay st 6, 1914, for Buenos Aires. Cargo, coal. Captured by British 

taken to St. Lucia September 12. October 16, cargo condemned; 
October 30, vessel condemned. 

S. S. Heina (Norwegian) : Sailed from Philadelphia August 7, 1914, 
for St. Thomas. Cargo, coal. Seized September 13 off St. Thomas by 
French crulser Conde ; detained six months ; 1 at Fort de France 
17 20, 1915; reached New York April 15, 1915. 

Vestfos (Norwegian) : Sailed from Rew" York August 28, 1914, 
Por, ‘Christiania Cargo, flour in barrels. Stopped and boarded by Brit- 
iah 5 to Kirkwall; left September 14; arrived Christiania 
ptember 
S. Ryndam (Dutch, Holland-Amecica Line): Sailed from New York 
September 8, 1914, for Rotterdam, Seized by British warship and 
brought into Cork Harbor September 17; released September 20 at 
Queenstown. Again held up and ordered by British cruiser (September 
uni to enter Falmouth, Arrived at Rotterdam September 24. 

S, 8. 3 (Dutch, Holland-America 8 Sailed from Phila- 
delphia September 10, 1914, for Rotterdam, 36 by British 
cruiser and taken 5 5 Queenstown September 25; eased; arrived at 


Rotterdam October 1 
S. S. Rotterdam (Dutch) : Sailed from New York September 15, 1914, 
for Rotterdam. Cargo, SORES 0 a pers, American Smelting & Refin- 
ing Co., United Metals Sel merican Can Metal Co., L. Vogel- 
stein & Co., and Norfolk Setting 5 Refining Co. Seized September 26, 
contraband (absolute con- 


en route while copper was made conditiona 
Copper bought by Great Britain, Ar- 


traband only since 9898 29). 
be leg from New York September 9, 1914, 


rived Rotterdam October 
S. 8. 1 (Dutch) : 
coppee Shippers, American Metal Co. (Lid.) 
eized September 26, en route while copper 


for Rotterdam, 

and L. Fee eC Co. 

was made er contraband (absolute contraband only since Octo- 
ber 29). 777 bought by British Government. Arrived Rotterdam 


October 6, on 

8. S. otadan 8 1 from New York September 22, 1914, 
for 5 Shippers, American Smeltin & Refin: 
in Co., American Metal Co. (Ltd.), and 
0 bought by British’ Gov- 


8 from Baltimore September 21, 1914, 
r, American Smelting & Refinin 


8 

S. Westerdyk (Dutch) : 
ne Rotterdam. Ca o, copper. hipper 
Co. Seized es Copper bone by British Government. Arriv 
e Octobe 

eta (Sweatsh): Sailed from Philadelphia September 23, 1914, 

ae 5 d Oscarshamn, Detained and taken to Kirkwalı for 
examination October 12. Arrived at Helsingborg October 2 

S. S. Aquila (Norwegian): Sailed from New York TAE 23, 
1914, for Christiaasand. Korsoer, and Copenhagen. Detained at Kirk- 
wall October 12 for examination. Arrived at Copenhagen October 24. 

S. S. Nicholas Cuneo (Norwegian): Sailed from New York September 
26 1914, for Christiania. Detained and taken to 1 for examina- 
tion October 12. Arrived at Christiania October 1 

5. S. Noordam (Dutch, Holland-America Line): ; Salled from New 
York October 6, 1914, for ‘Rotterdam. Cargo of about 13,000 tons con- 
signed to aah Government. Wheat, flour, foodstuffs diverted to Fal- 


mouth October 15. 

S. 8. Leander (Norwegian): Sailed from New York September wae 
1914, for Copenhagen. Ca vl grain. Arrived at Kirkwall October 16; 
seine Poros eneral inspection; left October 17. 

sane yaaa American flag) : Sailed from Retk Pe J.. 
on 9 5 13. Cargo, kerosene for Alexandria pt. Steamer 
bought by Stendard Oil Co. from Riedermann Line and . from 
German to American registry under Underwood amendment to the Pan- 
ama Canal act of 1914. Seized by British cruiser Caronia just outside 
3-mile limit off Sandy Hook October 18 and ae to Halifax, Nova 
Scotia. Submitted to prize court. Relea: t Halifax October 30 

S. 8. tong (Danish, Scandinayian- ‘American Line): Sailed from 
Philadelphia September 26, 1914, for Copenhagen, Cargo, general. De- 
oot about one week at Kirkwall. 

ZOAN A ere a American): Salled from Philadelphia Sep- 
ben der 27, 1 for Copenhagen, Denmark. Captured and taken to 
Orkne lanaa, At Kirkwall October 17. Released upon protest by 
Lare States after considerable delay. 

8. Prinz der Nederlanden (Dutch; Royal Dutch West India 
Mali)! Salled from New York September 4. 1914, for Havre and Am- 
sterdam by way of West Indian and Venezuelan * Taken at Fal- 
mouth on October 21; arrived at Amsterdam Octo 26. 

S. S. San (American oil tank; Sun Oil Co., Philadelphia : Sailed 
from Philadelphia October 8, 1914, for Amsterdam, Diverted to Fal- 
mouth and released on Oct ober 2 5 at request of American Government; 
arrived at Amsterdam October 29. 

S. S. Marengo (British): Sailed October 10, 1914, for Sweden. Cargo, 
coe Shippers, L. Vogelstein & Co. Held ‘at Hull October 25. 

. Ascot (British) : Sailed from New York October 10, 1914, for 


Gena: Cargo, copper. Consigned to order, but intended for delivery 
to Brown, Borari & Co. in Baden, Switzerland. 
Shippers: 


‘American Smeltin 
United Metals Sellin 


is Vogelstein & Co „% 
Norfolk See: k Retiaing Co. 


Heid at Gibraltar October 26 and seized; to prize court. 

S. S, San Giovanni (Italian) : Sailed from New York October 14, 1914, 
for Naples. Cargo, copper. Shippers, American Smelting & Refinin 
Co. Held at Gibraltar October 26. rgo suspected to be intend 
— reexport to Germany. Arrived Naples November 5. 

8. iy Coss D'Italia (Italian) Shes, ed from New York October 15, 
1914, for Naples and Genoa. irg copper; 200 tons consigned to 
order, but intended for deliver. Te 05. Vedorelli, Milan, Italy. Seized 
on October 26 at Gibraltar and held for prize court. Cargo suspected 
Arrived Genoa November 11. 


to be intended for reexport to Germany. 


S. John D. Archbald (American, tank steamer, Standard OIl Co.) : 
sailed from New York September 23, 1914, for Italy. Cargo, oil. Held 
up by French cruiser and conyoyed to Antibes, France; detained two 
days pending decision as to whether cargo was contraband; finally 
. and allowed to proceed. 

S. S. Prosper IIT (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York October 3, 
1914, for Copenhagen and Gothenburg, Cargo, copper; 1,543,895 pounds 
2 copper, valued at $166,649, for Copenhagen: 2 6,301 unds, valued 

30,559, for Gothenburg ; also foodstuffs and crude rubber. ‘Arrived 
85 ith October 27; detained at Scottish port and placed before the 
prize court, e being by sais for reexport to Germany; arrived 


at be agp vember 1 

4017 9 Standard Oil Co., tug) : On or about Octo- 
ber 27, 1914, boarded and searched at St. John, New Brunswick, by 
Canadian soldiers, who detained three German members of the crew. 


Upon protest of captain men were released, but not allowed to leave 


aie ae 
S. Tyr (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York October 29, 1914, for 


weden. Cargo, copper. ‘Shippers, United Metals Selling Co., L. Vogel- 
stein 1 Held at Glasgow November 2; arrived Gothenburg = be. 
cember 


: oe oer (British) : 
or Sweden rgo, copper. 
Hull November 2. 

8. 8. Uller (Norwegian) : 
1914, for Gothenburg. 
Kirkwall a allowed to 
tig: 8. re “od 5 

a 


Bailed from New York October 17, 1914, 
Shippers, L. Vogelstein & Co. Held at 


Sailed from Savannah, Ga., October 26, 
Cargo, cotton, Detained for inspection at 


Silea i from New York October 24, 1914, for 

hippo pers, American Smelting & Refining Co., 

on ed Neale Selt ng ce orfolk Smelting & Refining Co. Held at 
braltar Movember 


ee S. Verona (Italian) : Sailed 88 New York October 24, 1914, for 
Naples, Genoa, and Palermo. Carg co) “ping Shippers, American 
Smelting & Retining Co., United Metals Selling Co. Held at Gibraltar 


eer ha 
S. Palermo (Italian) : Sailed from Boston October 20, 1914, ae 
apies” and Genoa. Cargo, copper. 8 American Metal Co. 
300 tons; 200 tons of copper consigned to order, but intended 
or 8 Metallwerke, Thonne, Switzerland. ae at Gibraltar 
November 2; to prize court; arrived November 7 at NAPIO 
. San’ Guglielmo (Italian) : Salled from New York October 21, 
1914, for Naples. Cargo, copper. Shippers, United Metals Selling Co: 
Held at Gibraltar November 
S. S. Duca di Genoa (Italian) : Sailed from New York October 17, 1914, 
for Naples and Genoa. Cargo, copper. Shippers, American Smelting 
& 3 Co. Held at Gibraltar November 
S. S. Antares BS iba EAT Sailed October 22, 1914, for Sweden. 
dare copper. Shippers, United Metals Sellin Co., L. Vogelstein & 
S Held at Liverpool; arrived at Ardrossan ovémber 9 for Gothen- 


S S. Kroonland (American): Salled Pig New York October 15, 1914, 
for Italy. Cargo, copper and rubber, per shippers, American Smelt: 
ing & Refining Co., United Metals seilt ng Co. Held November 8 a 
Gi at age ordered before prize court; arrived Naples November i 

8. Platuria (American: entered under American registry in “Octo- 
ber, 1514 Standard Oil Co. ; belonged formerly to Deutsch Ameri- 
kanische Petroleum Gesellschaft, controlled by Standard Oil Co.): 
Salled from New York October 5, 1914, for Aarhus, Denmark. Cargo, 
1 oll. Seized and taken to Stornoway, Lewis Islands, Scot- 

nd. 

S. S. Kiruna (Swedish; Scandinayian-American Line): Sailed from 
New York October 25 for Swedish ports. Cargo, general. Detained 
Sailed from New York 


four ong at Kirkwall. 

8; meres Push ag 3 La Veloce Line) : 
October 28 1914, for Naples and Genoa. Car; O, copper. Shippers, 
American Smelting — & Refining Co. Detained at Gibraltar November 9; 
83 contraband ; arrived at Na en November 13. 

S. 8. Biornstjerne e 20 1 wegian; Gans Steamship Line): 
Sailed from New York October 1914, for Co a o, gen- 
eral. Taken into Kirkwall November 16; left Kirkwall November 15; 
ordered to Leith November 16; 1 ory discharged and seized December 
21; steamer detained till May 3 

Š. S. Fridland Swedish) Salle from New York October 28, 1914. 
for Copenha en, e including meat. Taken into Kirkwall 
November 10; left K rkwall November 27; ordered to Newcastle No- 
vember 29; A7. 151 discharged January 5, 1915; steamer detained -till 


early in 15. 

858. 3 (British) : Sailed from New York October 24, 1914, for 
Sweden. Cargo, copper Shippers, L. Vogelsteia & Co. Held at Hull 
November 10; left ll Novem ew York, 

8. Perugia (British) : Sailed from New York November 8, 1914, 
for ‘Ttaly. Cargo, copper. Shippers, United Metals Selling Co. Heki 
at Gibraltar November 13. 

8. S. Fram (Norwe Gans . Left Charleston, 
S. C., October 22, 1914, for Danish ports. rgo, cotton. Taken into 
Aberdeen November 13; ordered to Hull; left Newcastle December 8; 
TENS 32 soe Hg J December 18. 

ordne (American; American Exporters’ Line): Sailea 
bork 5 York November 7 1914, for Copenhagen. Cargo, general. 
Taken into Falmouth and detained two days, then allowed to proceed. 

S. S. Taurus (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York November 1, 1914; 

for Italy. Cargo, copes Shippers, United Metals Selling Co. Hebi 


at nar oe Novembe: 
S. S. Tabor (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York October 26, 1914, 


for Italy. Cargo, eee Shippers: United Metals Selling Co., Nor- 
folk Smeltin feld at Gibraltar November 13. To 
prise o 947 ft Gibraltar November 29. 


red Nobel 20, dura, for C Gans Steamship Line): Sailed from 
New Loet ae seks 1914 Copenhagen. Cargo, general, including 
meat. At Lerwick November 7 Lerwick November 14. 
to Liverpool; car; 5 7 gitar November 17. 


Released May 13 
8. Toronto’ (Baitish) : Sailed from uy, York October 31, 1914. 
Cargo, copper. Shippers: L. Vogelstein & Co. Held at 
mon 8 15. 
Sif (Norwegian): Salled from New York October 30, 1914. for 
. — — Cargo, copper. Four hundred tons sold and consigned to 
B. Ursells’ successors, Stockholm, in order to meet objections to con- 
signments to order.“ Held at Glasgow November 18 for prize court. 
Aes at Gothenburg December 17. 
S. 8. copper. cim ( orwe an Sailed October 17, 1914, for Italy: 
. r. hippe: ni ed Metals Selling Co., L. Vogelstein Co. 
Held at i raltar D ovember 18. 


Ordered 
Prize court. 


1916. 


S. 8. Sigrun (Norwegian): Left New York November 9, 1914, for 
Gothenburg and Malmoe, Seized November 26 and taken into Newport, 
England, cember 2. Vessel detained pending search for suspected 
contraband. Cargo ‘held for prize court included, for Gothenburg 
560.894 pounds of copper valued at $70,047 ; 222 packages crude rubber 
valued at $21,414; 1,596 barrels lubricating oil valued at $8,778. For 
Maimoe: 1,009,532 pounds of copper valued at $126,871; 600 barrels 
lubricating oil valued at $3,300. For balance of cargo, consisting of 
oilcake, paraslinc, corn ofl, oats, cocoa, feed, tea, furs, engines and ma- 
chinery, sewing machines, and oleo, reshipment allowed. Sailed for 
Gothenburg January 15, 1915. Arrived Gothenburg January 25. Ar- 
rived Malmoe February 16. 

S. S. Galileo (British): Sailed from New York November T, 1914, 
for Sweden. Cargo, fo 4, 5 Shippers: L. Vogelstein & Co. Held at 
Hull November 26. Left Hull December 13 for New York. 5 

S. S. Kim (Norw u, Gans Steamship Line): Sailed from New 
York November 11, 1914, for Copenhagen, 8 ge | 
meat. Taken into Falmouth November 27; left ember 4. Ordere 
to Newcastle December 8; cargo discharged and seized January 5, 1915. 
March 27 prize court orde payment for cargo. Steamer detained 
until May 23, 1915. 

S. S. Tancred (Norwegian, Gans Steamship Line): Left Port Arthur, 
Tex., November 13, 1914, f Cargo, cotton. Arrived 


or Danish ports. 
at Falmouth ; detained for inspection November 28. Left November 30. 


Arrived at Aarbus, Denmark, mber 10, where ca discharged. 
S. S, Strinda (Norwegian, Gans Steamship Line): iled from New 
York November 14, 1914, for Copenhagen. rgo, general. Taken into 


8 Pye ths cla 29; after inspection allow to proceed. Left 
mber 3, 

S. S. Ran (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York November 13, 1914, 
for Liverpool and Sweden. Cargo, cottonseed products, copper, and 
leather; part for Liverpool, balance for Gothenburg and almoe. 
Taken into custody by British authorities November 29 and held as a 
prize; released December 26. 

8. S. Sandefjord (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York November 27, 

1914, for Copenhagen. Cargo, cotton, Prize crew put on board outside 
of Sandy Hook. Arrived at Halifax November 30. Cargo partly dis- 
charged; suspected contraband. Arrived at Kirkwall January 15, 
1915. Sailed January 16. Arrived at Copenhagen January 19. 

S. S. Georg: Haw American, American Exporters’ Line; C. H. 
Sprague & Sons, Boston): Salled from New York November 15 for 
Copenhagen. Cargo, general. Taken into Falmouth November 30; gave 
up ship’s Dapers ibaa ye for examination. Reason for detention: 

one given to master officially. Released January 2, 1915, and pro- 
ceeded with full cargo to destination. Other circumstances: Master 
protested in writing on mber 5, 1914 ster was verbally in- 
ormed by customs officers that they would have to hold the vessel 
on account of the flour, wheat, and oil on board. Later master was 
simply informed verbally that trouble was because the consignee of the 
550 barrels of oil was at that time under suspicion by the British Gov- 
ernment. On January 1, 1915, master was told to proceed with his full 
cargo on board and no excuse or reason given for the 33 days’ de- 
tention at Falmouth. Damage for detention at charter rates, ctc. 
amounted to $14,000. 


erce (American, American Exporters Line; C. H. 
Sprague & Son, Boston): Salled from New York November 24, 1914, for 


“ cted 
cargo from New York spect f she 
comes in send her immedia “fi into harbor. (Signed) F. C. December 3, 

p. m.” Detention premeditated days ahead on mere suspicion. Dam- 
age for detention at charter rates, ete., amounted to $7, 8 
S. S. Herm (Norwegian, Gans Steamship Line): Sailed from New 
York November 12, 1914, for Balboa po o, Lisbon, Genoa, and Bar- 
celona. Cargo, general. 5 outside Lisbon ; ordered to Gibraltar 
December 8. Released and sailed December 14. 

S. 8. Maracas (American): Sailed from New York Docember 9, 
1914, for Genoa via Gibraltar and Naples. Brought into Halifax 
Noya Scotia, by prize crew from British warshi cember 12. No 
reason given for detention by officer in charge. ter allowed to pro- 
ceed to destination upon assurance that cargo not destined to enemy 
ports. Arrived Genoa January 10, 1915. 

S. S. Brindilla (American, Standard Oil Co.) : Sailed from Alexan- 
dria, Esypt, on or about November 26, 1914. Arrived at St. Michaels, 
Azores, to take an oil cargo from a German steamer on December 12. 
Reported leaving St. Michaels December 20 for Copenhagen. Inter- 
cepted pe the coast of Scotland and taken to Aberdeen. (Second 
seizure, 

S. S. Tellus (Norwegian) : Sailed from New York November 18, 1914, 
for Genoa. Cargo, 200 tons of copper; sold and consigned to U. 
8 Milan. Seized and held at Gibraltar. Arrived Genoa de- 
cember 28. 

S. 8. 4. A, Raven (American); Sailed from Wilmington, Del., De- 
cember 5, 1915, for Rotterdam. Cargo, cotton. (First steamer since 
war to reach Dutch port with cotton for Germany.) Arrived at Rotter- 

m December 24, 1914. Held up by British warship in channel; 
delayed 24 hours for examination of papers. 

S. S. Mirjam (Norw n): Sailed from New York November 24, 
1914, to Copenhagen. tained at Kirkwall December 16. Released 


January 15, 1915. 

8. S. Sorland (Norwegian): Sailed from New York November 27, 
1914, for Gothenburg. Cargo, 600 tons copper. Arrived at Leith 
December 27. Detained. Arrived at Gothenb January 22, 1915. 

ed from New York December 6, 
copper. itty tes American oops & 


ovember 28, 
Christia: ber 21. Arrived at 
December 24 in charge of a prize crew. Arrived at Christiania 
February 8, 1915. 

S. S. Zamora (Swedish): Sailed from New York December 8, 1914, 
for Copenhagen. Cargo, copper. Arrived at Kirkwall December 29. 
Arrived at Copenhagen January 11, 1915. 
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S. S. 8 (Danish): Sailed from Balthnore November 24, 1914, 
via New York for Copenhagen. Detained at Kirkwall December 16. 
Arrived at Leith December 29; 714 tons of meat consigned to Denmark 
thrown into prize court. Arrived at Copenhagen February 2, 1915. 

S. S. Virginia (Danish): Sailed from Philadelphia December 3, 1914, 
for Copenhagen. At Kirkwall December 23. rrived at Shields De- 
cember 30, 1914. 

S. S. Greenbricr (American, C. L. Dimon, New York) : Sailed from New 
Orleans December 11, 1914 (via Norfolk December 17), for Bremen, 
Cargo, cotton; under certificate of British consul at New York, Stopped 
on Dec ember 30 by British cruiser; boarded and searched. British flag 
hoisted. and taken to Kirkwall. Detained three days and then taken 
to ee allowed to proceed to Bremen. Arrived at Bremen Janu- 
ary 9. 5. 

N. S. Tula (American; Crucible Steel Co.) : Sailed from New York 
December 1, 1914, for Copenhagen. Cargo, grain and flour. Seized by 
the British and detained at Leith. Upon investigation as to ultimate 
destination of cargo permitted to proceed on December 31. Sailed 
January 7, 1915, and arrived at Copenhagen January 11. 

S. S. Helig Olav (Danish; Scandinavian-American Line): Salled from 
New York December 3, 1914, for Christiansand and Copenhagen. 
Boarded at Kirkwall by British marines and detained cight days penil- 
ing investigation as to character of cargo. Arrived at Copenhagen 
December 23, 1914. 

S. S. Arkansas (Danish; chartered by Gans Steamship Co.) : Sailed 
from New York December 11, 1914, for Copenhagen. Cargo, meat. 
Arrived at Shields, in charge of a prize crew, January 2, 1915. Ar- 
rived at Copenhagen January 22. 

S. S. Augusta (Swedish) : Satled from New York December 9, 1914, 
for Gothenburg and Malmoe. Taken to Kirkwall. Arrived at New- 
castle January 4, 1915, in charge of a prize crew. At Hartlepool 
January 10. ‘Arrived at Gothenburg February 1. 

S. S. Oneka (British): Sailed from New York January 2, 1915, for 
Piraeus, Greece. Cargo, American oil (Standard Oil Co.), rtly for 
polenta and Greece. Detained at Malta, being suspected delivery to 

rkey. 

8. 8. Denver (American; Mallory Steamship Co,, New York): Sailed 
from Norfolk December 23, 1914, for Bremen. Cargo, cotton, loaded 
under supervision of British consul at Norfolk. Detained January 6, 
1915, at Kirkwall. Released on representation. 

„S. Governor (American; Pacific Coast Co., New York): Detained 
by Canadian customs officials January 13, 1915, at Vancouver, British 
Columbia. Cargo, hides for San Francisco, Cal. Released after un- 
loading hides. 

S. S. Oscar I] (Danish): Sailed from New York February 4, 1915, for 
Christiania and Copenhagen. Taken into Kirkwall and held for exami- 
nation as to her cargo. Arrived at Copenhagen February 20. 

S. S. Vitalia (Norwegian): Sailed from New York February 3, 1915, 
for Rotterdam. Cargo, packing products. Taken into Falmouth Feb- 
4 at, Released after cargo was consigned to Netherlands Over- 
sea Trus 
S. S. Antilla (American; New York & Cuba Mail Steamship Co.): 
Sailed from New York February 9, 1915, for Malmoe and Copenhagen. 
Cargo, cattle food of various kinds. On February 24 stop; by Irit- 
ish cruiser when in latitude 59-58 N. longitude 9-14 W. No rea- 
son giyen. British cruiser ordered vessel to proceed to Kirkwall with 
a p ze crew on board, after four hours’ detention while examining 
ship's 5 On March 9 was taken by British prize crew to Dundee. 
March 23 Admiralty discharged part of cargo in Dundee and reloaded 
the balance. On April 27 vessel was allow 
of cargo. Alleged dama 
$98,000. Certified to bot 

S. S. Platuria (American registry; controlled b 
Sailed from Philadelphia February 13, 1915, for 
borg. Detained at hKirkwali March 2. 

S. S. Pass of Balmha (American): Sailed from New York January 
30, 1915, for Bremen. Cargo, cotton. Detained at Kirkwall March 8. 
Released after Inspection. Arrived at Bremen March 31. 

S. S. Vigilancia (American; Walker, Armstrong & Co., Savannah): 
Sailed from Savannah, Ga., February 22, 1915, for Bremen. Cargo, 
cotton. Intercepted at sea by British cruiser; taken into Kirkwall. 
Arrived at Kirkwall March 8. Arrived at Bremen March 15. 

S. S. Grekland (Swedish) : Sailed from New York February 18, 1915, 
for Gothenburg. Cargo, American meat products. Held in Kirkwall 
from March 10 because destination of cargo suspected. Released and 
sailed April 1 for Gothenburg. 

S. S. A. A. Raven (American): Sailed from New York February 13, 
1915, for Rotterdam. Cargo, meat. Held at Deal March 12. Recon- 
signet to the Netherlands Oversea Trust, Arrived at Rotterdam 

pril 2. 

S. S. Spyros Vallianos (Greek): Sailed from Savannah, Ga., March 
10, 1915, for Rotterdam. rgo, cotton. Detained at Falmouth. 

S. S. Livonia (Danish) : Salled from Galveston March 20, 1915, for 
Aalborg and 9 Held at Falmouth April 14; Bristol, May 6, 
pending settlement of price of cotton cargo. 

S. S. Seguranca (American): Sailed from New York on March 9 for 
Holland. Cargo, general, ‘onsigned to consignees in Holland. De- 
tained by the British in April. The Department of State protested 
against the detention of the Seguranca, stating that the shipper’s manl- 
fest showed that the entire cargo was consigned to Dutch consignees 
and was accompanied by a certificate from the British consul general 
at New York, and that the loading of the vessel, moreover, had been 
supervised by the British consul general's inspector. The United States 
Government could not admit the right of the British Government to 
ue that this cargo be reconsigned to the Netherlands Oversea 

st. 


to proceed with remainder 
to vessel for detention, etc., amounted to 
by Danish and British consuls. 

Standard Oil Co.): 
almoe and Helsing- 


20, 1915, without 
8. 8. Kelbergen (Dutch 


ed. 
S. S. Marie (Swedish) : Sailed from Galveston, Tex., March 13, 1915, 
for Malmoe, Sweden. rived at Clyde in charge of prize crew. Was 
stopped on suspicion regarding destination of cargo. 
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S. Athinal (Greek): 
ermo and Piraeus, Arrived 
mitted t to proceed after discharging 

= barbed wire. Placed before prize court, 
iouar 

8. Gargoyle (American; vacuum On Co.; German 

to b cae Salled from New York May ar 18.118. a Alex- 

an Cargo oll. Oit -Reported at Malta May 81. Seized by Brit- 
ish authorities and prize- issued 

S. S. F. J. Lisman (American): Sailed from New York — 1 23, 1915, 

for Rotterdam. General cargo, ed to Netherlan 

Trust. Held at London June bar e „000 barrels of eka ae re- 


: “Salica from San meen — 

Cargo, gen Detained. ef 
une 19 where E tons of dried 
— ers s sent to prize court. 9 at Stockho! 8. 

S. S. Vering Ae Sailed from Savannah, 8 A 80, 1915, 
for ‘Swedish po general. Detained at ‘Kirkwall June 19. 
8. : Sailed pee New York June 12, 
Taken to Kirkwall June 21. Ar- 


n June 2 

8. 8. Norwegian) : Saied from New Per} June 5, 1915, for 
Rotterdam. eld in the Downs for examination of cargo Jude 28 

American) : Sailed from New Orleans June 7, 1916 

(Newport News, 9155 ahs for. PN meaning od Taken into Kirkwall July 

cased J “arrived July 9. 
: Sailed from Baltimore June 15, 1915, 
aken into Kirkwall July 6. Arrived at Aal- 


2. 
* Juy ia. (N ): Sailed from San Francisco March 4 mer 
for Bergen, Sonwa, 1 „ grain. Taken into Kirkwall July 8. 


rived at Be 
— S. Gurre (D Demag from Baltimore J 1, 1915, for Aal- 
' 5 1 July 19. Released July 28 23 and 


Taken in 

ral 1 4% Nieren Bar ed Cargo Pie a Ga., July 10, 
m a., 

for eee ton seed. Detained 

to the United 


Sailed from New York May es — 85 Ponty Foe: 


and seized at Gibraltar May 29 
400 bales of cotton and 1,200 reels 
charge being destination for 


8. S. Hulda Maersk 
1 Norfolk, Pon cd 18) 
a 


8. S. T T . 
States. Cargo, general. 
where cargo was discharged. vernmen 
15, 1915, Sada vigorous protest st the detention of the 
and the unloading | of the cargo, which was the property of American 


citizens, at 
: Sailed from New York August 18 a _ 


S. 8, Buffalo (British): 
Christiania. argo, Hs ws. Arrived at Hull September 8. Thr 


for Rotterdam. 
thrown into prize peice $ the British 9 conten vt baing dhat 
the cargo not consigned to the. Netherlands 


there were fats and oils in 
Oversea Trust. 

S. S. feire American; Standard Oil Co.): Sailed from Baton 
Rouge, La. — — 17. 1915, to Malmoe, refined leum and 
naphtha. Detained at Kirkwall Sep 7. | Standard Oil Co. placed 
at case in 7 ye oa 2 g American Government. Released. Arrived 
at Malmoe 


Oscar 2 Swedish) : Balled from New York — ty 9, 191 
pr S hristiansand’ IT Taken to Kirkwall. 5, 
S. Low : Sailed from New York en 15, 1915, 
at Kirkwall © prior to October 1, 1915,” and 


S. 8. P'Salled from N. New. York August 26, —— 
for Copen . Cargo, general, 2 unloaded at Co; 
British Government or to reload and to take cargo 8 to 
En d under pong of 

. 8. 3 (Swedish): Sailed from Port Arthur Tex., 2 

28, 21. via olk for Aarhus, Denmar „ cotton seed. 
tained at Kirkwall September 28. Arrived at Blyth October 3. 

S. S. California 8 sailed from. New York N 31, 1915, 
1 “ae r Bene tained September 29 at Leith. 


— — 12, 
Sailed from New York September 1 
pirana gy at Kirkwall. á K. 

rd Oil Co.) : Sailed from Philadel- 
ed at Kirkwall 
Taki 


tember 12, 1915, 


1915, for, Cope 85 
1915, for ra and and Falle allo. 
. Petrol 


John (Swedish 


for ‘Gothenburg. Detained at Kirkwall. ved at Gothenburg Octo- 
S. S. Hster (Swedish): 


Sailed from Port T tember 5, 
ber 80. Newport News and Malmoe. Detained at ricoh som 


S. Frederick VIII (Danish): Sailed from New York September 22 


1915, for € en. Cargo, n. Ordered to unload at Kirkwall 
te 
S. Osman edish): Safled from New Orleans tember 1 

1915, vi via soe ie for Co} ved at itkwall’ Oot 6. 
Rel Arrived at at hr Rove hagen October 12, 1915. 

eared 8. -dontod pie: sede Sailed from Baton Ro 

tember 15, 1818 Norfolk, for . Arrived at en 
October 7. Re K “Arrived at Boras tober 

S. S. Fram (Norw ed from Baltimore September 18 18, 191 


: Sail 
at Kirkwall October 7. Released. Arrived a 
Bergen October 11, 1915. a. beng 1 RE 
o. . orw : Sail m em 
1915, for Stockholm. Bro ö 
S. S. Orion 


(Swedish) Rated from Philadelphia September 23, 1915, 
for Stockholm. Cargo, coals Brought into Kirkwall October 10. Re- 


leased October 
S: S. Virginia (Danish): 


Sailed from New — 1 

for Christiania and . general. bie Neal 
October 10. Taken to Grimsby October 19. To . N 
1 N 85 : Sailed from atag Orleans ro 

, for Christiania ned a 
Kirkwall. Sailed October 12, 1915, for Chris 

8. S. Hoo 7 (American + former! d trans- 

ferred by Am tlantic Steams. Co. to fo anae. 
3 1 5 31, 31915): Obj jected to by British 81 — 

German capital. Salled from New October 20. 915, for 


Norfolk. Seized by British cruiser and taken to Halifax, N. S., 
October in charge of prize crew British warships. 
on dmiral SY Count. edt eee’ 12 


teh; Munson — + : Salled from New York Octo- 


ber 27, 1915, for Cuba. Cargo, . Halted 85 miles from New 
York by British cruiser. Taken to Hallfax S., October 31. by 
rize, crew, conyoyed by British warships. In charge of Admiralty 


S. S. Llama (American; ey rA Ou Co.; n York Ò German, trans- 
ferred ctober 14, 1915, 
— by British prize crew Alter- 

October 31) on Skae Skerries, Westray Firth, 


S. S. Athamas (Greek): Sailed from Galveston October 15, 1915 
(Norfolk October 24), for Rotterdam. Seized and taken into British 
port November 18. 

Andrew Welch (American bark ; or W. MeNear, San Francisco): 

San_ Francisco August 1 aes for Halstad, Sweden. 
Cargo, beans. Boarded by British crew off the Shetland Islands 
and ordered into Lerwick. On account of storms carried toward Nor- 
way and towed into Christiansand by 8. S. Russland November 17. 
Zealandia (Amex from Tam 


„8. can): September 15, 1915, 
for Sweden. Cargo, rosin, es, rubber. at Pensacola Sep- 
tember 27; left fer Tampico October 3; arrived at Progreso October 
25 bound for Malmoe, Sweden. Boarded and searched by British crew, 
according to captain, within 3-mile limit. Steamer still remains at 
Progreso on s of fear of capture. 
ianiafjord (Norwegian): 


from 


8. S. Kris Salled from New York November 
1915 — en and Christiania. Cargo, general. e N 
Kirkwall ; at Bergen November 21. 4 


7 


8. 8. Genesee ert erican tic Gos New 
9 : Salled from New York October 11, 1915. Left Nortole October 
th cargo of coal for Montevideo Seizea and boarded by British 


—.— crew. Ordered. to St. Lucia November 20. 


Statement of Secretary Lansing regarding vessels detained by 
British authorities: 
SEPTEMBER 10, 1915. 


and papers have been of such a character 
as to require but brief e for examination have been held in British 
9 oa according to — information, for prolonged 
ods, in some instances for more than a month, and then released 
without the institution of ant proceedings. 

The steamer Chester, which sailed ai Baton Rouge for Rotterdam 
with a cargo of ilumisating oil, was taken into Falmouth, September 
21 pare and held until November 4 of that year. 

steamer 0 Ocean, carrying the same kind of a from New 
York 1 Rotterdam, was taken Auto Plymouth September 23. 1914. and 
similarly released November 5. 

The steamer Charlois and the steamer New York carrying aim 
cargoes, were taken into British ports on September 30 Saa ber 125 
ve respectively, and similarly released on October 2 

steamers American and "Rotterdam 5 5 0 of oil to 
Rotten were also 1 ned under conditions r to those of the 
vessels just mentioned in the fall of 1 

The steamer Christian Knudsen, ee a cargo of oil in bulk. on- 
signed to a Danish 1 Se 3 brought into the 
port of Kirkwall, 1 5 1 9 for 11 days, and lensed. 

Vessels carying. oll from. the United States to long-established mar- 


(1) Vessels whose car, 


kets in Scandinavian countries have re ae been detained 2 
being sent to the e court for —— tion. Among them may be 
mentioned the the Platuria, the Wico, the Polarinc, the 
Pioneer, the Llama, the Muskogee, and and the John DB. me eller. 


n ofa 
British consular officer, was taken into Kirkwall in January last, as 
the department a ay shen by the 3 Government, just to ex- 
amine her papers and to vertify her 
The Geor, 7 Hawley was held Dra. a iii because she refused to 
ulrement of the British authorities to discharge — 
abipmen e illegal tion of which does not eae 
disclosed by any evidence. The vessel carried mixed 
caren, > inclu — 8 —＋ . — of tho oll, whieh, the shi authorities — 
vessel should discharge w represented, 
was consigned to one of its long-established a; in Sweden, 3 
it was announced tha e 5 be an act of 


that, in 
steamship . and. hes — 
complete assurances from 


a German man-of-war of the 
— Be the ‘British Government gs ny 
wedish Government before the 
could be allowed to 3 destination that she would not 3 
the fate of the Bryssel. 


Subsequently this Government was informed that the vessel had been 
allowed to proceed, but that the British Government felt ey in Pho 
33S TTT i proces to tint 

whole qu 0 o 
Paes would have to be 3 Panties — e 


lama, of oll to a Scandina 
was taken into Kirkwall and y 
After d from Kirkwall the 


1 5 Vessels have we been hela unl e 


their cargoes 

haa A rg in a neutral country designated by the British Govern- 
men 

The steamer 8 which a from New 

— to the the ds, was 8 emg es omas ire Niggas oF 

| any pers in a tish port for the — 0 

Tes A in order t be the Feth — 

Trust. The est s ed t. the cargo was 

named in. the Netherlands was accom- 

— 1 a 3 — of the British in New York, stat- 

that the loading was su by his parus and that the vessel 

contained no cargo other that specified in the manifest. A large 
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part of the cargo, consisting of fresh fruit stored in the hold of the 
vessel, was subject to decay with great rapidity. 


A similar requirement was imposed on the steamer F. J. Lisman, 
which during last June was detained at London. It appears that, 
after a prolonged detention of the ship of over a month, representatives 
of the shippers were compelled to discharge both contraband and non- 
contraband articles, and that the captain and the shippers, finding their 
efforts to comply with the requirements of the British authorities 
hopeless, abandoned the voyage. 

he steamers A. A. Raven and Vitalia, carrying articles listed as 
conditional contraband, were detained in a British port in March last 
until the 8 shipped to specified consignees in Holland could be 
consigned to the Netherlands Oversea Trust. 

The steamer Neches was detained last May for about two weeks in 
order that a shipment of cotton destined for Rotterdam might be con- 
signed to the Netherlands Oversea Trust. 

he steamer Zzandjik was detained last June, as the department was 
informed, while the British minister at The Hague made inquiries as to 
— 1 sana the Netherlands Oversea Trust had accepted the consignment 
0 e cargo. 

(3) Detentions haye been made without evidence amounting to 
probable cause. 

The steamer Annam, which was detained at Kirkwall last April, car- 
ried a cargo of food products from the United States to Swedish ports. 
She was detained owing to a “ suspicion,” as the British Government 
stated, that a part of its cargo was destined for er: 

The steamer Dronning Olga was detained at Kirkwall in April last 
and the cargo, which consisted of cotton and food products, was placed 
in the prize court on the ground, as the department was informed by 
the British Government, that it was “ believed” that it was ultimately 
destined for Germany. 

The steamer Hilding, which sailed from New York for Copenhagen 
with a general cargo consisting largely of food products, was seized 
and taken into Leith last April, and this Government was informed that 
the cargo had been seized as contraband with the expectation of holding 
it under the order in council of March 11, 1915, if the charge that the 
goods were contraband should fall. 

Numerous similar instances might be cited. 

The steamers Christian Knudsen and Platuria, carrying oil from New 
York to Denmark, were detained by the British authorities last fall, 
taken into British ports, and held until the British Government, as they 
stated, could make an investigation as to the destination of the 5 
Furthermore, this Government was informed the vessels had 
detained pending the receipt of guaranties from Denmark against the 
e of the cargoes and that the orders were given for the 
release of the vessels on the receipt of satisfactory utiles. 

The steamer Brindilla, which sailed from New York October 13 last, 
with a cargo of oil for Alexandria, was taken into port at Halifax and 
later released, as the department was informed, when the British au- 
thorities received information that the ship's cargo was expected at 
Alexandria. 

The steamer Ambra was taken into a British port in July last, and 
this Government was informed that this vessel was held pending in- 
quiries that had been instituted concerning destination of certain items 
of her cargo. About a week later the vessel was allowed to proceed. 

In July last this Government was informed by the British Govern- 
ment that the prolonged detention of the oil steamers Polarine, Platuria, 
and Pioneer was due to the fact that His Majesty's Government's at- 
tention had latterly been drawn to the very large quantities of oil 
which had been supped to Scandinavian countries during the last few 
months; that there d been every reason to suspect that some of the 
oll was destined for enemy countries; and that the arrival of the 
steamers in quick succession necessitated the institution of inquiries as 
to the ultimate destination of the oil. 

The owners of these vessels and their cargoes complained to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States against their detention, stating that the 
vessels carried the usual ca consigned in good faith to long- 
established subsidiaries in neutral countries, and further representin, 
that, since supplies from Russia and Roumania had been prevented 
from entering ndinavian ports, a large increase of business with 
them had been expected, but it had been found that during the first five 
months of the year 1915 total shipments of all petroleum products to 
these countries were less than for the same period last year, although 
ness in previous years had steadily increased. 

(4) Vessels have been held, according to statements of the British 

Sede tae because of the manner in which shipments have been 
consigned. 

The steamer Hincrjarl was brought into Kirkwall last May and its 
car; of cottonseed cake, ship from Newport News to Denmark, 
which the shippers represent was to be used exclusively for con- 
sumption in Denmark, was seized. This Government was informed that 
the cargo was discharged because it was cme rite “to order.” 

The steamers Alfred Nobel, Bjorstjerne Bjornsen, and Friedland 
were seized last autumn because their cargoes were consigned “ to 
order.” 

The shipments on the steamers America and Artemis have been 

laced in pets court under the order in council of March 11, 1915, 

cause, the goods being consigned by the 9 to themselves, 
there was no 3 of their ultimate destination. 

(5) Goods ve been seized by the British Government on the 
ground, as this Government has n informed, that the country to 
which they were shipped had not prohibited their export. 

In the fall of the year 1914 ee eee from the United States 
to Sweden on the steamers Fran „ Antares, Idaho, Tyr, and To- 
ronto was seized by the British authorities, because, as the British 
Government stated, the Swedish Government had not yet prohibited 
the reexportation of copes from Sweden. 

A consignment of rubber on the Swedish ship Zamore had been 
placed in prize court last January, use, as the British Government 
stated. of the absence of a comprehensive vee on the exporta- 
tion of rubber in all its forms from Denmark. 

(6) The British authorities have repeatedly seized articles classified 
as contraband articles classified as conditional contraband, as well as 
noncontraband goods, shipped to Scandinavian countries, to the Nether- 
lands, and to orgy fi then neutral, although the reexportation of such 
commodities from these countries had been forbidden. 

In December last the steamer Tellus was ordered to discharge a shi 
ment of copper pped from New York directly to a Pea re n 
Milan, Italy, although by an Italian decree of November 13, 1914, the 
exportation of goods ‘Ea in this manner was forbidden. 

he steamer Joseph W. Fordney was seized 4 miles off the coast of 
Norway and, in charge of a prize crew, brought into Kirkwall April 
8 last. The ship's manifest showed that the cargo consisted entirely 
of cattle fodder consigned to a person in Malmo, Sweden. It appeared 


from information presented to this Government that an affidavit re- 
garding the character and destination of the cargo, made by the- 
shipper of the entire cargo, was attached to the bill of lading, and that 
this affidavit contained a certification by the British consul general and 
the Swedish consul, and also a statement by the latter to the effect that 
the exportation from Sweden of the s of which the cargo con- 
sisted was prohibited. The vessel was brought into a British port and 
her cargo discharged. This Government was informed by the British 
Government that, apart from the uncertainty of the address of the 
consignee of the cargo of this vessel, His Majesty's Government had 
evidence that the cargo was not destined for bona fide Swedish con- 
sumption, but was intended for Germany. 

Numerous other similar instances might be cited, including those of 
the detention of vessels carrying oil to Scandinavian ports which 
have been mentioned, 

(7) Detentions have been made pending assurances that embargoed 
goods would be allowed to pass through a neutral country to Great 
Britain's allles. 

The steamer Leelanaw, which carried a cargo of cotton from Gal- 
veston to Gothenburg for transshipment to Moscow, was detained in, 
a British port early in June last. Relative to the detention of this 
vessel the British Foreign Office said: s 

In view of the fact that cotton has now been placed on the 
Swedish prohibition of export list, His Majesty's Government have 
not considered it advisable to allow this * cargo to go on to 
Gothenburg until they are assured that there is a fair chance of it 
reaching its declared ultimate destination.” 

After nearly a month’s detention the vessel was released on the 
understanding that she should proceed directly to Archangel. 

The steamers Jcatland and Syrius appear to have been recently de- 
tained under circumstances similar to those of the steamer Leclanaw. 

(8) From time to time this Government has been informed of the 
seizure of cargoes on the ground that consignees have been known to 
trade with the enemy or because they were suspected of doing to. 

In January last this Government was advised by the British Gov- 
ernment that the British Government had been compelled to place in 

rize court a consignment of rubber on board the Swedish vessel 
Zamora, the consignee of these goods being regarded with grave sus- 
picion, and there being reason to believe that the ultimate destination 
of the rubber was the enemy forces. 

(9) Vessels have been seized and brought into port and have been 
required by the British authorities to pay pilotage, harbor, unloading, 
warehouse, storage, or other dues, costs, and expenses in advance of a 
Judicial determination of the validity of the seizure of vessel or 
cargo. 

Instances of such treatment of vessels may be found in the cases of 
the detention of the steamer Neches last May, the Ogeechee, which 
was seized last April, and the Antilla, which was seized in February 
last and subjected to a prolonged detention. In the case of the last- 
mentioned ship it appears, however, that the cost of discharging was 
borne by the British Government. 

(10) Detention of vessels proceeding from European ports. 

The steamer Ogeechee, which left Bremen April 3 last for the United 
States, was detained at 8 mess and compelled to discharge its en- 
tire cargo, which consisted of approximately 200 shipments of goods 
urgently needed by American citizens. In most, if not all, cases it 
appears that ownership of these s at the time of the seizure had 
ee to American consignees. In many instances American citizens 

d contracted for the sale of the goods consigned to them and were 
prevented from carrying out their contracts. 

The release of shipments on the vessel has been allowed on the pro- 
duction of proofs of American ownership of the goods prior to March 
11, 1915. American consignees in order to avold loss have endeavored 
to comply with the reauirements in the presentation of proofs. 

The steamer Neches, which sailed from Rotterdam to the United 
States, was brought to London and compelled, in June last, to dis- 
charge cargo on the ground, apparently, that the goods originated 
p in Belgium. The vessel was detained about a month and, after 

ving been damaged to the extent of approximately £1,500 as a 
result of a collision with another vessel while under the control of the 
British Admiralty, and after having been involved in litigation growing 
out of such collision, was allowed to proceed. 

The following is a list of the vessels detained prior to March 11 
last, among which are some regarding the detention of which detalls 
have been briefly stated in this memorandum : 

Platuria, Brindilla, John D. Rockefeller, Kroonland, Noorham, Rot- 
terdam, Sandefjord, Thomas J. Fordney, Fram, Edward Pierce, Ellen, 
Tellus, Sif, Kim, Canton, Ogeechee, Friedland, Gallileo, Uller, Verona, 
Zuiderdijk, Greenbrier, Herm, Arkansas, Ascot, Carolyn, Breiford. 
Bergensfjord, Bjornstjerne Bjornsen, Ida Cuneo, Kentucky, General 
Minetonka, Generat Caloric, Denver. 


Mr. Speaker, I shall print in the Rxconp the document on the 
naval warfare, compiled by Prof. Shepherd, of Columbia Uni- 
versity: 

THE PROTECTION oF NEUTRAL RIGHTS AT SEA. 


The declaration of London, chapter 2—Contraband of war. (At the 
naval conference called togene by Great Britain at London the decla- 
ration was signed, Feb. 26, 1909, by all of the powers represented ; 
seven of the present belligerents, viz, Great Britain, France, Russia, 
Japan, Italy, Germany, and Austria-Hungary, and three of the neutral 
nations, viz, the United States, Spain, and Holland. Later, chiefly be- 
cause of British opposition to the articles defining contraband of war, 
it failed of ratification. Lawrence, Documents Illustrative of Interna- 
tional Law, 351, note.) 

CONTRABAND OF WAR. 


Article 22. 


The following articles may, without notice, be treated as contraband 
of war, under the name of absolute contraband : 

(1) Arms of all kinds, including arms for sporting purposes, and 
their distinctive component parts. 

(2) Projectiles, charges, and cartridges of all kinds, and their dis- 
tinctive component parts. 

3 Powder and explosives especially prepared for use in war. 

4) Gun mountings, limber boxes, limbers, military wagons, field 
fo: and their distinctive component parts. 

Clothing and equipment of a distinctively military character. 

6) All kinds of harness of a distinctively military character. 

T) Saddle, draft, and pack animals suitable for use in war. L 
Articles of camp equipment, and their distinctive component 


a 


(1 Wa Warapfps. th including boats, and their 
Poa of such a nature that they can 
411) Implements and apparatus 


war material for use on Jand or sea, 
Article 23. 


Articles exclusively 
contraband by a declaration, which must we notified. 

Such notification must be addressed to the porate of other 
powers or to their od rig ae to the the 
declaration. A notification made the outhrest of is 
addressed only to neutral powers. 


Article 23. 


The following articles, susceptible of use in war as well as for pur- 
poses of peace, may, without notice, be treated as contraband of war, 
under the name of conditional contraband : 


4 99 
at yen suitable for feeding animals. 
E Clothing, fa for clothing, and boots and ‘shoes, suitable for 


4 and e not myc Sg 
implements for 
3 —— . and shoeing materials. 


prepared for use in war. 
fixing and cutting the same. 


Harness and saddlery. 
Field glasses, telescopes, chronometers, and all kinds of nau- 


tient instruments. 
r 
rt may, be added cf the 


a declaration, 2 must be notified 
second paragraph of article 23. 


Article 25. 
Articles susceptible of use in war as well as 
other than those enumerated in articles 22 and 24 
* of conditional contraband b 
in the manner provided for in 


Article 26. 
If a power waives, so far as it is concerned, the right to treat as 
contraband of war an arua comprised in of the — 


1 be announced by a 


ated in articles 22 and 24, EA intention s 
in the DARASE provided for in the 


declaration, which must be noti: 
second paragraph of article 28. 
Article 27. 
Articles which are not susceptible of use in war may not be declared 
contraband of war. 
Article 28. 


The following may not be declared contraband of w 
(1) Raw cotton, wool, silk, jute, flax, hemp, and other raw materials 
of 1 75 textile industries, and yarns of the same, 
Oil and nuts; copra. 
Rubber, resins, „ and laces ; 
i Raw hides and horns, bones, 2 ivory. 
(5) Natural and artificial’ manures, incl g nitrates and phosphates 
for agricultural purposes. 
(6) Metallic ores. 
4, — 5 655 clays, lime, chalk, stone, including marble, bricks, slates, 
and tiles. 
— Chinaware and mimea 
ae and paper-making ma 
aint. 1 colani, . articles exclusively used in 
their Ese ac ure, ‘and varni: 
(11) Bleaching porcs aoea 1 caustic soda, salt cake, ammonia, 
sulphate of ammonia, and hate of copper. 
th Agricultural ining, text, and printing machiner. 2 
Precious stones, pearls, mother-of-pearl, and 
Clocks and watches other than chronometers, 
Fashion and fancy 
Feathers of all kinds, hairs, and bristles. 
4 Articles of household furnifare and decoration ; office furniture 
and requisites. 
Article £9. 


Likewise the following may not be treated as contraband of war: 

(1) Articles serving exclusively to aid the sick and wounded. The ey 
can, however, in ease of urgent military ergo | and subject to the 
baum, i Pa- Pagey tioned if their destination is that 


Articles 5 for the use of the vessel in which they are 
ö ose intended for the use of her crew and passengers 


the voyage. 
Article 30. 

Absolute contraband is liable to a goa if it is 3 to be destined 
to 8 belonging to or occupi the enemy, or to the 3 
forces of the enemy. It is immaterial whether 
foods is direct or entails transhipment or a ker. Sia aa transport by 


Article 81. 


p 1 of the destination specified in article 30 is complete in the 
0 n: 

(1) When ‘the are documented for discharge in an enemy port, 
or for pening! Ana the armed forces of the enemy. 

(2 e vessel is to call at enemy ports giy or when she is 
in touch at any enemy 2 or meet the armed forces of the enemy 
betore oe the neutral port for which the goode 4 in question are 

umen 
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Article 32 
When a vessel is ute contraband s are con- 
clusive proof as to the voyage on which she is en; unless she is 
found clearly out of the cou indicated by her papers and unable to 
give adequate reasons to justify such deviation. 
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used for war may be added to the list of absolute | 


JANUARY 11, 


Article 33. 
Conditional contraband is Mable to ture if it is shown to be 
destined for the use of the armed forces pe a Government department 
rly enang 5 zs ini thie latter cane the the circumstances show 
that set ee eee .. purposes ol war da 
This 3 does noi a consignment com- 

under article 24 (4). PEN: Arte 


Article 34. 


the oa — country, Yoo asa ma of common knowledge, supplies 
articles of this kind 7 the enem A similar presumption ati arises — 
rtifed lace belonging to 


goods are con a fo be 
other place se ne kk G babe ioe the armed. forces of the enemy. 
such presumption, however, arises in the case of a merchant vessel 
bound for one of these pinces if it sought to prove that she herself 
is contraband. 
In cases where the above presumptions do not arise the destination 
resumed to be inn 


| is — ocen 
| e presumptions set up by this article may be rebutted. 


Article 35. 

Conditional contraband is not liable to capture, except when found 
on board a vessel bound for territory bel: to or. ied by the 
enemy, or for armed forces of the enemy, and when it ot to be 

rged in an intervening neutral pare 

The ship’s papers are conclusive p eta pega gg DP ye pat dn ah 
which the ves is and as g% the port of discharge of the 
goods, unless she is found clearly out of rs course indicated bs her 
r.... gine a] reasons to justify such deviation. 

Article 36. 


be gee Asc the provisions of article 35, conditional contraband, 
if shown to have the destination referred to in article 88, is liable to 
capture in cases where the enemy country has no seaboard. 


Article 87. 


A vessel carrying goods liable capture as absolute or conditional 
con’ d may ee Sree eS e high seas or in, the territorial 


traban 
waters of the a Bellis rents throughout the whole of her voya en if 
she is to touch at paces of call ‘ore reaching the hostile eating ion. 
Article 88. F 


A vessel may not be captured on the ground * she has carried 
contraband on a previous — if such carriage is in point of fact 


t d. 
ee Article 39. 
Contraband goods are liable to condemnation. 
Article 40. 
A vessel carrying contraband may be condemned if the contraband, 
reckoned either by S aine weight, volume, or freight, forms more than 
half 


the cargo. 
* Article 41. 
1 carrying contraband is released, she may be condemned 
3 IK tap cents Bor p hienas incurred by the captor in t of the 
8 eee national prize court and the custody of the ship and 
‘go d e ngs. 
: ee Article 42. 


to the owner of the contraband and are on bonoi 
ble to condemnation. 


Article 43. 
If a vessel is tere ten ee at a, while unaware of the rag nny Food 


Goods which belon 
the same vessel are | 


hostilities or of the tion of contraband which applies to 

cargo, the contraband can not be condemned except on — 
com ensation ; the vessel and the remainder of the are 
not le to condemnation or to the costs to in 
article 41. F... e EEE ne after becoming aware 
of the outbreak o 2 wt. the ð ration of contraband „ has 


f 
no opportunity of discharging the 
me AA 18-4 — to be aware of the — — of a state 3 
or of a Senter on of om , if she lef: a neutral 
to the ponneton to the power to which such port belongs at 
break of hostilities or of the declaration of contraband, respectively, 
acd that such notification was made in sufficient A vessel 
also deemed to ttt... riae tame Al dies left 
an enemy port after the outbreak of hostilities. 
Article 44. 
on the ground that she is carrying 
ble to condemnation on account of the 
when circumstances per- 
the master is willing to hand 
warshi 


A vessel which has been sto; 
contraband, and which is not 
proportion ‘of contraband on board, 
mit, be allo 


rege „ that has been 
under these condi 
(Lawrence, Documents Illustrative of International Law, 336-343.) 
No. 1. American note, August 6, F adoption of Heed 
declaration of London as a tem e of na wal 
to the American embassies at Berlin, a, St. Petersburg, and 
and to the American legation at ) 


{The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London.) 


Mr. Bryan nap aio Mr. Page to inquire whether the British Goy- 
ernment is willing to “pe ee that the laws of naval warfare as laid down 
by the declaration of London of 1909 shall ye licable to naval war- 
fare during the present confli ded that the Govern- 

war also agree to oe 

application. an fu eta Mr. 2 — to state ote 
3 of the — 3 2 oe that an — oe 

ws b e rents would prev: 

as to the OE EP between neu powers and the ding which 
im wd t is earnestly hoped that this inquiry may receive 


10 Diplom tic with belligerent Governments relating 
. ren 
to neutral rights and commerce, 8. 1 ef by the Department of tat 
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o 2. Statement, August 22, 1914, regarding the German reply to 
sg 1. (The dispatch of Aug. 20 herein referred to does not appear 
te have been published.) 

(The American ambassador at Berlin to the Secretary of State.) 


Mr. Gerard refers to department’s August 15 5 = p. m, and says his 
August 20, 1 a. m., by way of Copenhagen, states that the German 
Government will a ply the declaration of London, “aes its provisions 
are not disregard y other belligerents. woe core, © 

No. 8. British ie August 22, 1914, re ying to 
(The secretary of state for foreign affairs ad 2 Š "the American 

ambassador.) 


norm: 


posong 0 ve 5 
8 neutrals. 

I have the honor to inform your = epi Ont that His ct ng 
Government, who attach great importance to the views 
your excellency’s note and are p ea by a keen desire 
so far as ible the interests of neutral countries, haye 
most careful consideration, and have pleasure stating 

have decided to adopt generally the uae of the declaration 

in question, subject to certain modifications and additions which they 
judge indispensable to the efficient conduct of their naval operations. 
A detailed explanation of these additions and modifications is contained 
in the inclosed memorandum. 

The eg t = to carry the above decision into effect have now 
been taken b issue of an order in council, of which I have the 
honor to tt Bie „copies herein for your excellency’s information and 
for transmission to gor ur Government. 

I may add that Majesty's Government, in deciding to adhere to 
the rules of the declaration of London, subject only to the aforesaid 
modificati and additions, have not waited to — 4 the intentions of 
the enemy ernments, but have been, actuated by a desire to ter- 
minate at the earliest moment the condition of uncertainty which has 
been p pina weer the interests of neutral trade. 

I have, etc., E. A. Crows. 

Po. Corr. 6.) 

Aasian note, October 22, 1914, 1 the suggestion 
3 in No. 1 and defining the policy of the United States irre- 
spective of the declaration of London. 

(The Secretary of State ad pc heen F the American ambassador at 
n. 


Inasmuch as 


present war; that, therefore. this Government will insist 


defined by the existing rules of international law and the treaties of 
the United States ve of the 1 of the declaration of 
2 and that this 5 reserves to itself the right to enter 

rotest or demand in each case in which those rights and duties so 
de ined are violated or their free exercise interfered with by the author- 
ities of His Britannic Majesty's Government. 


Dip. Corr. 8.) 

g 2 B American note, October 24, 1914, similar to No. (Same to 
ia Anerian embassies at Vienna, St. Petersburg, and Paris and to the 
American Legation at Brussels.) 

(The Secretary of State ad n s the American ambassador at 
riin. 

Referring to department's Augos: oL 6, 1 p. = and embassy’s October 22, 
relative to the declaration London, Mr. sing instructs Mr. 
Gerard to inform the German Government that the suggestion of the 
department to belligerents as to the adoptos of declaration for sake 


LANSING, 


of uniformity as to a tem 833 code of naval warfare during the 
present conflict has — thdrawn because some of the rents 
are un to accept the declaration without modifications and that 


United S ut regard to 

that the Government of the United” right 
to enter a protest or demand in pais case in which the rights and 
duties so defined are violated or their free exercise interfered with by 
the authorities of the belligerent Governments. 


(Dip. Corr. 8.) 
No. 6. British proclamation, October 29, 1914, revising the list of 
con of war. 


Whereas on the 4th day of August, 1914, we did issue our roped procla- 
mation specif. the articles which it was our intention treat as 
1 of war during the war between us and the German Em- 
peror ; 

Whereas on the 12th day of August, 1914, a did our ro; roclama- 
tion of that date extend our proclamati . te the war 


Whereas on the 21st ron Pi 3 e e 


eras 
Whereas it is expedient to cnnsolianie the said lists and to make certain 


additions thereto: Now, therefore, 


We do 25 — secant 33 at a 5 Eo advice of our privy Sua that 


the list of con the schedules to = 
RE * may iE ee OS of september a afore- 


tions of the 4th da of J f August 

mentioned are hereby wi 
subile oan the 
as absolute con- 


continuance of the war or until we a ehr ru 
articles enumerated in schedule 1 hereto will be tren 


traband and the articles enumerated in schedule 2 hereto will be treated 
conditional contraband. 
SCHEDULE 1. 


Arms of all kinds, including arms for sporting purposes, and their 
. . 
jectiles, charges, and cartridges of all kinds, and their dis- 
tinctive component parts. 
8 Powder and explosives specially prepared for use in war. 
Sulphuric acid. 
8. ence mountings, limber boxes, N military wagons, field forges, 
Snan peat aap component pare 
Cloth finders and their di ctive component part: 
5 bi and equipment of a distinctively DAARS, character. 
8. , draft, and pack animals suitable for use in war. 
9. me Alnas of harness of a 9 military character. 
10. Articles of camp equipment and their distinctive component parts. 
11. Armor plates. 
12. Hematite iron ore and hematite pig iron, 
13. Iron tes. 
14. Nickel ore and nickel. 
2 55 
. Copper, unwrought. 
17. Lead, pig, sheet, or pipe. 
18. Aluminum. Een 
19. Ferrosilica. 
20. Barbed wire and implements for fixing and cutting the same. 
21. Warships, including boats and their distinctive pat parts 
ot aach A natare that t they ċan only be ona of W. 

8 airships, balloons, and air craft of all kinds and 
thas component rts, 3 masta with accessories and articles receg- 
nizable as inten for use in connection with balloons and air 

23. Motor vehicles of all kinds and their component parts. 

24. Motor tires; rubber. 

25. Mineral oils and motor spirit, except 5 olls. 

26. Implements and apparatus designed exclusively for te manufac- 
ture of munitions of war, for the manufacture or repair of arms, or 
war material for use on land and sea. p 


SCHEDULE II. 


me and chrome ore, 


1. Foodstuffs. 

2. Fo and feedings stuff for animals. 

3. Cio fabrics tor clothing, and boots and shoes suitable for use 
ee 


Gold and silver in coin or bullion ; paper money. 
$: Vehicles of all 8 other than motor vehicles, available for use 
in war, and their component parts. 
essels, 5 = boats of all kinds; floating docks, parts of docks, 
and their componen 


phs, and telephones, 
eral oils. Lu 2285 
9. fae hur- and explosives not specially prepared for use in war. 
11. Glyverine, 
12. Horseshoes and shoeing materials. 
13. Harness and saddlery. 
14. Hides of all kinds, or wet; —— raw or dressed; leather, 
r suitable for harness, or 1 boots. 
jae eld glasses, telescopes, 8 and all kinds of nautical 


ents. 

(Dip. Corr., 12, 13.) 

No. 7. British o order in council, October 29, 1914, adopting the decla- 
ration of London, exclusive of the lists of contraband and noncontra- 
band, and inclusive of certain other modification 
Whereas by an order in council, dated the 20th. day of A p 3 . — 

os es 


His Majesty was pleased to declare that 1 e presen 
the convention own as tion of London „ subject 
to certain e gag and modifications therein specified, be adopted 


and put in force b Pied y's Government; and 
Maeres the said additions and modifications were rendered necessary 
y the conditions of the present war 
Whorens it is desirable and possible now to ‘to reenact the said order in 
council with amendments in order to minimize 
pac gg N +) innocent N trade 9 b 
is Majesty, by and with the advice of 
io. . and it is hereby ordered, as follows: 
. Keent hostilities, the visions of the convention 
n as tion of London , Subject 3 the exclusion of 
the lists of 5 and noncontraband, and to the modifications 
125 set out, be adopted and put in force byt His Majesty's Gov- 
ernmen 
The modifications are as follows: 
i) A neutral vessel, oo papers indicating a neutral 3 
which notwithstanding the destination shown on the paper s procesas 
to s iis port abafl be Hable to 8 and condemnation if she is 
enco tafor ‘ore the end of her next vo 
ai), The destination referred to in aria a 33 of the said declaration 
shall (in pesca a to 3 agp eee laid down in article 34) be pre- 
sumed bo es the goods are consigned to or for an agent of the 


Pyeng “the Stig’ 35 of the said decla- 
le 
rt “the. the goods are consigned “ to 
it the ship's papers do no niw who is the € co ee of the goods, or 
if they show a ee of the goods In territor longing to or occu- 
pied by the enemy. 
(iv) In the cases covered by the precedin SEs (iii) it shall 
lie moan the owners of the goods to prove ir destination was 


2. Where it is shown to 
secretari 


ing conditional contraband to a port in that country shall not be immune 
na capture. 

The order in council of = 20th August, 1914, directing the adop- 
tion and enforcement the present hostilities of the convention 
known as the declaration of 
fications therein specified, is hereby repealed 


don, eed to the additions and modi- 
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4. This order may be cited as “ the declaration of London order in 
council, No. 2, 1914.“ 

And the lords commissioners of His Majesty's Treasury, the Lords 
Commissioners of the Admiralty, and each of His Majesty's principal 
secretaries of state, the president of the probate, divorce, and Admira ty 
division of the high court of justice, all other judges of His Majesty's 
prize courts, and all governors, officers, and authorities whom it may 
concern, are to give the necessary directions herein as to them may 
respectively appertain. 

Dip. Corr., 13, 14.) 

No. 8. Announcement of the British Admiralty, November 2, 1914, 
pala the North Sea a military area. (Not printed in Dip. Corr., 
etc. 

During the last week, the German have scattered mines indiscrimi- 
nately in the open sea on the main trade route from America to Liver- 
pool via the north of Ireland. 

Peaceful merchant ships have already been blown up, with loss of 
life, by this agency. 

The White Star liner Olympic escaped disaster by pure luck and 
but for warnings given by tish cruisers other British and neutral 
merchant and passenger. vessels would have been destroyed, 

These mines can not have been laid by any German ship of war. 
They have been laid by some merchant vesse! fying a neutral flag, which 
has come along the trade route as if for purpose of peaceful commerce, 
and, while profiting to the full by the immunity enjoyed by neutral mer- 
chant ships, has wantonly and recklessly endangered the lives of all who 
travel on the sea. 

In these circumstances, having regard to the great interests intrusted 
to the British navy, to the safety of peaceful commerce on the high 
seas, and to the maintenance within the limits of international law of 
trade between neutral countries, the admiralty feels it necessary to 
adopt exceptional measures eposnpriate to the noyel conditions under 
which this war is being waged. 

It therefore gires notice that the whole of the North Sea must be 
considered a military area. Within this area merchant shipping of all 
kinds, traders of all countries, fishing craft and all other vessels will be 
exposed to the gravest dangers from mines it has been necessary to lay 
oes warships searching vigilantly by night and day for suspicious 
craft. 

All merchant and fishing vessels of every description are hereby 
warned of the dangers they encounter by entering this area, except in 
strict accordance with admiralty directions. Every effort will be made 
to convey this warning to neutral countries and to vessels on the sea, 
but from November 5 onward the admiralty announces that all ships 
passing a line drawn from the northern point of the Hebrides through 

e Farne Islands to Iceland do so at their own peril. 

Ships of all countries wishing to trade to and from Norway, the 
Baltic, Denmark, and Holland are advised to come, if inward bound, 
by the English Channel and the Strait of Dover. There they will be 
siven sailing directions which will pass them safely, so far as Great 
Britain is concerned, up the east coast of England to the Farne Islands, 
whence a safe route will, if possible, be given to Lindesnas Lighthouse. 

From this point they should turn north or south, according to their 
destination, keeping as near the coast as possible. The converse applies 
to vessels outward bound. 

By strict adherence to these routes the commerce of all coutries will 
be able to reach its destination in safety so far as Great Britain is con- 
cerned, but any straying even for a few miles from the course thus 
indicated may be followed by fatal consequences. (The New York 
Tribune, Noy. 8, 1914. 

No. 9. German note, November 23, 1914, regarding the British and 
French modifications of the declaration of London. (Sent also to other 
neutral powers. ‘Text of American reply not yet published. Summary 
in the New York Times, November 24, 1914.) 


(The German ambassador to the Secretary of State.) 


According to an order in council of August 20, 1914, the British Goy- 
ernment intends to act, during the present hostilities, in accordance 
with the provisions of the declaration of London relative to the law of 
naval warfare of February 26, 1909, subject to some additions and modi- 
fications. However, these additions and modifications are of such a 
nature that they obliterate the said declaration in several vital points 
and at the same time encroach on the accepted rules of international law. 
Further modifications of great consequence are contained in the procla- 
mation of September 21, 1914, 

First. The most vital modifications of the declaration of London 
are contained in the rule concerning conditional contraband under Nos. 
3 and 5 of the above-mentioned order in council, 

Article 33 of the declaration of London defines that there can be no 

uestion of conditional contraband except in the case where cargo is 

— for the use of the administrative departments or the military 
forces of the hostile power. Moreover, according to article 35 the 
question whether goods are conditional contraband or not can under 
no circumstances arise when the vessel is sailing for a neutral port. 

The above provisions which are, in the main, in accordance with the 
accepted rules of international law and represent the outcome of the 
just weighing of the interests of the belligerents on the one side and 
of the neutral countries on the other side, are as as annulled by 
the said order in council, for, according to its No. 3, the hostile destina- 
tion of the cargo is to be presumed in every case where the consignee 
of the cargo is under the control of the authorities of the hostile State. 
This, however, means nothing else but that each and every cargo 
shipped to the hostile country is liable to be seized because all inhabi- 
tants of that country are under the control of the authorities. This 
rule is supplemented by No. 5 of the said order, which sets forth that 
all vessels on the voyage for neutral ports are liable to be seized for 
having conditional contraband on board. Thus, the rule of the con- 
tinuous voyage, applicable only in the case of absolute contraband, is 
declared applicable also with regard to conditional contraband in con- 
travention of article 35 of the declaration of London. In this manner 
the more lenient regulations with regard to conditional contraband 
established by the declaration of London are simply set aside with the 
result that conditional contraband is virtually on the same footin 
absolute contraband. In consequence the supply by neutrals of objects 
of conditional contraband, especially of foodstuffs, destined only for the 
consumption of the inhabitants of a belligerent country, which is uni- 
versally considered legitimate in international law, is practically ren- 
dered illusory, whereby the interests of the belligerents as well as neu- 


trals are violated in a manner contrary to the law of nations. 
As events at the theaters of naval warfare proye, England proceeds 
in this respect In the most high-handed manner, even enforcing a con- 
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trol over supplies destined for the countries adjacent to Germany, and 
thereby endangering their victualing. 

Second. The British Government considers itself at liberty to totally 
disregard the lists of absolute contraband and of merchandise not to 
be declared contraband (free list) contained in articles 22, 24, and 
28 of the declaration of London. In its definition of contraband of 
August 5, 1914, specially upheld by No. 1 of the said order in council, 
it has declared airships and parts thereof absolute contraband, while 
according to No. 8 of article 24 of the declaration of London such 
objects can only be regarded as conditional contraband. Above all, by 
proclamation of September 21, 1914. it has declared rubber, hides, and 
skins, as well as various kinds of iron ore, to be conditional contraband. 
although these articles are not all, or only in an indirect way suitable 
for purposes of warfare, and were therefore placed in the free list. 
(Art. 28, Nos. 3, 4, and 6.) In this manner the universally ac- 
cepted principle of international law that neutral trade with objects for 
exclusively peaceful use must not be disturbed by the belligerents is 
wantonly set aside, 

Third. No. 2 of the said order In council contains a further aggra- 
vation of the rules concerning contraband. For article 38 of the 
declaration of London, in accordance with the accepted principle of 
international law, permits the seizure of a vessel for carrying con- 
traband only as long as such is on board the vessel; whereas the 
British Government claims the right of seizing the vessel during its 
entire voyage if carriage of contraband has taken place under false 
shipping documents. In this manner neutral shipping with the bellig- 
erent reer is exposed to constant chicane, since vessels may be 

not only by reason of evident facts, viz, the existence by con- 
traband on board, but also by reason of a frequently not provable 
affirmation with regard to their previous acts. 

Fourth. By the rule established under No. 4 of the said order in 
councll the right of seizure on account of blockade running is unduly 
extended, since according theréto knowledge of the blockade is to be 
assumed even in the case that, after a certain time since the notifi- 
cation of the blockade of an enemy port to the local authorities has 
elapsed, a vessel has sailed from another enem rt. By this rule 
the British Government attempts, beyond the limits drawn by inter- 
national law, to put the authorities of the hostile country into the 
service of the British naval forces and to enforce this service by the 
Sapone of neutral vessels, 

birth. According to an acknowledged prinicple of international law, 
confirmed by the declaration of London, only such persons traveling 
on board of merchant vessels are liable to be made prisoners of war 
as have already incorporated in the hostile military forces. This rule 
is clearly established by article 45, No. 2, in conjunction with article 
47 of the declaration of London, and is, moreover, treated in detail 
in the general report of the drafting committee of the conference of 
London, in the first paragraphs to notes to 45. As it is set forth in 
the general report, for judicial reasons as well as for practical con- 
siderations, it was agreed at the conference that persons belonging to 
the active military forces exclusively shall be liable to be made pris- 
oners of war when traveling on neutral ships, not, however, persons 
who, in order to fulfill their military services, are retu to their 
country, as in the case of members of the reserve. Although the said 
order in council has acknoweldged as binding the above-mentioned 
two articles, as well as the notes of the general report, the British 
naval forces have, nevertheless, seized on merchant vessels, sailing un- 
fer the Dutch, Norwegian, or Italian fag, German subjects liable to 
do military service but not yet incorporated in the military forces, and 
made them prisoners of war. In this manner they have not only 
gravely violated the established principles of international law, as ex- 
pressed in the declaration of London, but also infringed on an act of 
their own legislation, I. e., the said order in council. 

According to a decree of the President of the French Republic, pub- 
lished in the Journal Officicl of August 6, 1914, France has taken 
the same stand as Great Britain in the said order in council. More- 
over, in the same manner as the British naval forces, the French naval 
forces have captured German persons liable to do military service on 
neutral vessels, notably on Dutch and Spanish vessels. 

It is thus evident that the regulations issued by Great Britain and 
France, and even more so their respective nayal forces, are disregard- 
ing in the most wanton way the provisions embodied in the declaration 
of London relative to the law of naval warfare. 

It is Great Britain's acknowledged aim to hit not only the military 
but also the commercial power of their adversaries by way of ralyz- 
ing netural trade, and in pursuing this pu they encroach in an 
unjustifiable manner not only upon the legitimate commerce between 
the neturals and the enemy but also upon the commerce among the 
neutral countries themselves. It is true that thus far the declaration 
of LONGOR —— Akin: 8 moraro Pi aft pe ener it has been 
specially acknow y the delegates of a g signatory powers, 
including those of Great Britain and France, that, in the main, the 
provisions of the declaration of London are in accordance with the 
generally acknowledged principles of international law, which must 
be considered much more serious, because in course of former wars 
in which she was neutral, notably in the Russo-Japanese war, Great 
Britain has always protestcd most emphatically against violations of 
international law of the indicated order. (See the British Blue Book, 
Russia No. 1, 1903, correspondence respecting contraband of war, 


. 8, ete. 

p The 8 German Government has thus far * observed the 
declaration of London and has embodied the contents of its 15 7 
in the German prize-court regulations of September 30, 1914 (cf. 
Reichsgesetzblatt, 1914, p. 275). it has not changed this attitude even 
in view of the flagrant violations of law committed by its adversaries. 

However, the imperial German Government must now study the 
question whether it will be able to continue to maintain the above 
attitude if the enemy powers abide by the procedure observed by them 
and if the neutral powers allow such violations of the principles of 
neutrality to go on to the detriment of German interest. 

The imperial German Government considers it, therefore, of interest 
to learn which position the neutral powers intend to take toward the 
attitude adopted by Great Britain and France contrary to international 
law, and particularly whether it is their intention to measures 
against the acts of violence committed on board their merchant ves- 
sels against German subjects and German property.—(The New York 
Times, Noy. 24, 1914.) 

No. 10. British proclamation, December 23, 1914, again revising the 
list of contraband of war. (See No. 6.) 

Whereas on the 4th day of August, 1914, we did issue our royal 

roclamation specifying the articles which it was our intention to 
2 as contraband of war during the war between us and the German 
Emperor; and 
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Whereas on the 12th day of August, 1914, we did by our ro; procla- 
mation of that date extend our 1 aforementioned: to the war 
between, us and the Emperor of Austria, ming of Hungary ; and 

Whereas on the 21st: day of September, 1914, we did by ove royal 
proclamation of that date make: certain additions to the list of articles 
to be treated as contraband of war; and 

Whereas on. the 29th day of October, 191 e did b — 
proclamation of that date withdraw the hagr — of con and and 
substitute * the lists contained in the schedules to the said 
proclamation; an 

Whereas it’ is en to make certain alterations in and additions 
to moh said) lists: 

Now, therefore, we do hereby declare, by — With the advice of our 

pny council, that the lists of contraband contained in the- schedules 

our somal roclamation: of the 29th day of October aforementioned 
are hereby withdrawn, and that in lieu thereof during the continuance 
of the war or until we do give further public notice the articles 
enumerated in Schedule I I hereto will be treated as absolute contraband, 
and the articles enumerated in Schedule II hereto will be treated as 
conditional contraband. 

SCHEDULE T. 


1. Arms of all kinds, including arms for sporting purposes, and their 
distinctive CONOR parts. 

Projectiles, charges; and cartridges of all kinds and their dis- 
tinctive component parts. 
Powder and explosives specially prepared for use in war. 
4. Ingredients of explosives, via, Micke acid, sulphuric acid, 8 
ee calcium acetate and nd all other metallic ace tates, hag 2 potas- 
trate, the fractions of the distillation 8 of coal 
between: benzol and cresol, inclusive, besten ie gps — dimethyl- 
aniline, ammonium perchlorate, sodium perchlorate, sodium chlo: 
barium chlorate, ammonium nitrate, cyanamide, potassium. chlorate, 
Soe! Sus nitrate, mercury. 
. Resinous products, 1 1 and turpentine (oil and spirit). 

Gun mountings, limber boxes, 2 military wagons, feld forges, 
and thoir distinctive component 

7. Range. finders and their dis ak component parts. 

8. Clothing and equipment of a distinctiv: milf character. 

85 Saddle, draft, and pack animals suitable for use war. 

All kinds of harness of a distinctively crag re! character. 

14 Articles. of camp equipment and their distinctive * 
parts. 

12. Armor plates. 

13. Ferro, alloys, including ferrotungsten, ferromolybdenum, ferro- 
manganese, ferrovanadium, ferrochrome. 

14. The following metals: Tungsten, pte age vanadium, nickel, 
mre es cobalt, hematite, pig. iron, manga 

. The following ores: olftamitec 6 scheelite, molybdenite, man- 
ue 8 1 nickel ore, chrome ore, hematite: tron ore, zine ore, lead 
2 81 uxite. 

16.. Aluminum, alumina, and salts of aluminum. 

17. Antimony, together with the sulphides and oxides of antimony. 

5 1 unwrought and part wrought, and copper wire. 

ig, sheet, or pipe. 
Barbed wire and implements for fixing and cutting the-same: 

21. Warships, including boats and distinctive 5 parts 
of such a nature that they can only be used on a vessel of war. 

22. Submarine: e apparatus. 

23. Aeroplanes, straina bal oons, and air crafts of all kinds, and 
their Nei einean ti ether with accessories and articles recog» 
nizable as intend tae use in connection with balloons and air craft. 

24. Motor vehicles of all kinds and their component parts. 

25. Tires: for motor vehicles and for cycles, torera with articles 
— materials especially adapted for use in the manufacture or repair 


tires 
26. Rubber (including raw, waste, and reclaimed rubber) and goods 
ae 5 of rubber. 


rites. 
1 oils and motor spirit. except lubricating oils. 
28. Implements: and apparatus designed exclusively for the manu- 
facture of munitions of war, tor the manufacture or repair of arms, 
or war material for use on land and sea. 


SCHEDULE 11. 
1. F 


oodstnffs. 
2. Forage and 3 stuffs for animals. 
3 Clo fabrics for clothing, and boots and shoes suitable for 


4. Gold | and silver in coin or bullion; paper money 

5. Vehicles of all kinds, other than motor vehicles, available for use 
in war, and their component parts. 

6. Vessels, craft, and poate Log all kinds; floating docks, parts of 
docks. and their component pa: 

7. Railway materials, both Paxed and rolling stock, and materials for 
telegraphs, 7 telegraphs, and telephones. 


8. —— other than m Us. Lubricants. 

9. er and explosives not prepared for use in war. 
10. 388 and ng ma 

11. Harness and saddl 

ae 2 of all kinds, dry or wet; 


(Dip. 8 15; 105 
No. 11. American note, December 26, 1914, in reference to tlie seizure 
and- detention of American cargoes destined for neutral ports. 
15 7 8 at London Dec. 28 and published three days later. See Ne Nos. 
an y, 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London.) 


The present condition of American foreign trade resulting from the 
frequent seizures and detentions of American cargoes 8 to neutral 
European ports has become- so serious as to state- 


t war. 
therefore, communicate the. follo to 
principal — — of stute for foreign affairs, but 5 — doing you wi (nog? ba a 


that th 

between the two countries than silence, which: may be- misco: 

into. acquiescence: in a course of conduct which. this Government can 

soa Dub consider to be an infringement upon the rights of American 
zens. 


action. to prevent . —— from reaching the enemy. or this reason 
— . — not disposed to judge this 1 hasty or protest it vigorously, 
to American trade with the 


upon the high regard which Great Britain has so often exhibited in the 


began, 
mati ally changed their policy and do — treat less orously ships 
and between neutral pru in the peaceful rsuit of 


signees, rather tham to order,” is still awaited. 

It is: needless. to point out to His Majesty's Government, usually the 
champion of the freedom of the seas and the rights of trade, that —.— 
not 3 is the normal relation between natlons and that the com- 
merce between countries which are not belligerents should not be — . 
fered. with by those at war unless such. interference is manifest! 
imperative: necessity ta protect their national safety, and then * ‘to 
the extent that it is anecessity. (Sec. 20.) It is kn no lack of a 
ciation of the momentous nature of the present struggle in which 
Britain is engaged, and with no selfish desire to gain undue ESET. 
advantage that this Government is reluctantly forced to the conclusion 
that the present policy of His esty’s Government toward neutral 
ships and cargoes: exceeds. Se . t necessity of a enor and 
constitutes restrictions: 4 — ne afer of American citizens on the 
high. seas which are not the rules: of international law or 
required under the . of Tir preservation. 

The Government- of the United States do does not intend at this time 
to. disouss: the propriety of including certain: articles. in the lists of 
abpolute and conditional contraband which have been proclaimed by 
Its Majes Open to objection as some of these seem to this Govern- 
ment; the chief ground of present complaint is the treatment of cargoes 
of both classes of articles when bound to neutral ports. 

Articles listed as absolute contraband, shipped from the United States 
andi consigned to neutral countries, have been seized and detained on 
soll und that the countries to which they were destined have not 

bited the exportation of such articles; Unwarranted as such de- 
we are in the opinion of this Government, American exporters. are 
further pag ne by the apparent indecision of the British eg nego 
in apply ng their own rules to nentral cargoes. For example, a ship- 
ment of copper from this country to a specified consignee in Sweden 
— detained beeause, as was stated by Great Britain, Sweden had 
pi laced. no embargo. on copper. On the other hand, Italy not only pro- 
bited the export of copper, but, as this Government is informed, put 
im force a decree that shipments to- Italian consignees or to order" 
which arrive in ports of Italy can not be —.—— or transshipped. The 
only exception: Italy makes is of copper which: passes through that coun- 
try in transit to 2 — country. In far "deciined of these decrees, however; 
the British foreign office: has thus ed to affirm that copper 
shipments: consigned to Italy will, not be: molested on the seas, 
Seizures are so numerous and gelaya so prolonged that exporters are 
afraid to send thelr copper to- . lines decline to accept 
it, and insurers. refuse to issue policies upon it. In a word, a legiti- 
mate trade is being greatly impaired through, uncertainty as to the 
treatment which it may expect at the hands of the British authorities. 

We feel that we are abundantly: justified in asking for information as 
to the manner in es the British 8 3 to carry out 
the policy ——— Ber have adopted in o that we may determine 

o: protect our aiteaw: ¢ engaged in foreign trade 
from the serious losses to ich they are linble 
to which. their cargoes are i 


international conduct. As evidence of this, attention is directed to the 
fact that a number of the American cargoes: which have been seized 
consist of 8 ae other articles of common use in all countries 


thorities made t seizures and detentions without, so me as we are 
informed, in- possession oñ facts w: » warranted a reasonable 
belief t the shipments had in ty a rent Sa as 


y 
et this belief is ys redu 
a mere fear im view: a nae embargoes- which have been decreed by the 
neutral countries to which they are destined on the articles composing 
the- cargoes: 


the South Afi m war 
“ Poodstuffs, though having a hostile destination, can be considered 
as contraband of war only if they are for the enemy's forces; it is not 
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sufficient that they are er of being so used, it must be shown that 
this was in fact their destination at the time of their seizure.” 

With this statement as to conditional contraband the views of this 
Government are in entire accord, and upon this historic doctrine, con- 
sistently maintained by Great Britain when a belligerent as well as a 
neutral, American shippers were entitled to rely. 

The Government of the United States Saye admits the full right 
of a belligerent to visit and search on the high seas the vessels of 
American citizens or other neutral vessels carrying American goods and 
to detain them when there is sufficient evidence to justify a belief that 
contraband articles are in their cargoes; but His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, judging by their own experience in the past, must realize that 
this Government can not without protest permit American ships or 
American cargoes to be taken into British ports and there detained for 
the purpose of searching generally for evidence of contraband or upon 
presumptions created by ba municipal enactments which are clearly 
at variance with international law and practice. 

This Government believes, and earnestly hopes His Majesty's Gov- 
ernment will come to the same belief, that a course of conduct more 
in conformity with the rules of international usage, which Great 
Britain has strongly sanctioned for many years, will the end better 
serve the interests of belligerents as well as those of neutrals. 

Not only is the situation a critical one to the commercial interests 
of the United States, but many of the great industries of this country 
are suffering because their ucts are denied long-established markets 
in European countries, which, though neutral, are contiguous to the 
nations at war. ucers and exporters, steamship and insurance 
companies are pressing, and not without reason, for relief from the 
menace to trans-Atlantic trade which is gradually but surely destroy- 
ing their business and threatening them with financial disaster. 

he Government of the United States, still relying upon the d 
sense of justice of the British Nation, which has so often mani- 
fested in the intercourse between the two countries during so many 
rears of uninterrupted friendship, expresses confidently the hope that 
lis Majesty's Government will realize the obstacles and difficulties which 
their 27 18755 policy has placed in the way of commerce between the 
United States and the neutral countries of Europe, and will instruct 
its officials to refrain from all unnecessary Interference with the free- 
dom of trade between nations which are sufferers, though not par- 
ticipants, in the present conflict, and will in their treatment of neu 
ships and yl pe conform more closely to those rules governing the 
maritime relations between belligerents and neutrals which have received 
the sanction of the civilized world, and which Great Britain has, in 
other wars, so strongly and successfully advocated. 

In conclusion, it should be impressed upon His Majesty’s Government 
that the present condition of American trade with the neutral European 
countries is such that, if it does not improve, it may arouse a Re 
contrary to that which has so long existed between the American 
British ples. Already it is be peng more and more the subject of 
public criticism and complaint. There is an increasing belief, doubtless 
not entirely unjustified, that the present British policy toward American 
trade is responsible for the depression in certain industries which de- 
peoa upon European markets. attention of the British Government 
s called to this possible result of their 2 8 7 policy to show how 
widespread the effect is upon the industrial life of the United States 
and to emphasize the importance of removing the cause of * 


RYAN. 
(Dip. Corr. 39-41.) 
No. 12. British note, January 7, 1915, replying tentatively to No. 11. 
(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


Your EXceLLency: I have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your 
note of the 28th of December. 

It is being carefully examined and the points raised in it are recely- 
ing consideration, as the result of which a reply shall be addressed to 
your excellency dealing in detail with the issues raised and the points 


to which the United States Government have drawn attention. This 
consideration and the preparation of the reply will necessarily require 
some time, and I therefore desire to send without further delay some 


preliminary observations which will, I trust, belp to clear the ground 
and remove some misconceptions that seem to exist. 

Let me say at once that we ar ert MeN. ar pw the most friendly spirit 
referred to by p excellency and that we desire to reply in the same 
spirit and in the belief that, as your excellency states, frankness will 
5 serve the continuance of cordial relations between the two coun- 
tries. 

His Majesty's Government cordially concur in the principle enun- 
ciated by the Government of the United States that a belligerent, in 
dealing with trade between neutrals, should not interfere unless such 
interference is necessary to protect the belligerent's national safety, 
and then only to the extent to which this is necessary. We shall en- 
deavor to keep our action within the limits of this principle on the 
understanding that it admits our right to interfere when such inter- 
ference is, not with “ bona fide” trade between the United States and 
another neutral country, but with trade in contraband destined for the 
enemy's country; and we are ready, whenever our action may unin- 
tentionally exceed this principle, to make redress. 

We think that much misconception exists as to the extent to which 
we have, in Pave interfe: with trade. Your excellency’s note 
seems to hold His Mi y’s Government nsible for the present 
condition of trade with neutral countries, and it is stated that, through 
the action of His Majesty's Goverment, the products of the great in- 
dustries of the United States have been denied long-established markets 
in European countries which, though neutral, are contiguous to the 
seat of war. Such a result is far from being the intention of His 
Majesty’s Government, and they would exceeding y regret that it should 
be due to their action. I have been unable to obtain complete or con- 
clusive figures showing what the state of trade with these neutral coun- 
tries has been recently, and I can therefore only ask that some further 
consideration should be given to the question whether United States 
trade with these neutral countries has en so seriously affected. The 
only figures as to the total volume of trade that I have seen are those 
for the exports from New York for the month of November, 1914, and 
they are as follows, compared with the month of November, 1913: 


Exports from New York for November, 1913, [and] November, 1914, 


N respectively. 
Denmark 

Sweden 

Norway —-— 

N 
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It is true that there may haye been a falling off in cotton exports, 
as to which New York figures would be no guide, but His Majesty’s 
Government have been most careful not to interfere with cotton, and 
its place on the free list has been scrupulously maintained. 

e do not wish to ay too much stress upon incomplete statistics; 
the figures above are not put forward as conclusive; and we are pre- 
pared to examine any further evidence with regard to the state of 
trade with these neutral countries, which may 23 to a different 
conclusion or show that it is the action of His Majesty's Governmen 
in particular, and not the existence of a state of war and consequen 
diminution of purchasing power and shrinkage of trade, which is 

msible for adverse effects upon trade with the neu countries, 

at the existence of a state of war on such a scale has had a very 
adverse effect upon certain great industries, such as cotton, is obvious; 
but it is submitted that this Is due to the eneral cause of diminished 
rcha power of such countries as ce, Germany, and the 
om, rather than to interference with trade with neutral 
n the matter of cotton, it may be recalled that the British 
Government gave special assistance aga the Liverpool Cotton Ex- 
change to the renewal of transactions in the cotton trade of not only 
the United Kingdom but of many neutral countries. 

Your excellency’s note refers in ar to the detention of 
copper. The figures taken from official returns for the export of 
copper from the United States for Italy for the months during which 
the war has been in progress up to the end of the first three weeks of 


December are as follows: 
1913, 15,202,000 pounds; 1914, 36,285,000 pounds. Norway, Sweden, 
Denmark, and Switzerland are not shown separately for the whole 


period in the United States returns, but are includ 
“Other Europe” (that is, Europe other than the United Kingdom, 
Russia, France, Belgium, Austria, Germany, Holland, and Italy). The 
Seer br | figures under this heading are as follows: 


7,271,000 pounds; 1914, 35,347,000 pounds. s 
With such figures the presumption is very strong that the bulk of 
copper consigned to these countries has recently been intended, not for 
their own use, but for that of a belligerent who can not import it 
for the safety of this 
country while it is at war that His Majesty's Government should do 
all in their power to stop such part of this import of copper as is not 
genuinely destined for neutral countries. 

Your excellency does not gon any 8 shipment of copper 
to Sweden which has been detained. ere are, however, four con- 
rae ogy to Sweden at the present time of copper and aluminum 
which, though definitely consigned to Sweden, are, according to posi- 
tive evidence in the possession of His Majesty's Government, definitely 
destined for Ge 8 

I can not believe that with such figures before them and in such 
eases as those just mentioned the Government of the United States 
would question the propriety of the action of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment in ing suspected cargoes to a prize court, and we are con- 
vinced that it can not be in accord with the wish either of the Govern- 
ment or of the le of the United States to strain the international 
code in favor of private interests so as to prevent Great Britain from 
taking such legitimate means for this purpose as are in her er. 

With regard to the selzure of foodstuffs to which your 8 
refers, His Majesty's Government are pre to adm at food- 
stuffs should not be detained and put into a prize court without pre- 
sumption that they are intended for the armed forces of the enem 
or the enemy Government. We believe that this rule has been ad- 
hered to in practice hitherto, but if the United States Government 
have instances to the contrary we are prepa to examipe them, 
and it is our present intention to adhere to the rule, though we can not 
give an unlimited and unconditional undertaking in view of the de- 
parture by those against whom we are fighting from hitherto accepted 
rules of civilization and humanity and the uncertainty as to the extent 
to which such rules may be violated by them in future. 

From the 4th of August last to the 3d of January the number of 
steamships proceeding from the United States for Holland, Denmark 
Norway, Sweden, and Italy has been 773. Of these there are 45 
which have had consignments or cargoes placed in the prize court, 
while of the ships themselves only 8 have been placed in the prize 
court, and 1 of these has since been released. It is, however, essen- 
tial under modern conditions that where there is real und for sus- 
pecting the presence of contraband the vessels should brought into 
port for examination; in no other way can the right of search exer- 
cised, and but for this practice it would have to be completely aban- 
doned. Information was received by us that special instructions had 
been given to ship rubber from the United States under another designa- 
tion to escape notice, and such cases have occurred in several instances. 
Only by search in a port can such cases, when suspected, be discovered 
and proved. The necessity for examination in a port may also be 
illustrated by a hypothetical instance, conn with 8 which 
has not yet occurred. Cotton is not specifically mentioned in your 
excellency’s note, but I have seen pores statements made in the 
United States that the attitude of His Majesty's Government with 
regard to cotton has been ambiguous, and thereby responsible for de- 
pression in the cotton trade. There has never been any foundation for 
this allegation. His Majesty's Government have never put cotton on the 
list of contraband; they have throughout the war kept it on the free 
list; and on every occasion when 3 on the int they have 
stated their intention of adhering to this practice. ut information 
has reached us that precisely because we have declared our intention 
of not interfering with cotton, ships cang cotton will be specially 
selected to carry concealed contraband; and we have been warned 
that copper will be concealed in bales of cotton. Whatever suspicions 
we have entertained, we have not so far made these a ground for 
detaining any ship grit 3 cotton, but should we have information 
giving us real reason to believe in the case of a particular ship that 
the bales of cotton concealed copper or other contraband the only way 
to prove our case would be to examine and weigh the bales, a process 
that could be carried out only by bringing the vessel into a yet In 
such a case, or if examination justified the action of His Majesty's 
Government, the case shall be brought before a prize court and dealt 
with in the ordinary way. 

That the decisions of British prize courts hitherto have not been 
unfavorable to neutrals is evidenced by the decision in the Miramichi 
ease. his case, which was decided against the Crown, laid down that 
the American shipper was to be paid even when he had sold a 5 
C. i. f. and when the risk of loss after the cargo had been shipped did 
not apply to him at all. 

It has further been represented to His Majesty's Government, 
though this subject is not dealt with in your excellency’s note, that 


in the heading 


It is therefore an imperative necessity 


- 1916. 
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our embargoes on the export of some articles, more Hy rubber, 
have interfered with commercial interests in the United States. It 
is, of course, difficult for His Majesty's Government to permit the 
export of rubber from British Dominions to the United States at a 
time when rubber is essential to belligerent countries for carryin, 
on the war, and when a new trade in exporting rubber from the Uni 
States in 3 large quantities to neutral countries bas actually 
sprung up since the war. t would be im ible to permit the ex- 
port of rubber from Great Britain unless the right of His Majesty's 
Government were admitted to submit to a prize court cargoes of rubber 
exported from the United States which they believe to be destined fot 
an enemy country, and reasonable latitude of action for this purpose 
was conceded. t His s Government have now provisionally 
come to an arrangement with the rubber exporters in Great Britain 
which will permit of licenses being given under proper guaranties for 
the export of rubber to the United States. 

We are confronted with the growing danger that neutral countries 
contiguous to the enemy will become on a scale hitherto unprecedented 
a base of supplies for the armed forces of our enemies and for ma- 
terials for manufacturing armament. The trade figures of imports 
show how strong this tendency is, but we have no complaint to make 
of the attitude of the Governments of those countries, which, so far 
as we are aware, have not departed from proper rules of neutrality. 
We endeavor in the Interest of our own national safety to prevent this 
danger by intercepting goods really destined for the enemy without 
interfering with those which are “ bona fide” neutral. 

Since the outbreak of the war the Government of the United States 
have changed their previous practice and have prohibited the publica- 
tion of manifests till 30 days after the departure of vessels from 
the United States ports. We bad no “locus standi" for complain- 
ing of this change, and did not complain. But the effect of it must 
be to increase the difficulty of ascertaining the presence of contraband 
and to render necessary in the interests of our national safety the 
examination and detention of more ships than would have been the 
ease if the former practice had continu 

Pending a more detailed reply, I would conclude by saying that 
His Majesty’s Government do not desire to contest the general principles 
of law on which they understand the note of the United States to 
be based, and desire to restrict their action solely to interferences 
with contraband destined for the enemy. His Majesty’s Government 
are prepared, whenever a cargo coming from the United States is 
detained, to opiat the case on which such detention has taken place, 
and would gladly enter into any arrangement by which mistakes can 
be avoided and reparation secured promptly when any injury to the 
neutral owners of a ship or cargo has been improperly caused, for 
they are most desirous in the interest both of the United States and 
of other neutral countries that British action should not interfere 
with the normal importation and use by the neutral countries of goods 
from the United States, Bidir 

. GREY. 


have, etċ., 

(Dip. Corr. 41—44.) 

No. 13. 75 1 Be proclamation cf the German Federal Council, 
January 25, 1915. reference to foodstuffs. 

Available supplies in the Empire of wheat, rye, both unmixed and 
mixed with other products, also unthrashed, are seized for war. Grain 
company limited, and wheat, rye, oats, and barley flour are seized for 
the municipality or district where the products are found. Flour in 
transportation to be seized for the municipality in the district of 
destination. 

Exempted from seizure are supplies belonging to the Government's 
naval or military departments, municipalities, war grain company, cen- 
tral purchasing company, or individual amounts of flour of thrashed grain 
not exceeding together 220 pounds. 

Attached supplies re? not be touched, and legal proceedings in their 
regard are null and void. The feeding of animals with such supplies 
is particularly forbidden, Owners must take the necessary steps to 
conserve their supplies. 

Sales to the war n company and to municipalities are allowed. 
Sales from one municipality to another require the consent of higher 
administrative authorities and must be reported to the central dis- 
tributing bureau. An agriculturist may, however, give his employers 
9 a of breadstuffs per month each, and may keep sufficient seed for 
sowing. 

The admiralty mills are to fulfill contracts for February, 1915, 
and deliver flour. Dealers and private mills may sell up to half of 
the flour bought from January 1 to 15. Bakers may prepare three-quar- 
ters of the average daily consumption of January 1 to 15. The same 
applies to flour not se 8 

nfringements are punishable with one year’s imprisonment or 10,000 
marks fine. Persons having, on February 1, supplies of materials men- 
tioned, and oats, must report the amount and ownership. The supplies 
of seeds must be parttonlarly given, The war grain company and the 
central purchasing company need not make a report. The Government 
and military supplies must also be reported. akers and mills must 
report how much is used from January 1 to January 15 and the 
changes in stores. Verification by officials is permitted. 

Competent authorities will regulate the process of dispossession. An 
adequate price must be paid, but the stores not reported are not paid 
for when taken. ‘The person dispossessed must look after the materials 
until the dispossessor is ready to take the same over. For this the 
person dispossessed obtains recompense. Attachment and dispossession 
apply also to straw of unthrashed grain. 

Fhe war grain company, on request, is bound to supply to the 
municipality a part of all grain allotted to the district of the latter or 
to transfer the title in said grain. It is also bound to take over seized 
flour at the request of the municipality for the latter as far as possible 
and to oversee the sale of the same. It Is also bound, at the wish of 
the municipality, to keep the quantity of the n in the district up 
to the amount assigned and to pe it to be milled by the district mills. 

The mills will grind the grain given by the war Db company and 
by the central purchasing company or by the muni lity. 

Payment for grinding set by the Government officials. Mills may 
deliver the flour and their ag sas fi only to the war grain company or 
to the municipality. The war grain company may furnish flour to the 
municipalities and army and navy authorities only. The price is sub- 
ject to regulation by the Government officials. 

Bran from such grain is to be delivered per Government orders and 
price fixed for same. An Imperial distribution office is established to 
apportion; with the help of the war grain company, the existing sup- 
plies until the next harvest. 

A body com of 16 members of the Bynfesrat (sic) [Bundesra 
1. e., Federal council] and 1 member each of the German agricultur. 


advisory boards and the German national chamber of commerce and 
the municipal association, The municipalities must furnish to this 
see facts rding their grain supplies. 

unicipalities will regulate the amount used of supplies in their dis- 
trict, particularly the amounts given to bakers and retailers, but within 
the limit set by the central tributing bureau. ae can 
also prescribe all rules and regulations for making and g bread. 
Municipalities receive a bonus of 10 per cent of the value of the 
amount returned of the unused quantity allotted them for any stated 
period, these bonuses to be used for food for people. Municipalities 
will fix the prices for flour assigned by them. 

The foregoing regulations do not apply to the grain and flour im- 
ported after January 31, 1915. Imported grain and flour may be given 
over by importers only to the war grain company, the central purchas- 
ing company, or the municipalities. 

Cities and communities of more than 5,000 souls are to take meas- 
ures for conservation of meat and arrange for the supply of preserved 
meat. To this end communities may take over the ownership of swine 
and fix the price therefor, (The New York Times, February 18, 1915. 

No. 14. Announcement of the Germany Admiralty, February 4, 1915, 
declaring the waters around Great Britain a war zone: 

1. The waters surrounding Great Britain and Ireland, including the 
whole English Channel, are hereby declared to be war zone. On and 
after the 18th of February, 1915, every 1 818 merchant ship found 
in the said war zone will be destroyed without its being always pos- 
sible e avert the dangers threatening the crews and passengers on that 
account. 

2. Even neutral ships are exposed to danger in the war zone, as in 
view of the misuse of neutral iaga, ordered on January 31 by the Brit- 
ish Government, and of the accidents of naval war, it can not always 
be avoided to strike even neutral ships in attacks that are directed at 
enemy ships. 

3. Northward ms ages around the Shetland Islands, in the eastern 
waters of the North „and ina 2 of not less than 30 miles width 
along the Netherlands coast is in no danger. (Dip. Corr. 52-53.) 

No. 15. Memorandum of the German Government, February 4, 1915, 
W the declaration of a war zone: 

ince the commencement of the present war Great Britain’s conduct 
of commercial warfare against Germany has been a mockery of all the 
58 of the law of nations. While the British Government have 

several orders declared that their naval forces should be puan by 
the stipulations of the declaration of London, they have in realit; 
repudiated this declaration in the most essential points, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that their own delegates at the maritime conference of 
London acknowledged its acts as forming part of existing interna- 
tional law. The British Government have placed a number of articles 
on the contraband list which are not at all, or poy Tey indirectly, 
capable of use in warfare, and consequently can not treated as con- 
traband either under the declaration of London or under the generally 
acknowledged rules of international law. In addition they have in fact 
obliterated the distinction between absolute and conditional contraband 
by confiscating all articles of conditional contraband destined for Ger- 
many, whatever may be the port where these articles are to be un- 
loaded, and without regard to whether they are destined for uses of 
war or peace. They have not eyen hesitated to violate the declaration 
of Paris, since their naval forces have captured on neutral ships Ger- 
man property which was not contraband of war. Furthermore, they 
have gone further than their own orders ting the declaration of 
London and caused numerous German subjects capable of bearing arms 
to be taken from neutral ships and made prisoners of war. Finally, 
they have declared the North Sea in its whole extent to be the seat of 
war, thereby rendering difficult and extremely dangerous, if not impos- 
sible, all navigation on the high seas between Scotland and Norway, 
so that they have in a way established a blockade of neutral coasts 
and ports, which is contrary to the elementary principles of generally 
accepted international law. Clearly all these measures are part of a 
plan to strike not only the German military operations but also the 
economic system of Commany, and in the end to deliver the whole 
German people to reduction by famine by intercepting legitimate neu- 
tral commerce by methods contrary to international law. 

The neutral wers have in the main acqui in the measures 
of the British vernment; in eran they have not been success- 
ful in securing the release by the British Government of the German 
subjects and German merchandise illegally taken from their vessels, 
To a certain extent they have even contributed toward the execution 
of the measures adopted by England in defiance of the principle of 
the freedoni of the seas by prohibiting the export and transit of goods 
destined for e purposes in Germany, thus evidently yielding to 
pressure b and. The German Government have in vain called 
the attention of the neutral powers to the fact that Germany must 
serious] uestion whether it can any longer adhere to the stipula- 
tions of the declaration of London, hithe strictly observed by it, 
in case 5 continues to adhere to its practice and the neutral 
powers persist in looking with indulgence upon all these violations of 
neutrality, to the detriment of Germany. reat Britain invokes the 
vital interests of the British Empire, which are at stake, in justification 
of its violations of the law of nations, and the neutral powers appear 
to be satisfied with theoretical protests, thus actually admitting the 
vital interests of a belligerent as a sufficient excuse for methods of 
wacing war, of whatever description, 

The time has come for Germany also to invoke such vital interests. 
It therefore finds itself under the 3 to its regret, of taking 
military measures against England in retaliation for the practice fol- 
lowed by Englan l. Just as England declared the whole North Sea 
between Scotland and Norway to be comprised within the seat of 
war, so does Germany now declare the waters surrounding Great 
Britain and Ireland, including the whole English Channel, to be com- 

rised within the seat of war, and will prevent by all the military 
means at its dis I all navigation by the enemy in those waters. 
To this end it Il endeavor to destroy, after February 18 next, any 
merchant vessels of the enemy which present themselyes at the seat 
of war above indicated, although it may not always be ssible to 
avert the dangers which may menace persons and merchandise. Neu- 
tral powers are accordingly forewarned not to continue to intrust their 
crews, passenge or merchandise to such vessels. Their attention 
is furthermore called to the fact that it is of urgency to recommend 
to their own vessels to steer clear of these waters. It is true that the 
German Navy has received instructions to abstain from all violence 
against neutral vessels recognizable as such; but, in view of the 
hazards of war aud of the misuse of the neutral flag ordered by the 
British Government, it will not always be possible to prevent a nevtral 
vessel from becoming the victim of an attack intended to be directed 
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aie a vessel of the enemy. It is oe ganaron that naviga- 
in the waters north of the Shotland s outside. the danser 
zone, as well as navigation in the eastern part Ay the North Sea, and 
in a zone 30 marine miles wide along the Dutch coast. 

The German onerant a announces this measure at a time —— 
and neutral sl make the necessary 


ting en 
to reach ie ee cae ne Oe are Weg 


ports situa 
a powers. will accord consideration to the vi tereats of G of Gere 
— Bayer EE on thake 
keeping their subjects and their goods far from the seat of war; 5 
more so since they likewise have a great interest in the t termina- 
tion at an early of the war Dew ravaging, t (Di „Corr. waist 
No. 16. Statement of the Britis office, rare 


Rs Sie ETE 

regarding the use of neutral flags German declaration. 
war zone: 

The use of a neutral flag is, with certain limitations, henge 2 
lished in as a ruse de guerre. The only effect in th 
of a mer tman wearing a fiag other than her national flag is 
compel the enemy to follow the ord obligations of naval = se 
and satisfy him as to the nationality of the vessel and the character 
of be CARO. b exami ee before capturing her and taking her into 
a prize court for adjudication. 

he British Government has almaya considered — use of the 3 

colors by foreign vessels legitimate for the purpose enn Sentara. 
Such practice not only involves no breach o east 5971. ut it 
is specifically 8 by the law of tale country in the chant 
1 act Pot 1894 

In instructions to British consuls in 1914 it is stated: “A ship is 
Mable to capture LS a ec regu Lee egg is improperly assumed, except 


urpose if she thought fit. 
5 By the rules of international law, the customs of War, and the die- 
tates of humanity, it is obligatory upon a r reg to ascertain the 
character of the merchant vessel and cargo before capture. Germany 
has no right to disregard this oD tion. 

To destroy a ship, noneembatant crew, and cargo, as Germany an- 
nounced her intention of doing, is nothin vor 2 an act of piracy 


of the inet seas. (The New York Ti ‘eb. 5.) 

No. British note, February 10, 1915, Liat aa? beac the 
88 note of December ber 26, 1914 REE 11 AA — regurd to . seizure 
and detention of American cargoes: (See No. 12.) 


(The secretary of gdis for foreign affairs to ae American ambassador.) 


liminary answer, 
your note of the 28th 
detentions of American 


rovides no means of redress. 

8 tion, I think it well to take the F tier 
— of the methods employed by Majesty's 
r 


giving a general revie 


consiztency with the admitted right of a 1 to intercept such 
trade, an nd also. of of the extent to which the; ve endeavored to meet 
the representations and complaints from e to time addressed to 


coari opon any wa 
result evous d 
that io ibik take, 
at in this endous 
3 1 
try to escape all injury and loss, but 


is not = bi 

I do not understand the paragraph which I have quoted from your 
4 — 5 as referring to these indirect consequences of the 
state of war, but to the more proximate and direct effect of our belliger- 
ent action in dealing with neutral ships and cargoes on the high seas. 
Such action has been limited to vessels on their way to enemy ports or 
ports in neutral countries adjacent to the theater of war, because it is 
only through such ports that the enemy introduces the supplies which 
he requires for on the war. 

In my earlier note 


it ‘s 
necessary to take inte consideration the general statistics of the rt 
trade of the United it mgr during the months preceding the ou of 


Taking the in millons of n months the exports of merchandise 
from the United States for the seven months ot — . — to July, i914, 
inclusive, were 1,201, as co the correspondin 


months of 1918, a ‘arop of $1 


For the mon August, 8 1 and November —that is 
teen ae ns the manne eet ing the delivery of your 
excellency’s note—the of the rts of merchan were — 
000,000 as co: „000, in the corresponding months of 
1913, a drop of $256,000, 

If, however, the single article of cotton be bagi — the com- 
pariso: m, the show a vi 23 t result. Thus the exports of all 
articles! of merchandise other tton from the United States —.— 


e first seven months of 1914 were $966,000, 000 as $ 
boo in 1913, a a drop of 401.000 500, or 143 per cent. the other 
the exports of the same articles during the months August to November 
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amounted to $608,000,000 as co with „000,000 in 1913, a 
ager iy V 
It is therefore clear that if cotton be excluded the effect of the war 


as your 
overn- 


belligerent es unde us no 
absence of a lockade to. selze or interfere with it 5 on its way 
to a re mt country in neutral ships. Consequently no cotton has 
been u. 


Into the causes of the decrease in the exports of cotton I do not feel 
that there is any need for me to enter, because whatever 
the hg it wer not 2 Pe . in the exercise of the 
visit, search, 


an immense n of spindles Though 
this condition has now to a aan extent passed RUSS, S00 the 8 
of the raw material in Steat Br — was temporarily much diminished, 
The same is no doubt true of 

that the naval 88 


of Great 3 are not the cause of one, diminution in the v 


t paragraph of the circular Is worth quot- 


verba 
WN ark Fe in our foreign trade is indicated by the 
latest reports issued by_the Department of Commerce ‘through its 


Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Commerce, sales of f 
certain lines of manufactures having unusua. in Novem- 
ber, the latest period for which detailed information is at hand. In 
om 2 — exports aggregated 5206, 000,000, or double the total for 

t last, w. by reason of outbreak of 2 our —. iby 5 


s and 


fe to the 2 — od ket reached In many Leer In Decembe: 
further improvement, the month's exports b. valued at $24,000, 000, 
om with $233,000,000 in seta 191 and within $4,000,000 
e high record established in Decem! 19139 
A better view of the situation is obtained 1 Be looking at the figures 
month by month. The exports of merchandise for the fast five months 
have been (in millions of dollars) : 
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The outbreak of war produced in the United States, as it did in all 
neutral countries, an acute but temporary disturbance of trade. Since 
that re there seems to have been a „ for to-day the 

rts- from the United States stand at a on the 
same date last year. 

Before bassina away from the statistics of trade, and in order to 
demonstrate still more clearly if necessary that the naval operations 
of Great Britain and her allies have had no detrimental effect on the 
volume of trade between the United States and neutral countries, it is 
worth while to analyze the figures of the exports to Europe since the 
peice gers of hostilities. “eo Pi ca — poge the European countries 

ht to be gronped und Great Britain and those 
A ting with her, neutral loiaren, and enemy countries. It is, how- 
eyer, impossible for me to group tbe countries in satisfac- 
torily, as the es relating to the export trade of the United. States 
with each coun have not y Fog published. In the preliminary 
statement of the export trade of the United States with forelgn coun- 
tries only principal countries. are 7 —.— and various countries which 
are tabulated separately in the more detailed monthl 
commerce and finance are omitted. Those omitted incl : 
m- 


portance in dealing with this apes poor 8 5 also A 
So far as it is e to tribute ao the headin 
which I have indicated ve (all the —.— given in pig 


of dollars), the results are. as follows: 


Total rts to Europe from the Ist of A t to the 30th of 
November, 413,995, as t 597,842 in 1913. Of these, Great 
Britain and her allies took 288,312, as against 316,805 in 1913. Ger- 


many and Belgium took 1,881, as against 177,136 in 1913; whereas 
neutral countries (among which Austria-H is unavoidably in- 
cluded) Lec d 123,802, as against 103,401 in 1913. 

The complaint in zen excellency’s note was that the action 
of Grea’ rn was fanpage adversely the raami of the United States 
with neutral coun The naval operations of Great Britain cer- 
tainly do not interfere: with commerce from the United States on its 
way to the United Kingdom and the allied countries, and yet the 
exports to Great Britain and her eae during those four months 


The inference may fairly be drawn from tees Ay 
ere taken from the official oe the dade of th A 
1 — A not 2 
the n countries urope compared wi 
revious years but also that a Paubskantial 1 part “ot this trade was, in 

intended for the enemy coun 3 neutral 
ports by routes to which it was serim pi Barr 

One of the many inconveniences to which this . war is exposing 
the commerce of neutral countries is Saona Sires the serious ariar 


age in shi available for ocean transpo: co uential 
ERIE of extensive, Treights. ey 
Hage caused by Great 


It can not fairly be said that this sho’ 
Britain's interference with neutral sht At EE emg’ time there 
essels awal cation in the prize 


n to e pa 
vessels that it "open to them to apply to the court for the release 
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of these ships on bail, and if an get of this sort is made by 
them it is not likely to be oppona y the Crown. There is therefore 
no reason why such an application should not be favorably enter- 
tained by the conrt, and, if acceded to, all these vessels will again be 
available for the carriage of commerce. Only one neutral vessel is 
now detained in this country in addition to those awaiting adjudication 
in the prize court. 

Every effort has been made in cases in which it has been found 
8 to institute proceedin against rtions of the cargo to 
secure the speedy discharge of the cargo and the release of the ship, 
£o as to enable it to resume work. Great Britain is suffering from 
the shortage of shipping and the rise in freights as acutely as, if 
not more than, other nations, and His Majesty a Government have 
taken every step that they could consistently with their belligerent 
interests to increase the tonnage available for the transport of sea- 
borne commerce. The enemy ships which have been condemned in 
the prize courts in this country are being sold as rapidly as possible 
in order that they may become available for use; and those which 
have n condemned in the prize courts oversea are being brought 
to this country in order that they may be disposed of here and again 
placed in active employment. 

The difficulties have been accentuated by the unforeseen consequences 
of the convention which was signed at The Hague in 1907 relative to 
the status of enemy merchant vessels at the outbreak of war. This 
convention was a well-intentioned effort to diminish the losses which 
war must impose upon innocent persons, and provided that enemy 
merchant ships seized by a belligerent in whose ports they lay at the 
outbreak of war should not be condemned, but should merely be de- 
tained for the period of the war, unless they were liberat in the 
days of grace. We could come to no arrangement with the German 
Government for the reciprocal grant of days of grace, and the Ger- 
man merchant vessels lying in British ports when the war broke out 
have therefore been sentenced to detention in lieu of condemnation. 
The normal result would have been still further to reduce the volume 
of shi ping available for the commerce of the world. To ease the 
situation, however, His Majesty's Government are resorting to the 
power of requisitioning which is given by the conyention, so that 
these ships may again placed in active service. 

Your excellency will see, therefore, that His Majesty's Government 
are doing all in their power to increase the volume of shipping avail- 
able. I hope it will be realized that the detention of neutral ships 
by His Majesty’s Government with a view to the capture of contra- 
band trade on its way to the enemy has not contributed nearly so 
much to the shortage of shipping as has the destruction of neutral 
vessels by submarine mines indiscriminately laid by the enemy on the 
hi seas, many miles from the coast, in the track of merchant ves- 
sels. Up till now 25 neutral vessels have been reported as destroyed 
by mines on the high seas; quite 3 from all questions of the breach 
of treaties and the destruction of life, there is far more reason for 
protest on the score of belligerent interference with innocent neutral 
trade through the mines scattered by the enemy than through the 
British exercise of the right of seizing contraband. 

I trust that what I bave said above will be sufficient to convince 
Your Excellency's Government that the complaints that the naval 
policy of Great Britain has interfered with the shipments of American 
products to long-established markets in neutral European countries is 
founded on a misconception. 

In justice to the peoples of both countries, I feel that this oppor- 
tunity should be taken to explain the lines on which His Majesty's 
Government has been acting hitherto. so as to show that the line 
they have followed is in no way inconsistent with the general funda- 
mental principle of international law and to indicate the care with 
which they have endeavored to meet the representations which have 
been made by the United States Government from time to time dur- 
ing the war on these questions. 

No one in these days will dispute the general proposition that a 
belligerent is entitled to capture contraband on their way to 
the enemy: that right has now me consecrated by long usage 
and general acquiescence, Though the right is ancient, the means 
of exercising it alter and develop with the changes in the methods 
and machinery of commerce. A century ago the difficulties of land 
transport rendered it impracticable for the belligerent to obtain sup- 
plies of sea-borne goods through a neighboring neutral country. 
Consequently the belligerent actions of his opponents neither required 
nor justified any interference with shipments on their way to a neutral 
port. This principle was recognized and acted on in the decisions in 
which Lord Stowell tand down the lines on which captures of such 
goods should be dealt with. 

The advent of steam power has rendered it as easy for a belligerent 
to supply himself through the ports of a neutral contiguous country 
as through his own and has therefore rendered it impossible for his 
opponent to refrain from interfering with commerce intended for 
the enemy merely because it is on its way to a neutral port. 

No better instance of the necessity of countering new devices for 
dispatching contraband goods to an enemy by new methods of apply- 
ing the fundamental principle of the right to capture suċh contraband 
can be given than the steps which the Government of the United 
States found it necessary to take during the American Civil War. 
It was at that time that the doctrine of continuous voyage was first 
applied to the capture of contraband; that is te say, it was then for 
the first time that a belligerent found himself obli to capture con- 
traband goods on their way to the enemy, even though at the time 
of capture they were en route for a neutral port from which they were 
intended subsequently to continue their journey. The policy then fol- 
lowed by the United States Government was not inconsistent with 
the general principles already sanctioned by international law, and 
met with no protest from His MATA Government, though it was 
upon British cargoes and upon British ships that the losses and the 
inconvenience due to this new development of the application of the 
old rule of international law principally fell. The criticisms which 
have been directed against the steps then taken by the United States 
came, and come, from those who saw in the methods ployed in 
Napoleonic times for tbe prevention of contraband n limitation upon 
the right itself, and fail to see that in Napoleonic times goods on 
their way to a neutral port were immune from capture, not because 
the immediate destination conferred a privilege, but because capture 
under such circumstances was unnecessary. 

The facilities which the introduction of steamers and railways have 
given to a belligerent to introduce contraband goos through neutral 
ports have imposed upon his opponent the additional difficulty, when 
9 to intercept such trade, of distinguishing between the 
goods which are really destined for the commerce of that neutral 
country and the goods which are on their way to the enemy. It is 
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one of the many difficulties with which the United States Government 
found themselves confronted in the days of the Civil War, and I 
can not do better than quote the words which Mr. Seward, who was 
then Secretary of State, used in the course of the diplomatic discus-. 
sion arising out of the capture of some goods on their way to 


‘Matamoros which were believed to be for the insurgents: 


“Neutrals engaged in honest trade with Matamoros must expect 
to experience inconvenience from the existing blockade of Browns- 
ville and the adjacent coast of Texas. While this Government un- 
feignedly regrets this inconvenience, it can not relinquish any of its 
belligerent rights to favor contraband trade with insurgent territory 
by insisting upon those rights, however, it is sure that that necessity 
for their exercise at all, which must be deplored by every friendly 
commercial power, will the more speedily be terminated.” 

The opportunities now enjoyed by a belligerent for obtaining sup- 
plies through neutral rts are far greater than they were 50 years 
ago, and the geographical conditions of the present struggle lend 
additional assistance to the enemy in carryi out such importation. 
We are faced with the problem of intercep such supplies when 
arranged with all the adyantages that flow from elaborate organization 
and unstinted expenditure. If our belligerent rights are to be main- 


tained, it is of the first importance for us to dis ish between 
what is really bona fide trade intended for the neutral country con- 
cerned and the trade intended for the enemy country. Every effort 


is made by organizers of this trade to conceal the true destination, 
and if the innocent neutral trade is to be distinguished from the 
enemy trade it is essential that His Majesty's Government should be 
entitled to make, and should make, careful inquiry with regard to 
the destination of particular shipments of goods even at the risk of 
some slight delay to the parties interested. If such inquiries were not 
made either the exercise of our belligerent rights would have to be 
abandoned, tending to the prolongation of this war and the increase 
of the loss and suffering which it is entailing upon the whole world, 
or else it would be necessary to indulge in indiscriminate captures ot 
neutral goods and their detention throughout all the period of the 
resulting prize court 1 Under the system now adopted 
it has been found possible to release without delay, and consequently 
without appreciable loss to the parties interes all the goods of 
which the destination is shown as the result of the inquiries to be 
innocent. 

It may well be that the system of making such inquiries is to a 
certain extent a new introduction, in that it has been practiced to a 
far greater extent than in previous wars; but if it is correctly de- 
scribed as a new departure, it is a departure which is wholly to the 
advantage of neutrals, and which has been made for the purpose of 
relieving them so far as possible from loss and inconvenience. 

There was a passage in a note which the State Department ad- 
dressed to the British ambassador at Washington on the 7th Novem- 
ber to which I think it may be well to refer: 

“In the opinion of this Government, the belligerent right of visit 
and search requires that the search should be made on the high seas 
at the time of the visit, and that the conclusion of the search should 
rest upon the evidence found on the ship under investigation, and not 
upon circumstances ascertained from external sources.” 

The principle here enunciated appears to me to be inconsistent with 
the practice in these matters of the United States Government, as 
well as of the British Government. It certainly was not the rule 
upon which the United States Government acted either during the 
Civil War or during the Spanish-American War, nor has it ever been 
the practice of the British Government, nor so far as I am. aware, 
of any other Government which has had to carry on a great naval 
war; as a principle I think it is impossible in modern times. The 
necessity for ving the belligerent captor full liberty to establish 
by all the evidence at his disposal the enemy destination with which 
the goods were shipped was recognized in all the ina A decisions 
in the prize courts of the United States during the Civil War. 

No clearer instance could be given than the reporter's statement 
of the case of the Bermuda (3 Wallace, 514): 

“The final destination of the cargo in this particular voyage was 
left so skillfully open.. that it was not quite easy to prove, with 
that certainty which American courts require, the intention, which it 
seemed plain must have really existed. Thus to prove it required 
that truth should be collated from a variety of sources, darkened and 
disguised; from others opened as the cause advanced, and by accident 
only; from coincidences undesigned, and facts that were circumstan- 
tia]. Collocations and comparisons, in short, brought largely their 
collective force in aid of evidence that was more direct.” 

It is not impossible that the course of the present struggle will 
show the necessity for belligerent action to be taken in various ways 
which may at first sight be regarded as a departure from old practice. 
In my note of the 7th January, I dealt at some length with the ques- 
tion of the necessity of tak vessels into rt for the purposes of 
carrying out an effective search, where search was necessary; to that 
subject I feel that I need not again recur. 

he growth in the size of steamships necessitates in many cases 
that the vessel should go into calm water, in order that even the right 
of visit, as apart from the right of search, should be exercised. In 
modern times a steamer is capable of pursuing her voyage i tive 
of the conditions of the weather. Many of the neutral merchantmen 
which our naval officers are called upon to visit at sea are encountered 
by our cruisers in paces and under conditions which render the 
launching of a boat impossible. The conditions during winter in the 
North Atlantic frequently render it impracticable for days together 
for a naval officer to board a vessel on her way to Scandinavian coun- 
tries. If a belligerent is to be denied the right of taking a neutral 
merchantman, met with under such conditions, inte calm water in 
order that the visiting officer may go aboard, the right of visit and 
of search would become a nullity. 

The present conflict is not the first in which this necessity has 
arisen. As long ago as the Civil War the United States found it 
necessary to take vessels to United States ports in order to determine 
whether the circumstances justified their detention. 

The same need arose during the Russo-Japanese War and also 
during the second Balkan War, when it sometimes happened that 
British vessels were made to deviate from their course and follow 
the crnisers to some spot where the right of visit and of search 
could be more conveniently ed out. In both cases this exercise 
of belligerent rights, although Spore ees at first by His Majesty's 
Government, was ultimately acquiesced in. 

No power in these days can afford during a great war to forego 
the exercise of the right of visit and search. Vessels which are 
apparently harmless merchantmen can be used for carrying and Jay: 
ing mines and even fitted to discharge torpedoes. Supplies for su 
marines can without difficulty be concealed under other cargo. The 
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only protection against these visks is to visit and search 


thoroughly 
tions, and if the ¢ircum- 


every vessel appearing in the zone of o i 
2 . e to it out at the spot 


¿stances are such as to render it impossi 
where the vessel was met with ‘the Banat d practicable course is to 
the ship to some more convenient l ty for the purpose. To do so 
is not to be looked upon as a new belligerent right, but as an adapta- 
tion of the existing right to the modern conditions of commerce. 
Like all belligerent righ it must be exercised with due regard for 
neutral interests, and it would be unreasonable to expect a neutral 
vessel to make long deviations from her course for this purpose. It 
is for this reason ‘that we have done all we ‘can to encourage neutral 
merchantmen on their way to ports contiguous to the enemy country 
to visit some British port 1 on their line of route in order that 
‘the necessary examination of the ship's papers, and, if required, of 
cargo, can be made under conditions of convenience to the ship 

herself. ‘fhe alternative would be to ‘keep a vessel ‘which the naval 
officers desired to board waiti it might be 
the weather conditions ‘enabled the visit to be carried out at sea. 

No war has been waged in which neutral individuals haye not 


‘facts can ‘be 
obtained ar 
is provided | 


a ship has been 9 as prize, ‘but has been ‘subsequently 3 


detained by them, without for condemnation having been 
taken, any in in ‘the perp, Meese ged by Order I, rule 2, 
includes goods) wishing to make a ela for costs an s in 
respect ‘thereof, shall issue a writ as provided ‘by Order II. A writ 
so issued will initiate a proceeding which will follow its ordinary 
course in ‘the court 


with a ship or goods by 
can be given of the discrimination and the moderation with which 
our naval officers have carried out their duties is to be found in the 
fact that up to this time mo proceedings for the recovery of 
‘pensation have been initiated under ‘the rule which I have quoted. 
It is the common experience of every war ‘that neutrals whose 
attempts to engage in suspicious trading are frustrated Bs belligerent 
are wont to have recourse to their Government to urge t diplomatic 
remonstrances should be made on their behalf, and that redress 
should be obtained for them in this way. When an effective mode 
of redress is open to them in the courts of a civilized country by 
which they can obtain adequate ‘satisfaction for any invasion of their 
rights which is contrary to the law of nations, the only course which 
is consistent with sound punapi is that they should be referred to 
that mode of ‘redress, and that no diplomatic action should be taken 


until their legal remedies have been exhausted, and they are in a 


position to show prima facie denial of justice. 

The course adopted by His Majesty's (Government prep, the Ameri- 
can (ll War was in strict accordance with this principle. In spite 
of remonstranees from many quarters, ‘they placed ‘full reliance the 


American prize courts to grant redress to the parties interested in 
cases. of alleged wrongful capture by American ships of war, and 
put forward no claims until the opportunities for redress in those 
courts ‘had been usted. The same course was adopted in the 
Spanish-American War, when all British subjects who complained 
of captures or ‘detentions of their ships were referred to the prize 
courts for relief. 

Before lenving the subject may I remind your excellency of the fact 
that at your request you are mow suppli im tely by this de- 
partinent with rticulars of every ship under American colors which 
s detained, and of every shipment of cargo in which an American 
citizen appears to be ‘the party Interested. Not only is the fact of 
‘detention notified to your excellency, but so far as és practicable the 
grounds upon which the vessel or — has been detained are also 
communicated to you—a concession which enables any United States 
.citizen to take steps at once to protect his interests. 

His Majesty's Government have also done all that lies in their 
ipower to insure rapid action when ships are reported in British ports. 
hey realize that the ship and cargo owners max reasonably expect 
un immediate decision to be taken as to whether the ship may be 
allowed to proceed, and whether her cargo or any part of it must 
be discharged and put into the prize court. ‘Realizing that the ordi- 
nary methods of interdepartmental correspondence might cause delays 
which could be obviated by another method of procedure, they esta 
lished several months ago a special committee, on which all the depart- 
ments concerned are Se, peor This committee sits dally, and is 
provided with a special clerical staff. As soon as a ship reaches 
port full particulars are telegraphed to London, and the case is dealt 


with at the next meet of the ‘committee, immediate steps being 
taken to ca out the action decided upon. By the adoption of this 
procedure it has been possible ‘to reduce to a minimum the 


delays to which neutral shipping is exposed by the exercise of belliger- 
ent rights, and by the necessity, we aint a conditions, of 
examini with care the destination of contraband articles. 

Parti attention is directed in your excellency’s note to the 
policy we are pursue with regard to conditional contraband, espe- 
cially foodstuffs, and it is there stated that a number of American 

have been seized without, so far as your excellency’s Govern- 

our being in possession of facts which warranted 
that the shipments had in reality a bel rent 
ite of the presumption of innocent use due to 

o neutral territory. The note does not specify 
those which formed the basis of this com- 
refers to 
council of 


ment are informed, 
a reasonable belief 
destination, and in 
their being destined 
any rticular seizures as 
plaint, and I am therefore not aware whether ‘the rege os 
earners which were detained before or since the order in 
t 


20th October was issued. 

Your excellency will no doubt remember that soon after the otit- 
break of war au order of His Majesty in ‘council was issued under 
which no distinction was drawn in the application of the doctrine of 
continuous voyage between absolute eontraband and conditional con- 
traband, and which also Le w upon the neutral owner of contra- 
‘band somewhat drastic conditions as to the burden of proof of the 
guilt or innocence of the 8 nt. 

The principle that the burden of proof should always be imposed 
‘upon the captor has usually been admitted as a theory. In practice, 


cies * 


however, it has almost always been. otherwise, and any student of 
the prize courts’ decisions of the t or even of modern wars will 
find that goods seldom escape con tion unless their owner was 
in a position to prove that their destination was innocent. An attempt 
was made some few years ago, in the unratified declaration of London, 
to formulate some definite rules upon this subject, but time alone can 
ow whether the rules there laid down will stand the test of modern 
warfare, 

The rules which His Majesty's Government 8 in the order 
in council of the 20th A t, 1914, were criticised by the United 
States Government as contrary to the generally ized princi- 
ples of international law, and as inflicting unnecessary hardship upon 
neutral commerce, and your excellency will remember the prolonged 
discussion which took place between us through the month of October 
with a view to finding some mew formule which should enable us 
to restrict supplies to the enemy forces, and to prevent the supply 
to the enemy of materials essential for the making of munitions of 
war, while inflicting the minimum of injury and interference with 
neutral commerce. It was with this object that the order in council 
of the 29th October was issued, under the provisions of which a far 
igh measure of immunity is confe upon neutral commerce. - 
In that order the principle of noninterferenee with conditional con- 
traband on its way to a neutral port is in 1 measure admitted ; 
only in three cases is the right to seize maintained, and in all those 
eases the opportunity is given to the claimants of the goods to establish 
their innecence, 0 

Two of those cases are where the ship's papers afford no informa- 
tion as to the person for whom the goeds are intended. It is only 
reasonable that a belligerent should be entitled to regard as suspicious 
cases where the sales of the goods do not choose to disclose the 
mame of the individual who is to receive them. The third case is 
thut of goods addressed to a person in the enemy territory. In the 
21 circumstanees of the present struggle, where the forces of 
he -enemy comprise so large a proportion of the population, and 
where there is 80 little evidence of shipments on private as distin- 
guished from Government account. it is most reasonable that the 
burden of proof should rest upon the claimant. 

The most difficult questions in connection with conditional contra- 
band arise with reference ito the shipment of foodstuffs. No country 
has maintained more stoutly than Great Britain in modern times the 
8 that a belligerent should abstain from interference with the 
‘oodstuffs intended for the civil population. The circumstances of the 
present struggle are causing His Majesty's Government some anxiect 
as to whether the existing rules with regard to conditional contraband, 
framed as they were with the object of 3 far as possible the 
supplies which were intended for the civil population, are effective for 
the purpose or suitable to the conditions present. ‘The principle which I 
have indicated above is one which His Majesty's Government have eon- 
stantly had to uphold against ‘the opposition of continental powers. 
‘In -the absence of some certainty that the rule would be respected by 
‘both parties to this conflict, we feel great doubt whether it should be 
regarded as an established principle of international law. 

Your excellency will, no doubt, remember that in 1885, at the time 
when Fis Majesty's Government were discussing with the French Gov- 
ernment this question of the right to declare foodstuffs not intended 
for the military forces to be contraband, and when public attention 
had been drawn to the matter, the Kiel Chamber of Commerce applied 
to the German Government for a statement of the latter's views on the 
subject. Prince Bismarck's answer was as follows: 

In answer to their representation ot the Ist instant, I reply to the 
chamber of commerce that any disadvantage our commercial and carry- 
ing interests may suffer by the treatment of rice as contraband of war 
does not justify our opposing a measure which it has been thought fit 
to take in carrying on a foreign war. Every war is a calamity, which 
entails evil consequences not only on the combatants but also on neu- 
trals. ‘These evils may easily be increased by the interference of a 
neutral power with the way in which a third carries on the war, to the 
disadvantage of the subjects of the interfering power, and by this means 
German ,commeree might be weighed with far henvier losses than a 
(transitory prohibition of the rice trade in Chinese waters. The measure 
in question has for its object the shortening of the war by increasing 
the difficulties of the veny and is a Jaa hane step in war if im- 
partially enforced against all neutral ships,” 

‘His Majesty's Government are disposed to think that the same viow 
is still maintained by the German Government. 

Another circumstance which is now coming to light is that an elab- 
orate machinery has organized by the enemy for the supply of 
foodstuffs for the use of the German Army from overseas. Under these 
circumstances it would be absurd to give any definite pledge that in 
eases where the 5 be proved to be for the use of the enemy 
forces they should given complete immunity by the simple expedient 
of dispatching them to an agent in a neutral port. 

The reason for drawing a distinction between foodstuffs intended 
for the civil population and those for the armed forees or enemy Gov- 
ernment disappears. when the distinction between the civil population 
and the armed forces itself disappears. 

In any country in which there exists such a tremendous organization 
for war as now obtains in Germany ‘there is no clear division between 
those whom the Government is responsible for feeding and those whom 
it is not. Experience shows that che power to requisition will be used 
to the fullest extent in order to make sure that the wants of the mili- 
tary are supplied, and however much goods may be imported for civil 
use it is by the D they will be consumed if mliitary exigen- 
require it, especially now that the German Government ‘have taken - 
control of all the foodstuffs in the country. 

Ido not ‘wish to overburden this note with statistics, but in proot 
of my statement as to the unprecedented extent to which sopua are 
reaching neutral ports I should like to instance the figures of the ex- 
ports of certain ‘meat products to Denmark during the months of Sep- 
tember and October, mmark is a country which in normal times im- 
ots a certain quantity of such products, but exports still more. 
913, during the above two months, the United States exports of lard 
to Denmark were nil, as compared with 22,652,598 pounds in the same 
two months of 1914. ‘The cor res wi 
were: 1918, nil; 1914, 1.022493 pounds ; canned 

0% pounds ; pickled 


exported to Denmark 
1 mineral lubrienting oll in 1914, as compared with 
179.252 in 113; to ‘Norway, 883.408 gallons in 1914, as against 151.170 


gallons in 1913; to Sweden, 806,193 gallons in 1914, as against 885,476 
gallons in 1913. y * d 
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1 5 have already mentioned the 5 the order in council of the 
20th October, and the transmission to your excellency of 

of ships and cargoes seized as instances of the efforts. which we have 

made throughout the course of war to meet all reasonable com- 

Jani Stade Gn boial ot. Anassees Citne anA m eye oe ee 

9 I alluded to the decision of prize in 

the Miramichi as evidencing the liberal principles adopted toward 

at pie commerce. 


should also like to refer to the steps which we took at the beginning 
of tive war to Insure the speedy release of cargo claimed by neutrals on |t 
board enemy ships which were captured or de at the outbreak of 
war. Under our prize court es release of such s can be o 


She 3 5 order, therefore, to ameliorate the situation we estab- 


claims. In the t majority of cases the 


roduction ot documents. 
without the 3 of ap 9 aaa the prize court and of 
the expense involved and without the risk, w. 
was in some cane a 73 —— e — * 97 goods being eventually 
held to be enemy property and condemned. We have reason to know 
that 5 75 action in this matter was highly appreciated by many Ameri- 
ean citizens. 

Another instance of the efforts which His Majesty's —— 
have made to deal as leniently as possible with 5 interests 
be found in the policy which we have followed wi 2 — to nthe 
transfer to a neutral flag of enemy ships belonging ‘te companies 
which were incorporated in the enemy country, but all of whose 
shareholders were neutral. The pent ee oy ratara e A by the British and by 
the American prize courts have always 
in fayor of the io rag in N es of neutral ä interests. (See 
the case of the Pedro, 1 354 
have consented to Salar our ‘belligerent Tights to treat as enem 
vessels shi belonging to companies incorporated in German —.— 
were subsi vt Aes d owned by American corporations. only 
condition whi we nave — is that these vessels ‘should take 
no further part in trade with the enemy 8 

I have given these motone o 5 the peua we have fo 
because I can not hel 3 t if the facts were more fully known 
as to the efforts which we have made to avoid inflicting any avoid- 
able inju on neutral interests, many of the ona. which have 
been received by the istration in Washington, and which led 
to the protest which your excellen handed to me on the 29th 
December would never have been made. My hope is that when the 
facts which I have set out above are reall when it is seen 
that our naval operations have not diminished American trade with 
neutral countries, and that the lines on which we have acted are 

consistent with the fundamental prine pee of international law, it 
will be a rent to the Government and people of the United States 
that His Majesty’s Government have hitherto endeavored to exercise 
their belligerent rights with every possible consideration for the inter- 
ests of neutrals. 

It will still be our endeavor to avoid injury and loss to neutrals, 
but the announcement by the German Government of their intention 
to sink merchant vessels and their cargoes without verifica 
their nationality or character, and without making any provision for 
the safety of noncombatant crews or for Hi 3 a nance of sav- 

ing their lives. has made it necessary s Government 
to consider what measures they should a Reg pete their inter- 
ests. It is im ble for one belligerent depart from rules and 
8 and for the other to remain bound | by 

have the honor, étc., 


(Dip. Corr. 44-52.) 


No. 18. American note, February 10, 1915, regarding the German 
declaration of a war zone. 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at Berlin.) 


Please address a note immediately to the Imperial German Govern- 
ment to the following effect : 

The Government of the United * —. aang had its attention 
directed to the proclamation of the German A ralty issued on the 
4th of February, that the waters surrounding Great Britain and 
Ireland, including the whole of the English Channel, are to be con- 
sidered as comprised within the seat of war; that all — merchant 
vessels found in those waters after the 18th instant will be destroyed, 
although it may not always be possible to save crews and passengers: 
and that neutral vessels expose themselves to danger within this 
zone of war because, in view of the misuse of neutral — said to have 
been ordered by the British Government on ‘the 81st January and 
of the contingencies of maritime warfare, it not be possible 
always to exempt neutral 8 our attacks ntended to strike 
enemy upe feels it to be its duty to the attention of the Imperial 
German Government. with sincere tt and the most friendly senti- 


E. Grey. 


ments but very candidly and earnestly, to the v a — bilities 
of 1 — course of action apparently contempla t procla- 
mation. 


The Government of the United States views those possibilities with 
such grave concern that it feels it to be its privil and indeed its 
the circumstances, to request the Im mperial | Ge 
ment to consider before action is taken the critical situation in 


a in tral 
seas is limited to visit and search, unless a blockade is 
claimed and effectively 3 which this Government 2 
understand to be proposed in this case. o declare or exercise a 
a 


EE 
3 
4 
d 
g 
3 
2842 
8 
ë 
ie 
E 


act so 


believe that the Imperial Government of Pae gars in casen — 
DOSa Ie A aoea] otenn Mig G at enemy ships are 


stands the right of visit and search to have been recognized. 
has carefully noted the lanatory statement 
issued by the Im — ent 


perial German at same time with 
= —— amation of the German Admiralty, and takes this occasion 
remind the Imperial German Government very respectfully that 
the Government of the United States is open to none of the criticisms 
for unneutral action to which the German Government believe 
er 


to a which may have been taken by 
the other bel t na in present war which operate to 
a position w — Era in holding those Ted pe 
matters warran governmen 
— in ane ~ for any untoward effects upon Ameri- 


ean Mie doe rine! ar eee ao gy gr law do 
not not justify a ‘and — 7 5 a — itself as free in the present 
8 


upon accepted principles 

the position indicated fn this note essels of war should act upon the 
0 

being used 


the mak in any other ligh 

which it would be very 
hard indeed to 8 with the frien 8 now so happily 
subsisting between the two Governments. 

If such a deplorable situation should arise, the Imperial German 
Government can readily appreciate that the Government of the United 
States would be co! to hold the I German Government 
toa strict accountability for such acts of 3 Authorities 
TO take apy stone ab sight. DO- HECHT tp RAKE TO ST eguard American 
lives and property and to secure to American ditisens the fall enjoy 


circumstance oecur that might even 3 
Governments, expresses the confiden’ a Oh T and expectation ee the 
W 


search, 
may be traversing the sea area delimited in the proclamation of the 
9 Admiralty. 

It is added for the information of the Imperial ern that 
representations have been made to His Britannic ee 8. 
ment in respect to — . use of the American for the 

protection of British ships. 


Noid aes y rand February ae i; the 
0 can memo; um, 3 n 
use of the American flag by British vessels. 1g, 3019 4.) z 


(The Secretary of State to the es DE N at London.) 


The department has gn advised of the declaration of the German 
2 on February 4. indicati eat the British Government 
had on January 31 con rae author the mage keiken of neutral flags on 
British merchant vessels presumably for the of avoiding 

recognition by German naval oe . de men's atte — — has 
also been directed to reports the of the 
Lusitania, acting upon orders or e —. — Phage: tLe British 
authorities, oe the American flag as his vessel approached the 
British coasts, in order to escape anticipated attacks by German sub- 
Vis press also contain an all official state- 
ment of the foreign office defeading the use of the flag of a ventral 
eountry by a belligerent vessel in order to escape capture or attack by 
an enemy. 
Assuming that the foregoing reports are true, 2 ne overnment of the 
United States, reserving for future consideration the legality and pro- 
2 captare, —— power in any case 


e en tfully to oint 
out to iis is Britanni Majest s Government “the Aen — pa end ar —— 


which may result to n vessels and American citizens i this this 
practice is continued. 


BRYAN. 


ine 2 the — val al visiting, ae Sas a 2 degree by 
on ey are elligerent national re- 
surdless of Pe eke nae a fag * 


is saí 7 — to adopt, would, if the declaration of the German 


the lives and 2 American citizens. 
The Government of the United States, therefore, trusts that His 
af Brisk VPV 
oo sh . ty from the — 2 ge use of the flag of the United 
sea . — defined in t German declaration, since such 
— ‘would greatly endanger the vessels of a friendly power navi- 
ga those waters and would even 5 to im upon the Gov- 
ernment of Great Britain a measure of responsibility for the loss of 
3 vessels in D na val 
1 


present TTT 


going an — impress him with the grave concern which this Governm 
eels in the cumstances in 
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You may add that this Government is making earnest representations 
to the German Government in regard to the danger to American vessels 
ssa 5 it the declaration of the German Admiralty is put into 
effect. 

Bryan. 

(Dip. Corr. 55.) 

. No. 20. American note, February 15, 1915, regarding the Withel- 
mina. (See also Nos. 25 and 40.) 
(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London.) 


The department notes that you have been informed by the British 
Government that the cargo of the American steamer Wilhelmina has 
been sent to prize court, but is not yet unloaded. The Government 
of the United States, of course, has no intention of interfering with 
the proper course of judicial procedure in the British prize courts, 
but it ms it proper to bring to the attention of the British Goy- 
ernment information which has been received in relation to the char- 
acter and destination of the cargo and to point out certain considera- 
tions prompting the yy, Pree that the seizure may not be justified. 

This Government is informed that the W. L. Green Co on Co., 
an American corporation organized in 1891, which in the past has 
made extensive shipments of goods to Germany, is the sole owner of 
the cargo which consists entirely of foodstuffs consigned to the W. L. 
Green Commission Co., Hamburg, and that the company’s manager, 
now in — has instructions to sell the cargo solely to the ci 
popula ton 0 Hamburg. A copy of the ship's manifest has been sub- 
mitted to this Government, accompanied by a sworn statement from 
the company’s manager in which he represents that he was instructed 
to proceed to Germany to dispose of the cargo to private purchasers in 
that country, and not to any belligercnt government nor armed forces 
of such government, nor to any agent of a belligerent government or of 
its armed forces. 

According to well-established practice among nations, admitted, as 
this Government understands by the Government of Great Britain, 
the articles of which the Wilhelmina’s cargo is said to consist, are sub- 
ject to seizure as contraband only in case they are destined for the 
use of a n vernment or its armed forces. The Govern- 
ment of the United States understands that the British authorities 
consider the seizure of the justified on the ground that a recent 
order of the Federal Council of Germany, promulgated after the vessel 
sailed, required the delivery of imported articles to the German Goy- 
ernment. The owners of the ca have resented to this Govern- 
ment that such a tion is untenable. ey point out that, by a 

rovision of the order in question as originally announced, the regu- 
tions in relation to the seizure of food products are made inap- 
licable to such products imported after January 31, 1915. They 
ther represent that the only articles shipped on the Wilhelmina 
which are embraced within the terms of these regulations are wheat 
and bran, which constitute about 15 per cent of the cargo as com- 
with 85 per cent consisting of meats, vegetables, and fruits. 

e owners also assert that the regulations contemplate the dis- 
position -of foodstuffs to individuals through municipalities; that 
municipalities are not agents of the Government, and that the parjose 
of the regulations is to conserve the supply of food products and to 
prevent speculation and inflation of prices to noncombatants. 

The German Government has addressed a formal communication to 
the Government of the United States in relation to the effect of the 
decree issued by the German Federal Council, and this Government 
deems it tinent to call to the attention of the British Government 
a material portion of this communication, which is as follows: 

“4. The federal council's decision concerning the seizure of food 
products, which England alleges to be the cause of food products 
Ship to Germany being treated as contraband, bears exclusively 
on wheat, rye, both unmixed and mixed with other products, and also 
wheat, rye, oats, and barley flour. 

“9. The federal council makes an express exception in section 45 
of the order. Section 45 provides as follows: The stipulations of this 
regulation do not apply to grain or flour imported from abroad after 

ry 31. 
oS Jonjunctively with that saving clause the federal council's 
order contains a provision under which imported cereals and flours 


id exclusively to the municipalities or certain y 
bit eet 2 Me tions 2 the importers. Although that provision 
had for its ob. simply to throw imported grain and flours into such 


s supply the private consumption of civilians and, in conse- 
nes e that provision, the intent and purpose of the federal coun- 
cil’s order which was to protect the civilian population from spec- 
ulators and engrossers were fully met, it was nevertheless rescinded 
so as to leave no room for doubt. 

“4. My Government is amenable to any proposition looking to con- 
trol by a special American organization under the superyision of the 
American consular officers and, if necessary, will itself make a propo- 
sition in that direction. 

“5. e German Government further calls attention to the fact 
that municipalities do not form part of or belong to the Government 
but are self-administrative bodies, which are elected by the inhab- 
itants of the commune in accordance with fixed rules and therefore 


sivel resent the private t of the population and act as 
it E ars Although those principles are gene known and obtain 
in the United States as well as England itself, the German Gov- 


ernment desired to point out the fact so as to avoid any further 


ecessary dela 
a veld y 7 assured that im 
ian ulation in 


It w observed that it is stated in this communication, which 
appears to confirm the contentions of the o owners, that a 
81 the order of the German eral Council relating to imported ‘ood 


United States, directly or 3 Which belong to e class of 


Government purveyors. 

If the British authorities have not in their possession evidence. 
other than that presented to this Government as to the character an 
destination of the of the Wilhelmina, sufficient to warrant the 
seizure of this cargo, Government of the United States hopes that 
the British Government will release the vessel together with her cargo 
and allow her to proceed to her port of destination, 


Please communicate with the British Government in the sense of 
the foregoing. 


(Dip. Corr. 81-82.) 


No. 21, German note, February 15, 1915, in reference to the proc- 
lamation of January 25 concerning foodstuffs (No. 13). 


(The German ambassador to the Secretary of State.) 

1. The federal council's decision concerning the seizure of food 
products, which England alleges to be the cause of food products 
inom to Germany being treated as contraband, is exclusively on 
“wheat, rye, both unmixed and mixed with other products,” and also 
“ wheat, rre, oats, and barley flour.” 

2. The federal council makes an express exception in section 45 of 
the order. Section 45 provides as follows “The stipulations of this 
8 me not apply to grain or flour imported from abroad after 
anuary 31.” 

3. Conjunctively with that saving clause, the federal council's order 
contains a provision under which imported cereals and flours could be 
sold exclusively to the municipalities of certain specially d ated 
organizations by the importers. Although that pronsion bad for its 
object simply to throw imported in and fiour into such channels as 
supply the ea consumption of civilians, and, in consequence of that 
provision, the intent and purpose of the federal council's order, which 
was to protect the civilian lo a from Ie gran ae and engrossers, 
ore wed met, it was nevertheless rescind s50 as to leave no room 
‘or doubt. 

4. My Government is amenable to any proposition looking to control 
by a special American organization under the supervision of the 
American consular officers, and, if necessary, will itself make a proposi- 
tion in that direction. 

5. The German Government further calls attention to the fact that 
municipalities do not form rt of or belong to the Government, but 
are “ self-administrative ” which are elected by the inhabitants 
of the commune in accordance with fixed rules, and, therefore, exclu- 
sively represent the private part of the popeiation and act as it directs. 
Although these principles are generally known and obtain in the 
United States, as well as in England itself, the German Government 
praen to point out the fact so as to avoid any further unnecessary 


elay. 

6. Hence it is absolutely assured that imported food products will be 
consumed by the civilian pomana in Germany exclusively, and there 
remains no doubt upon which England can peren the exportation of 
food products from America to Germany for the use of civilians. 

The Imperial Government expresses the firm hope that the American 
Government will stand on its right in this matter. (The New York 
Times, Feb. 18, 1915.) 

No. 22. German statement, February 15, 1915, in regard to armed 
British merchantmen, the use of neutral flags and the mining of the 
war zone, 


(Paraphrase of a note from the German ambassador to the Secretary 
of State.) 


According to absolutely reliable information British merchant ships 
intend to oppose armed resistance to German men-of-war in the arca 
declared as war zone by the German Admiralty. 

Some of these ships were pier armed with British naval guns. 
Now all the others are speedily ing 8 in a similar way. 
Merchant ships haye been instructed to sail in groups, and to ram 
German submarines, while the examination is proceeding, or should 
the submarines lie alongside, to throw bombs upon them, or else to 

he examin party coming on 
Gan very high premium has been offered for the 


Bryan, 


board. 
truction of the 1 555 


unless ia, Sy in daylight under convoy, n all measures 


neutrals, 
may be 3 Ships. be ex- 
ed by mas British merchant vessels make a search impossible, as 
e rene psi and the submarines themselves would thereby be 
o ruction. 
SE nder the circumstances, the safety of neutral shipping in the war 
zone around the British Isles is na brag threatened. here is also an 


increased danger resulting from as these will be laid in the war 
zone to a BT extent. Eccordiugly neutral ships are urgently warned 
he course around Scotland will be 


siana entering that area, while t 


ny will be obliged to adhere to these announced prin- 
nd submits to the rules of warfare estab- 
ations of Paris and London, or till she is compelled 
powers. (The New York Times, Feb. 16, 1915.) 
o. 23. German note, February 16, 1915, replying to the American 
note of February 10 (No. 18), in regard to the declaration of a war 
zone. 
(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


In reference to the note of the 12th instant, foreign office No. 2260, 
relative to the German measures ting the theater of war In the 
waters surrounding England, the undersigned has the honor to 3 
to his excellency the ambassador of the United States, James 2 
Gerard, as follows: 

The Imperial German Government haye examined the communication 
of the Government of the United States in the same spirit of will 
and 8 seems to have prompted this communication. 

The Imperial German Government are in entire accord with the 
Government of the United States that it is in the highest degree de- 
sirable for all parties to avoid the misunderstandi which might arise 
from the measures announced by the German Admiraity and to avert 


the intrusion of events calculated to interrupt the most friendly rela- 
tona hich have so happily existed between the two Governments up 
ot me. 

On this assurance the German Goyernment believe that they ma 
pend on full understanding on the 
more because the action announced 7 
dwelt upon at length in the note o 


de- 
rt of the United States, all the 
the German Admiralty, as was 
the 4th instant, is in no wise 
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directed against the timate trade and navigaton 7 aes 
but meng representa an act of self-defense which 
0 


the part war in de of 
f hostilities, 

a status fo recente all po — doubt on this cardinal poin 
German Government beg — set forth once more the — 2 


Up to now German s scrupulously observed th 
sions pert international lawn relative to maritime war, 


and embodied the contents thereof o without change in her prize law, 
bin herself in this direction. The German 
Government 1 adhered to these provisions, even where they con- 


flicted with mili . ig Our Government at the same time have 
permitted the su supply of food by. y Denmark to En until the present, 
— well have prevented this traffic by reason of their 
na —.— 

7 ve vio- 
latlons of international law wherever she could thereby pple Ger- 
many’s peaceable trade with neutral countries, It will not be ne 


for the perma 1 to into great detail on this poin 

e American note to the British Government da 

2 2851 1014. which has been brought to their knowledge, has 

a with this ee very aptly if not very exhaustively on the ground of 
e experiences onths. 

“Tt is conceded. nee intentinn of ail then aggressions is to cut off 

reer ali supplies, and thereby to deliver up to death by famine 


ula „ & contrary to law of war and 
every 5 of humanity. 
0 


neutrals have not been able to prevent this interception of dif- 
ferent kinds of the An with Germany contrary to international law. 


. 15 Viper that ican Gustenneat have protested a; t Eng- 

W er gt and Germany is — te acknowledge > but, 
spite 0 e ho and the ests of the other neutral Govern- 
8 allowed If to be dissuaded from the course 


originally ado adopted American. shi Wilhelmina was recently 

into port ngiand, Seok Der cargo was destined 

sole! fae the Ari Dr — of Germany and was to be used only 

for purpose, accerding to an express declaration of the German 
9 

way the follo has been created: Germany is to all in- 

a. SF over-sea. supplies with the toleration, 


tent and purposes cut off 
tacit or W of the neutrals, ess of whether it is a ques- 
tion of goods which are absolute con d or only conditional con- 
traband or not contraband at all, following the ‘an generally recognized 
2 en outbreak of the war. On the other hand, En, d, with 


with such s as are not contraband or merely conditional contra- 
band, namely, foodstuffs, raw material, etc., altho these are treated 
by England ' when Germany is in question as a 9 contraband, 
but also th which ve been regularly 


rman. Government 


German 88 have 8 due recognition to the fact 
that as a matter of form the ex rights and the toleration of 
wrong on the part of — . y= is Tinmited by their pleasure alone and 
involves no formal breach of neutrality. The German Government 
have aot in consequence, made any ae of formal breach of neu- 
tral The German Goyernment not, however, do otherwise, 


it te the formal right o ay neg er 


even to all 

hand, t less their good ri to, Abe h 
„ not less their g oug 

to á, especially 


stop trade in contraban the trade in ime th Ger- 
many’s enemies. 

neh 1 view of this situation the German Government see themselves 
lied, after six months of tence a and watchful waiti to meet 
Eng maei murderous 3 of conductin sanua gos drastie 
its truggl nt ae 9 int ic f leaving a 

all 8 gle rege e inten 3 of lea 
A people the alternative of perishing in misery or bmitting 


rhe. German 


Government England's political take up the et and to 
are 0 
grim 4 3 


to the same ally. They rely on the who have 
tacitly ae tiniee protesh gubenitted to the cnn 
th ves, of England’s war of famine to — not less tol- 
erance toward Germany, even if the German measures co te new 
SRR AE mari ORE SR NOR: PUTED, Déni: the: eee Wat the English 
n “addition to Government are determined to sup- 
ress with all the means at their disposal the 9 of war ma 
and her assume at the time that as 
matter of course tha neutral Governments which have hi 
no action in arms which (sic) we 


against trade 
pig — enemies do not intend to oppose the forcible suppression o 
this trade by 3 
from 


declared the sone prencsit by Hy Sagem Yo Bs rpm fig mr this 
area the time = by —— wherever 1 8 also endeavor to 

v enemy in an er way. y 
dere ie far, indeed, from the intention of the German ent, 


Governm 
gino ence to these compelling circumstances, ever to destro; 
neutral Uves and neutral property; but, on the other hand, they can no 
he Cian totaa Set et that ssc dees cam 
discrimination 


Ro ee erm cs aoe 
im the hope that the neutral powers will become reconciled 


they have with the serious i cun them thus far b 
re vial Bagiana’s because it is thet n to = 


way com 
tection wh 
They furnish 852 
measures intended a time not less 
d in order to va, ' neutral sahip an po! 
necessary 3 ey si fe 
method of doing thi 


usly im 
ment of the mili urpose aga. and, bear their own respon- 
sibility for any Ae Azamat i German SF cores on 
their side, expressly dec 
their conseqnences. 

Furthermore, the German Goyernment announced merely the de- 
struction of enemy merchant vessels found within the area of mari- 
time war and not the destruction of all merchant ata as the 

erican Government appear to have erroneo This 
pe nag which the German 5 ha ve 
selves 


to make the 
tohe safest 


vernment have in regards 
Government will accordingly apply 


groun 
to accord, in 
earnest consid A 
— 235 the safety of e o 


the misuse of the neu 

the meantime, has probably 
Ameri: Goyernment likewise; second, 
in contraband, especially war materials, 

rd to the latter point, the nage Government ventures to 
t the American Government, 


American Gove 
It r TN t vessels to use neutra 
and has in the meantime been confirmed by a statement of the Bri 
perc es which refers to the elena ce ad ——— and 
such action as tee u oe English merchant 
marine has followed this counsel t —.— — is probably known 
to the American Government from the cases of the Lusitania and 


E would expose 
and the — — te the danger 


The British Government ry then be in a position to a the 
German measures illusory if —.— merchant marine persists in the 


The German Goran aE N welcomes the fact that the 
have made re tions to the British Goy- 
ernment relative to the use of thelr flag contr: to law, and 22 
expression to the expectation that this action cause Englan to. 
respect the American me in future. 
pectation the commanders of the German submarines have 
been Instructed, as was already stated in the note of the 4th instant, To 
abstain from violence to American merchant vessels when 
recognized as such. 
In order to meet in the safest manner all the consequences. of min- 
an American for a hostile merchant vessel, the German Gov. 


ernment recommended that (although this not aD) in the case 
of a from mines) the ted States convoy carrying 
— e cargoes trave lish seat of mari war 
n order to ke In connection the German 


be convoyed as carry no 
as contraban 
England nst Germany. rman. re 
enter into immediate negotiations with the American. Spee a rela- 
tive tọ the manner of convoy. To would, however, be — 
would urgen advise their mer- 
‘Euglish . — of maritime war, at any rate 


T 
the full meaning of the 


af 


the American Government 

severe le which Germany is conducting for her very 228120 

and will full lerstanding e reasons which prompt Germany 
and the ve expla- 


of the measures announced by her from the 
mises. 


nations and pro: 
The German Government repeat that in the scrupulous consideration 


for neutrals hitherto 
plann 
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The undersigned requests the ambassador to bring the above to the 
attention of the American Government and avails himself of the oppor- 
tunity to renew, etc. 


+ (Dip. Corr. 56-59.) 


No. 24. British memorandum, February 19, 1915, concerning the use» 
of the American flag by British vessels. (See No. 19.) 


(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


The memorandum communicated on the 11th of February calls atten- 

tion in courteous and friendly terms to the action of the captain of the 
British S. S. Lusitania in raising the flag of the Unit States of 
America when approaching British waters and says that the Govern- 
ment of the United States feel a certain anxiety in considering the 
possibility of any general use of the flag of the United States by British 
vessels traversing those waters sinse the effect of such a poly might 
pe 1o bring about a menace to the lives and vessels of United States 
citizens, 

It was understood that the German Government had announced their 
intention of sinking British merchant vessels at sight by torpedoes 
without giving any opportunity of making any provision for saving 
the lives of noncombatant crews and passengers. It was in conse- 
quence of this threat that the Lusitania raised the United States flag on 
her inward vorago and on her subsequent outward voyage. A request 
was made by the United States passengers who were embarking on board 
her that the United States flag should be hoisted presumably to insure 
their safety. Meanwhile the memorandum from your excellency had 
been received. His Majesty's Government did not give any advice to 
the com y as to how to meet this request, and it is understood that 
the Lusitania left Liverpool under the British pag. 

It seems unnecessary to say more as regards the Lusitania in 
ticular regard to the use of foreign flags by merchant vessels. he 
British merchant shipping act makes it clear that the use of the British 
fag by foreign inerchant vessels is permitted in time of war for the 
purpose of escaping capture. It is belleved that in the case of some 
other nations there is a similar recognition of the same practice with 
regard to their fags and that none have forbidden it. It would there- 
fore be unreasonable to expect His Majesty's Government to pass legis- 
lation forbidding the use of foreign flags by British merchant vessels 
to avoid capture by the enemy. Now that the German Government have 
anuounced their intention to sink merchant vessels at sight with their 
noncombatant crews, cargoes, and papers, a proceeding hitherto re- 
garded by the ones of the world not as war, but as piracy, it is felt 
that the Unit States Government could not fairly ask the British 
Government to order British merchant vessels to forego the means— 
always hitherto permitted—of escaping not ony capture, but the much 
worse fate of sinking and destruction. Great Britain has always when 
neutral accorded to the vessels of other States at war liberty to use the 
British flag as a means of protection against capture, and instances are 
on record when United States vessels availed themselves of this facility 
during the American Civil War. It would be contrary to fair expecta- 
tion if now when the conditions are reversed the United States and 
neutral nations were to grudge to British ships liberty to take similar 
action. The British Government have no intention of advising their 
merchant shipping to use fo: flags as general practice or to resort 
to them otherwise than for escaping capture or destruction. 

The obligation ee a belligerent warship to ascertain definitely for 
itself the nationality and character of a merchant vessel before captur- 
ing it and a fortiori before sinking and destroying it has been uni- 
versally recognized. If that obligation is fulfilled hoisting a neutral 
flag on board a British vessel can not potsio endanger neutral ship- 
pas, and the British Government hold that if loss to neutrals is caused 

isregard of this obligation it is upon the Foony 
1* and upon the government giving orders that it should be disregard 
taat SE sole responsibility for injury to neutrals ought to rest. (Dip. 

rr, 59. 

No. 25. British memorandum, February 19, 1915, regarding the 
Wilhelmina, (See No. 20.) 


(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


The communication made by the United States ambassador in his 
note to Sir Edward Grey, of the 16th instant, has been carefully con- 
sidered, and the following observations are offered in reply: 

2, At the time when s Majesty's Government gave directions for 
the seizure of the cargo of the steamship Wilhelmina as contraband 
they had before them the text of the decree made by the German Federal 
Council on the 25th of January, under article 45 of which all in 
and Hour imported into Germany after the 31 of January was declared 
deliverable only to certain organizations under direct government con- 
trol or to municipal authorities. The vessel was bound for 9 
one of the free cities of the German Empire, the government of which is 
vested in the municipality. This was one of the reasons 5 
His Maj 's Government in deciding to bring the cargo of the Wi 
helmina before the prize court. 

3. Information has only now reached them that b. 
decree, dated the 6th of February, the above provision in article 45 of 
the previous decree was led, it would appear for the express pur- 

se of rendering difficult the anticipated poanie against the 

ilhelmina. The repeal was not known to His Majesty's Government 
at the time of detention of the cargo, or indeed, until now. 

4. How far the ostensible exception of imported supplies from the 
5 Government monopoly of all grain and flour set up by the 

erman Government may affect the question of the contraband nature 
of the shipment seized is a matter which will most suitably be investi- 
gated by the prize court. 

5. It is, however, necessary to state that the German decree is not 
the only ground on which the submission of the cargo of the Wilhel- 
mina to a prize court is justified. The German Government have in 
public announcements claimed to treat practically every town or port 
on the English east coast as a fortified place and base of operations. 
On the strength of this contention they have subjected to bombard- 
ment the open towns of Yarmouth, Scarborough, and Whitby, among 
others. On the same ground a number of neutral vessels sailing for 
English ports on the east coast with cargoes of goods on the German 
list of conditional contraband have been seized by German cruisers and 
brought before the rize court. Again, the Dutch vessel Maria, 
having sailed from California with a cargo of grain consigned to Dublin 
and Belfast, was sunk in September last by the rman cruiser 
Karlsruhe. This could only have been justified if, among other things, 
the cargo could have been proved to be destined for the British Gov- 
ernment or armed forces, and if a presumption to this effect had been 
established owing to Dubiin or, Belfast being considered a fortified place 
or a base for the armed forces, 
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vessel disregardin 


a subsequent 


6. The German Government can not have it both ways. 
sider themselves justified in destroying by bombardment the lives and 


If they con- 


property of peaceful civil inhabitants of English open towns and 
watering places and in seizing and sinking ships and cargoes of condi- 
tional contraband on the way thither on the ground that they were 
consigned to a fortified place or base, “a fortiori,” His Majesty's Gov- 
ernment must be at liberty to treat Hamburg, which is in part pro- 
tected by the fortifications at the mouth of the Elbe, as a fortified 
town and a base of operations and supply for the 2 of article 
34 of the declaration of London. If the owners of the cargo of the 
Wilhelmina desire to question the validity in international law of the 
action taken by order of His Majesty's Government, they have 
every opportunity of establishing their case in due course ore the 
prize court, and His Majesty's Government would in this connection 
recall the attention of the United States Government to the considera- 
tions put forward in Sir Edward Grey's note to Mr. Page of the 10th 
instant as to the propriety of await ag the result of prize-court pro- 
& ks before diplomatic action is initiated. It will be remembered 
that they have from the outset given a definite assurance that the 
owners of the Wilhelmina, as well as the owners of her cargo, if found 
not to be contraband, would be equitably indemnified. 

7. There is one further observation to which His Majesty’s Govern- 
ment think it right and appropriate in the present connection to give 
expression. They have not so far declared foodstuffs to be absolute 
contraband. They have not interfered with any neutral vessels on 
account of thelr carrying foodstuffs, except on the basis of such food- 
stuffs being liable to capture if destined for the enemy forces or Gov- 
ernments. In so acting they have been guided by the general principlc, 
of late universally upheld by civilized nations and observed in practice, 
that the civil populations of countries at war are not to be exposed to 
the treatment tly reserved for combatants. ‘This distinction has to 
all intents and purposes been swept away by the novel doctrines pro- 
claimed and acted upon by the German Government. 

8. It is unnecessary here to dwell upon the treatment that has been 
meted out to the civil population of Belgium and those parts of France 
which are in German 1 When Germany, long before any 
mines had been laid by British authorities, proceeded to sow mines 
upon the high seas, and by this means sunk a considerable number not 
only of British but also of neutral merchantmen, with their unoffending 
crews, it was, so Ilis Majesty's Government held, open to them to take 
retaliatory measures, even if such measures were of a kind to involve 
pressure of the civil population—not, indeed, of neutral States, but of 
their enemies. They refrained from doing so. 

9. When subsequently English towns and defenseless British sub- 
jects, including women and children, were deliberately and system- 
atically fired upon and killed by ships flying the flag of the Imperial 
German Navy, when quiet country towns and villages void of defenses 
and possessing no military or nayal importance were bombarded by 
German airships, His Majesty's Government still abstained from draw- 
ing the logical consequences from this form of attack on defenseless 
citizens. urther steps in the same direction are now announced, and, 
in fact, have already been taken by Germany. British merchant ves- 
sels have been torpedoed at sight, without any attempt being made to 

ive warning to the crew or any opportunity being given to save their 
ives; a torpedo has been fired against a British vapa ship in day- 
light, and similar treatment is threatened to all British merchant 
vessels in future, as well as to any neutral ships that may happen to 
be found in the neighborhood of the British Isles, 

10. Faced with this situation, His Majesty's Government consider it 
would be altogether unreasonable that Great Britain and her allies 
should be expected to remain indefinitely bound, to their grave detri- 
ment, by rules and principles of which they recognize the justice if 
impartially observed as between belligerents, but which are at the 
present moment openly set at defiance by their enemy. 

11. If, therefore, His Majesty's Government should hereafter feel 
constrained to declare foodstuffs absolute contraband or to take other 
measures for interfering with trade by way of reprisals, they 
confidently expect that such action will not be eee on the part 
of neutral States by appeals to laws and es of war whose validity 
rests on their forming an integral part of that 1 ae of international 
doctrine which as a whole their enemy frank], asts the liberty and 
intention to disregard, so long as such neutral States can not compel 
the German Government to abandon methods of warfare which have 
not in recent history been regarded as having the sanction of either 
law or humanity. (Dip. Corr., 82-83. 

No. 26. American note, February 20, 1915, proposing mutual con- 
cessions in the conduct of naval warfare: | 

(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London. 
Same to the American ambassador at Berlin, See German answer, No. 
27; English, No. 32.) 

You will please deliver to Sir Edward Grey the following identic 
note, which we are sending England and Germany : 

In view of the correspondence which has passed between this Gov- 
ernment and Great Britain and Germany, ar ek relative to the 
declaration of a war zone by the German miralty and the use of 
neutral flags by British merchant vessels, this Government ventures to 
express the hope that the two belligerent Governments may, through 
reciprocal concessions, find a basis for agreement which will relieve 
neutral ships engaged in aceful commerce from the great dangers 
which they will in e high seas adjacent to the coasts of the 
belligerents. 

The Government of the United States respectfully suggests that an 
agreement in terms like the following might be entered into. This 
8 is not to be 7 apase as in any sense a proposal made by 
this Government, for it, of course, fully recognizes that it is not its 

rivilege to propose terms of agreement between Great Britain and 
Jermany, even though the matter be one in which it and the people 
of the United States are directly and deeply interested. It is merely 
venturing to take the liberty which it hopes may be accorded a sincere 
friend desirous of embarrassing neither nation involved and of serving, 
if it may, the common interests of humanity. The course outlined is 
offered in the nope that it may draw forth the views and elicit the sug- 

stions of the British and German Governments on a matter of capital 

terest to the whole world. 

Germany and Great Britain to agree: 

1. That neither will sow any floating mines, whether upon the high 
seas or in territorial waters; that neither will Piast on the high seas 
anchored mines except within cannon range of harbors for defensive 
purposes only; and that all mines shall bear the stamp of the Govern- 
ment 1 them and be so constructed as to become harmless it 
separated from their moorings, 

2. That neither will use submarines to attack merchant vessels of 
auy nationality except to enforce the right of visit and search, 


cur in 
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3. That each will require their respective merchant vessels not to 
use neutral flags for the purpose of disguise or ruse de guerre. 

Germany to ngree: 

That all importations of food or foodstuffs from the United States 
(and from such other neutral countries as may ask it) into Germany 
shall be consigned to agencies to be designated by the United States 
Government; that these American agencies shall have entire charge 
and control without interference on the part of the German Gov- 
ernment, of the recelpt and distribution of such importations, and shall 
distribute them solely to retail dealers bearing licenses from the German 
Government entitling them to receive and furnish such food and food- 
stuffs to noncombatants only; that any violation of the terms of the 
retailers’ licenses shall work a forfeiture of their rights to receive such 
food and foodstuffs for this purpose; and that such food and foodstuffs 
will not be uisitioned by the German Government for any purpose 
whatsoever or diverted to the use of the armed forces of Germany. 

Great Britain to agree: 

That food and foodstuffs will not be placed upon the absolute con- 
traband list and that shipments of such commodities will not be inter- 
fered with or detained by British authorities if consigned to agencies 
designated by the United States Government in Germany for the Ener 
and distribution of such perenne to licensed German retailers for dis- 
tribution solely to the noncombatant population. 

In submitting this proposed basis of agreement this Government does 
not wish to be understood as admitting or denying any belligerent or 
neutral right established by the principles of international Jaw, but 
would consider the agreement, if acceptable to the interested powers, 
a modus vivendi based upon expediency rather than legal right and as 
not binding upon the United States either in its present form or in a 
modified form until accepted by this Government. 


(Dip. Corr., 59-60.) 
No. 27. German note, February 28, 1915, accepting in substance the 
American proposal of February 20 (No. 26). 


(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


The undersigned has the honor to inform his excellency, Mr. James 
W. Gerard, ambassador of the United States of America, in reply to 
the note of the 22d instant that the Imperial German Government have 
taken note with great interest of the suggestion of the American Gov- 
ernment that rinciples for the conduct of maritime war on the 
part of Germany and England be agreed upon for the proteron of 
neutral shipping. They see therein new evidence of the endly feel- 
ings of the American Government toward the German Government 
which are fully reciprocated by Germany. 

It in accordance with Germany's wishes also to have maritime 
war conducted according to rules which without discriminately re- 
stricting one or the other of the belligerent poveza in the use of their 
means of warfare are equally considerate of the interests of neutrals 
and the dictates of humanity. Consequently it was intimated in the 
German note of the 16th instant that observation of the declaration of 
London on the 275 of Germany's adversaries would create a new situa- 
tion Bsn which the German Government would gladly draw the proper 
conclusions. 

Proceeding from this view, the German Government have carefully 
examined the suggestion of the American Government and believe that 
they can actually see in it a suitable basis for the practical solution of 
the e which have arisen. 

With regard to the various points of the American note they beg 
to make the following remarks : 

1, With regard to the sowing of mines, the German Government 
would be will — to agree as suggested not to use floating mines and 
to have ancho mines constructed as indicated. Moreover, they agree 
to put the stamp of the Government on all mines to be planted. On the 
other hand, it does not appear to them to be feasible for the belligerents 
* to forego the use of anchored mines for offensive purposes. 

2. The German Government would undertake not to use their sub- 
marines to attack mercantile of any flag except when necessary to 
enforce the right of visit and search. Should the enemy nationality 
of the vessel or the presence of contraband be ascertained submarine 
would proceed in accordance with the general rules of international law. 

As provided in the American note, this restriction of the use of 
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suggested by the American Government avers to be in general ac- 
by sea, but that would, on the other hand, include indirect importations 


willing to make the declarations of the nature Fog ne pe in the American 
foodstuffs solely by the 
noncombatant population would be guaranteed. The Imperial Govern- 
ment must, however, in addition (* * +) * parent omission) hay- 
ing the om oe ac} | of other raw material u the economic system 
of noncombatants including forage itted. o that end the enemy 
Governments would have to permit the free entry into Germany of 
the raw materials mentioned in the free list of the declaration of 
London, and to treat materials included in the list of conditional con- 
traband . the same principles as food and foodstuffs. 

The German vernment ventures to hope that the agreement for 
which the American Government has paved the way may be reached after 
due consideration of the remarks made above, and that in this way 
peaceable neutral shipping and trade will not have to suffer any more 
than is absolutely necessary from the unavoidable effects of maritime 
war. These effects could be still further reduced if, as was pointed 
out in the German note of the 16th instant, some way could be found 
to exclude the shipping of munitions of war from neutral countries to 
belligerents on ships of any nationality. 

The German Government must, of course, reserve a definite statement 
of their position until such time as they may receive further informa- 
tion from the American Government enabling them to see what obliga- 
tions the British Government are on their part willing to assume. 

The undersigned avails himself of this occasion, etc. 


(Dip. Corr., 60-61.) 


No. 28. British and French declaration, March 1, 1915, in restraint 
of sea-borne commerce with Germany. (Statement read by the British 
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prime minister in the House ot Commons and communicated to the 
neutral powers.) : 
(The British ambassador at Washington to the Secretary of State.) 
Germany has declared that the English Channel, the north and west 
coasts of France, and the waters around the British Isles are a war 
area, and has officially notified that all enemy ships found in that area 


will be destroyed and that neutral vessels may be exposed to danger. 
This is in effect a claim to torpedo at sight, without regard to the 
safety of the crew or passengers, any merchant vessel under an flag. 
As it is not in the power of the German 9 to maintain any 
surface craft in these waters, this attack can only be delivered by 
submarine agency. 

The law and custom of nations in regard to attacks on commerce 
haye always presumed that the first duty of the captor of a merchant 
vessel is to buing it before a prize court where it may be tried, where 
the regularity of the capture may be challenged, and where neutrals 
may recover their cargoes. The sinking of prizes is in itself a quès- 
tionable act, to be resorted to only in extraordinary circumstances and 
after provision has been made for the safety of all the crew or pas- 
sengers, if there are passengers on board. ne responsibility for dis- 
criminating between neutral and enemy vessels and between neutral 
and enemy cargo, obviously rests with the attackin ey whose duty 
it is to verify the status and character of the vessel and cargo and to 
preserve all pers before sinking or even capturing it. So also is 
the humane duty of providing for the safety of the crews of merchant 
vessels, whether neutral or enemy, an obligation upon every belligerent. 

It is upon this basis that all previous discussions of the law for 
regulating warfare at sea have proceeded. A German submarine, how- 
eyer, fulfills none of these obligations; she enjoys no local command 
of the waters in which she operates; she does not take her captures 
within the jurisdiction of a prize court: she carries no prize crew 
which she can put on board a prize; she uses no effective means of 
discriminating between a neutral and an enemy vessel; she does not 
recelve on board for safety the crew and passengers of the vessel she 
sinks; her methods of warfare are therefore entirely outside the scope 
of any of the international instruments regulating operations against 
commerce in time of war. The German declaration substitutes indis- 
criminate destruction for regulated capture. Germany is adopting 
these methods against peaceful traders and noncombatant crews with 
the avowed object of preventing commodities of all kinds, including 
food for the civil population from reaching or leaving the British Isles 
or northern France. 

Her opponent are therefore driven to frame retaliatory measures in 
order in their turn to prevent commodities of any kind from reaching 
or leaving Germany. hese measures will, however, be enforced by the 
British and French Governments without risk to neutral ships or to 
neutral or noncombatant life and in strict observance of the dictates of 
humanity. The British and French Governments will therefore hold 
themselves free to detain and take into port ships carrying goods of pre- 
sumed enemy destination, ownership, or origin. It is not intended to 
confiscate such vessels or cargoes unless they would otherwise be liable 
to condemnation. The treatment of vessels and cargoes which have 
sailed before this date will not be affected. 


(Dip. Corr., 61-62.) : 


No. 29. Resolution of Congress, March 4, 1915, safeguarding the 
neutrality of American waters. 


Resolved by the Senate and House af Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That from and after the 
passage of this resolution, and during the existence of a war to which 
the United States is not a per and in order to prevent the neutrality 
of the United States from being violated by the use of its territory, its 

rts, or its territorial waters, as the base of operations for the armed 
orces of a belligerent, contrary to the obligations imposed by the law of 
nations, the treaties to which the United States is a party, or contrary 
to the statutes of the United States, the President be, and he is hereby, 
auhorized and empowered to direct the collectors of customs under the 
jurisdiction of the United States to withhold clearance from any vessel 
of American or foregin registry, or license, which he has reasonable 
cause to believe to be about to carry fuel, arms, ammunition, men, or 
supplies to any warship, or tender, or supply, ships of a belligerent 
ret in violation of the obligations of the United States as a neutral 
nation. 

In case any such vessel of American register or license shall depart 
or attempt to depart from the jurisdiction of the United States, eithcat 
clearance, for any of the purposes, the owner or master, or person or 

rsons having charge or command of such vessel, shall severally be 
fable to a fine of not less than $2,000 nor more than $10,000 or to 
imprisonment not to exceed two years, or both; and in addition such 
vessels shall be forfeited to the United States. 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and empowered to . part of the land or naval 
forces of the United States as shall necessary to carry out the pur- 
poses of this resolution. 

That the eens of this resolution shall be deemed to extend to 
all lands and water, continental or insular, within the jurisdiction of 
the United States. (The New York Times, Mar. 4, 1915.) 

No. 30. American note, March 5, 1915, inquiring how the restraint 
pons Sea-borne commerce with Germany is to be effected. (See Nos. 
28, 33, 34, and 35.) 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London.) 


In regard to the recent communications received from the British and 
French Governments concerning restraints upon commerce with Ger- 
many; please communicate with the British foreign office in the sense 
‘ollowing : 

he dificult of determining action upon the British and French 
declarations of intended retaliation upon commerce with Germany lies 
in the nature of the proposed measures in their relation-to commerce 
by neutrals. 

While it . that the intention is to interfere with and take into 
custody all ships both outgoing and incoming, trading with Germany. 
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e the d n 
ernments will therefore hold themselves free to detain and take into 
port ships carrying of presumed enemy destination, ownership, 


‘or origin. It Sot intend to confiscate such vessels or cargoes 


unless they would otherwise be Hable to condemnation.” 


898 


The first sentence claims a right pertaining only to a state of block- 
ade. The last sentence ram a treatment of ships and cargoes as if 
no blockade existed. 

action previously unknown to international law. 

eutrals have 


by which to measure 
The 


The declaration presents other Lk weg 

The last sentence quoted indicates that the rules of contraband are 
to be applied to cargoes detained. The rule covering noncontraband 
articles carried in neutral bottoms is that the shall be released 
and the ships allowed to proceed. This rule can not, under the first 
sentence quoted, be applied as to destination. t is to be 
done with a cargo of noncontraband s detained under the deciara- 
tion? The same question may be ed as to conditional contraband 


car, 8 

The foregoing comments apply to cargoes destined for Germany. 
Cargoes coming out of German ports present another problem under the 
terms of the d tion. Under the rules governing enemy exports only 
goods owned 7 enemy subjects in 3 bottoms are subject to seizure 
and condemnation, et by the declaration it is p 
take into port all goods of enemy “ownership and origin. 
origin“ is particularly st rigin 
neutral territory on neutral ships is ever has 
for forfeiture except in case a blockade is declared and main 

at then would the seizure amount to in the 8 ease except to 
delay the deliv of the s? The declaration does not indicate what 
disposition wo be made of such cargoes if owned by a neutral or if 
owned by an enemy subject. Would a different rule be applied accord- 
ing to ownership? If so, upon what principles of international law 
would it rest? And upon what rule if no blockade is declared and 
maintained could the Cy of a neutral ship sailing out of a German 
port be condemned? If it Is not condemned, what other legal course 
is there but to release it? 

While this Government is fully alive to the possibility that the 
methods of modern naval N in the use of the sub- 
marine for both defensive and ensive operations, may make the 
former means of maintaining a blockade a 3 9 it 
feels that it can be with t force there should be also 
some limit fo “the radius of activity,” and 8 so if this action 
by the belligerents can be construed to be a blockade. It would cer- 

-tainly create a serious state of affairs if, for example, an American 
vessel laden with a cargo of German origin should escape the British 
patrol in European waters only to be held up by a cruiser off New York 
and taken into Halifax. 

Similar cablegram sent to Paris. 


(Dip. Corr. 62-63.) 


No. 31. British proclamation, March 11. 1915, once more revising 
the list of contraband of war. (See No. 10.) 
Whereas on the 23d day of December, 1914, we did issue our 
abc oni fying the articles which it was our intention to 
reat as contraband during the continuance of hostilities or until we 
did give further public notice; and 
Whereas it is expedient to make certain additions to the lists contained 
in the said proclamation: 
Now, therefore, we do hereby declare, by and with the advice of our 
privy council, that during the continuance of the war or until we do 
fixe further public notice the following articles will be treated as abso- 
ute contraband in addition to those set out in our royal proclamation 
aforementioned : 
Raw wool, wool tops, and noils, and woolen and worsted yarns, 
Tin, chloride of tin, tin ore. 
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Castor oil. 

Paraffin wax. 

Copper iodide. 

Lubricants. 

Hides of cattle. buffaloes, and horses; skins of calves, pigs, sheep, 

ts, and deer; leather, undressed or d , Suitable for saddlery, 
arness, mili boots, or milita: 3 

Ammonia and its salts, whether simple or compound; ammonia 
liquor, u aniline, and their compounds. 

And we do hereby declare that the following articles will be treated 


as conditional contraband in addition to those set out in onr royal 
proclamation aforementioned : 

ba sy substances of all kinds (including extracts for use in 
tanning). 


And we do hereby further declare that the terms “ foodstuffs” and 
“feeding stuffs for animals” in the list of conditional contraband 
contained in our royal proclamation aforementioned shall be deemed 
to include 29 seeds, * and kernels; animal and vegetable 
oils and fats (other than linseed oil) suitable for use in the manufacture 
of margarine; and cakes and meals made from oleaginous seeds, nuts, 
and kernels, (Dip. Corr. 5 aed 

No. 32. British memorandum, March 13, 1915, rejecting the American 
proposal of February 20 (No. 26). 
(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 

On the 22d of February last I received a communication from your 
excellency of the identic note addressed to His Majesty's Government 
and to Germany, respecting an agreement on certain points as to the 
conduct of the war at sea. The reply of the German Government to 
this note has been published, and it is not understood from the reply 
that the German Government are prepared to abandon the practice 

British merchant vessels by submarines, and it is evident 

from their reply that they will not abandon the use of mines for 
offensive purposes on the high seas as contrasted with the use of mines 
for defensive purposes only within cannon range of their own harbors, 
as su ted by the Government of the United States. This being so, 
it might appear unnecessary for the British Government to make any 
further reply than to take nate of the Gei man answer. We desire, 
however, to take the opportunity of making a fuller statement of the 
whole position and. of our feeling with regard to it. We recognize with 
sympathy the desire of the Government of the United States to see the 
European war conducted in accordance with the previously recognized 
rules of international law and the dictates of humanity. It is thus 
that the British forces have conducted the war, and we are not aware 
that these forces, either naval or military, can have laid to their cha 
any improper proceedings, either in the conduct of hostilities or 
the treatment of prisoners or wounded. On the German side it has 
been very different. 
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1. The treatment of civilian inhabitants in Belgium and the north 
of France has been made public by and French Govern- 


ulation in the terri- 
tory occupation. Even the food 
of the population was confiscated un in Belgium an international 

— largely influenced by American generosity and conducted 
under American auspices, came to the relief of the population and se- 
cured from the German Government a mise to re what food was 
still left in the country, though the mans still continue to make 
levies in money upon the defenseless population for the support of the 
German army. 

2. We have from time to time received most terrible accounts of 
the barbarous treatment to which British officers and soldiers have been 
exposed after they have been taken prisoner while being conveyed to 
German prison camps; one or two instances have alrea y been given 
to the United States Government founded upon authentic and first-hand 
evidence which is beyond doubt.. Some evidence has been received of 
the hardships to which British prisoners of war are subjected in the 
prison camps, contrasting, we believe, most unfavorably with the treat- 
ment of German prisoners in this country. We have p: „ with 
the consent of the United States Government, that a commission of 
United States officers should be permitted in each country to inspect 
the treatment BETE of war. The United States Government have 
been unable to obtain any reply from the German Government to. this 
proposal, and we remain in continuing anxiety and apprehension as to 
the treatment of British prisoners of war in Germany. 

3. At the v outset of the war a German mine layer was discovered 
laying a mine field on the high seas. Further mine fields have been 
laid from time to time without warning, and, so far as we know, are 
still being laid on the high seas, and many neutral as well as British 
vessels have been sunk by them. 

4. At various times during the war German submarines have stopped 
and sunk British merchant vessels, thus making the sinking of mer- 
chant vessels a general practice, though it was admitted previously, if 
at all, only as an exception, the general rule to which the British 
Government have adhered being that merchant vessels, if captured, 
must be taken before a prize court. In one case already quoted in a 
note to the United States Government a neutral vessel carrying food- 
stuffs to a unfortiied town in Great Britain has been sunk, Another 
case is now orted in which a German armed cruiser has sunk an 
American vessel, the William P. Frye, carrying a cargo of wheat from 
Seattle to Queenstown. In both cases the cargoes were presumably 
destined for the civil population. Even the cargoes in such circumstances 
should not have been condemned without the decision of a prize court, 
much less should the vessels have been sunk. It is to be noted that 
both these cases occurred before the detention by the British authorities 
of the Wilhelmina and her cargo of foodstuffs which the German Gov- 
ernment allege is the justification for their own action. The Germans 
have announced their intention of sinking British merchant vessels by 
torpedo without notice and without any provision for the safety of the 
crew. They have already carried out this intention in the case of 
neutral as well as of British vessels, and a number of noncombatant 
and innocent lives on British vessels, unarmed and defenseless, have 
been destroyed in this way. 

5. Unfortified, open, and defenseless towns, such as Scarbordugh, Yar- 
mouth, and Whitby, have been deliberately and wantonly bombarded 
by German ships of war, causing in some cases considerable loss of 

vilian life, reper: i women and ren, 

6. German air craft have dropped bombs on the east coast of England 
where there were no military or strategic points to be attacked. On 
the other hand, I am aware of but two criticisms that have been made 
on British action in all these respects: (1) It is said that the British 
naval authorities also have laid some anchored mines on the high seas. 
They have done so, but the mines were anchored so constructed 
that ee would be harmless if they went adrift, and no mines whatever 
were by the British naval authorities till many weeks after the 
Germans had made a regular erae of laying mines on the high seas. 
(2) It is said that the British Government have departed from the 
view of international law which they had previously maintained that 
foodstuffs destined for the civil population should never be interfered 
with, this charge founded on the submission to a prize court of 
the cargo of the Wilhelmina. The s considerations affecting this 
cargo have already been presented in a memorandum to the United 
Sta Government, and I need not repeat them here, Inasmuch as 
the stoppage of all foodstuffs is an admitted consequence of blockade, 
it is obvious that there can be no universal rule based on considerations 
of morality and humanity which is contrary to this practice. The right 
to stop foodstuffs destined for the civil population must therefore in 
any case be admitted if an effective “cordon” controlling intercourse 
with the enemy is drawn. announced, and maintained. Moreover, inde- 

ndently of rights arising from belligerent action in the nature of 

lockade, some other nations, differing from the opinion of the Govern- 
ments of the United States and Great Britain, have held that to stop 
the food of the civil population is a natural and legitimate method of 
bringing pressure to bear on an enemy country, as it is upon the defense 
of a besieged town. It is also upheld on the authority of both Prince 


k and Count Caprivi, and therefore presumably is not ugnant 
yg a mOra. he 8 are fhe quotations — 95 Prince 
Bismarck and Count Caprivi on this point. Prince Bismarck, in an- 


swering, in 1885, an application from the Kiel Chamber of Commerce 
for a statement of the view of the German Government on the question 
of the right to declare as contraband foodstuffs that were not intended 
for military forces, said: “I reply to the chamber of commerce that 
any disadvantage our commercial and carrying interests may suffer by 
the treatment of rice as contraband of war does not justify our oppos- 
ing a measure which it has been though fit to take in carrying on a 
foreign war. Every war is a calamity which entails evil consequences, 
not only on the combatents but also on neutrals. These evils may easily 
be increased by the interference of a neutral power with the way in 
which a third carries on the war to the disadvantage of the subjects of 
the interfering power, and by this means German commerce might be 
weighted with far heavier losses than a transitory prohibition of the 
rice trade in Chinese waters: The measure in Tonea has for its 

nae e 4 by jnesensing t 1 3 of — 
enemy, and is a jus e step war mpartially enfor agains’ 
all — — hig l Count Caprivi. during a Dee in the German 


tern: nal protection for private propert. 
eee * country may be dependent Tor her food or for her raw 
products upon her trade. - 
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destroy the enemy's trade.“ * * “The private introduction of 
provisions into Paris was prohibited during the siege, and in the same 
way a nation would be justified in preventing the import of food and 
raw produce.” The Government of Great Britain have frankly declared, 
in concert with the Government of France, their intention to meet the 
German attempt to stop all supplies of every kind from leaving or enter- 
ing British or French ports by themselves stopping supplies going to or 
ee by sea. The difference between the two policies is, however, 
effectively controlling by cruiser “cordon” all passage to and from 
Germany by sea. ‘Te different between the two policies is, however, 
that while our object is the same as that of Germany, we propose to 
attain it without sacrificing neutral ships or noncombatant lives or 
inflicting upon neutrals the damage that must be entailed when a vessel 
and its cargo are sunk without notice, examination, or trial. I must 
emphasize again that this measure is a natural and necessary conse- 
quence of the unprecedented methods, repugnant to all law and morality. 
which have been described above, which Germany began to adopt a 
the very outset of the war, and the effects of which have been constantly 
accumulating. (Dip. Corr. 6 1 

No. 33. British note, March 15, 1915, 8 to the American inquiry 
about the restraint on sca-borne commerce with Germany (No. 30). 


(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


1. His Majesty’s Government have had under careful consideration 
the inquiries which, under instructions from your Government, your 
excellency addressed to me on the 8th instant regarding the scope 
and mode of application of the measures, foreshadowed in the British 
and French declarations of the Ist of March, for restricting the trade 
of Germany. Your 3 explained aud illustrated by reference to 
certain contingencies the difficulty of the United States vernment in 
adopting a definite attitude toward these measures by reason of uncer- 
tainty regarding their bearing upon the commerce of neutral countries. 

2. can at once assure your excellency that subject to the para- 
mount necessity of restricting German trade His Majesty's Government 
have made it their first aim to minimize inconvenience to neutral com- 
merce. From the accompanying copy of the order in council, which is 
to be published to-day, you will observe that a wide discretion is 
afforded to the prize court in dealing with the trade of neutrals in such 
manner as may in the circumstances be deemed just and that full 
provision is — 15 to facilitate claims by persons interested in any goods 

laced in the custody of the marshal of the prize court under the order, 
ee rehend that the perplexities to which your excellency refers will 
for the most part be dissipated by the perusal of this document and that 
it is only necessary for me to add certain explanatory observations. 

3. The effect of the order in council is to confer certain powers upon 
the executive officers of His Majesty's Government. The extent to which 
those powers will be actually exercised and the degree of severity with 
which the measures of blockade authorized will be put into operation are 
matters which will depend on the administrative orders issued by the 
Government and the decisions of the authorities specially charged with 
the duty of dealing with individual ships and cargoes, according to the 
merits of each case. The United States Government may rest assured 
that the instructions to be issued by His sty’s Government to the 
fleet and to the customs officialis and executive committees concerned 
will impress upon them the duty of acting with the utmost dispatch con- 
sistent with the object in view and of showing in every case such consid- 
eration for neutrals as may be compatible with E which is, 
succinctly stated, to establish a blockade to prevent v. s from carry- 
ing goods for or coming from Germany. 

4. His Majesty's Government have felt most reluctant at the moment 
of initiating a policy of blockade to exact from neutral ships all the 
penalties attaching to a breach of blockade. In their desire to alleviate 
the burden which the existence of a state of war at sea must inevitably 

on neutral sea-borne commerce, they declare their intention to 
refrain altogether from the exercise of the right to confiscate ships or 
cargoes which belligerents have always claimed in respect of breaches of 
blockade. They restrict their claim to the stopping of cargoes destined 
for or coming from the enemy's territory. 

5. As regards cotton, full particulars of the arrangements contem- 
plated have already been explained. It will be admitted that peers pos 
sible regard bas been had to the legitimate interests of the American 
cotton trade. 

G. Finally, in reply to the penultimate paragraph of your excellency’s 
note, I have the — to state, that it is not fntended to interfere with 
neutral vessels gp be | enemy carne of noncontraband nature outside 
European waters, including the Mediterranean. (Dip. Corr. 65.) 

No. 34. British order in council, March 15, 1915, in restraint of sea- 
borne commerce with Germany. 


Whereas the German Government has issued certain orders which, in 
violation of the usages of war, purport to declare the waters sur- 
rounding the United Kingdom a military area, in which all British 
and allied merchant vessels will be destroyed, irrespective of the 
safety of the lives of passengers and crew, and in which neutral ship- 
ping will be exposed to similar danger in view of the uncertainties of 
naval warfare ; and 

Whereas in a memorandum accompanying the said orders neutrals are 
warned against entrusting crews, passengers, or goods to British or 
allied ships; and 

Whereas such attempts on the part of the enemy give to His Majesty 
an unquestionable right of retaliation ; an 

Whereas His 8 has therefore decided to adopt further measures 
in order to prevent commodities of any kind from reaching or leaving 
Germany, though such measures will be enforced without risk to neu- 
tral ships or to neutral or noncombatant life and in strict obsery- 
ance of the dictates of humanity ; and 

Whereas the allies of His Majesty are associated with him in the steps 
now to be announced for restricting further the commerce of Ger- 
many : 
lis Majesty is therefore pleased, by and with the advice of his privy 

council, to order and it is hereby ordered as follows: 

1. No merchant vessel (sic) which sailed from her port of departure 
after the Ist March, 1915, shall be allowed to proceed on her voyage to 
any German port. 

S ‘leas the vessel receives a pass enabling her to proceed to some neu- 
tral or allied port to be named in the pass, goods on board any such ves- 
sel must be discharged in a British port and placed in the custody of the 
marshal of the prize court. Goods so 8 not being contraband 
of war, shall, if not requisitioned for the use of His Majesty, be restored 


by order of the court, upon such terms as the court may in the circum- 
stances deem to be just, to the person entitled thereto. 

2. No merchant vessel which sailed from any German port after the 
Jst March, 1915, shall be allowed to proceed on her voyage with any 
goods on board laden at such port, 


All goods laden at such port must be discharged in a British or allied 
port. Goods so discharged in a British port shall be placed in the 
custody of the marshal of the prize court, and if not requisitioned for 
the use of His M: ty shall be detained or sold under the direction of 
the prize court. he proceeds of goods so sold shall be paid into court 
and dealt with in such manner as the court may in the circumstances 
deem to be just. 

Provided, That no proceeds of the sale of such goods shall be paid out 
of court until the conclusion of ce, except on the application of the 

roper officer of the Crown, unless it be shown that the goods had 
me neutral Property before the issue of this order. 

Provided also, That nothing herein shall prevent the release of neu- 
tral property laden at such enemy port on the application of the proper 
officer of the Crown. { 

3. Every merchant vessel which sailed from her port of departure 
after the Ist of March, 1915, on her way to a port other than a German 
port, carrying goods with an enemy destination or which are enemy 
property, may be required to discharge such goods in a British or allied 
port. ny goods so discharged in a British port shall be placed in the 
custody of the marshal of the prize court, and, unless they are contra- 
band of war, shall, if not requisitioned for the use of His Majesty, be 
restored by order of the court upon such terms as the court may in the 
circumstances deem to be just to the person entitled thereto, 

Provided, That this article shall not apply in any case falling within 
articles 2 or 4 of this order. 

4. Every merchant vessel which sailed from a port other than a Ger- 
man port after the Ist of March, 1915, having on board goods which are 
of enemy origin or are enemy property may be 9 to discharge 
such goods in a British or allied port. Goods so disc rged in a British 
port shall be placed in the custody of the marshal of the prise court, 
and if not requisitioned for the use of His Ma esty shall be detained or 
sold under the direction of the prize court. he proceeds of goods so 
sold shall be d into court and dealt with in such manner as the court 
may in the circumstances deem to be just. 

vided that no s of sale of such goods shall be paid out 

of court until the conclusion of peace. except on the application of the 

roper officer of. the Crown, unless it be shown that the goods had 
come neutral property before the issue of this order. 

Provided, also, that nothing herein shall prevent the release of 
neutral property of enemy origin on the application of the proper officer 
of the Crown. 

5. Any person claiming to be interested in, or to have any claim in 
respect of, any goods (not being contraband of war) placed in the 
custody of the marshal of. the prize court under this order, or in the 
proceeds of such goods, may forthwith issue a writ in the prize court 
against the proper officer of the Crown and apply for an order that 
the goods should be restored to him, or that their proceeds should be 
paid to him, or for such other order as the circumstances of the case 
en: require. 

he practice and procedure of the prize court shall, so far as ap- 
plicable, be followed mutatis mutandis in any proceedings consequential 
upon this order. 

6. A merchant vessel which has cleared for a neutral port from a 
British or allied rt, or which has been allowed to pass, having an 
ostensible destination to a neutral port, and proceeds to an enemy port, 
shall, if captured on any subsequent voyage, be liable to condemnation, 

7. Nothing in this order shall be deemed to affect the liability of any 
vessel or s to capture or condemnation independently of this order. 

8. Nothing in this order shall prevent the relaxation of the provi- 
sions of this order in respect of the merchant vessels of any country 
which declares that no commerce intended for or originating in Germany 
or cues to Germany (sic) subjects shall enjoy the protection of 
its flag. (Dip. Corr., 66.) 

No. 35. British order in council, March 23, 1915, authorizing the 
1 of 83 8 8 by the 8 — Crown 
n an argument in favor 6 u on e cargo o stuffs on the 
Wilhelmina. See Nos. 20 and 25) 2 s hs 
Whereas by section 3 of the prize courts act, 1894, His Majesty in 

council is authorized to make rules of court for regulating, subject to 

the provisions of the naval prize act, 1864, and thé said act, the 
procedure and practice of prize courts within the meaning of the 
naval prize act, 1864, and the duties and conduct of the officers of the 
courts and of the practitioners therein, and for regulating the fees 
to be taken by the officers thereof, and the costs, charges, and ex- 
ses to be allowed to the practitioners therein; and 
Whereas in pursuance of the 7775 courts act, 1894, certain rules 
were made by the order of His Majesty in Council, dated the 5th 
day of August, 1914, and amended by the orders of His Majesty in 
council of the 30th day of September, 1914, and the 28th day of 

November, 1914, respectively, which said rules and amended rules 

were by the said orders in council directed to take effect provi- 

Sionally in accordance with the provisions of section 2 of the rules 

3 act, ees from the dates of the said orders in council, 

vely; an 

Whereas the provisions of section 1 of the rules publication act, 1893, 
were duly complied with in respect of the said rules and amended 
rules, and the same were finally made by the orders of His Majesty 
in council, dated, respectively, the 17th day of September, 1914, the 
28th day of November, 1914, and the 3d day of February, 1015; and 

Whereas it is e ent that the said rules and amended rules should 
be further amended ; and 

Whereas on account of urgency this order should come into immediate 
operation : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty, pr virtue of the powers in this behalt 
by the said act or otherwise in him vested, is pleased, by and with the 
pa of his privy council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, as 
ollows: 

1. That in order 9 (discovery, inspection, and admission of docu- 
ments and facts) of the said rules: 

In rule 1, the words “ upon filing an affidavit” shall be omitted. 

In rule 1, instead of the words “any other party” there shall be 
peeing gic the words “any party other than the proper officer of the 
Drown.“ 

2. That in order 11 (sale, appraisement, safe custody, and inspection 
of prize) of the said rules, in rule 1, the following words shall be 
omitted: On account of the condition of a ship, or on application of a 
claimant, and on or after condemnation.” 

8. That in order 15 (evidence and hearing) of the said rules the 
5 rule shall be added: 

21. Nothwithstanding anything contained in these rules the porn 
officer of the Crown may apply to the judge for leave to administer 
interrogatories for the examination of any person whether a party to 
the cause or not.” 
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4. That order 29 (requisition by . the said rules, as 
amended by His M; 's order in council ted the 28th day of 
November, 1914, shall be, and the same is hereby, revoked, and in lieu 
thereof the following order shall have effect : 


** ORDER 29.—REQUISITION. A 


“1. Where it is made to appear to the judge on the sepan of 
the proper officer of the Crown that it is desired to requisition on be- 
half of His Majesty a ct of which no final decree of con- 
demnation has been ma order that the ship shall be 
appraised, and that upon an 8 being given in accordance 

5 l be released and delivered 


in res 
„ he 


tion the same, and thereupon a commission 838 A, Form No. 
56) to the marshal directing e z 
Upon an undertaking being given in accordance with rule 5 of this 
order the ship shall be released and delivered to the Crown. Service 
of this notice shall not be required before filing, but copies thereof 
shall be served upon the parties by the proper officer of the Crown as 
soon thereafter as possible. 

“3, Where in any case of requisition under this order it is made to 
appear to the judge on behalf of the Crown that the ship is required 
for the service of His Majesty forthwith, the judge may order the same 
to po forthwith released and delivered to the Crown without appraise- 
ment. 3 

4. In any case where a ship has been requisitioned under the pro- 
visions of this order, and whether or not an appraisement has been 
made, the court may, on the application of any , fix the amount 
to be paid by the Crown in respect of the value of the ship. 

“5. case of uisition under this order an undertaking in 
writing shall be filed by the proper officer of the Crown for payment 
into court on behalf of the Crown of the appraised value of the ship, 
or of the amount fixed under rule 4 of this order, as the case may be, 
at such time or times as the court shall declare by order that the same 
or any part thereof is required for the purpose of payment out of 


to appear to the ju on behalf of the Crown that the Crown desires 
to requisition the p temporarily, the court mei in lieu of an order 
of release, make an order for the temporary — of the ship to 
the Crown, and subject as aforesaid the provisions of this order shall 
requisition ; provided that, in the event of the return 
ship to the custody of the court, the court may make such 
order as it thinks fit for the release of the unde given on 
behalf of the Crown or the reduction of the amount undertaken to be 
paid thereby, as the case may be; and provided also that, where the 
ship so requisitioned is subject to the provisions of order 28, sae 


co 
“6. Where in Jodi case of requisition under this order it is made 


1, rela’ to detention, the amount for which the Crown 
conside: liable in ct of such requisition shall be the amount of 
the „ if any, wh the ship has suffered by reason of such tem- 
porary very as afo x 

“7. The proceedings in respect of a ship requisitioned under this 
order shall continue notwithstanding th 0 


be 

e may, on the 
be 5 — to be valued, or give such other directions for 
the amount as he may think fit.” 

5. That in form 4 in appendix A to the said rules there shall be 
omitted the words “commander of our ship of war and the words 
“taken and seized as prize by our said ship of war.” 

6. This order shall take effect provisionally in accordance with the 
proviene of sertan 2 s = S act, 1893, from the 

t. . Corr., 72-73.) 

No. 8 note, March 30, 1915, regarding British violation 
of neutral rights. (See No. 54; also No. 61.) 

(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London.) 

You are instructed to deliver the following to His Majesty's Gov- 
ernment in reply to your Nos, 1795 and 1798 of March 15: 

The Government of the United States has given careful consideration 
to the subjects treated in the British notes o March 13 and March 15, 
and to the British order in council of the latter date. 

These communications contain matters of 


tral nations. They a to menace their rights of trade and inter- 
Sires hot only with rents but also with one another. They 1 
for frank comment in order that misunderstan may be avoided. 


ition with regard to them unmistakably clear. 
Pie order in council of the 15th of March would constitute, were its 
provisions to be actually carried into efect as they stand, a practical 
assertion of unlimited belligerent rights over neutral commerce within 
the whole Euro an almost unqualified denial of the 


ce. 
granted that there can be ti 
ere no 5 on 


ty suffers no diminution 
ce and consent of civilized nations 
on of certain now clearly determined 
conceded may be exercised by nations which are at 


ek belligerent nation has been conceded the right of visit and search, 
and the right of capture and condemnation if, examination, a 
neutral vessel is found to be engaged in unneutral 

contraband of war intended for the enemy's government or 
armed forces. It has been conceded the right to establish and maintain 
2 blockade of an enemy's ports and coasts and to capture and con- 
demn any vessel taken in trying to break the blockade. It is even con- 
ceded the right to detain and take to its own ports for judicial exam- 
ination all vessels which it suspects for substantial reasons to be 
engaged in unneutral or contraband service, and to condemn them if 
the suspicion is sustained. But such Fights, — clearly defined both 
in doctrine and practice, have hitherto h to De the only per- 
missible exceptions to the principle of universal equality of sovereignty 


limited it b 
richte, Which it 


a 2. high seas as between belligerents aud nations not engaged in 


blockaded territory be idly enforced, innocent shipments may be 

to and m the United States through neutral coun- 
tries to t territory without being subject to the penalties of 
contraband traffic or breach of blockade, much less to detention, requi- 
sition, or confiscation. 

Moreover the rules of the Declaration of Paris of 1856—among them 
that free ships make free goods—will hardly at this day be uted 
by the sł tories of that solemn agreement. 

His esty’s Governmen e 8 of the United 


at sea. In this connection I desire to direct attention to the opinion 
of the Chief Justice of the United States in the case of the Peterhof, 
which arose out of the Civil War, and to the fact that that opinion 
Was unanimously ed in the award of the arbitration commis- 
sion of 1871, to which the case was presented at the request of 
Great Britain. From that time te the declaration of London of 
1909, 3 
23d of O 


To admit it would be to assume an attitude of unneutrality toward 
the present enemies of Great Britain which would be obviously in- 
consistent with the solemn ob tions of Government the 
reat Britain to make such a claim 


which 
and ces. ` 

The note of His Majesty's principal secretary of state for for- 
eign afai: hich — 2 es the order Tonel which 
bears the same date, notifies the Government 885 the United States 


a 
nov ite unprecedented feature of that 
assume it to be properly so defined, is that it many neutral 
ports and coasts, bars access to them, and subjects all neutral ships 
seeking to approach them to the same suspicion that would attach 
to them were they bound for the 3 of the enemies of Great 
Britain, and to unusual risks and pe ties. 
It is manifest that such limitations, risks, and Habilities placed 
we the ships of a neutral power on the high seas, beyond the right 
visit and search and the right to prevent the shipment of con- 
traband already referred are a distinct invasion of the sovere! 
ts of the nation whose or commerce is interfered j 
e Government of the Uni is, of course, not oblivious 
in the conditions and 


na warfare since the es hitherto verning legal 

blockade were formulated. It might be ready to admit that the old 
form of “close” blockade with i ships in the immediate 
cable in face of an 
to make an effective 


embraces 


principles of the 
case should seem to render it im tive that the cordon of block- 
ading vessels be extended across the approaches to any neighboring 
neutral port or country, it would seem clear that it would still be 


easily practicable to comply with the Ras eg oe and reasonable 
law against the sa | of neutral 


prohibition of internatio 
ports by according free admission and exit to all lawful traffic with 
neutral ports through the blockading cordon. This trafic would of 


course include all outward-bound trafie from the neutral country 
and all inward-bound traffic to the neutral country except contraband 
in transit to the enemy. need not conflict in any 
the blockade 
to visit and 
search all either entering or leaving the neutral territory which 
they were in fact but not of right investing. 

The Government of the United States notes that in the order in 
council His Majesty's Government give as their reason for entering 
upon a course of action, which eer are aware is without precedent 
in modern warfare, the necessity they conceive themselves to have 
been placed under to retaliate upon their enemies for measures 
r nature which the latter have announced in their intention 


p 
Ugerent maintainin 


or prelude to an; 
By legalen ana disregard les of tioned 

y e es of war sanctioned b, 
enlightened nation, 9 and this Government dows 
not for a moment suppose, that Majesty's Government would 
wish the same taint to attach to their own actions or would cite such 
illegal acts as in any sense or degree a justification for similar prac- 
tices on their in so far as they aff neutral bin, ma 

It is thus that the Government of the United States interprets the 
language of the note of His Majesty’s principal secretary of state 
for foreign affairs which accompanies the copy of the order in council 
which was handed to the ambassador of the United States near the 
Government in London and by him transmitted to Washington. 

This Government notes with gratification that “ discretion 
is afforded to the prize court in dealing with the trade of neutrals 
in such manner as may in the circumstances be deemed just, and 
that full provision is made to facilitate claims by persons interested 
pido ‘erage FVV 
under the order „; that “the ect of the order in council is to 
confer certain powers upon the executive officers of His Majesty's 
Government”; and that “the extent to which these. ers will be 


actually exerc and the degree of severity with which the measures 
of bi de authorized will be put into operation are matters which 
will depend on the adm ve orders 


issued by the Government 
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cting 
the object in view, and of sho vig Bigot such con- 
— — for neutrals as may be compatible eo t object, which 
is, succinctly stated, to establish a blockade to prevent vessels from 
earryin: goods for or coming from Germany. 

In view of these assurances formally ven to this Government it 
ts confidently expected that the extensive wers conferred eh the 
order in council on the executive officers of the Crown will be re- 
stricted by orders issued by the Government“ the ex 

of their discretionary powers in such a manner as to m in 
etical application those provisions of the order in council which, 


granted that the 8 of gag — en to neutral ports 

situated upon the long line of coast aff by the order in council 

will not be interfered with when it is —.—5 t they do not carry 

pose which are contraband of war or goods destined to or proceeding 
m ports within the belli t territory affected. 

The Government of the United States assumes with the greater con- 
fidence that His Majesty’s Government will thus adjust their practice 
to the recognized rules of international law, because it is ety that 
the British Government have adopted an extraordinary method of 


tofore aired by the law of nations. Though the area of operations is 
confined to Buropean waters, incl e M ” so t 
an area of the high seas is covered and the cordon of tebe gana sto pia 


from the territory affected that neutral vessels must 1 pass 

through the blockading force in order to reach importan ports 

— een Great Britain as a belligerent has not the ‘tent right to 3 
which, therefore, it is shi 

blockade. The Scandinavia 


the Er in council is concerned to carry on on trade with German Baltic 
ports, although it is an essential element of blockade that it bear with 
* rey — s all neutrals. 

ype tenga theres ngage in maintaining the so-called” blockade 


ships of war maintaining: the so-called blockade 

88 to a eee of the proposed measures 

of Aha Tae in in wack id way as to impose restrictions ne apon neutral 
trade more burdensome than those which have oo regard 

able when the ports of a belligerent are actually blockaded by the ships 


States, if the order in council strictly enforced, 
interferences with its legitimate trade which will impose 
Lesa eae A Government heavy a a Nye tg for acts tt the 4 British 
ties clearly subversive of the rights of neutral nations on the 
high seas. It 2 erefore ted that s Government, havy- 
ing considered these possibilities, will take the steps ne to avoid 
them, and, in the event that they should e 0g oceur, be pre- 
psn to make full se renege for every act ch 5 the rules of 
alee ar constitutes a vinisto of neutral nna 
its communication of October 22, 1914 
— 5 went insist that the rights and duties of the United States and 
its citizens in the present war be defined by the rul 


apprehends ee 


free exercise interfered with by the authorities of the British Gov- 


In conclusion, 2 will reiterate to His Majesty's Government that 

the views of the Government of the United States 
is made in the most friendly spirit, and in accordance with the uni- 
form candor which has chavacteri 


BRYAN. 
TO Corr. 69-72.) z 
Sus parer American note, 7 — 31, 1915, in regard to the 
William P. . Pryce.” (See 39, 43, 52, 55 , and 62.) 
(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at Berlin.) 


$ You “Oia instructed to present the following note to the German 
o; ce: 
Under tructions my Government I haye the eg to 
prosent a — for $228,000.54, 1 interest from January 28, 
a ve Gouan ao vernmen n behalf of the owners and <a 

the American sailing vessel ‘William P. Frye f nera and <aptals 
by them on account of the N of that Fendi on 22 85 high seas 
brt the German armed cruiser Prins Eitel Friedrich, on January 28, 


C ² A 3 
the German Government is held r ble t e Government of 
the United States for the attendant sagen pe are briefly as 


nowe: 

The William P. Frye, a steel cating vessel of 3,374 tons ton- 
nage, owned by American citizens Sateen. tein 
ot and register, cleared from Seattle, 19 

charter to At. H. Houser, of Oreg., bound for 


“unto order 5 to its L Mt of which a from the 
ee ares 5 e time of her 


on the high sens, compelled her io stop, and sent on ‘board an ie 
party, w possession. an examination o 
ship’s papers "ne commander of the cruiser directed that the cargo 


be thrown overboard, but su mently decided to destroy the vessel, 
and on the following morning, by order, the Frye was sunk. 


The claim of the owners and oo consists of the following items: 


Value of ship, eat equipment, and outfit $150, 600. 00 
Actual 88 180 eee East, 12587 1,000/2,240 tons, 
at 32s, — 48 TTT 39, 759. 54 
Tra and other expenses Ra Capt. Kiehne and Arthur 


& Co., agents of 4 In connection with making 


ects of Capt. i. 1115 — .. 300. 00 
. — covering loss due to deprivation of use of ship.. 37, 500. 00 


n.... f e e aa E 


By direction of my government, I have the honor to 
reparation be mad i Rec eee for the destruction of 
the William P. oo by the German cruiser Prins Eitel Friedrich. 
(Dip. Corr, 


81.) Bryan. 
No. 88. German memorandum, By egy! Bendis 4, 1915, Er the British 
restraint of sea-borne commerce y and the American expor- 
tation of war material. (See 41.) 


(The German ambassador to the Secretary of State.) 


The 8 British orders in council have one-sidedly modified the 

prong principles of international law in a way which 

Fe yr a commerce of neutral nations with Germany. Even 
last British order in council, the shipment of conditional 

1 3 food supplies, to Germany was practically im- 
possible. Prior to the . sent ws the American to the British Gov- 
ernment on December such a shipment did not actually take 
lace in a single case. ren after this lige „ 


Bo an ere 
—— in an English port und the pretext of an order of the Ger- 


in trade, 3 
this resolution of the federal coun ale ped. oe pth to grain and 
flour, and not to other foods an express exception 
with respect to imported f — altho the Govern- 
ment gave the American Government an assurance, and proposed a special 
tion whereby the exclusive — the civilian popula- 
tion is absolutely guaranteed. 
Under the „ the selzure of the American ship was inad- 
missible regs to recognized principles of international law. 2 
theless the United States Government has not to date secured the 
lease of the chip and cargo, and has not, after a duration 3 the war at 
eight months, succeeded in protecting its lawful trade with 


Such a long delay, especially in matters of food supply, is 5 
to an entire denial. 
The Imperial Em must therefore assume that the United States 


vse | Beltain acquiesces the violations of international law by Great 


Then, there is also the attitude of the United States in the question of 
the rtation of arms. The Im Government feels sure that 
the United States Government will agree that in questions of — 
It is necessary into t 


3 dut also the spirit in which the neu x 
e situation in 2 —.— war differs from t of any previous 
wee ° Therefore an ce to arms furnished by Germany in former 
wars Is not Justine ] for the then. it was not a question whether war mate- 
rial should be supp’ lied to the belligerents, but who should supply it in 
competition with Pone nations, In the present war all nations having 
a war-material industry worth mentioning are either involved in the 
war themselves or are fo —— in perfecting their own armaments, and 
have therefore laid an em against the exportation of war material 
ae United States is, accordingly, the only neutral country in a position 
o furnish war materials. The con tion. of neutrality is thereby given 
a. — 5 Ag jeg eel inde ae: of — ssn mestion of hitherto existing 
contradic’ Unit States is bull 


ess. But it can in no event be in 3 with the spirit 
of true neutrality if, under the protection of such international pe 
lations, an ea new ind is created in a neutral state, such as 
is the devel of the arms indus in the United States, ‘the busi- 


ness es "ander the present conditions, can benefit only the belllg- 


States will find means of preventing this one-sided supply y arms or at 


least of utilizing it to 1 te trad $ —.— . cial 
that in foods This view of neutrality sh: all the ene a app 
to the United States s Government, because the Satter enacted a similar 


on arms to Mexico, declared that “we s 4 stand for genuine neu- 

si th EAS E 

mza had no ports, while 

port these materials, that it was 

our ddt as a nation to treat Carranza and Huerta upon yeti 
if we to observe the true spirit of neutrality, as coumpared 


If view were a peg Pinel os case, it would lead to an 
8 on the . of arms. Ae — 73-74.) 
No. 39. First April 5, G0 5, in regard to the William 
P. Frye. (See No. 87.) 
(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 
The undersigned has the honor to make ly to the note of his ex- 
cellency Mr. James W. ambassador, the United States of Amer- 
fea, dated the 2d instant, fo office No. 2892, relative to claims for 
for the sinking of the American merchant vessel William P. 
0 the rogers auxiliary cruiser Prinz Hitel Friedrich. 
Mp gt? which have reached the German Govern- 
ment, the pr tay hi the Prinz Eitel Friedrich — the William 
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He 
eenstown, Falmouth, 
rst tr to remove the cargo 
from the William P. Frye he took the ship’s papers and her crew on 
board and sank nip 

It results from these facts that the German commander acted quite 
in accordance with the principles of international law as laid down in 


P. Fryc on the high seas January 27, 1915, and searched her. 
found on rd a cargo of wheat consigned to 
or Plymouth, to order. After he had 


the declaration of London and the German prize ordinance. The pore 
of Queenstown, Falmouth, and Plymouth, whither the ship visited 
was bound, are strongly fortified English coast places, which, moreover, 
serve as bases for the British naval forces. The cargo of wheat bein 
food or foodstuffs, was conditional contraband within the meaning o 
article 24, No. 1, of the Declaration of London, and article 23, No. 1, 
of the German prize ordinance, and was therefore to be considered as 
destined for the armed forces of the enemy, pursuant to articles 33 
and 34 of the Declaration of London and articles 32 and 33 of the 
German prize erdinance, and to be treated as contraband pending 
proof of the contrary. ‘This proof was certainly not capable of being 
adduced at the time of the visiting of the vessel, since the cargo papers 
This, however, furnished conditions under which, 
rsuant to article 49 of the Declaration of London and article 113 of 

e German prize ordinance, the sinking of the ship was permissible, 
since it was — 7 possible for the auxiliary cruiser to take the prize into 
a German rt without involving danger to its own security or the 
success of its operations. The duties devolving upon the cruiser be- 
fore destruction of the ship, pursuant to article 50 of the Declaration 
of London and article 116 of the German prize ordinance, were ful- 
filled by the cruiser in that it took on all the persons found on 
the sailing vessel as well as the ship's papers. 

The legality of the measures taken my, the German commander is, 
furthermo: subject to examination by the German prize court. 

cle 51 of the Declaration of London and section 1. No. 2 
of the German Code of Prize Procedure. These prize proceedings will 
be instituted before the prize court at Hamburg as soon as the ship's 
papers are received, and will comprise the settlement of questions 
whether the destruction of the ae 4an the ship was necessary within 
the meaning of article 49 of the laration of London; whether the 

3 sunk was liable to capture; and whether, or to what extent, 

demnity is to be awarded the owners. In the trial the owners of 
ship and cargo would be at liberty, pursuant to article 34, paragraph 3, 
of the Declaration of London, to adduce proof that the cargo of wheat 
had an innocent destination and did not, therefore, have the character 
of contraband. If such proof is not adduced, the German Government 
would not be liable for any com tion whatever, according to the 
general principles of international law. 

However, the le; situation is somewhat different in the light of 
the ial stipulations applicable to the relations between Germany 
and the United States, since article 13 of the Prussian-American 8 
of friendship and commerce of July 11, 1799, taken in connection wi 
article 12 of the Prusslan-American treat of commerce and navigation 
of May 1, 1828, provides that contraband belonging to the subjects or 
citizens of either party can not be confiscated by the other in any case, 
but only detained or used in consideration of payis of the full value 
of the same. On the ground of this treaty stipulation, which is, as a 
matter of course, binding on the German prize court, the erican own- 
ers of ship and cargo would receive compensation even if the court 
should declare the cargo of wheat to be contraband. Nevertheless, the 
approaching prize proceedings are not rendered superfluous, since the 
competent prize court must examine into the | ity of the capture 
and destruction and also pronounce upon the standing of the claimants 
and the amount of Indemnity. 

The undersigned begs to suggest that the ambassador bring the above 
to the knowledge of his Government, and ayails himself, etc. J 

Aw. 


read to order.” 


(Dip. Corr. 87-88.) 


No. 40. British memorandum, April 8, 1915, in reference to the 
Wilhelmina. (See Nos. 20, 25, and 54.) 2 


(The prime minister to the American ambassador.) 


His 8 Government share the desire of the United States Gov- 
ernment for an immediate settlement of the case of the Wilhelmina, 
This American ship, laden with foodstuffs, left New York for Hamburg 
on January 22. She called at Falmouth of her own accord on Febru- 
ary 9, and her cargo was detained as prize on February 11. The writ 
institutin rize-court proceedings was issued on February 27, and 
claimed t the cargo should be condemned as contraband of war. 
No proceedings were taken or even threatened against the ship herself, 
and in the ordinary course the cargo would have been unloaded when 
seized, so that the ship would be free to leave. The owners of the 
cargo, however, have throughout objected to the discharge of the cargo, 
and it is because of this objection that the ship is s at Falmouth 


with the cargo on 5 

His Majesty’s Government have formally undertaken that, even 
should the condemnation of the cargo as contraband be secured in the 
pase court, they would none the less compensate the owners for any 
oss sustained in consequence of the ship having been stopped and pro- 
ceedings taken against the cargo. 

It was understood at the time that the 8 in the prize court 
would be in the nature of a test case, the decision in which would 

vern the treatment of . shipments of food supplies to 
8 in similar circumstances. Singe then the situation has, how- 
ever, materially changed by the issue of the order in council of March 
11, 1915, and the measures taken thereunder which prevent further 
2 being sent from America to Germany, whether contraband or 
not. 

In these circumstances there is no 3 an object in continuing the 
judicial proceedings in the case of the Wilhelmina, for it can no longer 
serve as a test case, and it is really agreed that the owners of the z 
eyen if proved to have no claim, are to be treated as if their c 
was good. Nothing therefore remains but to settle the claim on 
gee r and just conditions, and this would, in the opinion of His 

esty's Government, be sec most tiously and with the least 
inconvenience to all parties by an a ent between the Cro and 
the claimants for the disposal of the whole matter. His 
Government accordingly pro that such an a 
on the following terms: “ a 
taken to compensate the claimants by paying for go on 
the basis of the loss of the profit the claimants would have made if 
the ship had proceeded in due course to Hamburg, and by indemnifying 
them for the delay caused to the ship so far as t! delay bas been due 
to the action of the British authorities, all proceedings in the prize 


court shall be stayed on the understanding that His Majesty's Gov- 
ernment buy the cargo from the claimants on the above terms. The 
cargo shall be discharged and delivered to the proper officer of the 
Crown forthwith. The sum to be paid shall be assessed by a single 
America aud his Majesty's principal secretary of state for foreign 
affairs, who shall 8 the total amount after making such inqui. es 
as he may think fit, but without formal hearing or arbitration.” His 
Majesty's Government would be grateful if the United States ambassa- 
dor would inform the claimants of the above proposal at his early 
convenience and obtain their acceptance. 

(Dip. Corr. 83-84.) 

No. 41. American note, April 21, 1915, replying to No. 38. 

(The Secretary of State to the German ambassador.) 

EXCELLENCY : I bave given thoughtful consideration to your excel- 
lency’s note of the 4th of April, 1915, inclosing a memorandum of the 
same date, in which your excellency discusses the action of this Goy- 
ernment with regard to trade between the United States and Germany 
and the attitude of this Government with regard to the exportation of 
arms from the United States to the nations now at war with Germany. 

I must admit that I am somewhat at a loss how to interpret your 
excellency’s treatment of these matters. There are many circumstances 
connect with these important subjects to which I would have ex- 
pected your excellency to advert, but of which 
and there are other circumstances to which you do refer which I would 
have supposed to be hardly appropriate for discussion between the 
Government of the United States and the Government of Germany. 

I shall take the liberty, therefore, of rding your excellency's 
references to the course pursued by the Government of the United 
States with regard to interferences with trade from this country, such 
as the Government of Great Britain has attempted, as intended merely 
to illustrate more fully the situation to which you desire to call our 
attention and not as an invitation to discuss that course. Your. excel- 
lency’s long experience in international affairs will have suggested to 
you that the relations of the two Governments with one another can 
not wisely be made a subject of discussion with a third Government, 
which can not be fully informed as to the facts and which can not be 
fully cognizant of the reasons for the course pursued. I believe, how- 
ever, that I am justified in assuming that what you desire to call forth 
is a frank statement of the position of this Government in regard to 
its obligations as a neutral power. The general attitude and course 
of 8 of this Government in the maintenance of its neutrality I 

anxious that your excellency should see in their true 
oped that this Government's position in these respects 
been made abundantly clear, but I am of course perfectly willing 
to state it again. This seems to me the more necessary and d ble 


ou make no mention, 


use, I regret to say, the lau ge which your excellency employs 
in your memorandum is su tible of being construed as imp ing 
the good faith of the United States in the performance of its duties 


as a neutral. I take it for granted that no such implication was 
intended, but it is so evident that your ee een is laboring under 
certain false impressions that I can not be too explicit in setting forth 
the facts as they are; when fully reviewed and comprehended. 

In the first place, this Government has at no time and in no manner 
| Senn any one of its rights as a neutral to any of the present bel- 
ae 5 It has acknowledged, as a matter of course, e right of 

t and search and the right to apply the rules of contraband of 
war to articles of commerce. It has, Indeed, insisted upon the use of 
visit and search as an absolutely necessary safeguard against mistaking 
neutral vessels for vessels owned by an enemy and nst mistaking 
legal car, for illegal. It has admitted also the right of blockade 
if actually exercised and effectively maintained. These are merely 
the well-known limitations which war places upon neutral commerce 
on the high seas. But nothing beyond these has it conceded. I call 

our excellency's attention to this, notwithstanding it is already known 
o all the world as a consequence of the publication of our corre- 
spondence in re; to these matters with several of the belligerent 
nations, because I can not assume that you have official cognizance of it. 

In the second place, this Government attempted to secure from the 
German and British Governments mutual concessions with regard to 
the measures those Governments re tively adopted for the inter- 
ruption of trade on the high seas. This it did, not of right, but merely 
as exercising the privileges of a sincere friend of both parties and as 
indicating its impartial good will. The attempt was unsuccessful; 
but I regret that your excellency did not deem it worthy of mention 
in modification of the impressions you expressed. We had hoped that 
this act on our part had shown our spirit in these times of distressing 
war, as our diplomatic correspondence had shown our steadfast refusal 
to acknowledge the right of any bel ent to alter the accepted rules 
of —.— at sea in so far as they affect the rights and interests of 
neutrals. 


In the third place, I note with sincere r t that, in discussing the 
sale and e tion of arms by citizens of the United States to the 
enemies of Germany, your excellency seems to be under the impression 


h 

that it was within the choice of the Government of the United States, 
notwithstanding its professed neutrality and its diligent efforts to 
maintain it in other particulars, to inhibit this trade, and that its 
failure to do so manifested an unfair attitude toward Germany. This 
Government hol as I believe your excellency is aware, and as it is 
constrained to hold in view of the present indisputable doctrines of 

ted international law, that any change in its own laws of neu- 
trality — the progress of a war which would affect unequally the 
relations of the United States with the nations at war would be an 
Fg mayer departure from the principle of strict neutrality by which 
it has consistently sought to direct its actions, and I 9 ly sub- 


The friendship between the le of the United 
Rs so warm and of. 


perfect frankness when any occasion 
to create oot misunderstanding, however slight or tem- 
porary, between those who represent the Governments of the two 
countries. It will be a matter of tification to me if I have re- 
moved from your excellency’s mind any misapprehension you may 
have been under regarding elther the policy or the spirit and pur- 
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— of the Government of the United States. —.— neutrality is 
nded ee eee basis of conscience and good wi 
Aceep 8 


, W. J. Bevan. 
(Dip. Corr. 74-75.) 
No. 42. Announcement of the German * April te) ate ae 
warning against embarkation on vessels belonging to Great Bri 
its aie, 
NOTICE. 
Travelers intending to embark on the ingen yoyage are reminded 


that a state of war exists between Germany allies and Great 
Britain and her allies; that the zone of war includes the waters ad- 


> ven 
the Imperial German Government, vessels reat 
Britain, or of any of her allies, are Mabie to destru 
and that travelers sailing in 
her allies do so at their own risk. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 22, 1915. 


(The New York Times, May 8, 1915.) 


No. 43. Second American note, ＋ 8. 28. 1915, in regard to the 
William P. Frye. (See Nos. 37 and 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at Berlin.) 


IMPERIAL GERMAN EMBASSY. 


E You gar 8 to present the following note to the German 

In 9 ‘to, your excellency’s note of the 5th instant, which > 
‘Government of the United States understands admits the the Tenens 
the erman 8 for the damages resul m 
the ng of the American sailing vessel William P. Frye by the 
German auxil cruiser Pring Eitel Friedrich on Jan 


iary 
I. have the honor to say. 
tness with gat 
ts liabitity is nich A ap 
be inappropriate in e cir 


German and 

s American citizens and the amount of 

are all 5 which lend 8 to 

negotiation between the two Governments, and ques 

of lability has already been ah gt in that 3 e status of the 

claimants and the amount of the indemnity are the enly questions 
Seer and it Ay appropriate that they should be dealt 


The Sorene 8 the United States fully understands tha 
stated Taty excellency’s note, the German Government 18 table 
from. ae, 1 above mentioned for “RE damages. engra BETS 
m the destruc e cargo as well as from 
he vessel. But it will be observed the 4 — 
ben not grag] for 
question of the value of the cargo theref 
present discussion. 
8 Government of 3 Pings ve 
overnment will wish to sa’ as e Ameri ners! 
of the vessel, and the amount of the damages sustained ee W 


of her destruction. 

„ ge RT T ov- 
ernm any ence substan claim 
on these points in addition to that by the’ Phe ego ey 
whieh are already on of the German t, any 
additional evidence found n uced. In that case, 

as any evidence which Government 


is more accessible and 5 
the United States than . 
there of 


and effect x the Declaration of Lond 
pan prominence in Your Excellency's note of ‘April’ 8. * er tha 
say that, as the German Government has advised, 


the Government of the United States d t regard Declar. 

of London as in force. i as = . 
(Dip. Corr. 88.) 
No. 44. German note, May 10, 1915, ress! regret 

of American lives through th the sinking of the Castle nia. oe 


“have repeatedly tried t — b- 
0 
marines, so that a previous pardi was impossible. Ae 

They can not, therefore, be treated as ordinary merchant vessels. 
A recent 1 made to the British Parliament b the Parlia- 
bree ped | Secretary answer to a 1 vy Lord ‘les Beres- 

d that atthe present practically all British merchant vessels 

were a with 25 3 

Besid has been openly admi English press 
Lusitania’ on 9 voyages 4 —.—.— large tits “of 


ar material. t vo; 400 cases 
of of ammunition, On ne > tue veut A Aged A also . of 
If after ted official and 


unofficial con- 
sidered herself able to declare that that boat ran no risk and thus 
light-heartedly assumed responsibility for the human life on board a 


steamer which, owing to its armament and cargo was liable to destruc- 
tion, the German ppr. in spite of Pin Sie oe sympathy for 
the loss of American li can not but cans felt 
more inclined to trust to pro en tank te DAE atta. 
the warnings from the German side. 
FOREIGN OFFICE. 


(The New York Times, May 11, 1915.) 


No. 45. German statement, May 11, 1915, in regard to the treat- 
ment of neutral vessels in the war zone. 


(The German minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


First. The Imperial German Government has naturally no inten- 
tion of causing to be attacked by submarines or aircraft such neutral 
of commerce in zone of naval warfare, more definitely 
described in the notice of the German Admiralty staff of February 4 
Jast, as have been guilty of no hostile act. On the contrary, the most 
— 2 instructions have repeatediy been issued to German war ves- 
sels to avoid attacks on such ships under all circumstances. 
when such have con of war on board they are dealt 
with Ree 3 solely according to the rules of international law 


a “should warfare. 
— Should a neutral ship nevertheless come to harm thro: 
arines or raft on account of an r { 
faistaket} 1 in the above-mentioned zone of nave wart: a & 
vernment will unreservedly recognize i nsi there- 
afford damages 


thereby to be given for 
navy places itself in 
Government so that the 


to 
— poy ve into the cause. a * a 
a 


tion of such a 
communication with the — s g neutral 


latter may also institute an investigation. If the Soe 
ment is reby convinced that the been destroyed by Ger- 
many's war , it will not delay in womg out the provisions of 


an gt een cw investigation * 1 aE — ter 3 of 
ague Convention of October 1 solution 

of 1 disputes. Nen York k ities. M May 12, 12. 1915.) 
No. 46. First American note, May 18, 1916, re the loss of 
American lives and the injury to American commerce incidental to the 


naval warfare. (See Nos. 50, 53, 56, and 60.) 
(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at Berlin.) 


American rights on the high seas w 3 
and sinking of the British Lusitania on May 7, 1518, be 
which over 100 American citizens lost their lives, it is clearly wise 
oo that the Government of the SA States and the Im- 
ial German Government shouid come a clear full under- 
3 to the ve situation which has resulted 
The sinking of Falaba by a German 
submarine on March 28, through which Leon C. „ an Amer- 
ican „ was drowned; the attack 2S the 
ing by a German a 


two or more 
the torpedoing and duking of 
series of events which the Government of 


ways engaged upon the 
having understood the instructions 
perial vernment to its naval commanders to be 

ig the same plane of humane action prescribed by the naval codes 
other nations, the ö the United States was loath to 


modern 


Government concernin 
the earnest hope that it is no a 
al German —— which will correct the 
which have been created and vindicate once 
more the position of that Government with regard to 
freedom of seas. 
The Government of the United States has been apprised that the 
German considered ed 


y 
ment that it can not admit the adoption of 
au measures or such a warni ef danger to operate as any 
degree an “abbreviation of the rights of American shipmasters or of 
American citizens bound on lawfu errands as passengers on merchant 
ships of a oe ene ; and that it must hold the Imperial 


t to accountability for any infringement 
of those rights, Intentional or incidental. It does not understand the 
Imperial Government tion these rights. It assumes, 
on the con „ that the Impe Government accept, as of course, 
the rule that the lives of noncombatants, whether they be of nen 


citizenship or 8 of one of the nations at war, can not lawiully 
or rightfully be put in the capture or destruction of an 
unarmed mer as all other nations do, 
of visit and search to 


‘he Government of the United States, therefore, desires to ‘call the 
attention of the Imperial German 1 with the utmost earnest- 
ness to the fact that the objection to their present method of attack 
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agzinst the trade of their enemies lies in the practical impossibility 
of employing submarines in the destruction of commerce without 
disregarding those rules of fairness, reason, justice, and humani, 
which all modern opinion regards as imperative. It is practically 
cers of a submarine to visit a merchantman at 


impossible for the o 
It is practically impossible 


sea and examine her papers and cargo. 
for them to make a prize of her; and, if they can not put a prize crew 
on board of her, they can not sink her without Lapis, | her crew and 
sll on board of her to the mercy of the sea in her small boats. These 
facts, it is understood, the yy German Government frankly 
admit. We are informed that in the instances of which we have 
ken time enough for even that poor measure of safety was not 
ven, and in at least two of the cases cited not so much as a warning 
was recelyed. Manifesty, submarines can not be used against mer- 
chantmen, as the last few weeks have shown, without an inevitable 
violation of many sacred principles of justice and humanity. 

American citizens act within their indisputable fe in taking their 
ships and in traveling wherever their legitimate business calls them 
upon the high seas, and exercise those ts in what should be the 
well-justified confidence that their lives will not be endangered by acts 
done in clear violation of universally acknowledged international obli- 
gations, and certainly in the confidence that their own Government 
will sustain them in the exercise of their rights. : 

There was recently published in the newspapers of the United States, 
I regret to inform the Imperial German Government, a formal warning, 
purporting to come from the Imperial German Embassy at Washing- 
ton, addressed to the people of the United States, and stating, in 
effect, that any citizen of the United States who exercised his right 
‘of free travel upon the seas would do so at his peril if his — 
should take him within the zone of waters within which the Imperia 
German Na was using submarines st the commerce of Great 
Britain and ce, notwithstanding the respectful but very earnest 
protest of his Government, the Government of the United States. I 
do not refer to this for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
Imperial German Government at this time to the surp - 
larity of a communication from the Imperial German Emi y at 
Washington addressed to the people of the United. States through the 
‘newspapers, but only for the purpose of 1 out that no warning 
that an unlawful and inhumane act will be committed can possibly 
be accepted as an excuse or palliation for that act or as an abatement 
of the responsibility for its commission. 

Long acquaintance as this Government has been with the character 
of the Imperial German Government and with the high jes wre 
of equity by which the yahev in the past been accentuated and guided, 
‘the Government of the United States can not belleve that the com- 
manders of the vessels which committed these acts of lawlessness did 
80 except under a misapprehension of the orders issued by the Im- 
perial German naval authorities. It takes it for granted that, at least 
within the practical possibilities of every such case, the commanders 
even of submarines were expected to do nothing that would involve 
the lives of noncombatants or the safety of neutral ships, even at 
the cost of failing of their object of capture or destruction. It 
confidently expects, therefore, that the Imperial German Government 
will disavow the acts of which the Government of the United States 
ene ge ke that they will make reparation so far as reparation is 
possible for injuries which are without measure; and that they will 
take immediate steps to prevent the recurrence of anything so ob- 
viously subversive of the So of warfare for which the Imperial 
German Government have in the past so wisely and so firmly contended. 

The Government and people of the United States look to the 
Imperial German Government for just, prompt, and enlightened action 
in this vital matter with the greater confidence use the United 
States and Germany are bound together not only by special ties of 
friendship but also by the explicit stipulations of the treaty of 1828 
between the United States and the Kingdom of Prussia. 

Expressions of regret and offers of reparation in case of the de- 
struction of neutral ships sunk by mistake, while they may satisfy 
international obligations, if no loss of life results, can not justify or 
excuse a practice the nat and necessary effect of which to sub- 
ject neutral nations and neutral persons to new and immeasurable 
ri 


8. 
The Imperial German Government will not expect the Government 
of the United States to omit any word or any act necessary to the 
rformance of its sacred duty of maintaining the rights of the United 
— sae its citizens and of safeguarding their free exercise and 
enjoyment. 5 


(Dip. Corr. 75-77.) 5 

No. 47. British memorandum, May 20, 1915, in reference to the de- 
tention of American ships and cargoes. (The memorandum has a para- 
graph attached com the exports of the United States to be! rent 
and neutral countries in January and February, 1914, with those the 
same months of 1915. An additional table shows an increase in the 
arepan exportation of bacon and lard to neutral countries in March, 
1915. 
First. There are at the present moment three American ships de- 
tained in this country. Two of them are cotton ships, which are dealt 


BRYAN. 


with below. The third is the steamer Joseph W. Fordney. This vessel, 
with a cargo of foodstuffs consigned to E. er at Malmo 8 
was brought into Kirkwall on April 8. She had been sighted by H 


Majesty's ships about 10 miles from the Norw coast, and had there- 
upon endeavored, with the evident desire to evade search, to escape 
rapidly into Norwegian territorial waters, but without success. 

Ou the vessel's arrival in kwall inquiries were at once addressed 
to His Majesty’s minister at Stockholm with regard to the consignee 
of the cargo, and a reply was received to the effect that no person of 
that name could be identified at Malmo, though there was a person of 
that name who resided at Gothenburg, and was manager of the Gothen- 
burg branch of Hugo Hartvig, and who had stated that the consign- 
ments addressed to on board the Joseph W. Fordney were intended 
for storage in Malmo. 

Second. The suspicious conduct of the vessel in endeavoring to elude 
His Majesty's patrols and the known connections of the consignee of 
her cargo ve tended to confirm other evidence which has 
the knowledge of His Majesty’s Go 
in reality destined for Germany. 
cargo must be peas in the prize court, and th t 
discharging at Portishead, England, on the completion of which opera- 
tion she will be released. 

: Majesty's Government feel satisfied that in the circumstances of 
this case undue interference with American interests can not with rea- 
son be imputed to them. 
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Third. The number of neutral vessels carrying American cargoes and 
at present held up is 36. Of these 23 carry cargoes of American cotton. 
The United States Government are aware that since the enforcement of 
the blockade measures announced in the supplement to the London 
Gazette of the 12th of March last His Majesty's Government have acted 
as regards ments of erican cotton in accordance with the provi- 
sions of an arrangement arrived at in collaboration with representatives 
i American cotton interests. The terms of the arrangement are as 

‘ollows : . 

A. All cotton for which contracts, sale, and freight engagements 
9 —— ae rte Eney oe 222 oe is to ey aes free 3 
or bou: a e contrac’ ce stopped, proy e ship sails not 
later the 31st of March, g 

B. Similar treatment is to be accorded all cotton insured before 
fe . of March, provided it is put aboard not later than the 16th of 


reh. 

C. All shipments of cotton claiming the above protection are to be 
declared ore ing and documents produced and certificates ob- 
Sine Sp consular officers or other authorities fixed by the Gov- 

ent. 

Fourth. In accepting this scheme, which, it may be noted, applies 
to shipments of cotton for a neutral destination "only, the SARM 1 
representatives of the American cotton interests described it to His 
Majesty's ambassador at Washington as conceding all that the Ameri- 
can interests could properly ask. It was never suggested that vessels 
or cargoes with an enemy destination should be allowed to proceed. 
His Majesty’s Government were, moreover, given to understand that 
the provisions of the arrangement were acceptable to the United States 
Government, _ N 

Fifth. It is intended shortly to furnish a statement showing pre- 
cisely what cargoes or portions of cargoes His Majesty's Government 
have dealt with under the above arrangement, and as regards those 
which they have decided to purchase at the contract price under the 
terms of paragraph A of the arrangement direct discussions haye already 
been opened with the special representatives of the American parties 
Led Sarg ed in London. 


acutely by the delay of full ment. ed 
acco} ce with the customs of trade the owners drew bills to the 
value of th s before or at the time of shipment; and, if such 


venth. On an impartial review of the facts it will, His — 
Government feel sure, be admitted that no arbitrary Interference with 

can interests has, in regard to these cargoes, occurred, seeing 
that His Majesty’s Government has acted throughout in conformity 
with the terms of an arrangement agreeable to the interests concerned 
and that United States citizens-will suffer no pecuniary loss. 

Ei . As other American cargoes or portions of cargoes 
which have been placed in the prize court, His lesty’s Government 
resort to this measure in cases where either the goods concerned are 
contraband or there is evidence that ogee iy ostensibly consigned to 
a person in neutral countries they are in reality destined to the enem 
in contravention of the rules of blockade. The right to submit suc 
cases to the public investigation of a judicial tribunal is one which His 

jesty’s Government can not forego, and they feel convinced that the 
en tened opinion in the United States can not adversely criticise their 
course of action in this respect. 

Ninth. It is true that a number of these cases have been pending 
ee prisa court for some time. This is notably the case in regard 


ce vessels carrying large shipments of meat and lard osten- 
sibly consigned to Scandinavian ports. The United States Govern- 
ment are, however, no doubt aware that much of the delay involved 


in these instances is due to the fact that the negotiations have been 
carried on for many weeks with a representative of the principal 
American meat packers, for an arrangement designated to limit impor- 
tation into neutral countries adjacent to Germany, to quantities 
actually required in those countries for bona fide home consumption, 
The American meat packers have demanded as a part of the settle- 
ment to be a upon, that His Majesty's Government should buy 
the cargoes of several ships now held up in the prize court. Hence 
the delay in bringing these cases to adjudication. 

The negotiations for an amicable settlement have, unfortunately, 
come to a standstill owing to the exorbitant terms upon by 
the representative of the American packers. This stage having now 
been reached His Maleni s Government have decided to go on with 
the prize-court in these cases, and it is not expected that 
& decision will much longer delayed. 

Tenth, It may finally be pointed out that repeated complaint, as 
to injury suffered generally by American trade in consequence of 
interference due to British nayal measures, derives little substance 
from the published American trade returns. A table of figures taken 
from these returns and showing the amount of recent American trade 
with Germany and with neutral countries supplying Germany, is an- 
nexed hereto. It certainly tends to disprove any contention that 
American trade with neutral countries has recently suffered. It will 
be seen that whereas American exports to ps pear 4 and Austria in 
February, 1915, fell by $21,500,000, as compared with the same month 
in 1914, American 9 to Scandinavia, Holland, and Italy rose by 
the enormous figure of $61,100,000. 

Eleventh. Similar figures for the month of March have not aes 
reached His Majesty's Government, but they have received statistics 
for that month of the value of * and imports throu 
York, as issued by the collector of the port, and while BD poor ng out 
a la increase in the value of exports in 115, compared with those 
of 1914, as shown in the tables annexed. — 55 desire especially to call 
attentlon to a separate statement indica ng the increase in the 
amount of the export to Scandinavian and Dutch ports of two com- 
modities only—bacon and lard. These figures show that as against 
1,253 boxes of bacon and 9,816 tierces of lard exported to the ports 
noted in the aboye countries in March, 1914, there were rted in 
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countries in question in the vessels which they have detained, but 
they would call attention to the fact that if is only when they have 
believed themselves to be in possession of conclusive evidence of the 
enemy destination of a cargo that they have seized such a cargo, and 
that American interests, as for instance in the case of cotton, have 
eae aerials sympathetic consideration. (The New York Times, 

ay 21, ) 

No. 48. Statement of the Secretary of State, May 21, 1915, regarding 
an error in No. 47. 

The foreign-trade advisers’ attention has been called to the state- 
ment of the foreign office of Great Britain, published in this morn- 
ing's papers, an extract from which follows: 

Fourth. In accepting this scheme, which, it may be noted, ap- 
plies to shipments of cotton for a neutral destination only, the prin- 
cipal resentatives of the American interests described it to His 
Majesty's ambassador at Washington as conceding all that the American 
interests could properly ask. It was never suggested that vessels or 
cargoes with an enemy destination should be allowed to proceed. His 
Majesty's Government were, moreover, given to understand that the 
provisions of the arrangements were acceptable to the United States 
Government.” 

The plan referred to is the one which was entered into between 
the cotton shippers of this country and the British embassy, a portion 
of which is quoted in the statement of the British foreign office. 

Without discussing at this time the statement that “it was never 
suggested that vessels or cargoes with an enemy destination should 
be allowed to proceed.“ the foreign-trade advisers, who informally and 
unofficially represented the cotton shippers in the negotiations which 
led to the so-called cotton arrangement, state that it was distinctly 
understood between Sir Arthur Cecil apene ee the British ambas- 
gsador, and Robert F. Rose, the foreign-trade adviser conducting this 
discussion on behalf of the American cotton exporters, that nothing 
done by the foreign-trade advisers should be regarded as official, and 
that everything done was to be considered as informal and unofficial, 
and in no way binding the United States Government to any arrange- 
ment reached, or be construed as a recognition of the order in council 
to be issued or the declaration of March 1 which has been issued, 
This statement was made to the British ambassador on March 3 when 
the first conference in the matter was held, was repeated at each sub- 
sequent conference, and each time the absolute assurance from the 
British ambassador was received that, in acting for the cotton ship- 
pers in any way, the foreign-trade advisers were to be regarded as not 
representing the United States Government in any manner, (The 
New York Times, May 22, 1915.) 

No, 49. Statement of the British embassy, May 21, 1915, correcting 
the error in No. 47. 

The terms of the arrangement quoted in the British statement as 
telegraphed were arrived at in London between a private representa- 
tive of the American cotton interests in London and British officials 
in London, The reference to the British ambassador in paragraph 4 
is, therefore, an error, 

Tue arrangement in question formed the subject of conversations be- 
tween the ambassador and representatives of the cotton interests in this 
country. There never was any question of a formal and official under- 
standing between the United States Government and the British Em- 


bassy. (The New York Times, y Ag 1915. 

No. First German note, y 28, 1915, regarding the loss of 
American lives and the injury to American commerce incidental to the 
naval warfare. (See No. 46. 


(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


The undersigned has the honor to make the following reply to the 
note of his yen ga Mr. James W. Gerard, ambassador of the United 
States of America, dated the 15th instant, on the subject of the im- 
pairment of many American interests by the German submarine war. 

The Imperial vernment has subjected the statements of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to a careful examination, and has the 
lively wish on its part also to contribute in a convincing and friendl 
manner to clear up any misunderstandings which may have enter 
into the relations of the two Governments through the events men- 
tioned by the American Government. 

With regard firstly to the cases of the American steamers Oushing 
and Gulflight, the American Embassy has already been informed that 
it is far from the German Government to have any intention of order- 
ing attacks by submarines or flyers on neutral vessels in the zone which 
have not been Haus“ of any hostile act; on the contrary, the most 
explicit instructions have been repeatedly given the German armed 
forces to avoid attacking such vessels. If neutral vessels have come 
to grief through the German submarine war during the past few months 
by mistake, it is a question of isolated and exceptional cases, which are 
traceable to the misuse of flags by the British Government in connec- 
tion with carelessness or suspicious actions on the part of the captains 
of the vessels. In all cases where a neutral vessel through no fault 
of its own has come to grief through the German submarine or flyers 
according to the facts as ascertained by the German Government, this 
Government has expressed its regret at the unfortunate occurrence and 
promised indemnification where the facts justified it. The German Gov- 
ernment will treat the cases of the American steamers Cushing and 
Gulflight according to the same principles. An investigation of these 
cases is in progress. Its results will be communicated to the embassy 
shortly. e investigation might, if thought desirable, be supple- 
mented by an international commission of inquiry, pursuant to title 
3 of The Hague convention of October 18, 1907, for the pacific settle- 
ment of international 8 

In the case of the sinking of the English steamer Falaba, the com- 
mander of the German submarine had the intention of allowing pas- 
sengers and crew ample opportunity to save themselves. 

It was not until the captain disregarded the order to lay to and took 
to flight, sending up rocket signals for help, that the German com- 
mander ordered the crew and passengers, by signals and py aia to 
leave the ship within 10 minutes. As a matter of fact he allowed them 
23 minutes and did not fire the torpedo until suspicious steamers were 
sagt hes to the aid of the Falaba. 

With regard to the loss of life when the British passenger steamer 
Lusitania was sunk, the German Government has already expressed 
its deep regret to the neutral Governments concerned that nationals 
of those countries lost their lives on that occasion. The Imperial 
Government must state for the rest the impression that certain im- 
portant facts most directly connected with the sinking of the Lusitania 
may have escaped the attention of the Government of the United States. 
It therefore considers it necessary in the interest of the clear and full 
understan ed at by either Government primarily to convince 
itself that the rts of the facts which are before the two Govern- 
ments are complete and in agreement, 


The Government of the United States proceeds on the assumption 
that the Lusitania is to be considered as an ordinary unarmed mer- 
chant vessel, The Imperial Government begs in this connection to 
point out that the Lusitania was one of the largest and fastest English 
commerce steamers, constructed with Government funds as auxiliar, 
crulsers, and is expressly included in the navy list 10 by Britis: 
Admiralty. It is, moreover, known to the Imperial Government, from 
reliable information furnished by its officials and neutral passengers, 
that for some time Maca hy geet all the more valuable English merchant 
vessels have been provided with guns, ammunition, and other weapons, 


and reinforced with a crew specially practiced in manning S. Ac- 
5 to reports at hand here, the Lusitania when she left New York 
Scepter ae d guns on board which were mounted under decks and 
masked. 


The Imperial Government furthermore has the honor to direct the 
articular attention of the American Government to the fact that the 
ritish Admiralty, by a secret instruction of February of this year, ad- 
vised the British merchant marine not only to seek protection behind 
neutral flags and markings, but even when so disguised to attack Ger- 
man submarines by ramming them, High rewards have been offered by 
the British Government as a special incentive for the destruction of the 
submarines by merchant vessels, and such rewards have already been 
paid out. In view of these facts, which are satisfactorily known to it, 
the Imperial Government is unable to consider English merchant ves- 
sels any longer as “undefended territory ” in the zone of maritime war 
designated by the admiralty staff of the Imperial German Navy; the 
German commanders are consequently no longer in a position to observe 
the rules of capture otherwise usual and with which they invariably 
complied before this. Lastly, the Imperial Government must specially 

int_out that on her last trip the Lusitania, as on earlier occasions, 

d Canadian troops and munitions on board, including no less than 
5,400 cases of ammunition destined for the destruction of brave German 
soldiers who are fulfilling with self-sacrifice and devotion their duty 
in the service of the Fatherland. ‘The German Government believes that 
it acts in just self-defense when it seeks to poeg the lives of its soldiers 
by destroying ammunition destined for the enemy with the means of 
war at its command. The English steamship company must have been 
aware of the dangers to which passengers on board the Lusitania were 
exposed under the circumstances. In taking them on board in spite of 
this the company quite deliberately tried to use the lives of American 
citizens as protection for the ammunition carried and violated the clear 
ee of American laws which expressly prohibit, and provide pun- 
shment for, the carrying of passengers on ships which have explosives 
on board. The company thereby wantonly caused the death of so many 
passengers. According to the express report of the submarine com- 
mander concerned, which is further confirmed by all other reports, there 
can be no doubt that the rapid sinking of the Lusitania was primarily 
due to the explosion of the cargo of ammunition caused by the torpedo. 
Otherwise, in all human probability the passengers of the Lusitania 
would have been saved. 

The Imperial Government holds the facts recited above to be of 
sufficient portance to recommend them to a careful examination 
by the American Government. The Imperial Government begs to 
reserve a final statement of its position with regard to the demands 
made in connection with the sinking of the Lusitania until a reply 
is received from the American Government, and believes that it 
should recall here that it took note with satisfaction of the proposals 
of good offices submitted by the American Government in Berlin and 
London with a view to paving the way for a modus vivendi for the 
conduct of maritime war between Papan and Great Britain, The 
Imperial Government furnished at that time ample evidence of its 
goon will by its willingness to consider these proposals. The realiza- 
ion of these proposals failed, as is known, on account of their rejec- 
tion by the Government of Great Britain. 

The undersigned requests his excellency, the ambassador, to bring 
the above to the knowledge of the American Government and avails 
himself of the opportunity to renew, etc. 


(Dip. Corr.—leaflet.) 
No. 51. German note, June 1, 1915, in reference to attacks on the 
Guiflight and the Cushing. 


(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


Referring to the note of May 28, the undersigned has the honor to 
inform his excellency the American (sic) ambassador of the United 
States of America, Mr. James W. Gerard, that the examination 
undertaken on the part of the German Government concerning the 
American steamers Gulflight and Cushing has led to the following 
conclusions ; 

In regard to the attack on the steamer Gul iont, the commander of 
a German submarine saw on the afternoon o y 1, in the vicinity 
of the Scilly Islands, a large merchant steamer coming in his direc- 
tion which was accompanied by two smaller vessels. These latter 
took such position in relation to the steamer that they formed a 
regulation safeguard against submarines; moreover, one of them had 
a wireless apparatus, which is not usual with small vessels. From 
this it evidently was a case of English convoy vessels. Since such 
vessels are frequently armed, the submarine could not approach the 
steamer on the surface of the water without running the danger of 
destruction. It was, on the other hand, to be assumed that the 
steamer was of considerable value to the British Government, since 
it was so guarded. The commander could see no neutral markings 
on it of any kind-—that is, distinctive marks painted on the free- 
board recognizable at a distance, such as are now usual on neutral 
* tn in the Englisli zone of naval warfare. In consequence he 
arrived at the conclusion from all the circumstances that he had to 

deal with an English steamer, submerged, and attacked, 

The Od sera came in the immediate neighborhood of one of the 
convoy ships, which at once rapidly approached the point of firing: 
that the submarine was forced to go to a great depth to avoid being 
rammed. The conclusion of the commander that an English convoy 
ship was concerned was in this way confirmed. That the attacked 
steamer carried the American flag was first observed at the moment 
of firing the shot. The fact that the steamship was pursuing a 
cónrse which led neither to nor from America was a further reason 
why it did not occur to the commander of the submarine that he 
was dealing with an American steamship. 

Upon scrutiny of the time and place of the occurrence described, 
the German Government has become convinced that the attacked 
steamship was actually the American steamship Gulflight. ‘There can 
be no doubt, according to the attendant circumstances, that the attack 

i is to be attributed to an unfortunate accident, and not to the fault 
lof the commander. The German Government expresses its regrets 


Vox Jagow. 
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to the Government of the United States concerning this incident, and 
declares itself ready to furnish full recompense for the damage 
thereby sustained by American citizens. It is left to the discretion 
of the American Government to present a statement of this an 
or, if doubt may arise over individual points, to designate an e 
who get have to determine, together with a German expert, the 
amount o ge. 

It has not yet been possible by means of an ry to clear ap 
fully the case of the American ip Cushing. Official reports ay: 
able report only one merchant ship attacked a German fiying 
machine in the vicinity of Nordhind Lightship. e German aviator 
was forced to consider the vessel as hostile because it carried no flag, 
and, further, because of no izable neutral mark The 
attack of four bombs was, of course, not aimed at any rican 


ship. 

Towers: that the ship attacked was the American steamer Oushing 
is 1 8 e time and place of the occurrence. Never- 
th s, the German Government acco requests of the Ameri- 
can Government that it communicate to the German Government the 
material which was submitted for jw ent, in order that, with this 
as a basis, a further tion can be taken in the matter. 

The undersigned leayes it to the ambassador to bring the fore- 
going to the immediate attention of his Government, and takes this 
opportunity to renew to him the assurance of his most distinguished 


consideration, 
Von Jacow, Minister for Foreign Affairs. 
(The New York Times, June 5, 1915.) 


No. 52. Second German note, June 7, 1915, in regard to the 
William P. Frye. (See Nos. 37, $9, and 43.) 
(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


The unde ed bas the honor to make the following reply to 
the note of 5 Mr. James W. Gerard, amba jor of 
the United States of America, dated April 30, 1915, foreign office No. 


8291, on the subject of the sinking of the A can sailing vessel 
William P. Frye by the German auxiliary cruiser Pring Eitel Friedrich: 

The German Government can not admit that, as the American Gov- 

m es, the destruction of the sailing vessel mentioned con- 
stitutes a violation of the treaties concluded between Prussia and the 
United States at an earlier date and now applicable to the relations 
between the German Empire and the United States, or of the American 
rights derived therefrom; for these treaties did not have the inten- 


carry! of con d and to detain the contraband. follows, then, 
that if fe can not be accomplished in any other way the stopping of the 
supply may in e case be effected by the 0 
contraband and of the ship carrying it. As a matter of 


the obli- 
terested 


gation of the at war to pay compensation to the 
of the ne contracting party remains in force wha be the man- 
ner of stoppin, su 


the 5 
3 rf generat 1 — of international law, any exercises 
of of control over the trade in contraband is sub; to the 
decision of the prize courts, even though such right may be restricted 
by special treaties. 

At the Daa ot the present war gema; pursuant to these 
principles, establis! by law prize jurisdiction for cases of the kind 
under consideration. The case of the William P. Frye is likewise sub- 
ject prize jurisdiction, for the Prussian-American treaties 
oer Merger Sided bi arti 13 the trea cited, is to be fixed. 
sation, pro y e 00 s to 

The Berman Governmen 


There would therefore be no foundation for a claim of the American 
Government unless the prize court should not grant indemnity in ac- 
cordance with the treaty; in such event, however, the German Govern- 
ment would not hesitate to arrange for equitable indemnity notwith- 


standing. : 
For the rest, prize ceedings of the case of the e are S- 
able, apart from the 9 — claims, for the reason that a greet 
of 5 — neutral and enemy interested parties are to be considered in the 
matter. 

As was stated in the note of April 4 last, the prize court should have 
to decide the question whether the destruction of the ship and cargo 
was legal, whether and under what conditions the property sunk was 
liable to confiscation, and to whom and in what amount indemnity is 
to be paid, provided application therefor is received. 

Since the decision of the prize court must first be awaited before any 
further position is taken by the German Government, the simplest way 
for the American interested parties to settle their s would be to 
enter them in the competent records in accordance with the provision of 
the German code of prize * 

The undersigned begs to suggest that the ambassador bring the above 
to the knowledge of his Government and avail himself, ete. 


Von Jacow. 

(The New York Times, June 11, 1915.) 

No. 53. Second American note, June 9, 1915, regarding the loss of 
American lives and the injury to Américan commerce incidental to the 
naval warfare. (See Nos. 46 and 50.) ` 
(The Secretary of State ad innat to the American ambassador at 

rlin, 


full recognition by the Imperial Government, in discussing the 

cases of the Cushing and the Gulflight, of the principle of the freedom 
to ships and the frank wil 

of the Imperial German Government to owl 


liability where the fact of attack . — neu =“ f which 8. * 
alreraft or vessels War 


modation of interests or in any way mi 
distressing conflict. 


satisfactorily established; and 


the Government of the United St 
in due course before the Im German Gov 1 76 
ests, full information concerning attack on the steamer Cushing, 
—.—— . 8 ry ome H 
e Government o! United States is 
to find the Imperial German Government contending that an 


will 


pedoed. These are not new cumstances. 
minds of statesmen and of international jurists throughout the de- 


velopment of naval warfare, and the G J 
1 5 lovernment of the United pain 


to stop for 
ever been held 


e 
of liability, but only intends to set forth the circumstances which led 
the commander of the submarine to allow himse! 

a ater OEN If to be hurried into the 
our excellency’s note, in discussing the loss of American li 
—— g from 88 be ioe 15 2 adverts at — 

certain w 
— — 3 e Imperial German Government 


expresses the fear that this information ma h 
n brought to the attention of the Government of the Uni Bestes. 2 


which the 


duty as a neutral 
duty to see to it 
that she was not serving as a transpo 
cargo pees by the statutes of the United States; and that i 
fa e was a nayal vessel of Great Britain she should not receive 
clearance as a merchantman; and it performed that duty and enforced 
its statutes with —— vigilance through its regularly constituted 
officials. It is able, therefore, to assure the Imperial German Govern- 
ment that it has been misinformed. If the Imperial German Govern- 
ment should deem itself to be in possession of convinel evidence 
that the officials of the Government of the United States not — 
form these duties with thoroughness, the Government ot the United 
Saros sincerely hopes that it will submit that evidence for considera- 
Whatever may be the contentions of the Imperial German Govern- 
ment regarding the carriage of contraband of wet on board the Lusi- 
tenia or regarding the explosion of that material by the torpedo, it 
need only be said that in the view of this Government these conten- 
tions are irrelevant to the question of the 1 ity of the methods used 
by, e 8 et authorities in sinking the vessel. 

u sinking passenger ships involves principles of humani 
which throw into the bac’ d any special p aminan of de 
that may be thought to affect the cases, principles which lift it, as 
the Imperial German Government will no doubt quiek to recognize 
and ac ledge, out of the class of ordinary subjects of diplomatic 
discussion or of international controversy. Whatever be the other facts 

ing the Lusitania, the — fact is that a great steamer, 
p marily and chiefly a conveyance for R and carrying more 
han a thousand souls who had no part or lot in the conduct of the 
war, was torpedoed and sunk without so much as a challenge or a 
warning, and that men, women, and children were sent to their death 
in circumstances unparalleled in modern warfare. The fact that more 
than 100 American citizens were among those who perished made it 
the duty of the Government of the United States to speak of these 
things and once more, with solemn emphasis, to call the attention of the 
Imperial German Government to the grave msibility which the 
Government of the United States conceives that it has incurred in this 
tragic occurrence, and to the indisputable principle upon which that 
responsibility rests, The Government of the United States is contend- 
ing for something much greater than mere rights of property or privi- 
leges of commerce. It is contending for nothing less high and sacred 
than the rights of humanity, which every Government honors itself 
in respecting and which no Government 
behalf of those under its care and authority. Only her actual resist- 


of visit could have afforded the commander of the submarine any 
Fustisication for so much as pos the lives of those on board the ship 
jeopardy. This principle the Government of the United States 
understands the explicit Instructions issued on August 3, 1914, by the 
Imperial German Admiralty to its commanders at sea to have recog- 
nized and em as do the naval codes of all other nations, and 
upon it every traveler and seaman had a right to depend. It is upon 
this vps OY of humanity as well as upon the law founded upon this 
principle that the United States must stand. 

The Government of the United States is happy to observe that Your 
Excellency’s note closes with the intimation that the Imperial German 
Government is willing, now as before, to accept the Sew ga a of the 
United States im an attempt to come to an understanding with the 
Government of Great Britain by which the character and conditions of 
the war upon the sea may be changed. The Government of the United 
States would consider it a privil thus to serve its friends and the 
world. It stands ready at any time to convey to either Government 
any intimation or suggestion the other may be willing to have it con- 
vey, and cordially invites the Imperial German Government to make 
use of its services in this way at its convenience. The whole world 
is concerned in that may bring about even a partial accom- 
te the terrors of the present 


ent may happily be made be- 
to the war, and whatever may in the opinion of the 
Government have been the provocation tee cir- 

at sea, 


In the meantime, whatever arra: 
tween the 
Imperial rman 
tial justification for the past acts of its 


cumstan 1 commande 
the Government of the United States confidently looks to see the justice 
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and humanity of the Government of Germany vindicated in all cases 
where Americans have been wronged or their rights as neutrals invaded. 

The Goyernment of the United States therefore very carnestly and 
very solemnly renews the representations of its note transmitted to the 
Imperial German Government on the 15th of May, and relies in these 
representations upon the principles of humanity, the universally recog- 
nized understandings of international law, and the ancient friendship 

ol the German nation. 

The Government of the United States can not admit that the procla- 
mation of a war zone from which neutral ships have been warned to 
keep away may be made to operate as in any degree an abbreviation 
of the rights either of American shipmasters or of American citizens 
bound on lawful errends as passengers on merchant ships of belligerent 
nationality, It does not understand the Imperial German Government 
to question those rights, It understands also it to accept as established 
beyond question the principie that the lives of noncombanants can not 
lawfully or 1 be put in jeopardy by the capture or destruction 
of an unresisting merchantman, and to recognize the obligation to take 
sufficient precaution to ascertain whether a suspected merchantman 
is in fact of belligerent nationality or is in fact carrying contraband of 
war under a neutral flag. The Government of the United States there- 
fore deems it reasonable to expect that the Imperial German Govern- 
ment will adopt the measures necessary to put these principles into 
practice in respect of the safeguarding of American lives and American 
ships, and asks for assurances that this will be done. 


ROBERT LANSING, 
(Dip. Corr.—leaflet.) 


No. 54. British memorandum, June 17, 1915, in reference to the 
treatment of American commerce. According to the letter of the 
American ambassador transmitting the memorandum, “it is not an 
answer to the principles set forth in the note. . of March 30 [No. 
36], but merely an explanation of concrete cases and the regulations 
under which they are dealt with.“ See Nos. 61 and 56.) 


(The secretary of state for foreign affairs ad interim to the American 
ambassador.) 


1. His Majesty's Government have on various occasions, and notably 
in the communication which was addressed to the United States am- 
bassador on March 15 last, given assurances to the United States Gov- 
ernment that they would make it their first aim to minimize the in- 
convenience which must inevitably be caused to neutral commerce from 
the existence of a state of war at sea, and in particular from the meas- 
ures taken by the allied governments for the restriction of the enemies’ 
over-sea trade. In view of the representation and complaints made to 
this department by the ambassador from time to time as to the peculiar 
hardships alleged to have been wrongly inflicted on American trade and 
shipping by the operation of those measures, Iis Majesty's Government 
298 to offer the following observations respecting the manner in 
which they have consistently endeayored to giye practical effect to 
those assurances. 

2. It will be recalled that at the moment when Iis Majesty's Government 
announced their measures against enemy commerce, they declared their 
intention to refrain altogether from the exercise of the right to con- 
fiscate ships or car; which belligerents had always previously claimed 
in respect to breaches of blockade; that, under article 1 of the enact- 
ment of March 11 it was expressly 3 that any person claiming 
to be interested in goods placed in the prize court in pursuance of the 
provision of that enactment, might forthwith issue a writ against the 

roper officers of the Crown, the object being to confer upon claimants 
Phe right to institute meee without waiting for the writ of the 
rocurator general, and thus to remove all sible cause of legitimate 
Bie on account of bern and that, finally, a pacific assurance 
was given to the United States Government that the instructions to 
be issued by His Majesty's Government to the fleet and to the customs 
ficials and executive officials concerned, would impress upon them 

e duty of acting with the utmost dispatch consistent with the object 

in view and of skoring in every case such consideration for neutrals 
as might be compatible with that object, namely, to prevent vessels 
carrying goods for or coming from the enemy's territory. 
3. The above measures were all designed to alleviate the burdens im- 
posed upon neutral sea-borne commerce in general. Various special 
concessions, over and above those enumerated, have, moreover, been 
made in favor of United States citizens. 

4. Thus His Majesty's Government have acted as regards shipments 
of American cotton, in accordance with the provisions of an arrange- 
ment arrived at in direct collaboration with representatives of the 
American cotton interests. In accepting this scheme the principal 
representative of those interests described it as conceding all that 
American interests could properly ask. The provisions of the arrange- 
ment were, as the United States ambassador is aware, as follows: 

“1. All cotton for which contracts of sale and freight engagements 
have already been made before the 2d of March is to be allowed free 
(or bought at contract price is stopped), provided the ship salls not 
later than the 31st of March. - 

“2, Similar treatment is to be accorded to all cotton insured before 
5 of March, provided it is put on board not later than the 16th 

arch, 

oe 3. All shipments of cotton claiming the above protection are to be 
declared before sailing, and the documents produ to, and certifi- 
cates 8 from consular officers or other authority fixed by the 
‘overnment.” 

: 5. Considerable shipments of cotton have already been dealt with 
under this arrangement, and in certain cases the dates specified have 
been extended in favor of American shippers: The board of trade 
have already paid a sum exceeding £450,000 to yarious American 
claimants, and all claims are being and will continue to be id as 
rapidly as they are presented and the proofs of title can be checked, 
If in some cases progress has been delayed, this has been due to 
the fact which has seriously embarrassed His ‘Majest s Government 
that a number of consignments, for which the Amer 
9 invoked the protection of the arrangement, are now claimed 
by Swedish and Dutch firms, whose title of ownership, notwithstanding 

e action of the American shippers, appears in some cases to ve 
valid, and in others bas led to the issue of writs in the prize court. 

G. It has been explicitly acknowledged by the special resentatives 
of the American claimants who have n in constant and direct com- 
munication with the board of trade, that all the claims so far sub- 
mitted under the cotton arrangement have been settled with the utmost 
prone ire so soon as the production of the necessary documents 

y the claimants allowed of this being done. ‘There is, at the present 
moment, no claim before His Majesty's Government that has not been 

id, and the sums so pald over are already considerably in excess of 

he amounts realized by the sale of the goods. 


can shippers had 
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in dealing with 
figures may be 


7. As regards the more general allegation of oer 
r Fe detained cargoes, the following facts an 
quoted: 

The total number of vessels which, having cleared from United 
States ports since the initiation of the retaliatory measures against 
German trade, are still detained in United 3 ports is 27; of 
this number 8 are discharging cotton which His Majesty's Govern- 
ment has a 1 to purchase under the above arrangement. Of the 
remaining 15 vessels, 7 are free to depart as soon as the items of their 
cargo placed in the prize court have been discharged. The other 12, 
of which 3 only are American 3 are detained pending inquiries 
as to suspicious consignments, and particulars as to the dates and 
approximate causes of detention are furnished in the accompanying 
list. It will be observed that 8 have been detained for a period of less 
than a week, and 3 for a riod of less than a fortnight, while the 
detention of 1 is due to the difficulties in regard to transit across 
Sweden and Russia. 

8. His Majesty's Government remain convinced that, on an im- 

artial review of the facts, it will be admitted that no arbitrary inter- 
erence with American interests has, in regard to cotton cargoes, 
occurred; while if due regard be paid to the enormous volume of 
American and neutral shipping which is continually engaged in the 
trans-Atlantic trade, the figures and dates quoted in the preceding 
paragraph will emphasize the restricted nature of any Interference 
which has taken place, and the close attention with which the officials 
concerned have adhered to thelr instructions to act in all cases with 
expedition and with every possible consideration for neutrals, 

„Since His Majesty's Government have been compelled to adopt 
their present measures against German commerce, they bave given 
special consideration to the question of ison tn as far us possible 
unnecessary damage to the interests of neutrals in regard to the 
export of goods of German origin, and here, again, liberal concessions 
have been made to United States citizens. Under the rules enacted 
on the 11th of March provision is made for the investigation of all 
neutral claims respecting such goods in the prize court, and it is 
obvious that these claims can receive due and equitable consideration 
most properly before a judicial tribunal. Nevertheless, in deference 
to the express desire of the United States Government, arrangements 
were made toward the end of March whereby United States citizens, 
who might desire to import goods of German origin via a neutral 

ort, were enabled to produce proof of payment to His Majesty's 
embassy at Washington. If such proof were deemed satisfactory, 
His Majesty's Government gave an undertaking that the con- 
cerned should not be interfered with in transit. and the American 
importer was freed from the necessity of submitting his claim to the 
prize court in London for adjudication. A few days later His Maj- 
esty’s Government further agreed to recognize the neutral owner- 
ship of goods of enemy origin even if not paid for before the ot 
March, provided they were the subject of a f. o. b. contract o 
cariier date, and had arrived at a neutral port before the 15th March. 

10, Special treatment has also been accorded to cargoes of par- 
ticular produce destined for the United States and stated to be in- 
dispensable for the industries of the country, and, in notes addressed 
to the United States Ambassador in- April and May, undertakings 
were hos not to interfere during transit with certain cargoes of 
dyestuffs, potash, and German beet seed, 

11. When it became parent that large quantities of cnemy goods 
were still passing out through neutral countries His Majesty's Gov- 
ernment felt it necessary to fix a definite date after which such ship- 
ments must cease to enjoy tbe special immunity, theretofore granted, 
from liability to beling placed in the prize court. It had been observed 
that n large increase had taken place in the number of vessels sailing 
from neutral countries to America, and one of the principal lines 
of steamships advertised a daily in place of a weekly service. In 
such circumstances it appeared scarcely possible that 8 of enemy 
origin bought and paid for prior to the ist March should not bave 
already been ship to thelr destination. First June was according 
fixed as the date after which the privilege allowed in the case of such 
shipments should cease; but once more a special favor was granted by 
extending the date in exceptional cases to the 15th June. 

12. Importers in the United States having now had three months 
in which to clear off their purchases in enemy territory, His Majesty's 
Government trust that, in presence of the circumstances cnumerated, 
the United States Government will acknowledge the great considera- 
tion which has been shown to American interests. 

3. Nevertheless a fresh appeal has now been made to His Majesty's 
Government that 8 of American-owned goods of enemy origin. 
if paid for before the beginning of March. should be allowed to be 
shipped without molestation after the 15th June. The appeal is based 
principally upon the contentions, (a) that insufficient time has already 
elapsed: (b) that no mention of a time Hmit is made in the enact- 
ment of the 11th March; (c) that the proofs of ownership required 
by His Majesty's Government are of an exacting nature and involve 
much time for preparation 

14. The first contention (a) has already been dealt with. As re- 
gards (b) and (c) it is true that the enactment of the 11th March 
contains no mention of a time limit. But it seems to be overlooked 
that the time limit had been fixed only for the special immunity 
granted as an exception from that enactment. It was as a friendly 
concession. to American interests that His Majesty's Government 
agreed to an investigation of claims outside the prize court. As for 
the exacting nature of the proofs required by His Majesty's Govern- 
ment, experience has shown that such proofs were necessary. 

15. In deference, however, to the renewed representations of the 
United States Ambassador, Ilis Majesty's Government have given 
further directions that in all such cases, as may have been speciall 
submitted through the British Embassy at Washington or to itis Maj: 
esty’s Government direct on or before June 15 and paneo the goods 
shall be allowed to proceed without interference, if shi from a 
neutral port on the conditions already laid- down, notwithstanding the 
fact that shipment may not have been made before June 15. 

16. His . Government will also be prepared hereafter to 
giye special consideration to cases presented to them and involving 
3 hardships, if the goods concerned are required for neutral 

overnments or municipalities, or in respect of works or per utility, 
and where payment cao be shown to bave been made fore March 
17. With the above exceptions, Iis Majesty's Government regret 
they can not continue to deal through the diplomatic channel with 
individual cases, but they would again pomt out that special pro- 
vision is made for the consideration of such cases in the prize court. 

18. Complaints have not infrequently been made that undue delay 
occurs in dealing with American cargoes in the prize court. An in- 
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teresting comment on this subject was made by the president of the 
prize court in the case of the ore — igeechee on the 
14th instant. His lordship, acco g to the transcript from the 
official shorthand writer's notes, made the foll: observations : 

It isa eed extraordinary thing that, when e Crown are ready 
to go on the — ng come here and We can gA roceed for 
Six weeks. last term I h 

to fix a case at 

‘Che second day of the follow- 
e want an adjournment for six 


19. The solicitor general hereupon remarked: “If I might say so 
on that, one of the reasons I applied to-day on behalf of the Crown 
that the matter should be dealt” with as soon = agg ae for that 
very reason. There has been such a strong phe pert os 
America and American citizens that there should be = "delay, 
pnas; in fact, the delay comes from there.” 

The President then stated: “I know that. I do not know 
* „the explanation is, but I am anxious that there should be no 


dela 

“It 5 — — that “3 8 of cases, principally relating to cargoes 
which, — — y consigned to a rson in a neutral country, 
are in 22 be ee og the ceny, have been pending 
in the S court for some time. he United States Neches are 
aware 


me day toward end o 
eminent ed in front preening me 
it very nearly at once—that to sa, 
ing term. They all eame and said. 
weeks.“ 


cnet, 


ould continue tne pels court proceedings an 
wo continue the e ou 
the claimants fixed the earliest poe rn 
for the re — Pe for an 1 nape mye in their interests, despite the 
fact that the Crown was, by his own 

Majesty's Government are earnestly pve nd of Tomovi 
all causes of avoidable delay in 3 with American cargoes 
vessels which may be detained, — 6 inquiries or — 
tions which may be made by the Uni States Government m 
in a receive the most careful considera 


No. Third American can note, June 24 1915, in regard to the William 
P. Frye. (See Nos. 87, 39, 48, and 52.) 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at Berlin.) 


1 present the following note to the German Min- 

rs: 

onor to inform your excellency that I duly communicated 
your note of the 7th instant on the su of the 

ited in my note of enn 3 last on behalf of 


claim p e owners 
and captain of the ‘American 


vessel William P. Frye in conse- 

mence of her destruction by the German auxiliary cruiser Prins Zitel 
In reply I am DOTIO by my Government to say that it has care- 
fully — te e reasons given —9 the Imperial * Government 
for ge, Sr this claim should be passed upon by the German prize 
court d of being settled by direct diplomatic discussion between 


States, and that it r regrets to find that it 
4 oo the Im Government. 


As po! out in my last note fo you on this subject, dated Lepr 80, 
the 5 of the pudin States has considered that the only ques- 
tion under diseussion s the method wm should ay: adopted for 
ascertaining the amount of the indemnity to be under an admitted 
lability, and it notes with surprise that in addition to this question the 
hs German Government now desires to raise some questions as 
eite auna. effect of the treaty stipulations under whieh it has 
hamitted 1 


If the . of the United States correctly understands the 


position of the Imperial German Government as now presented, it is 
that the provisions of article 13 of the treaty of 1 between the 
United which is continued in force by the treaty 
of 5 5 justified tag commander of e Prinz Pite sink- 


much as the trea 
amount of ind 


e Go 
in the treaty r Pba E mentioned any 


any ju iction over the question of the Saona of ties admite to be 
pala by the Imperial German Government on account of its admitted 
bility for 72 destruction of an American v: on the 
You state our note of the 7th instant that article 3 of t the 
abovementioned renty of 1799 “‘ expressly reserves to the ae at war 
Doman to stop the cores of contraband and to detain the con- 
it follows, then, that if it can not be accomplished in any 
—.— way vw pe ap pring of the supply may be in the extreme case 
3 by the on of the contraband and of the ship carry- 
The Government of the United States can not concur in this con- 
clusion. On the contrary, it holds that these treaty provisions do not 
authorize the destruction of a neutral vessel in the circumstances. 
DEORE even the detention of a neu 
vessel is willing t 


nature, shall be permitted to do 
case be carried into any port nor er detained, but shall be allowed 


to 8 on her vo; 

this case the admitted facts show that, pursuant to orders from 
the commander of the German cruiser, the master of the Frye under- 
took to throw overboard the cargo of that vessel, but that —- the 
work of delivering out the cargo was finished the vessel with 


was sunk by order of the German commander, 


For these reason 
FFV 
c provisions of article 13 
Government of the United 


cargo was contraband, the master Frye should 
have been allowed to deliver it out, and the vessel should have been 
allowed to proceed on her voyage. 

On the other hand, if we assume that the cargo was noncontra- 
band, ota Hye either of * cargo or ora vessel could not be 
af international ee te an of this case under any accepted rule 

ttention is also o the provisions of article 12 of the trea 
of 1785 between the United States and Prussia, which, like article 1 
Smas Air ty of 1799, was continned in force by article 12 of the 
25 75 1858. So far as the provisions of article 12 of the trea 
oft 185 apply to the question under consideration, they are as fol- 


275 er one of the contracting parties should be engaged in war with 
any other gn the free intercourse and commerce of the subjects 
or citizens e party remaining neutral with the 9 Dem 
case, as 
from’ the of neutral oP may 
rom the wants and on the coasts 

free 
vessel be 
belong to an enemy of the other.” 
the Government of the United Stat 
that whether the 3 of the 8 is regarded as contra 
noncontraband, the 3 the vessel was. as stated in ny 
3 communication on this su —.— da violation of the obliga- 


re upon the an Government under exist in 
* S lations between la.“ SO 


3 
d or 


United $ States and Pruss 
reasons the Government of the United States — dis- 

agree with the contention which it 5 is now made by Finny 
i ai A German Government, that Ameriean vessel carrying 
—4 be destroyed without liability or accountability Ferda 

the paym 1 for damages as may be fix 
court. The issue thus p presentes arises on a 
—— of treaty provisions, the settlement of which requires 
direct diplomatic discussion between the two Governments and can not 
[p in ne be based upon the decision of the German prize court, which 
no way conclusive or binding upon the Government of the United 


* even if no disputed oe of treaty interpretation 


was 

involved, the admission an Government of its 
liability for damages for Bi I e vessel d seem to make it 
„80 far as this is concerned, to ask the prize court 


e p 
to confiscation.” whieh, you state — your note dated June 7, are 
mestions which should his decided by the prize court. In so far as 
these uestions relate to the cargo, they are outside of the present 
discussion, because. as pointed out in my previous note to you on the 
subject * April 30, “the claim under discussion does not include 
damages for the destruction of the cargo.” 
fe real “question between the two 8 is age reparation 
must be made for a breach of not a 


question which falls within the nrigdiction of a 

In my note on my subject, e Government ot the United States 
requested that “full reparation be mai by Im 
Government for the destruction of the William P. Frye.” Re tion 
necessarily includes an — for the actual pecuni OSS sus- 
tained, and Government of the United States takes this oppor- 
tunity to assure Im Government that such an — 


demnity, if prompt will be accepted as satisfactory repar: 
but it does not with a prize court to determine what reparation 
should be made. or what reparation would be satisfactory to the 
Gey ve — — 8 te of J 7 that in the t 
our excellency states your note of June n even 
should Bot t indemnity in accordance with treaty 

req vernment would not — gh wig to arrange 
for equitable Boece but it it is also n 5 he Government 


of the United Sta oul satisfied with Arry ed, of the in- 
demnity, and it would seem 28 5 more A gp ent eon and convenient 
_ an arrangement Tor 25 indemnity ould upon 


on of be paiar Coe even on the 
bind- 


— 7 5 eae eat _— States is not ed with any, 
ent o è Un 8 concern 
ped —— which the Im German big ad ree ney Bor: wish 
claims es” which 


ni 55 for settlement of the erent t € pendi: 
tbs pomaiders m of those other claims by the E mpv ng 
e of the United States, ä ct ts that = 
perial German Government 5 the penger: the light of 
ania considera! rg vier ons — resorting 
to the prize —— the Friends oft the United States renews its 
former t an effort be made to settle this claim by direct 


diplomatic egotia ons. 
(The New York Times, June 29, 1915.) 
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No. 56. Second PORI ees regardin, 
American lives and the injury to American commerce in 
naval w: (See Nos. 46, 50, 51, and 53.) 


(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 
The und the honor to make the following bred to his 
excellency Jin erer pen Gerard to th ultimo 


te 8 8 of the 10 re the 

im inment of American 8 e German eabmaxina war: 
he Imperial Government learn Leh satisfaction from the note 
how earnestly the Government of the United States is concerned in 
seeing the ho aaa oe of 9 iad realized in the present war. Also 
eh Rppo] finds sany in Germany, and the Imperial Govern- 
ment is quite willing to pdr’ its statements and decisions in the 
Pas dom ease to be governed by the principles of humanity just as it 

s done always. 


47 ty in dealing with 


nce the time when Predevick =< 3 n emotiated with John 
ye 7 — ae „ and aromis Jeferson the treaty of friend- 
and co: of September 1785, between and the 

| Repuvite of. the V German an 4 oe erican statesmen have, in fac 


8s stood 15 Wost, in the struggle for the freedom of the seas an 


t — e protection of peaceable tra 
In the international which since have been conducted 
r the tion of the laws of maritime war, Germany and Ameren | peri 


ve join advocated progressive principles, especially 
ment of the right of capture at sea and the protection of the interests 


of neu 
: Even at the beginning of the present war the Gorman 3 

immediat . — its ingness, in ins serge? proposals of the 
|gubject itself * he declare: on of e and thereby 
tself in t the use of its naval forces to all the restrictions 

prided therein in favor of neutrals. 
likewise has been always tenacious of the . * 
e 1 — be conducted pan inst 
an enemy country, but that the pi 
as far as ble from the measures of war. The Im 
8 cherishes the definite hope that some will be found 
When peace is eonenna, or perhaps earlier, to r te the law of 
maritime war in a manner guaran the freedom of the seas, and 
will ner oe it with titude and sa ction if it can work ‘hand 
in hand with the American Government | on that occasion. 

f in the present war the prin 


guilt t is 
American Government how Germany's adversaries, by 9 ee, were 
ave 


noe ceable traffic between Germany 
eet om the v beginning. and plage . | jack. of 5 
tion at the destruction not so much of orces as the life of 


e German nation, repudiating in doing so all the rules of inter- 
national law and pa ‘hts of neutrals. 
On Noyember 3, 4, England declared the North Sea a war area, 


and by plantin rly anchored mines and by the whee and ca 
ture of 2 5 extremely yee or 


pretne ip in the House 


trade. 
On November 14, 0 the 
tha Ber f A. = prevent 


of Commons t it was one of 


food for the German “ee OCR from reac! via neutral 
ports. Since March wracking’ German Neutral ships 
2 further formality Saul Py ie * to German 


as well as all merchandise co o wh from Germany, even when neutral | co 


operty. b Tust: as It was aiso. th the Ke “io e German le 
bon opts ven the choice Deng Mey m starvation wit ts 
women and or of ependence. 


While our enemies thus lou an 5 proclaimed war without 
mercy until our utter destruction, we were conducting a war in 
aaant for our national existence and for the sake of peace of an 

at Pees We have been obliged to adopt a submarine 
warfare meet the declared intentions of our enemies and. the method 
ot ee adopted by them in contravention of international law. 

With all its efforts in 3 to penre neutral life and oa ner 

possibl German Governmen 


of German subj 

in these its duties, it would 7 tity 1 5 5 God and history of the 

violation of those principles of highes humanity which are tae founda, 
tion of every national existence. 

The case of the Lusitania shows with horrible clearness to what 

of human lives the manner of conduc war employed 

es leads. iction of inter- 

national law all “aistinctions between merchantmen and war vessels 

tmen to arm 


y è 
passengers to take to the boats 
before firing a to o, 1 e habe meant the sure destruction of 
his own vessel. ences in sinking much smaller 1 — 
less 3 vessels it * o be expected that a mighty ship 
the Bartana. would. remain 8 water long enough, even after the 
8 permit passengers to enter the ship’s boats. Circum- 

a very jar kind, especially the presence on board of 

la quantities of explosive materials defeated this expectation. 
n addition, it may be 9 out that if the Lusitania had been 
spared, thousands of cases of munitions would have been sent to Ger- 

many’s enemies and thereby thousands of German mothers and children 


robbed of breadwinners. 
In the spirit of friendship wherewith the German n 
imbued toward the Union (United States) and its inhabitants since 
eee AATUN days of its existence the Imperial Government will alwa p 
to do all it can during the present war also to prevent 
„e tizens. 


g of lives of American ci 


ts the assurances that 
atl not 
no 


The Imperial Government, therefore, repea’ 

American ships will not be hindered I in the prosecution of 1 
shipping. and the iyos of American citizens in neutral vessels s 
be placed in jeopardy. 

In order to exclude any unforeseen dangers to American passenger 
steamers, made possible in view of the conduct of maritime war by 
Germany's adversaries, German submarines will be instructed to per- 
mit the 2 and safe meas ot such passenger steamers when made 
recognizable by markings and notified a reasonable time in 
advance. The Imperial Government, however, confidently hopes that 
the American Government will ae to guarantee that these vessels 
have no contraband on board, details of arra ents for the unham- 

gh poroa pasaga of these vessels to be agreed upon by the naval authorities 
0 


In order to furnish adequate facilities for travel neross the Atlantie 
for American citizens, the German Government submits for consider- 
ation a Sgt po to increase the number of available steamers by in- 
samog nger service a reasonable number of neutral 83 
under the 5 flag, the exact number to be agreed upon under the 
same condition as the above-mentioned American steamers. 

The a e Government, believes it can assume that in this man- 


4 8 enem: 
rom a 
at the seat of war on Jand, when they betake themselves into dan 
localities in spite of previous warnings. If, however, it should not 
be possible for the American Government to acquire an adequate number 
of neutral passeager steam the Imperial Government is pre 
to interpose no objections to the placing under the American flag by 
the American Government of four enemy a steamers for pas- 
Senger traffic between North America an Assurances of 
“free and safe” passage for American passen; steamers would then 
extend to apply under the identical proconditions to these formerly 
e passenger steamers, 

The President of the Vegan oot ne “peg are ys his a in Me 
way deserving communicate and suggest proposals 
the Government of Great Britain with particu reference to the 


himself of the 
opportunity ty to renew to his excellency the assurance of his most 
guished consideration. 
(The New York Times, July 10, 1915.) 


No. 57. Summary of American “caveat,” July 14, 1915 against 
British prize-court procedure. (See No. 63.) ery 


{The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London.) 


In view of differences which are understood to exist between the 
two dee as to the pane of iay Vale a pat in prize-court 


Vox Jacow. 


procee cases involy American interests, and in order to 
avoid any misunderstanding ‘= to the attitude of the United States 
in regard to such proceedings, you are instructed to inform the British 


9 Poa in so far as the interests of American citizens are 
1 8 of the United States will insist 
5 under ternationn 


blished, 2 neutral trade in time of 3 without limitation 
or oi ae yetsa by orders in council or other municipal 8 by the 
British Government, and will not 5 the validity of 1 
ts imposed by British municipal law 


pr taken saan Pina 
dero; on of the rights of American citizens under international 
1 (The New Tork es, Aug. 4, 1915.) 


58. Paraphrase of Amer enn note. July 15, 1915, protesting 
HRES the seizure of the cargo of the Neches. R 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at London.) 


Ambassador Page is informed that it has been brought to the atten- 
tion of the department that the 5 Neches, of American regis- 
ter, sailing from Rotterdam for the United States, en a general 
cargo, after 1 detained at the Downs, was pte oS to London, where 
it — by the British authorities to ischarge cargo, the 
pg American citizens. 

appears, th that the ground advanced to sustain this action is. that 
ated, in part at least, in Belgium, and fall, therefore, 
the, goods origin provisions of paragraph 4 of the order in counei of March 
11, which stipulates that every t TOEA — from a port 
other than a German port, carrying goods of en „„ 
pp eey to discharge such goods in a British or allied y port. 
bassađor Page is instructed in this case to reiterate the position 
of the Government of the United States as set forth in the depart- 
ment's instruction of March 80, 1915, with respect to the order in 
council mentioned, the international invalidity of which the Govern- 
ment of the United States regards as plainly rhe by the pa 
ent instance of the seizure of American-owned go ods passing 
the neutral nag of Rotterdam to a neutral port of 1 the United Pines. 
merely because the goods came originally from territory in the possession 
of — 8 e Great Britain. 
zape ie also instructed to inform the foreign office that the 
legality of this seizure can not be admitted and that, in the view of 
Government of the United States, it violates the right of the 
Utinens of one neutral to trade with those of another, as well as with 
those of belligerents, except in contraband or in violation of a legal 
blockade of an enemy seaport; and that the right of American owners 
of goods to bring them pe of Holland, in due course, in neutral shi 
must be insisted upon the United States, even though such goods 
may have come origina the territories of enemies of at 
her to insist upon the desire of this Gov- 
ernment that goods taken from the Neches, which are the Teaco of 
America be tou oF sed to be forwarded to 


conrenient to that Government, (The New York Pies. aoe. aig 1918.) 
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No. - 59. German memorandum, July 15, 1915, in regard to the 


Nebraskan. 
(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


The German Government received from newspaper reports the in- 
telligence that the American steamer Nebraskan had been damaged 
by a mine or torpedo on the southwest coast of Ireland. It therefore 
started a thorough investigation of the case without delay, and from 
the result of the investigation it has become convinced that the dam- 
age to the Nebraskan was caused by an attack by a submarine. 

On the evening of May 25 last the submarine met a steamer bound 
westward without a flag and no neutral markings on her freeboard, 
about 65 nautical miles west of Fastnet Rock. No appliance of any 
kind for the illumination of the flag or markings was to be seen. In 
the twilight, which had already set in, the name of the steamer was 
not visible from the submarine. Since the commander of the sub- 
marine was obliged to assume from his wide experience in the area 
of maritime war that only English steamers, and no neutral steamers, 
traversed the war area without flag and markings, he attacked the 
vessel with a torpedo, in the conviction that he had an enemy vessel 
before him. Some time after the shot the commander saw that the 
vessel had in the meantime hoisted the American flag, As a conse- 
quence he, of course, refrained from any further attack. Since the 
vessel remained afloat, he had no occasion to concern himself further 
with the boats which had been launched, 

It results from this that, without a doubt, that attack on the steamer 
Nebraskan was not meant for the American flag, nor is it traceable 
to any fault on the part of the commander of the German submarine, 
but is to be considered an unfortunate accident. The.German Govern- 
ment expresses its regret at the occurrence to the Government of the 
United States of America and declares its readiness to make compensa- 
tion for the damage 11518. sustained by American citizens. (The New 
York Times, paly 16, 1915. 

No. 60. Third American note, July 21, 1915, regarding the loss of 
American lives and the injury to American commerce incidental to the 
naval warfare. (See Nos. 46, 50, 51, 58, 50.) 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at Berlin.) 


You are instructed to deliver textually the following note to the 
minister for foreign affairs : 

The note of the Imperial German Government, dated the 8th of 
zay 1915, has received the careful consideration of the Government 
of the United States, and it regrets to be obliged to say that it has 
found it very unsatisfactory, because it fails to meet the real differences 
between the two Governments, and indicates no way in which the ac- 
cepted principles of law and humanity may be applied in the grave 
matter in controversy, but propanas on the contr. y. arrangements for 
a partial suspension of those pr neipies which virtually set them aside. 

The Government of the United States notes with satisfaction that 
the Imperial German Government recognizes without reservation the 
validity of the principles insisted on in the several communications 
which this Government has addressed to the Imperial German Govern- 
ment with regard to its announcement of a war zone and the use of 
submarines against merchantmen on the high sea— the principle that 
the high seas are free; that the character and cargo of a merchantman 
must first be ascertained before she can lawfully be seized or destroyed: 
and that the lives of noncombatants may in no case be put in jeopardy 
unless the vessel resists or seeks to escape after being summoned to 
submit to examination, for a 8 act of retaliation is per se 
an act beyond the law, and the defense of an act as retaliatory is an 
admission that it is Illegal. 

The Government of the United States is, however, keenly disap- 
pointed to find that the Imperial German Government regards itself 
as in large degree exempt from the obligation to observe these prin- 
ciples, even where neutral vessels are concerned, by what it believes 
the policy and practice of the Government of Great Britain to be in 
the present war with regard to neutral commerce. ‘The Imperial Ger- 
man Government will readily understand that the Government of the 
United States can not discuss the policy of the Government of Great 
Britain with to neutral trade except with that Government 
itself, and that it must regard the conduct of other belligerent Govern- 
ments as irrelevant to any discussion with the Imperial German Gov- 
ernment of what this Government regards as 8 and unjustifiable 
viola oni of the rights of American citizens by German naval com- 
manders. 

Illegal and inhuman acts, however justifiable they a, be thought 
to be, against an enemy who is believed to have acted in contraven- 
tion of law and humanity, are manifestly indefensible when they deprive 
neutrals of thelr acknowledged rights, particularly when they violate 
the right to life itself. If a be gerent can not retaliate against an 
enemy without injuring the lives of neutrals, as well as their property, 
humanity, as well as justice and a due regard for the dignity of neutral 
powers, should dictate that the practice be discontinued. If per- 
sisted in it would in such circumstances constitute an unpardonable 
offense against the moveret of the neutral nation affected. 

The Government of the United States is not unmindful of the 
extraordinary conditions created by this war or of the radical altera- 
tions of circumstance and method of attack produced by the use of 
instrumentalities of naval warfare which the nations of the world can 
not have had in view when the existing rules of international law were 
formulated, and it is ready to make every reasonable allowance for 
these novel and unexpected aspects of war at sea; but it can not consent 
to abate any essential or fundamental right of its people because of a 
mere alteration of circumstances. The rights of neutrals in time of 
war are based upon principle, not upon expediency, and the principles 
are immutable. It is the duty and obligation of belligerents to find a 
way to adapt the new circumstances to them, 

The events of the past two months have clearly indicated that it is 
possible and practicable to conduct such submarine operations as have 
characterized the activity of the Imperial German Navy within the 
so-called war zone in substantial accord with the accepted practices 
of regulated warfare. The whole world has looked with interest and 
increasing satisfaction at the demonstration of that possibility by Ger- 
man naval commanders. It is manifestly possible, therefore, to lift 
the ae ee of submarine attack above the criticism which it 
has aroused and remove the chief causes of offense. 

In view of the admission of illegality made by the Imperial Gov- 
ernment when it pleaded the right of retaliation in defense of its acts, 
and in view of the manifest possibility of conforming to the estab- 
lished rules of naval warfare, the Government of the United States 
can not believe that the Imperial Government will longer refrain from 
disayowing the wanton act of its naval commander in sinking the 
Lusitania or from offering reparation for the American lives lost, so 


far as- reparation can be made for a needless destruction of human 
life by an illegal act. 

The Government of the United States, while not indifferent to the 
friendly spirit in which it is made, can not accept the suggestion of the 
Imeperlal German Government that certain vessels be designated and 
agrees upon which shall be free on the seas now illegally proscribed. 
The very agreement would, by implication, subject other vessels to 
illegal attack, and would he a curtailment and therefore an abandon- 
ment of the principles for which the Government contends, and which 
in times of calmer counsels every nation would concede as of course. 
„The Government of the United States and the Imperial German 
Government are contending for the same great object; have long 
stood together in urging the very principles upon which the Govern- 
ment of the United States now so solemnly insists, They are both 
contending for the freedom of the seas. The Government of the 
United States will continue to contend for that freedom, from what- 
ever quarter violated, without compromise and at any cost. It In- 
vites the practical cooperation of the Imperial German Government 
at this time, when cooperation may accomplish most and this great 
common object be most strikingly and effectively achieved. 

The Imperial German Government r the hope that tbis 
object may he in some measure accomplished eyen before the present 
war ends. It can be. The Government of the United States not 
only feels obliged to insist upon it, by whomsoever violated or ignored, 
in the protection of its own citizens, but is also deeply interested in 
seeing it made practicable between the belligerents themselves, and 
holds itself ready at any time to act as the common friend who may 
be privileged to suggest a way. 

In the meantime, the very value which this Government sets upon 
the long and unbroken friendship between the people and Govern- 
ment of the United States and the people and Government of the 
German Nation impels it to press very solemnly upon the Imperial 
German Government the necessity for a scrupulous observance of 
neutral rights in this critical matter. Friendship itself prompts it to 
say to the Imperial Government that repetition by the commanders 
of German naval vessels of acts in contravention of those rights must 
be regarded by the Government of the United States, when they affect 
American citizens, as deliberately unfriendly, 


(The New York Times, July 24, 1915.) 


No. 61. British note, sey 23, 1915, replying to the American note 
of March 30, in regard to British violation of neutral rights (No. 36). 
(See Nos. 54 and 36.) 


(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


1. On the 2d of April your excellency handed to me a copy of a 
communication containing the criticisms of the United States Gov- 
ernment on the measures we have been constrained to take on account 
of the menace to peaceful commerce resulting from the German sub- 
marine policy. This communication has recelyed the most careful 
consideration of His Majesty's Government, 

2 fully appreciate the friendly spirit and the candor which are 
shown in the communication, and, replying in the same spirit, I trust 
that I may be able to convince your excellency, and also the admin- 
istration at Washington, that the measures we have announced aro 
not only reasonable and necessary in themselyes, but constitute no 
more than an adaptation of the old principles of blockade to the 
peculiar circumstances with which we are confronted. 

3. I need scarcely dwell on the obligation incumbent upon the allies 
to take every step in their power to overcome their common cnemy, 
in view of the shocking violation of the recognized rules and prin- 
ciples of civilized warfare of which he has been guilty during the 
present struggle. Your excellency’s attention has already been drawn 
to some of these proceedings in the memorandum which I handed 
to you on the 19th February. Since that time Lord Bryce's report, 
based on evidence l sifted by legal experts, deseribing the 
atrocities committed in Belgium; the poisoning of wells in German 
Southwest Africa; the use of poisonous gases against the troops in 
Flanders; and, finally, the sinking of the Lusitania without any op- 
portunity to passengers and noncombatants to save their lives, have 
shown how indispensable it is that we should leave unused no justi- 
able method of defending ourselves. 

4. Your excellency will remember that in my notes of the 18th 
and 15th March I explained that the allied Governments Intended to 
mect the German attempt to stop all supplies of every kind from leav- 
ing or entering British or French ports by themselves intercepting 
goods going to or from Germany. J read the communication from 
your excellency’s Government, not as questioning the necessity for 
our taking all the steps open to us to 5 the enemx's trade, but 
as directed solely to the question of the legitimacy of the particular 
measures adopted, 

5. In the various notes which I have received from your excel- 
lency the right of a belligerent to establish a blockade of the enemy 

rts is admitted, a right which has 5 no value save in 80 
ar as it gives power to a belligerent to cut off the sea-borne exports 
and ag of his enemy. The contention which I understa 
United States Government now puts forward is that if a bel nt is 
so circumstanced that his commerce can pass through adjacent neutral 
ports as easily as through ports in his own territory, his opponent has 
no right to interfere, and must restrict his measures of blockade in 
such a manner a3 to leave such avenues of commerce still open to his 
adversary. 

This is a contention which His Majesty's Government feel unable 
to accept and which seems to them unsustainable, either in point of 
law or upon principles of international equity. They are unable to 
admit that a belligerent violates any fundamental principle of inter- 
national law by applying a blockade in such a way as to cut off the 
enemy's commerec with foreign countries through neutral ports if the 
circumstances render such an 3 of the principles of blockade 
the only means of et it effective. The Government of the United 
States, indeed, intimates its readiness to take into account “ the great 
changes which have occurred in the conditions and means of naval 
warfare since the rules hitherto 8 le; blockade were formu- 
lated,” and recognizes that “ the form of close blockade, with its cordon 
of ships in the immediate offing of the blockaded ports, is no longer 
practicable in the face of an enemy possessing the means and oppor- 
23 3 an effective defense by the use of submarines, mines, 
and aire 5 

6. The only question, then, which can arise in regard to the measures 
resorted to for the purpose of carrying out a blockade upon these 
extended lines is whether, to use your excellency’s words, they “ con- 
form to the spirit and principles of the essence of the rules of war”; 
and we shall content to apply this test to the action which we have 
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those s 
wherewith to pay for them. 

To cut of this trade the United States could only rely upon a 
blockade. The diMfienlties confronting the Federal Government were 
in part due to the fact that neighboring neutral territory afforded con- 
venient centers from which contra could be introduced into the 
territory of their enemies and from which blockade running could be 
facilitated. Your excellency will no doubt remember how, in order 
to meet this new difficulty, the old principles relating to contraband 
and blockade were developed, and the doctrine of continuous voyage 
was applied and enforced, under which goods destined for the enemy 
territory were intercepted before they reached the neutral ports from 
which they were to be reexported. 

8. The difficulties which imposed upon the United States the neces- 
sity of reshaping some of the old rules are somewhat akin to those 
with which the allies are now faced in dealing with the trade of their 
enemy. Adjacent to Germany are various neutral countries which 
afford her convenient opportunities for carrying on her trade with for- 
op countries. Her owm territories are covered with a network. of 
railways and waterways, which enable her commerce to pass as con- 
veniently through ports În such neutral countries as through her own. 
A blockade limited to enemy ports would leave open routes by which 
every kind of German commerce could pass almost as easily as through 
the ports in her own territory. Rotterdam is, indeed, the nearest out- 
let for some of the industrial districts of Germany. ` 

9. As a counterpotse to the freedom with which one belligerent may 
send his commerce across a neutral country without compromising its 
neutrality, the other belligerent may fair j gg errs to intercept such 
commerce before it has reached, or after it left, the neu State, 
provided, of course, that he can establish that the commerce with 
which he interferes is the commerce of his enemy and not commerce 
which is bona fide destin -d for or proceeding from the neutral State. 
It seems, accordingly, that if it be r ized that a blockade is in 
certain cases the apprepriate method of intercepting the trade of an 
enemy country, and if the blockade can only become effective by extend- 
ing it to enemy commerce passing through neutral rts, such an 
extension is defensible and im accordance with principles which have 
met with gencral acceptance. 

10. To the contention that such action is not directly supported by 
written authority, it may be replied that it is the business of writers 
on international law to formulate existing rules rather than to offer 
suggestions for their adaptation to altered circumstances, and your 
excellency will remember the unmeasured terms in which a group of 
prominent international lawyers of all nations condemned the doctrine 
which had been laid down by the Supreme Court of the United States 
in the case of the 8 bok, a doctrine upheld by the Claims Commis- 
sion at Washington in 1873, But the United States and the British 
Government took a broader view and looked below the surface at the 
underlying purpose, and the Government of this country, whose 
nationals were the sufferers by the extension and development of the 
old methods of blockade made by the United States during the Civil 
War, abstained from all protest against the decisions by which the 
ships and thelr cargoes were condemned. 

11, What is raged important in the general interest is that adapta- 
tions of the old rules should not be made unless they are consistent 
delligerent right 

to neutrals 


upon neutrals by not a plying the rule, which was inyariable in the 
p: 


war suffers no diminution, except in so far as the 223 ———— conne 
n of certain now 


14. There are various particulars in which the exact method of 
carrying a blockade into effect has from time to time varied. The 
3 of a public notification, the requisite standard of effectiveness, the 
locality of the . the right of the individual ship to 
a preliminary warnin t the blockade is in foree, and the 8 to 
be inflicted on a captured blockade runner, are ali e ga eg on which 
different views have prevailed in different countries and in which the 

ractice of particular countries has been altered from time to time. 
he one principle which is fundamental and has obtained universal 


recognition is that by means of blockade a belligerent is entitled to 
tar) 8 means, the sea-borne commerce of his enemy. 


e same with contraband. The underlying principle is well 


established, but as to the detalls there has been a wide 
views. As for unneutral service—the very term is of such recent intro- 
duction that many writers of repute on international law do not men- 
tion it—it is possible, in the view of His Majesty's Government in these 
circumstances, to maintain that the t of a belligerent to intercept 
the commerce of his enemy is limit in the way suggested in your 
excellency’s communication. 

16. There are certain subsidiary matters dealt with In your excel- 
lency’s communication to which I think it well to refer. Amon 


variety of 


may be mentioned your citation of the declaration of Paris, due, no 
doubt, to the words which occur in the memorandum sent me to 
your excellency on the Ist of March, wherein it was stated that the 


allied Governments would hold themselves free to detain and take Into 
port ship carrying goods of presumed enemy destination, ownership, or 
origin, and to our announcement that vessels might be required to dis- 
charge goods of enemy ownership as well as those of enemy origin or 


destination. 

17. It is not necessary to discuss the extent to which the second rule 
of the declaration of ris is affected by these measures or whether 
it could be held to apply at all as between Great Britain and the 
United States. In actual practice, however, we are not detaining goods 
on the sole ground that they are the property of an enemy. The pur- 

se of the measures we are taking is to intercept commerce on its way 
rom and to the enemy country. here are many cases in which proof 
that the goods were enemy property would afford strong evidence that 
they were of enemy origin or enemy destination, and it is only in such 
cases that we are detaining them. Where proof of enemy ownership 
would afford no evidence of such origin or destination we are not in 
practice detaining the goods. 

18. His Majesty’s Government have been tified to observe that 
the measures which they are enforcing have d no detrimental effect 
on the commerce of the United States. Figures of recent months show 
that the increased opportunities afforded by the war for American com- 
merce have more n compensated for the loss of the German and 
Austrian markets. 

19. I trust that in the light of the above explanations it will be 
realized that the measures to which we have resorted have been not 
only 3 by the exigencies of the case, but can be defended as in 
accordance with genera) principles which have commended themselves 
to the Governments of both countries. I am glad to be able to assure 
your excellency that we sball continue to apply these measures with 
every desire to occasion the least possible amount of inconyenience to 
pions N in legitimate commerce. 

ave, ete., 


(The New York Times, Aug. 4, 1915.) 


No. 62. Third German note, July 30, 1915, in regard to the William 
P. Frye, (See Nos. 37, 39, 43, 52, 55.) 

(The minister for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 

The undersigned has the honor to inform his excellency, Mr. James 
W. Gerard, ambassador of the United States of America, in ly to 
the note of the 26th ultimo, fore office No. 3990, on the subject of 
the sinking of the American merchant vessel William P. Frye the 
German auxiliary cruiser Prince Eitel Friedrich, that the of 
view brought out in the note have been carefully examin by the 
Imperial German Government. This examination has led to the fol- 
lowing conclusions : 

The Government of the United States believes that it is incumbent 
upon it to take the position that the treaty rights to which America 
is entitled, as contained in article 12 of the Prussian-American treaty 
of amity and commerce of September 10, 1785, and in article 13 of 
the Prussian-American treaty of amity and commerce of July 11, 1799, 
were violated by the sinking of the William P. Frye. It interprets 
these articles as meaning that a merchantman of the neutral contract- 
ing party carrying contraband can not in any circumstances be de- 
stroyed by a warship of the belligerent contracting party, and that the 
sinking of the William P. Frye was, therefore, in violation of the 
treaty, even if her cargo should have consisted of contraband, which 
it leaves outside of the discussion. 

The German Government can not accept this view. It insists as 
heretofore that the commander of the German auxiliary cruiser acted 
in the legal exercise of the right of control of trade in contraband 
enjoyed by warships of belligerent nations, and that the treaty stipu- 
lations mentioned merely oblige the German Government to make com- 
pensation for the damage sustained by the American citizens concerned. 

It is not rs idge by the American Government that according to 
general 5 . of international law a — is authori in 
sinking neutral vessels under almost any conditions for carrying con- 
traband. As is well known, these -principes were laid down in articles 
49 and 50 of the declaration of ndon and were recognized at that 
time by the duly empowered delegates of all the nations which rtici- 

ted in the conference, including the American delegates, to the declara- 
He of existing international law (see preliminary clause of the declara- 
tion of London); moreover, at the beginning of the present war the 
American Government proposed to the belligerent nations to ratify the 
declaration of London an ve its provisions formal validity also. 

The German Government has already explained in its note of Apr 
4 last for what reason it considers that the conditions justifying the 
sinking under international Jaw were present in the case of the William 
P. Frye. The cargo consisted of conditional contraband, the destina- 
tion of which for the hostile armed forces was to be presumed under 
the circumstances; no proof to overcome this presumption has heen 
furni. More than half the cargo of the yessel was contraband, 
so that the vessel was Hable to confiscation. ‘The attempt to bring the 
American vessel Into a German port would have greatly imperiled the 
German vessel in the given situation of the war, and at any rate prac- 
tically defeated the success of her further mi Fao gg Thus the au- 
thority for sinking the vessel was given according to general principles 
of international law. 

There only remains, then, to be examined the question how far the 
Prussian-American treaty stipulations modify these principles of Inter- 
national law. 

In this connection, article 12 of the treaty of 1785 provides that in 
the event of a war between one of the contracting parties with another 
power the free commerce and intercourse of the nationals of the party 
remaining neutral with the belligerent powers shall not be interrupted, 
but that on the contrary the vessel of the neutral party may navigate 
freely to and from the ports of the belligerent power even neutralizing 
enemy goods on board thereof. However, this article merely formulates 
general rules for the freedom of maritime intercourse and leaves the 
question of contraband untouched; the specific stipulations on this 
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point are contained in the following article, which is materially identi- 
cal with article 13 of the treaty of 1799 now in force. 

The plain intention of article 13 is to establish a reasonable com- 
promise between the military interests of the belligerent contracting 
pany and the commercial interests of the neutral party. On the one 

and the belligerent party is to have the right to prevent the trans- 
portation of war supplies to his adversaries even when carried on ves- 
sels of the neutral party; on the other hand, the commerce and navi- 
gation of the neutral party is to be interfered with as little as possible 
by the measure necessary for such prevention, and reasonable compen- 
sation is to be paid for any inconvenience or damage which may never- 
theless cnsue from the pro: gs of the belligerent pariy- 

Article 13 recites the following means whereby the belligerent party 
can prevent the vessels of the neutral party from carrying war supplies 
to his adversary. The detention of the ship and cargo for such length 
of time as the belligerent may think necessary ; furthermore, the taking 
over of the war stores for his own use, paying the full value of the 
same as ascertained at the place of destination. The right of sinking 
is not mentioned in the treaty, and is, therefore, neither expressly per- 
mitted nor expressly prohibited, so that on this point the party stipu- 
lations must be supplemented by the general rules of international law. 
‘rom the meaning and spirit of the treaty it really appears out of the 
question that it was intended to expect of the belligerent that he should 
permit a vessel loaded with contraband—for example, a shipment of 
arms and ammunition of decisive importance for the outcome of the 
war—to proceed unhindered to his enemy when circumstances forbid 
the carrying of the [omissions] into port, if the general rules of inter- 
national law allow sinking of the vessel. 

The remaining stipulations of article 13 must likewise be considered 
in this light; they provide that the captain of a vessel stopped shall be 
allowed to proceed on his voyage if he delivers out the contraband to 
the 8 which stop his vessel. For such delivering out can not, 
of course, be conside when the ensuing loss of time imperils either 
the warship herself or the success of her other operations. In the case 
of the William P. Frye the German commander at first tried to have 
matters settled by the delivery of contraband, but convinced himself 
of the impracticability of this attempt in that it would expose his ship 
to attack by whatever superior force of enemy war vessels pursuing him, 
and was accordingly obliged to determine upon the sinking of the Frye. 
Thus he did not exceed on this point the limits to which he was bound 
by article 13. 

However, article 13 asserts itself here to the extent that it founds 
the obligation to compensate the American citizens affected, whereas 
according to the general rules of international law the belligerent party 
does not need to grant compensation for a vessel lawfully sunk. For 
if by article 13 the mere exercise of right of highways makes the bel- 
ligerent liable for compensation, this must apply a fortiori to the exer- 
cise of the right of sinking. 

The question whether the German commander acted legally was 
primarily a subject for the consideration of the German poe courts, 
according to 7 655 principles of international law as laid down, also 
in article 1 of The Hague Convention for the establishment of an inter- 
national prize court and in article 51 of the Declaration of London. 
The German Goyernment consequently laid the case of the William P. 
Frye before the competent prize court at Hamburg, as was stated in 
its note of the 7th ultimo. This court found by its Judgment of the 
10th instant that the cargo of the American vessel William P. Frye 
was contraband; that the vessel could not be carried into port, and 
that the sinking was therefore justified; at the same time the court 
expressly recognized the validity of the Prussian-American treaty stipu- 
lations severally [omissions] model for the relations between the 
German Ewoire and America, so that the sinking of the ship and 
cargo, so far as American property, makes the German Empire liable 
for indemnity. The prize court was unable to fix the indemnity itself, 
since it had no data before it, failing the receipt of the necessary details 
from the parties Interested. 

It will now be necessary to settle these points in a different way. 
The German Government suggests as the simplest way that cach of the 
two Governments designate an se, and that the two experts jointly 
fix the amount of indemnity for the vessel and any American 8 
which may have been sunk with her. The German Government will 
promptly pay the amount of indemnity thus ascertained; it expressly 
declares, however, reverting to what has been stated above, that this 
payment does not constitute satisfaction for the violation of American 
treaty rights, but a duty or policy of this Government founded on the 
existing treaty stipulations. 

Should the American Government not agree to this manner of set- 
tling the matter, the German Government is prepared to submit the 
difference of opinion as being a question of the interpretation of the 
existing treaties between Germany and the United States to the tribunal 
at The Hague, pursuant to article 38 of The Hague Convention for the 
pacific settlement of international disputes. 

The undersigned begs to suggest that the ambassador bring the above 
to the attention of his Government, and avails himself, etc. 

Von Jacow. 

(The New York Times, Aug. 5, 1915.) 

No. 63. British note, July 31, 1915, replying to No. 57. (See No. 57.) 
(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 

Your EXCELLENCY : (1) I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of the note dated 16th inst., in which you were good enough to com- 
municate to me for the information of His Majesty’s Government the 
opinion held by the Government of the United Statgs, that, in view of 
differences which they understand to exist between the two countries 
as to the principles of law applicable in cases before the prize court, 
they could not recognize the validity of proceedin, taken in His 
Majesty's ag court in derogation of the rights of citizens of the 
United States. 

2) I do not understand to what divergence of views as to the prin- 
oy es of law applicable in cases before the prize court the Government 
of the United States refers, for I am not aware of any differences exist- 
ing between the two countries as to the principles of law applicable in 
cases before such courts. 

8) British prize courts, according to the ancient form of commission 
under which they sit, are to determine cases which come before them 
according to the course of admiralty and the law of nations and the 
set of rules and regulations for the time being in force in that 

As to the principles spel by the American prize courts, I note 
that in the case of the Amy Warwick (2 Sprague, 123) it was held 
that prize courts are subject to the instructions of their own sovereign. 
In e absence of such instructions, their jurisdiction and rules of 


decision are to be ascertained by reference to the known powers of 
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such tribunals and the principles by which they are governed under 
the public law and the practice of nations. It would appear, therefore, 
meray ARE gan applied by the prize courts of the two countries 

(4) As illustrating further the attitude adopted by the judges of 
British prize courts toward these two sources Mt law, the 8 
legislation of its sovereign on the one hand and the principles of inter- 
national law on the other, I should like to refer your excellency to a 
classical passage in the judgment of Lord Stowell, in the case of the 
3 that famous judge observed in the course of the dis- 

“A question has been stated: What would be the duty of the court 
under orders in council that were repugnant to the law of nations? It 
has been contended on one side that the court would, at all events, be 
bound to enforce the orders in council, on the other that the court 
would be bound to apply the rule of the law of nations adapted to the 
particular case, in rd of the orders in council. 

“This court is bound to administer the law of nations to the sub- 
Fad of other countries in the different relations in which they may 

e placed toward this coun and its Government. That is what 
others have a right to demand for their subjects, and to complain if 
they receive it not. This is its unwritten law, evidenced in the course 
of its decisions and collected from the common e of civilized 
States. At the came time it is strictly true that b e constitution 
of this country the King in council possesses legislative rights over 
this court and has power to issue orders and instructions which it 
= pened ah obey and enforce; and these constitute the written law of 

s cour 

“These two propositions, that the court is bound to administer the 
law of nations and that it is bound to enforce the King’s orders in 
council, are not at all inconsistent with each other, because these orders 
and instructions are presumed to conform themselves, under the given 
circumstances, to the principles of its unwritten law. They are either 
directory applications of those principles to the cases indicated in 
them—cases which, with all the facts and circumstances belonging 
to them and which constitute their legal character, could be but im- 
perfectly known to the court itself; or they are positive tions, 
consistent with these principles, applying to matters whi require 
2 — and definite rules than those general principles are capable 
0 rn g. 

“The constitution of this court, relatively to the legislative power 
of the King in council, is analogous to that of the —.— ot common 
law relatively to that of the Parliament of this Kingdom. These courts 
have their unwritten law, the approved reasons, principles of natural 
reason and justice; they have likewise the written or statute law in 
acts of Parliament, which are directory apps dons of the same prin- 
ciples to particular subjects or positive regulations consistent with them 
upon matters which would remain too much at largo if they were left 
to the imperfect information which the courts could extract from mere 
general speculations. 

“What would be the duty of the individuals who preside in these 
courts if required to enforce an act of Parliament whieh contradicted 
those principles is a question which, I presume, they would not enter- 
tain a priori because they will not entertain a priori the position 
that any such will arise. In like manner this court will not let itself 
loose into speculations as to what would be its duty under such an 
emergency; because it can not, without extreme indecen presume 
that any such emergency will happen. And it is the less posed to 
entertain them because its own obseryation and experience attest 
the general conformity of such orders and instructions to its principles 
$f e abe has tly bee ted and adopted b 

e above passage recently n quoted and ado the 
Prestdent of the ine court in the case of the Zamora, 4 which Sir 
S. Evans said: “I make bold to express the hope and belief that the 
nations of the world need not be apprehensive that orders in council 
will emanate from the Government of this country in such violation 
of the acknowledged laws of nations that it is conceivable that our 
prize tribunals, holding the law of nations in reverence, would be called 
upon to disregard and re obedience to the provisions of such orders.” 

(6) In the note which I handed to your excellency on the 23d of July. 
I endeavored to convince the Government of the United States, and i 
trust with success, that the measures that we have felt ourselves com- 
pelled to adopt, in consequence of the numerous acts committed by our 
enemies in violation of the laws of war and the dictates of humanity, 
are consistent with the principles of international law. The legality 
of these measures has not yet formed the subject of a decision of the 
prize court; but I wish to take this Sf tad bona: of reminding your 
excellency that it is open to any United States citizen whose claim is 
before the prize court to contend that any order in council which may 
affect his claim is inconsistent with the principles of international law, 
and is, therefore, not binding upon the court. If the prize court de- 
clines to accept his contentions, and if, after such a decision has been 
upheld on appeal by the judicial committee of His Majesty's priv: 
council, the vernment of the United States of America consider that 
there is serious gronna for holding that the decision is incorrect and 
infringes the rights of their citizens, it is open to them to claim that 
it should be subjected to review by an international tribunal. 

(7) This principle, that the decisions of the national prize courts may 

roperly be subjected to international review, was conceded by Great 
Britain in article 7 of the Jay treaty of 1793 and by the United States 
of America under the treaty of Washington of 1871. Your excellency 
will no doubt remember that certain cases (collectively known as the 
“Matamoros cases“) were submitted to the commission established 
under articles 12-17 of the treaty of Washington. In each of these 
cases proceedings in pos had been instituted in the pe courts of 
the United States, and in each case the judgment of the Supreme Court, 
the court of last resort in cases of prizes, had been obtained. 
United States filed a demurrer in these cases, alleging that, as they had 
been heard by the prize courts of the United States of original and 
appellate jurisdiction, the decision of the appellate court was final, and 
no claim based upon it could be made before the commission. The de- 
murrer was unanimously overruled and the cases heard, and the agent 
of the United States, in his reports of the proceedings of the commis- 
sion, stated that he, personally, maintained no doubt of the jurisdiction 
of the commission as an international tribunal to review the decisions 


commission should be held upon this question. : 
(8) The same principle was accepted both by the United States Gov- 
90 connection with the 
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propose that the right of recourse to the international prize court in 
connection with a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States 
should take the form of a direct claim for compensation. 

(9) It is clear, therefore, that both the United States Government 
and His Majesty's Government have adopted the principle that the 
decisions of a national prize court may be open to review if it is held 
in the prize court and in the judicial committee of the pary council, 
on appeal, that the orders and instructions issued by His Majesty's 
Government in matters relating to prize are in harmony with the 

rinciples of international law; and, should the Government of the 
nit States unfortunately feel compelled to maintain a contrary 
view, His Majesty’s Government will be prepared to concert with the 
United States Government in order to decide upon the best way of 
applying the above principle to the situation which would then ve 
arisen. I trust, however, that the defense of our action, which I have 
already communicated to your excellency, and the willingness of His 
Majesty's Government (which has been shown in so many instances) 
to make reasonable concessions to American interests, will prevent the 
necessity for such action arising. 

(10) In any case I trust that the ma grocer given above will re- 
move the 1 under which I can not but feel the Govern- 
ment of the United States are laboring as to the principles applied by 
British prize courts in dealing with the cases which come before them. 

I have, etc., M. Gaur. 

D. GREY. 


(The New York Times, Aug. 4, 1915.) 
No. 64. British note, July 31, 1915, replying to No. 58. 
(The secretary of state for foreign affairs to the American ambassador.) 


The note which your excellency addressed to me on the 17th instant 
respecting the detention of the cargo of the Ponp Neches has, I 
need hardly say, received the careful attention of His Majesty's 
Government. 

The note which I had the honor to send to your excellency on the 
23d instant has already explained the view of His Majesty's Govern- 
ment on the legal aspect of the question, though it was prepared before 
your excellency’s communication of the 17th had been received, and, 
pending consideration by the Government of the United States of the 
views and arguments set forth in the British note of the 23d, it is 
unnecessary for me to say more on the question of right or of law. 

There is, however, one general observation that seems relevant to 
the note from your eres respecting the cargo of the Neches. 

It is the practice of the German Government, in the waters through 
which the Neches was passing, to sink neutral as well as British 
merchant vessels, 3 of the destinatlon of the vessel or origin 
of the cargo, and without proper regard or 1 for the safety 
of passengers or crews, many of whom have lost their lives in conse- 
quence. ere can be no question that this action is contrary to the 
recognized and settled rules of international law, as well as to the 
principles of humanity. 

His Majesty's Government, on the other hand, have adhered to the 
rule of visit and search, and have observed the obligation to bring into 
port and submit to a prize court any ships or cargoes with regard to 
which they think they have a good case for detention or for condemna- 
* tion as contraband. 

His M ty's Government are not aware, except from the published 
correspondence between the United States and rmany, to what ex- 
tent tion has been claimed from Germany by neutrals for loss of 
ships, lives, and car , nor how far these acts have been the subject 
even of protest by the neutral Governments concerned. 

While those acts of the German Government continue, it seems 
neither reasonable nor just that His Majesty's Government should be 
pressed to abandon the rights claimed in the British note of the 23d 
and to allow goods from Germany to pass freely through waters effec- 
tively patroled by British ships of war. 

If, however, it be alleged that, in ticular cases and special circum- 
stances, hardships may be inflict on citizens of neutral countries, 
His Majesty’s Government are ready in such cases to examine the facts 
in a spirit of consideration for the interest of neutrals, and in this 
spirit they are prepared to deal with the cargo of the Neches, to which 
your excellency has called attention, if it is held that the particular 
circumstances of this case fall within this category. 

[I have, etc., B. Grey.) 


(The New York Times, Aug. 4, 1915.) 


No. 65. Fourth American note, August 16, 1915, in regard to the 
William P. Frye. (See Nos. 37. 39, 43, 52, 55, 62.) 


(The Secretary of State to the American ambassador at Berlin.) 


You are instructed to present the following note to the German 
minister for foreign affairs: 

Under instructions from my Government, I have the honor to inform 
our excellency, in reply to your note of July 30 in regard to the claim 
or reparation for the sinking of the William P. Frye, that the Govern- 

ment of the United States learns with regret that the objections u 
by it against the submission of this case to the prize court for decision 
have not commended themselves to the Imperial German_Government, 
and it equally regrets that the reasons presented by the Imperial Ger- 
man Government for Pena ges $ this case to the prize court have failed 
to remove the objections of the Government of the United States to 
the adoption of that course. As this disagreement has been reached 
after the full presentation of the views of both Governments in our 
revious correspondence, a further exchange of views on the questions 
n dispute would doubtless be unprofitable, and the Government of the 
Unit States therefore welcomes your excellency’s suggestion that 
some other way should be found for settling this case. 

The two methods of settlement propo: as alternative su, tions 
in your excellency’s note have been given careful consideration, and 
it is believed that if they can be combined so that they may both be 
adopted they will furnish a satisfactory basis for the solution of the 
questions at issue. 

The Government of the United States has already expressed its de- 
sire that the question of the amount of indemnity to be paid by the 
Imperial German Government under its admitted liability for the losses 
of the owners and captain on account of the destruction of the Frye 
should be settled by E negotiation, and it entirely concurs 
with the suggestion of the Imperial German Government that the sim- 
plest way would be to agree, as proposed in your note, “that each of 
the two Governments designate an expert and that the two experts 
jointly fix the amount of indemnity for the vessel and any American 
property which may have been sunk with her,” to be paid by the Impe- 

German Government when ascertained as stated in your note. It is 
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assumed that the arrangement will include some provision for calling in 
an umpire in case the experts fail to agree. 

The Government of the United States notes that your suggestion is 
made with the express reservation that a payment under 8 arrange- 
ment would not constitute an admission that American treaty rights 
had been violated, but would be regarded by the Imperial German Gov- 
ernment merely as fulfilling a duty or policy founded on existing treaty 
stipulations. A payment made on this understanding would be entirely 
acceptable to the Government of the United States, provided that the 
acceptance of such payment should likewise be understood to be with- 
out prejudice to the contention of the Government of the United States 
that the sinking of the Frye was without legal justification, and pro- 
vided also that an arrangement can be a upon for the immediate 
submission to arbitration of the question of legal justification in so far 
as it involves the interpretation of existing treaty stipulations. 

There can be no difference of opinion between the two Governments 
as to the desirability of having this question of the true intent and mean- 
ing of their treaty stipulations determined without delay, and to that 
end the Government of the United States proposes that the alternative 
suggestion of the Imperial German Government also be adopted, sọ 
that this question of treaty interpretation can be submitted forthwith 
to arbitration, pursuant to Article XXXVIII of The Hague convention 
for the pane settlement of international disputes. 

In this way both the question of indemnity and the question of 
treaty interpretation can promptly be settled, and it will be observed 
that the only change made in the plan pro sed by the Imperial Ger- 
man Government is that instead of eliminating either one of its alter- 
native suggestions they are both given effect, in order that both of the 
questions under discussion may be dealt with at the same time. 

If this proposal proves acceptable to the Imperial German Govern- 
ment, it will be necessary also to determine whether, pending the 
arbitral award, the Imperial German Government shall govern its naval 
operations in accordance with its own interpretation or in accordance 
with the interpretation maintained by the United States as to the obli- 
gations imposed by their 3 9 and the Government of 
the United States would be glad to have an expression of the views of 
the Imperial German Government on this point. 


(The New York Times, Aug. 18, 1915.) 

No. 66. British proclamation, August 21, 1915, declaring cotton 
contraband of war (see Nos. 6, 10, 31): 

Now, therefore, we do hereby declare, by and with the advice of our 
privy council, that during the continuance of the war, or until we do 
give further public notice, the folowing articles will be treated as 
absolutely contraband, in addition to those set out in our royal proc- 
55 tion aforementioned : Raw cotton, cotton linters, cotton waste, and 
cotton yarn. 

And we do hereby further declare that this our royal proclamation 
shall take effect from the date of its poroa in the London Gazette. 
(The New York Times, Aug. 22, 1915.) 


IMPEACHMENT OF H. SNOWDEN MARSHALL. 


Mr. HEFLIN and Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois rose. 

The SPEAKER. . For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I rise to offer a resolution 
amending my impeachment charges against H. Snowden Mar- 
shall, and I desire to send the following resolution to the 
Clerk’s desk, to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, may I ask my friend if he will 
withhold that until I address the House for one hour? I have 
permission of the House to address it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I desire to have this acted on 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers it as a 
privileged matter. Whether it is privileged or not remains to 
be seen. But all of you gentleman who have secured special 
orders to speak get them under the condition that privileged 
matters, and so forth, shall not be interfered with. The Olerk 
will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas on the 14th day of December, 1915, certain charges of im- 
chment were presented in this House by me against the United 
tates district attorney for the southern district of New York, 
H. Snowden Marshall; and z 
Whereas said charges were not accompanied by a resolution empower- 
ing the Judiciary Committee sufficiently : 
Therefore I present the following amended impeachment char: 
contained in the resolution which I am now offerings. 8 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to in- 
quire and report whether the action of this House is requisite concern- 
ing the alleged official misconduct of H. Snowden Marshall, United 
States attorney for the southern district of New York; whether any 
person, , corporation, or their agents have through a conspiracy 
with said United States attorney obtained the privilege of violating in 
the southern district of New York provisions of any of the various 
criminal, neutrality, interstate-commerce, or customs-reyenue laws of 
the United States; whether great financial profits have accrued to any 
sire or corporation in consequence thereof; whether said United 
tates attorney has corruptly and 8 parna ted in any such 
conspiracy ; whether he has corruptly neglec or refused to prosecute 
gross and notorious violations of the various criminal, . 
customs-revenue, or antitrust laws of the United States within said 
judicial district; whether said United States attorney has induced and 
procured a grand jury to return into the District Court for the South- 
ern District of New York indictments charging crimes, without there 
oe evidence before said grand jury which would in any degree justify 
the finding of such indictments; whether said United States attorney 
has procured an indictment as aforesaid in order to falsely accuse and 
ch the character of a Representative in Congress who had pre- 
ferred articles of impeachment against said United States attorney ; 
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whether said United States attorney has been goliy a of a ape gp eater 
ing reput rocuring 5 by a grand jury in said district charg- 
83 citizens with crime, alt there was no evidence before 
— — which would in the least warrant a charge of crime; 
— >y said United States attorney has 3 entered into a con- 
. with other gems to spread broadcast throughout the United 
tes maliciously false newspaper publications and rts emanating 
as oficial statements and purporting to describe results of inves 
tions conducted by said United States atterney and bis his assistant with 
the object of destreying friendly relations een the United 
and one or more foreign Governments; whether said United States 
attorney has unlawfully and feloniously misused 
jury of said district, the secret service, and the Bureau of Iny 
tion and Inquiry of the aid; whet of Justice in furtherance of any 
aforesaid ; whether there exists evidence that large 
bed CTT 
various eyors and manufacturers o 
induenc actions of said United 


rent po 


corruptly neglected or hoe Fa to prosecute violations of Federal stat- 
id —— the 1 and Sy rig! explosives on ships carry- 
Ss papan gers within said judicial whether said United States 
attorney anes corruptly neglected o r refused te prosecute violations of 


the foreign-enlistment act of the. ‘united States within said district; 
whether said United States attorn 2 used the powers of his office 
for the * of defaming, —— 

able an — 


has 
N misuse of the su efa 2434 j in said southern ais 
8 ha — th 
rights, privileges, and immunities ; United 


resenting the 

condition of judicial business within said district ; - whether said United 
States attorney has been guilty of private solicitation, with intent to 
influence the acts and 3 of any judge ted as aforesaid ; 
whether said United States attorney has S tee to corruptly control 
decisions and actions ef one or more of such imported judges; whether 
said United States attorney has procured the assignment of one or 
more acted sae Judges Pwd — renee of rie sop te 1 1 * “ac 
purpose o endan m receiving fair and impartial trials 
at the aang B of of resi ent saaton "s; whether there exists or has existed a 
conspiracy be ed States attorney or any of his assist- 
ants and officials” ee ea in the admin . of justice in 
said southern maet of New York to unlawfully manipmlate and con- 
trol the selection of grand and it jurors participating in the conduct 
of trials in the courts of said — igi: whether the interests either of 
the United States or individual persons have been thereby unlaw- 
fully prejudiced and the orderly and fair administration of justice 
defeated or obstructed in one or more instances; whether the said 
United States attorney has employed the powers of said office for the 
purpose of shielding and from exposing the im impress conduct of James 

Osborne in relation to the facts involved in a civil litigation tn 
was pending in the State court of the State of New York, and in 
sce the said Osborne and others from n for the viola 
of the United States laws; whether the said United 
has willfally and corruptly refused and neglected to te gross 
and notorious violations of the United States comm! by James W. 
Osborne and others, of the city and 1 of New 5 whether said 
United States attorney has prostituted the office of the United Sta tes 
district attorney ; whether the said United States rege, ig Rend the pur- 
pe of protecting the private individual interests of W. 

borne, used the powers of his ae, — as: United States district 
attorney to defame, slander, and the geet name and professional 
standing of law-abidin citizens o the United States to their great 
inj ; whether ye mono! ted States ——— ino e — neg- 
refused to prosecu paes who, a as esses 

Government, crimes 


of perjury, 
subornation of perjury, and See Ga connection with the cases et 


United ited States inst 
Safford, and United Staten a against Albert J. McCull et al.; whether 
the sai ni States attorney nited d jury, not 


— yg emg be used 


den Marshall, * Wood. 
a aonn H. Herne thet last two being assistant United States 
attorneys under said H. Sn en Marshall; whether the 

Une jo toed attorney ——— failed 4 7 

sistant d ct attorneys, oe 

rial in the trial of a 
for the southern 
attorney corrup 
ceedings against 


nited States district court for the 
York ; whether the said United States attorney is 


processes of the grand l 


— and failed to t before the grand material and rtant 
ce conn with alleged e instituted before said 
grand jury by said H. Snowden Ma n relation to the cases of 
nited States Rae Seema ah and United States Eney, corr ame = 


and ne; to take co 
wfrul conduct of some of his 


tates district attorne; whether the — 
corruptly and mino Bai pinar tpt Eisg iar or acquiesced 
in the presen of cases evidence 
which he knew to be untrue and manufactured, or assisted in the manu- 
facture of and hg ted to Py Bagg tyr such alleged evidence; whether 
the administrati soe ies tates attorney of his office has 
resulted in the ately ie and wro: nts in said district or to the 
Bentes of that district and The t nited States; whether the ag United 

tates attorney has been guilty of any misbehavior for which he should 


and un 


United States attorney 


as are herein given to sa Colamittee on the Judiciary, with a sergeant 
at arms, b; or depu who shall serve the process of said 
committee or subcommittee an ‘shall attend the the sitting oe the same as 


shall have authority to sign, 
witness or w 


thereby. . —.— 
be paid out of the the contingent 


ordered and directed 

and the Clerk to attest, subponas ‘tor an 
The expense of such investigation sha 

fund of the House. 


Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Spesber 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
resolution is not privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. Well, to begin with, it provides for the payment 
of the expenses out of the contingent fund of the House, and 
under the rules no resolution providing for that is privileged 
unless it is reported from the Committee on Accounts. 

That is far enough; but my colleague from IIlinois has im- 
peached this official and the House had referred that matter to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. Now he presents a resolution, 
not of impeachment, but a resolution authorizing a committee 
to make an investigation, which of itself is not a privileged 
matter. 

The privileged matter is the impeachment. That is not con- 
cerned in this case. The Speaker could very readily see that 
if to-day I can impeach a judge or other official of the United 
States and have it referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 
and immediately thereafter present a resolution providing for 
an investigation, and that is privileged, then I am entitled to 
have an hour in the House in the discussion of that, and if that 
be voted down I can present another resolution, if it be privi- 
leged, in a little different form, and take another hour in the 
House, and if that be laid upon the table or something else be 
done with it, then I present another resolution along the same 
lines, and so on ad infinitum. 

Now, the privilege is the presenting of the impeachment. A 
Member on his responsibility in the House impeaches an official 
of the Federal Government.. That is a matter of high privilege. 
But when the House has disposed of that it is not a privileged 
matter to present another resolution referring to an investiga- 
tion of that subject. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Bu- 
CHANAN] will be heard. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the 
point made by my colleague [Mr. Mann] is not well taken. The 
fact is that a Member of this House is privileged to indict a 
Federal official every day, if he sees fit, so far as anything in 
the rules is concerned; and certainly if impeachment charges 
are read against an official, and there happens to be new infor- 
mation, or the necessity to amend, in order to make the charges 
cover a certain question, and satisfy those who will perhaps 
act on them, and if perhaps on account of precedents and tech- 
nicalities that often obstruct justice it becomes not only the 
privilege but the duty of a Member who feels that high crimes 
have been committed by a public officer, to amend those charges, 
so that they may cover the whole question involved, it seems to 
me that a Member ought to be allowed that privilege. 

Now, I am not and of course do not pretend to be a lawyer, 
while I read some law while I was at the head: of the trade- 
union movement, and tried to steer clear of the law in trying 
to secure the rights of the unions that I represented; but the 
law is supposed to be based upon reason and justice. The rules 
of this House are based upon such principles as will expedite 
the business before the House, if those rules are properly 
een and they are based upon precedents, of course, as we 
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If the Speaker has not had his attention called to the 
precedent made at the time of the impeachment of President 
Johnson, I should like to refer the Speaker to Hinds’ Prece- 
dents, volume 3, section 24, page 824, where a resolution similar 
to the one I have presented was offered and a point of order 
raised, and the Speaker at that time decided that it was 
privileged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes the gentleman would 
speak so that the Chair can hear him. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I say a point of order was 
raised at that time against the impeachment resolution, the 
resolution being similar to this one, and the Speaker decided 
that it was a privileged question and therefore in order. 

I read from page 824 of Hinds’ Precedents: 

A question of order being raised, the Speaker held that the resolution 
presented a question of privilege. 

A motion by Mr. Rufus P. oe of Ohio, that the resolution be 
laid on the table was disagr to. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the more recent Swayne case a resolu- 
tion similar to this was offered, not as an amended resolution 
but as an original resolution. I claim, Mr. Speaker, that there 
is not a scintilla of precedent or anything in our rules that 
denies to a Member the right to amend or to reimpeach if he 
sees fit. I have not been able to find anything which says I 
would not have a right to rise now and offer that as a reso- 
lution of impeachment, although I read impeachment charges 
on the 14th of December. Although I do not pretend to be fully 
familiar with those questions, I want to say that In the Swayne 
impeachment case, where a like resolution was acted on, while 
a decision was not rendered on the question of order, it was 
referred to as being in doubt, and all the statement that was 
made in that case was that it was a question of high privilege 
and was in order. 

Therefore I submit that the position taken by my colleague 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is not well founded and that this reso- 
lution is in order, 

I might read a few paragraphs from this Swayne case, but do 
not feel it necessary to take up much time of the House. Mr. 
Lamar, of Florida, the Member who had presented the impeach- 
ment charges, said: 

I understand the objection made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Grosvenor] is that I do not charge Judge Swayne with any specific 
crime. I do 5 him generally with high crimes and misdemeanors. 
Why should I be forced to state, when the . is to be submitted to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, the c matter upon which that 
general allegation is made? ver, ngle crime that this judge is 
capable of committing is charged when I charge him on this floor with 
the commission of high crimes and misdemeanors. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as I stated, parliamentary law and all 
other law, especially where there is no precedent in conflict with 
the action that we are undertaking, should be founded on com- 
mon sense and justice and on the sort of rules that will tend to 
expedite the matter before the House. According to the prece- 
dents of the Judiciary Committee, for instance, in the Dayton 
case, the impeachment charges were read on the 12th of June, 
and on the 9th of February following, or about eight months 
afterwards, authority was asked to subpeena witnesses and for 
the payment of expenses. The judge was not impeached, and no 
report was made on the subject to this House. 

This is a question of great importance to the Members of this 
House, and of great importance to the people whom they repre- 
sent, and certainly there ought not to be any question, there 
ought not to be any disposition on the part of any Member here 
to delay action that is brought for the purpose of sterilizing and 
purifying what seems to me the most corrupt administration 
of law that has ever been practiced. 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. Speaker, in regard to this, 
I care very little about it. I have always been able to take care 
of myself. I have not bothered this House very much about my 
affairs, but there is a question that perhaps concerns every 
Member of this House, whether or not a Member of this House 
can be interfered with in his efforts to represent the people who 
have sent him here, and whether charges without any foundation 
of truth, and without a scintilla of evidence to sustain them, 
ean be brought to hamper him in his efforts to represent the 
people whom he has been sent here to represent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman 
from Illinois what he thinks about the specific point of order 
that his colleague [Mr. Mann] has made, that the privileged 
character of the resolution is destroyed by the provision that the 
expenses of the investigation shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I am not familiar with the prec- 
edents in regard to that. I shall have to leave that to the 
broad wisdom of the Speaker. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the 
purpose of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] is re- 


garding this resolution. The matters referred to are sufficiently 
grave to demand the careful consideration of the House. If the 
purpose of the gentleman from Ilinois be to have the resolu- * 
tion referred to the Judiciary Committee, I suggest to his col- 
league that the point of order be withdrawn. 

Mr. MANN. If that be the purpose of the gentleman I shall 
make no point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. What is that? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the purpose of the gentleman is to 
have the resolution referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
I suggest that his colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN], withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois, No; that is not the purpose. I 
want immediate action, and my reason for that is, if the gen- 
tleman will permit me, that I find that unless the committee is 
empowered to subpcena witnesses it is going to be very difficult 
to get facts in regard to this matter. The impeaching Member 
is required to furnish a certain amount of prima facie evidence, 
and that makes it a great burden, especially on a man with my 
limited resources. I have little money and no great amount 
of time, and I want this put in a position where the committee 
at its own discretion can investigate it. It is not my intention 
to cast any discredit on the Judiciary Committee, but I am not 
in a position to bring witnesses or secure affidavits which the 
rules and practice of the Judiciary Committee would require me 
to do. Unless the resolution is passed giving this committee 
authority to act as authorized by the resolution there is likely 
to be a failure of justice. I do not see how there can be any 
“objection raised against the resolution. Certainly the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary ought not to raise any question, because it 
is giving them authority to act within their own discretion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, when charges of the grave 
character which have been submitted against the United States 
district attorney for the southern district of New York are 
preferred in the House it is incumbent upon the House to pro- 
ceed in an orderly and careful manner. In December the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] impeached the United 
States district attorney for the southern district of New York. 
Upon his own motion, the impeachment matter was referred 
to the Judiciary Committee. I do not know what has trans- 
pired before the Judiciary Committee of the House, but I am 
confident that if there were any necessity for that committee 
to ask the House for any powers whatever, or any authority 
not now vested in the committee but necessary to enable it 
to reach a proper conclusion, the committee would come to the 
House and its request would be granted. 

It is not fair to ask a committee, however, simply because 
some one asserts charges against a public official, to commence 
an indiscriminate investigation unless something substantial 
be brought before the committee to justify its action in the 
matter. This matter is of such importance that I desire that 
the Judiciary Committee be given the fullest opportunity to 
do whatever may be necessary. I have no opinion to express 
about the truth of the charges or the probability that they 
shall be sustained. Whatever opinion I may have of the in- 
tegrity and capacity of the United States district attorney for 
the southern district of New York I shall refrain from stating, 
and I shall express no opinion that might in any way prejudice 
the matter one way or the other. But, Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHAnan] is not willing that 
the resolution shall go to the Committee on the Judiciary, then 
I shall press the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

I call the attention of the Speaker to a precedent in volume 
8 of Hinds’ Precedents, section 2051, page 375, where it was 
held that a resolution directly proposing impeachment is privi- 
leged, but the same is not true of one proposing an investigation 
with a view to impeachment: 


On December 2, 1867, Mr. Wiliam E. Robinson, of New York, claim- 
ing the floor for a question of privilege, offered the following reso- 


lution ; 

"i Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be instructed to 
inquire into the conduct of William B. est, American consul at 
Dublin, in Ireland, regarding American prisoners in that city, and to 
report thereon forthwith, to the end that if he has been guilty of con- 
duct which would be liable to impeachment this House may take meas- 
ures to have articles of impeachment presented to the Senate.” 

The Speaker held that the resolution did not involve a question of 
privilege. 

An examination of the resolution pending, offered by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN], discloses that it is 
identical in character with the one to which I have referred, 
although much more voluminous. 

As to the other point made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann], it has been repeatedly held that a resolution pro- 
posing an expenditure from the contingent fund of the House 
must be referred to the Committee on Accounts. That has been 
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Waived in many resolutions because of the importance of the 
object sought. When this resolution does come for action be- 
fore the House, I serve notice that I shall move to refer it to 
the Judiciary Committee, in order that that committee may 
have an opportunity to present its views as to the probable 
action which should be taken before the House acts in a matter 
of such grave importance. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
West Virginia rise? 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. I rise, as a member of the com- 
mittee, to state what has occurred before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to hear the statement of 
the gentleman. The matter before the House is the point of 
order. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, in the first place, 
I think it is very clear that the resolution is not privileged, for 
the reason stated. In the second place, the S will not 
ignore the fact that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN] has preferred impeachment charges directly. Those 
charges say that certain things have occurred. They do not 
say that the Judiciary Committee or any other committee is to 
find out whether they have occurred. The fact is that there 
has not been one shred of evidence offered before the Judiciary 
Committee, although the gentleman from Illinois has had an 
opportunity on two occasions to offer it, but was distinctly 
told 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia is not speaking to the point of order on this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. TOWNER rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. TOWNER. I rise to discuss the point of order before 
the House. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I have not yet 
finished my discussion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed, and the Chair 
will later recognize the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. TOWNER]. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, the resolution now 
offered is a mere blanket resolution asking this House to in- 
vestigate some 40 or 50 alleged charges against an officer of 
this Government, without a single allegation on the part of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] that a single one of 
those charges is true. It seems to me that to entertain a mo- 
tion of this kind is to throw the bars down for any Member of 
this House in the future, without assuming any responsibility 
and without any probable cause to believe that the charges are 
true, to subject any officer in the country to the trouble, expense, 
and notoriety of defending them and to subject the committees 
of this House to the unnecessary labor of fruitless investigations. 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, it is well for us to remember 
that the question that the Chair is called upon to determine is 
the question of whether or not this resolution is privileged. 
What shall be done with it is another question. It is possible 
that it may be sent to a committee, but the question now before 
the House is whether or not it is privileged for the purpose of 
consideration by the House. I suggest to the Speaker that if 
the original resolution were privileged, as that seems to be con- 
ceded, I can see no reason why the consideration of this resolu- 
tion is not also privileged. It only asks for more power than 
was given in the original resolution for the committee to which 
that resolution was submitted. Upon what ground, then, can it 
be reasoned that this is not a privileged resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman what he 
thinks about the specific point of order that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Mann] made? 

Mr. TOWNER. Mr. Speaker, if it shall be necessary for the 
House to refer this to the Committee on Accounts, that does not 
take away from this resolution its character of privilege. What 
the House will do with this resolution after it has been deter- 
mined that it will consider it is something that may arise after 
this proposition has been submitted. Let us see what these 
propositions are. It is determined unequivocably and by an un- 
broken line of precedents in this House that this character of 
resolution is a question of the highest privilege. It has never 
been held, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] sug- 
gests, that a resolution may not be amended for any good rea- 
son. It has never been held that if its power is not sufficiently, 
is not accurately, is not determinately made in the original 


I desire to speak upon the point 
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resolution, that the House may not amend that resolution and 
give the committee on investigation additional power. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman 
from Iowa that there was not any original resolution. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] rose in his place and 
impeached this district attorney. That is a matter of the high- 
est privilege. The substance of this resolution is right at the 
end of it—that the Judiciary Committee shall be instructed to 
conduct this investigation. The only question that the Chair 
cares to hear about is as to the last sentence in the resolution, 
and that is with respect to the expense money. 

Mr. TOWNER. I can only suggest to the Chair, if that is the 
only question in his mind, that that does not raise the question 
of the privileged character of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Why does it not? í 

Mr. TOWNER. Any investigation of impeachment, no matter 
how it shall arise, must necessarily involve expense to the 
House. There never has been an impeachment that has not 
involved large expense to the House, and now, merely because 
this resolution says the expense shall be paid by the House, 
when perhaps it might not have been suggested in the original 
statement of impeachment, does not change the character of it. 

The SPEAKER. That is true, but the House has its own 
machinery for getting at paying bills here. It has been prac- 
ticed a long time. Is that last sentence on this paper that the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHanan] hands up in con- 
travention of the rules and practices of the House? 

Mr. TOWNER. Again let me suggest to the Speaker that if 
impeachments have been carried on when no statement was 
made regarding the expenses, which everyone knows are in- 
curred, that the mere fact that the statement is made in the 
resolution now presented which is merely amendatory will not 
determine that the statement and its amendment are not 
entitled to consideration under the rule of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to the gentleman that 
it is the invariable rule held by every Speaker who has ever sat 
in the chair, that if any part of the resolution is not privileged, 
that destroys the privilege of the whole resolution. Query, Is 
that last sentence against the rules and practices of the House? 

Mr. TOWNER. I again suggest to the Speaker that that cer- 
tainly can not be. There may be some things in the resolution, 
it is true, that may not be privileged, but that does not make 
very much difference when the question is a question of im- 
peachment, and that is the only question to be determined. 
The form of a resolution referring to or amending the original 
statement can not take away its privileged character. The 
statement of impeachment, being but an expression of the act 
of impeachment, is a question of the highest privilege. Merely 
because the Committee on the Judiciary is asked to do or not 
to do certain things at the instance of the man who makes the 
impeachment in the House will not determine their action nor 
should it deprive the impeachment proceeding of its character 
of high privilege. I judge the House in such case would be at 
least as liberal as the courts and look at the substance and not 
the form. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes and holds that this whole 
resolution or paper is privileged except the last sentence. Away 
back in the days of Mr. Speaker Colfax—and he is universally 
conceded to have been a parliamentarian of high degree 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
submit this statement 

The SPEAKER. If it is on the point of order the Chair will 
hear the gentleman. f 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. If a resolution to authorize a 
committee to investigate and subpœna witnesses is in order, how 
can it be reasoned that providing means to do that thing is out 
of order? 

The SPEAKER. The House has its machinery for providing 
means to make an appropriation out of the contingent fund. 
There is no trouble about getting the money if you ever get the 
resolution, 

Everybody knows, who has ever paid any attention to it, that 
an impeachment is of the highest privilege. The Chair believes 
that every motion that is necessary as an ancillary motion to 
carry out the will of the House in that regard or to ascertain 
its will is privileged. Mr. Speaker Colfax, in the case—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, may I have the 
privilege of withdrawing the objectionable part of it? 

The SPEAKER. Of course the gentleman can amend this like 
anything else. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I ask unanimous conzent that 
that last paragraph be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can withdraw the resolution 


and cut that out and offer it over again. 
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Mr. BUCHANAN of Illin is. I know that, but I thought this 
would be the quickest way, if it could be done; and I ask 
unanimous consent to withdraw 

Mr. MANN. I think we ought to have a ruling, if we can. 
But if the Chair does not care to rule—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will render his opinion. 
E eae tata ceta mae on 
presence of this House and ‘ore the American people, I charge 
SARO Johnson, Vice President and Acting President of the United 


Then there is a statement of the charges. The last part of 
his statement was a resolution: 


3 e resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciar: 
rag authorized to in Yar into the official conduct a —— 

5 Remy ice President of » United States, dischar; 1 
and the duties of the office of President of the Uni States, aad 25 
is House Le ee in their o; 


be, and they 


r 
whether the aaa Andrew 5 9E any — been 
conspired with others to do acts, which in tion of the 
Constitution, are high crimes or misdemeanors, requ the inter- 
position of the constitutional power of this House; an t said 
committee have power to send for Serene and papers and to ad- 
minister the customary cath to witnesses 

Now, that is almost the phrase in the resolution that is 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN]: 

A question of order being raised, the Speaker held that the resolution 
presented a question of privilege. 

That is the resolution. 

Then the motion to lay on the table, and so forth, is not 
pertinent. The case cited by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr, Frragzrarp], the Chair thinks, is not on all fours with this, 
because that was not an impeachment. It was a resolution to 
authorize somebody to find out whether there ought to be an 
impeachment. The Chair holds, as has also been held times out 
of mind, that if any part of a resolution is not privileged, then 
it destroys the privilege of the entire resolution. The Chair 
holds that the last sentence is not privileged, which destroys the 
privileged quality of the entire resolution. 

The gentleman from [Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] asks to with- 
draw his motion temporarily. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I offer the same 
resolution, with the last paragraph stricken out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks to strike 
out the last sentence without reading it again. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman does not ask to strike it out, but 
strikes it out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I ask to strike it out. 

Mr. MANN. Or ask the Olerk, possibly, to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is simply trying to save the 
trouble of reading it over again. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. That is what I am trying to 
avoid, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will strike it out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the 
resolution is not privileged, if the Speaker will bear with me 
for a moment. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. It is perfectly plain to my mind, if the resolu- 
tion is to be considered by itself, it is not privileged. There is 
nothing in the resolution about impeachment. It is on all fours 
with various cases, one of which has been referred to, unless—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MANN. In just a second—unless the Speaker connects 
this resolution with the impeachment which the gentleman made 
to the House some time ago. There is no reference to that 
matter in the resolution itself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Will my colleague yield? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
from Illinois a question. Has not the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BucHanan] a perfect right to go back and start all over 
again and impeach this district attorney anew? 

Mr. MANN. I think it has been held that he has. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I think my colleague did not 
understand the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. Well, I did not understand the reading of the 
resolution, but subsequently I went to the desk and read it and 
then I understood. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. The first part of the resolution 
itself connected it with my impeachment charges on Decem- 
ber 14——— 

Mr. MANN. No part of the resolution is connected with im- 
peachment charges made by the gentleman at all. There is a 


lty of any act, or has 


he contem 


preliminary statement of the gentleman. That is not part of 
the resolution ; that is debate, and the House does not pass upon 
debate on a question of privilege. 

BAKER. 


The SP Of course it does not. 

Mr. MANN. That is not the resolution and it is no part of the 
resolution. 

There is no reference in the resolution to the question of 
impeachment, except at the end of the resolution, or toward 
the end, it provides whether this is cause for impeachment pro- 
ceedings, or some language like that; but that is on all fours 
with the resolution, which the Speakers have heretofore held 
were not in order, because they’ were merely resolutions of in- 
vestigation and were not impeachment resolutions. If the gen- 
tleman presents an impeachment resolution, that is in order. 
Now, I am perfectly willing for the Chair to rule that this sort 
of resolution is in order, because it will come in very handy 
sometime when we want to take up the time of the House by 
having resolutions several yards long concerning an investiga- 
tion, winding up to see whether a man ought to be impeached or 
not. But it will be a process, not of reaching impeachment 
charges, but a process of delaying the proceedings of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inquire of the gentleman if 
he read the preamble. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no preamble. 

Mr. MANN. There was no preamble read, and there is no 
preamble in the copy furnished to the reporters that I saw. 

Mr. BU of Illinois. Who do you mean? The House 
Reporter? 

The SPEAKER. It is rather inartistically drawn. [Laugh- 
ter.] But, nevertheless—— 

Mr. . It is a statement of debate. The gentleman 
reduces his remarks to writing and refers to what I have done. 
It is not a preamble. It is a debate. The gentleman reduced 
it to writing and had the Clerk read it. It is debate, pure and 
simple. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read the “ Whereas,” 
follows: 


be sec on the 14th da 


f December, 1915, certain a of im- 
eee ment were 333 in this House by me against United 
tates district ate 4 for the southern ct of New York, H, 


Snowdon an 
Whereas said charges were not accompanied by a resolution empowering 


the Judiciary Committee sufficiently + 
re I t the following amended impeachment char; 
contained in the resolution which I 25 now — a 2 

Mr. MANN. Now, that is pure debate. That is not a 
“whereas.” Now, there are no impeachment charges in the 
resolution. While he says he presents them, they are not there. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois and Mr. GARRPTT rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN] is recognized. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I want to submit that that 
„resolve“ was put in there not as a part of the argument for 
the very reason the gentleman gives for raising the point of 
order. Now, if I have not worded it exactly right, then, per- 
haps, after this I will have to go to my friend and colleague 
[Mr. Mann] in order to get things just in the proper form so 
that they will be understandable and acceptable here without a 
point of order being raised against them. But if I had not 
wanted that as a part of the resolution I would not have put 
the “resolve” there to start with. If I had just simply been 
going to make a statement in regard to the matter as a part 
of the argument, I would not have had those “ resolves” there, 
which are plain on the face of them. That was intended as a 
part of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAR- 
RETT] is recognized. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, I have no sort of interest in 
this matter except that public interest which everyone who is 
liable to have some responsibility placed upon him in connection 
with it should entertain. I rise not so much to discuss the 
question of order as to appeal to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BucHanan], who presented the resolution, that he with- 
draw it for the present and resubmit it in unquestionable form. 
I have to say in candor, Mr. Speaker, that I am of the opinion 
that the point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois 
IMr. Mann] is well taken. This resolution as presented does 
not set forth any specific charges. An impeachment is privileged. 
If the impeaching charges be connected with the resolution re- 
ferring them to a committee, then that resolution would be 
privileged, but where the resolution is presented without being 
connected with any charge it is, to say the least of it, a matter 
of doubt whether under the precedents and practices it is privi- 
leged. I am inclined to think that it is not. I think we all 
agree that these charges, having been made upon the responsi- 
bility of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN], ought to 
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be investigated and investigated thoroughly. But upon these 
large matters affecting an officer of the United States, wherein 
the House is called upon to discharge a responsibility of the very 
highest order and of the gravest consequences, it is well that we 
should be particular to proceed in order. I hope that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] will be willing to tem- 
porarily withdraw his resolution and re-form it. I think it cer- 
tainly can be assured that the matters that he desires investi- 
gated will be investigated, but, by all means, upon matters so 
serious we should proceed in an orderly way. 

The SPEAKER. The attention of the Chair had not been 
called to that “ Whereas,” and he is inclined to think that the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
is well taken, and, if the Chair be permitted to express an opin- 
fon, the best thing to be done would be for the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] to withdraw his resolution temporarily 
and re-form it so that it would bring it undoubtedly within the 
line of privilege. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. 
withdraw the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the resolution. 
Under the special order of the House, the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Herrin] is permitted to address the House for one 
hour. [Applause.] 


Mr. Speaker, I desire, then, to 


COTTON. 


Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Speaker, the South has a natural mo- 
nopoly in the production of cotton. Nowhere in all the world 
can the particular staple that we produce be grown except in 
the cotton belt of the United States. That cotton belt is 1,400 
miles long from east to west and 500 miles wide and has in it 
448,000,000 acres, 820 counties, and produces two-thirds of the 
world's cotton crop. This billion-dollar product produced in the 
South every year is entitled to fair treatment in all the marts of 
trade. 

True, the people of the South do not receive that amount of 
money for the cotton crop, but that amount would be received 
if cotton brought its fair value. 

A year ago, when conditions produced by the European war 
depressed the price of cotton, we appealed to Congress to grant 
us aid. The producers of the South were in distress. They had 
produced 16,000,000 bales of cotton, at a cost of 10 cents a 
pound, and sold much of it for 6 cents and 63 cents a pound. 
Congress did not grant the relief that we desired, but the Presi- 
dent, through Secretary McAdoo, was instrumental in extending 
aid by raising a fund, through certain bankers in the West, 
North, East, and South, and $185,000,000 was raised. That 
money was to be loaned to the farmer on cotton at 6 cents a 
pound. 

Only $35,000 of that amount was borrowed by the farmers, but 
its presence had the effect of putting up the price, and the aver- 
age price of that crop was about 8 cents. When cotton factors 
found that money could be borrowed by the cotton producer 
at 6 cents a pound, and cotton was then selling at that price, the 
price went up. Why? Because the speculators and spinners 
knew that if the farmers got that crop tied up in loans they 
would hold it until cotton went back to 12 and 13 cents, and 13 
cents was the figure at which it had sold for five years prior to 
the European war. In the fall of 1913, after Mr. Wilson became 
President, cotton sold for 18 cents, 

Now, in the early fall of that year there was a premeditated 
effort on the part of certain gentlemen in New York to produce 
a panic in the South. They had two objects in view. One was 
they wished to be able to say that cotton had brought a low price 
during the first year of a Democratic administration, because 
that administration proposed to regulate the New York Cotton 
Exchange, and the other was to obtain the cotton crop at a low 
price, and mighty factors who operate upon that exchange, and 
those interested in it, proceeded to try to bring about a panic. 
And how did they do it? The eastern bankers had been loaning 
money to the banks in the cotton belt. They made these loans 
to the local banks, the local banks aided the local merchant, and 
the local merchant was aiding the farmer. So the eastern banks 
held papers against the local southern banks due in October and 
November, and these eastern bankers sent word to the local 
southern banks that they would expect settlement of their 
accounts promptly when due. This right in the heart of the 
cotton-gathering season. 

They knew what effect it would have. They had given the 
southern banker an extension of time on former occasions, but 
now they must press him for full settlement. They knew what 
would happen. ‘The local bank would call on the merchant and 
the merchant would call on the farmer and the farmer would 
be compelled to sell his cotton whether he wanted to or not. 

These New York fellows, interested in the banking business, 
were also bear speculators on the New York Cotton Exchange, 


They were loaning money to the southern banker, making his 
papers due in October and November; and they were playing 
on the exchange at this end of the line to break the price of 
cotton, by bearing the market, and at the other end of the line 
forcing the producer to sell at the figure fixed on the exchange, 
and then they would hold the cotton until the price went up 2 or 3 
cents a pound. [Applause.] The New York speculator and 
banker, often one and the same person, loaning money to the 
local southern banker and operating on the bear side of the 
exchange, was holding up the southern banker with one hand 
and robbing the southern cotton producer. with the other. 
[Applause. ] 


But, Mr. Speaker, their panic plans were interrupted in 1913. 
Just as the local southern banker was making ready to press 
the merchant and the merchant to press the farmer for prompt, 
immediate payment, Mr. McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury, 
stated that the Government would deposit crop-moving funds 
in the South. What do you suppose happened then? Why 
these eastern bankers said to the local southern bankers, “ You 
need not inconvenience yourselves; if you desire to keep this 
money longer, we shall be glad for you to do so. [Applause.] 
So when they found that the Government would not permit 
such an outrage to be perpetrated against this great producing 
class of our people these eastern bankers immediately decided 
that they were not obliged to collect at once money due by 
southern banks and an extention of time was granted. 

In 1914 the farmer produced too much cotton and he lost 
8375,000,000 on that crop. But on the principle that the in- 
telligent man will not commit the same big blunder twice the 
southern farmer reduced his cotton acreage in 1915 about 
5,000,000 acres, and he planted corn, wheat, oats, peas, and 
potatoes where he had produced cotton before. Not only that, 
but he cut down his fertilizer supply to nearly half of the 
amount used in the year 1914, and he produced a crop in 1915 
5,000,000 bales short of the 1914 crop. 

I told you a year ago in this House that the acreage would 
be reduced and that a small cotton crop would be made, but 
there were those here who said, “ No; you can not get the farmers 
to reduce the acreage,” but they did reduce it. 

Mr. Speaker, in the spring of 1915 cotton prices were greatly 
hampered by interference with cotton shipments. Great Britain 
consumes more of our cotton than any other country; she has 
more spindles in operation than any other country, and makes 
the finest cotton goods in the world. The cotton-spinning in- 
dustry is the greatest money-making industry in all the United 
Kingdom, and Great Britain is careful to see to it that her 
spindles are supplied with cotton. : 

In the late summer and early fall the spinning interests of 
Great Britain joined certain spinners in New England in the 
claim that there existed a large supply of old cotton there and 
here. I knew that the claim was untrue and that it was made 
for the purpose of injuriously affecting the market and de- 
pressing the price. I stated in August that the supply of old 
cotton here and abroad was smaller than was claimed by the 
spinners. I have said all along that Great Britain had a small 
supply of cotton. Here is a statement from the New York Com- 
mercial of December 24, 1915: 

If the South continues to hold, it is predicted England will be forced 
to pay very high prices for the staple daving Jan and February. 

ere there is enough cotton for all requirements, but owners are not 
satisfied with prices offered and are holding, creating what may be 
described as an artificial shortage. Abroad the situation is entirely 
different. There, owing to the acute scarcity in ocean freight room and 
high transportation rates, the mills are threatened with a cotton famine 
and an era of extremely high prices. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is a special from New York, dated 
January 7. It is to the Washington Post and reads as follows: 

New Tonk, January 7. 


Following an exchange of cablegrams between this country and Lon- 
don, it became known to-day in Wall Street that Great Britain is 
threatened with a cotton famine. 

Now, suddenly, they are confronted with the p ect of the most 
serious situation in their textile industry since the Civil War. 


Mr. WILSON of Florida. Will the gentleman yield right 
there? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. WILSON of Florida. Does England depend upon Egypt 
for cotton? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Oh, no; Egypt produces a long-staple cotton, 
something like our sea-island cotton, and England uses vast 
quantities of short-staple cotton, such as only the United States 
can produce. The cotton situation commenced to be acute in 
Great Britain in the spring of 1915, because a great deal of 
cotton that had been going to feed her spindles had been used 
in making gunpowder and high-explosive shells. So she began 
to seize American cotton shipped to Holland, Sweden, and Den- 
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mark. These were neutral nations, and of course Great Brit- 
ain had no right to seize this cotton. 

Mr. Speaker, Austria, Germany, and Great Britain have all 
ignored our rights and violated our neutrality; and Great 
Britain has injured our commerce and violated the principles 
of international law, and I take the position that none of these 
countries shall be permitted to insult our national sovereignty 
and destroy our commerce upon the high seas. [Applause.] 

Great Britain seized this cotton which we had shipped to Hol- 
land, Sweden, and Denmark. She gave as her reason for doing 
that that she was afraid that that cotton would go through 
the neutral countries to Germany. That principle can not 
hold. It was the business of Great Britain to keep it from 
going from the neutral nation to Germany if she so desired, 
but not to interfere with the commerce between two neutral 
nations. The position that Great Britain has taken in this 
matter is not sound, and this country will never stand for that 
doctrine. [Applause.] 

But Great Britain took that cotton and used it to make gun- 
powder and to supply her spindles. Some in this country said, 
“ Well, it is all right. Let her have it. She proposes to pay 
the contract price.” Oh, yes; they thought that very fair and 
generous to offer to pay the contract price. 

When Great Britain commenced to seize our cotton going to 
neutral nations I took the whole matter up with the Secretary 
of State, and the Secretary of State made a protest to the Goy- 
ernment of Great Britain. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man permit a question? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What Secretary of State was 
it who said that was all right? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I did not say that the Secretary of State said 
that. I said some gentlemen in the Bast, certain cotton factors, 
said it, and I raised that question with the Secretary of State 
that it was not all right. It was not all right for Great Britain 
to seize cotton going from our country to a neutral nation, and 
then undertake to excuse the offense and outrage by simply say- 
ing that she would pay the contract price. Great Britain needed 
cotton and her wish to supply her own spindles was as keen as 
her desire to keep it out of Germany. [Applause.] But Great 
Britain was willing to pay the contract price. Sure, Mr. 
Speaker. The contract price was about 3 cents lower than the 
price that Great Britain would at that time be compelled to pay 
for cotton in the markets of the world. 

So, by seizing 600,000 bales and paying only the contract price, 
she saved in money $9,000,000 and she injured our cotton cus- 
tomers in neutral nations to the extent of $9,000,000. 

Whatever the motive, Great Britain did four things when 
she interfered with our commerce with neutral nations: She 
obtained cotton at 3 cents a pound cheaper than she could then 
buy it, kept other spinning industries from obtaining a supply 
of cotton, furnished a much-needed supply to her own spindles, 
and depressed the price of cotton in the United States. And I 
confess as the friend of the cotton producers of our country 
that I could not enthuse over this outrageous conduct of a for- 
eign country. [Applause.] 

I do not want the cotton producers of the United States to be 
forced to bear any of the expense of a foreign war. They have 
suffered enough from the general evil effects of that war. 
[Applause.] 

Later, Mr. Speaker, Great Britain, in response to this Govern- 
ment’s protest on the subject of seizing our cotton going to neu- 
tral ports, said we have reconsidered our former order and we 
will let Sweden, Holland, Denmark, Spain, and other neutral 
countries receive some cotton from the United States, provided 
they do not receive more than they did in 1912 and 1913 in nor- 
mal years. That was about the statement. Now, Mr. Speaker; 
how ridiculous, absurd, and unjust was that position. There 
was no war in 1912-13, and then Great Britain, France, Ger- 
many, and Russia were supplying in the main the cotton-goods 
trade of the Old World. And at this time Germany is walled in, 
Austria is shut out from the world, England is at war, so is 
France, Russia, and Italy. The little neutral nations over there 
said: “ We will take advantage of the opportunities thus afforded 
and go out after cotton-goods trade that we never had before.” 
They did so, and, of course, they needed more cotton to supply 
sy Ne then than they did in the normal years of 1912 
an . 

The more cotton they used the greater market they made for 
the American producer, and if the countries involved in war 
had caused the consumption of cotton by spindles to be cur- 
tailed, here was an opportunity to increase it; but Great Britain 
has issued an edict that they must receive cotton in amounts 
corresponding with those received in 1912-13. If we submit 


to that policy, we grant to Great Britain the right to tell us 


with what foreign countries we shall trade and in what quanti- 
ties we shall be permitted to sell to them American products; 
and when we concede to them that right we do so to the shame 
and humiliation of the American people. [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Speaker, those who would rob the cotton producers 
of the United States do not all live in Great Britain. There 
are those in our own country who pillage and plunder him in 
every cotton-selling season, and I desire to discuss just now the 
cotton situation here. I am of the opinion that there is a con- 
spiracy between. certain speculators and spinners operating on 
the New York Cotton Exchange to bear the cotton market and 
prevent prices from reaching the point justified by the law of 
supply and demand. I am not alone in this opinion. There are 
many people in New York and in the South who believe that 
this conspiracy exists. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
CanprEr] and the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jacoway], 
two as good friends as the cotton producer ever had on this 
floor, joined me in calling this matter to the attention of the 
Attorney General, and he is now having an investigation made. 
These men operating on the New York Cotton Exchange know 
the cotton situation, and they know that cotton is going to be 
scarce and high, and they are trying to hold the price down until 
they can get the cotton away from the farmer into their own 
hands, and then they expect to make a profit of 3 or 4 cents a 
pound, 

Why do we think that there is a conspiracy? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, we made the smallest crop last year that 
we have made in many years. There were 16,000,000 bales 
produced in 1914 and not more than 11,000,000 bales, if that 
much, in 1915—5,000,000 bales short of the 1914 crop. More 
cotton has been consumed in the last 15 months than in any 
like period in the world’s history. Heretofore when the gin- 
ners’ report was announced indicating a big crop prices have 
broken a few points on the exchange, and when the Govern- 
ment’s estimate as to the size of the crop was published indi- 
cating a big crop the price has always broken a few points on 
the exchange. Then it follows that when the Government 
ginners’ report shows a little erop and the crop estimate is 
small the price would go up at least a few points, and here- 
tofore the price has gone up. But this time the bears on the 
New York Exchange have organized, and when the ginners’ 
report is ready to be published, knowing conditions in the 
South, and looking for a bullish report, they start to sell the 
market the day before and on the day the report is announced. 
They give the command, “Get ready; the Government report is 
coming out to-morrow. We must sell and bear the market.” 
This is done regardless of whether the report is large or small. 
They have done that, and they have broken the market in 24 
hours when consumption, supply, and demand all warranted a 
rise in the price. Cotton ought now to be selling for 15 cents, 
and would be but for this conspiracy on the New York Ex- 
change. Knowing the cotton situation as I do, I am confident 
that cotton will sell for 15 cents in a short time and, I believe, 
20 cents next June. It would have reached 15 cents already if 
it had not been for this band of conspirators operating on the 
New York Cotton Exchange. How do they operate? One gen- 
tleman tells me it is as fair for the bulls as it is for the bears. 
The bulls buy and boost the market, while the bears sell and 
depress the market. I said the situation with the bull is differ- 
ent. The bull is not organized; he never goes upon the market 
unless he believes that conditions in the cotton trade warrant 
high prices. Mark the expression; Unless conditions in the 
cotton trade warrant high prices. 

When he knows the situation in the cotton belt where it is 


dispose of him. One of these bear conspirators will say, 
“T will sell you 1,000 bales at 12 cents.” The bull says, “I 
will take it.“ Then this fellow says, I will sell you 5,000 more 
12 cents.” The buyer says, “I will take that.” Now he is 

t ready to retire from the scene. His pocketbook is getting 
the bear says, “I will sell you 5,000 more.” Then 
* ee want any more.” “All right, then,” 
if the bull quits bidding, in a little while 
113, and then under a bear raid the price 
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Now, then, suppose these bears break the price to 11} cents 
and then to 11 cents.. How much have they made? They have 
made $2.50 a bale if they break it a half cent, and then 1 cent, 
they have made $5 a bale; and they win on the exchange. Then 
what? The combination of spinners in this country and abroad 
win, because they buy it from the producer at 11 cents the next 
day, for that price is wired to the spot markets. There is where 
they rob the farmer coming and going, and the bears represent 
certain spinning interests, while the bull is not organized and 
represents nobody but himself. 

A few years ago a prosecution was commenced against cer- 
tain gentlemen operating on the New York Cotton Exchange. 
Then it was for a conspiracy to bull the market, and, strange to 
say, one of the men accused then is now thought to be in the 
bear conspiracy. 

And I hold to the doctrine, Mr. Speaker, that If we can 
prosecute bulis for putting up the price we can prosecute bears 
for putting down the price. [Applause.] What is the situation 
with regard to the charge that the conspiracy exists? Here are 
some letters from New York received by me since I made the 
charge. One of them says: 


I noticed in the New York American an article wherein you are try- 
ing to get at the facts in regard to cotton gamblers and speculators who 
have been and who are now in a combine and clique to depress the price 
of cotton in order to take it away from the southern farmer at a low 
figure before running it higher. 

That is in line with what I said before. They want to hold 
the price down until it leaves the farmer’s hands and gets into 
theirs. : 

Again, this New York man says: 

I am in the Wall Street district more or less every day, and on the 
day the Government report was issued giving the size of the crop, 
which was small, indeed, there was a big combine, so it e of 
cotton gamblers and cotton-mill men ready and eager to sell the market 
lower by thousands and thousands of bales, regardless of whether the 
Government report was favorable or unfavorable. 

Let me read another line or two from the same letter: 

I saw an article published by one cotton firm the day after the re- 
port came out stating that they had been in the cotton business for 
many years and never had they seen such a determined effort to depress 
the price of cotton as there was that day before the crop yield was an- 
nounced, it mattering not whether it was large or small. y 

Now, let me read a portion of another letter received from a 
man who lives in the South; 

Hon. J. Tuos. HEFLIN, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Heriin : I have noticed in the press that you have taken a 
good deal of interest in the present cotton situation, which is very 
commendable, as it means so much to the southern farmer. 

I have never seen a statistical position of cotton stronger than it is 
to-day, with more reasons why it should advance and fewer reasons why 
it should decline. I was in New Orleans a few days ago and to m 
8 I found the big operators on the bear side, yet believing ulti- 
ma ey cotton would go to 15 cents per pound for the present crop. 
was further informed that Mr. was a bear. This convinced 
me beyond doubt that there was a combination between the New York 
and New Orleans Cotton Exchanges and the spinners to decrease the price 
of cotton until it was out of the hands of the farmer and then permit 
it to take its natural course, which every one with whom I haye talked 
admitted meant very much higher prices. 

I must confess that I was surprised to find that some of our southern 
cotton men, such as members of the New Orleans Cotton Exchange, 
would lend themselves to a scheme of this kind, but I was so thoroughly 
conyinced that it was a prearranged agreement against the interests 
of the southern farmer that I thought I would write to you, believing 
that in gonr position you might be able to make investigations and pos- 
sibly bring about exposures that would aid the southern farmer in get- 
ting a larger price for his crop. 

So here is a conspiracy to prevent the operation of the law of 
supply and demand to depress the price of cotton, and admit- 
ting all the while that cotton will go to 15 cents, God speed the 
Attorney General in his prosecution of these criminals. [Ap- 
plause.] Let me give you the situation in the cotton world. 
The American cotton crop of 1914 was about sixteen and one-half 
million bales. Our farmers reduced the cotton area 5,000,000 
acres, and the size of the crop will be five and one-half million 
bales short of the crop of 1914. What is the situation abroad? 
In 1915 Great Britain said to India, “ Reduce your cotton acre- 
age. We want you to produce indigo, which is a gold crop, and 
we want you to produce food supplies for the army,” and India 
cut her cotton area more than 6,000,000 acres, and India is mak- 
ing the smallest cotton crop fhat she has made in years. Then 
Great Britain said to Egypt,“ You must reduce your cotton acre- 
age and produce food supplies for the army.” Mark you, 
Egyptian cotton is not in competition with our cotton, except 
some sea-island cotton grown in South Carolina, Florida, and 
Georgia. 

Russia produces cotton; and what happened in Russia? Rus- 
sia said to her people, “ Reduce your cotton acreage and produce 
food supplies for the army.” Then the people of Great Britain 
and Russia said, “ What about cotton next year?” and the 
answer was, “ The United States will make all we want, because 
for the last three years she has produced upon the average 


15,000,000 bales a year.” And then they reasoned that Austria 
and Germany would not be permitted to get their usual supply, 
which was about 3,000,000 bales. 

So with an average crop of 15,000,000 bales in the United 
States and 3,000,000 bales kept out of Austria and Germany to 
be added to the world’s supply, Great Britain and Russin 
thought that there would be cotton in abundance for all their 
needs. But, Mr. Speaker, all these calculations have *been 
upset. Great Britain and Russia reduced their cotton acreage, 
and the cotton producers of the United States reduced theirs 
and cut the supply of fertilizers to half the amount used in 
1914. So, instead of making an average of 15,000,000 bales, 
we are making not more than 11,000,000 bales, 4,000,000 bales 
short of what they expected us to make. Now, then, take 
the reduction of cotton acreage in India, Egypt, and Russia and 
the reduction here, and then think of the vast amount of cotton 
consumed in making gun powder and high-explosive shells, 
surgical lint, and medicated cotton used by the armies in 
Europe—and they have used more in this way in the last 15 
months than the world has ever used in any 25 years before. 
Now, we must not overlook the fact that Germany and Austria 
received early in the season through neutral countries 2,000,000 
bales of the 1914 crop. That is just 1,000,000 bales short of 
their usual supply. Our cotton crop is short 5,000,000 bales, 
2,000,000 bales gone to Germany and Austria, so there are 
7,000,000 bales missing that they did not calculate on, and 
to-day the cotton supply in Russia and France is short and 
England faces a cotton famine. 

Misrepresentations have been made and false statements pub- 
lished broadcast about the supply of old cotton abroad. I said 
to my friends down in Alabama early in the fall, “ Gentlemen, 
if they have a big supply of old cotton in foreign countries, why 
is it that 10,000,000 bales of the United States cotton crop of 
1914 have gone to the Old World?” I said that they were 
claiming that for the purpose of depressing the price in the 
United States and to keep from us the true condition with re- 
gard to the scarcity of cotton over there. What about the sup- 
ply in the United States? Some tell us that there are 3,000,000 
bales of old cotton here. I deny it. There is not more than 
1,000,000, if that. Those who claim that do not take into ac- 
count 3,000,000 bales consumed in making smokeless powder and 
explosive shells. I have investigated this matter. I talked 
with a retired United States naval officer, and he said to me, 
“Our factories and the armies in Europe have consumed over 
8,000,000 bales In 12 months for smokeless powder and high- 
explosive shells”; but I did not stop there. I went to a gun- 
cotton expert who works at a powder factory and I said, “A 
United States naval officer told me that 3,000,000 bales of cot- 
ton were being consumed for munition purposes in 12 months,” 
and the guncotton expert replied, “That is a very conservative 
estimate.” But I was not satisfied with that, and I asked an 
expert statistician in the Bureau of the Census, and he said 
that fully 3,000,000 bales had been consumed in that way. 

Because this cotton was not consumed by spindles speculators 
are trying to make the public believe that it is still in existence, 
With the world supply so small and the increasing demand so 
great, nothing but interference with cotton shipments and a 
conspiracy on the cotton exchanges keeps cotton below 15 cents. 
[Applause. ] 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I will. 

Mr. GARNER. Before the gentleman’s time is up will the 
gentleman kindly suggest to the House a remedy for the ques- 
tion of interference with cotton on the high seas? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes, sir. One thing I would do, I would not 
permit any Egyptian cotton to come into our country until 
Great Britain permits our cotton to go freely to neutral nations. 
And I would not permit any country that interferes with our 
commerce with neutral nations to enjoy the fruits of friendly 
commerce with us. [Applause.] That is my position. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, cotton has sold for 15 cents in times of 
peace. It sold for 15 cents five years prior to the war in 
Europe, and the cotton situation is more acute now than ever, 
for the consumption of cotton is so great compared with the 
supply. From the sewing thread to the sail rope and the sails 
upon the sailboat, from the cord on the lightning express to 
the wings of the aeroplane, from the powder behind the bullet 
to the deadly power behind the torpedo of the submarine, cot- 
ton has performed a tremendous work. Its uses in the do- 
mestic world are on the increase. We have mercerized cot- 
ton that resembles silk so much that it takes an expert to 
tell the difference. The cement industry is great and cotton 
sacks are used for shipping cement. Automobiles are being 
manufactured by the thousands and hundreds of thousands 
and cotton is used to make automobile tops and tires. Why, 
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it is used for nearly everything; there is an increasing demand 
for it all the time, and yet the price has not followed the law 
of supply and demand this season. 

The law of supply and demand is hampered. It is tampered 
with by these conspirators on the exchange, and they will not 
let that law have full and free operation; and I submit to this 
House that the conspiracy to prevent this or any other product 
of the soil from bringing a fair price and a living profit to the 
farmer ought to be investigated and prosecuted to the limit of 
the law. [Applause.] Let me say to all those interested in the 
New York Cotton Exchange: You had better put your house in 
order, for the cotton exchange that does not reflect the prices 
that should follow the law of supply and demand is not helpful 
but hurtful to the producer and it has no legitimate place in 
the cotton trade. Aye, a cotton exchange that can be manipu- 
lated to the detriment and great injury of thirty millions of peo- 
ple dependent upon the cotton industry of the South ought to be 
abolished. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I think that an exchange properly regulated and 
honestly and fairly conducted is a help to the cotton trade. Why 
should there be a cotton exchange in New York? We have no 
grain exchanges in the South. Your great grain exchange is in 
the heart of the West, in the great city of Chicago, and our cotton 
exchanges, if we are going to have any, ought to be in the South, 
at Galveston, Tex.; Memphis, Tenn.; New Orleans; and Savan- 
nah, and not away up in the East at New York. [Applause.] 

Now, in conclusion I want to say that the world's cotton 
crop of 1914 was 24,000,000 bales, and the world’s spindles con- 
sumed 20,000,000 bales; felts, bats, medicated cotton, and so 
forth, lost at sea, destroyed by fire, 1,448,000 bales; smokeless 
powder and high-explosive shells, 3,000,000 bales, making 24,- 
445,000 bales. We dipped into the old supply of 1913, and it is 
gone. Now, then, if the world consumes this year 20,000,000 bales, 
where are they going to get the cotton? The world’s crop is 
less than the American crop in 1914, 16,000,000 bales. Our 
crop 11,000,000 bales, the world’s crop outside 5,000,000 bales. 
You have 16,000,000 bales, with less than 2,000,000 of old 
cotton in existence, 18,000,000, and the spindles will consume 
20,000,000 bales. Now, where is the other cotton to come 
from? [Applause.] 

The cotton spindles of the United States will consume 7,000,- 
000 bales of the present crop, and that would leave only 
4,000,000 bales with which to supply the powder factories of 
the United States and to go abroad, where 10,000,000 bales of 
the 1914 crop were required. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, where is the cotton to come from? 
The cotton-using world is face to face with an inadequate 
supply of raw cotton. The fact is, next summer we are going 
to be dangerously near to a cotton famine. I am anxious that 
the cotton producer receive the price justified by the law of 
Supply and demand. A 

Is not the farmer entitled to a profit of $300 on 20 bales of 
cotton? It costs about 10 cents a pound to produce cotton, and 
15 cents a pound for 20 bales will give the farmer only $300 
profit. 

We will make a small crop of cotton this year. We made more 
corn last year than in any previous year. We are producing 
velvet beans in abundance in the cotton belt. The peanut in- 
dustry in the district of my friend from Alabama [Mr. DENT] 
is flourishing, as well as in other sections of the South, and 
peanut oil is selling for 75 cents a gallon. It is splendid dye 
material, used to dye silk. We are going to plant peanuts and 
we are going to plant velvet beans in abundance. We are going 
to diversify even more than we did last year. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal reserve act introduced into this 
House by that great statesman from Virginia, Mr. Grass, is now 
in full operation, and what a blessing it is to the whole country. 
When the cotton crop of 1914 was on the market the financial 
situation was demoralized; but how different now since we are 
operating under the Federal reserve act. Money is plentiful, and 
we are enabled to hold our cotton. We ought to hold, and I 
believe that we will hold, 5,000,000 bales of this crop. We are 
going to get 15 cents or more, in spite of this conspiracy on the 
exchange, and if we can do that our farmers will be better off 
than they have been for many years. [Applause.] 

One gentleman said in his letter to me: 

e cry every day around the excha is that the South is still 
— 4 — We must bear the market, break the price, and make them sell, 
d then hold it until it goes to 15 or 20 cents. 

I want the producer to get the benefit of some of that high 

price that is to come. The good price that the farmer has re- 


ceived for cotton seed has helped him in his efforts to hold 
cotton—cottonseed oil is 60 cents a gallon. The linters on 
the cotton seed, that used to sell for 2 cents a pound or a cent 


and a half a pound, now sells for 8 and 9 cents. The money that 
he obtained from this source has helped the cotton producer to 
keep his cotton off the market. Cottonseed meal is selling for 


$36 and $38 a ton. 

Mr. LOBECK. May I ask the gentleman a question, Mr. 
Speaker? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. 


Mr. LOBECK. If you had a free selling market into Scandi- 
navia and the Dutch Empire, the Netherlands, and into Den- 
mark, do you not think that if we had competition from them 
to purchase, and had that as an increasing market, the price of 
cotton would go up? 


Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly. 

Mr, LOBECK. Have you not a remedy to offer as to how to 
get at that? 

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes. I have already referred to that. But 


we ought to have access to these markets. We ought to be 
permitted even to send cotton to Germany. Why? Because the 
expert testimony is now that they are using cellulose from 
wood with which to make their powder, and they want cotton 
to spin in making clothes for the people there. 

Now, let me go back to the subject of this year's crop. Gentle- 
men, the boll weevil is in south Georgia and south Alabama. 
He is in my district; and I represent the largest cotton-producing 
district in the State. One county in my district made 44,000 
bales of cotton in 1914 and about 16,000 bales last year. The boll 
weevil is in that county. One county in Mississippi—Mont- 
gomery, I believe—made 18,000 bales before the boll weevil 
entered it, and made but 8,000 bales under boll-weevil conditions. 
We are not going to try to raise cotton in some of the boll- 
weevil sections, but will try something else. Another and big rea- 
son why we are not going to produce a large cotton crop this year 
is the high price of fertilizers. We have to pay $40 a ton for 
potash. We used to buy it for $8 and $10. We can not afford 
to use it at that price, and we can not make cotton on a great 
deal of the land without it. Can we use cottonseed meal? That is 
a fine fertilizer. We can not use it at $36 or $88 a ton. It is 
too high. A man in my district had forty-odd tons of acid left 
over in the spring of 1914. He said, “I do not know what I 
will do with it.” But in less than four months he sold it for 
$90 a ton and shipped it to Europe. They are taking all our 
potash and acid to use over there in explosive materials and in 
fumes and gases. We are not going to have the supply of 
fertilizers to make this cotton crop, and therefore we are going 
to plant other crops. . 

We are working toward what I have advocated ever since I 
have been in Congress, a spot-cotton exchange in the South 
and borrowing money on warehouse receipts—and storing cotton 
and holding it as is now being done is the greatest step ever 
taken in that direction. 

There is a man in the State of Georgia to whom I desire to 
pay tribute, a wealthy southern gentleman, Mr. Asa G. Candler, 
who has o a warehouse system by which the farmer can 
store his cotton and get a receipt that is negotiable at the 
banks. The day will come when we will have this situation all 
over the South. With diversified farming, with an exchange 
that reflects the law of supply and demand, we will some day 
obtain the price that this great staple should bring. We will 
restore it to its rightful place in the markets of the world. 

Mr. Speaker, our export cotton-goods trade was better last 
year than it has eyer been. The demand for American cotton 
goods is better now than last year, and our mills are consuming 
more cotton than they did a year ago. More cotton was con- 
sumed in the last 12 months than ever before in the history of 
the cotton industry. The cotton mills of the United States 
have a very small supply. France, Russia, and Italy are in 
great need of cotton, and Great Britain faces a cotton famine. 

The people of the South are cooperating better now in the 
matter of holding cotton than ever before. Let the law be 
enforced and the conspiracy on the exchange broken up or the 
exchange abolished. Let cotton have fair treatment in the 
markets of the world, and a good and stable price will be re- 
ceived by those who toll to produce it. 

Let the South stand firm and fear not. 
cotton supply and demand' is in her favor. 
fair prices and living profits are bound to come. 
plause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Raker). 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, to ex- 
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, that will be 
allowed. 

There was no objection. 


Every fact about the 
If she will hold on, 
[Prolonged ap- 


The time of the 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the special order already | and love of his country. To tell me that men who have such 


passed in the House, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foster] 
is recognized for 30 minutes. [Applause.] 


AMERICAN NEUTRALITY. 


Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, on last Friday there was deliv- 
ered in this House a most remarkable speech by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], which contained an indict- 
ment against all German-Americans of the United States. It is 
not my intention at this time to enter into a discussion of inter- 
national law, for I am not a lawyer, or of our right to ship 
munitions of war to the allies or to any other country at. war, 
but only in defense of the charges made against this class of 
people who have come to our country to make it their home. 
Nor do I intend to enter into any defense of either side of this 
conflict which now rages across the sea; but you could as easily 
stop the waves of the ocean as to prevent the sympathy of the 
native-born of other countries for their relatives over there. 
He seems to take for his text that the citizens of the United 
States of German birth have been disloyal to the country of 
their adoption. One remarkable and, it seems to me, an unjust 
statement was made about the German-Americans, when he 
charges they endeavor to prevent the shipment of arms and am- 
munition to the allies. He says: 

His reasoning is — and from his point of view it is sound. 
ETa OE UF VEA DE FOTA un DI OSOAN 00 
i HO gene DI BONN OR Ry song re DI le enpatinnd arr ° 

There is scattered throughout this land from one end to the 
other a large class of these people who have come from Ger- 
many to this country to find homes and better conditions for 
themselves and their families. Many of them did not come 
with property but they did come with clean hearts, pure minds, 
and willing hands to honestly work for what they received in 
the country of their adoption. Are there any who have lived 
among this class of people that can not testify to their industry, 
economy, and high character? Coming here, poor as they were, 
they have been willing and anxious to work that they might 
secure for themselyes and their families more in life and 
live where the opportunities might be better. I care not in 
what community you may go where there are this class of 
citizens you will find them loyal, law-abiding, and standing for 
the upbuilding of the country, making conditions of the com- 
munity better in every way. It is true, that when they first 
came to this country most of them were poor and had not had 
the advantages of a high-school or college education. These 
people coming from Germany could not afford to send their 
children to the best schools and colleges, but they secured what 
education was possible in the public schools in their home com- 
munities. As their families grew and they became more pros- 
perous they did not miss the opportunity to better educate their 
children, so to-day in every walk of life in this country you 
will find people of German descent who take a prominent part 
in all the trades and professions of the country. I can remem- 
ber distinctly, as a boy, when living on a farm in Hlinois, of 
seeing these German immigrants coming to that country with 
no other property except what few belongings they could carry 
in a bundle, some of them coming to my father’s farm and 
unable to talk the English language and that my mother was 
the only one on the farm who could communicate with them 
in the German language, some of them being employed to 
work on my father’s farm at that time. Farm wages then 
were small, but being economical they saved a part of what 


influential men in the community. Their children grew to man» 
hood and womanhood, being educated in our schools and col- 
leges and taking a prominent part in the affairs of life, and 
to-day are among the best people of that community. 


daughters. Afterwards he 
munity there was scarcely a house. He there established the 
town of West Salem. This was done by one of these 
descendants, as I believe, a true American, full of patriotism 


instincts of liberty and love for home and country that his an- 
cestors belonged to that class who are disloyal or dynamiters is 
saying a thing which is unwarranted and a slander upon that 
great body of tried and true patriotic Germans who have come 
to our land. [Applause.] 

I. remember well at the breaking out of the Spanish-American 
War the one who marched at the head of the company going 
from my home town was a German, born and raised in that 
country across the sea. [Applause.] His patriotism and his 
love for country induced him to volunteer to fight for his adopted 
country, and, if necessary, forfeit his life in the interest of 
patriotism for this country. [Applause.] We can look back 
over the pages of history and find among the early settlers of 
our country there were those who were born in Germany who 
took a prominent part in the fight for our independence and 
liberty. In the Mexican War there were also those who were 
born in that European country, shouldered their muskets, went 
out to battle for their country to which they had emigrated. 
In the great Civil War which existed in this country from 1861 
to 1865 there were many who were not even naturalized, not 
having resided a sufficient length of time in this country, but 
who volunteered to fight for the preservation of the Union. No 
braver and better soldiers served in that war than these Ger- 
mans, who had come to this country to seek homes for them- 
selves and their families. If the South asks that cotton be 
permitted to go to neutral countries, if the West should demand 
that the products of its farmers should have the right to be ex- 
ported more freely to foreign countries, they are told that it is 
“love for mammon.” 

This remarkable passage appears in the speech of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts: 

If our beef barons and our cotton kings and our metal 
find that they can not get the exalted price for their goods wi 
seek to garner out of a devious trade with Germany, at all 
have the satisfaction of knowing that they will be Forced to sell 
product in the home market at more reasonable figures. 

Also, in another place, appears this statement as made by the 
gentleman: 

Has anyone heard Mr. Bryan tell the distinguished advocates of an 

t their threat to enact legislation which our Government 
itself recently declared to be unneutral is certain to endan, our 
relations with Great Britain, and France, and Russia, and I , and 
Japan? Hasanyone heard Mr. Bryan chide King Cotton or his courtiers 
for their lack of patriotism? Has anyone seen our recent Secretary of 
State stretch out a single finger to check this scheme for garroting sore- 
beset Democracy? Perhaps Mr. Bryan's heart throbs for pou King 
Cotton. Mine, I co: remains calm. There is, at least, a silver penne | 
to my cloud. In case these cotton gentlemen are obliged to se 
their product without securing the extravagant prices which a devious 
traffic with Germany would assuredly bring th we can comfort our- 
selves with the reflection that the useful cotton can still 


their 


erchief 


-be purchased at the moderate figure of three for a quarter. 


A great amount of cotton is shipped from the South to be 
manufactured in the mills of New England. Large quantities 
of grain and food products are shipped from the West to feed 
the operatives of the mills of Massachusetts and other parts of 
the New England States. I would not charge it against the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, but I suggest. that if a limit 
could be placed upon the amount of cotton and food products to 
be exported both would be cheaper in price, and, as the gentle- 
man says upon this. question, his heart remains calm. The gen- 
tleman's heart can remain calm, and there is a silver lining to 
his cloud in the satisfaction of cheaper material for the mills 
of his own State and cheaper food for his people at the expense 
of the farmers of the South and West. [Applause.] If, as he 
says, “ Cotton handkerchiefs may still be purchased at three for 
a quarter,” and yet the profits would be greater in three for a 
quarter with cheaper cotton and cheaper food than there would 
be if there was free of both cotton and food products. It 
does not seem that it should be considered a crime for the people 
of this country who produce: these products to ask that there 
should be less restriction upon. their exportation that prices may 
be increased thereby. If the market is restricted, their profits 
must be reduced and the profits of the manufacturers be increased 
as a result. 

War is an awful thing, and we should do everything honorably 
in our power to keep our country from ever engaging in another 
conflict with any foreign power. We do not know what may 
come in the future or how soon our Government may be compelled 
to call upon the young men to volunteer to defend the flag and 
battle for our rights. Let us instead talk for peace and not for 
war; let us work and pray for universal peace and not big ships, 
guns, or more men to enlist for battle; let us hope and pray that 
the mothers of our country shall not be called upon to send their 


‘to war. . wr 
It should be the duty of every individual of this country to 
avoid complications wherever it is possible to do so. I shall not 
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argue the question of the rights of our citizens to travel upon 
belligerent ships, but I do believe it is a part of wisdom for 
American citizens who have the love of their country at heart 
and their desire to avoid complications, when necessary to travel 
upon the sea, that they should take a neutral ship. We many 
times talk loud and long of our rights and give too little atten- 
tion to our duty. It seems to me, though we may have the 
right to take passage upon these belligerent vessels, yet for the 
sake of our country and to avoid complications that may result 
we ought not to take chances of drawing our country into any 
difficulty with any foreign power. When war comes sometimes 
things are done which men would not tolerate during a time of 
peace; such has always been the case, and always will. Nations 
are only an aggregation of individuals, bound together in the or- 
ganization of government. When men become angry at each other 
many times unlawful acts are committed. In our own Civil War 
complaints were made upon both sides and acts of violence were 
committed which were not countenanced by either Government 
at that time. I do not believe that with all fairness to the large 
element of our citizens of foreign birth or German descent that 
the indictment which has been made against them can be sus- 
tained by the gentleman who made it or will be accepted by the 
people of our country. Whatever difficulty may come to our 
country from any foreign foe, and even though it is Germany 
itself, this class of citizens who are so severely criticized 
will be loyal to our flag, and they and their sons will be among 
the first to shoulder arms and battle for the rights of our people. 
It is unfortunate, indeed, that in the American Congress any 
Representative should charge this large body of our citizens, 
without exception, with such acts of disloyalty to their adopted 
country, whose Constitution and laws they have sworn to 
support. Such statements can only breed an ill feeling and 
bring on strife among our citizens. 

I have taken this opportunity that I might express my resent- 
ment against such statements being made by anyone. I have 
faith in the patriotism and loyalty of this large body of our 
citizens, though of foreign birth, and their descendants, who 
came here for better opportunity, for greater liberty and inde- 
pendence for themselves and for their descendants. Many of 
them may not have the culture and education of the citizens of 
Massachusetts, because their opportunities have been limited, 
yet within their hearts there is just as much patriotism and 
love of home and country. [Applause.] I can not believe that 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER] represents 
the true sentiment of the people of Massachusetts in his charge 
against the people of this country who are of German birth. 

Let us hope in the American Congress such an attack will 
never again be made and that the country will not believe that 
the American Congress does countenance or indorse such state- 
ments. We have reason to believe from past experience when 
our country was in peril and it became necessary to engage in 
war that these men of foreign birth or thelr descendants have 
been among the first of those to enlist and offer their services 
and 75 lives, if necessary, to sustain the flag. [Prolonged ap- 
plause, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the previous order of 
the House the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moore] is 
recognized for 80 minutes. [Applause.] 


THE BALTIMORE PLATFORM OF 1912, 


Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, another plank in 
that remarkable compendium of Democratic thought, the Balti- 
more platform of 1912, has been shattered into splinters. The 
President of the United States, who ran upon that platform and 
who has already rendered many of its dulcet paragraphs into 
sawdust, is not in sympathy with the persistent idea of his 
late Secretary of State that a single term of six years should 
satisfy a President, Credit is to be given Mr. Wilson for having 
made his declaration confidentially to Mr. Palmer, of Pennsyl- 
vania, away back in February, 1913, before he had actually 
assumed the reins of the presidential office, It was written at 
a time when the gentleman from Nebraska, who was to have 
been “ knocked Into a cocked hat,” but who was forgiven suffi- 
ciently to be appointed premier of the Cabinet, was holding fast 
to the notion often expressed in the Commoner, and as often 
vociferated from the public platform, that in all fairness to the 
people four years would be enough unless by a constitutional 
amendment the presidential term should be lengthened to a 
period of six years. It will be recalled that Mr. Bryan spoke 
before numerous public assemblies and certain State legislatures 
before the one-term plank was inserted in the Baltimore plat- 
form. He believed in it, and indicated the sort of punishment 
that should be meted out to any “traitor” who would violate 


the principles enunciated and the pledges made in the party 
platform. 


Without explaining why Mr. Bryan left the Cabinet, whether 
for peace or for war, it is now clear after the lapse of approxi- 
mately two years that Mr. Wilson did not agree with Mr. 
Bryan and that he ran upon the Democratic platform into which 
Mr. Bryan had injected his favorite plank with a mental 


reservation. Indeed, it is interesting to note from the Presi- 
dent's recently published message to Mr. Palmer that he had 
very positive views as to the machinations that might be em- 
ployed by ambitious and clever men to thwart the will of the 
people, if that will expressed with regard to a second term 
should be in favor of the reelection of a President. In his letter 
to Mr. Palmer, although he may have had no reference to the 
ambitions of his late premier, we find him saying: 

If you wish to learn the result of constitutional ineligibility to re- 

on, ask any former governor of New Jersey, for example, what 
the effect is in actual rience. He will tell you how cynically and 
with what complacence the politicians banded against him waited for 
the inevitable end of his term, to take their chances with his successor. 

As it is not our purpose to embroil two distinguished states- 
men in what may appear to be a controversy leading up to a 
presidential rivalry, we shall pass from the possible ambitions 
of the late premier, who parted from his President with a hearty 
“ God bless you,” to what now appears to be the fixed determina- 
tion of the President to permit the people to exercise their free 
will with respect to his own renomination. There have been 
numerous signs recently that the President did not intend to 
seek the retirement of private life. The state of the Republic 
as it has been conducted by his administration during the past 
two years is of itself sufficient to warrant his best and most 
patriotic endeavor, if only for the vindication of those policies 
which he has espoused, some of them in sympathy with some 
of the planks of the platform upon which he was elected and 
some of them wholly at variance therewith. 

In the platform adopted at Baltimore, it will be recalled, 
trusts and combinations of capital, generally attributed to the 
successful administration of the Republican Party for a period 
of 16 consecutive years, were severely denounced. 

A private monopoly is indefensible and intolerable— 

Said the patchworkers of Baltimore 
We therefore favor the vigorous enforcement of the criminal as well 
as the civil law against trusts and trust officlals, and demand the enact- 
ment of such additional legislation as may be necessary to make it 
impossible for a private monopoly to exist in the United States. 
We condemn the action of the Republican administration in compromis- 
ing with the Standard Oil Co. 51 the Tobacco Trust and its failure to 
invoke the criminal provisions of the antitrust law against the officers 
of those corporations after the courts had declared that from the undis- 
patoa, Taci in the record they had violated the criminal provisions 

It was a heavy task the Democratic Party laid upon its Presi- 
dent, but he started out bravely to put the so-called monopolies 
out of business. His first address to Congress, it will be re- 
membered, was in line with the Democratic speeches in the 
House in favor of “ the wretched and the downtrodden” every- 
where, and against the “ grasping hand of private monopoly.” 
In that first address the President boldly struck out for the 
overthrow of all kinds of “artificial advantage,’ and for the 
survival of “the law of nature.” 

We must abolish— 


Said President Wilson— 
everything that bears even the semblance of privilege, or of any kind of 
artificial advantage, and put our business men and producers under the 
stimulation of constant necessity to be efficient, economical, and enter- 

rising masters of competitive supremacy, better workers and merchants 

n any in the world. Aside from the duties laid upon articles which 
we do not and probably can not produce, therefore, and the duties laid 
upon luxuries and merely for the sake of the revenues they yield, the 
object of the tariff duties henceforth laid must be effective competition. 
ne 5 of American wits by contact with the wits of the rest of 

Since, in the estimation of the President and the Baltimore 
patchworkers, the sum of all our monopolistic and trust evils 
was to be found in the Republican protective tariff, we must not 
lose sight of this first and important declaration of presidential 
intent, nor should we forget that along about this time came our 
distinguished Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Redfield, to advise all 
men in business that their methods were antiquated and that if 
they expected to survive they must follow the President's in- 
structions not only to “ whet their wits” against both the wages 
and the wits of the world, but to become more efficient in book- 
keeping. 2 

There was no European war at the time these declarations 
were made, and during the ensuing months the American public 
had a fair chance to observe the effects of this new and de- 
structive economic policy. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania yield to the gentleman from Nebraska? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania, Yes; I yield. 
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Mr, SLOAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania is criticizing 
the observance or nonobservance .of certain Baltimore planks. 
Does he do that from the Republican standpoint that says it 
understands a platform should be binding, or from the stand- 
point of the highest authority in the Democracy, the chairman 
of the national committee, who says it is “suggestive, but not 
binding”? [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am referring to that kind of 
platform that is put out only to fool the people, and which did 
it very successfully in 1912. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] 

Mills closed and workmen were thrown out of employment. 
Great uncertainty prevailed, and the United States suffered a 
loss of trade which threatened to grow steadily less as the wit- 
whetting policy was enforced. Conditions became so bad that 
shortly after the outbreak of the European war the President 
relented in the general crusade against the so-called “large in- 
terests” from which trusts are supposed to be bred, that he 
received the railroad presidents of the country, who had been 
brought to great distress, and reassured them with soothing 
words. 

When the opportunity came to these same large interests to 
profit by the war in Europe through the insurance of American 
shipping that was being risked in or about the war zones, the 
President again yielded to conferences with the representatives 
of the mighty financial powers of New York and gave them 
words of comfort and good cheer. 

Let us consider these things in connection with that state- 
ment in the Baltimore platform which insisted upon “ criminal ” 
prosecutions along with such proceedings as might be brought 
under the civil law. And in this connection let us not forget 
the violent speeches that were made upon the Democratic side 
of the House in line with the “criminal” clause of the Balti- 
more platform when the Clayton antitrust bill was under con- 
sideration. Profits and trusts were to be destroyed by the Un- 
derwood tariff. Wealth was to be distributed under the Federal 
reserve law, but under the new Democratic antitrust laws the 
so-called “ velvet touch” of the Sherman antitrust law was to 
be eliminated and “teeth ” were to be put into the instrument. 

Yes; somebody was to be prosecuted and sent to jail when 
these new laws became operative. First, profits were to be 
taken away; second, accumulated wealth was to be distributed; 
third, the large interests were not to be allowed to escape under 
civil proceedings, but they were to be brought to the bar of the 
court under “a law which had teeth in it” and which, in effect, 
was to purify our body politic. I pause to observe, however, 
that so far as known no trust malefactor has yet been placed 
in limbo for violating the Democratic antitrust laws. 

We have spoken of the President’s reassurance to those who 
were in trouble. It was his comforting announcement that the 
troubles brought on by the Underwood tariff law were psycho- 
logical” and that “big business” should no longer worry 
simply because it was big, although big business, along with all 
other kinds of business, had reached rock bottom and could only 
hope for that turn in the tide which could not be worse. As a 
matter of fact, the turn for the better came only through the ac- 
cident or the incident of demands resulting from the war in 
Europe. 

The publication of the President's letter with respect to Mr. 
Bryan’s consistent advocacy of a single term may have had no 
connection with the careful statement issued on the previous day 
by the Chamber of Commerce of the United States, with the 
sanction of Attorney General Gregory, after a conference with 
that new and highly industrious if not ornamental body, the 
Federal Trade Commission, but it is significant in view of 
the Baltimore platform declarations in favor of “criminal” 
prosecutions and the failure of the administration to put 
“ criminal teeth ” in the Clayton antitrust law, that the Attorney 
General should endeavor to make the public understand that the 
Sherman Act is a pretty good act after all and to give assur- 
ance at this praticular time that it “is enforced by the Depart- 
ment of Justice in the same manner and according to the same 
rules of policy as other statutes—with the same care and with 
neither more nor less vigor.” 

But why the Attorney General should go so far in his ex- 
planation as to almost apologize to ‘the “large interests” that 
were so severely condemned at Baltimore, and which the Presi- 
dent and his party set out to destroy, is difficult to understand, 
except upon the assumption that with respect to these so-called 
“large interests” and those other industries of the country 
which were to be made to “ whet their wits against the wits of 
the world,” the time had come to atone for mistakes as to policy 
s for the injury actually done to business by the Democratic 

arty. 


For in this roundabout statement of the Attorney General, 
after discussing the Shipping Pool case, the Anthracite Coal 
cases, the Harvester case, the Steel case, and the United Shoe 
Machinery case, the Attorney General, as in conference with the 
Federal ‘Trade Commission and the Chamber of Commerce of the 
United States is made to say: 

This led to the 8 as to the policy of the de 

or: in those cases 


the method of en 
doubtful. On that 
have entered intoa 
tion is a lawful one, and subsequently upon complaint made the d = 
the transaction was not in accordance 
the statute, but is yet satisfied of the th and innocent 
pi of the parties, and can see that there was ground for the view 
of the law upon which they acted, it has not been and would not be the 
Davey. of the department to invoke extreme penal 


cing the law wW 


So instead of holding the Republican Party up to scorn any 
longer the Attorney General and the Federal ‘Trade Commission, 
at the very moment when the administration is sizing up that all- 
powerful public opinion to which the President defers in his 
two-term letter, all business, including “ big business,” is gently 
informed that the good faith and innocent purpose of the par- 
ties” engaged even in questionable legal transactions are to be 
considered before extreme penalties are to be invoked. Appar- 
ently there are no teeth in the antitrust laws of the Democratic 
Party of which anyone in particular need now be afraid, and 
it begins at Jast to appear as if the Democratic trust-busting plat- 
form enunciated at Baltimore was all moonshine. 

In the language of Gov. Colquitt, of Texas, as expressed in a 
statement issued by him December 2, 1914: 

The administration’s antitrust laws are barefaced fakes, so far as 
protecting the 2 from trust oppression is concerned. These laws 
please no so well as they do the Standard Oil, the Steel, and 
other great 8. 

Mr. Speaker, in the 80 minutes allotted to me I have said about 
all I can get in on this readjustment of the trust question by 
the Democratic Party. ‘The antitrust plank and the one-term 
plank pledged to the people at Baltimore have gone glimmering. 
They warrant us in asking our fellow countrymen why in 1912 
they were led into the delusion that the Democratic Party would 
be able to keep any of the promises it made during the preceding 
16 years. The people had a taste of what that party would do 
50 3 to keep its pledge for free tolls through the Panama 

nal. 

Mr. TAGGART. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. How much time have I remain- 
ing, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman used 17 minutes, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. TAGGART. Has the gentleman any explanation of Low 
discriminating some of the people that he has mentioned have 
been when it comes to the matter of dining? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In the matter of dining? 

Mr. TAGGART. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I suspect that the two-term 
announcement, with the suggestion that one term is not suf- 
ficient for a President, follows very rapidly after the dinner 
given in New York by a gentleman named Gary, which has had 
more or less influence on the Democratic Party. 

Mr. TAGGART. Do you not think the object of that dinner 
was to capture the wagon train and interrupt the communica- 
tions of another party? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There may have been some 
ulterior purpose in that dinner. I was not a participant in it, 
but I was convinced the moment I read about it that there 
would be renewed activity in the Democratic Party, and I was 
not mistaken. ‘The trusts are not to be prosecuted during the 
remainder of the present Democratic administration. 

Mr. TAGGART. In the matter of hospitality, does not the 
gentleman think that a rare discrimination was used in the 
selection of the guests? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Oh, I have known members 
of the Democratic Party refuse to appear at a $2.50 banquet 
for fear they would be committed to something—perhaps to 
make contributions to the Navy League. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TAGGART. That was something that was never wit- 
nessed before. 7 

Mr. MOORD of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; Republicans nave 
gone frequently to $5 dinners and not been committed to any- 
thing. They have expressed themselves freely and without re- 
serve. 
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Mr. TAGGART. I will ask the gentleman if they have eyer 
been committed to anything? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Yes; they have been committed 
to many things. Although the President, in his Indianapolis 
speech delivered last February, said that the Republican Party 
had not originated a single idea in the last 30 years, I will say to 
the gentleman from Kansas that the Republican Party has too 
many ideas to allow the people to get into such a condition that 
stamp tax and war taxes have to be imposed upon the people in 
times of peace. 

Now, I am ready for any other questions that may be pro- 
pounded from the Democratic side. [Applause and laughter on 
the Republican side.] Iam trying to argue that the Democratic 
Party has been an utter and complete failure in the Nation; and 
if I was given time I would like to read some expressions from 
a Democratic governor in the State of Texas, who elucidates 
this subject delightfully. I am going to ask unanimous consent 
to put his remarks in the Rrecorp along with my speech. 

Mr. TAGGART. Will the gentleman pardon me for just 
another question? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. TAGGART. Does the gentleman think that it is im- 
possible for the big business of this country to obey the law? 

Mr, MOORE of Pennsylvania. I certainly do not. I am in 
favor of big business and little business in this country, and I 
am against the demagogue who has interfered with big business 
through such fool agitation as we have had on the Democratic 
side of the House for the last four years. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. TAGGART. Are you criticizing the Attorney General 
for not proceeding, or are you commencing the big interests for 
obeying the law? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I am recalling that certain 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, when they brought 
in the Clayton antitrust bill, said “ The Republicans have failed 
to presecute the trusts. We propose to pass a law that will 
have teeth in it. We are going after the rich. We are going 
after the malefactors.” I am criticizing them for not making 
good. Why, your distinguished colleague who has just come up 
from Texas [Mr. Dayis] made a beautiful speech on this floor 
the other day about 8,000,000 farmers in this country, 5,000,000 
of whom seemed to be living under chattel mortgages under a 
Democratic administration. I was astounded, because more 
automobiles have gone into the farming territory of this coun- 
try during the last two years than have ever been known in 
the history of the world. We people from the industrial dis- 
tricts are envious. But, answering the gentleman: I am in favor 
of the enforcement of the law as it is written on the statute 
books, and I think that when Democrats, who professed to 
know more about it than the Republicans, got into power, they 
ought, at least, to have lived up to their promises and per- 
formed some time, somewhere, 

Mr. TAGGART. If it is a fact that more automobiles have 
gone into the agricultural regions than eyer before, is that an 
illustration of hard times? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Borrowing the illustration of 
the President of the United States, and of his Secretary of the 
Treasury, who is wrestling with the financial statements that 
are being sent to us every day now, I suppose that that condi- 
tion is due to the war in Europe. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] Almost everything is due to the war in Europe now, 
except that deficiency which gentlemen on the Democratic side 
are not quite able clearly to explain. : 

Mr. TAGGART. Do you refuse to apply the principle of 
law—— 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Understand, I am not a law- 
yer; I am dealing with lawyers, but I am trying to explain 
to the dear public, for whom the Democratic Party has been 
speaking so plaintively for four years, why it is that when you 
said you were going to give the poor man a chance in the courts, 
and take the criminal malefactors up to the bar of justice, you 
now back away from the enforcement of your law, so that the 
poor man, if he ever was at a disadvantage, is left exactly where 
he was before, and the larger interests, with attorneys and 
ability to meet the expenses of litigation, are still in a favored 
position. If gentlemen who came from the Democratic States, 
and who raised this issue in behalf of the poorer litigant, are 
satisfied with that, why, they are welcome to it. 

Mr. TAGGART. Would the gentleman object to adding a 
list of criminal malefactors in addition to those he has men- 
tioned, and also explain why they are so choice in seeking their 
companions? . 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I noticed that when the war- 
risk insurance bill was up for consideration, 62 of them who did 
not want to invest their own money in providing an insurance 


company to take care of exports, and possibly war munitions 
they were sending to Eurepe, walked down to the White House 
and spent a very happy hour or two with the President, and got 
his approval of their scheme to take $5,000,000 out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States, money belonging to your constituents 
and mine, to organize an insurance company for their own 
benefit. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] j 

Mr. TAGGART. How much did the United States lose 
thereby? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The United States lost very 
severely on the first two ships that went down. AN the losses 
have not yet been ascertained. Some of the cases are in dis- 
pute. I welcome the inquiries of the gentleman from Kansas. 
He is a very intelligent Member of this House, and I am pleased 
to have him go on with his questions. Now I pause to find 
out what the administration has done to make good the prom- 
ises set forth in the Baltimore platform. 

Mr. TAGGART. If you will permit me, I will just go on 
with my questions. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is all right. That is 
what I want the gentleman to do. 

Mr. TAGGART. Since you and I were small boys we have 
heard men on the stump talking about malefactors of great 
wealth who have been oppressing the poor and downtrodden. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. That is true; but that came 
from your side of the House, never from ours. We knew it to 
be buncombe then, just as it is buncombe new, which is proven 
by the fact that you have not done anything to relieve the 
situation complained of. 

Mr. TAGGART. If you will go through the whole history 
of the jurisprudence of the United States, you can not find the 
name of one of them that was ever put in jail under any Repub- 
lican administration. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I do not know about that. I 
think we settled the Northern Securities case. We did not go 
out with any flourish of trumpets as to what we were going to 
do. We usually went ahead and did it. For 16 years you 
promised the people you were going to do certain things. 
Finally by fooling them you got into power as a minority party. 
You are a minority party now, and you are assuming to run 
the affairs of this Government for a majority of the people who 
believe in a protective tariff, which you pretend not to believe 
in—a tariff that never imposed a tax on the people which any 
of them could feel or appreciate. Instead of that your only 
performance up to date has been to put an income tax upon 
business men and a war tax upon all the people. Now you 
propose to put the income tax upon the workingman and a war 
tax upon necessities. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Texas rise? 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. I rise to ask if the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will yield for a question? 

Mr. TAGGART. I think I have the floor. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. If it is for one of those tart 
Texas stories, I may not yield. The gentleman has a great 
reputation down there, and I must be a little careful—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Since the gentleman quoted me a 
while ago, I just want to ask if he will yield for a question. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman does not want to yield, 
he does not have to. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman for 
a question, certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. I want to know, since the gentleman 
has quoted me, if he really thinks that the Democratic Party 
could be expected in three years to undo all the monopolies 
that the Republican Party has created in the last 10 years? 
[Applause.] 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Not after hearing the gentle- 
man’s speech, do I think I could convince the gentleman. But 
the gentleman from Texas did convince me as to this: The gen- 
tleman quoted liberally from the Bible, and the Democrats do 
not often do that. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

But, gentlemen, I was observing that the Democratic Party 
had got mixed up on its platform. Many of the pledges made 
in 1912 had utterly disappeared, because the judgment of the 
President was superior to those of Mr. Bryan and others who 
framed the platform. The first break was the failure to give 
free tolls through the Panama Canal. 

The high cost of living was to have been reduced under a 
solemn pledge of the Democratic Party, but that pledge has not 
been lived up to; the cost of living has gone higher and higher 
and higher, and the people have had no relief. The Baltimore 
platform promised to relieve the people ef burdens which it 
pretended the Republican Party had imposed through a pro- 
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tective tariff. The administration afforded no relief, but added 
to the burdens of the people by taking away their employment 
and imposing direct taxes in time of peace. It denounced the 
Republican Party for extravagance and pledged economy in 
Government expenditures. It has been more extravagant and 
more wasteful than any preceding administration in the history 
of the Nation. 

In view of its vaeillating policy and its proved incompetency 
to be useful, except as a party of obstruction, we may readily 
commit the second-term proposition to the arbitrament of the 
people, leaving them to decide whether in the future they will 
prefer to sustain a Republican protective tariff system, which 
encourages industry and stimulates business throughout the 
land, or whether they will again submit to the specious, plat- 
form-breaking, tax-creating, business-destroying methods of the 
party in power. The President's challenge is clear and explicit. 
It ought to be accepted instantly and with a cheerful Repub- 
lican countenance. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the Recorp by inserting a statement made by the gov- 
ernor of Texas, in which he charges that the Democratic ad- 
ministration at Washington has been a complete failure. 

Mr. HENRY. What is the request? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. To publish a statement by 
your Gov. Colquitt, made a year ago. 

Mr, HENRY. It is Goy. Ferguson now. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Gov. Colquitt, while governor 
of the State, made a declaration which ought to be of interest 
to all Texans as it will be to the people of the United States. 
It relates to the utter incompetency of the Democratic adminis- 
tration at Washington and its failure to live up to any of its 
platform pledges. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recoxp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The statement referred to above is as follows: 

Gov. COLQUITT DECLARES PRESIDENT A FAILURE— EXECUTIVE OF LONE 


STAR STATE Denounces Men WHO ARE AT HEAD OF THE GOVERN- 
MEXT— MEXICAN POLICY ASSAILED, 


[By O. B. Colquitt, governor of Texas.] 
HOUSTON, TEX., December 26, 1914, 


The Wilson administration has been the greatest failure in the history 
of the Presidency. The South is a land literally flowing with milk and 
aod 0 A it has made one of the biggest and best crops in its history, and 
yet, use of the utter incompetence of the men in charge of the 
Government, its business is prostrated, its credit is impaired, and thou- 
sands of its ple are starving. 

The administration's tarif law was pledged to lower the cost of liy- 
ing, and it has had the contrary effect. ¥ putting raw materials on 
the free list nnd keeping the protective tariff on manufactured goods, 
it has condemned American farmers by hundreds of thousands to peon- 
age and has enabled the manufacturers, getting their raw materials 
cheaper, to charge higher prices for their goods, which they have 
done. Hides were free-listed and shoes have gone higher. This is 
true of virtually every single item similarly treated in the administra- 
tion tarif law. The American workingman pays more for the finished 
product, and both are robbed to further enrich the protected manufac- 
turing trusts and combines. 

The administration's foreign policy has been imbecile. It has allowed 
England to dictate conditions as to cotton shipments to European coun- 
tries that enabled the English spinners to rob the American cotton 
growers of half the value of their crop. 

England stopped American shipments until the English spinners had 
bought their supply at 64 cents a und and stored it in ‘Texas and 
other southern warehouses. Then England consented to declare cotton 
not contraband, and France followed suit a day or two later. Our Gov- 
ernment weakly submitted to England's dictation, playing into the 
hands of the English spinners and betraying the American cotton grow- 
ers as completely as if this country were an English yassal State. 

If I had been President, I would have served notice on England's 
premier that our foreign trade in cotton and other noncontraband com- 
modities was going forward with or without Englands consent, and, if 
poorer A I would have sent American ironclads to England's door to 
enforce that notice. 

The administration's repeal of the Panama Canal tolls exemption in 
violation of the party's national platform was another weak surrender 
to England. If free tolls for American ships had not been repealed, 
hundreds of American-owned ships fying a foreign flag would have come 
under the American flag to get the benefit of exemption and we would 
to-day have an American merchant marine competent to carry our goods 
to foreign markets. We have no such merchant marine, and to supply 
it the Wilson administration is proposing to spend the taxpayers’ money 
buying a subsidized national shipping service. 

“ EGREGIOUS FAILURE ” IN MEXICO. 


The Wilson-Bryan management of the Mexican affair has been 
an egregious failure. They landed an American smy in Vera Cruz 
to force Huerta to salute the flag and have brought it back without 

sary Dre salute. They now ask Con to appropriate more than 
$500, to pay the expenses of that . expedition. For what? 

t did it accomplish? It set all Mexico aflame against the Ameri- 
cans, not only in Mexico, but in Texas, where all along the north bank 
of the Rio Grande there are 10 Mexicans for 1 American. 

It brought on a reign of terror all along the Texas border, so that 
when the Federal Government refused to afford protection for our 
people in their own State I was forced to send 1,200 Texas troops 

own there to give it. Mexican bandit gangs were crossing the border 
into Texas, raiding and terrorizing our scattered people. omen and 
children were huddled together in brick houses, menaced with murder 
desk was flooded with telegrams from chambers of 


and worse. My 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 11, 


commerce, bankers, stockmen, and other r 
. at points all along our 1,200-mile frontier, 

e Federal Government had only 60 troopers at Brownsville to 
cover more than two-thirds of that long border. When I rushed the 
Texas State troops down there, stationing a company at each of the 
principal border towns, I instructed them not to cross the river nor 
n any way to violate the neutrality law, but at all costs to protect 
the lives and Property of Texas people. 

Secretary of War rrison telegraphed me that he thought it unwise 
to have two military forces occupying the same territory under sepa- 
rate commanders, and suggested that I withdraw the State troops. I 
wired him that I would withdraw the Texas troops when he sent an 
equal number of United States Regulars to take their place. And I 
kept our men there until he did send an equal number of Regulars to 
replace them at every place where our men were stationed. 

I understand they had everything prepared at Washington to have 
me indicted by a Federal grand jury and put in a Federal prison, on 
the assumption that I meant to invade Mexico—a palpable absurdity, 
which only men urey ignorant of the situation could have enter- 
tained. It is a fact, which the country does not know, that when our 
Texas troops arrived in Brownsville the Mexican commander at 
Matamoros, across the river, offered to surrender that city to the com- 
mander of the troops of United States cavalrymen, The commander 
at Matamoros evidently believed the Texas troops meant to take his 
city and thought the United States troops were more friendly than 
the Texans. The Washington conception of our business on the border 
was as ridiculous as that of the Mexican commander. 


CALLS IT ENCOURAGING BANDITS. 


Wilsen and Bryan have stood by encouraging one 
after dnother while people were bel 
while the vast American interests in 
eated and shot to pleces, and to-day the Mexican chaos is worse than 
at any time since Madero was assassinated. Villa is the dictator of 
the country, and I understand that all he wants is to be chief of police 
of the City of Mexico, with control of the gambling concessions in the 
Sal of exico 3 r i 

ur Goyernmen s kept England and Germany from restoring orde: 
in Mexico, and has itself done nothing but conteibete to the disorder 
and lawlessness by its yacillating “ watching and 1 ” policy—if it 
can be called a penis The property interests of Mexico and the big 
American exploiters of Mexican resources have got control of the 
situation absolutely, and these same interests have got the ear of our 
Government at Washington. 


ANTITRUST LAWS “ FAKE.” 


The administration's antitrust laws are barefaced fakes, so far as 
protecting the people from trust oppression is concerned. These laws 
please no else so well as they do the Standard Oil, the Steel, and 
other great trusts. 

ieved at first that the Federal reserve banking act was the 
administration's one meritorious achievement, but national bankers tell 
me it is going to prove a failure. The control of the system, in prac- 
tice, appears to rest in New York City instead of in Washington. 

I am fully conyinced the national election of 1916 will end the 
Democratic régime. The policies of the Democratic national adminis- 
tration have wholly failed either to curb monopolies or to lower the cost 
of living for the people, and they have materially contributed to deprive 
millions of wage earners of employment. ‘The administration valorized 
$20,000,000,000 worth of corporate securities owned in the North and 
East by a Treasury Department order to national banks to loan money on 
listed securities at not less than the closing quotations of July 30, 1914. 

But the same administration, when asked to allow the people to use 
a quarter of a billion dollars of their collective credit for two or three 
years to save them from losing $500,000. on their cotton crop, 
regarded valorization as violative of soun: vernment. 

he President stood in the road and condemned the South, which 
made him, to heavier loss and more widespread misery than it has 
known in three generations. He vindicated an obsolete theory of 
political economy, but he mighty near ruined the country doing it. 

I raised among my personal friends in Texas more than $10,000 for 
the Wilson campaign fund, and the only favor I asked of him was that 
he appoint men who would aid the Texas State government to enforce 
law and order along the Mexican border. It was my earnest desire to 
assist in making the Democratic national administration a success, but 
I would not sacrifice the honor of my State nor the welfare of her 
people to win the favor of any administration. 

At no time have I failed to get courteous treatment from the leaders 
of the Mexican revolution. I sympathize with the Mexican people, but 
I also sympathize with Americans who have property rights in Mexico 
that ought to have been protected. 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IN IOWA. 


Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 73, and of the Senate 
bill which is practically of the same tenor, and I ask that it be 
considered immediately. 

Mr. FERRIS. Reserving the right to object, what bill is it? 

Mr. WEBB. It is a bill to change the time for holding court 
in some of the districts in Iowa. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I notice that the 
Senate bill makes a very marked change from the House bill, 
and I think the gentleman ought to let it go to the committee 
and be reported back. 

Mr. WEBB. I will state that I consulted two gentlemen from 
Towa mainly interested in it, Mr. Goop and Mr. Towner, and 
they had no objection to the present consideration of the Senate 
bill in connection with the House bill. 

Mr. MANN. I understand that, but still I think we ought 
to have the opinion of the committee on a matter involved in 
the bill where the Senate and the House differ. 

Mr. WEBB. The Senate bill takes Johnson County out of the 
northern district and puts it in the southern. Those matters are 
generally left to the delegation of the State, and I called it up 
at the suggestion of the gentlemen from Iowa, Mr. Towner and 
Mr. Goop. 
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Mr. MANN. The question involved in it is whether Con- 
gress can transfer a county from one district to another for 
the sole pleasure of a man who has just been lucky enough to 
be appointed judge of that court. 

Mr. WEBB. That is true, but I want to say that that par- 
ticular county for many years was in the southern district where 
it is now sought to be placed again. 

The SPEAKER. Upon what does the gentleman from Hli- 
nois claim that the bill ought to go to the committee? Are the 
House and Senate bills different? 

Mr. MANN. The House and the Senate bill are very different. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois objects, and the 
bill is referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WEBB. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

COAL AND OIL LEASES. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 406) to 
authorize exploration for and disposition of coal, phosphate, oil, 
gas, potassium, or sodium. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Curror in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read the bill by title. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to speak upon 
the terms of the pending measure. The bill speaks for itself. 
I have, however, thought it important to discuss the general 
principles upon which this legislation is based, because it has 
been charged that this bill is in violation of the moral, legal, 
equitable, and constitutional rights of the Western States. 

Does the United States own the public lands in the Western 
States and has Congress the same power to sell, to lease, or 
to reserve these lands as any other private proprietor who may 
own lands within these States? A majority of your Committee 
on the Public Lands has answered this question in the affirma- 
tive, for without reaching such a conclusion it would have been 
impossible to have reported this bill in its present form. When 
we agree that the United States holds the public lands as owner, 
then there is a logical reason for every provision in this measure. 

A minority of the committee believe that the United States 
holds these lands not as owner but as trustee. The minority 
report says: 

It is true that the Iegal title to the public domain rests in the United 
States, but that title is eying A held in trust with the ultimate object 
that it shall be transferred to the ple who will develup it, and thereby 
make possible the creation of or the maintenance of in ndent States 
of the Union. It was said in Shively v. Bowlby (152 U. S., 1, 49): 

“The territory is held by the United States for the benefit of the 
whole people in trust for the several States to be ultimately created 
out of that territory.” 

To prove this contention the minority report refers to the 
terms of the cession to the United States of the western lands be- 
longing to Virginia and the others of the original thirteen States. 
Prior to the adoption of the Articles of Confederation certain of 
the States, including Maryland and New Jersey, six in all, in- 
sisted that the western lands claimed by the remaining seven 
States of the Confederation ought to be handled for the general 
good of the entire Confederation and not retained and disposed 
of by the individual States alleging ownership thereof. The 
matter was formally laid before Congress by the State of Dela- 
ware February 23, 1779; by the State of Maryland May 21, 1779. 
New York, claiming 202,187 acres, was the first to respond, her 
delegates on March 7, 1780, presenting an act proposing to re- 
Iinquish the lands claimed by her in the West 


with re: to the jurisdiction as well as the right or preemption of 
sale, or the right or why in of sale only, shall be and inure for the 
use and benefit of such of the United States as shall become members of 
the Federal alliance of the said States and for no other use or purpose 
whatever. 

On receipt of this document the Congress of the Confedera- 
tion adopted a resolution providing— 
that the unappropriated lands which may be ceded or relinquished to the 
United States by any particular State * * shall be of 
for the common benefit of the United States * that the lands 
shali be granted or settled at such times and under such regulations as 
shall hereafter be agreed on by the United States in Congress assembled 
or any nine or more of them. 

Thereafter, and in compliance with the resolution, the follow- 
ing States made cessions of their territory in the West to the 


1784; Massachusetts, April 19, 1785; Connecticut, September 13, 


1786, and May 80, 1800; South Carolina, August 9, 1787; North 
Carolina, February 25, 1790; Georgia, April 24, 1802. 


The lands so ceded involved a total of 259,171,780 acres of 
land, extending as far south as the Gulf of Mexico, as far west as 
the Mississippi River, and as far north as the Great Lakes. ` 

A decision of the Supreme Court, rendered in 1845, is quoted to 
show that the transaction between the United States and the 
original States constituted a contract and created a trust under 
which the United States secured control of the public lands, and 
that the United States holds the public lands for temporary pur- 
poses only and in trust for the States wherein they lie. 

Allow me to read from the minority report: 

In the case of Pollard’s Lessee v. Hagan (3 How., 212) the Supreme 


Court of the United States with great learning dis tra 
between the several 8 and z 3 


trust was to 
further held 


The conclusion reached in most of these cases is based upon 
the fact that the deeds from Virginia and all but two of the 
States that ceded their lands to the United States provided 
that these lands should be erected into new States that should 
be equal in every respect to the original States. It is, therefore, 

that until the public lands are disposed of, the new 
States are not on a footing of equality with the original States. 
This is the basis for the demand made by certain western 
governors that the public lands must be transferred to the 
States wherein they are located. 

Unfortunately for the minority there is another line of 
decisions by the Supreme Court which hold that the United 
States owns the public lands. 

By the act of Congress of March 8, 1807, Congress authorized 
the President to lease lead mines in Indiana Territory for terms 
not ex five years. In the case of the United States v. 
Gratiot et al. (14 Pet., 526) it was contended that Congress had 
no power to authorize leases of public lands and obtain profits 
from working mines; that Congress can not delegate the power 
to lease public lands. The Supreme Court, in substance, held 
that the power over the public lands is vested in Congress by 
the Constitution, without limitation; that the words dis- 
pose of” the public lands, used in the Constitution, can not, 
under the decisions of the Supreme Court, receive any other 
construction than that Congress has power to authorize the 
leasing of lead mines in the public lands in the Territories of 
the United States. The court further states that the State of 
Illinois subsequently created out of a part of the Territory 
involved, “can not claim a right to the public lands within her 
limits, It has been the policy of the Government at all times, 
in disposing of the public lands, to reserve the mines for the 
use of the United States, and their real value can not be ascer- 
tained without causing them to be explored and worked under 
proper regulations.” 

In the case of Light v. United States (220 U. S. Rep., 536), the 
Supreme Court said: 

+ + > The Nation is an owner, and has made Congress the princi 
agent to dispose of its properti: „Congress is the body to which 
is given the power to de e the conditions upon which the public 
lands shall be of. (Butte City Water Co. v. Baker, 196 U. 8. 
126.) The Government has with respect to its own land the rights of 
an o proprietor to maintain its possession and prosecute tres- 
ere t may deal with such lands precisely as an ordinary in- 

vidual may deal with his ming property: t may sell or with- 
hold them from sale. (Camfield v. Uni States, 167 U. S., 524.) And 
if it may withhold from sale and settlement, it may also as an owner 


object to its property being used for grazing 9 for “the Gov- 
3 is charged with the duty and clothed with the power to pro- 
ublic domain — 2 and unlawful appropriations.” 


its property may be used. t can withhold 
can do so indefinitely. (Stearns v. Minnesota, 179 U. S., 
true that the “ United States do not. and can not hold property as a 
monarch "af for 2 or personal purposes.” Van Brocklin v. 
Tennessee, 117 U. S., 158.) But that does not lead to the conclusions 
that it is without the rights incident to ownership, for the Constitution 
declares, section 3, Article IV, that Congress have the power to 
dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
territory or the aes ae to the United States.” The full 
this paragraph never been definitely settied. Primarily, at 

the United States of control over its 
jorado, 206 U. S., 89.) 
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All the public lands of the Nation are held in trust for the ple 
of the whole country. (United States v. Trinidad Coal Co., 137 oS 
160.) And it is not for the courts to say how that trust-shall be ad- 
ministered. That is for Con to determine. The courts can not 
it to set aside the lands for settlement, or to suffer them to be 
u for agricultural or grazing pu nor interfere when, in the 
exercise of its discretion, Congress establishes a forest reserve for what 
it decides to be national and public purposes. In the same way and in 
the exercise of the same trust it may establish a reserve and devote the 
py rty to some other national and public pu These are rights 
neident to proprietorship, to say no’ g of the power of the United 
States as a sovereign over the property belonging to it. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SLOAN. 1 desire to ask a question purely for informa- 
tion. The gentleman says that the Congress has not the full 
power of control or ownership that a monarch would have 
under other forms of government. Does the United States have 
any less dominion or power or right of ownership over the pub- 
lic lands than a monarch would have in another country? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I was quoting from a decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, where that statement is 
made. In another case the court said that the statement that 
the United States do not and can not hold property as a mon- 
arch may, for private or personal purposes, does not lead to the 
conclusion that it is not without the rights incident to owner- 
ship, for the Constitution declares that Congress shall have the 
power to dispose of the public lands. 

Mr. SLOAN. Is there any power over land owned by the 
Government that the Government can not exercise, either to 
alienate it in any way or to use it or cultivate it under the di- 
rection of its servants? 

Mr. HAYDEN. According to one line of decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, the question asked by the 
gentleman is answered in the affirmative. On the other hand, 
there is another line of decisions inconsistent with the cases 
that I have just mentioned in which the court holds that the 
United States can not use its lands for purposes which would 
create inequality among the States. 

Both the majority and the minority of the Public Lands Com- 
mittee are therefore at liberty to quote our highest tribunal in 
support of their views and with equal vehemence to urge that the 
Supreme Court is with them. 

As a Representative from Arizona, however, I do not have to 
read the contradictory decisions of the Supreme Court to find 
out whether or not the United States owns the public lands that 
are within the boundaries of my State. Congress and the people 
of Arizona have entered into an agreement which settles that 
question forever. The enabling act, under which Arizona was 
admitted into the Union “on an equal footing with the original 
States,” provides that the people of the State shall agree to for- 
ever disclaim all right and title to the public lands. Congress 
passed this act, and the people of Arizona adopted an irrevocable 
ordinance as a part of their constitution which is as follows: 

The people inhabiting this State do agree and declare that they for- 
ever disclaim all right and title to the unappropriated and ho a er 
public lands lying within the boundaries thereof and to all lands lying 
within said boundaries owned or held by any Indian or Indian tribes, the 
right or title to which shall have been acquired thro h or from the 
United States or any prior sovereignty, and that, until the title of such 
Indian or Indian tribes shall have been extinguished, the same shall be 
and remain subject to the disposition and under the absolute jurisdiction 
and control of the Congress of the United States. 

The proclamation of the President declaring the admission of 
Arizona as a State was dated February 14, 1912. I am advised 
by the Director of the United States Geological Survey that prior 
to that date the following power-site reserves were created for 
the purpose of retaining lands valuable for water power in public 
ownership: 


Acres. 
Approved Dec. 9, 1909, Gila River Staion os oe eh see 15, 220 
Approved Dec. 30, 1909, Bill Williams River station 67, 270 
Approved Jan. 6, 1910, Hassayampa River station. 


1, 800 
Approved Jan. 7, 1910, Little Colorado River statio: 27. 810 
Approved Apr. 18. 1911. Salt River station 96, 000 


Approved June 16, 1911, Hassayampa River, No. 2, station 10, 000 

Portions of these withdrawals have since been eliminated as 
not being necessary to the development of water power, and 
other withdrawals have been made from time to time, so that 
the total area now outstanding is 355,791 acres. 

With respect to water-power sites, the enabling act provided 
that— 

There is hereby reserved to the United States and excepted from 
the operation of any and all grants made or confirmed by t is act to 
said proposed State all land actually or prospectively valuable for the 
development of water ers or power for hydroelectric use or trans- 
mission and which shall be ascertained and designated by the Secre 
of the Interior within five years after the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent declaring the admission of the State; and no lands so reserved 
and excepted shall be subject to any disposition whatsoever by said 
State, and any conveyance or transfer of such land by said State or any 


pina thereof shall be absolutely null and yoid within the period aboye 

On February 14, 1912, the following areas in Arizona were in- 
cluded in outstanding withdrawals for the purpose of retaining 
mineral deposits in the ownership of the United States: 


7 Acres, 
Fa ae Or SRN pe AA EERSTE ME Uy mre 118, 718 
GS as SOS ES ERS SEE. CU LS ET 30, 400 


On the date of the admission of Arizona “into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States” national forest re- 
serves had been created covering an area of 13,339,390 acres 
of land within my State. The dates of the presidential procla- 
mations creating these forests are as follows: : 


DATES OF CREATION OF FORESTS, 


Grand Canyon, February 20, 1898. 

Prescott, May 10, 1898. 

San Francisco Mountains, August 17, 1898. 

Santa Rita, April 11, 1902. 

Santa Catalina, July 2, 1902. 

Mount Graham, July 22, 1902, 

Chiricahua, July 80, 1902. 

Tonto, October 3, 1905. 

Babaquivari, November 5, 1906. 

Huachuca, November 6, 1906. 

Tumacacori, November 7, 1906. 

Dragoon, May 25, 1907. 

Dixie, May 22, 1908. 

Zuni, March 2, 1909. 

The Apache and Sitgreaves National Forests were crented 
July 1, 1908, from parts of the San Francisco Mountains Forest. 

The Coconino National Forest was created July 2, 1908, from 
parts of the San Francisco Mountains National Forest. 

The Coronado National Forest was created July 2, 1908, by a 
consolidation of the Santa Rita, Santa Catalina, Babaquivari, 
Huachua, Tumacacori, and Dragoon National Forests. 

The Crook National Forest was created July 1, 1908, from 
portions of the Tonto and Mount Graham Forests. 

The Kaibab National Forest was created July 2, 1908, from a 
portion of the Grand Canyon National Forest, with some addi- 
tional areas. 

The Tusayan National Forest was created July 28, 1910, from 
portions of the San Francisco Mountains Forest and the Grand 
Canyon Forest. 

Indian reservations had also been established covering over 
one-quarter of the areas of Arizona at the time of statehood, as 
shown by the following table: 


Area in Date of treaty, law, or Executive order estab- 
Indian reservation. acres. lishing reserve. 
Camp McDowell....... Executive order, Sept. 15, 1903. 
Colorado River Act of Mar. 3, a 
Fort A ie. Executive order, Nov. 9, 1871. 
Fort Mojave Executive order, Dez. 1, 1910. 
ila Bend Executive ogder, Des. 12, 1882. 
Gila River Act of Feb. 28, 1859. 
1 3 Executive order, June 8, 1830. 


Executive order, Des. 16, 1882. 


Kaibab. Secretary’s withdrawal, Oct. 15, 1997. 
Navaio.. Treaty of June 1, 1808. 
Pa) ae Executive order, July 1, 1874. 
Salt River. Executive order, June 14, 1879. 
OB. 56 Sch nwe eves Executive order, Nov. 9, 1871. 
Walapal................ 940 | Executive order, Jan. 4, 1883. 
MMs cots gs ane Poe 


National monuments had been created, which included over 
800,000 acres, as follows: 


833, 195 


The unappropriated and unreserved public lands of the United 
States aggregated 40,595,723 acres on June 30, 1912. 

I have set forth these figures to show the status of the lands 
under the ownership and control of the Federal Government at 
the time when Arizona became a State in order that it might 
be perfectly clear that practically all of the withdrawals, re- 
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serves, and reservations that now exist in Arizona were made 
while we were yet under a Territorial form of government. I 
trust that no one will dispute that Congress can do as it sees 
fit with the public lands in the Territories, because the Supreme 
Court, in the ease of the United States against Gratiot, above 
cited, has said: 

The law of 1807, authorizing the leasing of lead mines, was passed 
before Illinois was organized as a State, and she can not now complain 
of any disposition or regulation of the lead mines previously made by 
Congress. à 

The existence of all these reserves and their nature was well 

known to the people of Arizona when they asked for admission 
into the Union. T have read the hearings before the Committee 
on the Territories, and no mention was made by anyone from 
Arizona that the people of the proposed State denied, or would 
deny, that the United States owned these lands and had a right 
to reserve or withdraw them from entry and sale. The then 
Delegate in Congress from Arizona made no protest against the 
inclusion in the enabling act of the article relating to the public 
lands which I read a few moments ago. 

It may be true that Colorado and California, having been ad- 
mitted to the Union ‘before the establishment of the present pol- 
icy of forest reseryes and withdrawals for water power, coal, 
oil, gas, and so forth, have a right to complain against these 
methods of conserving the natural resources of the Nation. I 
do not criticize the legislatures of these States for passing reso- 
‘lutions such as have been incorporated in the minority report, 
because I know that they were adopted in the honest belief that 
this bill violates the legal and constitutional rights of the West- 
ern States. The Legislatures of Arizona, however, have never 
given expression to any such claim. 

Just what is meant by the words in the enabling act admit- 
ting new States “into the Union on an equal footing with the 
original States”? A State is not land. Rhode Island can 
never be on an equal footing with Arizona in this respect. A 
State is the people who live on a certain area of land. The 
proof of this is that there never would have been a State of 
Arizona if the American people had not settled there. The land 
in Arizona lay as it is for ages. It was the same land; the 
same sun shone on it; the same winds blew over it; but there 
were no American people living on it, so that there could not 
be an American State. It made no difference to the land who 
owned it then or who owns it now, but it did make a difference 
to the people of Arizona when they accepted the enabling act 
and became a State in this Union. By the act of admission, as 
a people, they were given every political right, advantage, and 
immunity enjoyed by the people of any other State under the 
Constitution of the United States, and it is therefore true that 
as a State they are on an “equal footing” with the original 
States. 

The enabling act contains, in theory, another limitation on the 
sovereignty of the State of Arizona, Do you know that the people 
of my State were actually required to acquiesce in the right and 
power of the United States to carry out the provisions of the 
reclamation act “to the same extent as if said State had re- 
mained a Territory“? We can never be on an “ equal footing ” 
with Illinois or Texas, because these States were not required 
to do anything so humiliating as that in order to be admitted 
into the Union. But, strange as it may seem, my people do 
not feel degraded by reason of their acceptance of this require- 
ment of admission. Upon the contrary, they rejoice that under 
the reclamation act the desert no longer encroaches upon two 
of the fairest and richest irrigated valleys that are to be found 
on this continent. 

In my opinion, the United States had the right to retain title 

permanently to all the lands in the West. As a matter of law, 
States could have been admitted into the Union where the citi- 
zens did not have a fee simple title to a square foot of land 
and where every man was a tenant of the United States. We 
all know that a tenant citizenry is most undesirable, and it is 
for this reason that Congress passed the homestead laws: Our 
homestead system has been demonstrated to be the best policy, 
but as a matter of legal right no such policy need ever have 
been adopted ; and the proof of this lies in the fact that the first 
homestead law was not passed until over a half a century after 
the adoption of the Constitution. 
It is an accepted truth that agricultural tenants make poor 
citizens. We advocate the homestead policy, not that we deny 
the right of the United States to refuse to sell its agricultural 
lands, but because we know that a nation óf home owners, with 
a stake in the country, is more desirable than a tenantry, no 
matter how benevolent the landlord may be. 8 

It is my solemn judgment that the liomestead laws have done 


more than any other single cause to induce stability and order- 


LIIL 59 


If we had been cursed with a system of 
land laws such as have been upon the statute books of Mexico, 
revolutions would have been as frequent north of the Rio 


in our Government. 


Grande as they are south of that historic stream. It is in the 
mind of the landless man with no home to lose that thoughts 
of revolution find lodgment. As long as there is an acre of 
public land suitable for home building it should be given with- 
out money and without price to any citizen who will live upon 
and use it beneficially. 

While it is true that by becoming the owner of his own home 
a man becomes a better citizen, a supporter of law and order, 
and a believer in the protection of the rights of property, yet it 
is equally true that when any man becomes the owner cf a 
natural monopoly, like water power, or coal, or oil, or gas, his 
ability to oppress his fellow men by enriching himself at their 
expense makes him an undesirable citizen. The farmer who 
breaks the raw land adds something to the wealth of the world 
and practices extortion on nobody. The owner of an unregu- 
lated natural monopoly likewise adds something to the wealth 
of the world, but unlike the farmer he has it in his power to 
take unto himself more than his fair share of the wealth that 
his industry and foresight has created. 

I deny that this bill and the water-power bill are the first 
steps in the direction of leasing the public lands suitable for 
agricultural purposes. I know that it is not the intention of 
your committee nor of this Congress to in any way interfere 
with the orderly disposal of the public lands suitable for entry 
under the homestead laws. Upon the contrary, the Committee 
on the Public Lands has favorably reported a 640-acre grazing 
homestead bill that is more liberal in its provisions than any 
similar measure ever enacted into law. This bill is now on the 
calendar of the House, and I am confident that it will receive 
the support of the great majority of the membership of this 
body whenever it is placed upon its passage. 

We have, however, recognized the essential difference between 
lands suitable for agriculture and lands valuable for water 
power, coal, oil, gas, sodium, potassium, or phosphates. We 
are agreed that the title to all agricultural lands should pass 
into private ownership as soon as possible under the homestead 
laws, but we believe that in order to prevent monopoly title 
should remain in the United States for lands containing water- 
power sites or nonmetalliferous minerals. This bill and the 
water-power bill that has just passed the House have therefore 
provided for a leasing system covering lands of the character 
that I have just mentioned. 

In the hearings on the water-power bill the following table is 
printed showing the approximate amount of water power avail- 
able in the power-site reserves in Arizona. 


Minimum 
h 


The chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands, Mr. 
Ferris, in his remarks the other day printed a table showing 
the potential water-power resources of the several States, in 
which it appears that in Arizona it may be possible to in time 
develop 1,698,000 horsepower. 

Under existing law this great store of energy has not and can 
not be developed. I want to see something done with this and 
the other great natural resources of Arizona during the lifetime 
of the present generation. Let us therefore be practical. Why. 
stop to argue whether one State is on an “ equal footing” with 
another, when we have solemnly agreed, with respect to the 
public lands within the borders of Arizona, that we have waived 
our rights and claim no interest in them? It is high time that 
we recognize this fact, and then proceed to formulate a policy 
that will make the public lands available for the highest use. 
I know that the people of Arizona have not the slightest inten- 
tion of attempting to repudiate the solemn and irrevocable 
agreement into which they have entered. They admit that the 
public lands in Arizona are owned by the United States. That 
is all past, settled, and done, and now there is other work to do. 
We know that the water power, the coal, thé oil, the gas, and 


‘the other mineral resources on the public domain have been 


— 
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locked up. Yes, for over eight long years Congress has locked 
them up and thrown away the key. We want the door of develop- 
ment opened, and this bill does that very thing. It makes avail- 
able for use a storehouse of wealth that is essential to the pros- 
perity of every one of the public-land States. It encourages the 
investments of capital in these enterprises and at the same time 
prevents monopoly. It is this kind of a law that will in reality 
place Arizona and the other Western States on an “ equal foot- 
ing” with the original States by promoting the prosperity of 
her citizens. Who wants to trade a living reality for a dead 
theory? [Applause.] 

T reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. ELSTON]. 

Mr. ELSTON. Mr. Chairman, I believe that the people of 
California are overwhelmingly in favor of the principles em- 
bodied in the leasing bill under consideration and in the Ferris 
power-site bill which passed the House the other day. 

The Legislature of California passed in 1913 a water conserva- 
tion act similar in principle to the Ferris bills. It has applied 
conservation to the human resources of the State by enacting 
laws to promote human welfare and to relieve the people from 
economic injustice. We have recently enacted child-labor laws, 
a workmen's compensation act, an eight-hour law for women, 
and similar enlightened measures. We have on our statute 
books the best public-utilities act in the country, whose opera- 
tion is saving the people $6,000,000 a year. Our “blue-sky” 
law, which regulates the issue of stocks and securities by pri- 
vate corporations, has the support and approval of the most 
conservative financial interests in the State. I am speaking 
advisedly when I say that there is now practically no opposi- 
tion to these various laws, and that no one can point to any 
public detriment arising from their operation. There is uni- 
versal agreement as to their good effect. 

All of these acts are in harmony with the spirit of the Ferris 
bills. In expressing my approval of the Ferris bills I feel, 
therefore, that I am voicing the sentiments of the people of 


California, as disclosed in the spirit of their recent legislation. 


The present measures were designed by Secretary Lane and 
by able sponsors in the House to conserve and develop our 
national resources as prudent men would conserve and develop 
their private properties. In these matters the Government is 
at last applying ordinary business judgment. Water-power 
sites, coal, gas, oil, and the like are too valuable, too concen- 
trated and limited in distribution, to pass to the first comer at 
a nominal pricé as we have passed our agricultural and grazing 
lands. 

If California had earlier acted with the foresight displayed 
in the Ferris bills, she would now be receiving a revenue from 
the exploitation of her natural resources that would go far 
toward supporting the expenses of the State government. 

For instance; with the exception of the greater part of the 
San Francisco Harbor front and small portions of the water 
fronts of other California cities where partial municipal control 
or ownership has been acquired after years of litigation, all 
of the land in the State capable of development for navigation 
purposes is now in the hands of private persons. It was 
alienated in lots as high as 320 acres, at a nominal price per 
acre, through patent from the State under our tide-land act. 
The State permitted its sale upon the theory that it was capable 
of- agricultural reclamation. A great part of it is never un- 
covered at the lowest tide. Very little of it has ever been put 
to agricultural or any other use. The greater part of it had, 
at the time of its alienation, and now has, only a use and 
value for purposes of navigation. When the city of Berkeley 
put its municipal wharf a mile into San Francisco Bay, it was 
compelled to buy the whole right of way at a price of about 
$1,500 per acre from the grantee of persons who had acquired 
it from the State at $1.25 per acre as land capable of agri- 
cultural reclamation. 

Some of the objections to the Ferris bills have a very familiar 
ring. The same argument has been invoked in our State legis- 
latures when the interests of the State have clashed with: the 
self-interest of a county or city. Our richest and most populous 
center has more than once claimed that it was unfair for it to 
contribute in taxes a third of the State revenues and to receive 
in State expenditures far less than this fractional amount. It 
contended that the revenues or property taken from it consti- 
tuted a trust fund for its benefit. What would the opposing 
gentlemen here say to the State of New York if she invoked 
such reasoning at this time in respect of the Federal income 
tax collected within her borders? What would they say if the 
argument were made that the Federal Government should spend 
in each Western State only such Federal moneys as were col- 
lected from that State? 
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We have learned a great deal in the last few years. Never 
again will our State sell for a song rights or properties of great 
potential value capable of being used for all time as a mo- 
nopoly. No modern municipality now disposes of its fran- 
chises in the old haphazard, spendthrift way. It is high time 
that the Federal Government should abandon: such wasteful 
practices: [Applause.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion = agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CuLLor, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration. the bill (H. R. 406) to au- 
thorize exploration for and disposition of coal, phosphate, oil, 
gas, potassium, or sodium, and had come to no resolution 


u. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
bill H. R. 406, which we have just. been considering, the oil — 
gus leasing bill, be made privileged for the balance of this week, 
retaining all rights with reference to Calendar Wednesday, and 
that general debate on the bill be limited to six hours, one half 
to be controlled by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, LEN- 
ROOT] and the other half by myself. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous. consent that the bill H. R. 406 shall have a privileged ' 
status during the rest of the week, not affecting the rights on 
Calendar Wednesday, and that general debate shall be limited 
to six hours, to be controlled one-half by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] and one-half by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

GRAIN GAMBLERS AND THE’ FARMERS. r 

Mr. DILLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Record by printing an article by 
Hon. J. E. Kelley, of Pierre, S. Dak., on grain gamblers and the 
farmers. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. : 

: MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2409) to authorize the 
Ohio-West Virginia Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the 
Ohio River at the city of Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 44 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, January 12, 1916, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, BIC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting report of the Chief of Engineers on condi- 
tion of the Aqueduct Bridge, Washington, D. O. (H. Doc. No. 539), 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, with illustrations: 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BARNHART, from the Committee ọn Printing, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8664). to amend, revise, and codify 
the laws relating to the public printing and binding and the dis- 
tribution of Government. publications, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 32), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House: 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 407) to provide 
for stock-raising homesteads, and for other purposes, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 35), 
whieh said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to. which was referred the bill (H. R. 7611) author- 
izing the Seaboard Air Line Railway Co., a corporation, to con- 
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge or bridges and approaches 
thereto across what is known as Back River, a part of the 
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Savannah River, at a point between Jasper County, S. C., and 
Chatham County, Ga., reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 33), which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4678) incorporating the American 
Academy of Arts and Letters, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 34), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 1797) granting an increase of pension to Addison 
M. Zoll; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 1924) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Thomas; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5918) granting a pension fo Emma R. Walters; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7818) granting a pension to Jacob Kuhn; Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 2780) granting a pension to Martin Laughlin; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4845) granting an inerease of pension to Eliza- 
beth H. Brayton; Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 3014) granting a pension to Alexander Frazier; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8645) for 
the erection of a Federal building for the United States post 
office at Framingham, Mass.; to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 8646) to increase the 
limit of cost of post-office site and building at Millville, N. J.; 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. WHALEY: A bill (H. R. 8647) to authorize one-half 
of the water of the Santee River to be diverted and flowed into 
the Cooper River for the purpose of maintaining a canal con- 
necting these two rivers; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8648) providing for a survey of Ashley 
River, S. C.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SISSON: A bill (H. R. 8649) to simplify procedure in 
the equity courts of the United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8650) to amend section 3 of 
the act of Congress approved February 28, 1898, entitled “ An 
act in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of Colum- 
bia "; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8651) to simplify procedure in the law 
courts of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R.8652) granting to certain em- 
ployees of the United States the right to receive from it com- 
pensation for injuries sustained in the course of their employ- 
ment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRITT: A bill (H. R. 8653) to reduce the rate of 
postage on first-class mail matter mailed for local delivery; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 8654) to amend an act 
entitled “An act to provide for an enlarged homestead”; to the 
Committee on the Publie Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8655) giving a new right of homestead 
entry to former homesteaders; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8656) for the reduc- 
tion of the rate of postage chargeable on first-class mail matter 
for local delivery; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Past Roads. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: A bill (H. R. 8657) to grant Saturday 
afternoon as a holiday to all Government employees; to the 
Connnittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 8658) to amend section 953 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8659) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” 
approved March 3, 1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. CLARK of Florida (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8660) to provide for the creation of a police and firemen’s 
relief fund of the District of Columbia, to provide for the relief 
and retirement of members of the police and fire departments of 
said District, to establish a method of procedure for such relief 
and retirement, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 8661) to establish a National 
Park Service; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 8662) for the erection 
of a public building at Napoleon, in the State of Ohio; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SAUNDERS: A bill (H. R. 8663) to provide that the 
United States shall aid the States in the construction and main- 
tenance of rural post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. BARNHART: A bill (H. R. 8664) to amend, revise, 
and codify the laws relating to the public printing and binding 
and the distribution of Government publications; to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. TAVENNER: A bill (H. R. 8665) to regulate the 
method of directing the work of Government employees; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 8666) to acquire a site 
for a public building at Walton, N. Y.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8667) making 
an appropriation for the improvement of the Tombigbee River 
in the State of Mississippi and the State of Alabama; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 8668) to establish a National 
Park Service; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8669) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to continue lease of land 
in Stanley County, S. Dak., for a buffalo pasture; to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 8670) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a public building at Port Henry, N. Y.; to 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8671) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building at Potsdam, N. V.; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8672) to provide for an ex- 
tension and enlargement of the Federal building at Logan, 
Utah; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8673) to establish a mining experiment 
ir eae at Salt Lake City, Utah; to the Committee on Mines and 

ining. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8674) making an appropriation for the 
destruction of predatory animals; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. LIEB: A bill (H. R. 8675) for the erection of a com- 
plete plant for the manufacture of armor plate in the city of 
Evansville, Ind.; to the Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. DILL: A bill (H. R. 8676) for an appropriation of 
$105,000 to purchase water rights within the West Okanogan 
Valley irrigation district, and for other purposes; to the Cəm- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN DYKE: A Dill (H. R. 8677) to prevent the use 
of a stop-watch or time-measuring device or system in the Postal 
Service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ADAIR (by request): A bill-( EL. R. 8678) to create an 
executive Department of Peace; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8679) to fix an im- 
port duty on Egyptian, Peruvian, and other long-staple cotton 
imported into the United States; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 8680) for the exten- 
sion, remodeling, and improvement of the public building at 
Columbia, Mo.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 8681) forbidding the im- 
portation, exportation, or the carriage in interstate commerce of 
watchcases made, in whole or in part, of an inferior metal hay- 
ing deposited or plated thereon, or brazed or otherwise affixed 
thereto, platings, coverings, or sheets composed of gold or of an 
alloy thereof bearing words or marks importing a guaranty of 
wear for a specified time, and of watchcases of less than 9 carat 
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bearing the word “gold,” and of watch movements not properly 
marked in respect to the number of their jewels and their ad- 
justment, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8682) to pre- 
vent the sale of intoxicating liquors in any ship, naval station, 
or building used, controlled, or owned by the United States Gov- 
ernment; to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 8683) to authorize a pre- 
liminary examination and survey of the harbor of Havre de 
Grace, Md.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8684) to 
amend section 3224 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
prohibiting any Federal court from enjoining the collection of 
any tax; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHALEY: A bill (H. R.8685) to acquire by pur- 
chase, condemnation, or otherwise additional land for fortifi- 
cation purposes at Fort Moultrie, on Sullivans Island, S. C.; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8686) for the improvement of the harbor 
of Charleston, S. C.; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. POU: A bill (H. R. 8687) to authorize the payment 
of an indemnity to the Norwegian Government for the de- 
tention of three subjects of Norway in Hudson County, N. J.; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: Resolution (H. Res. 87) to print 1,000 ad- 
ditional copies of the reconnoissance survey of northwestern 
Pennsylvania for use in the House document room; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, resolution (H. Res. 88) to print 1,000 additional copies 
of the soil survey of Erie County, Pa., for use in the House 
document room; to the Committee on Printing. ` 

By Mr. PADGETT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 95) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of the Navy to receive for instruction 
at the United States Naval Academy at Annapolis Mr. Carlos 
Hevia y Reyes Gavilan, a citizen of Cuba; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE: A bill (H. R. 8688) for the relief 
of the estate of Joseph P. Doyle; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 8689) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza S. Bowen; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill. (H. R. 8690) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Brown; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8691) granting a pension 
to Margaret C. Hupp; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 8692) granting an increase of 
pension to Elihu G. Grinstead; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8698) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli C. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BACHARACH: A bill (H. R. 8694) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ida C. Wilcox; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8695) granting an increase of pension to 
George B. Coe; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By I'r. BROWNING: A bill (H. R. 8696) for the relief of 
William E. Culin; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8697) for the 
relief of Internal Revenue Collector A. S. Walker; to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8698) for the 
relief of William W. Danenhower; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8699) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas B. McClane; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARTER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8700) for 
the relief of Carl G. Lindstrom; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8701) for the relief of Gustaf A. Oakland; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 8702) for the 
relief of the estate of L. M. Scarborough; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8703) for 
the relief of Pleasant Williams; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRY: A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to 
Edward Coffee; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 8705) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John L. Welch; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8706) granting a pension to Melissa A. 
Crites; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRISCOLL: A bill (H. R. 8707) granting an increase 
of pension to Martha A. Thompson; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8708) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore B. Norris; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8709) granting an increase of pension to 
George Summers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (H. R. 8710) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Harriet E. Hallenbeck; to the Committee 
on alee Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8711) granting an increase of pension to 
Elie Jones Quinby; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8712) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Y. Tarbox; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8713) granting an increase of pension to 
Julia M. Potter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FERRIS: A bill (H. R. 8714) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter F. Weasel; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 8715) granting a pension to 
Samuel Armistead; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8716) for the relief of John 
W. Yocum; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSTER: A bill (H. R. 8717) granting a pension 
to James T. Garrison; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8718) granting a pension to David N. 
Denind ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8719) for the relief of George W. Rans- 
dell; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 8720) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert V. Horton; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8721) grant- 
ing a pension to William E. Warren; to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Louise (Jones) 
Nesmith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8723) granting an increase of pension to 
John A. Peterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8724) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph MeNeight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8725) granting an increase of pension to 
Levi E. Morey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8726) granting an increase of pension to 
Lewis A. Clemons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8727) granting an increase of pension to 
Leroy Litchfield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8728) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonothan H. Slocum; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 8729) making an ap- 
propriation to Clarence W. Turner and William B, Hord in pay- 
ment of services rendered by them to the Creek Nation; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HUTCHINSON: A bill (H. R. 8730) granting a pen- 
sion to Louis Coutier; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8731) granting a pension to Ellen John- 
ston; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8732) for the 
relief of the estate of David B. Dowdell; to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. KELLEY: A bill (H. R. 8733) granting a pension 
to Sarah F. Clark; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8734) granting a pension to George H. 
Burton; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LESHER: A bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to 
John U. Shroyer, alias John W. Schroyer; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: A bill (H. R. 8736) granting a pension to 
Sylvester P. Martin; to the Committée on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8737) granting a pension to Emma Coffey; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8738) granting a pension to Minnie F. 
Zimmerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8789) granting an increase of pension to- 
Anna M. Schlaudecker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) for the relief of Martin P, Craven; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LITTLEPAGE: A bill (H. R. 8741) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Edmund P. Matheny; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8742) granting an increase of pension to 
David Gilchrist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8743) for the relief of Hugh Chambers; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. McCULLOCH: A bill (H. R. 8744) granting an in- 
crease of pension to. John H. Blessing; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8745) granting a pension to Antoni Olt- 
mann; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 8746) for the relief of James 
H. Rhodes & Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 8747) granting a pension 
to Clarence E. Gleason; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8748) granting a pension to Albert L. 
Funk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8749) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel Houts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8750) granting an increase of pension to 
Esther A. Karschner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8751) granting an increase of pension to 
Jolin Love; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8752) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel MeManawa; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8753) granting an increase of pension to 
Fred Porter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRISON: A bill (H. R. 8754) granting a pen- 
sion to Grace P. McCarty; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8755) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Walton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8756) granting 
an increase of pension to Mary A. Bourke; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORTH: A bill (H. R. 8757) granting an increase 
of pension to Philip Smathers; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OAKEY: A bill (H. R. 8758) granting an increase of 
pension to Abby J. Caldwell; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8759) granting a pension 
to Charles C. Abernathy ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 8760) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Sarah M. Haskins; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8761) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna Lewis; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to 
Hannah B. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 8763) granting a pension 
to James Bellamy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAMSEYER: A bill (H. R. 8764) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Torbet C. Canfield; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 8765) for the relief 
of the heirs of Henry Tumy, deceased; to the Committee on 
War Claims. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8766) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas 
S. Sneed, deceased ; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8767) for the relief of Mount Zion Meth- 
odist Church, of Boone County, Mo,; to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8768) for the relief of the estate of Gordon 
M. Shearer; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8769) to perfect the title of the heirs of 
James S. Rollins, deceased, to bounty land warrant No. 58479, 
issued to George Hickum; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. SHERLEY: A bill (H. R. 8770) granting an increase 
of pension to Annie Sweet; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8771) granting an increase of pension to 
Eva M. Van Pelt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8772) granting an increase of pension to 
Kate A. Bowers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8773) granting an increase of pension to 
Catherine Floden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H, R. 8774) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah Cravens; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8775) granting a pension to John J. 
Tully; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8776) granting a pension to William 
Miles; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8777) granting a pension to Martha E. 
Brabson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8778) granting an increase of pension to 
-Orlando Ducker; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8779) for the relief of the Nashville & 
Decatur Railroad Co.; to the Committee on Claims, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8780) for the relief of John R. Gleason 
and George W. Gosnell, partners under the firm name of 
Gleason & Gosnell; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8781) for the relief of William E. Horton; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8782) granting a pension 
to Harmon G, Verner; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 8783) granting an increase 
of pension to David Winsor; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8784) granting an increase of pension to 
Elmer P. Shepherd; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SINNOTT: A bill (H. R. 8785) for the relief of 
George R. Campbell, Milton B. Germond, and Walter D. Long; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 8786) granting an increase 
of pension to Adelaide I. Feeter ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8787) for 
the relief of the heirs of Hundley V. Fowler, deceased; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SUMNERS: A bill (H. R. 8788) for the relief of 
Lyman D. Drake, jr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 8789) granting an increase 
of pension to George W. Dow; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8791) granting an increase 
of pension to Stephen F. Cassaday ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8792) granting a pension to Elonzo B. 
Johnson; to the Committee on Pensions. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8793) granting an increase of pension to 
C. M. Hildebrand; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8794) granting a pension to George T. 
Talley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8795) granting a pension to Sarah T. Hen- 
drick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8796) granting a pension to Martha C. P. 
Westray ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8797) granting a pension to Sandford R. 
Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8798) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph A. Whalin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8799) granting a pension to Roy W. Noe; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8800) granting a pension to Helen Dannat; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNER: A bill (H. R. 8801) granting an increase of 
pennon to John R. Gartrell; to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 

ons. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: A bill (H. R. 8802) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Martha J. Field; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WATSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8803) grant- 
ing a pension to Henrietta Morris; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8804) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Charles A. Matthews; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBOTT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 96) for the 
ee of the heirs of George B. Simpson; to the Committee on 

‘aims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of American Federation of Labor, 
favoring an investigation of the Steamboat-Inspection Service; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: Petition of citizens of Effingham, Kans., 
favoring a tax on mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany House bill 
8757, for the relief of Alonzo Spurgeon; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of People’s Banking Co., of Coshocton, Ohio, 
against a stamp tax on bank checks, etc.; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 3120, for relief of 
Jennie Raley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AYRES: Petition of J. C. Beitel and other citizens of 
Kansas, against increase of armament in United States; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. BACHARACH: Petition of the American Neutrality 
and Peace Convention, asking investigation of control of certain 
United States officials by E. M. House and agents of England, 
and impeachment, etc., of guilty officials; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Upper Evesham Monthly Meeting of the 
Religious Society of Friends, against increase of armament; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BARNHART: Petition of merchants of Goshen, Elk- 
hart, and other northern Indiana cities, in favor of the Stevens 
bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Petition of William H. Hubbell Camp, 
No. 4, Department of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, 
favoring pensions for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of the State of New 
York, favoring retention of duty on sugar; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of New York Post Office Laborers’ Benevolent 
Association, favoring passage of House bill 4771, relative to 
classification for the post-office laborers; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Reads. 

By Mr. CHARLES: Memorial of Board of Trade of Schenec- 
tady, N. Y., favoring submission of railway pay for carrying 
the mails to the Interstate Commerce Commission with power 
to adjust the same; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Keno- 
sha, Wis., favoring passage of the Burnett immigration bill; to 
the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Papers to accompany House bill 8269, 
granting an increase of pension to Emily ©. Sperry; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRY: Memorial of Fraternal Brotherhood of 
Richmond, Cal., favoring passage of the Hamill bill; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Memorial of memorial and exec- 
utive committee of United States War Veterans of Brooklyn, 
favoring pension for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of War Veterans and Sons’ Association, United 
States of America, favoring House bill 15402, Sixty-third Con- 
gress, to pension survivors of certain Indian wars; to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: Memorial of Religious Society of Friends 
of Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, and Maryland, against 
increase of armament; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELSTON: Petition of American Neutrality und Peace 
Convention of San Francisco, Cal., favoring an investigation of 
certain United States officials; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

Also, memorial of Chamber of Commerce of Oakland, Cal., 
relative to railway mail pay; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of Melville Woolen Co., relative to 
protection for manufacturers of dyestuffs in America; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of American Oil Development Co., 
against Federal tax on gasoline, etc. ; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of National Council of Congregational Churches, 
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, relative to violation of neutrality by United 
States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petition of the Wilson Fastener Co., of 
Cleveland, Ohio, relative to tariff on snap fasteners; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petition of Hygrade Hosiery Mill, of 
Manheim, Pa., favoring protection for manufacturers of dye- 
stuffs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. - 

Also, memorial of American Federation of Labor, against the 
repeal of the seamen’s law; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: Papers to accompany 
House bill 8554, granting an increase of pension to David G, 
Bliss; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8553, for the relief of 
Francis A. Bliss; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Memorial of Merchants’ Association of Wat- 
sonville, Cal., favoring passage of the Stevens standard price 
bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of American Neutrality 
and Peace Convention, relative to unneutral way of conducting 
foreign policies; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the American Neutrality and Peace 
Conyention, relative to violation of neutrality ; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island: Memorial of Troop ©, 
detachment of Cavalry, Rhode Island National Guard, of Provi- 
dence, R. I., favoring federalization of National Guard; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LAFEAN; Petition of Colonel Edwin B. Watts Camp, 
No. 68, Department of Pennsylvania, United Spanish War Vet- 
erans, favoring pensions for widows; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Cleveland (Ohio) Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to railway mail pay; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. : 

Also, petition of Pennsylvania Association of Union Volunteer. 
Officers of the Civil War, relative to pay of Civil War volunteer 
officers on retired list; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Neutrality and Peace Conven- 
tion, relative to violation of neutrality; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEBEL: Papers to accompany House bill 6261, for 
pension for Frank L. Weiss; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 6266, for the relief of 
John W. Heald; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Anna 
M. Schlandecker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting a pension to Minnie 
F. Zimmerman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of Cigar Makers’ Union of Chicago, 
III.; Chicago (III.) Federation of Labor; and United Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, Cook County, III., 
favoring the creation of nonpartisan and permanent tariff com- 
mission; to the Committe on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORIN (by request): Petition of the American 
Neutrality and Peace Convention, relative to violation of neu- 
trality by United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OAKEY: Petition of the American Neutrality and 
Peace Convention, relative to violation of neutrality; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Warehouse Point Silk Co., of Warehouse 
Point, Conn., relative to protection for manufacturers of dye- 
stuffs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: Petition of Seneca County Liquor 
League, Tiffin, Ohio, protesting against increase of tax on beer; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of John A. Himmelein, of Sandusky, Ohio, pro- 
testing against emergency tax on theaters, and proposed increase 
of same; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of the Mirklejohn Co., of 
Pawtucket, R. I., favoring passage of Stevens standard-price 
bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Narragansett Finishing Co., Cranston, R. I., 
relative to protection for manufacturers of dyestuffs; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Stenographers, Typewriters, Bookkeepers 
and Assistants Association, favoring child-labor bill; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Wolcott Manufacturing Co., of Providence, 
R. I., favoring national defense; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROWE: Petition of International Union of the United 
Brewery Workmen, protesting against national prohibition; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of knitting manufacturers of Central West, 
favoring protection of manufacturers of dyestuffs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of William H. Hubbell Camp No. 4, Department 
of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring pensions 
for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of Council of Congregational Churches of 
America, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEENERSON: Petition of 260 citizens of ninth con- 
gressional district of Minnesota, favoring taxing mail-order 
houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STINESS: Memorial of Troop C, detachment of Cav- 
alry, Rhode Island National Guard, in favor of federalizing the 
National Guard ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of International Braid Co., of Providence, R. I., 
relative to protection for manufacturers of dyestuffs in United 
States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Utica (N. Y.) Knitting Co. and 
Williams Manufacturing Co., of Rome, N. Y., favoring passage 
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of House bill 702, to protect manufacture of dyestuffs in the 
United States; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petitions of employees of Cherryville Manu- 
facturing Oo., Trenton; cotton mills, of Gastonia; and Mays 
mills, of Maysworth; and of the Albion and Mount Holly Cotton 
Mills Cos., Mount Holly, N. C., against the Keating-Owen child- 
labor bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petition of George O. Goulet, 
of Odeska, N. Dak., and others, urging that the Panama Commis- 
sion Corporation be thoroughly investigated and prosecuted for 
violations of Sherman antitrust law; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, January 12, 1916. 


Rev. Boyd V. Switzer, of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, in the attainment of the high ideals that char- 
acterize us as a Nation as well as in the unique position that 
we occupy among the nations of the earth, we recognize Thee to 
be the invisible yet mighty power in our life. Surely the hand 
that made us is divine. Beyond all measure Thou hast blessed 
and honored us in choosing us to exemplify both in our 
national life and in our relations to all the nations of the 
world those larger and finer truths revealed by Thy eternal Son. 
Do Thou continue to inspire us with that spirit divine that we 
may be true and faithful to the trust of our high calling. In 
Jesus’ name. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, ELEVATOR & RAILWAY co. (H. DOC. NO. 
B46). 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the annual 
report of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Hlevator & Railway Co. 
for the year 1915, which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GRONNA. I present a great number of memorials in the 
form of communications to myself from citizens of North 
Dakota, in oppesition to great appropriations for preparedness 
for national defense. I ask that one be read and that all be 
referred to the appropriate committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ebjection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as fellows: 

Fanco, N. Daxk., December 28, 1915. 
Senator Am GnoxxA. Washington, D. C. 


taxes large Army and Navy may be 
better turned into sed in sustaining a la legislation and education. 
Hoping that this r berms and these reasons may commit themselves 
to your consideration, 
Very A on Epwitn F. Moors. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorials will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota. I present 12 memorials 
in the form of personal communications to me, touching the 
question of preparedness, which I request be referred to the 
appropriate committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorials will be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Daketa presented memorials of sun- 
dry citizens of Leola, Mitchell, Waubay, Wessington Springs, 
Lake Andes, and Rapid City, all in the State of South Dakota, 
remonstrating against an increase in armaments, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of Edith P. Flan- 
ders, State superintendent, department of peace, Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Grasmere, N. H., remonstrating 
against an increase in armaments, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BRYAN presented a petition of the Manatee County Medi- 
cal Association, of Florida, praying for an increase in the 
Medical Corps of the Army, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

SAN ANTONIO BICENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. From the Committee on In- 
dustrial Expositions I report back favorably, without amend- 
ment, the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 72) to provide for holding 
the San Antonio Bicentennial Exposition in 1918, and I submit 


a report (No. 39) thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the joint resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 
Mr. SMOOT., I ask that the joint resolution go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The joint resolution will be placed 
on the calendar. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Bills and joint resolutions were introduced, read the first time, 

ery Pd te ee ag tiie Ni ae 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 3429) granting a pension to William L. Childers; 

A bill (S. 3430) granting a pension to Caspar Hartman; and 

A bill (S. 3431) granting a pension to Margaret Jane Berry 
(with accompanying paners) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Maine: 

A bill (S. 3432) granting an increase of yeni to Alphonso 
W. Longfellow (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3433) an increase of pension to Clara P. 
Boulter (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND (for Mr. SmIrH of Michigan): 

A bill (S. 3434) to provide for the purchase of the building 
now being used as the post office at Kaikaska, Mich. ; to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. 3435) for the relief of Charles F. Ball (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

A bill (8. 3486) for the relief of John Alexander Besonen 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3487) granting a pension to Mary H. Babcock (with 
accompanying papers); 

Fife tional (S. 3438) granting an increase of pension to Christian 
‘orn 

A bill (8. 3439) granting a pension to Mary N. Seely (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bil (S. 3440) granting an increase of pension to John 
Johnston (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3441) granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Rosenbrook; and 

A Dill (S. 3442) granting a pension to Amanda Kelley (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAMBERLAIN (by request) : 

A bill (8. 8443) for the relief of certain persons, their heirs or 
assigns, who heretofore conveyed lands inside national forests 
to the United States: to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey: 

A bill (S. 3445) granting a pension to Navarra Kantz Simp- 
son; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GRONNA: 

A bill (S. 3446) for the relief of Bonnar Borzie and his minor 
children, Helen, Joseph, Rosalie, and Mary; te the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 3447) fer the erection of a Federal building at 
Childress, Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 3448) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Canadian, Tex.; 

A bill (5. 8449) to provide for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Memphis, State of Texas; 

A bill (S. 3450) to provide for a public building at Big Springs, 
Tex. ; 

A bill (S. 3451) for the erection of a new Federal building 
at Brownsville, Tex.; and 

A bill (S. 3452) for the erection of a Federal building at 
Huntsville, Tex.; to the i on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. HOLLIS: 

A bill (S. 3453) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George W. Soule; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KENYON ; 

A bill (S. 3454) granting an increase of pension to Donald 
C. Glasgow; and 

A bill (S. 3455) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Joseph 
B. Copper (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CLAPP: 

A bill (S. 3456) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Pepper; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Virginia : 

A bill (S. 3457) to provide for recognizing the value of the 
serv Sings of such citizens of the United States, not officers of the 
Army, Navy, or Public Health Service, who were employed by 
the Isthmian Canal Commission or the Panama Railroad Co., 
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and who served as such officials or employees of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission or the Panama Railroad Co. for a period of 
three years or more during the construction of said canal, and 
inaking an appropriation therefor; to the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals, 

A bill (S. 8458) providing for the promotion of Chief Boat- 
swain Patrick Deery, United States Navy; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES: 

A bill (S. 3459) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
— estate of John R. Martin, deceased; to the Committee on 

aims. 

A bill (S. 3460) granting an increase of pension to William E. 
Hayden (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3461) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Vick (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 3462) granting a pension to Aleck Camlin (with ac- 
companying papers); to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 3463) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Moreland (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHIELDS: 

A bill (S. 3464) to establish an additional fish-cultural station 
in the State of Tennessee; to the Committee on Fisheries. 

A bill (S. 8465) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca J. 
Short (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 3466) for the relief of the estate of Moses M. Bane; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: . 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 75) respecting the establishment 
of organizations for facilitating and developing the marketing 
and distribution of farm products; to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 76) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to loan 1,000 tents and 1,000 cots for the use of the encamp- 
ment of the United Confederate Veterans to be held at Birming- 
ham, Ala., in May, 1916; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


EXHIBIT OF STATE RESOURCES, 


Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I introduce a bill and ask 
that it, with the accompanying papers, be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Industrial Expositions, 

The bill (S. 3444) to provide for a permanent exhibit of the 
resources of the States of the Union in or near Washington, 
D. C., was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Industrial Expositions 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of be Sapper is hereby au- 
thorized to investigate and report to Congress the expediency of having 
the Government of the United States set apart a tract of its lands 
in or near the city of Washington, D. C., sufficient in area to permit 
each State and Territory of the Union to construct, at the 74 of 
such State and Territory, a building suitable for the Purpose of install- 
ing and 1 erein a ent exhibit illustrative of its 
natural, agricultural, industrial, and educational resources. 

Sec. 2. t said Secretary of 5 shall make his report to 
Congress not later than January 1, 1917. < 

Sec. 3. That the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
is hereb: . per ar out of any 8 in the 5 not 9 
appropr: for the carrying out o e purposes of this act. a 
3 shall be immediately available. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 11, 1916, 
Hon. JAMES E. MARTINE, 
Chairman Committee on Industrial Expositions, 
United States Senate. 


My Dear Senator: I have the honor to present, on behalf of the 
States Permanent Exposition Society, the attached bill, which you are 
respectfully requested to present to the Senate. You will note t t the 
measure as amended received the approval of the te Committee on 
Industrial Expositions and was favorably reported to the Senate in the 
Sixty-third Congress, but owing to the great pressure of legislation 
pending in that session this bill, together with many other meritorious 
3 wae not reached on the calendar before adjournment on 

re ast. 

This bill is submitted manire on its merits and comes to the Senate 
with an almost unprecedent indorsement of the governors of the 
States of the Union, hundreds of commercial associations, trades bodies, 
and civic organizations throughout the country. In fact, so strongly 
has the 1 of the bill commended itself that a number of the goy- 
ernors of the States have already selected State committees to cooperate 
in the establishment of permanent exhibits of the Nation's resources 
at the National Capital. 

Aside from the great commercial advantages to be gained by such 
permanent exbibits at Washington, such an exposition will tend to in- 
spire a wholesome and friendly competition among the States of the 
Union, and will prove the means of the saving of millions of dollars 
which have heretofore been expended by the various States through 
participation in great ex itions of a temporary character. This great 
when we consider the vast 


economy can more readily be appreciat 


sums of money which have in the past been expended in the construc- 
tion and maintenance of handsome and imposing State buildings on the 
sites of our great expositions and which, after aving served their pur- 
pose for but a few months, are dismantled and demolished. 

A vast amount of labor been inyolved in presenting the merits of 
this bill to the country, and practically all of the exploitation work, cor- 
Hse pence etc., has accomplished through the earnest, patriotic, 
an tuitous services of Mr. Mark A. Woodell, who has had a long 


e ence in both national and international tions, and wh 
ability has enabled him to intelligently present 8 the great 
industrial and commercial advantages which will result ough the 


3 or enek 1 bits of the Nation’s resources we 
pas ii aia Gr ah ae 
py ng BS mo our high esteem and of our hearty cooperation in 
your efforts, we have the honor to remain, 


Faithfully, yours, 
STATES PERMANENT EXPOSITION SOCIETY, 
By R. G. FINNEY, Chairman. 


PERMANENT EXHIBIT OF RESOURCES OF THE STATES AND TERRITORIES OF 
THE UNION. 

Mr. Myers, from the Committee on Industrial Expositions, submitted 
the following report: 

The Committee on Industrial Expositions, to whom was referred 
S. 3971, providing for a permanent exhibit of the resources of the 
States of Union in or near Washington, D. C., having had the same 
under consideration, report thereon with the recommendation that it 
do pass with the following amendment : 

8 ae out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollowing : 

“That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to investigate 
and report to Congress the ency of having the Government of the 
United States set apart a tract of its lands in or near the city of Wash- 

on, D. C., sufficient in area to permit each State and Territory of 
the Union to construct, at the expense of such State and Territory, 
a building suitable for the purpose of in: and maintaining therein 
a permanent exhibit illustrative of its na „ agricultural, industria), 
and education resources. 

“Src. 2. That said Secretary of Agriculture shall make his report to 
Con, not later than January 1, 1915. 

“Sec. 3. That the sum of $500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appro ted, for the g out of the purposes of this act. 
Said appropriation shall be immediately available.” 

{From report of House committee.] 
For many years past the various States of the Union have been 
ding large sums of money for the papse of advertising to the 
outside world the advantages y each State over other sec- 
tions of the country, and these expenditures and these efforts have been 
Brose vous by appropriations made by railroads, commercial 
organizations, and individuals. This advertising takes many shapes, 
but in probably 5 ae ie of 3 No a State—through 
appro ons made from the treasury—expend su sums as in 
eohinits made of its resources at the various State, national, and inter- 
mates! 8 which are constantly being held in this country 
and abroad. 

There are two great objections to exhibits of this character, however, 
so serious that it can well be doubted whether a State receives from 
such sources an adequate return for the moneys invested. The first 
of these objections is that an exposition is 8 in character, and 
the displays made there must be viewed, if at all, within three, four, or 
six months. The second objection is that visitors to expositions are 
there in a holiday mood and are not to make a study of ex- 
hibits illustrating the resources of 6 N community. ut the 
practice has so grown that it is doubtful whether a State can refuse 
to make an exhibit at any national or international exposition, because 
to refuse to do so would be to make that State conspicuous by its 
absence. 

The erection at the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
of State buildings within which to house a complete display of the 
national wealth and resources of the several States and Territories in 
education, manufacturing, agriculture, and in the arts is worthy of 
consideration. The erection of these buildings upon an 3 site 
would add much to the beauty of the National Capital; it would 
stimulate a greater feeling of patriotism in the Federal Government 
and would have a tendency to cement in closer bonds the people o 
the various States. It would furnish a most complete advertisement 
of the resources of a State, located at a strategic point where it could 
be viewed by thousands of visitors every year. What more appro- 
priate exposition idea than to display here, in permanent manner, 
exhibits illustrative of the wealth of the States in agriculture, forestry, 
mining, manufacturing, and the arts? Such an exhibit would be of 
great educational value to the people of our country, and it would 
prove an important factor in increasing trade, not alone with the 
several States of the Union but with foreign nations. 

The establishing of the various State exhibits would furnish to for- 
eign nations a most convincing argument for ce, in that the repre- 
sentatives of such fo Governments could see at a glance the 
tremendous resources and wonderful possibilities of the United States. 
All that would be required of the National Government would be to 
furnish to the different States a proper and convenient site, on lands 
now owned by the Government, upon which to erect these buildings. 
Further than this the committee ks the National Government should 
not go. The cost of the erection of the buildings, the expense of the 
installation of the various exhibits and the maintenance thereof, and all 
or any expenses incident thereto should be borne solely, wholly, and 
alone by the respective States which may establish their exhibits. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask unanimous 

consent to offer an amendment to Senate bill 381, the Philip- 

pine government bill. It is introduced at this time for the pur- 

pose of correcting certain verbal inaccuracies in the amendment 

covering the same general subject introduced by me yesterday. 
I ask that it may be printed and lie on the table. 
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There being no objection, the amendment was ordered to be 
printed, to lie on the table, and to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas to the 
bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the people of the United States as 
to the future political status of the people of the Philippine Island, and 
to provide a more autonomous government for those islands, viz, insert 
at the end of the bill the following: 

“Sec. —. The President is hereby authorized and directed to with- 
draw and surrender all right of possession, supervision, jurisdiction, 
control, or sovereignty now existing and exercised by the United States 
in and ever the territory and people of the Philippines, and he shall on 
behalf of the United States fully recognize the independence of the said 
Philippines as a separate and self-governing nation and acknowledge 
the authority and control over the same of the government instituted 
by the people thereof. This transfer of possession, sovereignty. and 
governmental control shall be completed and become absolute within 
two years from the date of the approval of this act, under the terms 
and in the manner hereinafter prescribed. For the 1 ose of a com- 
piete and prompt compliance with this direction, the President is hereby 

nvested with full power and authority to make such orders and regu- 
lations and to enter into such negotiations with the authorities of said 
Philippines or others as may be necessary to finally settle and adjust 
all property rights and other relations as between the United States and 
the said Philippines and to cause to be acknowledged, respected, and 
safeguarded all of the personal and property rights of citizens or cor- 
poraniony of the United States resident or engaged in business in said 

hilippines or having property interests therein. In any such settle- 
ment or adjustment sọ made in respect to the rights and LODE of the 
United States as against the said Philippines the President shall re- 
serve or acquire such lands and rights and privileges appurtenant 
thereto as may, in his judgment, be required by the United States for 
naval bases and coaling stations within the territory of said Philippines. 

“Immediately after the passage of this act the President shall invite 
the cooperation of the ery 1 nations interested in the affairs of that 
part of the world in which the Philippines are located, for the purpose 
and to the end that the cooperating nations shall mutually pledge them- 
selves, in the form of a treaty or other binding a ment, to reco; 
and respect the sovereignty and independence of the said Phili pines, 
and also to mutually obligate themselves 5 not one primar! 
nor to any greater extent than another, to maintain as against externa 
force the sovereignty of said Philippines for the period of flye years 
from the 7 effect of such treaty or agreement. If any of the na- 
tions so inyited to join the United States in such undertaking shall de- 
cline to do so, then the President shall include as parties to such con- 
vention or agreement such nations as may be willing to join therein and 
to assume such Seid aea and if none are willing to so unite therein, 
then the President is authorized to give such guaranty on behalf of the 
United States alone.” 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of 
the people of the United States as to the future political status 
of the people of the Philippine Islands and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands, which was ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed, and to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 

At the end of the bill add the following: 

“The President of the United States is hereby authorized and re- 
quested to indicate to the great powers of the world the desire of this 
Government to extend to the Philippine Islands and the Philippine 
poopie full and complete independence whenever it shall be warranted 
n the belief that such independence will be permanent and be re- 
spected DI the other powers of the world. The President is further 
authorized and requested to secure from such other powers such agree- 
ments as will insure the independence of said islands in perpetuity; 
and when such agreements have been made he shall forthwith direct a 
convention to be held in such islands for the purpose of adopting a 
constitution providing for a republican form of government, and as 
soon as such constitution has been adopted and officers have been 
elected and a government inaugurated thereunder he shall, by procla- 
mation, declare such islands and the people thereof to be a free and 
independent state with all the powers of complete sovereignty.“ 


SALARIES OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. SHEPPARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (S. 3396) temporarily reducing sal- 
aries of persons in the Federal service, which was referred to 
the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment and ordered 
to be printed. 

DEVELOPMENT OF THE JAPANESE NAVY. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, I have a letter from a gen- 
tleman in Singapore, Straits Settlements. It is very brief. He 
incloses a newspaper article relating to the great development 
of the Japanese Navy. It is a very interesting communication, 
and I ask that the letter and the newspaper article be printed 
in the Recorp and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the letter and article indicated 
were referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered 
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

GENERAL RUBBER Co., 
Singapore, Straits Scttloments, November 25, 1915. 
Hon. Jacop H. GALLINGER, 
United States Capitol, Washington, D. C., 
United States of America. 


DEAR Sin: As a citizen of the State of Massachusetts (Brockton), I 
desire (o call your attention to the newspaper clipping inclosed with 
respect to the development of the Japanese Navy, taken from the 
Straits Times (Anga pore, Straits Settlements) of September 1, 1915. 
I wish it were possible for rt personally to come to the East to secure 


first-hand information on this very important subject. 


Our flag has . been removed from the commerce on the 
Pacific by the e of the boats of the Pacific Mail Steamship Co. to 


the Atlantic Transport Co, Already our shipping facilities are badly 
congested. 


e have a wonderful opportunity to increase our trade in the East, 


but such laws as the La F 
cult, 


We need a Navy second to none in power and efficiency. 


Yours, truly, 
Epaar B. Davis, Vice President. 
OUR EASTERN ALLY—GREAT DEVELOPMENT OF THE JAPANESE NAVY, 


The following has been communicated to a Ceylon piara oia t S 

“The battle of Tsushima remains the most important event in the 
naval history of the East connected with modern times. Japan im- 
mediately took rank among the sea powers of the world; and, although 
considerable difficulty has often been experienced over her naval votes, 
the fleet to-day is one which commands the respect of all European 
nations. As an ally of Great Britain she has taken her share in the 
great war, her yest in the capture of Kiauchau and in patrolling the 
eastern seas, being acts which the mother country has gratefully ac- 
knowledged. But the development of the navy is proceeding apace, the 
latest item of interest being an announcement in a Straits exchange 
that the superdreadnaught Yamashio, 30,600 tons, which is under con- 
struction at Yokosuka at present, will be launched on November 3 with 
brilliant ceremony. 

“Our eastern ally may well be proud of her growing fleet, composed 
as it will be in a short time, of vessels which can give battle to any of 
the best vessels afloat of Foreign paren The Yamashio is a sister 
ship of the Fuso, 31,000 tons, which is now being rigged at Kure. But 
there is this — . eae that the former is expected to carry ten 15-inch 
guns and sixteen 6-inch guns against the Fuso’s twelve 14-inch guns and 
sixteen 6-inch. While these two vessels, ranking as superdreadnaughts, 
displace over 30,000 tons, it is an interesting fact that the 8 
class of battleships, composed of the Kawachi and Scttsu, displace only 
20,800 tons. The latter vessels bad as their predecessors the Satsuma 
and Aki, which are also reckoned as dreadnaughts, although they carry 
four 12-inch and twelve 10-inch guns as their main armament. The 
Satsuma has a displacement of 19,350 tons, with a speed of 18.5 knots, 
and the Aki a displacement of 19,800 tons, with a speed of 20.5 knots. 

“The reduced program 1913-1917 aimed at giving the nation in the 
latter year 12 v s of the dreadnaught , four being battleships 
of the Kawachi and Satsuma classes th the Fuso—which was 
floated at Kure on March 18 last, with, it is stated, engines in place and 

ns mounted—and three additional vessels and four battle cruisers. 

f the last-named type of vessel the Kongo is the only one built in 
England. While she has the same displacement as the other vessels 
built in Japan, her speed is only 25 knots against 27 and 28 knots. 
This vessel is also provided with four high-angle 12-pounder guns for 
repelling air craft. The side armor of the Hiyei, Haruna, and Kirishima 
is carried to the height of the boat deck, and is continued on the same 
level as the forecastle, constituting a citadel, in which are the case- 


‘ollette amendment make progress exceedingly 


‘| mates of the G-inch guns. An armored deck runs from end to end and 


there are two armored decks. Arrangements are made for burning both 
coal and oil; the — 9 for the former is 4,000 tons and for the 
latter 1,000 tons. ere are three funnels and two masts. 

“The following table shows at a glance the battleships and battie 
cruisers of recent and current construction, but to which is added the 
Satsuma and Aki: 


Displace-) Bunt. duns. Speed. 
Battleships: 3 

Fuso. — 2 2 8.00 12 14-inch..... 22.5 
-| 30,600 |........ 10 15-inch ..... 22.5 
ich 20.5 
5 20.5 
18.5 
E 2.5 

TAN 2 

at) 27 

Brave 28 

8 25 


AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I offer a concurrent resolu- 
tion and ask that it be read and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 8) was read, as 
follows: 


Whereas Mexico is now and has for several years been rent with civil 
strife, which, in the absence of any government able adequately to 
8 life and property, has degenerated into a condition of mur- 

er, rapine, and pillage, resulting in the loss of the lives of American 
citizens as well as Europeans there and the destruction of their 
property: and 

Whereas many such outrages have been committed by the armed 
forces of some one or more of the alleged revolutionary leaders, 
8 1 gug followers are a method of brigandage perpetrated 

y ban ; an 

Whereas conditions since the recognition of Carranza, one of the 
alleged revolutionary leaders, show no improvement, nor does his 
government manifest any tendency or sufficient strength to restore 
order or maintain civil government adequate to the protection of life 
and property; an 

Whereas this Government has . and still adheres to, so 
far as known, what is commonly called the Monroe doctrine, under 
which the Governments of the Old World are prevented from the 
protection of their own citizens or subjects by armed force, and 
such foreign Governments being so barred from the protection of 
their citizens or subjects because of the attitude of the United 
States on the Monroe doctrine, thereby render, it is alleged, the 
United States responsible for the loss of life or property resultin; 
from the conditions in Mexico, and such claim, whether well found 
or not, is of an arbitrable character, which may subject us to 
3 before some proper tribunal on the question of dam- 
ages; an 
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Whereas such civil 


strife in northern Mexico has endangered the life, 
limb, and property of the people of the border States of this coun- 


tions have now that stage no longer tolerable 
ce and good order of the border States of this 
Union or the life and security of American citizens or other aliens 
in Mexico: Now, ‘ore, be it 
Resolved, That it is the sense of this Senate, the House concurring, 
that the Government demand of Carranza, who has been recently recog- 
nized as the head of an established Government in Mexico, that he protect 
and save harmless the lives and property of American and other 
aliens in that country; and 
That the 5 Governments in the Western 


T 
Joi: with 
the restoration of peace and good order and the pro- 

of American citizens, but 


ty not o 
ci s, and that when such 
sustain 


ven for 
tection of the lives and p 

other aliens and of ceable 
order is restored and a government ad 


mate to continue and 
such protection is estab! that the United States withdraw from 
that country 5 and 


It is further declared to be the sole and only 
Government so to enter the territory of Mexico 


indicated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in connection with the 
resolution regarding Mexico submitted by the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. Suxerwanj, and which went properly to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, I want to read a telegram this 
moment received from Hon. L. W. Holmes, of Keene, N. H., a 
judge in my State. The telegram is as follows: 
is my son, Thomas F. Holmes, sole survivor of recent Mexican 

Please do everything possible to locate him. 
L. W. HOLMES. 

I read this message, Mr. President, to show that the horrible 
outrage recently committed in Mexico is worthy of the imme- 
diate attention not only of the Congress of the United States 
but of the executive department as well. I ask that the tele- 
gram be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution and the 
telegram will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 


LANDS IN NEVADA. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

The bill (S. 2520) granting to the State of Nevada 7,000,000 
acres of land in said State for the nse and benefit of the public 
schools of Nevada and the State University of the State of 
Nevada was announced as first in order on the calendar. 

Mr, SMOOT. Let that go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I heard no objection to the bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish to say to the Senator that it would 
take too long this morning to discuss the bill and have it passed 
in the morning hour. A number of Senators spoke to me in 
relation to it, and they desire to discuss the question if the bill 
is going to be considered. For that reason I object. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I hope the Senator will withdraw his objec- 
tion to this bill. I do not think it is going to take long to 
consider the matter, and certainly we have more time now to 
consider a matter of this kind than we shall have later on in 
the session when important bills come before us that are now 
being considered in committees. It seems to me that we should 
clear the calendar as much as possible during this period of the 
session. This bill has been upon the calendar for weeks and 
it stands at the head of the calendar. I sincerely hope the Sena- 
tor will allow the Senate to proceed with its consideration. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that I can not allow 
it to be considered, if my objection will take it over, this morn- 
ing, because of the fact that I know Senators are away who 
wish to discuss the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I join in the request that 
the bill shall go over for to-day. I want to look into it a little 
more carefully before it is considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes over. 

The bill (S. 2521) legalizing certain conveyances heretofore 
made by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the 
‘State of Nevada was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, when the calendar was under 
consideration day before yesterday I objected to the considera- 
tion of this bill. Since that time I have received the informa- 
tion I desired, and for which I wrote, and I haye no objection 
to its consideration now. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Then let the bill be proceeded with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill has been read, and it is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Nevada whether this bill differs in any respect from a similar 
bill which was under consideration by the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. PITTMAN. I will state, Mr. President, that a similar 
bill was reported out favorably by the Judiciary Committee of 


urpose of this 
or the purpose 


Where 
outrage? 


the Senate and it passed this body. In the other body it was 
limited in its scope and effect. The Senate applied it to all the 
lands on the right of way in the State of Nevada. .The House 
of Representatives limited it to five certain towns upon the 
right of way. It left out the town of Lovelocks on the theory 
that the conditions at Lovelocks were not the same as in the 
other towns. The evidence has since disclosed that the identical 
conditions exist with regard to the town of Loyelocks as in the 
other towns for which the law was passed. This is simply 
identical with the law that has been with regard to the 
other towns and the situation is exactly the same with regard to 
the town to which this bill applies., 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the bill is satisfactory to the Senator 
from Nevada, I do not intend to object to it, but I think it is 
appropriate for me to say in connection with the consideration 
of this bill that it is peculiarly a measure that should have gone 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. It seems to me that we are 
falling into a new practice here in the Senate of sending bills to 
53 committees, and that it is a practice which ought 

o cease. 

This is a subject matter which has been before the J udiciary 
Committee repeatedly in connection with validating conveyances 
of land in Nebraska and Wyoming. A bill similar to this, 
affecting lands in Nevada, has been before the Judiciary Com- 
mittee. I am not going to object to the consideration of this 
bill; but I shall hereafter object, if I have the opportunity, to 
similar bills going to the Public Lands Committee. They ought 
to be referred to the Judiciary Committee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 
STOCK-RAISING HOMESTEADS, 


The bill (S. 1053) to provide for stock-raising homesteads, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let that bill go over, Mr. President. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I earnestly hope that the 
Senator from Utah will not insist upon his objection. This is a 
bill identical with one which passed the House of Representa- 
tives at the last session, which was reported favorably by the 
Committee on Public Lands, and of all the bills relative to the 
West is the one which will be of some value to the man who has 
to work and is trying to build up the West. I deeply regret 
that this bill can not now be passed. I hope the Senator from 
Utah will withdraw his objection to its consideration. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I can not this morning with- 
draw my objection to the consideration of this bill. I will say 
to the Senator from Arizona that there are certain amendments, 
and one particular amendment, which I desire to offer to the 
bill. I know the bill will lead to considerable discussion, and 
at this time it would not be fair to discuss it as it ought to be 


d i g 

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, just a word in reference 
to this bill. When the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor], a few 
days ago, requested that the bill be allowed to go over, I readily 
consented, and stated that I should not ask for the considera- 
tion of the bill at that time; but the bill has once been called 
up since then, and has a second time gone over. I therefore 
trust that we may have the consideration of the bill proceeded 
with the next time it is called upon the calendar, I merely 
wished to make that statement. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I coincide with the 
views of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING] and 
the Senator from Arizona [Mr. AsHunsrl. I hope that the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. Ssoor], whenever the opportunity 
shall again offer, will be prepared to submit whatever amend- 
ments he desires to offer to the bill, in order that it may then 
be discussed. We have in these mornings early in the session 
probably more time than we shall again have for such discus- 
sion. I have no doubt that in an hour and a half's discussion 
great light could be thrown upon the bill; and I sincerely join 
in the hope expressed by the Senator from South Dakota, that 
some consideration may be given to the bill, and that it shall not 
be passed over as a pro forma matter every morning when the 
calendar is called. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

NEWSPAPER PUBLICATION OF LAND-O¥FICE NOTICES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 1062) relating to the duties of registers of 
United States land offices and the publication in newspapers of 
official land-office notices. 

Mr. THOMAS, Mr. President, I do not think that bill should 
pass without amendment. I could not foresee that is was com- 
ing up this morning; but I shall object to the consideration of 
the measure unless it can be so amended as that in its practical 
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application such publications will appear in newspapers near to 
or in the vicinity of the land affected. That is the purpose of 
the existing statute upon this subject, and, of course, it ought 
_ to be observed in all other statutes upon the subject. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, that is the intention of the bill, 
and I should be glad to have the Senator from Colorado offer 
such an amendment right now. I should be glad to have it in- 
corporated in the bill. Let us have the bill now disposed of. 

Mr. THOMAS. I shall be glad to prepare my amendment, if 
I can have the opportunity to do so. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, while the Senator from Colorado 
is preparing his amendment, I will say a few words in con- 
nection with the bill. Twice this bill has been favorably re- 
ported unanimously by the Senate Committee on Public Lands. 
It once passed the Senate, in this exact shape, unanimously, I 
think; I do not think there was a dissenting vote. 

The object of the bill is this: In a number of places in Montana 
and in other parts of the West, there are towns which publish 
only daily newspapers, having no weekly editions. When those 
newspapers are the nearest ones to land affected by land-office 
notices, the notices must be published in those daily newspapers. 
Therefore, such notices are published seven times a week, in- 
stead of once a week. The department officials hold that where 
the notice is published in a daily newspaper it must be pub- 
lished every day in the week. Hence, when a homestead or a 
mining claim is located nearest to a town where only a daily 
newspaper, having no weekly edition, is published, and where 
there is no weekly paper, the land-office officials require the 
notice to be published in that daily newspaper seven times a 
week for 4 or 6 or 10 weeks, dependent on the nature of the 
publication. A poor man who has to pay for publishing such a 
notice is required to pay about seven times what he would be 
required to pay if the same notice appeared but once a week in 
a weekly newspaper. This practice works a very great hard- 
ship on some people. The object of the bill is such that where 
the nearest newspaper is a daily newspaper, without any 
weekly edition, the notice may be published once a week only 
in each Saturday’s issue of the daily for 4 or 6 or 10 weeks, 
as the case may be. That would only cost the man who pays for 
publishing it the same price as it would if the notice were pub- 
lished in a weekly paper—about one-seventh of the cost he is 
how required to pay. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I am in entire sympathy with 
the purpose of the Senator, as he is in sympathy with my sug- 
gestion. So I move to amend the bill by inserting after the 
word “ circulation,” on page 1, line 7, the words “ and published 
nearest to the land affected.” 

Mr. MYERS. I am willing to accept that amendment, and I 
hope it will be agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be agreed to. A 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. Ought not the amendment read 
“ published in the newspaper published in a town or a city or 
a place nearest to the land affected,” instead of providing that 
such notices shall be in the newspaper itself which is published 
nearest such land? 

Mr. THOMAS. Let it read “in the town nearest to the land 
affected.” 

Mr. SMITH of Arizona. That is right. Otherwise if the 
notice had to be published in a newspaper nearest to the land 
affected, confining it to one paper, the charge might be four 
times what it ought to be. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 
Colorado that the amendment offered by him should follow the 
language of the present statute, lest difficulty in construction 
might arise. 

Mr. THOMAS. I agree with the Senator. I prepared the 
amendment, however, on the spur of the moment, because the 
bill was up for consideration and I did not want to be guilty 
of discourtesy to the Senator in charge of the bill by objecting 
to its present consideration if it could be passed with the 
suggested amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. I perceive from the language suggested by the 
Senator from Colorado that that is his purpose; but the 
language ought to conform to that of the existing statute. 

Mr. THOMAS. Has the Senator at hand the language of the 
existing statute? If so, I will very cheerfully accept it as a 
substitute for the proposed amendment, if there is any dif- 
ference. 

Mr. WALSH. I simply thought that I should make the 
suggestion for the purpose of perfecting the amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. I thank the Senator for doing so, and I quite 
agree with him that the identical language of the existing 
statute is the language that should be inserted here. 


Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, if my colleague will permit, 
I have here the language of the existing law. It reads: 

In a newspaper to be by him designated— 

That is, by the register— 
as published nearest such claim. 

That is the language of the statute. 

Mr. WALSH. That will serve the purpose, I think. 

Mr. MYERS, If the Senator from Colorado will withdraw his 
amendment, I will offer that amendment to make the bill con- 
form to the language of the present statute. 

Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. MYERS. Then, Mr. President, I move that the bill be 
amended by inserting, after the word “him,” in line 5, the 
words “as published nearest to the land affected.” I ask the 
Secretary to state the amendment which I have offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 5, after the word “him,” it 
is proposed to insert “ as published nearest to the land affected.” 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Montana a question, in order that I may understand 
the matter. 

Mr. MYERS. I shall be glad to answer any question. 

Mr. HUGHES. Will not the effect of the amendment as now 
proposed be to cause the register to measure up the distance, 
thereby putting him to a great deal of inconvenience? 

Mr. MYERS. The proposed amendment is the language of 
the present law. 

Mr. HUGHES. Would there be any objection to leaving this 


matter to the discretion of the register, by permitting him to 


have such notices published in a paper as near as possible, rather 
than in a paper published“ nearest the land affected“? 

Mr. MYERS. All he can do now is to exercise his judgment 
as to which is the nearest. He does not have to go out and 
measure the distance. ę 

Mr. HUGHES. It does not say that. This provision com- 
mands him in direct language to publish the notice in a news- 
paper nearest to the land affected. 

Mr. MYERS. That is the law now, and it is merely proposed 
to incorporate in the pending bill the language of the law. It 
will not make it any worse than it is now, and I do not want to 
change the law in that respect. That was not my intention 
at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Myers]. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I ask that the amendment be 
again stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment. 

The Secretary again stated the amendment. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator from 
Montana that the amendment be inserted in line 8, after the 
word “ time.” 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I think the amendment is in- 
serted at the proper place and that it governs everything that 
follows thereafter. I thank the Senator for his suggestion, but 
I think the amendment which had been adopted attains the end 
sought. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I suggest that after the word 
“ circulation,” in line 1, page 2, the words “so situated” be 
inserted. 

Mr. MYERS. I accept that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 1, after the words “ general 
circulation,” it is proposed to insert the words “so situated.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FALL. Mr. President, after the word “him,” in line 5, 
and preceding the amendment just adopted, offered by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. Myers], I offer the following 
amendment, namely, to insert the words “ or in case of a public- 
land entry by the entryman.” The purpose, of course, is to 
allow the party entering public lands himself to make a con- 
tract with the newspaper and designate the paper published 
nearest to the entry. 

This has been, Mr. President, the policy in some instances, 
I think, in times past, but the present policy is to compel the 
publication in a paper designated by the register himself and to 
compel the entryman to pay the charge as fixed by the paper 
without giving him an opportunity to have a contract for his 
publication. 
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Mr. President, if I sought to inject a little trouble into this 
discussion, by requesting a little time to go to my I 
know the Senator would yield to me for that purpose—I might 
produce some exceedingly interesting correspondence between 
ofticials of this Government upon this subject. As I have not 
that official correspondence in my desk, but I have it in my 
office, I will not ask the indulgence of the Senate nor trespass 
upon the patience of the Senator from Montana by a request 
for time. I do think, however, that the entryman should be 
allowed to designate and contract with the paper published 
nearest to the land as to the terms upon which such publication 
shall be made. The entryman pays for it—not the register, not 
the United States Government. When he enters a piece of land, 
and notice of publication is made, it is made by the register; it 
is made in a paper designated by the register, and it is very 
often made on onerous conditions to the entryman himself, who 
must pay the cost. Now, aside from the reward for some 
partisan paper, what earthly objection can there be to allowing 
the entryman who must pay the cost to designate the paper in 
which the publication shall be made? 3 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I hope that amendment will not 
be adopted. I do not think it is fair or wise. I can see the 
object and the working of it, of course, instantly. As I under- 
stand, from March, 1893, until March, 1897, during the second 
administration of President Cleveland, that was the practice—to 
allow an entryman to designate which one of two papers equally 
near to the land should publish his final-proof notice. It is my 
understanding, however, that for 16 years, from March, 1897, to 
March, 1913, such was not the practice; that during all those 
16 years the register was authorized to designate the newspaper, 
and where two newspapers of general circulation were equally 
near to the land the Republican newspaper was invariably desig- 
nated by the registers, who were then, of course, all Republicans, 
Now that the Democrats have come into power I think the same 
rule should prevail. 

The Senator from New Mexico asks what reasonable objection 
there could be to this amendment. I offer this objection: 
“Turn about is fair play.” The Republican newspapers under 
Republican registers for 16 years, from March, 1897, to March, 
1913, had these publications, where Republican and Democratic 
newspapers were equally near to the land. Now, I say, let 
those who are in power have the advantage of the same practice. 
The Republicans made the rule; now let them take their own 
medicine without complaining. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

Mr. MYERS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. As-I understand the Senator, he con- 
cedes that the purpose of this bill, or one of the purposes of this 
bill, is, to the extent that business of this character will do it, to 
build up Democratic newspapers. 

Mr. MYERS. Did the Senator ask if that is the object of my 
bill? Oh, no; not all. I explained the object of the bill a few 
moments ago. It will not have any such effect. The object of 
the bill is this: Where the newspaper published nearest to the 
land, homestead, or mining claim is a daily newspaper, issued 
seven times a week, and has no weekly edition, and there is no 
weekly newspaper published nearer to the land, and where 
under those circumstances the notice must be published in a 
daily newspaper, the present law and the practice are such that 
it must be published seven times a week for 4 or 8 or 10 weeks, 
as the case may be, at about seven times the cost to the poor 
claimant, as compared to what it would cost him if it were 
published in a weekly newspaper. The object of this bill is to 
cut down the cost to the claimant of a land or a mining claim; to 
cut down the cost of publishing.his notice to about one-seventh 
of what it is now in those cases. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, at any rate, the opposi- 
tion of the Senator from Montana to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New Mexico is based upon his desire to 
build up the business of Democratic newspapers. Am I correct 
about that? 

Mr. MYERS. It is based upon the motto that “Turn about 
is fair play.” 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am correct about that; am I not? 

Mr. MYERS. It is based upon equity and justice—upon the 
principle that when Republican newspapers had these publica- 
tions 16 years, the Democrats, if they publish papers equally 
near to the land, ought to have them four years. 

Mr. SUTHER That may be another way of stating 
but it is not quite a categorical reply 


what I have suggested; 
to what I have asked. 

Mr. MYERS. Will the Senator please ask the question 
again? Then I will try to give a categorical answer. 
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Mr. SUTHERLAND. My question is whether or not the op- 
position of the Senator from Montana to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from New Mexico is not based upon the 
desire of the Senator from Montana to build up the business 
of the Democratic newspapers in the West? 


Mr. MYERS. Unhesitatingly, yes, sir. When the Democrats 
are in power I believe in letting the Democrats have the offices, 
the benefits, and the newspaper publications, If I did not be- 
lieve that I would not be much of a Democrat. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That is precisely what I thought; and 
I admire the Senator’s candor, at least. 

Mr. MYERS. I try to be candid in everything, especially in 
politics, 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 

Mr. FALL. And in public business. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But does the Senator think that it is 
in accord with the highest ethies to insist upon building up a 
Democratic newspaper at the expense of a land entryman? Let 
me say further, before the Senator answers that question, that if 
the entryman is permitted to select the newspaper in which his 
notice will be published he undoubtedly will be able to make 
better terms than if it is left to the register to select arbitrarily 
a Democratic newspaper and to select that particular Demo- 
cratic newspaper which may give most support to the party. 
Why should not the entryman be permitted to save that amount 
of money? Why should the Senator from Montana insist upon 
building up these Democratic newspapers in-the West at the 
expense of these entrymen, very many of them poor men, who 
are compelled to undergo considerable struggle and hardship in 
order to make a living? 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I should like to know why the 
Senator from Utah, out of his excessive love for the poor entry- 
man, did not make that suggestion during the 16 years of Re- 
publican rule? Why his sudden conversion to such extraordi- 
nary love for the poor entryman, now that the Democrats have 
come into power in the country? What had become of that love 
during all the 16 years the Republican Party was in power? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator from Utah would have 
made that suggestion if it had occurred to him. 

Mr. MYERS. Why does it occur now? Why at this oppor- 
tune time, when for 16 years he had time to think it over under 
Republican rule? Does all love of his fellow men, all love of 
fairness, all love of honesty, all desire to see the laws of the 
country honestly administered for the benefit of the people have 
to be suggested to him by a Democrat? : 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. But certainly a suggestion of that kind, 
which is so manifestly just, is better to be made late than 
never; and I make it now. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I appreciate the little joke which 
Republican Senators on the other side are enjoying over this 
bill. Now that they have enjoyed*it, I think it is time to dis- 
pose of the bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, the Senator misunder- 
stands the temper in which these suggestions are made upon 
this side. They are not made in a jocular way. They are 


“made earnestly. The truth about it is that a great deal of 


money can be saved to these entrymen if they are permitted 
to select the newspapers in which these notices shall be pub- 
lished, and they ought to be permitted to do it. There is no 
reason in justice or common sense why they should not be 
permitted to do it. It is a general practice, as I understand, 
with reference to court notices, to permit the litigant who 
brings about the publication of a notice of a summons, for 
example, to select the newspaper in which it shall be printed. 
We do not ordinarily give the clerk of a court the control over 
such publications as that which is now possessed by the reg- 
ister of a land office, and there is every reason why the entry- 
man should be permitted to select the newspaper. So far as 
I am concerned, I am not jocular about it; I am very much 
in earnest about it, and I shall support the amendment which 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Fatt] has offered. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, this is simply another illustra- 
tion of the old story of “locking the barn after the horse is 
stolen,” and another case of “whose ox is gored.” After Re- 
publican newspapers had for 16 years enjoyed this privilege 
at the expense of the entrymen, our friends on the other side, 
the Republican Senators, suddenly display great zeal for the 
purpose of saving the entrymen a few dollars. These notices 
are printed at legal rates, and the newspapers which publish 
them under the order of the of the land office are 
not allowed to charge any more than the legal rate or a fair 
and just rate, fixed by the Department of the Interior. I be- 
lieve that the laborer is worthy of his hire; and when a notice 
is published in a newspaper I believe a fair rate of compensa- 
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tion ought to be paid for it, and that is all that is permitted 
under the present practice. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have just come into the 
Chamber and did not hear the amendment read, but I had 
decided yesterday that when this bill was reached on the 
calendar I should offer an amendment having the effect that I 
judge from the remarks of Senators this amendment has. I 
therefore support the amendment offered by the Senator from 
New Mexico [Mr. FALL]. 

I should like to say, in reply to the Senator from Montana, 
that it is no excuse now to defend a practice that I think is 
admittedly wrong on the ground that some other political party, 
when it had the right to change it, did not make the change. 
If we go on that theory, there never will be a reform in gov- 
ernment brought about. In fact, the Democratic Party is in 
control of the Government of the United States first because 
the people were dissatisfied with the Republican Party, and 
second because they believed the promises that were made to 
them by the Democratic Party. It is no excuse now for a 
Democrat to say: “ We will keep on doing wrong because the 
Republicans, when they were in power, did wrong.” It seems to 
me that if you want to get the good will of the people you 
ought to improve upon the conditions that you charge to be 
wrong and that you have promised from every stump in the 
country that you would remedy. 

Here is an opportunity to remedy one wrong—a small one, 
it is true—and it is to the discredit of the Republican Party 
that through 16 years they did not make this change, It is 
equally to the discredit of the Democratic Party that they 
refuse to make it now when it is called to their attention, 
and they have an opportunity to redeem one of the promises 
of economy that they have heralded all over this country, and 
that helped to give them the political victory. 

Why, Mr, President, I have never since I have been here seen 
anything offered as an improvement or a reform in any practice 
or proceeding, but we have had somebody get up and say, 
“Why the other party did just as badly when they were in 
power.” I submit that that never is an excuse, and it is not 
justified at any time unless Democrats are going to say, “ We 
are going to follow the sins and the wrongs of the Republican 
Party, and the only defense that we make to the country is 
that we are no worse than you were.” You promised to be 
better. Here is an opportunity to improve on one of the things 
that was wrong and always has been wrong under any party 
and every party that has ever had control. 

Mr. President, it has not been only the Republican Party that 
has been wrong. The Democratic Party has been wrong when 
it was in power. I want to tell you of a little incident that came 
to my personal attention. Quite a number of years ago I was 
down through the State of Kansas on some business and I 
happened to come into Ness City. Ness City is the county seat 
of Ness County, in southwestern Kansas, and this was at a time 
when the homesteaders were proving up on their land. Itisina 
beautiful country, and it is a beautiful little city. It was very 
prosperous. I met on the street an old schoolmate that I had 
not seen since I had left school. I knew him well there. He 
was one of the finest fellows I ever knew, and I asked him what 
he was doing in Ness City. ‘ Well,” he said, “ I came here some 
time ago and saw a great. opening for a Democratic newspaper. 
There was really no Democratic Party in this county. There 
is not very much to it now, but I have organized the Democratic 
Party and started a newspaper. The reason I say there is a 
great opening here for a Democratic newspaper is because nearly 
everybody in this county is proving up now on his land, so I 
started a newspaper.” Grover Cleveland was then President 
and the Democrats had all the offices, including the land 
offices. 
I went into his office and saw the little newspaper that he had 
started, and he sent me several copies of it afterwards. He had 
to have extra sheets in the newspaper to print all the final- 
proof notices, and he said to me; “There is not a man who 
makes final proof in this county but that must pay me the full 
legal fee.” He had, as I remember, in the issue that I saw 
something over 100 such notices. He said that was about an 
average of the way in which it was running. He charged the 
full legal fee. There were several other newspapers in the 
county, but none of them could get any of the business, because 
he was the only Democratic editor there was and edited the 
only Democratic newspaper, and hence every man in the county 
had to pay him the legal fee, and pay it in advance, before he 
could make final proof on his homestead. If the entryman had 
been allowed to select the paper of publication he undoubtedly 
would have gotten his share—perhaps more than his share—but 
the price would have been cut. There was not any other excuse 
for the existence of that newspaper except the final-proof notices, 


and he was making a big thing out of it, because he could get 
them all, and all because it was a Democratie paper. 

That was a good thing for him. It might have been a good 
thing for the Democratic Party; it built it up there; and if it 
is the duty of the final-proof men, the homesteaders, to pay to 
build up whichever party is in power, then that practice ought 
to be continued. If, however, we want to be fair to the men and 
the women who go out on the frontier and locate on the desert 
and tame it and subdue it, then we ought to give them an op- 
portunity to select the newspaper in which these final-proof 
notices shall be published, and permit them to get the benefit of 
any competition that that kind of a law will bring about. 

I do not believe there is a State in the Union that does not 
provide, for instance, in the publication of summons against 
a nonresident defendant, that the plaintiff who has to publish 
the summons may select the newspaper in which it shall be 
published. He may have to select a legal newspaper; he will 
have to comply with the law in that respect; but if the legal 
rate for the publication, for instance, of a final-proof notice is 
$10, and I can get a legal newspaper to publish it for $5, why 
should I not get the benefit of that kind of a condition? And 
that, as I understand, is the object of this amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. WALSH. The Senator from Nebraska has been an able 
judge in his State, and he will be able to advise us concerning 
the statutes of the State, I presume, on the matter to which he 
adverted. Are we to understand the Senator from Nebraska 
now to state that under the laws of that State one seeking to 
procure publication of summons, getting service by publication, 
may himself select the paper which is to publish it? 

Mr. NORRIS. That is Just what I mean to say. 

Mr. WALSH. Then, I undertake to say, the laws of Nebraska 
are peculiar in that respect, because I should consider that as 
a very vicious provision. The laws of my State, and the laws of 
every other State to which my attention has been called—it 
has not been directed specifically to that of the State of Ne- 
braska—provide that the clerk or judge shall designate the 
paper most likely to give notice. If that were not the law in 
divorce cases, as a matter of course the applicant would invari- 
ably select the paper least likely to give notice. I call the at- 
tention of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] to this 
circumstance. So, in case of the publication of the notice of an 
execution sale, I know of no State which permits the execution 
creditor to designate the paper in which the notice of execution 
sale may be printed, because obviously he would select the one 
that would be least likely to give notice provided he desired to 
purchase the property without opposition at all. 

I think upon reflection the Senator will not care to stand 
sponsor for the proposition that it is the universal practice in 
the publication of legal notices to permit the party who desires 
the notice published to select the paper in which it is to be 
printed. The very purpose of requiring the publication is that 
it shall be effective to give notice, and ordinarily the party who 
wants the action taken is not particularly desirous that notice 
shall be given. 

Mr. President, there is publication 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to call the Senator's attention to 
the fact that I did not intend to yield the floor. I was yielding 
for a question. 

Mr. WALSH. I have gotten through with the question. I 
will send for the statutes of Nebraska. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Will the Senator from Nebraska per- 
mit me? 

Mr. NORRIS. Not at the present time. I want to answer the 
Senator from Montana first as to the question he asked me. 

I believe it is universal, or nearly so, that the laws of the 
States providing for publication of summons against a non- 
resident defendant permit the plaintiff to select the paper. He 
could not select any paper in the State, I suppose. Some 
States have laws which define a legal newspaper. He must 
select a paper that is a legal newspaper. He must select one 
usually, the law provides, that is published in the community 
where the action is pending, and if real estate is involved, 
where the real estate is located. 

Now, that is not confined to Nebraska. That is true of 
Kansas. Here is the Senator from Kansas just going out. If 
I am not stating the law right, he will correct me. It is true 
of other States. I have never had any business in court in sum- 
moning a nonresident defendant by publication in any State 
where I found that that was not true. There are other cases, 
it is true, in my State and in others, such as the case of a 
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guardian's sale, for instance, or a sheriff's sale, where the 
particular officer of the court selects the newspapers. 

The Senator referred to a judge in Nebraska. There are 
cases where the judge selects the newspaper, as, for instance, 
the sale ef an insane person's estate or a guardian's estate or a 
sale of real estate by an administrator or something of that kind 
he selects the newspaper, and I haye never yet known in my 
experience of a judge who did not permit the person asking 
for the order to- select the newspaper in which it should be 
published, provided, only, he selected a legal newspaper. 

The Senator says the object is to give notice, but bear in 
mind that it is admitted here that the object in this case is 
not to give notice, but to give a publication fee to a Democratic 
newspaper. This is not to get notice; it is to permit a Demo- 
eratic newspaper to get a fee out of a homesteader. That is the 
object of the law now. When the Republicans were in power 
it was to permit a Republican newspaper to get into the pocket 
of a homesteader. 

Mr, MYERS. 
Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. MYERS. The law now provides, and if the bill is 
enacted it will continue to provide, that the notice must be 
published in the bona fide newspaper of general circulation 
which is the nearest to the land. 

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. MYERS. Under that provision if a Republican news- 
paper is nearest to the land the Republican newspaper gets it, 
and if a Democratic newspaper of general circulation is 
nearest to the land the Democratic newspaper would get it. 
One would conclude from the discussion on the other side that 
if this bill passes there would be a sweeping revolution, so that 
all notices would be published in Democratic newspapers always. 

Mr. NORRIS. ‘That will nearly always be the fact, I will say 
to the Senator. I will state what is usually the case. I have 
lived for 25 years in a country where the publications were be- 
ing made, and I think I know something about it, There are 
some exceptions to it, but as a rule there are two newspapers 
published in a town. One is a Democratic paper and the other 
is a Republican paper. The land office will determine—— 

Mr. MYERS. Right there, Mr. President 

Mr. NORRIS. Let me finish and then I will yield to the Sen- 
ator again. The land office will not determine as between those 
two newspapers located in the same town as to which is nearest 
to the land. They are located in the same town although one 
may be a few rods nearer to the land than the other, but they 
are considered to be at the same distance, and that is proper. 
I am not complaining of that. Any newspaper published in 
that town nearest the land, if it is otherwise a legal newspaper, 
is a proper and a legal publication and fulfills the requirements 
of the law. That means that there is a choice between a Demo- 
cratic paper and a Republican paper, or perhaps between two 
Democratic papers and two Republican papers, but even if there 
were two Democratic papers, the land office man, under the laws 
that exist now, would give it to the Democratic paper that was 
the favorite with whichever faction happened to control the 
land office. If he were a Republican, he would do the same in 
Republican times, of course. So there is no competition. The 
man charges the full legal rate. The law of the State provides 
what the legal rate shall be, but that does not prohibit a man 
from publishing a notice at one-half the legal rate, and as a rule, 
if there is competition between the newspapers, a man wants to 
select a newspaper in which he can get publication for less 
than the legal rate. 

There might be cases, as the Senator from Montana said, 
where there would be only one newspaper that would be nearest 
the land. It would be the duty then of the land office official 
to permit this publication in that particular newspaper, eyen 
though it would be of a different political stripe. 

Mr. MYERS. On that point, if the Senator will allow me, 
there are more than a hundred newspapers in the State of Mon- 
tana. Some of them are Republican papers, and they get 
their share of the publication. 

Mr. NORRIS. If that be true now, and if the receivers and 
registers in the land oflices of Montana are that fair and that 
honest and are that much interested in the homesteader, then, 
for God’s sake, why not put in the law a provision which will 
require everybody to be that good, and let us have that spread 
all over the country instead of confining it to Montana? 

I yield now to the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND], who 
rose 2 moment ago. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I simply wanted to reply to what the 
Senator irom Montana [Mr. WatsuH] suggested, and I will do 
that later. 

Mr. NORRIS. 


I should like to make a Suggestion to the 


All right. I have finished what I desired to say. 


AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in connection with the 
telegram I read a few moments ago from Hon. L. W. Holmes, 
of Keene, N. H., inquiring as to the whereabouts of his son, 
whom he described as the sole survivor of the recent Mexican 
outrage, I have communicated with the State Department over 
the telephone, and desire to read a telegram from the depart- 
ment, so that it may go into the Recorp in connection with the 
original telegram. The State Department says: 

Mr. Holmes is in Chihuahua. A special train has gone from El Paso 


to bring in the bodies, and he will probably return on that train to WI 
Paso to-night. y ? 


Mr. President, I want to add a single word, to the effect that 
it seems to me, in view of this horrible outrage, that the time 
for “ watchful waiting” in Mexican affairs should cease and 
that our Government should take summary means to protect 
the lives of American citizens in that ill-fated country. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I am, of course, in sympathy 
with the Senator, and every Senator here with red blood is in 
sympathy with the Senator from New Hampshire in his state- 
ment that everything possible and within reason should be done 
to prevent outrages like that reported in the newspapers this 
morning; and every man will agree that condign punishment 
should be meted out to the assassins who committed the crime. 
There can be no differences between us as to that. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says he thinks the time 
has come when what he terms and is generally termed the 
policy of “ watchful waiting“ should end and that some afirma- 
tive step should be taken to protect the lives of American citi- 
zens in Mexico. Would the Senator object to informing the 
Senate and the country just what he thinks our Government 
should do in that behalf? 

The Senator from New Hampshire is an able and experienced 
man in our legislative life. No man in the Senate has had 
more to do with molding and directing the course of our public 
affairs, and he knows—I am not saying this in any hypercritical 
way—he knows as well as I that we can say easily that a thing 
ought to stop; we can denounce it; we can insist that adequate 
‘punishment should be administered to murderous ruffians. But 
the thing that now especially concerns me, as one Senator—and 
I think it concerns a great many other people in and out- 
side of Congress—is as to just what we ought to do. There 
is where we come to face a difficulty; and it is upon that very 
important and urgent question that I would be glad to have the 
opinion of the wise and experienced Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the records of the Senate 
will show that I have carefully refrained during all this contro- 
versy from criticizing our Government in the Mexican matter, 
yet I have strongly felt that the lives of American citizens and 
their property interests in the adjoining Republic of Mexico 
should be safeguarded and protected. I have realized the diffi- 
culties that confronted the administration, and I have had no 
disposition to embarrass the administration simply because 
it was not of my own party. But here is a very serious matter 
that confronts us. We are told that 17 American citizens had 
their clothing removed and they were stood up and shot by 
citizens of Mexico. 


A little time ago, Mr. President, the country was thrown 
almost into convulsions over the fact that a single American 
citizen had lost his life through the torpedoing of a foreign ship, 
and there was strong feeling that our Government ought to 
seek reparation for the life of that citizen. That number has 
been multiplied by 17 in Mexico, added to the hundreds of 
other Americans who had previously been slaughtered in that 
unfortunate country. 

Now, the distinguished Senator from Missouri, the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, dealing with this im- 
portant subject asks me what I would recommend or what I 
would do. First, I will say that I am not a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and have not given attention 
to our relations with foreign Governments, as has the Senator 
from Missouri. Next, I am not a constitutional lawyer, and 
ean not discuss the matter from an international standpoint, 
as can the Senator from Missouri. But I will say that inasmuch 
as the President of the United States has recognized Mr. 
Carranza as the constitutional head of the Mexican Govern- 
ment, if I were in his place I would demand of Carranza that 
reparation such as our country might see fit to demand should 
be made, in view of this inhuman slaughter of American cit- 
izens; and if Carranza admitted his inability to protect our 
citizens in Mexico, if I.were the President of the United States 
I would ask Congress to seriously consider the question as to 
what was the further duty of the Executive in a matter of this 
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kind. That is what I would do. It might be unwise; I am not 
going to argue that phase of this question ; but I do say that, as 
an American citizen, very serious notice should be taken of this 
outrage, and we ought to settle once for all whether the lives 
of American citizens are safe when they cross the Rio Grande 
into the territory of the Republic of Mexico. That is what I 
would do. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, as the recognized leader upon this side of the Chamber, 
speaks in a measure for his party. I do not assume to speak 
for my party nor to express views other than those which I 
entertain myself. I do not know that they would meet with 
the approval of any other individual in this Chamber or through- 
out the country. But it seems to me there is no longer reason, 
after these long weary months in dealing with the Mexican 
question, why American citizens should not. give voice to their 
real sentiments and their real feelings concerning these matters. 
I have long entertained the views I now hold, and have re- 
frained from giving voice to them until I feel that neither 
patience nor patriotism requires me longer to keep silence. 
Whatever of hazard there may be in giving them or whatever 
criticism they may invoke are to be considered as personal to 
the one who utters them. 

Five years ago next March, Mr. President, 7 American citizens 
were murdered just on this side of the border line near Douglas, 
Ariz., and 11 others were wounded. I have never talked with 
anyone who has traveled in Mexico since who did not say that 
the Mexican people expected at that time to see the American 
Government, in harmony with its ancient traditions, enter upon 
a decisive and positive policy for the protection of American 
citizens, The Mexican people expected it upon every hand. 
They anticipated that that power, which had been used by the 
American people even at the time when we were a small and 
struggling Nation, to protect American citizenship, upon what- 
ever part of the earth it might be found, would be exercised 
against them, and they braced themselves for that attitude upon 
our part and fully expected it. We did not go. We gave them 
to believe from our conduet that we were afraid. They did not 
interpret our great desire for peace as anything other than 
fear, We have gathered the harvest of indecision many times 
since. 

Mr. President, with that incident five years ago last March 
began that compromising side-stepping, procrastinating, apolo- 
gizing, un-American policy of leaying the American citizen to 
struggle for himself against bandits and outlaws, against assas- 
sins and murderers. It was a policy not heretofore popular 
with the manly men who had built up and thus far maintained 
the prestige of our country. We have had five years of it, and 
the culmination, in my judgment, is not yet, although this 
morning we have brought to us the fact that 17 American citi- 
zens, carrying a passport, as I understand, from the State 
Department, or from its representative—no doubt a great eon- 
solation to them as they stood stripped and naked to be shot— 


were lined up against the wall of an adobe and coldly, defiantly. |) 


murdered. That is only a part of the story of these very nause- 
ating details. : 

Other things have been smothered; fortunately, this trans- 
pired in a way that it could not be smothered; but these things 
have been smothered for the last five years. Sir, if you took 
the lid off the State Department and should send to the Senate 
Chamber the notes of the Brazilian minister as to the treat- 
ment of American citizens and the insults to the American flag 
in Mexico, it would not take the American people long to deter- 
mine what they should do, I maintain that indifference to the 
rights of our fellow citizens when challenged is not a character- 
istic of the American people. I maintain in these matters they 
have not known the facts, 

For five years American women have suffered outrages, worse 
a thousand times than death to them; for five years American 
citizens have suffered death in ways that human language is 
inadequate to describe. I shall not go into details now. We 
know enough this morning. Shall we wait longer to know 
whether or not a side-stepping, compromising policy is either 
going to insure protection to our citizens or dignity and honor 
to the American flag? 

I do not know what others would do nor have I authority to 
speak for anyone except myself, but I would demand of Oar- 
ranza immediate protection for American citizenship in Mex- 
ico, and if he was not able to give assurance in such a way that 
no man eould doubt that it could and would be carried out, I 
would intervene in Mexico for the purpose of protecting Ameri- 
ean rights and American citizens. I would protect the Amert- 
can passport when issued at whatever cost. I would make even 
the fiends of Mexico know its worth. I do not believe anything 


is to be gained in the long run by this policy of waiting for a 
nation like Mexico to settle its difficulties when those difficul- 
ties involve the rights of our own people. Retribution, in my 
judgment, moves swiftly for the nation which forgets or aban- 
dons its own. 

We do not want Mexican territory; we do not want to im- 
peach Mexican sovereignty; we want the Mexican people to 
settle their own troubles; but we do want, and we are entitled 
to have, protection to American citizens, and yet even in the 
face of our treaties we have refused to protect them. We have 
been greatly disturbed through the last year and a half because 
the Belgian treaty was ignored, because neutral rights here and 
there have been trampled under foot. We have felt deeply and 
profoundly on these questions. We have a treaty with Mexico 
by which the protection of the rights of our citizens are guaran- 
teed in that territory. Are the treaties of the United States to 
be made “a scrap of paper” also because we have not the 
courage to say to that nation that those rights there guaranteed 
shall be protected? Before we would teach the nations of the 
earth to respect their treaties let us teach those who violate 
them to respect ours. 

Mr. President, I, like the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], have sympathized with the President in this diffi- 
cult situation. Only upon one former occasion have I under- 


taken to express myself in regard to it, and that expression 


was precisely in accordance with the views which I now hold, 
that this is a mistaken policy—mistaken upon the part of the 
predecessor of the President, mistaken upon the part of the 
President, if you please—that a decisive, determined, explicit, 


‘unquestioned Americam policy which has at its heart and core 


the protection of American citizens at whatever cost is the only 
policy which should characterize men in whose veins flows the 


red blood of Americans. This is not a party question; it rises 
‘higher. It is a question of whether we are prepared to defend 


and protect the lives of those who rely on our passports and 
trust in the integrity of our institutions. There can be but one 
side to that question to all who feel an interest in the honor 
and dignity and mission of this Republic. 
9 STONE, Mr. LEWIS, and Mr. POINDEXTER addressed 
e Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri. 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I asked the question I did of the 


Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] in perfect good 


faith, and especially without any thought other than that he is 
too large a man to view a question of this gravity and nature 
from a partisan standpoint. It seems to me that what we call 
politics has no place in the consideration of questions of this 
character, and I have felt that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire might be relied upon to discuss such questions as this 
from a nonpartisan standpoint. 

The horror of the crime as reported in the newspapers this 
morning appals everyone. That the men who committed it 
should be punished according to their deserts—and that means 
death—there can be no doubt. Mr. President, all I know of this 
sad affair is what I have read in the newspapers. As I under- 
stand it, a number of bandits stopped a train, took off 17 


‘unarmed men, subjected them to the indignity of stripping them 


naked, and then murdered them. Who did it? We are told it 
was done by a band of unknown and irresponsible bandits. 


The motive moving them, I think, was different from that which ` 


in our recent history moved American bandits to stop trains, 
to rob express cars, to go through passenger cars with masks 
on their faces and pistols in their hands, compelling unarmed 
passengers to surrender their valuables, and at the least sign 
of resistance to kill them. We know that many have been. 
killed in this country by this class of wild and reckless 
criminals. Of course wherever such crimes are committed the 
criminals should be hunted down and punished. A crime of that 
kind committed in any State of this Union is more apt to be 
followed with a vigorous and ceaseless search for the criminals 
than if committed in Mexico under present conditions there. 
For five years or more Mexico has been in tumult; Mexico has 
been one wide field of disorder and anarchy, and it is only 
until within the last two or three months that anything really 
approaching a settled government has been established, or the 
establishment of such a government seriously attempted. 


Mr. President, I am as much concerned as any man—but no 
more than any other Senator, I hope—in the protection of 
American lives and American property in Mexico and every- 
where. We all desire that. I very well recall the incident re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] occurring at 
Douglas, and I remember also what occurred at El Paso a short 
time later. At that time I offered a resolution in the Senate 
authorizing the President of the United States to employ the 
military forces of this country, in certain contingencies, left 
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largely to his discretion, to prevent a recurrence of such outrages. 
That resolution was debated here in the presence of nearly 
every Senator occupying a seat here at this time, On the Repub- 
lican side the distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lope] and the then Senator from New York who recently 
had left the office of Secretary of State—I speak of former Sena- 
tor Root—and my lamented friend from Georgia, Senator Bacon, 
upon this side, and other Senators on both sides spoke in very 
critical terms—quite caustic, indeed, and somewhat harsh in 
some of their observations—in opposition to that resolution. I 
recall the language, or the substance of the language, used by 
the great Senator from New York, Mr. Root, when he said that 
any movement along that line was to take a step backward in 
the march of human civilization. 

There was not a Senator, Mr. President, on the other side or 
on this side of the Chamber who expressed himself on the floor 
as being favorable to that resolution or to any resolution of like 
kind, either in the substance or the spirit of it. Everyone who 
spoke at all expressed himself in unequivocal terms of opposi- 
tion to any policy like that outlined in my resolution. 

The then President, Mr. Taft, desired to confer with me about 
the resolution while it was pending. I went to see him and 
talked the matter over with him. We know what his policy 
was. He then thought that resolutions of that kind and the 
discussions of such resolutions were unfortunate; that the effect 
in Mexico would be bad and tend to obstruct the policy he was 
pursuing and which he felt confident would ultimate in com- 
posing conditions in that Republic. And, Mr. President, from 
the time he appealed to me, but without any change of opinion, 
I acquiesced in the policy of the President; I have been acquiesc- 
ing in it ever since; I am acquiescing in it to-day. 

- There is not a Senator here, there is not a right-thinking man 
in America, who does not hope and pray that these serious and 
difficult questions may be solved without a resort to force on 
our part. President Wilson believes that we are now approach- 
ing a point where these difficult and delicate problems will be 
solved; and I not only hope that this is true, as I am sure you do, 
but I have felt that we ought all of us as American Senators, 
not as Republicans or as Democrats, give him our support at 
this time in order to see whether this experiment which he is 
supporting will be disappointing or whether it will succeed. 

Now, suddenly this frightful thing has happened, and it is 
calculated to arouse the hot, resentful blood of our people. It 
is not unlike the sinking of the Maine in the harbor of Habana, 
or of other things of that kind. In 1898 there were only two 
alternatives for us. We had either to wait with great patience 
to settle our troubles with Spain by peaceful means or go to 
war. We chose the latter, and chose it against the judgment 
and wish of President McKinley, who was a high-minded, noble 
gentleman, and a lover of peace, who believed the questions at 
issue could be settled without a resort to arms. But the people 
overrode the President and had war, and we won, at consider- 
able cost of life and treasure. Whether we benefited by our 
victory remains a question about which different people have 
different opinions. 

Nr. President, what are we going to do now? That is the 
question confronting us, and that is why I asked the question 
I did of my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. 
What are we going to do? What would you have us do? The 
Senator from New Hampshire says, first, that he would demand 
of Gen. Carranza that he prevent things of this kind, or, when 
they do happen, that he hunt down the criminals and punish 
them. If that demand should be made, I assume Gen. Carranza 
will promptly promise to use all the power at his command— 
and promise with the utmost sincerity, too—to run down these 
criminals and bring them to justice. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a ques- 
tion? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. CURTIS. Does not the Senator think that if the State 
Department would refuse to permit Mexican troops to cross 
the territory of the United States in going from one part of 
Mexico to another, and if the State Department would prevent 
Mexican generals representing the Carranza Government from 
having headquarters in the United States, perhaps some of this 
trouble would be stopped? 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, that may be or may not be true; 
I do not know. The Senator’s question implies a criticism of 
the act allowing Carranza troops to pass through our territory. 
I do not wish to be diverted into that kind of a discussion. It 
would be too far removed from the grave question we are dis- 
cussing apart from partisan polities. The Senator from Kansas 
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has his opinion concerning the matters he inquires about, So 
have I. But at this time, and while we are considering a grave 
international question, I do not wish to cross the line which 
separates such a question from local political controversy. 

The Senator from New Hampshire said he would make this 
demand of Carranza. Let us presume it to be made, and then 
presume that Gen. Carranza should respond in a way we could 
not object to. Let us presume that he should acknowledge the 
justice of our demand and promise to do everything possible to 
punish the criminals, to pay damages, and strive to prevent 
like outrages in the future. What then? The Senator would 
not then instantly and on the spot demand war. In effect he 
says not; but he says if Carranza failed to demonstrate his 
ability to control the situation and preserve order he would have 
the President lay the whole question before Congress as to our 
duty and our policy. The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Boran] is 
a little more explicit and definite than the Senator from New 
Hampshire. He says he would have us intervene. The Senator 
from New Hampshire says that he would advise the President 
to lay the matter before the Congress and take the opinion of 
the Congress. But take our opinion about what? I presume 
as to what we should do. Does the Senator mean that we should 
declare war, or direct an act that would amount to war? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I meant precisely that. 

Mr. STONE. Now I see better where the Senator stands. 
There is not much difference between his attitude and that of 
the Senator from Idaho. I am not going to ask—I would not 
do that—what the attitude of any Senator would be if that 
subject were before the Senate, because that ought to be a sub- 
ject to be taken up for discussion at that time. This is neither 
the time nor the occasion for that. 

I do not know whether Senators on that side or this have 

changed their opinions in the last year or two. I do know that 
two or three years ago, when this subject was up, there was 
not a Senator on either side who was not against war. I recall 
a resolution I offered after the bloody affairs at Douglas and 
El Paso authorizing the President to employ the military forces 
of the United States to prevent a repetition of such outrages. 
I got no support from either side for the resolution. It seemed 
to be under a universal condemnation. 
. Mr. BORAH. When the Senator says there was no Senator 
on this side who did not condemn the resolution, the Senator 
does not mean that all Senators upon this side expressed their 
condemnation? 2 

Mr. STONE. No; I do not. I only mean to say that those 
who spoke on that side and on this spoke in opposition to the 
resolution, and no one spoke in favor of it. I stood alone. 

Mr. BORAH. ‘There has always been a certain amount of 
reticence upon the part of some of us, especially who were less 
familiar with these things; but in so far as we expressed our- 
selyes in private, there was no doubt about the view of the 
Senator from Idaho at that time being the same as now. 

Mr. STONE. Of course I do not know what the private opin- 
ions of Senators were. I only say that when we had that dis- 
cussion here all of one afternoon there was not a Senator on 
either side who spoke at all who did not speak in condemnation 
of the resolution and of any policy such as was outlined in the 
resolution I had offered and which was pending. I stood alone. 
I am not criticizing Senators for that. I am not adverting to it 
for the purpose of saying anything in the nature of criticism. 
I simply refer to the fact to say that it has been for five years 
the consistent policy of the Government, at both ends of the 
avenue—executive and legislative—so far as we have had any 
expression, to try to compose these Mexican troubles without a 
resort to force. Now, if we are going to change our attitude 
we should all agree to go about it in a very thoughtful, con- 
siderate, and deliberate way, and not be quick merely to bring 
up some unhappy circumstance or incident here and there, no 
matter what it is, with no apparent definite purpose except to 
excite ourselves and other people. Let us get far away from 
narrow considerations and deal with such questions as we now 
have before us in a broad, patriotic way, looking solely to the 
honor and welfare of our people and country, and this without 
forgetting our duty to our neighbors. t 

The Senator from New Hampshire suggests two alternatives 
to be followed in their order. First, he would demand of the 
de facto government in Mexico—the Carranza government— 
that it shall prohibit future outrages of the kind in question, and 
punish those who may commit them. If it should be demon- 
strated that this de facto government can not do this, then comes 
the second alternative. -The incapacity of the Carranza govern- 
ment, even in the present emergency, has not yet been demon- 
strated. The crime we complain of was committed only -yester- 
day; the criminals, I suppose, have fled to the mountains. If 
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such a crime had been committed in the mountains of Pennsyl- 
vanin or Colorado you would hardly have the criminals behind 
iron bars in 12 hours—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, of course the Senator did 
not understand me even to intimate that this matter could be 
settled in a day as between the Government of the United States 
aml the authorities of Mexico. 

Mr. STONE. No; the Senator intends to be fair. There is 
no controversy between us. I am merely saying that we could 
not expect a matter of this kind to be brought to a conclusion 
in Mexico or here within a day. Such crimes may be committed 
or like things done in future, and they may be done in the 
United States as well as elsewhere. We can recall the murder 
of Italians in New Orleans. We can recall frightful things done 
by mobs on the Pacific coast. I will not elaborate on this line. 
I would be ashamed to do so. In a sense these Mexican mur- 
derers were not a mob, They were a band of bandits; and yet, 
strange to say, they were not seeking to rob, but to murder. 
They were political bandits no doubt moved by the supreme 
idea of embroiling the United States with the Carranza gov- 
ernment. It is impossible that robbery should have been the 
motive. Then, why was the murder committed, unless it was 
to drive the. United States into some hostile action? It would 
seem inevitable that the crime was committed by people un- 
friendly to the Carranza government, and therefore with a view 
to making trouble between that embryo government and this. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. STONE. I do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. If the Senator will permit me, he has 
compared this atrocious act, an account of which is given in the 
papers this morning, with some things that have happened in 
our own country, for example, the killing of the Italians at New 
Orleans. He has compared it with the ordinary holding up of 
a train, the robbery and murder of passengers. I call the Sena- 
tor’s attention, however, to this one significant difference be- 
tween what has occurred in Mexico and any of the cases that 
have occurred in the United States—— 

Mr. STONE. I do not pretend that they are parallel. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No; but I understood the Senator was 
using them as illustrations. If we are to believe the statements 
made by the newspapers this morning, these men undertook to 
go to the mines upon the assurance of Carranza that they would 
be protected. That assurance was transmitted through the State 
Department, as the newspapers inform us; and the newspapers 
further tell us that before the men departed they requested that 
the Carranza Government should furnish them protection in the 
form of a guard, showing that they were apprehensive of the 
situation, and that the request was refused. Now, I can not 
imagine, and I think the Senator from Missouri can not imagine, 
a situation of that kind existing in the United States, where if 
the attention of our Government was called to the fact that there 
was danger of a murderous assault being made upon the citi- 
zens of a foreign country our Government would not take steps 
to protect them, whereas in this affair in Mexico protection was 
refused, although, as now appears, the danger was extreme and 
imminent. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss details 
of that kind. I do not know the facts, nor does the Senator 
from Utah. Before we discuss the facts—the details of this 
occurrence—let us wait until we get them. 

Mr. President, I wish to conclude by saying that I fully agree 
that our Government should do everything it can do to protect 
our people in Mexico, or, as for that matter, to protect our 
people anywhere else in the world. That should go even with- 
out saying. I undertake to affirm that the President of the 
United States will do whatever he can do within his authority 
to protect our people in Mexico and elsewhere, throughout the 
world, and do everything he can to insure the punishment of 
those who commit crimes against Americans. All of us ought to 
agree to that. Every right thinking American does agree to that. 

Mr. President, if the Carranza government, which we have 
recognized and in a way helped to establish, should unhappily 
prove itself to be absolutely inefficient, then, indeed, must we 
face the question whether we must go to Mexico, as the Senator 
from Idaho now says we must, with arms in our hands. But 
certainly we have not yet reached that point. Our duty now is 
to give countenance, encouragement, and aid to the government 
we have recognized to the end that we shall not embarrass that 
government. in the difficult task it has undertaken of establish- 
ing peace, order, stability, and liberty in Mexico. For the pres- 
ent I want to leave this matter with the President of the United 
States to deal with, feeling sure that he will deal with it to the 
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best of his great abilities and his high patriotism, and with 
every desire to protect our people in all their rights. Can we 
doubt that he will, at least, do everything that any of us could 
do if we were in his place? I deprecate anything here calculated 
to increase or aggravate excitement in the country. The public 
indignation over this outrage is already sufficient. Here we are 
bound by duty to act calmly and deliberately, and especially 
should we treat all international questions without a tinge of 
partisanship. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, the news conveyed to the public 
by the telegrams of this morning, and which forms the basis 
of the present discussion, agitated me profoundly. I will not 
say that it was entirely unexpected, because from time to time 
there have been repetitions of similar tragic occurrences in 
Mexico, not as extensive or as horrible as that which we are told 
was committed yesterday, but too tragic to escape the conclusion 
that their repetition must sooner or later provoke some active 
interference by the Government of the United States. 

Reference has just been made by the Senator from Idaho 
[Mr. Boran] to the fact that five years ago disturbed condi- 
tions in Mexico began to manifest themselves which led to 
rebellion and reyolution, and which have distracted the people 
of that unhappy country ever since. I take it the Senator's 
view is that interference heretofore would have been better 
not only as regards Mexico but as regards the United States 
than the policy which has been followed by the two administra- 
tions in power since this unfortunate situation arose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o'clock having ar- 
rived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The Secreraky. A bill (S. 381) to declare the purpose of the 
people of the United States as to the future political status 
of the people of the Philippine Islands, and to provide a more 
autonomous government for those islands. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I do not know whether the 
Senator from Colorado wants to continue. I was going on to say 
a few things about the Philippine government bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. If the Senator will permit me, I will promise 
not to detain the Senate longer than half or three-quarters of 
an hour in what I may have to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island, 
having yielded the floor for the purpose of an executive session 
yesterday, he is at the hour of 2 o'clock entitled to the floor 
if he desires it. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I did not hear what the Chair said. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair rules that the Senator 
from Rhode Island, having yielded the floor last night for the 
purpose of an executive session, he is now entitled to the floor 


if he desires it. If not, the Chair will recognize the Senator 8 


from Colorado. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think, under the circumstances, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I would like to continue. Of course, if the Senator from 
Colorado wishes to speak for only 5 or 10 minutes that would 
be rather a different matter. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, let me understand who has the 
floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. Lreprrr] had the floor, discussing the Philippine govern- 
ment bill, when the Senate went into executive session, and he 
yielded only for that purpose, At 2 o’clock the unfinished busi- 
ness, the Philippine government bill, comes up automatically, 
and the Senator from Rhode Island is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not so understand the situation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is the ruling of the Chair, 
anyway. 

Mr, THOMAS. Of course, I understand the ruling of the 
Chair perfectly, but I recall no other instance since I have been 
here in which that rule has prevailed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr, President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
- The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Senator from Connecticut will 
state it. À 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. While the unfinished business, of course, 
is the order of business, it can be laid aside by unanimous consent 
at the present time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator from Colorado, of course, 
can ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside 
to allow him to conclude his remarks. That can be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. THOMAS. I make that request, if it is necessary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Do I understand-that it is only for the 
purpose of having the Senator from Colorado conclude his 
remarks? 
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Mr. THOMAS. That is my only purpose. ` 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some of the rest of us may want to say 
something if this matter is to be opened, and therefore I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There seems to be objection to lay- 
ing aside the unfinished business. The Chair does not want to 
be wrong about a ruling of this kind, but the Chair is undoubt- 


ediy of opinion that when the unfinished business is laid before 


the Senate the Senator who was discussing it at the conclusion 
of the session of the Senate the day before and has not con- 
cluded his remarks is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, with much reluctance I appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. LIPPITT. At the suggestion of the Senator having the 
Philippine government bill in charge and at his request, feeling 
that I can make the remarks which I want to make at some 
subsequent time, and as there appears to be considerable in- 
terest in the discussion of this Mexican question, I yield the 
floor. 

Mr. THOMAS. I regret very much that the exigencies of the 
situation have interfered with the plans of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. I assume, however, that the importance of the 
8 matter under discussion at the time the morning hour 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
now care about appealing from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. THOMAS, No, sir; not now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Senator from Colorado 
is recognized and will proceed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, the unfinished business is 
still before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished business is still be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. It is still before the Senate? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is not temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois will 
state it. 

Mr. LEWIS. In view of the question of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE], may I ask is it understood that 
the Philippines bill is now before the Senate and remarks are 
really ostensibly addressed to that order of business—the Phil- 
ippines bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill before the Senate is the 
Philippine government bill. In accordance with the practice 
of a hundred years in the history of the American Senate, how- 
ever, any Senator may address the Senate upon any subject he 
sees fit. i 

Mr. LEWIS. My query, if I may be pardoned, was solely to 
ascertain whether the bill before us is the bill respecting some 
lands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That bill has gone to the calendar. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to address myself to the Mexican ques- 
tion upon one or the other. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield for an inquiry. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I should like to make a parliamentary 
inquiry as to the effect of a notice. I do not know that there 
is any rule governing notices. I only followed the practice of 
the Senate in giving notice that I would address the Senate on 
the Philippine government bill at the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Lirerrrr], who 
expected to proceed this morning. He has just yielded the 
floor, and if the notice I gave has any effect, the Philippine 
government bill being still before the Senate, I would be 
entitled to the floor. I do not desire, however, to interfere 
with the remarks of the Senator from Colorado; I would much 
prefer that he would proceed; but I-do not like to lose whatever 
effect the notice I gave might have to entitle me to speak upon 
the Philippine government bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Washington that there is no rule of the Senate 
which entitles a Senator who has given notice to speak at a 
certain time upon a certain question. It is merely a custom to 
give notice, and it is generally acquiesced in by the Senate and 
the Senator is permitted to talk at that time, but if there be 
other business that has precedence of the Senator’s speech, the 
business must be attended to and the speech must wait. In 
other words, a Senator can not farm out the floor or protect 
himself by simply giving notice that he proposes to speak at 
a certain time. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I have never understood that there was 
any rule under which notices had any effect. 


The VICE’ PRESIDENT. There is no rule. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. But I have not observed any instance 
in which such notices were not given effect in practice, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There have been instances in which 
they were not. The Chair will state to the Senator from 
Washington that other things being equal the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Washington at the conclusion of 
the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Liprrrr]. 
He will make a note of it and recognize the Senator, other 
things being equal. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, it is of course self-evident 
that the subject under discussion has suddenly intruded itself 
upon our attention. At the time of our adjournment yesterday 
no one could have anticipated that an event so serious in its 
character and so absorbing in its importance would so soon 
have intruded itself upon our consideration. Indeed, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when I entered the Chamber this morning I indulged the 
hope that until further information had been received it would 
not be brought up for discussion or consideration even indi- 
rectly. But since it has arisen I have felt it my duty, both to 
myself and to the country, to again direct attention for a mo- 
ment, in view of the fact that some action will probably be 
taken—indeed I think should be taken—by the administration 
with regard to Mexican affairs, to some of the events which 
accompanied, if indeed they did not create, the awful conditions 
which have cursed the Mexican Republic for the last five years, 
and which in my opinion, Mr. President, justify both President 
Taft and President Wilson, independently of other considera- 
tions, in taking the course and assuming the attitude they took 
and assumed toward this very serious and important problem, 

Mr. President, the Republic of Mexico was at peace with all 
the world in the summer of 1910. Under the administration of 
the then President, to outward appearance at least, these happy 
conditions promised to continue indefinitely. They were rudely 

however, largely, perhaps, because of the Mexican 
temperament, and as well by serious problems of national con- 
cern, but primarily by a commercial condition, a trade rivalry. 
The conflict for supremacy between two great established com- 
petitors for supremacy in the oil business of that country, the 
one having at the time the support and sympathy of the existing 
ent and the other a formidable but defensive com- 
petitor. I refer, of course, to the two great oil interests, one 
known as the Pearson Syndicate and the other as the Standard 
Oil Co., the one identified with the administration, the other 
confronted with the formidable fact that such identification 
was actual as well as political. I was in Mexico in the months 
of January and February, 1910, at which time it was common 
knowledge that a rival concern to the Standard had not only 
entered the field for the commercial conquest of Mexico by dis- 
placing the Standard but had identified with itself the ruling 
power and influences of the Republic, 

Now, Mr. President, nearly all the wars of modern times, at 
least, have had their inception in commercial rivalry, the out- 
growth of that competition which, finding itself distanced, resorts 
to arts and methods which provoke retaliation and which in 
turn necessarily breeds conflict. During the period when these 
two great forces were opposed to each other for the commercial 
domination of Mexico these conditions naturally developed, and 
competition had become conflict when Madero challenged the 
supremacy of the existing government. That became the oppor- 
tunity, Mr. President, of the Standard Oil Co., that great com- 
bination which dominated and still dominates many commercial 
affairs in America and reaches out with its tentacles all over 
the world. Madero challenged the legitimacy of the Diaz gov- 
ernment with the support of the Standard Co. The Diaz gov- 
ernment retaliated with the support of the Pearson corporation, 
and the conflict was on. ? 

Mr. Presiđent, tħis is not a matter of surmise—the partisan 
action and the aid given to one side and the other by these huge 
commercial organizations—a fact crystallized in a Senate report 
through testimony taken by a subcommittee of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, and bearing directly -upon the subject, 
submitted, I think, to this body before I became a Member of it. 

Mr. President, you will recall on the 21st day of April, 1914, 
the Senate was engaged in the consideration of what was known 
as the Vera Cruz resolution, empowering the President to act 
as his judgment might dictate with regard to an insult which 
had been offered to the American flag by the Huerta forces. 
The discussion took a wide range, as it should have done. Dur- 
ing the debate the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sarre]; 
theretofore the chairman of the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, called the attention of the Senate to the 
testimony to which I have just referred, and established the 
fact to my satisfaction that the unhappy conditions prevailing 
in Mexico were the direct outgrowth of the commercial rivalry 
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of two great private organizations, so extensive, so formidable, 
so powerful that their respective support of its warring fac- 
tions was itself a guaranty that their warfare would not only 
continue till one side or the other should prevail, but be amply 
and financially supported. 

In the Conoresstonat Recorp of the Sixty-third Congress, 
pages 6980 and 6981, will be found quotations read from the 
record by the Senator from Michigan with regard to the subject 
to which I am now addressing myself. It is not my intention, 
Mr. President, to do more than briefly refey to the disclosures 
there made. It, however appears when the Mexican revolution, 
headed by Francisco I. Madero against President Diaz, broke out 
the Eagle Oil Co., which includes the Aguila Oil Co., dealing 
in the refined products of oil, and the Pearson oil concessions 
belonging to Lord Cowdray, of England, producing crude oil, 
were doing their business in sharp rivalry with the Waters- 
Pierce Oil Co., a Missouri corporation operating in Mexico. 
Mr. Hopkins says they were active competitors. At that time 
the controlling interest and the stock of the Waters-Pierce Oil 
Co. was owned by the Standard Oil Co. According to the wit- 
ness, Mr. Henry Clay Pierce, president of the Waters-Pierce 
Co., “conceived it to be ‘imminently’ proper that the public 
should understand how Lord Cowdray got these concessions 
and how he exercised the control which he had over the Mexican 
Government,” and witness says that he was employed by Mr. 
Pierce for that purpose. 

This record goes on, Mr. President, to give the details and 
activities of these two concerns from that time, the one in be- 
alf of the revolution, the other in support of the existing 
Government. At one time $600,000 were withdrawn by Madero 
from the treasury and utilized for his own side of the contest. 
Some of the transactions were transferred to the city of New 
York, the great financial headquarters of America, when Mr. 
Limantour, previously to that time the secretary of the Mexican 
treasury, a member of the cabinet of President Diaz, appeared. 

Mr. Hopkins— 

A lawyer, I think, of the Washington bar, the general counsel 
for Carranza in this country, as I am informed— 
says that he was at the Hotel Astor when Mr. Limantour was there, 
but denied that Limantour had reported to President Diaz upon his 
arrival in New York from France that large financial interests in New 
York had agreed to advance the necessary money to make the Madero 
revolution successful, whereupon President Diaz resolved to make no 
further resistance, although he admitted that Francisco Madero, the 
father of the late President, and Dr. Francisco Vasquez Gomez con- 
ferred with Limantour in the Hotel Astor, and “I understand he had 
a conference with Speyer & Co.“ When asked whether he had any 
conference with Mr. Stillman or Mr. Vanderlip, Hopkins replied, It 
would not surprise me at all.” 

Senator Saar then proceeded with the record and directed 
the attention of the Senate to an incident immediately preceding 
the battle or surrender of Juarez: 


Hopkins says that he was very familiar with the whole affair; that 
he was in Washington when the Battle of Juarez occurred, and that 
just prior to the Battle of Juarez he was in conference in New York 
with the father of the late President Madero, Mr. Limantour, the minis- 
ter of finance of Mexico, also a director in the Mexican national rail- 
ways, and Dr. Francisco Vasquez Gomez at the Hotel Astor. That the 
attack upon Juarez was delayed pending this conference, “‘ where there 
were negotiations looking to a compromise.” 

That is to say, Mr. President, the forces holding and the 
Mexican forces attacking the city of Juarez were upon the eve 
of battle and suspended their operations because of the negotia- 
tions of the representatives of two oil companies in the city 
of New York, which were looking to a compromise. Of what? 
Doubtless, Mr. President, of their own commercial affairs, but 
upon its success or its defeat depended the fighting or the issue 
of the battle, the lives of the soldiers which were at stake, a 
conflict which might be followed by murder, rape, and de- 
struction. 

The Senator in commenting upon this remarkable incident 
said: 

Why, Mr. President, ts it conceivable that three men meeting in the 
Hotel Astor in New York should hold in the hollow of thelr hands the 
fate of er nego el Anger at the south of us? Is it conceivable that all 
of this dire ty, the loss of life, the murder, the outrages com- 
mitted upon women and girls, the destruction of millions of dollars’ 
worth of property, could all have been avoided if these three arch- 
conspirators had been able to a upon a division of the railroad and 
the oil interests of Mexico? et that is what this man says under 
cath (p: 787). Hopkins admits that the Mexican Petroleum Co. finally 
arrived at an understanding with the Standard Oil Co., and that 
through this connection it is doing a very large business in Mexico, and 
says that the Mexican Petroleum Co, is practically owned by the 
Standard Oil Co., and “on one occasion Doheney & Canfield, who man- 
age the Mexican Petroleum Co., were a little hard up for money and 
went to the Standard Oil office; 26 Broadway, N. Y., where they secured 

400,000 in a few moments,” as I was told by a man in the office of 
he Standard Oil Co., although I would not care to give his name; that 
the Waters-Plerce Oil Co. did everything they could to keep the 
Standard out of Mexico “and has been and is its greatest enemy in 
that country" (p. 791). 
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Hopkins says that he has “had a good deal to do with revolutions, 
also in maintaining constituted government.” He says he knew that 
President Zelaya was going to be put out of the Presidency of Nica- 
7 some time before it 1 (p. 788). That he imparted his 
information to certain people In Europe, notably the French banker, 
whom he had approached for a loan in behalf of the Mexican revolu- 
tion. He said he knew exactly what was going to happen. When 
asked if that information came directly from our Government he said: 
“I should not say directly from our Government; I knew what was 
going to happen before our Government did, and stopped Zelaya’s loan 
from going through.” X 

You can not dismiss with a wave of the hand this man who can 
stop a loan from a European banking house to a government in 
Central America. Yon can not dismiss with a wave of the hand a 
man whose labors were sufficient to call for a cmon) r 
out of the treasury of Mexico amounting to $50, in gold. This man 
is an acknowledged and professional revolutionary authority; has been 
close to the department of state, and wields a powerful influence over 
the affairs of Central America. 

Now, Mr. President, it is fair to assume, indeed I think it is 
the inevitable conclusion, that two enormous private combina- 
tions in daily struggle for commercial supremacy with a nation 
for its pawn have continued to occupy these rival positions 
throughout the changing phases of this unhappy contest, each 
contributing as required to the success of its respective side. 
And this means, Mr. President, if my premises are correct, that 
every life offered in sacrifice upon the altars of the Mexican 
revolution, every outrage committed upon the women and chil- 
dren, the assassination of American citizens and of foreigners, 
the destruction of every dollar’s worth of property, the awful 
havoc and carnage, the spread of epidemics, the sinister out- 
growth of revolution and militarism, all these things, Mr. Presi- 
dent, rest their awful responsibilities upon the shoulders of the 
men who supported, if they did not organize, this revolution 
through the financial assistance which they were able to give 
the rival contestants through their respective organizations, 

It is not the people of Mexico exclusively, however, Mr. Presi- 
dent, who have suffered. Doubtless they would have been ex- 
hausted long ago but for the new financial blood constantly 
pumped into the veins of revolution to promote commercial su- 
premacy without regard to sanctity of human life or human 
freedom. We have suffered from this terrible war. The world 
has felt its pernicious consequences, and intervention, if it 
comes, will have been the unavoidable consequence of this un- 
precedented battle for trade supremacy. Mr. President, one of 
these great organizations has developed some of the most enor- 
mous fortunes in America. One of them has given freely for 
feeding starved and unhappy Belgians. Its use in that benefi- 
cent way stands in contrast to a long caravan of ghostly skele- 
tons south of the Rio Grande, lining the passage of five weary 
years, once tenanted by living souls and clothed with flesh and 
blood, sacrificed to the Moloch of trade through an organization 
whose infiuence, whose strength, and whose power have been 
marshaled in support of war as a means to the extension of its 
commerce. 

Mr. President, I have been conscious, as I still am, that inter- 
ference in Mexico by the Government of the United States is 
doubtless one of the objects, if not the principle object, which 
one of these concerns has steadily had in view from the com- 
mencement of the revolution down to the present hour. I do not 
mean to say, I do not wish to be understood as saying, that it has 
deliberately planned a single murder; that it is directly re- 
sponsible for the horrible affair which occurred yesterday, if 
our information is correct, or of the many which have preceded 
it; but there is an old legal maxim, Mr, President, that a man is 
presumed to have intended the consequences of his own act; and 
no combination in America is so great and so powerful that it 
can escape the application of that principle of human conduct. 

I charge, therefore, Mr. President, from this floor that the 
Mexican revolution, with all of its horrors, are the direct and 
inevitable outgrowth of commercial rivalry between two great 
monopolies, of a design upon the part of the Standard Oil Co. 
on the one side and the Pierce Oil Co. on the other to dominate 
the oil resources and industry of that unhappy country; that to 
secure it they have stood behind and sustained the warring fac- 
tions of Mexico. That the bloodshed, the suffering, and the 
desolation of that land have been the necessary consequence of ` 
their active aid. Perhaps their managers did not foresee all the 
results of their action; perhaps they long ago would fain have 
brought the struggle to an end or withdrawn from it; but it is 
easy, Mr. President, to begin a war; once begun, no man may 
bring it to a conclusion. 

I want the American people, aroused and indignant as they 
must be all over the continent to-day, to pause a moment and 
consider the origin of Mexican difficulties and to place the 
blame for their occurrence where it belongs. Such is my pur- 
pose, and my only purpose at this time, in taking part in this 
discussion. Like the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoxx], I be- 
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lieve, indeed I am morally certain, that this administration, face 
to face with this tremendous exigency, will meet it in a spirit 
and in a manner commensurate with its importance and in such 
a way as will command the approval of the American people. 

Mr. President, I am painfully conscious of the fact that unless 
the de facto President of Mexico can maintain order in that 
unhappy country, unless he has the physical power behind him 
to enforce the laws, to protect life and property, horrors such 
as that which has provoked this discussion must provoke inter- 
ference. We can not go on forever in our present situation. We 
have been more than patient. We have recognized the fact that 
that unhappy country has been struggling to secure its independ- 
ence in its own way. We have been more than patient. We 
have recognized the fact that rival factions, each pretending 
to be animated by the same purpose, have striven against each 
other for supremacy. We have recognized also the fact that 
intrigue, doubtless proceeding from outside sources, has been 
busy in Mexico, and particularly along the border, to the end that 
provocation after provocation might force the hand of the 
American Government, which up to this time has not been suc- 
cessful. We have been extremely patient. 

We have invited the cooperation of the great Republics of 
South America, and with their cooperation we have reached a 
definite conclusion with regard to the existence of a government 
in Mexico. By that act, Mr. President, we have done more to 
remove from the South and Central American people upon this 
hemisphere that suspicion and distrust of the United States, 
and particularly their fear of the Monroe doctrine, as sometimes 
exemplified, than by all the other acts of our past history. We 
have paved the way for a pan-American alliance. 

I say again we have been extremely patient. The blood of 
our people and of our rulers has risen as outrage after outrage 
has been perpetrated across the border ; yet I think the verdict of 
history will be that the patience exemplified up to this time, 
unprecedented in the history of politics anywhere, has been 
justified by these results, as it will be by those which are to 
come. 

Mr. President, no man in the United States can be more 
averse to war than am I. As I boy I went through the experi- 
ences of one great war. I have seen the horrible, the seamy, the 
awful side of human conflict. My recollections of those terrible 
days are now as vivid as they were on the day of Lee's sur- 
render. I know from bitter experience what war means. I 
have seén the crêpe hanging from the door of every dwelling. 
I have seen want, misery, and suffering abroad in the land. I 
haye seen injustice rampant, as it always is during times of 
conflict. I, therefore, am always for peace. Of course, there 
comes, or may come, a time when peace is inconsistent with 
safety, with the national integrity, with the national honor. If 
so be it has now come, if we are about to confront it and can 
not longer avoid it, then, of course, the Nation, without regard 
to consequences, can take but one course. 

I have felt, however, and I still feel, that intervention in 
Mexico means permanent occupation. We may declaim against 
the future acquisition of territory, we may with the utmost sin- 
cerity repudiate any purpose upon our part to extend our domin- 
ion, but he who understands the character of a revolutionary 
people like those of Mexico—and they have been in revolution, 
with the exception of the Diaz régime, ever since 1810—and 
who also considers the enormous expanse of Mexican territory, 
it seems to me can come to no other but the conclusion that once 
the American flag crosses the border, borne by an Army march- 
ing southward to the air of “America,” that moment American 
sovereignty, ex necessitate rei, marches southward to stay, and 
ultimately will find its lower border in Central America. To 
some, Mr. President, that is not an unpleasing prospect, but to 
me, when I consider the resulting necessity of assimilating 
17,000,000 alien people, an alien race, speaking an alien tongue, 
added to the tremendous social tasks and complications now 
resting upon us, when we further consider that conquest is 
inconsistent with American institutions, I shrink from any 
step, not absolutely necessary, which may require us to interfere 
in Mexico. 

Mr. President, when we talk of war we always think of it 
in terms of the third person. It is not you or I who are to 
march to the front and occupy the trenches, but it is somebody 
else. When the time comes—which God forbid—that we must 
intérvene, it is not the sons and the sycophants of the owners 
of great combinations like those which have contributed to this 
awful tragedy in American history who will be found baring 
their breasts to Mexican bayonets, but it will be your son and 
mine, Mr, President, the sons of the good people everywhere who 
pay the taxes and fight the battles of the Nation. ‘ 

Mr. President, I wish to God this Government had the power 
to take those men who are so largely responsible for Mexican 


anarchy and march them in front of an American Army, if we 
go in there, and compel them to receive the first shock and bear 
the first brunt of armed conflict. But no, we have not the 
power. Safe in their sheltered nooks in the great city by the sea, 
secure in their luxurious country places, their great money 
machine in full operation, they will read of battles and of 
victories won by other men; and when the end shall come, it is 
they, and-not the boys in blue, who will enjoy the material 
rewards of successful war. 

Mr. President, things in this world seem to be awry some- 
times and terribly unequal. Let us consider, before we take 
final thought, with regard to the situation confronting us, 
whether it be necessary to go so far as to commit ourselves to 
a policy of physical force. That, I am sure, the administration 
will do; that, I am sure, the administration is doing, and I 
trust in God that this, like other questions of a foreign nature 
affecting not only our policy but our destiny, will be considered 
as far as possible, as I am sure the administration will con- 
sider it, from that broad American standpoint which sinks par- 
tisanship into insignificance and makes nothing but the good, 
the welfare, and the interest of our country the governing in- 
fluence to shape our future action. The moment of passion is 
not the time for action; to-morrow reason rethroned will in- 
quire, deliberate, and determine. 

Mr. LIPPITT and Mr. POINDEXTER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Asnunsr in the chair), 
The Senator from Rhode Island. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator 
from Rhode Island. I was not aware that the Senator from 
Rhode Island intended to continue his remarks at this time. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, yesterday when I closed I had 
been discussing the question of the promises that were supposed 
to have been made by various representatives of the American 
Government in the Philippines to the Filipino people in regard 
to independence. I had quoted the statements and position of 
Mr. Taft while he was Governor General of the islands, and the 
statements which had been made by Mr. Dickinson, who, as 
Secretary of War, bad visited the islands. I want now to refer 
te a statement which I think reasonably and from a common- 
sense point of view sums up the situation as it appeared to the 
mind of a man who was prominent in the government of the 
islands, who was very long a resident of the islands, and is now 
a resident there, who, I think, had been a Member of the House 
of Representatives of the American Congress, who was a vice 
governor of the islands, and who, above all, was very fond of 
the Filipino people. I refer to former Vice Gov. Gilbert. When 
he was a witness before the Committee on the Philippines of the 
Senate he said, in reference to the various statements which 
have been made in regard to Filipino independence: 


A lot of these statements that they say public officials have made with 
reference to the future of the Filipinos have not gone to the extent of 
talking about independence at all. They have talked about self-govern- 
ment, perhaps not using that word, but using some other word. 1 know 
for myself that I never understood that the time was going to come nec- 
essarily when the Filipinos would be given independence, but I felt the 
time would come when they would be given — — entirely. and 
that very likely when that time came they wo not want independence; 
that they would want the protection that some close alliance which 
might be made with the United States could give, So I think it is unfair 


ost 
General or others that they should have ind ence. 
seo Rat look at that you will see that a lot of them do not mean inde- 
pen ce. 

Mr. President, I think that fairly sums up a proper judgment 
of the statements that have been made in regard to giving the 
Filipinos independence by the various officials who have dis- 
cussed it. , 

It represents the situation down to the time when the present 
Governor General of the Philippine Islands landed upon Philip- 
pine territory. When Mr. Francis Burton Harrison landed at 
Manila he made a statement to the Filipino people which, I 
think, is one of the most remarkable statements that has ever 
been made by any official of the American Government. I do 
not know how it will appeal to other people, but for myself I 
scarcely know how to find language strong enough to condemn 
it. Mr. Harrison landed there to represent and enforce the 
sovereignty of the United States in the Philippine Islands. 
Whatever opinion he or anybody else may have had as to the 
propriety of the United States being in the Philippines or as to 
the propriety of their remaining there, he himself was the one 
man who should, it seems to me, have acted in a way to best 
uphold the power of the United States and maintain respect for 
that power. I want to read from his inaugural address as it 
is printed in the appendix of the hearings before the Philip - 
pine Committee and which was delivered on the Luneta on his 
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arrival in the Philippine Islands, as soon as he set foot in 
the Philippines. That address began as follows: 


Citizens of the Philippine Islands: 


The President of the United States has charged me to deliver to you 
the following message on behalf of the Government of our country: 

* We regard ourselves as. trustees. ac not for the advantage of 
wee United States but for the benefit of the people of the Philippine 


nds. 
we take will be taken with a view to the ultimate inde- 


Avery ste 
pendence of the islands and as a preparation for that independence. 


I am aware, Mr. President, that the Governor General, in 
making this statement, says that he was charged to deliver it by 
the President of the United States; but he says that it was de- 
livered on behalf of the Government of the United States. Mr. 
Francis Burton Harrison has been a member of the Government 
of the United States in the capacity of a Representative in 
Congress, and he well knows that neither he nor the President 
has authority to deliver a message to the Philippine people on 
behalf of the Government of the United States that changes the 
policy of that Government unless it has been authorized by the 
Congress of the United States. It seems to me that the making 
of such a statement to those people, in the state of mind in 
which they were and are in regard to independence, was un- 
wise and most improper. It is entirely different from any 
statement on this subject that has ever been made before by any 
official representative of the United States, so far as I know, 
and is in itself undeniably a direct promise to the people of 
those islands that independence for them would be the ulti- 
mate result of the American occupation. It is prefaced with a 
statement that implies it was authoritatively approved by a 
competent part of the United States Government. Inasmuch as 
Congress had given no such authority, I think the implication 
is incorrect and the statement, to say the least, most unfortu- 
nate. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Carron in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island yield to the Senator from 
Colorado? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Yes; I yield, Mr. President. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to ask the Senator if there 
is any difference between that statement, except as to the ex- 
tent of it, and the statement which Goy. Gen. Taft made when 
he announced the doctrine of “the Philippines for the Fili- 
pinos” as the policy of the American administration? The 
Senator might as well say that Mr. Taft had no right to do 
that; he might as well say the same thing concerning the state- 
ment made by Goy. Gen. Smith when he said that it had always 
been the policy of President McKinley, of President Roosevelt, 
of Gov. Gen. Taft, and of Gov. Gen. Wright to administer the 
Philippines for the Filipinos and to extend to them the doc- 
trine of popular self-government. It may be that in degree it 
is different; but, so far as announcing a policy of government 
is concerned, was it not a natural thing for him to do, and has 
it not been done by every Governor General, although perhaps 
in a more limited form than as stated by Mr. Francis Burton 
Harrison? * 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, the announcement that those 

gentlemen made was the announcement that was authorized 
by Congress. Congress itself has said in the organic law that the 
purpose of our going there was for the benefit of the Filipino 
people. It has never said anything about independence. No- 
body denies that the plan of the American Government in the 
Philippines has been for the elevation of the Filipino people. 
That was announced by President McKinley when the islands 
were under a military government, and when, as Commander in 
Chief of the Army and Navy of the United States, he had the 
responsibility of making a statement as to what the policy of 
this Government should be, That policy could have been changed 
by the Congress of the United States when they took the matter 
up and passed what is known as the organic law for the govern- 
ment of those islands, The Congress of the United States, how- 
ever, ratified, approved, and enacted into law the policy and the 
declarations in regard to the Philippines enunciated by Mr. 
McKinley, and when the other Governors General announced 
that policy they were simply maintaining a policy that was au- 
therized by Congress. 
_ A new Governor General, however, goes to the islands, under- 
takes to change the policy, and announces that it is done on be- 
half of the Government of the United States. Mr. President, I 
think there is a material difference in those two positions, and I 
think that under all the cireumstances the last action was most 
unwise. It certainly could not have had any other effect than 
to reduce the respect that the Philippine people entertained for 
the authority of the Government which Mr. Harrison was there 
to represent, 


Mr. President, there is another phase of this subject to which 
I should now like to call attention, and that is in regard to the ex- 
tent of the desire for independence among the Philippine people. 
It is represented that that desire is almost unanimous; that re- 
quests for it have been made by unanimous votes of the Phil- 
ippine Legislature; and that all the official public utterances 
and those that are semiofficial seem to indicate a practically 
unanimous desire for independence; but the testimony given by 
various witnesses before the committee is of such a character 
that I think some attention should be called to it. Mr. Dean 
Worcester, who is perhaps as well informed as any American 
on the feeling of the Filipinos, discusses that subject on page 
300 of the testimony before the Committee on the Philippines. In 
the course of the discussion I asked him: 


What, exactly, do you mean by those statements you have been mak- 
ing? You have used some rather roundabout expressions—that these 
people would not express themselves if they were op) 
ence, that they would fear 5 Exactly wha’ 

Mr. Worcester. They fear that if in 
vengeance would be taken on them. 

Senator LIPPITT. When you say “vengeance’’ what do you mean? 
Would they be deprived of office or murdered or what? 

Mr. Worcestmr. In the old days the adherents of such views were 
89 murdered. They fear that the same thing might happen in 

e future. 

Senator Lirrrrr. Do you mean to say that that sort of feeling is so 
general in the Philippines that people who are really epposed to inde- 
pendence are afraid to express themselyes openly? 

Mr. Worcester. It is generally true that zene opposed to inde- 
pendence are afraid to express themselyes openly. If you speak Spanish 
and can talk directly with them, they will tell yon What they think if 
you have their confidence. 

Senator Lirritr. What will it be that — 5 say? 

Mr. Worcester. They will say they thi the country is not read 
for independence and that it would be a calamity under existing conal- 
tions. t the same time they will ask you not to quote them. 


Later on I asked him this question: 


T am told that it is a very common thing in the Philippines at ban- 
quets, etc., for men to get up and speak in favor of independence and 
then to come privately to Americans and say they are not in favor of it, 
but they felt they had to speak that way in order to appear in that light 
in case independence should be granted. Have you yourself had any 
such instances as that? 

Mr. Worcester. I have, sir. Would you like a specific case? 

8 K 0 Lirrirr. I would be very glad to have a specific case, or sev - 
eral o em. 

Mr. Worcester. At the time Secretary Dickinson was in the Philip- 
pines a ponura banquet was held in his honor, just before his departure, 
at which there were a number of speeches. I sat by Dr. Tavera, who at 
that time expressed himself quite radically when on his feet as in favor 
of early independence. When he took his seat, I said to him, Doctor, 
what would you do if you got it?” He said “ Calle te,” which means 
“be still”; and comes pretty near meaning “shut up.“ I knew him 
pretty well. “I would take the first boat for Hongkong.” 


At another point in his testimeny, Mr. Worcester said: 

You have been assured, I note, by reading the testimony, of a practical 
unanimity in the demand for independence in the Philippine Islands. I 
wish to assure you that there is no such . that what many of 
the ple have in mind when they say they wish for independence is 
not independence at all. The truth is that from the outs 
that the politicians have desired is the privilege of working their w 
on the common people, with the Navy of the United States lying in the 
offing to prevent interference from the outside, and that they call inde- 
pendence. Such a condition is, to me, unthinkable. 

Mr. Worcester is only one of many witnesses who have testi- 
fied along this same line. Mr. Gilbert, whose testimony I have 
already quoted on other points, gives very much the same testi- 
mony. 

Mr. Gilbert says: 

I want to take the opportunity to say, if I m 
independence is. far from universal among the 
far. I think I know something about that. 
associated with the Filipino people; I talk 8 sh, not so well, but 
well enough to understand them, and recently there has a very curious 
thing arisen. Formerly all the Filipinos of property—well, not all, but 
a large number of them—were against independence. Recently there 
has been added to them another faction—a new poris organized out 
there. They have organized a Democratic Party there in last two 
or three months, They are not so sure they want this bill— 

And so on. 

Another citizen of the Philippines who has testified along this 
same line is Mr. Egan. He was asked if he knew of people who 
were opposed to independence, and it was stated to him that 
witnesses had testified before the committee to the effect that 
many Filipinos were afraid to say that they were opposed to 
independence for the islands. He was asked: 

Have you met any instances of that kind? 

He says: 

I have; yes, sir. 

He was then asked if there were many such cases. He said: 

Oh, I could not say very many. You must understand that there 
could be no very definite exp on on the negative of that proposi- 
tion from any Filipino, with the United States absolutely raining: 


to ind - 
would they fear? 
dependence were to come about 


F Purane Sees. for 
y people—very 
I have been intimately 


from saying what it was to do. And so, in public, one would 
hear little or noth about it. 
Senator LIPrITT. Nothing about what? 


Mr. Hoan, The negative of the independence question. No Filipino 


would take it. 
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Senator LiIrrirr. Why would no hgh eyed take it? 


Mr. Bean. Well, the popular thin s been the other way. As it 
has always been a remote bility, I e those gentlemen 
thought it would be a very unfortunate position to occupy. 

Mr. Putnam, who has been for a long time a resident of the 
Philippine Islands, who went there in 1899, and who has been 
connected with the newspapers of the islands for a large por- 
tion of the time since, was asked whether he knew of men who 
were opposed to independence for the Philippines, and it was 
stated to him that Mr. Martin, now Vice Gov. Martin, had 
testified that he had never met business men in the Philippines 
who were opposed to independence, although I will say that 
Mr. Martin subsequently changed that testimony. Mr. Putnam 
says: ; 

He said he had never met any business men who were opposed to 
Piao goed independence? I have not had the same experience; that 
is al can say. 

Senator Liprirr. You say nearly all the business men and a large 
number of the Filipinos are opposed to it? 

Mr. PUTNAM. Yes; I know that to be the case; I am quite sure of it. 

Mr. Taft has given testimony along this same line. He was 
asked why the Filipino people were afraid to say that they 
were opposed to independence. He replied: 

Why. because at various intervals in the 14 years since we have 
been there they believed they were to have independence right away. 
Well, if so, they knew as well as I do that if they appeared to be 
active in resisting the coming independence not only would their prop- 
erty certainly be in danger, but their lives also would be in danger, 
That is the reason. ri 

Mr. Dickinson, at the time of. his visit to the islands, in the 
report which he made in regard to this question, says: 

While, as stated, these are the only views publicly expressed— 

That is, in favor of independence— 


I became convinced from reliable evidence that many of the most sub- 
stantial men, while not openly opposing the demands publicly voiced, 
would regard such a consummation with consternation. They realize 
that the government would fall into the hands of a few, who would 
dominate the masses; that the administration, even without outside 
interference, could not be successfully carried on; that there would be 
internal dissensions and probably civil war, and that if the United 
States did not interfere they would fall an easy prey to some forcign 
power. 


Mr. Dickinson's testimony is that many of the people would 
regard such a consummation as independence with consternation. 

Mr. President, I have gathered together in this way a few of 
the expressions of witnesses before the committee, not entirely 
because they say that there are Filipinos opposed to independ- 
ence, but for the reasons they give for those expressions of oppo- 
sition to independence not being made public; the fact of the 
fear that there is in the minds of these people that in case inde- 
pendence is granted they would be made to suffer for their ex- 
pressions of opinion; that their property would be in danger, 
and even their lives. That condition reflects somewhat upon this 
whole question of whether or not the Filipino people have now 
arrived at a point of development where it would be safe to grant 
independence to them. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pueran in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island yield to the Senator from 
Mississippi? y 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. The Senator has evidently given a good 
deal of thought and study to this very important question, and 
I want to ask him if he can tell me what amount of American 
capital is now invested in the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. LIPPITT. The amount of it? 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Yes. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I have not it in my mind, Mr. President, but 
the amount of American capital is not nearly us large as it 
ought to be. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. I understand; that is a mere matter of 
opinion; but is the Senator informed as to the character of the 
investments there held by Americans? 

Mr. LIPPITT. There are Americans who are in general 
commercial business there. The largest individual undertaking 
is a sugar plantation which came about as a result of the 
purchase of some of the friar lands from the American Gov- 
ernment, 

Mr. VARDAMAN. 
ments? 

Mr. LIPPITT. There are railroad investments in the city 
of Manila, and railroad investments in other parts of the 
islands, more or less in the hands of Americans. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Have not the Americans acquired a con- 
siderable property in timberlands? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think not, though it is possible. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. There is something like $100,000,000, I 
think, invested by Americans there, is there not? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I have not the figures in mind, but it is quite 
possible. I should like to say to the Senator from Mississippi 


Are there considerable railroad invest- 


that the representative of the largest American investment, so 
far as I know, that there is in the islands is in favor of this 


bill. X 
s Mr. VARDAMAN. That convinces me, Mr, President, 
hat 
While the lamp holds out to burn 
The vilest sinner may 
Get right. 


Mr. LIPVITT. I do not know exactly what the Senator has 
in mind by calling an American who invests his money in the 
Philippine Islands one of the “ vilest sinners.” I had rather 
supposed that an American who went there to help build up 
those islands might be regarded by his fellow countrymen in 
some entirely different light. 

Now, Mr. President, by way of going on to present to the 
Senate some information from the testimony at the hearings 
that may be useful in considering the bill that is before it, I 
desire to put into the Recorp a few statements that have been 
made in regard to the participation of the people of the islands 
in the government. Testimony on that point has been given by 
quite a large number of witnesses. I will select only a few of 
them. 

In the first place, I will quote what ex-President Taft has to 
say upon that subject. He says: 


I need not dwell upon the actual condition— 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the Senator give the page from 
which he is reading, please? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Page 402 (reading): 

‘I need not dwell upon the actual condition of the people. I neea not 
say in a company that knows the fact to be as well as I do that nine- 
tenths of the people of the Philippine Islands are to-day utterly in- 
capable of exercising intelligently self-government and that any gov- 
ernment which would be established to-day by the Filipinos themselves 
must be a government of the few, a government of the wealthy, and a 
government of the local caciques with which the country is Infested 
from one end to the other. 


— 


Mr. Dickinson, on page 7 of his report, says again, in 1910: 


The masses of them haye no knowledge or conception of self-govern- 
ment, take no real interest in and have no knowledge of general admin- 
istration, and are under the control of leaders whose will is practically 
their law. Caciquism, I. ¢., local “ bossism,” is just as potential now 
as ever. 

That was the condition as he found it in 1910. 

Vice Gov. Martin, who certainly is an impartial witness from 
the Democratic standpoint, in his testimony on page 126, Sus: 

I wanted to add this to my answer to you, Senator, that you must 
never forget that the great body of the propie in the Philippines. and 
the whole Orient, are peasants, who practically take no part, and whose 
fathers took no part, in the government, and who do not want to take 
an active part in public affairs. When you come to consider the num- 
ber of people who are educated and who are not educated, if you have 
in mind America, where the organization of society is entirely dif- 
ferent, there is a danger, I think, that you would be misled, that you 
would reach a wrong conclusion. That is true in China and through- 
out the Orient. 

Senator Lirrirr. There is a large proportion of the people who do 
not have any interest, that want to be ruled? They want somebody 
else to decide government questions for them? 

Mr. Manrix. Yes. 5 

Secretary Ferguson, on page 197 of his testimony in regard to 
this same question of the participation of the people in the gov- 
ernment, says: 


7358 a 5 great number of ignorant people who are not well informed 
a . 
Senator WALSH. You mean they do not think about the matter one 
babs or the other? 

r. Ferorsox. That is my impression. 

Mr. Dean Worcester, on a page of the record that I have not 
before me at this time, says of the Filipino people that a very 
small proportion of them are interested in public matters at all; 
that the great bulk of them are peasants; that a large number 
of them, of course, live in the mountains, both in Luzon and in 
Mindanao, and that the interest which they take in public 
matters is very little indeed. There is a very large amount of 
evidence to that effect in various parts of the testimony; and I 
simply want to draw it to the attention of the Senate so that 
they can realize that knowledge of public matters, that knowl- 
edge of government methods, that an ability to decide what is 
good for themselyes on questions of this kind is not common 
among those people. 

The total number of voters in the islands is only between 
3 and 4 per cent. Only some 250,000, I think, out of the 
8,000,000 of people have ever participated actively in public 
matters at all. They have inherited no knowledge of self- 
government; and under those circumstances it is quite evident 
that for us to consider this bill simply from the standpoint of 
the views and expressions of those who are intelligent and 
educated and able to express themselves on this subject would 
not be giving all the conditions due consideration. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President—— 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Binge 
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I do. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to ask the Senator if that is 
not due to the fact that there is a qualification prescribed under 
the law as it is now that nobody can vote unless he owns a 


certain quantity of property, or unless he can read and write the 


Spanish or the English language? Is not that the requirement 
of the present law? 

Mr. LIPPITT. That is part of the requirement; yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Then is not that a good reason why there 
would be a limited number of voters there? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Oh, I am not criticizing the fact that there 
is a limited number of voters. I was only stating as a fact 
that there was a limited number of voters. I am quite in sym- 
pathy with the purpose in this bill of extending the franchise 
to a larger number. What I was bringing up this point for 
was so that in deciding upon this bill we should not allow 
the expressions that are given by the educated people of the 
islands to mislead us into believing that they represent the en- 
tire body of the people there. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. But, Mr. President, if we were to have in 
this country a qualification that the voters should be literate 
upon a language foreign to us, how many voters would we have 
here? The requirement is not that they shall speak and write 
their native language, but it is that they shall speak and write 
the English or the Spanish language; and of necessity the 
number of persons who are able to do that must be very limited. 
I want to call the attention of the Senator to the fact that the 
number who were registered to vote was 248,154, and of that 
number 235,786 voted; and I want to call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that there is not a State in the Union where 
the percentage of those who vote is so large as compared to the 
percentage of those who, under the law, are qualified to vote. 
In my State 83 per cent of the men and 80 per cent of the 
women vote; but such a thing as 95 per cent of the men who 
were registered voting, as they did in the Philippine Islands, 
has no parallel in the history of any State in the Union. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Yes; but I do not in any way differ from 
the Senator on that question. I think that the interest which 
the Filipino people who are qualified under the law to vote 
have taken in the affairs of their own country is very com- 
mendable. I think it gives us great encouragement for the 
882 It gives us a very firm foundation for a belief that if 

the American policy of the last 15 years is continued for a 
reasonable time in those islands, we may have there a people 
who will be qualified to manage their affairs in accordance with 
what we call popular government. 

Mr. VARDAMAN, Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I do. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. Can the Senator give us his opinion as to 
what would be a reasonable time? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I do not know that I can answer that question 
better than by reading what the President of the United States 
has to say on that subject in his Constitutional Government. 
Of course how long it is going to take the Filipino people to be- 
come a nation as competent for self-government as the American 
people are is so far in the future that I do not think myself, nor 
do I think it has been the opinion of those who have been asso- 
ciated with the administration of affairs in the Philippines, 
that we should expect to wait until they have arrived at such 
a point of perfection as that before considering what is to be 
the final nature of their relations with this country. All that 
has been contemplated, as I understand, is that they should ar- 
rive at such a point of education, of knowledge of governmental 
institutions, of experience by participation in governmental mat- 
ters, as will give us a reasonable assurance that their own coun- 
rie will go on under their charge to a constantly improving 

ure. 

We took charge of these people at a time when they were 
absolutely ignorant, as a people, of the meaning of self-govern- 
ment. We have gone on through a period of years, and have 
accomplished, it seems to me, very remarkable results in train- 
ing them up; but the fact that we have made progress does not 
mean that we have arrived at a successful conclusion. I think 
there is no man living who can say at this moment how many 
years it will take to make the Filipino people competent to 


administer their own affairs. But the foundation of self-gov- 


ernment has never been better expressed than it is by President 
-Wilson, and his expression of it is very pertinent to the condition 
of the Filipinos at the present time. He-says: 


Self-government is not a mere form of institutions, = be had when 
desired, if only proper pains be taken. It is a form of character. ‘It 


follows upon the long 8 which gives a people self. ession, 
Self-mas mastery, d these t! can not be had without long 
discipline. * bd Wet can give the pinos constitutional govern- 
ment, a 5 which they may count mo to be just, a govern- 
ment based upon some clear and table understanding, inten for 
their good and not for our ment, | but we must ourselves, for 
the present, supply . led But we Gami give 
can 


No people can be “given” the self-control of 
maturity. Only a Som apprenticeship of fence can secure them the 
recious gece sg thing no more be bo t than given. 

e, of all people in the world, Should know ran — things, 

and should act upon them. ignore them would be not 
only to fail, and fail miserably, 2 to fail SM irtenaly. Having our- 
selves gained self-government ya finite process w ch can have no 
substitute, let us put the people Ren el upon us in the right way 
‘to gain it also. 

Mr. President, I do not believe that there are any words that 
can be combined in the English language that would more elo- 
quently and adequately express the belief of the American 
Government than it has been expressed in the acts of this body 
in regard to those people, nor in regard to the course which we 
must pursue toward them. 

In taking up this question of the present condition of these 
people in regard to their qualifications for self-government we 
have always in our dealings with them referred to education as 
the foundation of a knowledge of the method of self-govern- 
ment. We have made great progress in giving the Filipino 
people the implements of education. I have already spoken of 
the fact that we have built, or that they have built under our 
instruction, a very large number of schools; that a large num- 
ber of American teachers have been sent to the islands to show 
them the methods of instruction and to prepare Filipinos them- 
selves to be capable of instructing their people. But while we 
have made progress in this direction, the Filipino people are 
to-day a long, long ways from being in a position to be what in 
the common acceptation of the term would be called an educated 
people. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield, Mr. President. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I have wanted for some time to ask some 
one who is familiar with this subject this question: Are the 
words “self-government” and “independent government” 
Synonymous terms? What does the Senator from Rhode Island 
mean when he says self-government? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I do not think that the words “ self-govern- 
ment” and “independence” are synonymous, but when in rela- 
tion to the Filipino people we talk about self-government we are 
meaning a capacity for self-government. 

Mr. CUMMINS. What is self-government? 

Mr. LIPPITT. The Senator is asking me rather an abstruse 
question, which, as a matter of fact, he is probably better quali- 
fied to answer than I am. What I understand by self-govern- 
ment in one form is the government that exists in the United 
States. In another form I should think the government which 
exists in Canada would probably be called self-government. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Is the government which exists in Japan 
self-government? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I am not so thoroughly familiar with the 
government in Japan, but I should hardly suppose that is was 
self-government in the largest meaning of that term. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Is the government which exists in Germany 
self-government? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I do not think I will go 
through all the governments of the world. 

Mr. CUMMINS. I am really seeking for information, be- 
cause I have heard the word “self-government ” used a hundred 
times during this debate. Sometimes it has seemed to me it was 
used as the equivalent of independence, but at other times it has 
seemed to me it was used in the sense of a Government like our 
own, and I wondered whether there has not been a good deal 
of confusion in the use of the word. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think there has not only been confusion but 
I think there has been in many cases a determined attempt. to 
confuse. I think there has been almost an organized attempt 
to make the word “self-government” as it has been used in 
connection with the Filipino people mean independence. 

Mr. COLT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to his colleague? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield. 

Mr. COLT. With regard to the meaning of the word “ self- 
government” as applied to the Philippines, if we consider the 
organic act as well as the pending bill, I should like to ask my 
colleague if the word “self-government” does not mean the 
Anglo-Saxon system of self-government, or, more specifically, 
the American system of self-government as contained in the 
Federal Constitution of the United States, and if it is not that 
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form of self-government which it is the settled policy of the 
United States to carry into effect? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think, Mr. President, that the language of 
my colleague very well expresses what is the aim of our Philip- 
pine policy. Whether we are ever going to be able to arrive 
at that point or not is, of course, another question. There is 
no doubt in my own mind that the purpose of Mr. Root, Mr. 
McKinley, Mr. Taft, and Mr. Roosevelt and the other men 
who have been intimately associated with the project was to 
bring these people up to a level of education and experience 
where their affairs might be safely left in their own hands, 

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I rise to make a suggestion 
rather than to ask a question. For my own information and 
guidance I hope that before long a Senator who favors the 
present preamble, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHarrorH] 
or the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HitcHcocx], will indicate 
to the Senate in what sense they used the word “ self-govern- 
ment.” 

Mr. LIPPITT. I have no doubt that in due time, or perhaps 
at this minute, the Senator from Colorado will be very willing 
to give his understanding of the word. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I have always felt that 
the expression is self-explanatory. Government by self means 
self-government, it seems to me. It may not necessarily be a 
republic. If the people of a country want a monarchy, that 
is self-government so far as their desires are concerned. It 
is an expression, it seems to me, as to what government the 
people desire. We know what local self-government means 
very easily, which is often referred to, and sometimes with a 
‘modification. Canada, for instance, is a self-governing colony, 
but the word “ colony ” modifies the very thing that you refer to. 
A popular self-government unquestionably would mean a gov- 
ernment by the people. 

Mr. CUMMINS. Then, may I ask, when the Senator from 
Colorado uses the term he means any government established 
by the people of those islands 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. CUMMINS. And not imposed upon them by some ex- 
terior or superior force. I simply want to get my mind clear 
on the matter. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator from Rhode Island will pardon 
an interruption, he has just stated his understanding of the 
attitude of the ex-Presidents and ex-Secretaries of War, that 
we should lead these people along until their affairs could be 
left with themselves. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Safely left. 

Mr. CLAPP. I will put in the word “safely.” What I am 
interested in is the word “affairs.” Does the Senator mean 
that only such affairs as in the final end he would think it was 
wise to leave to them, or what affairs did those men have in 
mind that could be safely left to the Filipino people? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, that is a question which those 
gentlemen never determined. It was a long ways in the future 
or a considerable way in the future at the best. The inter- 
mediate steps that must lead up to any result that was going 
to be finally arrived at were so many and so perfectly definite 
in their nature that their attention was given for the time being 
to those intermediate steps. This Government has never, as I 
understand the situation, either expressed or implied what 
their final relations with the Philippine Islands are going to be. 
They have expressed what their present relations were to be, 
and that was that they were going to use every effort within 
reason to conduct the Philippine affairs in such a way as would 
be for the benefit of the Philippine people. I think that is per- 
fectly plain. 

Now, Mr. President 

Mr. CLAPP. Well, Mr. President 

Mr. LIPPITT. Just a minute. When a nation starts on that 
program, when they set their feet in that path, it is not neces- 
sary for them to decide what the ultimate goal is going to be. 
They started on that path for perfectly well-understood reasons. 
It was the necessity that they should do something or take some 
definite steps. As I have before said, they might have estab- 
lished a commercial colony; they might have turned the people 
adrift to take what chances would come to them. What they did 
do, and what they are doing, is, I think, a very creditable thing 
to the American Government, a thing unparalleled in the his- 
tory of the relations between great powers and smaller ones. 
They are doing their best to raise up these people. 

Mr. CLAPP. Oh, yes; but, Mr. President, without intending 
to be captious, and certainly not intending any criticism of the 
Senator's argument, it seems to me the statement the Senator 
made a moment ago is in line with those statements which have 
been made in the past, and which the distinguished senior Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. CUuuixNs!] has referred to as leading to con- 


fusion in this discussion. 
moment ago said 

Mr. LIPPITT. If the Senator will allow me, I quite agree 
with him that they lead to confusion. They have led to con- 
fusion in this discussion, and one of the chief points of my own 
remarks has been to try to clear up that confusion. 

Mr. CLAPP. I am showing that it is adding to the confusion, 
I think. A few moments ago the Senator from Rhode Island 
stated as his view that the attitude of ex-Secretary Root, ex- 
Secretary Taft, and ex-President Roosevelt had been to lead 
these people along until they might finally reach a state where 
we could turn their affairs over to them. 

I submit that the suggestion of turning the affairs of the peo- 
ple over to them without any qualifying clause would mean all 
their affairs, and that has been the trouble in all this discussion 
in the past. It is the trouble to-day in the discussion. I think 
we have about reached a point where we ought to deal plainly 
with this question. To say that it was the intention of these 
men to so leave the Filipinos that some day it would be safe— 
I do not care how much you emphasize the word safe—to turn 
their affairs over to them without any qualification as to the 
extent of the affairs to be turned over, would mean all their 
affairs of course, just as a declaration that when a boy reaches 
twenty-one his property shall be turned over to him, means all 
his property. 

I am not saying this in criticism of the Senator but as show- 
ing the confusion which has come in this matter, and I submit 
any one reading the Senator’s speech without this interruption 
would reach the conclusion that if he correctly reflected the 
views of those men it was their intention at some time, when it 
might be safe, they being the judges always, of course, to turn 
over their affairs, which would mean, of course, all their affairs. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I can scarcely think that any 
one would arrive at that conclusion from reading my speech; 
at least, I hope not. 

Mr. CLAPP. I mean that expression, of course. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Naturally any one must get his views from a 
consideration of all that I have said, and I have already quoted 
the opinion and statements of these men saying that when that 
time arrives—I am not quoting their exact language—then this 
Government and the Filipino people would take up together this 
question of their future relations and decide it according to their 
mutual agreement. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is quite a different suggestion from say- 
ing when the time arrives we shall turn over their affairs to 
them. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think what confusion there is in the Sena- 
tor's mind is this: What has been said was that we are going 
to try to qualify these people to take charge of their affairs. It 
does not necessarily follow that if the people are qualified to 
take charge of their affairs they will have the opportunity. I 
myself believe that in a reasonable time, if the Filipino people 
still want it, and I do not believe they will, but if they should 
want it at a time when they are qualified to take charge of their 
own affairs, the probabilities are that this Government would 
be very glad to turn the government of the islands over to them 
entirely and absolutely and withdraw from the islands. So far 
as I am personally concerned, if I felt that we could withdraw 
from those islands honorably and with safety to the Philippine 
people to-day, I should not at all be opposed to the American 
Government withdrawing. I can see no great benefit to the 
American Nation from maintaining their interest in those 
islands, but I do see that they have undertaken a definite task, 
and until that task is reasonably completed it would be a na- 
tional disgrace for them to abandon it. 

Mr. COLT. Will my colleague allow me? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Certainly. 

Mr. COLT. The question asked by the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. Cums! seems to me a very pertinent one, because I 
have been in a good deal of doubt as to what was the meaning 
of the term self-government so frequently used in this dis- 
cussion. But upon reflection, however, I haye reached a con- 
clusion on the subject, and I should like to ask the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. SHargorH] and the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. Hrrcucock], whether I am correct. It seems to me from 
the two documents which I hold in my hand, the organic act 
and the present bill, that it was the policy of the United States 
to establish in the Philippines the American system of govern- 
ment, and that the term self-government is used in this sense. 
The American system of government is the government which 
has prevailed in the Philippines from the passage of the organic 
act. That government consists in dividing the government into 
its three parts—the legislative, the executive, and the judicial— 
and in a bill of rights securing to the individual the right to 
life; liberty, and property, and the great body of what are 
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known as personal rights. That, I understand, is the Amer- 
ican scheme of government. That, I understand, is the gov- 
ernment we are teaching the Filipinos, and the government 
which now prevails in those islands. 

The pending bill is a complete framework of self-government. 
At the present time the people of those islands take a certain 
part in that government. This bill proposes to give them a larger 
share, and as time goes on it is our purpose to give them a still 
larger share, until we give them the whole government. When 
that time arrives they will have an executive, a legislative, and 
a judicial branch of government, together with a full bill of 
rights, which is the soul of Anglo-Saxon liberty. Hence it fol- 
lows that they will have in the end the American system of 
government. It has been the policy of the United States from 
the beginning to teach the people of those islands that system of 
government, and when we find them capable of administering 
that system, and not till then, will they be fit for self-government. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I do not see that I have 
much to disagree from the opinion of the junior Senator from 
Rhode Island. I feel that the government which we are trying 
to establish in the Philippine Islands is a government fashioned 
after our own. It would be a great disappointment to us if 
they should adopt a monarchy. There is no doubt that it was 
not the intention that they should frame a monarchy, but the 
question which the Senator from Iowa asked me was, What is 
self-government? Back of all of it is the will of the people. 
_ That is the thing to determine it and not the exact form of 

government. We hope that they will establish a government 
like unto ours, as near as possible. But it seems to me if “ self- 
government ” is to be the word applied, you must recognize that 
they will be entitled to adopt any form of government which the 
people of that country ratify and approve. x 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
me to make an inquiry of the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LIPPITT. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Did I understand correctly that the quali- 
fied number of voters under the pending bill would be in the 
neighborhood of 250,000? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How many? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The number of qualified voters under the 
law as it is now, as indicated by the registration there, is 
248,000. Of that number 235,000 voted. This bill proposes to 
extend the franchise to those who can read and write any lan- 
guage, -their own language, and it is estimated that between 
700,000 and 950,000 will be the number who will vote under 
the new qualification. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I inquire further what is the total 
population of the islands? í 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Between 7,000,000 and 8,000,000—nearly 
8,000,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then may the conclusion properly be drawn 
that self-government under the pending bill, applied to the 
islands, would be a government of, say, 8,000,000 by approxi- 
mately 800,000 or 900,000? 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Of course 800,000 or 900,000 would be 


those qualified under our own requirement. We are making 
the requirement, not they. That 700,000 to 900,000 will deter- 
mine what the form of government shall be. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

Mr. LIPPITT. I will yield to the Senator from Minnesota, 
and then if the Senators will allow me I will go ahead for a few 
minutes and put in some of the facts I should like to submit. 
I yield with pleasure to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. NELSON, I think the question is not so much what we 
understand by self-government but what is the understanding 
of the Filipinos—that is, the political agitators who are agitat- 
ing in favor of self-government. It means that they want the 
United States divested of all power and authority in that coun- 
try. They want the government wholly their own, with the 
single exception that they want us still to protect them against 
foreign invasion. That is what they mean by self-government. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

Mr. LIPPITT. I think that is what some of them mean by 
independence. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I should like to say just a word to the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I yield for a single word. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. There is a statement here, made by Com- 
prissioner Quezon. I can not find it right now. I will call at- 
tention to it later. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, a few minutes ago I started to 
refer briefly to the question of education in the Philippine Is- 
lands. Of course the fundamental instrument, or the instru- 
ment which we have relied upon chiefly for the development of 


the Filipino, has been education. As I have said, we have made 
considerable progress there, but progress in its very nature 
implies that we have not yet arrived at the terminus of our jour- 
ney, and we are certainly a long ways from having arrived at it 
in connection with Filipino education. I came across a sentence 
in the report of the Governor General for 1914, in which he says: 

The secretary of public instruction calls attention to the fact that 
there are approximately 1,200,000 children of school age in the Phili 

ines, while the total enrollment for the present year will approximate 

„000. As explained by him, however, this should not be taken to 
indicate that half the children in the islands are being neglected. 

I therefore turned to the report of the secretary of educa- 
tion to see just what were the facts in regard to that matter. I 
find it on page 281 of the report of the Philippine Commission. 
I will not read it, but its purport is that there are 1,200,000 
children of school age in the islands; that the annual enroll- 
ment was 621,000 in the year 1914; that they hope it will be 
630,000 this year. And he says: 

At first thought it would appear that fully one-half of the children 
of the Philippine Islands are being totally neglected. This, however, 


is not the case, for under present conditions a considerable proportion 


of boys and girls do not pursue their studies beyond the age of 10 or 11 


years. x 

In other words, that on the subject of education the point at 
which we have now arrived in the Philippine Islands is that 
there is accommodation for something under one-half of the 
children who ought to be educated, and that rather more than 
those are being given some education, because a large part of 
the children of the islands leave school by the time they are 
10 or 11 years old. 

I simply want to put that fact in the Record as an indication 
of how much more there is yet to be accomplished in those 
islands. Until we went there there was practically no educa- 
tion for the masses. I have seen somewhere a statement that 
the total number of children who received any education under 
the old Spanish régime did not exceed 150,000. There are 
8,000,000 people in the islands, and it is manifest that if 15 
years ago and for years prior to that time this very small 
number of children were being educated and that since the 
American occupation, though we have gone on until 50 per cent 
of them are being educated, that the condition must be that the 
great bulk of those Filipino people are illiterate; that they must 
be in a condition in which they are not able to obtain from 
books and from magazines and newspapers the information 
that is necessary for the conduct of a government. 

We have had some very interesting testimony in regard to 
one part of the people of the islands, from which I want to read 
just a small amount to show what the Filipino people at their 
worst are on the question of civilization. At the best the Fili- 
pino people are civilized—well civilized. I mean the people of 
the higher ranks—the merchants of Manila, the people who 
represent the government of the Philippines here and in other 
places. This small portion of them are intelligent, well-edu- 
cated, experienced people, and from those there is a gradual 
going down from the best quality until we get to the people who 
are known as the wild people, the Moros, the inhabitants of the 
mountains in Luzon, the inhabitants of a large part of Minda- 
nao and the southern islands of the Philippines, amounting in 
all to about one-eighth of the entire population. About 1,000,000, 
as it has been estimated, of the Philippine population are these 
so-called wild people and Moros, most of whom are Moham- 
medans. 

Col. Young, an officer of the Government, who has been in the 
Philippines for several years, testified before the committee, 
He came with no political views to advance, with no theories in 
regard to the future of the Filipino people, with nothing to 
conceal, but at the request of the committee, and as a result of 
a great many questions, some very interesting information was 
put into the record as to what actually went on in certain parts 
of the Philippine Islands. The colonel himself, as an officer of 
the United States Army, had direct control of a large section 
of those people. I will read first from his testimony in regard 
to the way justice has been administered -among the Moros. 
Col. Young was being questioned about head-hunting, and I 
asked him: 

Senator Lirrirr. I thought the head-hunting was confined to the hill 
tribes in Luzon, 

Col. Younes. If you had a bad man and you were looking for him, 
you would get a head-hunter and let him go and get him for you. 

Senator 5 — He will get his oat i for you? 

Col. Younc. Well, I had a bad man to get. I had to have him. I 
had been chasing him a long time. They sent me a couple of men 
whom they said could get him, but it would take a little time. After 
a time they came back and said that they had him. ‘The leader came 
in and said he would bring him in. When he brought him in I told 
him to put the body in a shed that I had off my office, so as not to 
attract any more attention than necessary. When I came to look at 


it I could not find the body. The hunter said he had him in a sack. I 
went and got the sack and turned it upside down, and two heads rolled 
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The cH RRA Tas wid inny. brenght evo bed Wans iMr ia 
little in doubt as to who was the righ 

Col. Youne. Well, this man had a partner with him. They were not 
sure which was the right man, so they took them both, They brought 
in one more for good measure. 

That is an example of the way justice was administered two 
and a half years ago among 400,000 of the Filipino people. 

The way in which divorce was administered is quite inter- 
esting. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I do. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
think that what he has read shows much against the Moros, 
when they were acting under directions of an officer? Is the 
mere fact that the man was killed and his head severed from 
his body any indication of very much barbarity on the part 
of the actual perpetrators, except as to the cutting off of the 
head, when he was acting under instructions? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I should like to ask the Senator what he 
thinks of a community in which it is possible to ask for a couple 
of men to go out-and kill another man, and they go, as a matter 
of course, and, for good measure, bring in two hea 

r. SHAFROTH. It is—— 

Mr. LIPPITT. Wait a moment—and no particular notice is 
taken of that by any other members of the community, but it 
is taken as a matter of course? Col. Young was in military 
authority; he could not have sent his own soldiers out, thongh 
he did on other occasions, as described in his own testimony, 
send his own soldiers out. But what I am reading this testi- 
mony for is not as a reflection on the kind of military adminis- 
tration Col. Young was giving there so much as an indication 
of the point of political education, if you will, at which that 
community had arrived. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I am sure the Senator 
from Rhode Island does not desire to convey to the Senate any 
false or inaccurate impression, and he will readily admit that 
this bill does not propose to give self-government to the Moros 
or the non-Christian tribes, and that he is now only referring 
to non-Christian tribes. This bill provides that those tribes 
shall be represented in the Philippine Legislature by two sena- 
tors and nine representatives appointed by the Governor Gen- 
eral, They have no share at present, and they will have no 
share in the immediate future, in that government; they are 
recognized as savages, and they are to be kept under guardian- 
ship, just as the Indians were in this country. Certainly the 
Senator from Rhode Island does not intend to convey the im- 
pression that what he is reading is a sample of the people in 
the Philippine Islands to whom self-government is to be given 
by this bill. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Not at all, Mr. President; but what I am really 
discussing is the question of giving independence to the Philip- 
pine Islands, as proposed in the preamble of the bill. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The head hunters are not involved in that. 

Mr. LIPPITT. If the Senator will allow me, I desire to say 
that if independence is given to the Filipino people the Moro 
people will be very much involved in it. They are to-day under 
the protection of the American Government. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator from Rhode Island is aware 
that the military forces have been withdrawn from that country? 

Mr. LIPPITT. I am aware that the military forces have been 
withdrawn, but I am also aware that the Philippine Scouts are 
there to maintain order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes; they are there now. At the present 
time the laws are being absolutely administered by the Filipinos 
in that Moro country. 

- Mr. LIPPITT. Oh, Mr. President, the law is being adminis- 
tered by Mr. Carpenter. I do not know what his exact position 
is, but he is the governor of a Province and is an American. It 
is under his supervision. He may employ, and doubtless does 
employ, some Filipino assistants. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. But order is being maintained by Philip- 
pine Scouts, and, aceording to the latest testimony from the 
islands, there is good order there. The testimony also is from 
that part of the islands that, although the military had been 
withdrawn and had been withdrawn for a long time, the order 
that is maintained there now is perfect. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Certainly, the Philippine Scouts maintain 
order. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Yes. 


Mr. LIPPITT. The Philippine Scouts are a great organizan- 
tion and have been carefully trained by the United States troops. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, the point I desire to make 
clear now is that the instance the Senator was reading, which 
had occurred two and a half years ago, for which an American 
officer was responsible, was an incident that could not now occur. 
It occurred among a people to whom it is not intended by this 
bill to give any degree of self-government. - 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I understand that by this bill 
it is not intended to give those people any particular. degree of 
self-government; but what I am talking about is the question 
of granting independence to the Philippine people. I do not 
object to many of the provisions of the bill; but what I was 
trying to do was to give some of the Senators here an idea of the 
different strata of society in the Philippine Islands and where 
the Senator says the conditions of those people is not of particu- 
lar interest to us. I will read to him again 

Mr. HITCHCOCK, I did not wish it to be understood that 
that was the present condition. 

Mr. LIPPITT. I will read from Mr. MeKinley’s utterances in 
regard to our own policies. He says that we are the trustees 
and guardians of the whole Filipino people and peculiarly of the 
ignorant masses, and that our trust is not discharged until those 
masses are given education sufficient to know their civil rights 
and maintain them. 

I submit that the society that is illustrated by this instance 
has not yet arrived at the point where they know their civil 
rights and are able to maintain them. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Certainly not; but the point I desire to 
make is that it would be just as unfair to judge the Filipino 
people by the instance to which the Senator refers in the 
Moro country as it would be to judge the people of the United 
States by referring to the condition of society prevailing among 
the Apaches—juSt exactly. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Mr. President, I distinctly stated before I read 
the testimony of Gen. Young that I was simply putting into 
the Ricord a picture of the Philippine Islands at their worst. 
A nation, of course, consists of all its parts. There are a very 
small number of Apaches as compared with the population of 
the United States, but there are about 1,000,000 or one-eighth 
of the Filipino people of this character, or more or less of this 
character, in the islands. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Well, I will change the illustration. I 
will say that it would be just as fair to judge the condition of 
American society in the United States by the condition of 
society in some of the benighted regions of the South, where 

Mr. LIPPITT. To which State does the Senator refer? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Where the negro population is still 
suffering from the conditions which prevailed in the days of 
slavery—— 

Mr. LIPPITT. What State? 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Senator will permit me to finish. 
I say it would be just as fair to judge the condition of society 
in the United States by the condition of society among the 
negroes of the South after the Civil War, as it would be to 


‘judge conditions in the Philippine Islands by the condition of 


society among the Moro tribes. I think the Senator does not 
desire to convey any such inaccurate impression as that, and yet 
that is the direct conclusion from what he says. 

Mr. LIPPITT. Oh, no, Mr. President; I did not intend to 
imply that inference at all. I have already stated that what I 
was trying to do was to give an idea of certain grades among 
the Filipino people, and I think that what I have said about 
it must make my intention perfectly clear. 

It is also interesting to read Col. Loung's statement in regard 
to another important function of civilization, and that is mar- 
riage. He has told us how justice was administered in the 
Philippines in certain cases. I read from the testimony : 


Senator Lippitt. You spoke a while ago of the fights between the 
Moros and Filipinos; that the Moros would carry off the women and 
children occasionally. 

Col. Louxd. I did not mean to say that they carried 7 — the a pes 
women and children, but a Moro, for instance, will, as they say, f. 
love with a Moro girl, some dato’s daughter, a beautiful 1. He len 
not got the necessa $4 ‘recommendations and qualifications for marringe. 
He must show de. e nas got. He must own some carabao or he must 
have killed somebody. e must do something to show that he can get 
SEN ee If he does not we that he thinks he must get the girl anyhow, 

l run off to somebody else’s barrio. There we have to go to 

aa him. 1 ane to wis Set: into my office and divorce them, send 

the girl back an man back to his place. I used to do that 
most eve 


Senator ry ay. What is their marriage ceremony? Do they have 


a real ceremony? 

Col. Youne. Not exa ; nothi special. It is an arrangement 
between the parents. For may be children 12 years old, 
a boy and a girl of parents who are wi do. The parents will decide 
that these two children must marry, and they will foot | wnt pen under 
what we would term in this country a governess, or something of that 
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kind, until they grow up to be 15 or 16 years old. I have seen plenty 
of them married at 15 years. 

The CHAIRMAN, Reno, Nev., as a divorce colony was not in it as com- 
pared to your office? 

Col. Younc. Not much. There was not much formality about it. 

Senator Lirrirr. You say these were people you were in the habit of 
divorcing every day. Were ple in the habit of getting promiscuously 
married every day and you had to divorce them every day? 

Col. Youn. Provided the parents objected. They did not always 
object. If a man came to me and said that another man had come into 
his place and taken his daughter and ran away with her, and that he 
wanted him praises for it and wanted his daughter sent home, I would 
send out and bring them in. Oftentimes they would not want to come. 

Senator Liprrrr. Then, the grounds for divorce in the Philippine 
Islands is that the parents do not Jike it? 

Col. Younc. That is about it. It is just purely a matter of consent. 

There are several instances of that kind in Col. Young's 
testimony. He describes a case in which he had to go for some 
outlaws with a troop of American soldiers and the fight that 
took place. All this testimony that I have put into the RECORD 
J have put in merely to show the character of the lower grades 
of the Filipino people. 

Mr. President, I have in the remarks which I made yesterday 
and to-day tried to show, in the first place, that Congress in 
dealing with this subject was not bound by any promise to 
give the Filipino people their independence, although that claim 
had been made and was being made by representatives of the 
Filipino people and by Americans connected with the govern- 
ment. I then endeavored to show something of the condition 
which exists among the Filipino people in regard to their opin- 
ion about independence, in regard to their participation in the 
government, in regard to the point at which their education has 
arrived, and in regard to their social condition in some parts 
of the islands. Owing to the fact that my remarks have been 
prolonged by many interruptions and that it is now nearly 
half past 4 o'clock, I do not wish to proceed further at this 
time. I intend perhaps at some future time to express some 
opinions, and give the reasons for them, in regard to the pre- 
amble of this bill and in regard to a few of its features, but I 
will now yield the floor. 


AFFAIRS IN MEXICO. 


Mr. POINDEXTER. Mr. President, the hour is so late that 
I will not undertake to discuss the Philippine bill this after- 
noon, and I would not have addressed the Chair at this time 
but for the discussion which was interpolated under the head 
of this bill on another matter earlier in the day. 

Of course, it is quite difficult to speak of the episode that was 
described in the morning papers referring to American citizens 
in Mexico in terms of proper restraint. I listened to the very 
calm statement of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Stoxr], the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and must 
compliment him upon his calmness, The feature of the state- 
ment of the chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee 
which particularly attracted my attention, however, and which, 
it seems to me, is deserving of some comment, was the question 
which he asked of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER] as to what he would propose to do under the cir- 
cumstances referred to. Five years ago the Senator from Mis- 
souri introduced a resolution in regard to the Mexican situa- 
tion. I have enough confidence in the care and judgment of 
the Senator from Missouri to presume that the circumstances 
stated in the preamble of that resolution were true, or that the 
Senator from Missouri had sufficient information to believe 
them to be true, exercising good judgment. He stated in the 
preamble to that resolution, which was introduced on April 17, 
1911, as follows: 


Whereas a condition of turbulence and disorder prevails throughout 
the Republic of Mexico; and 

Whereas as a result of such turbulence and disorder, it is reported 
that the lives of a large number of American citizens resident in Mex- 
ico are imperiled, and that their property is in danger of lawless ap- 
propriation by bands of irresponsible men; and 

Whereas -in conflicts between the military forces of the Mexican 
Government and revolutionists near the border line between the United 
States and Mexico several American citizens on the American side of 
the boundary line have been slain as the result of Mexicans firing across 
the line, and other American citizens while peaceably pursuing their 
avocations or while in their homes have been wounded ; and 

Whereas a great and important public work on the Colorado River in 
Lower California is being constructed by Americans, and for which work 
Congress has made a large appropriation, and which work is being con- 
structed on the Mexican side by American engineers and contractors 
under un agreement made with the Mexican Government, is being ob- 
structed and endangered by repeated interferences of lawless bands of 
Mexican revolutionists who have at different times appropriated prop- 
erty of the contractors engaged in the work and have so seriously de- 
layed the work as to greatly endanger it by threatening the lives of 
workmen and thus disorganizing the working force; and 

Whereas numerous leading newspapers in Europe, especially in Lon- 
don, report that certain European Governments, many of whose sub- 
jects and citizens reside in Mexico and have large property interests 
there are contemplating some intervention by force in the affairs of the 
Mexican Republic, ostensibly for the protection of the lives and interests 
of their people; and 


Whereas one European power has already landed on Mexican territory 
an armed force of marines from one of its warships under the pretense 
of preventing an attack upon a Mexican town by revolutionary forces— 


It struck me with a good deal of surprise to hear the same 
Senator who recited those circumstances as existing on April 
17, 1911, and who for a considerable time past has occupied 
the important position in relation to our foreign affairs of 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations in this body, 
to imply by his question to the Senator from New Hampshire 
that during all of this period, with all of this responsibility, 
he has no idea as to what our course of conduct should be. I 
assume that he is in frequent conference with the President of 
the United States; and it seems to me If the people of the 
United States have their attention directed to the debate which 
took place here this morning, familiar, as they are, with all the 
occurrences which have transpired in Mexico effecting the inter- 
ests of citizens of the United States and the dignity and respect 
due the Government of the United States since this resolution 
was introduced—if they have their attention directed to the 
fact that the Government at this time has no policy and no 
plan and does not know what to do, it will be a matter of con- 
siderable interest to them, and it was for the purpose of putting 
something in the Record that may aid in directing the atten- 
tion of the people to this situation that I arose at this late 
hour. 

The objection has always been made to any discussion of 
these questions that it might embarrass the administration. 
The appeal is constantly made—it was made here to-day—not 
to criticize the President, but to give him a free hand; do not 
embarrass him. Mr. President, we may restrain ourselves here, 
and we have restrained ourselves. I think one of the most 
remarkable features of the proceedings of this body during 
the last three years has been the absence of discussion of the 
Mexican situation, although I am satisfied that practically 
every Member of the body has deep convictions upon the great 
issues which are involved in those relations. We have not dis- 
cussed them; we have giyen the President practically a free 
hand; we have not made a partisan issue of it; but it will be 
discussed by a more important body than this; it will be dis- 
cussed by the people of the United States; it will be an issue 
in the forthcoming presidential campaign; and it seems to me 
that, to a small extent at least, it ought to be discussed here 
now. 

It is altogether aside from the question, it seems to me, that 
those who are in positions of power and responsibility, great 
oflicers of this Government, in this crisis turn to other Senators 
who may raise the question and ask them what they would do. 
It may be difficult for a Senator who ventures to express the 
feelings which the impulses of the moment give rise to, to map 
out offhand a program for the conduct of our foreign affairs; 
but those who have been given charge of those foreign affairs 
and vested with responsibility for their conduct ought to be 
prepared with a program of action. 

I listened with a great deal of interest, as I always do, to the 
remarks of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. THomas], and, as 
has been the attitude of Senators so often in these matters, he 
confined himself very largely to painting a picture of the hor- 
rors of war. If we do anything, we will become involyed in war; 
war means death and loss and destruction; nobody wants war. 
Does the Senator from Colorado mean to say that nothing can 
be done to maintain the value of American citizenship? That 
is what is involved; and I am very much afraid that it has been 
considerably depreciated not only by the conduct of this feature 
of our foreign relations, but by our entire foreign policy. I am 
inclined to think that in many quarters American citizenship is 
being made a byword and a reproach, rather than a protection 
and an honor, as it ought to be. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado mean to say when this process is gradually going on, when 
further depreciation of whatever American citizenship means is 
brought about by the murder which is reported in this morning’s 
papers, that we can not do anything, that there is no redress, 
that there is no policy which may restore us to the position 
which we once occupied? I do not think that is the case. I 
think that there are things that might be done. There have 
been administrations which met crises of this kind with effect, 
which maintained the rights of American citizens not only in 
Mexico but all around the world, which brought our Govern- 
ment out of them with increased honor and distinction, and yet 
left it at peace with the world. 

Why, if in the past difficult crises which we have gone 
through the Government had taken the position that we must 
pursue the easy way, the do-nothing ” policy—it may be called 
a policy of “watchful waiting,” but- it is a policy of doing 
nothing—if that policy had been pursued in all of the difficult 
crises through which we have passed, the United States of 
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America would not be what it is to-day. There would not be the 
value and the distinction in being a citizen of this country, 
which the Government now ought to be called upon to maintain 
and protect. 

Why, Mr. President, it has not been many years ago since 
in the far-off country of Morocco an American citizen became 
involved in trouble. Some bandit, Raisuli, carried him away 
into captivity, into the depths of Morocco. Everybody remem- 
bers the message that was sent by the Secretary of State, under 
the direction of Theodore Roosevelt, the President, to the consul 
of the United States to deliver to Raisuli the ultimatum, “ Per- 
dicaris alive or Raisuli dead.” 

What was the result? I have here a prepared statement of 
what the result was: 
by niat A ws bandit, and bald 2 
chintgsbaliying and threats by ainsi that Be would KUI hls prisoner 
unless d, Hay cabled to Gummeré, Ameri- 


“We want Perdicaris alive or Raisuli dend 
ing that Gummeré was “not to commit us about landing marines 

or seizing cust use,” 
In his diary May, e the . entries: 


tizen, Ion H. Perdicaris, was seized 


5 23. 70 Rer — as 2 = an be seer fg success. 
curious how a concise e public.” 
oun teat 5 to-night.” 
June 27. “ Perdicaris wires his thanks.” 
John Hag, dia ven a, brigand, a r 
ohn Hay. even a „ apparen e in so 
Morocco, Tecognine the note o — in the voice from overseas.“ 


Now, Mr. President, murder and indignity visited upon Amer- 
ican citizens in Mexico is not such au incident as the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Stoye] describes. If it were, it would pre- 
sent an entirely different issue. It is an indication of a con- 
dition that exists, and a condition that has existed ever since 
the time when this resolution described similar conditions in 
1911, which the Senator himself recited in the preamble. 

Of course, Mr. President, the note of command which saved 
the life of Perdicaris and restored him to his American citizen- 
ship could not have had the effect which it did have if it had 
been preceded by three years of neglect of the rights of Amer- 
ican citizens; and I do not expect, after the course which has 
been pursued by this Government for three years, that we can 
restore it to the influence it would have had if it had been 
conducted in a firm and competent manner from the beginning. 
We can begin a different course, however; and while we can 
not expect, through what I am impelled to say seem to be, so 
far as our foreign relations are concerned, weak and incom- 
petent hands, to accomplish, even though the policy should be 
reversed, what a great man in the Presidency was able to ac- 
complish for the protection of American citizens and for peace, 
and peace with honor, yet we can start upon the right road, 
which sooner or later may restore us to the position which we 
ought to. occupy. 

Why, Mr. President, a policy of surrender is bound to be a 
failure. No nation, no set of men, ever arrived at success 
through a policy of backing out and surrendering and giving 
away. The President of the United States was entirely mis- 
taken when he assumed, in a message which he deliyered to 
Congress on the 5th of March, 1914, as he appears to have 
assumed from the language of that message, that by giving 
away and surrendering and backing down, so far as our rights 
in the Panama Canal were concerned, he would accomplish the 
object which he sought, of securing the good will and the friend- 
ship of the world. It had the opposite effect. The way to maintain 
the respect of the nations of the world is to maintain our self- 
respect. ‘The people of those nations are people of honor and 
refined sensibility, and they appreciate honor and sensibility and 
self-respect and ability and competence in the management of 
the foreign affairs of a great government. 

In that message the President said—this is very familiar, but 
IT read it in order to comment briefly upon it: 


We ought to reverse our action without raising the question whether 


- we were right or wrong 


A most astonishing proposition— 
and so once more deserve our reputation for generosity. 

Generosity in what? Not in the President’s property; not in 
his own, in the disposition of his own interests or estate. Gen- 
erosity in the great trust of the American people; generosity 
in dealing with the people’s rights and the people’s property, in. 
foreign relations, which are about as far removed from prin- 
ciples of generosity as any human affairs are. And he adds in 
his message: 


ü I ask this of you in support of the foreign policy of the administra- 
on. 


What does that mean? It never has been explained. It can 
mean but one thing—that in order to carry out successfully the 
foreign policy which the President had mapped out for his ad- 


After much 


ministration, and maintain the safety of our relations with for- 
eign countries, we must give up this great right. 

In some countries, when travelers are pursued by wolves, it 
is said, the one who happens to stumble is abandoned to his fate, 
and left to be devoured, in order that the rest may escape. 
it seems that one after another of the interests, rights, and 
privileges of American citizenship in reeent years have been 
thrown overboard in order that we may maintain peace and 


‘safety and the respect of foreign nations, upon the assumption 


that peace and respect could be maintained by ignoble and unjust 
surrender. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pueran in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Washington yield to the Senator from 
New Jersey? 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I know the Senator wants to 
be fair; but it does seem to me that the trend of his remarks 
would be to impress the world with the idea that our Govern- 
ment is utterly supine so far as action is concerned. Now, with 


reference to this horrible affair of which we were first apprised 


only this morning, in the morning newspapers, it is hardly just 
to permit the impression to go out, as it would from the Sena- 
tor’s remarks, that no steps are being taken toward the punish- 
ment or bringing to justice of these vandals or murderers, 

Mr. POINDEXTER. What! Has the administration sent an- 
other note? 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I have in my hand a copy of 
the Washington Times of to-night, and it says here plainly: 


STATE DEPARTMENT TOLD AMERICANS OF MEXICAN PERIL. 


The United States Government to-day served official notice on Gen. 
Carranza that it holds msible for the Chihuahua massacre, 
which resulted in the death of 17 persens, mostly Americans. 

So it shows that it must come from some authority. Then, 
again, in the Evening Star it says: 


Secretary Lansing to-day telegraphed Gen. Carranza, calling for the 
poan punishment of the ts who. executed 15 Americans near 


hihuahua Monday. Through Eliseo Arredondo, the newly appointed 
Mexican amba or here, it was arranged to bring the from 
Chihuabua to Juarez to-day on a special train. 

I am sure the whole Senate and our whole country lament as 
much as can the Senator the unfortunate and horrible condi- 
tions that have prevailed in Mexico; but it is hardly just—it is 
not just; it is not fair—to endeavor to spread the imputation 
that the Government of the United States and those who are 
in power in the administration are lying supinely on their backs 
and allowing this thing to run on. Fifteen men, God knows, 
is sad enough; but 1.500 or 15,000 men would be sadder. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I decline to yield further, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I do not desire to trespass. 
upon the Senator's time further; but it does seem to me that, 
with all his fairness, he is not just in this accusation. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. There is no Senator whose good will 
and opinion I respect more than those of the Senator from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey. Oh, I know; I think we 
understand each other. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. And I would not have the Senator think 
I was so unjust as to criticize the future conduct of the Presi- 
dent. I have no idea what he is going to do. Furthermore, I 
am ready to coneede that he will write a note about this mat- 
ter, which the Senator has described in the article which he 
has quoted from the newspaper. One basis of the objection 
which I have, and which I venture to express as an individual, 
to the foreign policy of the Government has been not lack of 
expression, not a lack of strong words, but that there has been 
too much strong note writing and big talk without any action 
whatever. 

Mr: MARTINE of New Jersey. Well, yes; but this country, 
thank God, has been saved a war. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. It seems to me, Mr. President, as long 
as we are on the subject of notes, that if the Government has 
arrived at the point where it is going to write strong notes on 
these various international episodes it ought at least to have 
some definite idea at the time it writes the notes what it is 
going to do to live up to the language which the notes contain, 
and not come here in the Senate of the United States after a pe- 
riod of “ watchful ” and note writing for four or five years 


and practically admit that it did not know what it was going 
to do, that it had no policy, and ask the Senator from Idaho 
and the Senator from New Hampshire what is to be done about 
the situation. 

A part of the administration’s perfectly supine conduct was the 
episode at Vera Cruz, which I have never yet heard explained by. 
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the Government or any of its ‘advocates ; and I am not discussing 
this matter as a party question. I do not think there is any 
Member of this body who is less controlled by a sense of parti- 
sanship than I am; but I am opposed to the idea that criticism 
of the foreign relations of the Government ought to be sup- 
pressed on the cry that “ you must not make it a party matter.” 
I think the President of the United States ought to be criticized 
when he is wrong, and particularly that in the Senate of the 
United States Senators ought to be free to express their opinion 
of his official conduct without being charged with making a party 
question of it. It is not the Democratic Party that I am talk- 
ing about, because I am satisfied that the great majority of the 
Democratic Party agree with me on this proposition. They 
would not say so; they are not as free to say so as I am. I am 
referring to the President, the administration. If any one of 
its advocates can explain to me what was accomplished by the 
withdrawal from Vera Cruz after the killing of a large num- 
ber of young Mexican midshipmen in the naval academy and 
the sacrifice of the lives of 17 American sailors, whose pitiful 
funeral was pictured in the newspapers of this country, I shall 
be very much obliged and very much gratified. If the wisdom 
of the foreign policy of this country is to be determined by that 
episode, it is no wonder that the common report that we are 
held in contempt by most of the intelligent people of the world 
is true. 

It is proposed, among other instances of this general policy, 
to secure the good will and friendship of Colombia by paying 
her $25,000,000. That is a part of this general course of con- 
duct. Twenty-five million dollars for building a canal which 
is of more benefit to Colombia, perhaps, than to us, and is of 
as much benefit to her as any other people in the world, and of 
greater benefit than anything else that ever occurred in the 
history of her Republic. Twenty-five million dollars for com- 
pleting the construction of the canal which we bought from 
the French company, to whom we paid $40,000,000 for it, and 
in addition to that we acquired a right of way from the Republic 
of Panama and paid $10,000,000 for it. But it is not based upon 
the proposition that they have a legitimate claim against the 
United States for this mone 7 so much as it is based upon the 
plea that they will be dissatisfied and offended unless we pay 
ii to them, and in order to maintain their good will we must take 
$25,000,000 coming from the taxes which are levied upon the 
people of this country and turn it over to Colombia. 

Now, I want to cite another instance, Mr. President, as long 
as the question has been asked as to what could be done. This 
also occurred during the administration of Mr. Roosevelt. I 
do not mean to say that instances of this kind have not occurred 
in the administration of other Presidents. I remember one 
under the administration of Groyer Cleveland, when he carried 
the United States through a difficult situation with Great 
Britain in regard to Venezuela and maintained the dignity of 
the country and established his own reputation for all time, 
without bringing us to war. But the instance to which I now 
refer may be of some aid to the Senator from Missouri and other 
Senators upon that side who are inquiring as to whether it is 
possible to do anything without involving the United States 
in war. 

3 1902 one of the periodic outbreaks to which Venezuela was ad- 
icted 

And I am reading now a prepared statement, which I did not 
prepare, but which recites these historic facts— 


gave him— 
That is, Mr. Hay— 


an excuse for putting to the test whether or not the United States 
would defend the Monroe doctrine by force of arms. 

The Venezuelans owed the Germans, the En ngilsb, and the Italians la 
2 which they had put off paying until their creditors began 
suspect that they never intended to pay at all. The Kaiser apparent 
counted on the resistance of the Venezuelans to furnish him a pretext 
for occupying one or more of their seaboard towns. 

In order to disguise the fact that this was a German undertaking, he 
looked eo 2 accomplices who would give to it an interna onal 
semblance. happened just at that time that Germany found herself 
isolated, as * and Russia had renewed their bond of friendship. 
England, too, always suspicious of Russia, and recently irritated by 
France, seemed to be looking for a friend. 

Ey offers which can not yet be made public, Germany persuaded the 
Tory Government to draw closer to her. The immediate result of this 
adventure in international coquetry was the joint demand of Germany 
and England on Venezuela to pay them their due. Venezuela proc 


aint 
e allies then sent warships and established what they called a 
i ae blockade” on the Venezuelan ports (Dec. 8, 1901). Durin 
= following year Secretary stay tried to de the blockaders o 
he unwisdom of their action. e persisten y called their attention to 
the tect that a “ pacific blockade’ was a contradiction in terms and 
that its enforcement t the rights of neutral nations could not be 


tolerated. He also urged arbitration. 


on Decem- 


deemed that her o 12288 had now come, and 


Germa 
ber 8. 15 190 2, she and Great Britain severed diplomatic relations with 
Venezuela, making it plain that the next steps would be the bombard- 
ment of Venezuelan towns and the occupation of Venezuelan territory. 

Here came the test of the Monroe doctrine. If the United States 


3 foreign nations, under the pretense of su supporto — 5 cred- 
tors’ ev gree a invade a weak debtor State by nav: 
er t to take possession of its territory, what would become oi 0 ‘the 
octrine ? 
ROOSEVELT IN PERSONAL CHARGE, 
At this point the direction of the American policy passed from Seere- 
tary Hay to President Roosevelt. 


land and Italy were to come to an understanding. Ger- 

many refused. She stated that if she took possession of — 7 such 

session would only be “temporary”; but such easily 

e permanent; and, besides, it is difficult to trust the guaranties 
which may be treated as ‘scraps of paper. 

President Roosevelt did not shirk the test. Although his action has 

never been officially described, there is no reason now for not describ- 


ing it. 
One day, when the crisis was at its beight, he summoned to the 


ah bie Some Dr. Holleben, the German ambassador, and told him that 
unless Germany consented to arbitrate— 


Now, I should like the Senators who are inquiring what can 
be done to note particularly this part, and the fact that there 
was not any war growing out of it; but note the result and the 
manner of doing it— 
the American squadron under Admiral Dewey would be given orders 
by noon 10 days later to proceed to the Venezuelan coast and prevent 

taking possession of Venezuelan territory. 

r. Holleben began to pret that his imperial master, having ence 
refused to arbitrate, could not change his mind. The President said 
that he was not arguing the 8 because arguments had already 
been gone over until no useful purpose would be served by repen 
them; he was simply giving . which the N migh 
think ‘it important to transmit to Berlin, 


GERMANY NOT ALLOWED TO DODGE. 


A week ed in silence. Then Dr. Holleben again called on —— 
President, but said nothing of the Venezuelan matter. When he 
to go, the President asked him about it, and when he stated that he ‘had 
received were from his Government, the President informed him in 
substance that in view of this fact Admiral Dewey would be instructed 
to sall a day carlier than the day he, the President, bad original!» 


tioned. 
Much perturbed, the ambassador 1 the President informed 
been put on paper ; that if the 


him that wc not a stroke of a penn 
Em r would agree to arbitrate, he, the President, would heartily 
treat it as taken on German 


raise him for such action and would 
nitintéve 5 but that within 48 hours there must be an offer to arbitrate 
or Dewey ‘would safi with orders indicated. 

Within 36 hours Dr. Holleben returned to the White House and an- 
nounced to President Roosevelt that a dispatch had just come from 
Berlin, saying that the Kaiser oe acbitvate: 

Neither Admiral cary who with an American fieet was then 
maneuvering in the West Indies) nor anyone else knew of the step that 
was to be taken; the naval authoritie 
readiness, but were not told what for. 

On the announcement that Germany had consented to arbitrate the 
President 22 complimented the Kaiser on being so staunch an 
advocate of arbitration. 

The humor of this was probably relished more in the White House 
than in the palace at Berlin. 

ZA 175 wise the German Kaiser learned that the Monroe doctrine was 
a ct. 

This incident which is reported in the morning papers is 
nothing new, so far as its character or kind is concerned. Be- 
fore I left my home to return here to attend this session of 
Congress I was reading in the newspapers about Mexican 
bandits or Mexicans of sume kind not only committing outrages 
upon American citizens in Mexico, but coming over into the 
United States and taking American soldiers off of trains and 
shooting them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour has nearly arrived 
for adjournment and the Chair wishes to lay before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I will conclude in just one moment, in 
view of that fact. 

I wish to call attention to a statement made by the Secretary 
of War a short time ago, that Mr. Roosevelt is a new convert to 
the idea of preparedness. Of course, he has been denounced 
all over the country because he believes in a larger Army and 
Navy as wanting to plunge the country into war, although 
during the seven years of his administration the country was 
at peace and he carried her through the trying episode with 
Japan, sending the fleet through the Suez Canal. He brought 
us out with dignity and with peace, and he was awarded the 
Nobel peace prize for his services in negotiating peace between 
Russia and Japan. In view of the statement which has been 
made by the Secretary of War, who seems to have developed 
into quite an agressive debater on these various questions, par- 
ticularly in regard to the Philippine question which is now be- 
fore the Senate, I want to insert in the Record as a part of 
my remarks the record of former President Roosevelt on pre- 
paredness. I ask unanimous consent that that may be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 


men- 


s were merely required to be in 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 


Col. ROOSEVELT’S Recorp ox PrerarepNess—Tue TRUTH or History 
ron THE INFORMATION OF SECRETARY GARRISOX—AN INCESSANT AND 
EARNEST ADVOCATE OF PREPAREDNESS FOR More THAN 30 Yearns— 
PRESIDENT WILSON'S POLICY OUTLINED AND CONDEMNED 18 YEARS 
IN ADVANCE—PREPAREDNESS URGED IN Every MESSAGE TO CONGRESS 
WIGLE Presipext—A BiG, EFFICIENT Navy AND AN EFFICIENT 
ARMY DEMANDED AS THE Stnest GUARANTY oF PEACE—THE Swiss 
System or MILITARY SERVICE HELD Ur as a MODEL TO CONGRESS 
IN 1906—HYPHENATED AMERICANS CONDEMNED AS UNDESIRABLE CITI- 
ZENS IN 18 ARBITRATION TREATIES DECLARED USELESS WHEN 
UNBACKED BY Force. 


engaging 
“Mr. Roosevelt is welcomed as a convert on the issue of prepared- 
ness, but the front pew is already filled before the conversion, and he 
must now rely on the strength of his yoice for recognition. 
“* Preparedness was with him an acquired taste. Others brought it 
forward and urged it upon the attention of the pao le, and it was only 
N found that it suited their taste that he krame vocal in its 


. THE PLAIN TALE OF HISTORY. 


“ Mark now, how plain a tale shall put you down,” Mr. Secretary, 

Theodore Roosevelt n to advocate preparedness 33 years ago, and 
has advocated it unceasingly and unwaveringly from that time to the 
resent moment, He has n during all those years at every oppor- 
unity not merely “vocal” on the subject but vociferously vocal. 

While he was still a student at Harvard in 1882 he wrote in the 
preface to his history of the War of 1812 these passages: 


CRIMINAL FOLLY OF JEFFERSON AND MADISON, 


“The operations of this war on land teach nothing new; it is the 
old, old lesson that miserly economy in preperatioa may in-the end 
involve a lavish outlay of men and money which, after all, comes too 
late to more than partially. offset the evils 8 by the original 
shortsighted rsimony. t was criminal folly for Jefferson an 
follower, Madison, to neglect to give us a force either of Regulars or 
of well-trained Volunteers during the 12 years they had in which to 
prepare for the struggle that anyone might see was inevitable. 

“The necessity for an efficient Navy is so evident that only our 
almost incredible shortsightedness prevents our at once preparing one.” 

Fifteen years later, w he Se condensed sete E of the same war for 
an English publication, Col. Roosevelt reiterated his earlier views: 


TWENTY SHIPS OF THE LINE WOULD MAVE PREVENTED THE WAR. 


(From The War with the United Stat 1812-15, written for the 
English History of the Royal Navy in 1897.) 


Had America possessed (in 1812) a fleet of 20 ships of the line her 
sailors could have plied their trade unmolested, and the three years of 
war with its loss In blood and money would bave been avoided. From 
the merely monetary standpoint such a navy would have been the 
cheapest kind of insurance, and morally its advantages would have 
been incalculable, for every American worth the name would have 
lifted’ his head higher because of its existence. 

JEFFERSON'S PASSION OF PRACE. 


“But unfortunately the Nation lacked the wisdom to see this, and 
it chose and rechose for the Presidency Thomas Jefferson, who avowed 
that his ‘passion was peace,’ and whose timidity surpassed even his 
philanthropy.” 

EVIL CAUSED BY JEFFERSON AND MADISON, 

“There never was a better example of the ultimate evil caused by 
a timid effort to secure porce and the refusal to make preparations for 
war than that afforded by the American people under the Presidencies 
of Jeferson and Madison.” 

These citations disclose the original inventor of President Wilson's 
“too-proud-to-fight " policy. Jefferson's “ passion was peace.” In his 
recent address to Congress, President Wilson said of the American 
people that “their passion is for peace.” 

Instead of being a “convert” to any phase of President Wilson's 

licy, 18 years before that pong was put into operation Theodore 

oosevelt was pit g it with singular accuracy and denouncing it 
as leading to national humillation and dishonor, as the following 
citations abundantly testify : 
PRESIDENT WILSON'S FOREIGN POLICY DENOUNCED is YEARS IN ADVANCE— 
NO PEACE AT THE PRICE OF NATIONAL HONOR, 
(Address, as Assistant Secretary of the Navy, before the Naval War 
College, June, 1897.) 

A really great people, proud and high spirited, would face all the 
disasters of war rather than purchase that base prosperity which 
is bought at the price of national honor. 

WORDS WITHOUT DERDS CAUSE OF HUMILIATION, 

Unreadiness for war is merely rendered more disastrous by readiness 
to bluster; to talk defiance and advocate a vigeross policy in words, 
while refusing to back up these words by deeds, is cause for humiliation. 

No material loss can begin to compensate for the loss of national 
self-respect, 4 

No nation should ever wage war wantonly, but no nation should 
ever avoid it at the cost of national honor. 

DIPLOMACY WITHOUT FORCE USELESS. 

Diplomacy is utterly useless unless there is force behind it; the 

diplomat is the servant, not the master, of the soldier. 
SAY WHAT IS NECESSARY AND STAND BY IT, 
(Speech at Chicago Apr. 2, 1903.) 

This is in substance what my theory of what our foreign policy 
should be: Let us not boast, not insult anyone, but make up our 
minds coolly what is necessary to say, and then stand by it whatever 
the consequences may be. 

A COWARD'S PEACE CONTEMPTIBLE. 
(Speech at Clark University, Worcester, Mass., June 21, 1905.) 

Peace of a valuable type comes not to the man who craves it because 
he is afraid, but to the man who demands it because it is right. 

The peace Say contemptuously te the weakling and the coward 
is but a poor n after it has been granted, 


A CREAT NATION SHOULD NOT BLUFP. 

(Address at Williams College, Williamstown, Mass., June 22, 1905.) 

I demand that the Nation do its duty and accept the responsibility 
that must go with greatness. 

I ask that the Nation dare to be great, and t hat in daring to be 
great it show that it knows how te do justice to the weak no less than 
to exact justice from the strong. 

In order to take such a position of being a great nation the one 
thing that we must not do is to bluff. 

The unpardonable thing is to say that we will act as a big nation 
and then decline to take the necessary steps to make the words > 

Keep on building and maintaining at the highest point of efficiency 
the United States Navy or quit trying to be a big nation. Do one or 
the other. P 

RIGHTEOUSNESS BEFORE PEACE. 


(Address at Harvard University, June 28, 1905.) 


Of course I am for peace. Of course every President who is fit to 
he President must be for peace. But I am for one thing before peace ; 
I am for righteousness first and then peace. 


(Address at Richmond, Va., Oct. 18, 1905.) 


Our mission in the world should be one of peace, but not the peace of 
crayens, the peace granted contemptuously to those who purchase it 
by surrendering the right. 

No! Our voice must be effective for peace because it is raised for 
righteousness first and for peace only as the handmaiden of right- 
eousness, 

(Annual message to Congress, Dec. 3, 1906.) 


It must ever be kept in mind that war is not merely justifiable, but 
imperative upon honorable men, upon an honorable nation, where 
peace can only be obtained by the sacrifice of conscientious conviction 
or of national welfare. 

Peace is normally a preat good, and normally it coincides with right- 
eousness; but it is righteousness and not peace which should bind the 
conscience of a nation, as it should bind the conscience of an individual ; 
and neither a nation nor an individual can surrender conscience to 
another's keeping: 

A just war is in the long run far better for a nation’s soul than the 
most prosperous peace obtained by acquiescence in wrong or injustice. 


CRIMINAL NOT TO PREPARE FOR wan. 


Moreover, though it is criminal for a nation not to prepare for war. 
so that it may escape the dreadful consequences of being defeated in 
war, yet it must always be remembered that even to be defeated in 
war may be far better than not to have foresight at all. 

As has been well and finely said, a beaten nation is not necessarily 
a disgraced nation; but the nation or man is disgraced if the obliga- 
tion to defend the right is shirked. 


A NATION NOT AFRAID, 


(Address to the graduating class of the Naval Academy, Annapolis, 
June 23, 1 .) 

What we desire is to have it evident that this Nation seeks peace, 
not because it is afraid, but because it believes in the eternal laws of 
justice and right Nving. 

CONSCIENCELESS WAR A CRIME AGAINST ALL HUMANITY, 
(Annual message to Congress, Dec. 5, 1905.) 

A wanton or uscless war, or a war of mere aggression—in short, 
any war begun or carried on in a cunsclenceless spirit—is to be con- 
demned as a peculiarly atrocious crime against all humanity. 

Our aim is righteousness. Peace is normally the handmaiden of 
righteousness ; but when peace and righteousness conflict, then a great 
and upright people can never for a moment hesitate to follow the path 
which leads toward righteousness, even though that path also leads 
to war, 

NO CHOICE LEFT TO ROOSEVELT. 

When President Wilson put into operation the precise policy thus 
condemned in advance, what choice had Col. Roosevelt but to denounce 
him? Could he, on the plea that all must “stand by the President,” 
abandon the convictions and utterances of a lifetime and defend a 
policy of national dishonor? 

“Y would have thrown up my hat for Wilson,” the colonel said 
recently, “if only he had given me the chance by acting In the Presi- 
dency as a sound American of rugged strength and patriotism. When 
he trailed the honor of the United States in the dust, I, as a good 
American, had no alternative but to oppose him.” 

So long ago as 1905, as the first quotation cited above shows. the 
colonel specified the kind of war that Germany is waging as a par- 
eh Le atrocious crime against all humanity,” and detined the course 
which, in his opinion, this Nation should not for a moment hesitate to 
follow in regard to it. 

SAMPLES OF ROOSEVELT’S METHOD, 


Not in words alone but in acts does Col. Roosevelt's record show 
flat disagreement with thé Wilson policy in international controversies, 
What stronger contrast could there be to President Wilson's methods 
in dealing with Germany than is afforded in the following incident, 
which is described in a recently published Life of John Hay? 


GERMANY BROUGHT TO BOOK IN 1902. 


(From the Life of John Hay, by William Roscoe Thayer, Vol. IJ, pp. 
284, 285, 286. 


„ 2593, 256. 

In 1902 one of the periodic outbreaks to which Venezuela was ad- 
dicted gave him (Hay) an excuse for putting to the test whether or not 
the United States would defend the Monroe doctrine by force of arms. 
The Venezuelans owed the Germans, the English, and the Italians large 
amounts, which they had put off paying until their creditors began to 
suspect that they never intended to pay at all, The Kaiser apparently 
counted on the resistance of the Venezuclans to furnish him a pretext 
for occupying one or more of their seaboard towns. 

In order to disguise the fact that this was a German undertaking, he 
looked about for accomplices who would give to it an international 
semblance. It happened just at that time that Germany found herself 
isolated, as France and Russia had renewed their bond of friendship. 
England, too, always suspicious of Russia, and recently irritated by 
France, seemed to be looking for a friend. 

By offers which can not yet be made public, Germany persuaded the 
Tory government to draw closer to her. The immediate result of this 
adventure in international coquetry was the joint demand of German 
and tr con on Venezuela to pay them their due. Venezuela procrasti- 
nat 


1916. 
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The allies then sent warships and established what they called a 


“pacific blockade on the Venezuelan Dee. 8, 1901). 

the following year Secretary Hay tried to persuade the blockaders o 
the unwisdom of their action. He persisten y called their attention to 
the fact that a “ pacific. blockade“ was a contradiction in terms and 
that its enforcement against the rights of neutral nations could not be 
tolerated. e also urged arbitration. 

Germany deemed that her opportunity had now come, and on Decem- 
ber 8, 1902, she and Great Britain severed diplomatic relations with 
Venezuela, making it plain that the next steps would be the bombard- 
ment of Venezuelan towns and the occupation of Venesuelan territory. 

Here came the test of the Monroe doctrine. If the United States 
13 foreign nations, under the pretense of supporting their cred- 
tors’ claims, to invade a weak debtor State by naval or military ex - 
tion, Cr to take possession of its territory, what would become of the 

octrine? 

ROOSEVELT IN PERSONAL CHARGE. 


At this point the direction of the American policy passed from Secre- 


oe. Hay to President Roosevelt. 
n to come to an understand Ger- 


gland and Italy were willin ng. 
many refused. She stated that if she took possession of territory such 
session would only be “temporary”; but such possessions easily 
come permanent; and, besides, it is dilfienlt to trust the gua ran ties 
which may be treated as “ scraps of paper.” 
President Rooseyelt did not shirk the test. Although his action has 
reckon been officially described, there is no reason now for not describ- 


g it. 

One day, when the crisis was at its height, he summoned to the 
White House Dr. Holleben, the German ambassador, and told him that 
unless Germany consented to arbitrate the American squadron under 
Admiral. Dewey would be given orders by noon 10 days later to 
to the Venezuelan coast and prevent any taking possession of Venezue- 


lan penio 

Dr. Holl began to protest that ħis imperial master, having once 
refused to arbitrate, An not change his mind. The Presiđent said 
that he was not the question, because arguments had already 
been gone over no use purpose would be served by rebeating 
them; he was simply giving information which the ambassador might 
think it important to transmit to Berlin. . 

GERMANY NOT ALLOWED TO DODGE. 

A week in silence. Then Dr. Holleben again called on the 
President, but said nothing of the Venezuelan matter. When he rose 
to go, the President asked him about it, and when he stated that he had 
received nothing from Government, the President informed him in 
substance that in view of this fact Admiral Dewey would be instructed 
12 — 55 day earlier than the day he, the President, had originally men- 

oned. x 

Much phigo ra ambassador protested; the President informed 
him that not a stroke of a bad been pot om peper: thet if the 
— ban would agree to arbitrate, he, the President, would heartily 
p for such action and would treat it as taken on German 
nitiative ; but that within 48 hours there must be an offer to arbitrate 
or Dewey would sail with orders indicated. 

Within 36 hours Dr. Holleben returned to the White House and an- 
nounced to President Roosevelt that a di h had just come from 
that the Kaiser would arbitra 

ne (who with an American fleet was then 
maneuvering in the West Indies) nor anyone else knew of the step that 
was to be taken; the naval authorities were merely required to be in 
sey oon but were per ae: . for. us 
m announcemen ermany consented to arbitrate the 
President publicly complimented the Kaiser on being so staunch an 
7 robably relished 
ê humor o: was p y re more in the White House 
than in the palace at Berlin. 

— oa wise the German Kaiser learned that the Monroe doctrine was 
a fac 

There was no note, sharp or otherwise, no bluff or bluster. 


Simply 
verbal information to Germany that the step contempla b; 
would not be tolerated—that she did not 3 tothe 7 iby ber 


fleet would sail for the scene of action. 
AMERICAN LIFE PROTECTED IN MOROCCO. 

Two years later, on a much smaller scale, another interna 
controversy arose. This raised the simple question of whether ont 
the United States Government could be depended upon to protect its 
citizens abroad as well as at home. This case is recorded also by 


Mr. Thayer. 
“ PERDICARIS ALIVE OR RAIZULI DEAD.” 
In June, 1904, an American citizen, Ion H. Perdiea * 12 
by. Raizuli, a Moroccan bandit, and held for „ — 
Uy-shall, £ 8 — ne wua ae pris- 
e were ny ca t meré, 
e ones at Tangier, on June pa d 59 
We wan erdicaris ive or Raizuli dead,” adding that — 
2 was not to commit us about landing marines or 8 — 
mhouse. “ 
In his diary Hay made the ponme entries: 
“June 23. My telegram to G had an unealled for success, 
c 
June 4. Gumm er e * 
June 27. Perdicaris w his thanks.” A ee cig 
Hay, did eveh a brigand, apparently safe Inthe depthe at Merge, 
ay, | even a apparently 'e e de 
recognize the nofe of — — in the voice from — ree 
AMERICAN OPINIONS AT THE TIME. 


The news of the cable message was published on June 22. Th 
Republican national convention, which on the following 2 sake 
— he Roosevelt for President, was in session at the time in Chicago. 


The correspondent of the New York Tribune wrote about it follows: 
“«Perdicaris alive or Raizuli dead went through the convention 
pes Teatur T the a and bk 4 — ressió that 
any feature o ay's wor n 
if Peeretary Hay had sent the telegram it was efter consultation with 
that justification. 


It touches a popular chord. This Government is bound to protect its 
tizens abroad as well as at home.’ 

The American le will not back down on a message of that 
kind,’ sald Representative Grosvenor, of Ohio. The people admire 
a declaration of that kind when the justificati n is sufficien It may 
not be couched cacy in diplomatic words, t its meaning is un- 
mistakable. The e are quick to respond when their patriotism 
is appealed to. e Morocco dit will find that there 18 a ‘orous 
and united sentiment Supporting the President and Secretary Hay in 

n. 


the stand they have 

It was „ bot stuff, and echoed my sentiments,’ said Con- 
rf ht, of New York. The le want an administration 

hat will stand by its citizens, even if it a fleet to do It.” 

“Tt was magnificent—magnificent!" said Senator Depew. “ Every 
right-minded American will heartily indorse Mr, Hay’s strong ` 

“Do I like it?” exclaimed W. A. Elstun, of sas, one of the 
“Bet your bottom dollar I like it. Roosevelt is behind 
that cable message to that fine old body snatcher, Ralsull. Out in 

sas we believe in Reening She peace but in fighting st the 
wrong. Roosevelt and Ha ow what they are doing. ur people 
like courage. We'll stand for anything those two men do.” 

Commenting on the mensan a few days later, after Perdicaris had 
been released, the Tribune d: 

“It is easy to sneer af it. A dog may bay at the moon. But every 
rational man knows that a nation t does not protect its own citizens 
is 3 of the name of Government, and that, moreover, the only 
. 5 make citizenship respected and secure is to make outrage upon 

perilous.” 

THE TRUE AMERICAN. POLICY. . 

The quoted comments by American statesmen reflect accurately the 
old-time American view of what the duty of a national administration 
is in cases affecting the lives of American citizens abroad. It ac- 
cords with the view of that duty whieh Theodore Roosevelt holds and 
expounds to-day, as he has always held and unded it. It is dia- 
metrically 1 to the policy pursued by e Wilson administra- 
—— In instances the outcome was not war, but peace with 

onor. 
TWENTY YEARS’ ADVOCACY OF PREPAREDNESS. 

From the moment he became Assistant Secretary of the Navy in 1897, 
down to the time when he retired frem the deney in 1909, in a 
his public addresses, in all his annual messages to Congress, Col. 
Roosevelt advocated with tireless en pre ess for war as the 
surest guaranty for peace. For the information of Secretary Garrison 
a partial collection of these utterances, beginning with those of 
annual messages, is appended: ` à 

PREPAREDNESS URGED IN MESSAGES TO CONGRESS. 
i (First annual message to Congress Dec. 7, 1901.) 

The work of upbuilding the Navy must be steadily continued. No 
one point ef eur policy, fore or domestic, is more important than 
this to the honor and material welfare, and above all, to the peace of 
our Nation in the future. $ 

PREPARATION LED TO VICTORY IN 1998. 

It was forethought and preparation which secured us the overwhelm- 
ing triumph in 1898. If we fail to show forethought and preparation 
now there may come a time when disaster will ll us instead of 
triumph. 

x (Second annual message to Congress, Dec. 2, 1902.) 

There should be no halt in the work of building up the Navy, provid- 
ing every year additional fighting craft. 

A GOOD NAVY THE SUREST GUARANTY OF PEACE. 


A good Navy is not a provocation of war. It fs the surest guaranty 

of peace, 7 
he refusal to maintain such a Navy would invite trouble, and if 
trouble came would insure disaster. 

Fatuous self-complacency or vanity, or shortsightedness in refusing 
to prepare for danger, is both foolish and wicked in such a Nation as 
ours, and past experience has shown that such fatuity in 3 to 
recognize or prepare for any crisis in advance is usually succeeded by a 
mad panic of hysterical fear once the crisis has actually arrived. 


HIGHEST POINT OF EFFICIENCY NECESSARY. 


The Army has been reduced to the minimum allowed by law. It 
very small for the size of the Nation, and most certainly should be ke 
at the highest point of efficiency. 


GENERAL STAPF FOR THE ARMY URGED. 

I urgently call your attention to the need of Jeng a bill providin 
for a general staff and for the tion of the supply departmen 
on the lines of the bill proposed by Secretary of War Tast year. 

TO STAND STILL MEANS TO GO BACK. 
(Third annual message to Congress, Dec. 7, 1903.) 

I heartily congratulate the Con upon the stead: rogress in 
building up the 8 Navy. e can not afford a 2 in this 
great work. To stand still means to go back. 

GENERAL STAFF SECURED, 

The effect of the law providin; ad ye staff for the Army and for 
the more effective use of the Natio: Guard has been excellent. Great 
improvement has been made in the efficiency of our Army in recent 


de should not rest satisfied with what hes been done: 
(Fourth annual message to Congress, Dec. 4, 1904.) 

I most earnestly recommend that there be no halt in tile work of up- 
building the American Navy. 

POTENT FOR PEACE BECAUSE NOT AFRAID OF WAR. 

Our voice is now potent for peace, and is so potent because we are 
not afraid of war. our protestations upon Rehaif of peace would 
aoine 1 — 88 deserve the slightest attention if we were impotent 

make them 3 

It is very important that the officers of the Army should be accus- 
tomed to handle their men in masses, as it is also important that the 
National Guard of the several States should be accustomed to ac 
field maneuvering, especially in connection with the regulars. 

EFFICIENCY ALWAYS EFFICIENCY. 

1 5 8 annual message to Congress, Dee. 5, 1905.) 

e have m wisely continued for a number of years to build up our 
Navy, and it has now reached Faty hien standard of efficiency. P his 
standard of efficiency must not only maintained, but increased. 
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We now have a ver 
when compared with 

I do not belleve that any army in 
enlisted men or a better 
trained to act effectively mass. 


small Army—indeed, one well-nigh infinitesimal 
he army of any other large nation. 

the world a better average of 

of junior officer, but the Army should be 


(Sixth annual message to Congress, Dec, 3, 1906.) 

The United States Navy is the surest guarantee of peace which this 
country possesses, 

I do not ask that we increase our Navy. I ask merely that it be main- 
tained at its present strength, and this can be done only if we replace 
the obsolete outworn ships by new and good ones, the equals of 
any afloat in any navy. 

SWISS SYSTEM A MODEL, 

and Navy there is urgent need that everything 
possible should be done to ntain the highest standard for the per- 
sonnel, alike as regards the officers and the enlisted men. 

The little Republie of Switzerland offers us an excellent example in 
all matters connected with building up an efficient citizen soldiery. 


FOUR BATTLESHIPS A YEAR URGED. 
(Seventh annual message to Congress, Dec. 3, 1907.) 

To build one battleship of the best and most advanced type a year 
would hardly keep our fleet W to its present force, This is not enough. 
In my judgment we should this year provide for four battleships. 

in and again in the past our little Regular Army has rendered 
service literally vital to the country and it may at any time have to do 
so in the future. 

Its standard of efficiency and instruction is higher now than ever in 
the past. But it is too small. There are not enough officers, and it 
is impossible to secure enough enlisted men. 


EXTRA OFFICERS FOR THE ARMY NEEDED. 
We should maintain in peace a fairly complete skeleton of a large 


my. 

In particular it is essential that we should possess a number of extra 
officers trained in peace to perform efficiently the duties urgently re- 
quired upon the breaking out of war. 

From public utterances made by Col. Roosevelt at various points 
throughout the country during the same period, the following instruc- 
tive citations are taken, the desire being to haye Secretary Garrison’s 
information thorough and complete: 


TOO LATE TO PREPARE AFTER WAR BEGINS. 


(Address as Assistant Secretary of the Navy before the Naval War 
g College, June, 1897.) 
We must make up our minds once for all to the fact that it is too 
late to make ready for war when the fight is once stg fare 
There must be 1 paana preparation for conflict, if conflict is not to 
mean disaster. Furthermore, this preparation must take the shape of 
an efficient fighting navy. 


A BOLD FRONT MAKES FOR PRACE. 

15 ponie as in private life, a bold front tends to insure peace and 
not strife. 

If we possess a formidable navy, small is the chance, indeed, that we 
shall ever be dragged into a war to uphold the Monroe doctrine. If 
we do not possess such a navy, war may be forced on us at any time. 


NOT IN THE INTEREST OF WAR BUT OF PEACE. 


We ask that the work of upbuilding the Navy and of putting the 
United States where it should be put among the maritime powers go 
forward without a break. We ask this not in the interest of war, but 
in the interest of peace. 


PREPAREDNESS NEVER A MENACE TO PEACE. 


In all our history there has never been a time when preparedness for 
war was any menace to ce. 
On the contrary, a: and again we haye owed peace to the fact 
that we were prepared for war. 
IF THE NAVY FAIL, DEFEAT FOLLOWS. 


(Address to the graduating aes Pa hag Academy, Annapolis, May 2, 


In both the Arm 


We all of us earnestly hope that the occasion for war may never 
arise, but if it has to come, then this Nation must win; and in winning 
the prime factor must of necessity be the United States Navy. If the 
Navy falls us, then we are doomed to defeat. 


ONLY THE SHOTS THAT HIT COUNT, 


In battle the only shots that count are those that hit, and marks- 
manship is a matter of long practice and Intelligent reasoning. 


EFFICIENCY DEPENDS UPON PREPARATION. 
A navy’s efficiency in a war depends mainly upon its preparedness 


at the outset of that war. We are not to be excused as a nation if there 
is not such preparedness of our Navy. 


PREPAREDNESS ALONE COMMANDS RESPECT. 
(Speech at chamber of commerce banquet, New York, Noy. 11, 1902.) 
We need to keep in a condition of preparedness, especially as re- 
gards our Navy, not because we want war, but because we desire to 
stand Picts those whose plea for peace is listened to with respectful 
attention, 
PREPARATION WON AT MANILA, 


(Speech at San Francisco, May 14, 1903.) 

Remember that after the war has begun it is too late to improvise a 
navy. A naval war is two-third settled in advance, at least two- 
thirds, because it is mainly settled by the preparation which has gone 
on for years preceding its outbreak. We won at Manila because the 
shipbuilders of the country, under the wise provisions of Congress, had 
for 15 years before been preparing the Navy. 


(Speech in Brooklyn, May 30, 1905.) 

If our Navy is good enough, we have a long career of peace before us. 
The only likelihood of trouble ever coming to us as a Nation will arise 
if we let our Navy become too small or inefficient. 

AN INEFFICIENT WARSHIP A MENACE TO THE NATIONAL HONOR. 


Every warship which is not first class in efficiency becomes in battle 
not a help to the Nation, but a menace to the national honor. 


NAVY’S PRIME USE TO AVERT WAR. 


(Speech at the banquet of the National Convention for the Extension of 
wre Commerce of the United States, Washington, Jan. 16, 


that the prime use of the United States Navy 
is to avert war. The United States Navy is the cheapest insurance 
Uncle Sam has. It is the surest guaranty against our ever being drawn 
—.— vaes and the guaranty is efective in proportion as the Navy is 
efficient, 


Remember, gentlemen, 


A MAKESHIFT NAVY IMPOSSIBLE. 
(Speech at Cairo, III., Oct. 3, 1907.) 


It is utterly impossible to improvise a makeshift navy under condi- 
tions of modern warfare. 


NAVY MUST BE BUILT IN TIME OF PEACE. 


The Navy must be built and all its training given in time of peace. 
When once war has broken out it is too late to do anything. 

NO FINER MATERIAL FOR VOLUNTEER SOLDIERY ANYWHERE. 
(Speech at Fargo, N. Dak., Apr. 7, 1903.) 

I believe that no other great country has such fine natural material 
for volunteer soldiers as we have, and it is the obvious duty of the 
Nation and of the States to make such provision as will enable the vol- 
unteer soldiery to be organized with all possible rapidity and efficiency 
in time of war; and, furthermore, to help in every way the National 
Guard in time of peace, 


It is quite plain from these various utterances in messa and ad- 
dresses that Col. Roosevelt has been advocating for nearly 20 years the 
same kind of efficient army and navy as he is advocating to-day. 

“What I ask for,” he said recently, “is a big efficient navy, and a 
small efficient army of a quarter of a million men, and back of the 
Army a nation of freemen trained to the use of arms.” 

So also with the danger of militarism and other arguments of the 
333 advocates, His opinions of these to-day are the same 
that he has always held, as a few citations will show : 


NO NATION MORE FREE OF IT THAN OURS. 
(Annual message to Congress, Dec. 3. 1907.) 


Not only there is not now, but there never has been, any other nation 
in the world so wholly free from the evils of militarism as is ours. 


FOOLISH DENOUNCERS OF IT RARB, 


There are, of course, foolish people who denounce any care of the 
Army or Navy as militarism, but I do not think that these people are 
numerous, 

Declamation REMON, militarism has no more serious place in an 
earnest and intelligent movement for righteousness in this country than 
declamation against the worship of Baal or Ashtaroth. $ 


LESSONS OF THE CIVIL WAR. 
(Speech before the Hamilton Club, Apr. 10, 1899.) 


If in 1861 the men who loved the Union had believed that peace was 
the end of all things, and war and strife the worst of all things, and 
had acted up to their belief, we would have saved hundreds of thou- 
sands of lives; we would have saved hundreds of millions of dollars, 

Moreover, besides saving all the blood and treasure we then lavished, 
we would have prevented the heartbreak of many women, the dissolu- 
tion of many homes, and we would have spared the country those 
months of tenet and shame when it seemed as if our Armies marched 
only to defeat. ° 

e could have avoided all this suffering simply by shrinking from 
strife. And if we had thus avoided it, we would have shown that we 
mne wrekiines and that we were unfit to stand among the great nations 
of the earth. . 

Thank God for the iron in the blood of our fathers, the men who 
upheld the wisdom of Lincoln and bore sword or rifle in the Armies of 

ran Let us, the children of the men who proved themselves equal 
to the might days—let us, the children of the men who carried the 

eat Civil War to a triumphant conclusion, praise the God of our 
fathers that the oble counsels of peace were rejected; that the 
suffering and loss, the blackness of sorrow and despair, were unflinch- 
ingly faced and the years of strife endured; for in the end the slave 
was freed, the Union restored, and the mighty American Republic 
placed once more as a helmeted queen among nations. 

PROFESSIONAL NONCOMBATANTS HARMFUL, 
(From Life of Thomas H, Benton, written in 1887.) 

A class of professional noncombatants is as hurtful to real healthy 
growth of a nation as a class of fire eaters; for a weakness of folly is 
nationally as bad as a vice or worse. No man who is not willing to bear 
arms and to fight for his rights can give a good reason why he should 
be entitled to the privilege of living in a free community, 

PRACE-AT-ANY-PRICH MEN COST BLOOD AND. WEALTIT. 


the War with the United States, 1812-1815,” written for the 
(Esan English History of the Royal Navy in 1897.) 

Both Britain and America have produced men of the “ peace-at-any- 
price“ pattern, and in America, in one great crisis at least, these men 
cost the Nation more in blood and wealth than the political leaders 
most recklessly indifferent to war haye ever cost it. 

PEACE SECURED BY AN UPHOLDER OF JUST WAR. 

(Letter to Carl Schurz, Sept. 8, 1905, published in Autobiography.) 

I thank you for your congratulations [upon the conclusion of peace 
between Japan and Russia]. If I had been known as one of the con- 
yentional type of peace advocates, I could have done nothing whatever 
in bringing about peace now, I would be powerless in the future to 
accomplish anything, and I would not have been able to help confer 
the boons upon Cuba, the Philippines, Porto Rico, and Panama, brought 


t r action therein. 
abot thie counter had not fought the Spanish War, if we had failed to 
take the action we did about Panama, all mankind would have been the 
loser. 
FRIGHTFUL CONSEQUENCES OF AN UNJUST PEACE. 

While the Turks were butchering the Armenians the European powers 
kept the peace, and thereby added a burden of infamy to the nineteenth 
century, for in keeping the peace a greater number of lives were lost 
than in any European war since Napoleon, and these lives were those 
of women and children as well as of men; while the moral degradation, 
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the brutality inflicted and endured, the aggregate hidcous wrong done 
surpassed that of any war of which we have record in modern times. 
PARTIAL DISARMAMENT CALAMITOUS, 

Unjust war is dreadful; a just war may be the highest duty. To 
have the best nations, the free and civilized nations, disarm and leave 
the despotisms and barbarisms with great military force would be a 
calamity N phen to which the calamities caused by all the wars of 
the nineteenth century would be trivial. 5 

HIGH PURPOSE WITHOUT POWER USELESS. 
(In the Outlook, Sept. 9, 1911.) 

Our chief usefalness to humanity rests on our combining 
high purpose; and high purpose by itself is utterly useless i 
to put it into effect is lacking. 

TRUE LOVERS OF PEACE. 

In the history of cur country the peace advocates who treat peace as 
more than righteousness will never be, and never have been, of service, 
either to it or to mankind. 

The true lovers of peace, the men who have 8 helped onward the 
movement for peace, have been those who followed, even though afar 
of, in the footsteps of Washington and Lincoln and stood for right- 
eousness as the supreme end of national life. 

WHAT PACIVICISM HAS DONE FOR CHINA, 
(In the Outlook, Noy. 14, 1911.) 

A Lede gr absence of militarism in China and China's effort to 
rely purely on pacific measures in dealing with all foreign powers have 
not only cau it to lose various Provinces to various foreign powers 
within the last few decad but baye had not the smallest effect in 
saving it from tyranny, overnment, and the most far-reaching 
economic misery at home; and, moreover, have had the effect of de- 
priving it of means of keeping order within its own boundaries. 


Col. Roosevelt's poor opinion of the usefulness of arbitration treaties 
When unbacked by force is not the ou th of developments of the 
present war, but, like his opinions on the other vital questions of 
national policy, is a matter of long-standing conviction : 

ARBITRATION TREATIES USELESS UNLESS BACKED BY FORCE. 


(Address to the graduating er the N Academy, Annapolis, Jan. 


ower with 
the power 


The adoption of those (arbitration) treaties by themselves would not 
hring peace. We are a d many years short of the millenium yet; 
and for the present and immediate future we can rest assured that the 
word of the man who is suspected of desiring peace because he is 
afraid of war will count for little. 

RELIANCE ON A FIRST-CLASS FLEET SAFER, 


(Address, as Assistant Secretary of the Navy, before the Naval War 
College, June, 1897.) 

Arbitration is an excellent thing, but ultimately those who wish to 
see this country at peace with foreign nations will be wise if they 
pata reliance upon a first-class fleet of first-class battleships rather 
han on any arbitration treaty which the wit of men can devise. 


(Address at dinner of the Sons of the American Revolution, New York, 
Mar. 17, 1905.) . 


I know one exvellent gentleman in Congress who said he preferred 
arbitration, to 8 So do I. But suppose the other man does 
not? I want to have the rae pn gl as a provocative for arbitration 
so far as the other man is concerned. 

We have now got our Navy up to a good point. We have built and 
are building 40 armored ships. For a year or two, or two or three 
years, to come what we n to do is to provide for the personnel of 
those ships and to secure the very highest standard of efficiency in 
handling them, singly and in squadrons; above all, for handling the 
great guns, 

ARMORED STRENGT ALONE MAKES ARBITRATION SUCCESSFUL. 
(Annual message to Congress, Dec. 3, 1906.) 


The chance for the settlement of disputes peacefully, by arbitration, 
now 759 fay mainly upon the possession by the nations that mean to do 
right of sufficient armed strength to make their purpose effective. 

LIMITATION OF ARMAMENTS IMPOSSIBLE. 
(Annual message to Congress, Dec. 3, 1907.) 

Tt is evident (from the failure of The Hague conference to take action 
on the limitation of armaments) that it is folly for this Nation to have 
any hope of securing peace on any international agreement as to the 
limitation of armaments. Such being the fact, it would be most unwise 
for use to stop the upbuilding of our Navy. 

NO SAFEGUARD AGAINST VIOLATION, 


(Address before the Nobel Prize Committec, Christiania, Norway, ac- 
cepting the Nobel Peace Prize, May 5, 1910.) 

All really civilized communities should have effective arbitration 
treaties among themselves. I believe that these treaties can cover 
almost all questions liable to arise between such nations, if they are 
drawn with the explicit agreement that each contracting party will re- 
spect the other's territory and its absolute sovereignty within that ter- 
ritory, and the equally explicit agreement that (aside from the very 
rare cases where the nation’s honor is vitally concerned) all other pos- 
sible subjects of controversy will be submitted to arbitration, Such a 
treaty would insure peace unless one party deliberately violated it. Of 
course, as yet there is no adequate safeguard against such deliberate 
violation, but the establishment of a sufficient number of these treaties 
would go a long way toward creating a world opinion which would 
paar n in the provision of methods to forbid or punish 
suc olatlion. 


NO SINGLE POWER CAN LIMIT ARMAMENTS, 


Something should be done as soon as possible to check the growth 
of armaments, especially naval armaments, by international agreement. 
No one pra could or should act by itself; for it is eminently unde- 
sirable, from the standpoint of the peace of righteousness, that a power 
which really does believe in peace should place itself at the mercy of 
— sip a may at bottom have no such belief and no intention of 
acting on 

Finally, it would be a master stroke if these great powers honestly 
bent on ce would form a league of peace, not only to keep the ce 
among themselves but. to prevent, by force if necessary, its Peine 
broken by others. 
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NEED OF AN INTERNATIONAL POLICE POWER, 


The supreme difficulty in connection with developing the ce work 
of The Hague arises from the lack of any executive power, of any police 
power, to enforce the decrees of the court. 

Each nation must keep well pr to defend itself until the estab- 
lishment of some form of international lice power, competent and 
willing to prevent violence as between nations. 

As things are now, such pomer to command peace throughout the 
world could but be assured by some combination between those great 
nations which sincerely desire peace and have no thought themselyes 
of committing aggressions. 


WILSON’S LOST OPPORTUNITY. 


The combination might at first be only to secure peace within certain 
definite limits and certain definite conditions, but the ruler or states- 
man who should bring about such a combination would have earned his 
place in history for all time and his title to the gratitude of all mankind, 


PAPER TREATIES USELESS IF NOT BACKED RY FORCE. 
(In the Outlook, Noy. 4, 1911.) 


This war (between Italy and Turkey) proves the utter inefficiency 
of paper treaties when they are unbacked by force; the utter folly of 
those who believe that these paper treaties accomplish any useful pur- 

se in the present stage of the world's development when there is no 
orce behind them; and, finally, not merely the folly but the iniquity 
ee making treaties which there is no real intention of putting into 
effect. 

WICKED TO MAKE TREATIES SURE TO BR BROKEN. 


It would be not merely foolish but wicked for us as a Nation to agree 
to arbitrate any dispute that affects our vital interest or our independ- 
ence or honor, because such an agreement would amount on our part 
to a covenant to abandon our duty, to an agreement to surrender the 
rights of the American people about unknown matters at unknown 
times in the future. 

Such an germ would be wicked if kept, and yet to break it—as 
it undoubtedly would be broken if the occasion arose—would be only 
less shameful than keeping it. 

Even on the subject of hyphenated Americans, the views which Col. 
Roosevelt has been expressing since the outbreak of the European war 
are not new. Ile uttered the same sentiments more than 20 years ago 
and has reiterated them frequently since. 


HYPHENATED AMERICANS NOT DESIRABLE. 
(From True Americanism, published April, 1894.) 


We welcome the German or the Irishman who becomes an American. 
We have no use for the German or Irishman who remains such, We 
do not wish German-Americans and Irish-Americans who figure as such 
in our social and political life; we want only Americans, and, pro- 
vided they are such, we do not care whether they are of native or of 
Irish or of German ancestry. We have no room in any healthy Ameri- 
can community for a German-American vote or an Irish-American vote, 
and it is a contemptible demagogy to put planks into any party plat- 
form with the parpore of catching such a yote. We have no room for 
any people who do not act and vote simply as Americans and as 
nothing else. 

ALL AMERICANS IN ROUGIT RIDERS, 
(Speech at New Mexico, May 5, 1903.) 

There were men in my re ent (in the Spanish War) who them- 
selves were born in England, Ireland, Germany, or Scandinavia, but 
there was not a man, no matter what his creed, what his birthplace, 
what his ancestry, who was not an American and nothing else, 

GOOD CITIZENSHIP THE TEST. 
(Speech at Butte, Mont., May 27, 1903.) 

If we are to preserve this Republic as it was founded, as it was 
handed down to us by the men of sixty-one to sixty-five, and as it is 
and will be, we must draw the line never between section and section, 
never between creed and creed, thrice never between class and class; 
but along the line of conduct, the line that separates the good citizen 
5 he may be found from the bad citizen wherever he may be 
‘ound. 

GOOD AMERICANISM NOT A MATTER OF BIRTH. 
(Message to Congress, Dec. 6, 1904.) 

Good Americanism is a matter of heart, of conscience, of lofty aspira- 
tion, of sound common sense, but not of birthplace or of creed. The 
medal of honor, the highest prize to be won by those who serve in the 
Army and the Navy of the United States, decorates men born here, and 
it also decorates men born in Great Britain and Ireland, in Germany, 
in Scandinavia, in France, and doubtless in other countries also. 


ALL AMERICANS. 
(Speech at dinner of the eee Sons of St. Patrick, New York, Mar, 
17, 1905.) 


My fellow countrymen, I have spoken to-night especially of what has 
been done for this Nation of ours by men of Irish blood. But, after all, 
in speaking to you or to any y of my fellow citizens, no matter 
from what Old World country they themselves or their forefathers may 
have come, the great thing is to remember that we are all of us Amer- 
icans. Let us keep our pride in the stocks from which we have sprung, 
but let us show that pride, not by holding aloof from one another, least 
of all wee preserving the Old World jealousies and bitternesses, but by 
joining in a spirit of generous rivalry to see which can do most for our 
great common country. 

Finally, in regard to the Monroe doctrine and the necessity of uphold- 
ing it by force in case of need, Col. Roosevelt has for years held and 
advocated no uncertain views. 

THE MONROE DOCTRINE ONLY EFFECTIVE IF UPHELD BY FORCE. 
(At Augusta, Me., Aug. 26, 1902.) 

The Monroe doctrine is simply a statement of our very firm belief 
that on this continent the nations now existing here must be left to 
work out their own destinies among themselves and that the continent 
is Bot longer to be regarded as colonizing ground for any European 
nation. 

The only power on the continent that can make that doctrine effective 
is, of course, ourselves, for in the world as it is, gentlemen, the nation 
which advances a given doctrine likely to interfere in any way with 


other nations must possess power to back it up if she wishes the doctrine 
to be respected. 25 p 
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BLUSTER WITHOUT FORCE WORSE THAN ABANDONMENT. 
(Speech at Chicago, Apr. 2, 1903.) 

I believe in the Monroe doctrine with all my heart and soul. I am 
convinced that the 1 N gon of our fellow countrymen so be- 
tra Me but I would infini — — to see us abandon it than to see 

t it forward and bluster mt it, and yet fail to build up the 
ent ent ‘iene strength which in the last resort can alone make it 
res raaa ——— song foreign power whose interest it may ever happen 
© violate 


„ SPRAK SOFTLY AND CARRY A BIG STICK.” 


There is a homely old adage which runs: “ — cel softly and 2 a 

big stick; you will go far.” If the American N will speak softly, 

= et t build, and keep at a pitch of the highest training, a thor- 
y efficient Navy, the Monroe doctrine will go far. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES (S. DOC. NO, 242). 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
a message from the President of the United States, which will 
be read. 

The Secretary read the message, as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


. I transmit herewith the report of Brig. Gen. Frank McIntyre, 
Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, upon his recent trip to 
the Philippine Islands. 

Inasmuch as the bill extending a greater measure of self- 
government to the Filipinos is now pending in Congress, it is 
recommended that this report be printed as a congressional 
document. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

Tun Warre House, January 12, 1916. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask that the report be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It ought to be rushed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The message and accompanying 
report will be printed and referred to the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I ask that it be rushed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of 5 o'clock having ar- 
rived the Senate stands adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 

The Senate thereupon (at 5 o'clock p. m.) adjourned until 
to-morrow, Thursday, January 13, 1916, at 12 o'clock meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Wepnespay, January 12, 1916. 


The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 
lowing prayer: 

Our Father in heaven, make us wise in our conceptions, 
strong in our convictions, pure in our motives, with a mind open 
to the light of truth and a forward look; a spirit of toleration 
aceording to others what we desire for ourselves; a hatred of 
sin, mercy for the sinner, sympathy for the unfortunate in a 
helping hand; love for purity in the home and in the Nation, 
that we may move forward without fear and with perfect faith 
and confidence that right, justice, and love will adjust all wrongs 
and make pure all hearts in the final dispensation of Thy provi- 
dence. Amen. 

The journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS, 


Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my remarks 
yesterday I omitted to place in the Recorp Mr, Lansing’s last 
note to Great Britain on the blockade. I ask unanimous consent 
to print that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks by printing in the Recorp the 
last note of Secretary Lansing on the matters in controversy. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. LINDBERGH. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
may I ask the gentleman if that is in connection with his speech 
of yesterday? 

Mr. FESS. Yes; it was omitted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


GEORGE A. KOGLE. 


Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Indiana rise? 

Mr. ADAIR. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of asking 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of House 
joint resolution 89. I will say this resolution is simply to cor- 
rect the number of the regiment in a private pension bill which 
was passed at the last session of Congress, in which the number 
was put at the One hundred and sixtieth, whereas it should 
have been the One hundred and sixteenth, 


The SPEAKER. Is it a joint resolution? 
Mr. ADAIR. It is a House joint resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 89) to — an act entitled “An aet 


ting pensions to certain widows eee oe of sol- 
iers and sailors of said war,” approved February 25, 


Whereas by a clerical error in the bill H. R. 19545 and 1 the act en- 
titled “An act granting pensions to certain widows and dependent 
children of soldiers and sallors of said war,” approved February 25, 
1915, the name and service of George A. Kogle, late of Company I, 
One hundred and sixteenth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
was made to read “George A. sowie: Company I, One hundred and 
sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry“: Therefore be it 


888 etc., That the ph in the act entitled An aet grant- 
ing pensions to certain widows ane at dependent, children of soldiers and 
r eA of * war,” See —ç N 25, 1 — . private act No. 193. 


increase o m to George A. 
e :ĩ. ama detach nent. New 


Regimen 
olunteer Infantry, 5 — to pay hii him a pension at the rate of $50 
receiving, be corrected and amended 
o read as follows: 


0.4 The name of George A. Kogle, late of Company I, One hundred and 
sixteenth Regiment New York olunteer muang and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege 

The SPHAKER. Will the gentleman wait until the disposi- 
tion of this little matter? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. How much time is it going to 
take? 

The SPEAKER. About a minute and a half. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Well, I have no objection to 
that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read the 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 


IMPEACHMENT OF H. SNOWDEN MARSHALL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bv- 
CHANAN] is recognized. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege. By virtue of my office as a Member 
of the House of Representatives I impeach H. Snowden Marshall, 
United States district attorney for the southern district of New 
York, of high crimes and misdemeanors. 

I charge him with having conspired with persons, firms, and 
corporations, their agents and servants, to grant such persons, 
firms, and corporations the privilege of violating various crimi- 
nal, neutrality, interstate commerce, or custom laws of the 
United States in the southern district of New York. 

I charge him with securing for persons or corporations great 
financial profit in consequence of the violation of the United 
States laws. : 

I charge him with corruptly and collusively participating in 
such conspiracies. 

I charge him with corruptly neglecting and refusing to prose- 
cute gross and notorious violations of various criminal, neu- 
trality, custom revenue, and antitrust laws of the United States 
within said judicial district. 

I charge him with corruptly inducing and procuring grand 
juries to return into the district court for the southern district 
of New York of indictments charging crimes without there being 
evidence before said grand jury which would in any degree 
justify the finding and filing of such indictments. 

I charge him with being guilty of oppression in corruptly pro- 
curing indictments from the grand jury in said district charg- 
ing reputable citizens with crime, although there was no evi- 
dence before the grand jury which would in the least warrant 
such charges. 

I charge him with corruptly conspiring with other persons to 
spread broadcast throughout the United States maliciously false 
newspaper publications and reports, emanating as official state- 
ments and purporting to describe results of investigations con- 
ducted by said United States attorney and his assistants, with 
the object of destroying friendly relations between the United 
States and one or niore foreign Governments. 

I charge him with unlawfully and feloniously abusing the 
legal process before the grand jury in said district of New 
York, the Secret Service, and the Bureau of Investigation and 
Inquiry of the Department of Justice in furtherance of such 
conspiracy aforesaid. 

I charge him with having knowledge of the existence of cir- 
cumstances from which knowledge is imputed to him that large 
sums of money have been expended for or on behalf of foreign 
Governments and of various purveyors and manufacturers of 


r month in lieu of that he is now 
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war munitions for the purpose of influencing the actions of said 
United States attorney in furtherance of a conspiracy. 

I charge him with having corruptly neglected or refused to 
prosecute men who have made the port of New York, within 
said judicial district, a military or naval base for foreign bel- 
ligerent powers. 

I charge him with corruptly neglecting and refusing to prose- 
cute violations of Federal statutes prohibiting the loading and 
shipment of explosives on ships carrying passengers within said 
judicial district. 

I charge him with corruptly neglecting and refusing to prose- 
cute violations of the foreign-enlistment act and laws of the 
United States within said district. 

I charge him with having corruptly used the powers of his 
office for the purpose of slandering and libeling peaceable and 
law-abiding people to their great injury. 

I charge him with having abetted, approved, acquiesced, and 
permitted unlawful and oppressive misuse of subpœnas und 
other process before grand juries in said southern district of 
New York. 

I charge him with having deprived law-abiding citizens of their 
legal rights, privileges, and immunities, 

I charge him with aiding, abetting, and approving unlawful 
expenditures of public moneys in violation of the laws of the 
United States. 

I charge him with being guilty of attempts by private solicita- 
tion of influencing the official actions and opinions of judges in 
the southern district of New York while in the performance of 
their judicial duties. 

I charge him with having used the powers of his office to 
cause and procure a discrimination in the assignment of judges 
to conduct trials in said district, so as to discriminate against 
one or more resident judges. 

I charge him with having used the powers of his office to pro- 
eure or assist in the procurement of judges to be imported into 
the southern district of New York from other districts for the 
trial of cases in said district by falsely representing the condi- 
tion of judicial business within said district. 

I charge him with being guilty of private solicitation with 
intent to influence the official acts and decisions of judges im- 
ported as aforesaid. 

I charge him with having attempted to corruptly control deci- 
sions and official actions of one or more of such imported judges. 

I charge him with having procured the assignment of one or 
more imported judges for the conduct of trials in the said dis- 
trict for the purpose of preventing defendants in such cases 
from receiving a fair and impartial trial at the hands of resident 
judges. 

I charge him with being a party to a conspiracy participated 
in by his assistant district attorneys and other officials con- 
nected with the administration of justice in the said southern 
district of New York, for the purpose of unlawfully manipulat- 
ing and controlling the selection of grand and petit jurors in 
connection with cases in the courts of said district. 

I charge him with having been guilty of acts by which the 
rights of the United States and that of individuals have been 
unlawfully prejudiced and the orderly and fair administration 
of justice defeated or obstructed in one or more instances. 

I charge him with having employed the powers of his office 
for the purpose of shielding and to prevent the exposure of 
unlawful and improper conduct of one James W. Osborne in 
relation to facts involved in civil litigation which was pending 
in the State court in the State of New York. 

I charge him with unlawfully protecting the said Osborne 
and others from prosecution for the violation of United States 
laws. 

I charge him with willfully and corruptly refusing and neg- 
lecting to prosecute gross and notorious violations of the United 
States statutes committed by said James W. Osborne and others 
in the city and State of New York within said district. 

I charge him with having prostituted the office of United 
States district attorney for the southern district of New York. 

I charge him with having used the powers of his said office 
as United States district attorney to corruptly and willfully 
defame, slander, and injure the good name and professional 
standing of law-abiding citizens of the United States, to their 
great injury, for the purpose of protecting the private indi- 
vidual interests of James W. Osborne. 

I charge him with having corruptly failed, neglected, and 
refused to prosecute persons who, while acting as witnesses 
for the United States in the trial of causes, committed the crime 
of perjury, subornation of perjury, and conspiracy in con- 
nection with the cases of United States against Rae Tanzer, 
United States against Frank D. Safford, and United States 
against Albert J. McCullough et al. 


I charge him with having used and employed the United 
States grand jury in the southern district of New York for the 
purpose of attempting to establish records which might be used 
in defense of James W. Osborne, H. Snowden Marshall, Roger 
B. Wood, and Samuel H. Hershenstein (the last two being 
assistant United States district attorneys under said H. Snow- 
den Marshall), and not for the purpose of investigation of 
violations of the United States laws. 

I charge him with corruptly and willfully failing to remove 
certain of his assistant district attorneys who destroyed docu- 
mentary evidence material in the trial of a pending case in 
the United States district court for the southern district of 
New York. 

I charge him with corruptly and maliciously causing to be 
instituted criminal proceedings against Rae Tanzer and others 
for the purpose of protecting James W. Osborne, a special 
United States district attorney and a personal intimate friend 
of said H. Snowden Marshall. 

I charge him with corruptly and willfully failing and refus- 
ing to present to the court the trial of cases material and 
important evidence and in concealing or assisting and ac- 
quiescing in the concealment or destruction of material and 
important evidence relating to pending cases in the United 
States district court for the southern district of New York. 

I charge him with being corrupt, grossly negligent, and unfit 
to retain the office as United States district attorney for the 
southern district of New York. 

I charge him with having willfully and persistenly violated 
the laws of the United States in connection with the perform- 
ance by him of the duties of such United States district attorney 
for said southern district of New York. 

I charge him with having corruptly and willfully withheld 
and failed to present before the grand jury material and im- 
portant evidence in connection with alleged investigations in- 
stituted before said grand jury by said H. Snowden Marshall 
in relation to the cases of United States against Rae Tanzer 
and United States against Albert J. McCullough et al, and 
others. 

I charge him with having corruptly and willfully refused and 
neglected to take cognizance of unlawful conduct of his assistant 
district attorneys in connection with the performance by them 
of official duties as such assistant district attorneys. 

I charge him with corruptly participating in or acquiescing 
to the presentation to the court in trial of cases in the southern 
district of New York of alleged evidence which he knew to be 
untrue and manufactured, or in the manufacture of and attempt 
to manufacture such alleged evidence. 

I charge him with producing willful injury and wrong to liti- 
gants in said district court and to citizens of the United States 
by his unlawful and improper conduct. 

Mr. Speaker, I send up the following resolution to the desk 
to be read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 


House resolution 90. 


Reaolced, That the Committee on the Judiciary be directed to inquire 
and report whether the action of this House is necessary concerning the 
alleged official misconduct of H. Snowden Marshall; whether he has 
conspired with persons, firms, and corporations, their agents and serv- 
ants, to grant such persons, firms, and corporations the privilege of 
violating various criminal, neutrality, interstate-commerce, or custom 
laws of the United States in the southern district of New York; 
whether he has secured for persons or corporations great financial profit 
in consequence of the violation of the United States laws; whether he 
has corruptly and coilusively participated in such conspiracies; whether 
he has corruptly neglected and refused to prosecute gross and notorious 
violations of various criminal, neutrality, custom-revenue, and antitrust 
laws of the United States within said judicial district; whether he has 
corruptly induced and procured grand juries to return into the district 
court for the southern district of New York indictments charging crimes 
without there being evidence before said grand jury which would in 
any degree qua, he finding and filing of such indictments ; whether 
he has been guilty of oppression in corruptly procuring indictments 
from the grand jury in said district, charging reputable citizens with 
crime although there was no evidence before the grand jury which would 
in the least warrant such char, ; whether he has corruptly conspired 
with other persons to spread broadcast throughout the United States 
maliciously false newspaper publications and reports emanating as 
official statements and purporting to describe results of Investigations 
conducted by said United States attorney and his assistants with the 
object of destroying friendly relations between the United States and 
one or more foreign governments; whether he has unlawfully and 
feloniously abused the legal process before the grand jury in said district 
of New York, the Secret Service, and the Bureau of Investigation and 
Inquiry of the Department of Justice in furtherance of such conspiracy 
aforesaid; whether he has knowledge or whether there are In existence 
circumstances from which knowledge is imputed to him, that large 


sums of money have been expended for or on behalf of foreign govern- 


ments and of various purveyors and manufacturers of war munitions 
for the purpose of influencing the actions of said United States attorne 

in furtherance of a conspiracy ; whether he bas corruptly neglected and 
refused to prosecute men who have made the port of New York within 
said judicial district a military and naval base for foreign belligerent 
powers; whether he has corruptly neglected and refused to prosecute 
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violations of the Federal statutes prohibi 
of i age a on ships carrying passengers 
fested and 


the loading and shipment 
thin said judicial district ; 
refused to prosecute violations 
and laws of the United States; whether 
he bas corruptly used the powers of his office for the purpose of slander- 
ing and ble and law-abiding poopy to great injury; 
whether he has abett , and permitted unlaw- 
process before the 


whether he bas corrup D 
a 


and other 


nd ju 
Seprived law-abiding citizens of their legal rights, priya and im- 
munities ; whether he has aided, abetted, and approved unlawful c — 
tures of po moneys in violation of the laws of the United States; 
whether he has been guilty of attempts by private solicitation to influ- 
ence the official actions and opinions of 7 5 in the southern district 
of New York while in the performance of thelr judicial duties; whether 
he has used the powers of his office to cause and procure a discrimina- 
tion in the assignment of judges to conduct trials in said district so as 
to discriminate against one or more resident judges; whether he has 
used the powers of his office to procure or assist in the procurement of 
judges to be imported into the southern district of New York from 
other districts for the trial of cases in said a falsely repre- 
senting the condition of judicial business within said trict; whether 
he bas been guilty of private solicitation with intent to influence the 
official acts and decisions of judges imported as aforesaid; whether 
he has corruptly attempted to control decisions and official actions of 
one or more of such imported judges; whether he has procured the 
mg ype of one or more imported judges for the conduct of trials 
in the said district for the purpose of preventing defendants in such 
cases from recetving a fair and trial at the hands of resident 
ludges ; whether he has been a party to a 5 participated in b 
s assistant district attorneys and other officials connected with the ad- 
ministration of justice in the said southern district of New York, for 
the purpose of unlawfully manipulating and 8 the tion of 
nd and petit jurors connection with cases in the courts of said 
district; whether he has been guilty of acts by which the rights of 
the United States and that of individuals have been unlawfully preju- 
diced and the orderly and fair administration of justice defeated or 
obstructed in ene or more instances; whether he has employed the 
powers of his office for the purpose of shielding and to prevent the 
exposure of unlawful and improper conduct of one James W. Osborne 
in relation to facts involved in civil litigation which was pending in 
the State court in the State of New York; whether he unla y 
protected the said Osborne and others from prosecution for the viola- 
tion of United States laws; whether he has willfully and corruptiy 
refused and neglected to prosecute „rons and notorious violations of 
the United Sta Statutes committed by said James W. Osborne and 
others in the city and State of New York within said district ; whether 
he has prostituted the office of the United States district attorney for 
the southern district of New York; whether he has used the powers of 
his sald office as United States district attorney to corruptly and will- 
fully defame, slander, and injure the poog name and professional 
standing of jaw-abiding citizens of the United States to their great 
2 for the rpose of I paging’. the private individual interests 
of James W. Osborne; whether he has age aps failed, neglected, and 
refused to prosecute persons who, while a as witnesses for the 
8 33 — trial of sanear. committ 
subornation of perjury, and conspiracy 
of United States v. Rae Tanzer, United States v. Frank D. 
ford, and United States v. Albert J. McCullough et al.; whether 
he used and porn hae’ the United States grand jury in the southern 
district of New York for the p of attemp to establish 
records which might be used in defense of James . Osborne, H. 
Snowdon Marshall, Roger B. Wood, and Samuel H. Hershenstein (the 
eee assistant United States district attorneys under said 
. Snowdon 


failed to present before the gana 
in connection with alleged iny ons 
3 75 by. d II. Snowdon 

United States v. Rae Tanzer and United States v. Albert J. McCul- 
lough et al. and others; whether he has corruptly and willfully refused 
and neglected to take cognizance of unlawful conduct of his assistant 
district attorneys in connection with the performance by them of official 
duties as such assistant district attorneys; whether he has 8 
participated in or acqulesced to the tation to the court in trial of 
cases In the southern d ct of New York of alleged evidence which 
he knew to be untrue and manufactured, or in the manufacture of and 
attempt to manufacture such alleged evidence; whether he has pro- 
duced willful injury and wrong to litigants in said district court and 
to citizens of the United States by his unlawful and improper conduct ; 
8 has been guilty of any misbehavior for which he should be 

peac 5 


And in making this investigation the said committee is hereb 
authorized to send for persons and papers, administer oaths, take testi- 
mony, employ a clerk and stenographer, and is also authorized to 


appoint a subcommittee to act for and on behalf of the whole committee 
whenever and wherever it may be deemed advisable take testimony 
for = oto A ma penen Sne pna subeco: e 
lo 8 ve the same powers resp o: 

4 8 herein given to said Committee on the Judiciary, with a sergean 
at arms, by self or Geputy, who shall serve sai 
committee or subcommittee an 

ordered and directed thereby. The shall 

sign and the Clerk to attest subpenas for any witness or witnesses. 


Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois, Mr. Speaker, I move the pas- 
sage of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves the pas- 
sage of the resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, have I not the floor? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. No. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as I understood 
it, I had the floor, and no other Member—— 

The SPEAKER. A motion to refer is in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Speaker me and I made 
the motion when I stated “ Mr. Speaker.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIIinois is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, before the Speaker deter- 
mines that question : 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre- 
vious question on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. What was the gentleman from New York 
saying? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The Speaker recognized me 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois, I had 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER, One at a time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to be heard on my motion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Illinois rise? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I take the position that I have 
the floor, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
interrupted me and prevented me from continuing to make any 
statement, and therefore I claim he is out of order, and I raise 
the point of order against the gentleman from New York. I 
had the floor and was interrupted by the gentleman from New 
York arising. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman, the Chair thinks, is labor- 
ing under a misapprehension as to the situation. There is no 
way of cutting the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], 
at the proper time, out of making a motion to refer. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Is this the proper time? That 
is what I wanted to find out. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted to 
state my position, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
asked for the adoption of the resolution. The Speaker stated 
the question. I rose and addressed the Chair. I was recog- 
nized, and moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. Now, I wish, under the rules of the House, to 
speak upon the motion which I have made. I could not have 
made the motion if the gentleman had held the floor. He can 
not stand mute and have the Speaker perform his duty, and 
have some one recognized, and still insist that he has the floor, 
And I wish, as soon as the Speaker states the motion to refer, 
to discuss it, as I have a right to do. Now, the motion to refer 
would not have been in order if the gentleman had moved the 
previous question. The previous question cuts the motion to 
refer out; but I have been recognized. I have made the mo- 
tion and I am waiting to be heard upon the motion to refer. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. S er—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

Mr. MANN. I think the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FrrzGERALD] is slightly in error. The Speaker did not state the 
question. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
unnecessarily moved the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bo- 
CHANAN]. 

Mr. MANN. Still retaining the floor, as the Speaker stated, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] moved the pas- 
sage of the resolution. Under our practice, that motion is not 
required to be made. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] rose and the 
Speaker said, The gentleman from New York,” which would 
ordinarily be the case, although the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BucHanan] had not yielded the floor. The gentleman 
from Illinois, having the floor, was entitled to retain it for an 
hour, or within that time to move the previous question, and if 
he moves the previous question, and it is ordered, the motion to 
refer is cut out. If it is not ordered, then the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Frrzcerarp] is entitled to recognition to move 
the reference. 


1916. é 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. BucHaNnan] if he intended to obtain the floor for 
the purpose of debate, or was he yielding; or what was he doing? 

Mr, BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, my intention was 


to retain the floor. I did not know whether the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Firzczratp] was arising to ask me a question, or 
what he might be arising for. If he had, I could not have pre- 
vented him from addressing the Chair and the Speaker recogniz- 
ing him. It was not my intention at all to yield the floor. I 
intended to make some remarks on this, and, if I had the 
privilege, to yield some time to others. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, so far as I am concerned, I 
have no desire to interfere with the gentleman from Illinois 
making any statement he desires to make in connection with the 
resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Ilinois. I am not attempting by unfair 
practice to take the floor away from him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will discuss his motion. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I am not attempting by 
unfair practices to deprive the gentleman of any rights. I do 
not intend to do it. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. 
BucHanan] desire to discuss his resolution? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Yes, sir. I want to make a 
brief statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from 
Ilinois had not yielded the floor. If he has anything to say 
on his resolution, fhe Chair will hear it. Before the gentleman 
from Illinois begins, the Chair will state that the gentleman from 
New York has a perfect right to make a motion to commit—not 
right now, but when the time comes. 

Mr. MANN. If he is not cut off by the previous question. 

ME FITZGERALD. The Speaker must determine whether 
a motion to refer has been made. There is no trouble about it. 
I have no desire to cut anybody off. But I do want a vote of 
the House on the question of whether this resolution should be 
considered by the Committee on the Judiciary; that is all. I 
have no desire to interfere with the gentleman in making his 
statement or indulge in any sharp practice. I do not intend to 
do it. I supposed the gentleman had finished. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Minois [Mr. 
Mann] suggest that a motion to recommit, or to commit, which 
is the same thing, could not be debated after the previous ques- 
tion was made on the resolution? 

Mr. MANN. That it could be made. 

The SPEAKER. Could be? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It could not. The motion to commit is 
not in order after the previous question is ordered. I arose and 
was recognized to submit the motion at the only time it could 
have been offered, and I insist I am entitled to recognition. 
Having been recognized and made 2 motion, I am now asking to 
be permitted to speak to my motion. I am going to yield back 
to the gentleman from Illinois after I have said two or three 
words. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard on 
the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD} gets through the Chair will hear the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr: BUCHANAN of Illinois. I intended to keep the floor. 
That is what I wanted. I want my privilege under the rules. 
If the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD} is correct, I 
yield to him. 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, this question of when those 
preferential motions can be made, whether they can be made 
before debate is begun or afterwards, is not very clearly set- 
tled. I have in mind two cases bearing on the case in hand. 
A number of years ago Mr. John Wesley Gaines, of Tennessee, 
offered a resolution to declare vacant the seat of Mr. Lilley, of 
Connecticut, on account of the latter being sworn in as gov- 
ernor of his State. Before Mr. Gaines could begin to debate, 

the gentleman from New York, Mr. Payne, moved to commit 
the resolution, and took the floor away from Mr. Gaines, Mr. 
Speaker Cannon ruled that Mr. Payne was entitled to the 
floor for one hour. 

On another occasion, when Mr. Hobson, of Alabama, fell into 
some altercation with Mr. Hay, of Virginia, and moved cer- 
tain resolutions of investigation, I myself, before debate began, 
interposed a motion to commit, and I secured control of the 
floor for one hour. As far as I know, except in the matter of 
conference reports, the practice in this House has been that 
until debate has actually begun the floor can be transferred on 
any preferential motions that are debatable. When the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BucHanan] offers a resolution, properly 
it ought to be read at the desk. Then he must again seek an- 


other recognition before debate begins. Up to that time any 
of the preferential motions are in order. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I do not agree with the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GARDNER], although he is argu- 
ing in my behalf. [Laughter.] The only preferential motion 
that will take a gentleman off the floor before debate is begun 
is a motion to lay on the table. If the gentleman from Illi- 
nois had addressed the Chair and proceeded to debate the 
resolution, no preferential motion to refer or to postpone would 
have taken him off the floor. Before he commences debate 
the motion to lay on the table would take him off the floor. 
But I was recognized by the Speaker when no attempt was 
being made by the gentleman to ccewpy the floor. I have made 
my motion, which is in order. I was recognized to do it, and 
I now insist that I am entitled to speak on that motion. I 
wish to say only a few words, and then I shall yield to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN}. 

The SPHAKER. So far as the Chair recollects, what hap- 
pened was this: The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
moved that this resolution be agreed te. Of course the making 
of the motion was preferential under our practice. He did not 
start to debate it, or anything of that sort. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Prrzcerarp] rose, and the Chair recognized him, 
The Chair supposed that the gentleman from Minois had nothing 
further to say, and under the circumstances of the case the 
Chair thinks that the motion of the gentleman from New York 
is in order. You can not keep the gentleman from Tlinois or 
anybody else from stating it until the Chair gets tired of the 
debate, because the motion to refer fs debatable only within cer- 
tain limits, necessarily. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Minois. Mr. Speaker, who has got the 
privileges of the floor, then? It has been my intention to retuin 
it. I did not know but that some gentleman would want to 
say something about it, and when I yielded I did not know 
the purpose of the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] 
in rising and addressing the Chair, and did not have any oppor- 
tunity te start and make any statement in regard to it. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bu- 
CHANAN} Will state that he was on the floor and claiming it for 
purposes of debate 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I do claim that, Mr. Spenker, 
that I wanted to make a statement in regard to why this resolu- 
tion should be here. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman will have that oppor- 
tunity. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tli- 
nois is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NORTON rose. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
North Dakota rise? 

Mr. NORTON. To make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. NORTON. Has not the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
BucHANAN] moved the previous question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I do not know but that I did. 
If I did, I made that motion when I believed an unfair advan- 
tage was being taken of me to get me off the floor. I want to 
make a brief statement im regard to why this resolution should 
be passed here. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman withdraw the motion 
for the previous question? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Yes; for the present. 

The reason, Mr. Speaker. why I desire the House to pass this 
resolution at this time is that I find that the past precedents of 
the Judiciary Committee are such that a great burden is placed 
upon a Member instituting impeachment proceedings, I wish 
to say here that it is not my purpose by any means to cast any 
reflection on the Committee on the Judiciary or any of its 
members ; but the precedents are such that it makes it a great 
burden on the impeaching Member to undertake to get what may, 
seem to the committee is necessary in the way of prima facie 
evidence and for them to ask for the power to subpœna witnesses 
and to secure evidence. 

I have looked into the charges in New York, or rather had 
my attention called to them, for some time before. I have, 
since reading the impeachment charges against H. Snowden 
Marshall, looked into them further, and I am satisfied that 
much of this evidence that the committee should have is sus- 
eeptible of proof; and no matter whether the Members of this 
House agree with me or not in regard to my charges, they, 
have to admit that the charges have been made. If they are 
erroneous charges, then, if Members are the friends of Mr. H. 
Snowden Marshall, district attorney for the southern district 
of New York, they ought to want an early and as thorough an 
investigation as possibly ean be done. If they agree with me 
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that I have got justifiable information to bring the charges 
that I have had read here, then certainly there ought not to be 
any delay, or the committee ought not to be without power to 
subpena witnesses or investigate this matter in the proper 
manner. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr, BUCHANAN of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. I want to say to the gentleman before mak- 
ing the inquiry that I shall vote for the passage of this resolu- 
tion if he presses it to a vote at this time. I want to ask the 
gentleman a question—but let me first make this further state- 
ment before asking it: As I caught from the reading of the 
resolution at the desk, some of the charges made are undoubt- 
edly impeachable charges. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I should think they all are. 

Mr. GARRETT. That is the question, whether or not some 
of the charges made by the gentleman and some of the matters 
which the Committee on the Judiciary may be called upon to 
investigate are, in fact, impeachable charges. I am sincerely 
desirous of having an investigation of every impeachable 
charge made by the gentleman from Illinois, but I am doubt- 
ful, in so far as I heard it read from the desk—and that is 
all we have, there being no printed copy before us—I am doubt- 
ful if all of them are impeachable charges. And yet, if the 
resolution be passed, it will impose on the Committee on the 
Judiciary the burden of investigating those matters which may 
not under the Constitution and under all the decisions and 
practices be impeachable charges. 

I just merely wanted to ask the gentleman if, in that view of 
the case, he would not be willing 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois, My view of that matter is that 
a suflicient inquiry into them to get enough evidence to impeach 
would, it seems to me, be going far enough, and then if the 
House approved of the report 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
yield? 

Mr. GARRETT. I have not concluded. The gentleman from 
Illinois has the floor. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. GARRETT. Of course, I do not know just what view 
the gentleman may entertain of the attitude of the committee 
toward the resolution. I am not a member of that committee. 
It had occurred to me that it might be well to have the matter 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, in order that they 
might determine those things in the charges that are impeach- 
able and those things that are not, and eradicate any of those 
propositions with which the House would have nothing to do. 
I will say that I am with the gentleman on the passage of the 
resolution, if it be necessary. I merely suggest this for the gen- 
tleman’s consideration. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield to my colleague from 
Illinois. 

Mr. SABATH. Would not the Judiciary Committee have the 
discretion and the power to designate what witnesses they de- 
sire to subpeena or what witnesses would be proper to subpoena, 
if this resolution is passed? That would not deprive them of 
discretion to say whom they should subpena and whom they 
should not. I think this resolution would not deprive the Judi- 
ciary Committee of any right that they have of deciding whom 
they should subpœna. 

7 Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will yield 
urther— 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GARRETT. I do not want to quarrel with my friends 
about the matter at all. I do not think the committee would 
have that discretion. The resolution expressly requires the 
Judiciary Committee to investigate every proposition set forth 
in it, whether the charge contained be an impeachable matter 
or not. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. My recollection is—— 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Texas rise? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield to my friend from Texas. 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I feel a good deal like 
my friend from Tennessee [Mr. Garnretr] in this matter. If 
I remember the Constitution, it recites high crimes and misde- 
meanors as being impeachable offenses. I think the machinery 
used is a prosecuting committee. I do not know just what your 
rules are, but that is the custom. This House is a sovereign 
body, and these charges would simply be counts in the indict- 
ment, and whatever machine you select to execute them will con- 
sider them as counts in the indictment. Those that are not 


proven will be vitiated, and those that are proven will be abso- 
lute. I do not think there is any mystery about it at all, so far 
as an ordinary cornfield lawyer like myself considers such 
matters. [Laughter and applause.] 

The SPHAKER. Does the gentleman desire to continue? 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. No, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, in regard to the 
question that has been raised, it is my opinion, based on my 
recollection of my reading of these impeachment cases, that the 
Judiciary Committee has not always examined into every specific 
charge for the purpose of impeaching a public officer, 

As I remember, even when the committee have asked au- 
thority to inquire into a number of specific charges, they have 
not in every case inquired into all of them. Therefore, in my 
opinion, it is within the discretion of the Judiclary Committee 
whether or not they shall inquire into all the specific charges 
made in an impeachment resolution. 

Not only that, but if these impeachment charges are referred 
to the committee for consideration and examination, perhaps 
the committee will in time recommend a resolution of impeach- 
ment, perhaps amending the charges; and, if the committee felt 
that they were under any obligations to inquire into all of the 
specific charges in this resolution, they could easily come back 
and ask for the elimination of such charges as they did not feel 
they were called upon to investigate, and they could come in 
with a resolution asking authority to look into and investigate 
those specific charges that they thought were proper to in- 
vestigate. 

I started to say that I am not pressing the passage of this 
resolution as a reflection on the committee. In fact, it seems to 
me an indication that I am not afraid of the committee. I want 
the committee to have power and authority, and certainly it 
should have no objection to being given power and authority to 
do the things that are referred to it. Aside from that 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I do. 

Mr. CULLOP. I should like to suggest to the gentleman that 
in moving his resolution he is only following the common prac- 
tice of the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I understand that. 

Mr. CULLOP. There have been two methods indulged in. - 
One was to refer to the Judiciary Committee or some special 
committee and another has been the method that the gentleman 
is now pursuing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. And in furtherance of the posi- 
tion I have taken I wish to say that I have been libeled and lied 
about by the newspapers which, as is well known by informed 
people, are the mouthpieces of the most vicious and harmful 
business system that was ever in existence; a part, you may 
say—the large daily papers of the country—of the ammunition 
trust and the armor-plate ring and their allies. Those lying, 
scurrilous sheets have made such statements against me that 
it is not difficult at all for me to prove that they are libelous, 
and when the proper time comes I perhaps will take that mat- 
ter up for consideration. But at this time some of them have 
said that I have introduced, or have read, impeachment charges 
here on the floor of the House, but do not desire that the inves- 
tigation be made; and while I do not pay much attention to 
unreliable press statements I have heard, others besides the 
newspapers have made such statements. Certainly, now, if 
this resolution is passed, it does not obligate the committee to 
do anything that in its judgment is not the proper thing to do 
in regard to this investigation; and, in my opinion, there is no 
room for objection to immediate action on the resolution. Now, 
I am willing to yield if gentlemen want to address the House; 
and if not, I will move the previous question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like some time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, have I the right 
to yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, Mr. Speaker, I wish to disabuse the 
mind of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN], or any- 
one else, of the idea that there is any desire on my part to de- 
prive him of any right which he has in this matter. I believe 
this resolution should be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, so that that committee can examine it carefully and ask 
the House to take such action upon it as may be deemed advis- 
able after it has made the examination. It is not for the pur- 


pose of protecting or aiding in any way the district attorney for 
the southern district of New York. Indeed, Mr. Speaker, I be- 
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lieve that there is a greater duty incumbent on the Judiciary 
Committee in this matter than ordinarily would be the case. 

Last December, within a month, the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, upon his responsibility as a Member of this 
House, impeached the United States district attorney for the 
southern district of New York. Shortly thereafter, in a district 
where that official has considerable power and influence, the 
grand jury returned an indictment against the gentleman from 
Illinois. Whatever may be the respective merits of the impeach- 
ment, or of the action of the grand jury, no one can deny the 
fact that a most extraordinary condition is created by the return 
of a true bill in that district after the gentleman from Illinois 
had impeached the United States district attorney in the district. 

I do not believe that the Committee on the Judiciary should 
hold him to the same rigid rules in furnishing information or 
proof that ordinarily is demanded of a Member of this House 
when he impeaches an official for high crimes and misdemeanors, 
because if this action of the United States grand jury be un- 
founded, if there be any justification for the belief that it was 
instituted in retaliation, or for the purpose of deterring a Mem- 
ber of this House from the discharge of his public duty in one 
of the most important aspects that can fall upon him, then there 
is all the more reason why the House should be particularly 
careful to investigate the matter. Whatever may be the truth 
of these charges, I do not belicve that the House can permit 
charges of the broad, comprehensive, grave, and serious charac- 
ter that have been read here against this official to slumber with- 
out investigation. 

Not only the position of the gentleman from Illinois, but the 
proper administration of justice in the southern district of New 
York demands that these matters be fully probed. This official 
should either be impeached on the charges, or else properly 
exonerated, and this House is now the only place where he can 
now be exonerated. My purpose is not to embarrass the gentle- 
man from Illinois. I believe that the resolution, as framed, 
directs the Committee on the Judiciary to investigate every sin- 
gle one of these charges. The committee should have the resolu- 
tion, examine it carefully, and report its recommendations to the 
House defining the particular things which should be investi- 
gated, in the interest of justice. I hope the gentleman from 
IIlinois will agree that that action be taken. I have no desire 
to stand in the way of an investigation. It has reached the 
point where, I ‘believe, it is absolutely essential that it should 
be made. My only purpose in proposing to refer the resolution 
is to see that it is done in an orderly, proper, and decent manner. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield five min- 
utes to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish ‘to discuss the 
merits of the resolution offered by the gentleman from Tlinois. 
He is my colleague on the floor of this House. He holds the 
commission of his constituency. He rises in his place and makes 
solemn and serious charges of an impeachable character against 
an officer of the judicial branch of the Government. He has a 
right to do that, and, for one, I shall respect his rights. It 
makes no difference to me what the merits of the case may be 
against him in New York. That is a matter we ought not to 
stop and consider now. We should not now undertake to try 
that case. We are not reflecting on the Judiciary ‘Committee 
when we say by our votes that this resolution should be adopted 
to-day. 

What is the situation? Here is a Representative on the floor 
of this House assailed by the proceedings of a secret grand-jury 
session in a State of this Union. The gentleman from Ilinois, in 
his representative capacity and on his own responsibility, strictly 
within his rights under the Constitution and the laws of this 
country, makes open and direct charges and calls for an investi- 


gation. I would feel better when consulting my conscience to 


say to-day that this resolution should be adopted and that these 
charges should be investigated by the great Judiciary Committee 
of this House rather than to say that the district attorney may 
lug into the secret session of the grand-jury room of some dis- 
trict in some State of this Union the case and try it there by 
star-chamber proceedings against a Representative on this floor. 
The district attorney by this method does impeach this Repre- 
sentative, and the Representative has the right to thus impeach 
the district attorney. Hence I shall vote to refer this matter to 
the Judiciary Committee for further investigation, and, standing 
upon my rights as a Representative, and respecting the rights 
of this Representative, who is our colleague, when he says 
on his responsibility as a Representative that impeachable 
offenses have been committed by this official, I shall vote to pass 
his resolution to-day, in order that this investigation may be 
had under the Constitution and laws of the country. 

Mr. WILSON of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. Yes. 


Mr. WILSON of Florida. Does the gentleman think it would 
be any reflection on the gentleman from Illinois if the House 
voted to refer the matter to the Judiciary Committee? 

Mr. HENRY. I do not say that it would be a reflection, 
but prefer to pursue the other course, as I would in the case 
of any other Representative with respect to his rights, and say 
that these charges should be investigated when he makes them 
in this solemn way. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. I yield. i 

Mr. NELSON. Ordinarily, would the gentleman have this 
thing passed upon by the House without reference, or does 
he make an exception on account of the peculiar circumstances 
in this case, the gentleman from Illinois having been indicted 
in New York. 

Mr. HENRY. Under the peculiar circumstances of the case 
I prefer to pursue this course to-day. 

Mr. WEBB rose. . 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 
North Carolina rise? 

Mr. WEBB. I want to make a statement to the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. How much time does the gen- 
tleman require? 

Mr. WEBB. Five minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina. 

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker, when the original resolution im- 
peaching H. Snowden Marshall was introduced, it was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary on the 14th day of Decem- 
ber. As chairman of that committee I notified Mr. BUCHANAN 
that the doors of the committee were open to him at any time 
to pursue the ordinary course which had been pursued in such 
cases for the last 13 years, and that is that fhe one making 
the impeachment charges should be asked to make his charges 
specific and simply make out a prima facie case by furnishing 
the names of witnesses that we could ask the House to be 
subpenaed and telling the committee something of what each 
witness would swear, before we should ask the House for the 
high authority te make:a thorough investigation. 

The gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. BucHanan] came before 
the committee on Monday last, and after remaining with the 
committee an hour or more, asked that the matter be continued 
until another day of this week, which request was granted. Yes- 
terday he introduced his amended resolution and to-day the one 
which we are now considering. 

I want to say to the House that it matters very little to the 
Committee on the Judiciary which course is ‘pursued. By 
adopting this resolution “straight off the bat“ it will relieve 
the Committee on the Judiciary of a burden in one way, for 
then you certainly will assume entire responsibility in ordering 
the investigation. I can only tell you what has been the custom 
for the lest 13 years. I well remember in the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, when Mr. Lamar, of Florida, presented formal impeach- 
ment articles adopted by the State of Florida against Judge 
Swayne. Even then there was some discussion as to whether 
or not that resolution ought not to be referred first to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to report back to the House; but as 
the Legislature of Florida had impeached or preferred charges 
against Judge Swayne, the House at once authorized an investi- 
gation by the Judiciary Committee. A little later, when Judge 
Wilfiey was impeached on the floor of the House by Representa- 
tive Waldo, from New York, he asked that the matter be investi- 
gated immediately, and Mr. Sereno E. Payne, then Republican 
floor leader, suggested and asked that the whole matter be 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary in order that that 
committee might inquire whether a prima facie case were made 
out and if the charges amounted to impeachment charges, and 
for the committee to report back to the House a suitable resolu- 
tion. That course was adopted by the House. A little later 
Judge Hanford was formally impeached by Mr. Berger, from 
Wisconsin, and distinctly impeached of high crimes and misde- 
meanors, and he accompanied his impeachment articles with a 
resolution like the one we are considering now; but after dis- 
‘cussing it for a little while Mr. Berger himself agreed that the 
whole matter should go before the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and it went there, and after some preliminary investigation the 
committee reported to the House a resolution asking that it be 
given power to investigate, to subpœna witnesses and take testi- 
mony, and so forth. A little later, when Mr. Neeley, of Kansas, 
impeached Judge Dayton, of West Virginia, the ‘whole matter 
was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary with a request that 
it investigate and report to the House. 

The committee sat patiently for some months trying to get 
some prima facie reason why we should ask the House to give 
us power to subpena witnesses and make thorough investiga- 
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tion. That was done, and the House was later asked by the 
committee for power to make the investigation, and his conduct 
was investigated and final report made to the House. Some 
short time before that the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. PARK] 
rose in the House, in his responsible position, and impeached 
Judge Wright, of the district court in this city, and the whole 
matter was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary to make 
report as to what should be done. Judge PARK presented affi- 
davits and statements before the committee, and upon them the 
committee felt that they were warranted in asking the House 
to authorize it to make a thorough investigation. That request 
was made of the House and granted and Judge Wright's conduct 
was thoroughly investigated. 

Mr. Speaker, I know of no precedent since the time of the 
impeachment of Judge Swayne, 18 years ago, when, as a pre- 
liminary precaution on the part of the House, a resolution of 
this sort has not been sent first to the Judiciary Committee to 
make some preliminary investigation, and let the House know 
at least that there is some grounds for asking such a serious 
matter as a thorough and expensive investigation, with power 
to subpæna witnesses, and involve an expenditure of probably 
many thousands of dollars. As I said, it makes little difference 
to the committee whether the House wants to instruct us now 
to investigate or whether you will leave it to that committee 
to see first whether it will recommend to the House that an in- 
vestigation should be made. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WEBB. Yes. 

Mr. HARDY. Is there any trouble in the way of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN], by reason of expense that 
it would involve, to make it difficult to pursue the course sug- 
gested of referring this first to a committee? In other words, 
ean he discharge his duty to his country, to himself, and to 
the House without expense, just the same whether this reso- 
lution be referred to your committee now as he could if it were 
adopted now? 

Mr. WEBB. I think he can. I will say to my friend from 
Texas that I do not know of any Member of Congress having 
been put to any expense in any investigation before the com- 
mittee in stating the specific charge against an impeached offi- 
cial and also suggesting to us some source where we can find 
some evidence tending to sustain it. 

Mr. HARDY. If, under the status it now has, this resolution 
is referred to the gentleman’s committee, if the gentleman from 
Illinois should come before the committee and ask that com- 
mittee to subpcena witnesses, will the committee subpena the 
witnesses requested by him? 

Mr. WEBB. The committee can not subpena witnesses now. 
The committee can make a preliminary investigation and then 
report whether or not upon his statement and the suggested 
sources from which we can probably get proof a prima facie 
case may follow, and we would ask the House for authority to 
investigate by subpœnaing witnesses, and so forth. 

Mr. HARDY. Is it necessary for him to bring witnesses be- 
fore you? 

Mr. WEBB. Not unless he wants to do so. 

Mr. HARDY. If he does not, can you make a preliminary 
investigation? 

Mr. WEBB. Yes; if the charges are serious enough. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. 

i Mr. WEBB. Will the gentleman yield me five minutes addi- 
onal? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has 30 minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield five minutes additional 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. HENRY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WEBB. Yes. 

Mr. HENRY. The gentleman will recall in the Swayne case 
Representative Lamar, of Florida, arose and impeached Judge 
Swayne. 

Mr. WEBB. I have just so stated. 

Mr. HENRY. And the resolution gave the Judiciary Com- 
mittee power to summon witnesses, and so forth, and a sub- 
committee was appointed by the Judiciary Committee, which 
went to Florida and other States of the Union to make investiga- 
tion, Now, Judge Lamar’s character was not involved in that 
impeachment case, but here we have a Representative whose 
character is involved, a sitting Representative. Does not the 
gentleman think that this case is much more persuasive than 
was the Swayne case, where a resolution was adopted without 
reference to the Committee on the Judiciary? i 

Mr. WEBB. I stated that the Swayne ease was acted on im- 
mediately by the House in ordering an investigation, and I think 


that the thing that swayed the House was the fact that the 
Legislature of Florida, both houses, had formally charged Judge 
Swayne. I say again, gentlemen, you can now direct the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to investigate all of these charges 
against Mr, Marshall and we will do it, but I hope you gen- 
tlemen who are lawyers will understand that there are mat- 
ters in these impeachment charges—one, the very first one, is 
the charge that the district attorney of New York has refused 
to prosecute big corporations, trusts, and monopolies. Now, 
where shall we begin to find out that fact with nothing before 
us but the charge? I submit a man who impeaches another 
ought to submit affidavits or state his evidence specifically from 
which we can find out something about the charges. Most of 
these charges are general. I believe the most specific one is in 
connection with the securing of an indictment against Ray 
Tanzer before the grand jury. My friend from Illinois need 
not worry if this resolution goes to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary.. He need not worry about its being reported back if 
there is anything shown to make a prima facie case to justify it. 
The committee never has suppressed a resolution of impeach- 
ment and never will if there is anything to support it. The 
question is whether or not we shall take this resolution out of 
the ordinary course that has been pursued for 13 years or 
whether or not we shall follow the method of procedure which 
has not been adopted since the Florida impeachment trial. It 
makes no difference to the committee which you do, You 
realize, however, that as it involves about 30 charges, and it will 
take I do not know how long, because we would not know at 
present where to start. We feel that even before starting we 
would have to ask our friend Mr. BUCHANAN to give us affi- 
davits or names from which we could get a start, and that is as 
little as the Judiciary Committee should be asked to do. It is 
for the House to say whether it will take the regular course 
pursued in similar cases during the last 13 years. 

Mr. NELSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
make a statement in regard to the argument of the chairman 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and then I will yield to the 
gentleman from Minnesota. The statement made by the chair- 
man of the Judiciary Committee is that it makes no difference 
whether this resolution be passed by the House or be referred 
to the committee. I am surprised at the chairman of the Judi- 
ciary Committee making such a statement, because there is the 
greatest difference. In the first place, I went before this com- 
mittee. I was not thoroughly familiar with what was required 
to be done. I thought the two things were—first, to see whether 
the charges were impeachable; and the other thing was to point 
out sources of information, different witnesses, and so forth; 
and I supposed that the committee would call in those witnesses 
to find out if exhibits might be secured, and affidavits secured, 
and witnesses brought before them. Now, what is the differ- 
ence? I think, in the first place, it is unreasonable to say that 
there is no difference, because if you get voluntary witnesses 
they naturally come at their own convenience, but if you get the 
power to subpoena witnesses, you can get them at any time that 
you can find them. On the other hand, in this case, as in many 
others, it is necessary to secure documentary evidence—that is, 
matters of public record. Now, what chance have I got with the 
powers that lie behind this man in his criminal acts in office 
in New York to be able to get that evidence that is necessary to 
prove these charges? Why, gentlemen, it is ridiculous to take 
such a position, that there is no difference in what course it 
takes. 

Mr. WEBB. Will the gentleman yield for an interruption? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I will. 

Mr. WEBB. I meant to say, “ personally,” that so far as the 
committee having any personal feeling is concerned it made no 
difference which course the House pursues. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I thought the gentleman's an- 
swer was that there was not any difference that it made to me. 

Mr. WEBB. No; that it made no difference to the committee 
which course the House pursued. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I did not understand it that 


way. - 
Mr. WEBB. I wanted to let the House know that whichever 
course it pursues will not be objectionable to the committee. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 
Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I will. A 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understood the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, the gentleman from North Carolina, 
to say that the only name mentioned in these impeachment 
charges was Rae Tanzer. I never read it until this morning, 
but if I recollect there was a man by the name of McCullough, 


1916. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


969 


one by the name of Safford, and one by the name of Osborne. Is 
that true? 

Mr. WEBB. They were all in connection with the indictment 
in the Tanzer case, I think; mentioned in the indictment of Rae 
Tanzer. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I thought the gentleman said 
there were only three cases of a personal character mentioned 
in the impeachment charges. I understood there were four or 
five. 

Mr. GARRETT. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Yes; I yield to the gentleman 
from Tennessee. 

Mr. GARRETT. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if he will not be willing to ask unanimous consent, while he has 
charge of the floor, and under circumstances by which he will 
not lose control of the floor, to insert an amendment in his reso- 
lution providing that after the word “ testimony,” on the fourth 
line from the bottom of page 4, the following shall be added: 
“On all of the charges which in the opinion of the committee 
constitute impeachable charges.” That will make the resolution 
of the gentleman to read so that the committee shall take testi- 
mony upon all of those. 

Mr, BUCHANAN of Illinois. I will be glad to add that, and 
ask unanimous consent. If there is no objection, I ask unan- 
imous consent now. g 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to insert in the resolution certain words which the 
Clerk will report. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to 
amend my resolution by inserting the following. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding, after the word “ Seamoor. 8 in the fourth line 
from the bottom of page 4, the following langua 

“On all of the charges which in the pen Of “the committee con- 
stitute impeachable charges.” 

So that the resolution as amended will read: 

“And in mang this investigation the said committee is hereby 
authorized to send for persons and papets; administer oaths, take 
testimony on all of the charges which in the opinion of the committee 
constitute impeachable charges, employ a clerk and stenographer "— 


And so forth. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Without objection, they are inserted in the 
resolution. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I want to speak 
further in regard to my position. I have not the resources to 
secure information that I honestly and sincerely believe can be 
obtained if this authority is given. A great deal of this 
information will take the power of this House to secure. 

How much time does the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
NeLsoN] want? 

Mr. NELSON. About three minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. NEL- 
sox] is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of an impeachment 
of this kind is to promote the ends of justice. Having served 
on a special committee to look into the charges against Judge 
Wright, I have been impressed with the thought that we ought 
to be very careful, indeed, before we start the machinery of 
impeachment in motion. First, we ought to find out whether 
or not these charges are impeachable. They can be easily stated 
in language such as we have heard to-day, but when presented 
to the committee it carefully inquires of the Member what the 
charges are, to see whether, for instance, an officer has simply 
used his discretion adversely to some one’s interest. If it is 
merely a matter of discretion, of course it would not be impeach- 
able. We also ask gentlemen who make charges to give us 
some facts. They stand upon this floor and solemnly impeach 
a Federal official. They should be In possession of some facts, 
at least, that they can give to the committee, and all that the 
committee requires is a prima facie showing. We say to them, 
“You have impeached this man, What is the important charge 
that you bring against him?” And we say, “ What facts have 
you now that you want us to investigate?” If we find that he 
has no facts and can not give us any, and simply refers to Tom, 
Dick, and Harry, shall we set the great machinery of impeach- 
ment going against a Federal official who may be perfectly inno- 
cent? I do not refer to this case. Surely a Member, I say, 
who impeaches a Federal official on the floor of this House 
should have some facts, prima facie facts, within his knowledge 
thut the committee can consider. I do not know whether we 
should take it out of-the general precedent because of the gen- 
tleman being involved in this matter. So far as the members 
of the committee are personally concerned, we do not care what 
action you take. If you wish to take the responsibility off our 


hands, very well and good. We will do the best we can; but 


we warn you that you are making a precedent that is danger- 
ous. Any gentleman can get up here and make general charges 
and enlarge upon them and ask that we at once proceed to inves- 
tigate. But bear in mind that the investigation involves ex- 
pense; it takes up the time of the committee, it takes up the 
time of Congress, and it may do irreparable injury to Federal 
officials. The best practice is to let the committee ascertain 
whether the charges are impeachable or not and look into some 
of the facts before you set this machinery going. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the work of in- 
vestigation is bound to be delayed unless the House gives 
authority, because, as I have stated before, they can only secure 
these facts of their own free will. 

Now, I want to point to one of the cases, and it is not my 
purpose to reflect upon the Judiciary Committee. But take the 
Dayton case, for instance, in which impeachment charges were 
preferred on June 12, 1914, and on February 9, 1915, a resolu- 
tion giving power to subpœna witnesses, and so forth, was 
passed at their request. 

Now, it has not been my purpose nor it is not now my desire 
to in any way hamper the committee or to interfere with their 
discretion. I have consented at the suggestion of my friend 
from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] to the amendment that has been 
read there, and to leave it with the committee as to the charges 
that are impeachable. I am willing that this committee will 
have the discretion that it seems some would desire to infer 
that I want to take away from them, and which it is stated by my 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. Netson] would be a dangerous 
precedent. This is the usual way in which to consider resolu- 
tions of this sort. It was not until recent years that it was 
referred to the committee. And in about every case you will 
find there was delay, and no matter how you feel about tliis, 
whether you think my position is correct or not, no matter which 
side of the question you feel in sympathy with, you certainly 
are not justified in wanting unnecessary delay or the committee 
hampered by not having the power to bring witnesses whether 
they see fit to come or not. 

In this case, Mr. Speaker, I have reasons to believe, on the 
information that I have, that many of the witnesses who would 
come here, if subpcenaed to come, will not come voluntarily, 
because they fear the powers that be in New York if they are put 
in the position of being volunteers to come here, or come vol- 
untarily. V 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I Jeft? 

The SPEAKER. Seventeen minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield three minutes of my 
time to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HENSLEY]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HENSLEY] 
is recognized for three minutes. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise simply to ask a few 
questions of the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, if 
he will be so kind as to permit me. As I understand the gentle- 
man, who is chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, that 
committee has no authority to subpœna witnesses to come before 
it unless this resolution is passed. Am I correct? 

Mr. WEBB. That is correct. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Now, then, if this resolution is passed, does 
that in any sense curtail your discretion? 

Mr. WEBB. Yes. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Can you subpœna just as many witnesses 
and just as few witnesses as the committee sees fit to summon 
to inquire into these charges? 

Mr. WEBB. We will have to investigate every charge set 
out unless, in our opinion, the charge is not impeachable. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Unless it is impeachable in your opinion? 

‘Mr. WEBB. Yes. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Then you will have that discretion? 

Mr. WEBB. If this amendment of Mr. Garrett's is adopted, 
we will have. 

Mr. HENSLEY, The amendment has already been adopted, 
as I understand. 

Mr. WEBB. Yes. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Then, if this resolution is passed it in no 
sense curtails the discretionary power vested in your committee? 
Is that true? 

Mr. WEBB. Only in the sense of not investigating those 
charges that are not impeachable. 

Mr. HENSLEY. I understood the gentleman to say a few 
moments ago that if you considered that some of the charges 
are not impeachable you need not pursue them further. Is that 
correct? 
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Mr. WEBB. Yes; under Mr. Garretr’s amendment. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Then the gentleman from Illinois. [Mr. 
Buchaxax] is absolutely helpless unless he brings these wit- 
nesses here at his own expense. Is not that true? 

Mr. WEBB. No. I will express my opinion on that in this 
way, that if this resolution goes to the committee on the day 
after to-morrow, the committee would be able to report back a 
resolution to Investigate the impeachable charges if a prima 
facie case is made; but as to those that are not im- 
peachable, there is nothing in connection with them that the 
committee could consider. 

Mr. HENSLEY. The gentleman now says that if these 
charges are impeachable as they stand, and they are referred 
to the committee, and that committee summons the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. BUCHANAN] before it, and he states that he 
believes those charge to be true, a report will be made by the 
committee of this or another resolution on day after to-morrow. 
Why not act upon them now? 

Mr. WEBB. You can act upon it now if you want to. I said 
if the House wants to take the responsibility for that course of 
action, the House can do so. If the whole matter is referred to 
the Judiciary Committee and Mr. Bucnanawn will come before 
us and give some basis for his charges and suggest witnesses 
from whom information may be obtained, the committee will, no 
doubt, act promptly and ask the House for authority to investi- 
gate such as prima facie seem to be true. 

Mr. MOSS of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield to me five minutes? 

The SPEAKER. Does the -gentleman from Illinois yield to 
the gentleman from West Virginia? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I do not care to yield further 
time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield me five 
minutes? ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I will yield to my colleague from 
Tilinois five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, one of the very highest powers 
which this House has is the power of impeachment, to take 
away an office from a man and to destroy his reputation; a 
power which ought not to be exercised lightly, but which ought 
to be exercised when proper occasion arises. 

Now, on the 14th of December my colleague [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
preferred impeachment charges against this man, whose name, 
after hearing it read many times, I do not now recall. We had 
a two or three weeks’ holiday. There have been but few days 
since the original impeachment charges were preferred when 
there was opportunity for the committee to give considera- 
tion to the proposition. While my colleague [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
says honestly that he does not intend to reflect upon the com- 
mittee; while the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Wess], 
the chairman of the committee, says he would not take it as a 
reflection on the committee, still, if the House now, while this 
matter is pending before the Committee on the Judiciary, takes 
it out of the hands of the committee, all history and time will 
say that the House has seriously reflected upon the honesty of 
the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

I am not in favor of casting that reflection upon a great com- 
mittee of this House. In these high proceedings we ought to be 
most careful to preserve order. We insist upon these officials 
performing their functions orderly, and we ought to perform our 
functions orderly. 

It has been suggested that because of proceedings in this dis- 
trict against my colleague the situation is taken out of the 
ordinary. Perhaps that is true. But it seems to me that if an in- 
dictment has been returned in this district against our colleague 
because he preferred impeachment charges here, that is the most 
serious proposition involved—a proposition which is not covered 
by the resolution under consideration. If there be any reason to 
suppose that because a Member of this House has preferred im- 
peachment charges against any district attorney in the United 
States, that district attorney has prostituted his office for the pur- 
pose of revenge in the form of an indictment against that Member 
of Congress, that ought to be investigated ; and if that be the case, 
I hope, if the Committee on the Judiciary ever makes a report 
upon what is now pending before it, or makes a report upon 
this resolution, if it be referred to the committee, that the com- 
mittee will ask power to investigate that particular matter. If 
there be anything that we ought to preserve, it is our rights, 
under the Constitution, to exercise our jurisdiction on the floor 
of this House without being tainted by legal proceedings in 
criminal courts through the aid, fraudulently, of Federal offi- 
cials. I hope the whole matter may be referred to the com- 


mittee, as it will be if the House has confidence in its Judiciary 
Committee. [Applause.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the argument just 
made by my colleague from Ilinois [Mr. Maxx] is unworthy of 
him. It is a deceptive argument, and has ever been used in 
every body that I have ever had any connection with, that a 
body that creates a committee or an office, if it sees fit for any 
reason to take other action than what it did when it first re- 
ferred a matter to the committee, there is no reflection on that 
committee, Committees are created for the purpose of carry- 
ing out the work of the body that creates them, and certainly 
the creator can ask the creature, or, if necessary, instruct, or 
otherwise, to do the thing now, or at any other time, without 
any unnecessary reflection on it. It certainly would handicap 
any body of men or any assembly that would take any other 
position in regard to the matter. The chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee stated before ever I offered this that the committee 
would have no objection—I will withdraw that remark, and will 
say that I got information which led me to believe that the com- 
mittee would feel in no way offended if I revised or amended my 
charges on impeachment. 

Now, if this House want the committee that they have created 
to do the things that the House want done, and done without 
delay and without being hampered in doing that work, then the 
House will pass favorably upon my motion. If they want delay, 
and to have the committee hampered by not having authority 
to act, why, then refer it to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Ilinois. Yes. How much time have I, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has seven minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. How much time does the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut want? 

Mr. TILSON. Two minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I yield two minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut. = 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Trt- 
son] is recognized for two minutes. 

Mr..TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I do not always agree with the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHanan]. Perhaps I should 
not be able to agree with all he has said to-day; but I agree 
with him and I think the House agrees with him in his main 
contention that the very serious charges which he has pre- 
ferred here should be thoroughly investigated. I believe there 
is no question in regard to the feeling of this House about that. 
If a very small part of the charges made by the gentleman 
are well founded, there should be the most thorough and com- 
plete investigation. In my opinion, nothing short of such an 
investigation will satisfy the membership of this House. 2 

But I should like to ask the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. 
BUCHANAN] wherein he will lose—and, in fact, whether he will 
not gain much for his investigation—if he allows this resolu- 
tion to go to the Judiciary Committee, with the understanding 
clearly indicated here to-day that the committee, as in all such 
eases, would require only a prima facie case to be made; and 
that being done, it will report the resolution back here and ask 
for the full power which the gentleman asks? Would not the 
gentleman gain rather than lose by such a procedure? I am 
as much interested as anybody in seeing the charges thor- 
oughly investigated. like these he has brought, if 
made against any judicial officer, should without question be 
investigated, and I do not believe there is the slightest doubt 
that if this resolution is referred to the Judiciary Committee, 
after satisfying themselves, as I feel upon the information sub- 
mitted the members of that committee will soon be satisfied, 
they will without delay ask this House for the necessary power 
to make the investigation. While I am with the gentleman 
in his main purpose, it seems to me he will lose nothing and 
that he will, in fact, gain strength by asking that the resolution 
be referred to the Judiciary Committee in the usual way. If 
there should appear any disposition on the part of that com- 
mittee to strangle the resolution, then there will be time and 
the inclination, if I mistake not, for this House to exercise its 
undoubted powers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I feel that I have 
given good and sufficient reasons for the passage of this reso- 
lution.at this time. I have tried to make it clear that I do 
not take this action for the purpose of reflecting in any way, 
upon the Judiciary Committee, and I am certain that there is 
no reflection on that committee. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I 
move the previous question on the motion. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Illinois moves the pre- 
vious question. 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. I move to refer the resolution to the 
Judiciary Committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I raise the point of order that 
that is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. As there was some squabble about that 
some time ago, the Chair will clear it all up at once. 

There are two rules about the previous question and the 
motion to commit, which at first blush seem to be in conflict, 
but the Chair thinks there is no conflict. Rule XVII, section 1, 


provides: 
PREVIOUS QUESTION. 


1. There shall be a motion for the previous question, which, bein 
ordered by a ge teed of Members voting, if a quorum be present, shal 
have the effect to cut off all debate and bring the House to a direct 
vote upon the immediate question or questions on which it has been 
asked and ordered. The previous question may be asked and ordered 
upon a single motion, a series of motions allowable under the rules, or 
an amendment or amendments, or may be made to embrace all author- 
ized motions or amendments and include the bill to its passage or 
rejection. It shall be in order, pending the motion for, or after the 


revious question shall have n ordered on its passage, for the 


peaker to entertain and submit a motion to commit, with or without 
instructions, to a standing or select co ttee. 
It has been decided that that applies to House resolutions as 
well as to the others. 
Clause 4 of Rule XVI, which relates to joint resolutions, was 
the thing that misled some of us in the beginning. That is as 
follows: 


4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but 
to adjourn, to lay on the table, for the previous question (which motions 
shall he decided without debate), to postpone to a day certain, to refer, 
or to amend, or postpone indefinitely, which several motions shall have 
3 in the foregoing order; and no motion to postpone to a 

ay certain, to refer, or to postpone indefinitely, being decided, shall 
be again allowed on ‘the same oy at the same stage of the question. 
After the previous question shall have been ordered on the passage 
of a bill or joint resolution, one motion to recommit shall be in order, 
and the Speaker shall give preference in recognition for such purpose 
to a Member who is opposed to the bill or joint resolution. 

Now, that subdivision of Rule XVI applies to bills and joint 
resolutions, and if it applied here it would cut out this House 
resolution, but Rule XVII lets this motion in, The question is 
on the motion to refer this resolution to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 133, noes 71. 

Accordingly the resolution was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following 
title. in which the concurrence of the House was requested : 

S. 2497. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River between Anoka and Hennepin Counties, in 
the State of Minnesota. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives, by Mr. 
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of 
Representatives that the President had, on January 12, 1916, 
approved and signed bill of the following title: 

H. R. 3681. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Arkansas River at or near Tulsa, Okla. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title: 

S. 2409. An act to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge 
Co. to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of 
Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio. 

THE PHILIPPINES (S. DOC. NO. 242). 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which, with accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Insular Af- 
fairs and ordered printed. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith the report of Brig. Gen. Frank McIntyre, 
Chief of the Bureau of Insular Affairs, upon his recent trip to 
the Philippine Islands. 

Inasmuch as the bill extending a greater measure of self-goy- 
ernment to the Filipinos is now pending in Congress, it is recom- 
mended that this report be printed as a congressional docu- 
meut. 

Wooprow WILSON. 

Tue Warre House, January 12, 1916. 
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COAL AND OIL LEASES. 


The SPEAKER. This is Calendar Wednesday, and the Clerk 
will call the committees, 

The Clerk called the committees, and when the Committee on 
Publie Lands was reached, 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 406. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma calls up 
the bill H. R. 406, and the House automatically resolves itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the gentleman from Georgia, Mr, Crisp, will take the chair. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Crisp in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 406, of which the Clerk will read the title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

H. R. 406, to authorize the exploration for and disposition of coal, 
phosphate, oil, gas, potassium, or sodium. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Henry]. 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday the gentleman - 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moorr] made an attack on the Demo- 
cratic administration. In his remarks he cliarged that the 
Democratic Party had failed in everything and had not kept its 
promises to the people. Of course, this was the gentleman's 
usual campaign speech. The country knows that the Demo- 
cratic administration has not failed, and the future will deter- 
mine that question in its favor. 

The gentleman assails the President, the Attorney General, 
and the Secretary of the Treasury. He undertakes to prove his 
charges by quoting extracts from an interview given out by 2 
former governor of the State of Texas. Let me say to him 
that the witness whom he has called has not the power to dis- 
credit a Democratic administration in the State of Texas, and 
that when the votes are counted next December, after Mr. Wilson 
has been renominated, Texas will give the Democratic nominee 
the usual majority of something over 200,000. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The gentleman has seized this opportunity of quoting from an 
alleged Democratic governor of Texas for the purpose of dis- 
crediting a national administration, and has inserted in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Record an interview given out by that gentleman 
in order that he and the managers of the Republican Party 
may distribute under his frank millions of copies of this whole- 
sale indictment of a Democratic President, Democratic Senators, 
and Democratic Representatives; and also the good and salu- 
tary laws we have passed. How many Democrats in this House 
to-day would vote to repeal the great constructive measures 
placed in the statutes by the Democratic Party? Not one! 

Let me quote a line or two from the speech of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. He says: 

I am trying to argue that the Democratic Party has been an utter 
and complete failure in the Nation; and if I was given time I would 
like to read some expressions from a Democratic governor in the State 
of Texas, who elucidates this subject delightfully. I am going to ask 
bt AnA consent to put his remarks in the Recorp along with my 

Here he summons his witness to bring discredit upon the 
Democratic national administration. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. For a question. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Gov. Colquitt was governor of 
the State at the time he issued his statement that the Demo- 
cratic administration was a complete failure? 

Mr. HENRY. He was. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
people of Texas? 

Mr. HENRY. I would not want to reply to that. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. He had stood with the Texas 
Rangers and worked with them all along the border line when 
the administration was not doing much to put down the out- 
rages on the Mexiean frontier? 

Mr. HENRY. The governor stood for that and a great deal 
more, but the Wilson administration was doing everything that 
could be done and should be done by any administration. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In view of the massacre of 
American citizens in Mexico yesterday, was not Goy. Colquitt 
right in his denunciation of the Democratic administration? 

Mr. HENRY. No; the administration will attend to that. 
Would the gentleman from Pennsylvania vote to invade Mexico 
to-day and intervene and plunge us into war with Mexico? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Seventeen American citizens 
laid down their lives in Mexico yesterday, and it would seem 
that Gov. Colquitt was right and that the administration was 
wrong in not properly protecting lives in Mexico? 


And in high favor with the 
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Mr. HENRY. That is the report; but suppose it was true, 
that does not justify an invasion of Mexico. Would the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania vote to intervene in Mexico and 
bring the two countries face to face in war? 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Up to the time of the close of 
the Republican administration we did not haye to do that, and 
we maintained friendly relations with that country. We did 
not invade Mexican soil, as was done by the Wilson administra- 
tion at Vera Cruz, much to the discredit of the administration. 

Mr. HENRY. Would you vote to invade Mexico to-day? 

Mr.. MOORE of Pennsylvania. On the presentation of the 
facts I would consider the matter very seriously. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HENRY. I thank the gentleman for his candor. Mr. 
Chairman, the gentleman concluded his remarkable speech in 
this way: 

Goy. Colquitt, while governor of the State, made a declaration which 
o t to be of interest to all Texans as it will be to the people of the 
United States. It relates to the utter in cy of the ocratic 
administration at Washington and its failure to live up to any of its 
platform pledges. 

And then the gentleman proceeds to insert the interview given 
out by Gov. Colquitt, then governor of Texas. This interview 
was given out a little more than a year ago, and it is headed in 
this way: 

Gov. CoLquirr DECLARES PRESIDENT A FAILURE—EBXECUTIVB or LONE 
Sran Stare Denounces MEN WHO ARB AT HEAD OF THE GOYERNMENT— 
Mexican POLICY ASSAILED. 

The gentleman's speech had only one effect on this side. Dem- 
ocrats are ashamed that a Democratic. governor of any State 
would engage in such a wholesale indictment against his own 
administration in power. 

Mr. Chairman, the fidelity with which Wilson has kept faith 
with the American people entitles him to their confidence. He 
has been assailed from some quarters, it is true, without just 
cause. But notwithstanding these assaults from standpat Re- 
publicans and standpat Democrats, he retains the confidence of 
the voters. 7 

The former governor of my State, Mr. Colquitt, with a burst of 
standpat Republican doctrine in his holiday interview, just re- 
yived by the astute Representative, Mr. Moore, from Pennsyl- 
vania, brought the blush of shame to all true Democrats in thus 
attacking the great measures enacted by a Democratic Con- 
gress and approved by President Wilson. This holiday inter- 
view so glibly read into the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp by the able 
standpat Republican from Pennsylvania, Mr. J. Hampton 
Moonx, is for the purpose of having it franked out to the country 
and to discredit a great Democratic President by the assaults of 
an alleged Democratic governor of Texas. Amongst other things 
in that deplorable interview, Mr. Colquitt said: 

The Wilson administration has been the greatest failure in the history 
of the Presidency. 

In my judgment, it is far better than those of Taft, Roosevelt, 
and other Republican Presidents, and should be sustained by the 
country. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I know how 
zealous the gentleman from Texas is in the cause of his con- 
stituency. His name and fame are known throughout the State 
of Texas, and rightly so, but he ought to permit me to say that 
I entirely agree with Gov. Colquitt, if he made the statement 
that the administrations of Mr. Roosevelt and Mr. Taft were 
superior to that of Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. HENRY. I understand that, and that is the reason I am 
trying to apologize for a governor making such reckless state- 
ments. It is regrettable that he is found in the reactionary 
stand-pat Republican ranks and has become the “ yoke mate 
of the stand-pat Republican from Pennsylvania. He should be 
in Democratie company. 

Again, he said: 

The administration’s fore policy has been imbecile. * * * Wil- 
son and Bryan have stood by encouraging one gang of bandits after 
another, while people were being butch all over Mexico. 
The propertied interests of Mexico and the big exploiters of Mexican 
resources have got control of the situation absolutely, and these same 
interests have got the ear of our Government at W. gton. 

Why, even the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Moors] 
does not believe that—that Wilson and Bryan were corrupt 
and that “the property interests of Mexico” were debauching 
those great officials. Yet here is such charge, which he reads 
into the RECORD, to be sent broadcast over the country. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. I would not say corrupt, but 
I think Gov. Colquitt was politically accurate. 

Mr. HENRY. Well, if the gentleman is indorsing Colquitt 
and Colquitt is indorsing him and his party all down the line, 


we will have to let it go at that. The ex-governor and this 
Republican Representative from Pennsylvania could easily run 
on the same platform, as they embrace the same doctrine and 
principles, 

In simple truth, current history shows that President Wilson 
kept this country out of war with Mexico and has aided in 
bringing about order and peace there and should be praised for 
his course. This record warrants congratulations from his 
countrymen. 


AN ATTACK AGAINST THE UNDERWOOD TARIFF LAW. 


In his interview the ex-governor attacks the Underwood Tariff 
Act and contends that it should be repealed. Time will show 
this tariff law to be the wisest and best revenue legislation 
since the Walker Act. When the war in Europe is past, this 
tariff legislation will justify itself, and no good Democrat will 
urge its repeal. Mr. Colquitt is joining with the special inter- 
tevin tah apap ir Eng tea an rary and really belongs in their 
ra 


ASSAILS THE CLAYTON ANTITRUST ACT, 

This same ex-governor in his statement denounced the Clay- 
ton Antitrust Act and said it was a “barefaced fake” nnd 
played into the hands of the Standard Oil and other trusts. He 
knew better. It contains many valuable provisions, and, besides, 
carries in its terms the demands of organized labor and the 
“new freedom” for the laboring classes. It is truly one of the 
prea 8 inp ee measures and should remain in the statutes 
nviolate. 

And not only would no Democrat vote to repeal it to-day, but 
not a Republican on that side of the House will agree to repeal 
the Clayton antitrust law. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY. Yes. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Does the gentleman say that within 
three months the majority on his side of the House will not be 
asking an opportunity to repeal a very important provision of 
the Underwood Tariff Act—the sugar clause? 

Mr. HENRY, That is not the question. Again, he assails 
the Federal reserve act. This is one of the valuable and far- 
reaching laws enacted by the Democracy, a long step in the 
right direction, and when supplemented by a rural-credits act 
will be the masterpiece of financial legislation. It should re- 
main intact and be completed by further legislation in behalf of 
the farming classes. The assault against it by iconoclastic 
critics should be repelled by good Democrats. 

And finally the ex-governor, in a storm of wrath, said: 

I am fully convinced the national election of 1916 will end 
Democratic régime. The policies of the Democratic administratio: 
have whoily failed either to curb monopolies or lower the cost of 1195 
for the people, and they have materially contributed to deprive millio: 
of wage earners of employment. 

This criticism by anyone claiming to be a Democrat is un- 
warranted and can not be justified. These great and substan- 
tial laws written with Democratic hands have received the ap- 
proval of the country and should stand as monuments to the 
wisdom and patriotism of the Democratic Party with Woodrow 
Wilson at the head. Only the rankest reactionaries and stand- 
pat Republicans pretend to share Mr. Colquitt’s views. 

Standing in my place to-day I defend all these great acts now 
on the statutes. Wilson should be triumphantly renominated 
and deserves to win in November. These assaults of men giving 
aid and comfort to stand-pat Republicans and their aides in the 
Democratic Party can not injure his fame and notable achieve- 
ments. Wilson is a great Democrat and deserves the support of 
all real Democrats. The ex-governor belongs in the stand-pat 
Republican Party with Penrose, Root, Foraker, and others. In 
his tirade against Democracy he opposes everything Democratic, 
reviles the deeds of Democrats in the Senate and House by 
whose votes and acts these measures became law, and, in com- 
pany with his comrade and strong ally, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Moors], in the regular stand-pat faith, quali- 
fies himself as a true Republican reactionary and arch enemy 
to the Democratic Party and its splendid record of achievement 
under Woodrow Wilson. The attack of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania’ and his witness just summoned from Texas will 
utterly fail to injure the Democratic Party. 

Let the country understand that the ex-governor in his lam- 
entable interview does not voice the sentiments of Texas Demo- 
crats and Texas people. They spurn his inexcusable and un- 
warranted course against our party in power. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man now yield? 

Mr. HENRY. I yield for a question, 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Of course, I do not wish to 


jnterfere in a fair senatorial fight in the State of Texas, but I 
ask the gentleman from Texas whether in his testimonial of 
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Mr. McAdoo, as well as the President of the United States, he 
feels that they are also responsible for the rise in the price of 
cotton from 6} cents a pound, at which it stood when the gen- 
tleman from Texas was so valiantly fighting the cotton battle 
and seeking help from the Government, which the administra- 
tion did not see fit to give? 

Mr. HENRY. During this last year the Secretary of the 
Treasury deposited $15,000,000 of the public funds in the banks 
of the South to be loaned at a low rate of interest to the cotton 
produeers, and by that act of his raised the price of cotton and 
kept the speculators from robbing the farmers of the South. 
Cotton was selling at 11 and 12 cents a pound last fall, because 
the Secretary of the Treasury did this very thing, when the gen- 
tleman was trying to prevent it. . 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. It is true that I did try to 
prevent the Secretary from lending Government money in the 
manner proposed by the gentleman from Texas. I did not think 
it wise or necessary. But I ask this, Was not the $15,000,000 
deposited only after the Secretary of the Treasury had raked the 
country West and South with a fine-tooth comb to find bankers 
willing to take the money in order to loan it to the farmers. 

Mr. HENRY. Oh, no; he did not deposit as much as he 
should have deposited. I suppose he did the best he could. If 

I could have had my way about that, I would have said that the 
half billion dotiar lonn should not be made to the allies, because 
it is strictly unneutral. The Federal reserve machinery should 
not be used to perfect that loan. That money should be used 
at home. A pert of it should have been sent to the South last 
year to finance the cotton crop, in order that the farmer might 
hold his cotton. It could be loaned to purchase and improve 
homes here in America. Instead of financing the allies, let us 
start cotton ships and send our cotton abroad to neutral ports. 
Let us remafn neutral. If England hinders our legitimate com- 
merce, let Congress put an embargo on arms. If she does not 
vnente and abandon her orders in council making cotton contra- 
band and unfetter our commerce, Congress should pass acts of 
retalintion and reprisal. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The Chair will state that he is informed that the House yester- 
day by unanimous consent closed general debate on this bill 
with six hours, three hours on a side, the gentleman from Okla- 
hom to control three hours and the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Lexnroor] three hours. 

Mr. LENROO T. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monperir]. [Applause on the 
Republican Side.] 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, Uncle Sam has been the 
greatest landowner and proprietor in all history, anc in dispos- 
ing of his domain the Congress has passed many important 
Jaws, the most important and far-reaching of all having been 
the homestead law, which made it possible to establish homes 
on the public domain, and under which a larger area of land 
has passed into private ownership than has been disposed of 
under all the other land laws since it was enacted. We passed 
other land laws of very great importance, laws that have had a 
very profound influence upon the country and its development, 
but I am inclined to the opinion that, taking inte consideration 
what may be its effect in the future, the bill now before us may 
be considered, next to the homestead bill, the most important 
piece of land legislation that the House of Representatives has 
ever considered. It is important, first, in the area and the 
value of the land which it seeks to legislate for coal, oil, gas, 
and phosphate lands. ‘There are to-day of the public lands of 
the United States 50,000,000 acres which have been reserved as 
conl tands, and of that 50,000,000 acres 19,000,000, in round 
figures, have been appraised and certified and classified as coal 
lands. Nineteen million acres is an area larger than South 
Carolina; it is an area about two-thirds as large as Ohio. 
Those areas have been classified at a total value of about $777,- 
000,000. The lands of the public domain which have up to date 
been withdrawn as oil lands constitute an area of 4,774,000 
acres, an area approximately the size of New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, or Massachusetts. 

The lands which have been up to date withdrawn as oil lands 
constitute but a very small portion of the public land on which 
oil will eventually be discovered and which will eventually be 
brought under this legislation. Nobody knows what the value of 
these lands may be or the value of the oil they may produce, but 
the probability is that they contain oil enough to continually in- 
crease our oil output for an indefinite period. Phosphate lands 
are treated of in this bill and provision made for their leasing. 
Up to date, 2,666,000 acres, in round figures, have been with- 
drawn as phosphate land. That is two-thirds the area of Con- 
necticut and about four-fifths of the area of Maryland. We 
have withdrawn as phosphate lands some lands that will never 


be found valuable for phosphate; lands which do not contain 
phosphate deposits of sufficient richness to warrant their being 
worked, The area affected is, as the figures I have quoted 
indicate, very great. The values affected are tremendous. 

The State which I have the honor to represent on this floor 
has and will have, in my opinion, a greater interest in this legis- 
lation than any other State in the Union, and it is because of that 
great interest that I have given this question much study, and 
am pretty persistent, as some gentlemen think, in presenting 
my views with regard to this legislation. 

Of a total of over 19,000,000 acres of classified coal lands in 
the country, 7,500,000 acres are in Wyoming; and of the total of 
$777,000,000 of classified value, $387,000,000, or more than half, 
is within the State of Wyoming. It is true that of the with- 
drawn oil lands we have something less than one-fourth, but the 
probability is—and that is an opinion held by those who I think 
are best informed—that eventually more land will be prospected 
and developed in Wyoming as ofl land than in any other State 
in the Union. Of the 2,666,000 acres of phosphate land, 1,182,000 
acres are in Wyoming, or nearly half. These vast areas within 
my State affected by this bill are in the aggregate nearly double 
the area of any of the New England States except Maine. The 
value placed upon them run into the hundreds of millions of 
dollars, so we are tremendously interested in this legislation. 

But it is not altogether the area affected by the legislation 
or the value of the products In that area that makes this legis- 
lation important. As a matter of fact, its importance is, to a 
greater extent, due to the profound change it proposes and the 
altered conditions which it will establish rather than in the 
areas and values affected. We have always held that Uncle 
Sam was the proprietor in trust for the American people, and 
uutil we reached the mountain West all our legislation pro- 
vided for a speedy transfer of title to the individual, and so we 
sold for about $1.25 an acre all of the tremendously rich agri- 
cultural ud of Ilinois, with its magnificent coal veins. We 
disposed of the mineral wealth of Missouri under the homestead 
law free. or under preemption laws, at $2.50, or under the sol- 
diers’ rights at approximately $1.25 an acre. Even when we be- 
gan in 1872 to dispose of our coal lands under the coal-land law, 
the price placed upon those lands was purely nominal—#20 an 
acre within 15 miles of a railroad and $10 an acre at n greater 
distunce from a railway. The idea has been, the thought has 
been, to pass these lands into private ownership, to make them 
taxable, to build up our Commonwealfhs by giving individuals 
the opportunity to develop and by giving the States the oppor- 
tunity to tax. 

I have thought at times the principal reason why the legis- 
lation proposed establishing changes in our land system has not 
been satisfactory to the people who are to be affected by it was 
due to the fact that some of those who had the most to do with 
it bave paid little attention to the yiews of those who are to be 
the most affected by it. However you may view it, you can not 
get away from the fact that this ts a profound and far-reaching 
change in our system of land legislation, and that it will have 
the effect of profoundly changing the character of our com- 
munities. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. I do not recall just when the State of Wyoming 
was admitted into the Union, The gentleman, of course, knows. 

Mr. MONDELL. Eighteen hundred and. ninety. 

Mr. MANN. Twenty-five years ago? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. The State of Wyoming has not, during that 
time, in population at least, made a very rapid growth. 

Mr. MONDELL. No; it has not in actual numbers, though 
fhe increase has been steady and the percentage of increase 
has been good. 

Mr. MANN. 
Wyoming? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; that is true. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think the passage of this 
bill will make the growth less rapid in Wyoming in the future, 
if this bill becomes a law, than it has been in the past in the 
development of these natural resources? 

Mr. MONDELL. Does the gentleman ask me whether in my 
opinion the development will be less rapid in the future than 
the past, 

Mr. MANN. Less rapid than it would be 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I think if this legislation was placed 
on the statute books just as it is now that it would be a catam- 
ity, and I think it would retard the development very seriously. 
But the gentleman from Minois understands this, that so fur 
as I am concerned I personally reconciled myself to this gen- 
eral Class of legislation some time ago. I am not opposing the 
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purpose but the plan. The point I am trying to make now, if 
the gentleman will allow me, is this, that the legislation is a 
very important departure from our past policies; that it will 
have a profound effect, not only industrially but politically; 
and that therefore those people who are to be affected by it 
should have fair consideration in the presentation of their 
views relative to what the character of the legislation should 
be. For one, I feel that the people who are to be the most 
affected have had very little consideration in the presentation 
of their views as to the character of the legislation, up to this 
time at least. 

Now, let us consider for a moment what the effect of this 
kind of legislation would be. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will yield a moment, I will 
say that, so far as the presentation of views in this House is 
concerned, I do not think that any cause was ever more ably 
presented than the gentleman from Wyoming has consistently 
and persistently presented his side of the propositions that we 
have been acting upon in the last two years in relation to these 
matters, 

Mr. MONDELL. I thank the gentleman from Illinois for 
those kind words. 

Now, if the gentleman will do me the honor to follow the ar- 
guments that I hope to make, now and when the bill shall be 
under discussion, in order that I may have the opportunity of 
appealing to his most sound and excellent judgment as to fea- 
tures of this bill, then I shall be even more gratified than I 
have been by the very kindly expressions of the gentleman. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I never have 
failed to follow the argument of the gentleman, so far as listen- 
ing is concerned. I do not always follow the gentleman. 

‘Mr. MONDELL. No; that is true 

Mr. MANN. But I listen carefully. 

Mr. MONDELL. From our standpoint, that is unfortunately 
true, and I have found it hard to understand just how it came 
about, because those of us who have lived amid mines and 
mining and oil development and on public Jands and in the 
vicinity of public lands and have witnessed their development 
think we really ought to know more about the situation and 
the application of laws than those who have not had that privi- 
lege, or misfortune, whichever way you may view it. And, 
furthermore, and rather more important, I think gentlemen 
ought at least to give us credit for good intentions and an hon- 
est desire to do that which will be for the general public 
interest. 

Now, no man from the West- and if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will give me his attention to this statement—no man from 
the West, so far as I know, has been especially importuned by 
anyone or any particular interests to take this view or that 
view of the details of this legislation. Certainly I have not. 
Those people who are operating mines in my State take little 
or no active interest in this legislation. I can recall but one 
coal-mine operator in the State who ever discussed the matter 
with me or I with him. They are perfectly content with the 
present situation, and I do not know that as operators on private 
lands they especially object to the leasing of public lands, par- 
ticularly if the provisions of such a law are drastic and trying. 
Their selfish interest would be to have the bill as harsh in its 
provisions as possible; and yet I have heard few expressions of 
opinion from them on the subject, one way or the other. 

Now, as to the oil portion of the bill, except where parties 
have some claims to oil lands which they desire to have in one 
way or another protected by one section of this bill, the relief 
section, other than the expressions of opinion of such people, I 
have had few expressions of opinion from among my people as 
to the details of the oil legislation. In my early youth I helped 
develop coal mines. I also prospected for and drilled for oil 
over a very considerable territory. I never found it in paying 
quantities—a very common experience. So that in addition to 
the interest I have on behalf of the people I represent, and those 
who are to occupy that territory in the future, I have had some 
practical experience with regard to the character of the opera- 
tions which will be carried on under this legislation. 

Mr. EMERSON. Why do you uphold leasing? 

Mr. MONDELL, For various reasons I hope to explain. I do 
object to many of the provisions of this bill very strongly. 

Mr. EMERSON. Now, what ones in particular? 

Mr. MONDELL. Well, I expect to cover the details of the bill 
when we reach it, There are so many features and phases to 
a thing of this sort that it would be impossible in the space of 
an hour to even catalogue, much less discuss, the various fea- 
tures of the measure; there are an infinite variety of provisions 
in the bill. Our people have been opposed to leasing, just as 
the American people elsewhere haye been opposed to it. Our 
people have taken the position that we should develop along 


the lines of the development elsewhere over the country. They 
have been afraid of leasing legislation. They haye been fear- 
ful of the enormous bureaucracies that would be developed under 
it. They have been fearful that the small man, the man unable 
to keep an attorney in Washington, would have a hard time 
doing business with the agents of the Federal Government 1,800 
to 3,000 miles from the seat of government. They have been 
fearful of the effect on their States and communities of reserv- 
ing indefinitely from taxation exceedingly valuable property. 
They have questioned the effect of such legislation from an infi- 
nite variety of viewpoints—its effect upon their industrial de- 
velopment, the effect on their political development, the effect 
on the character of the commonwealth. And, if you think there 
may not be some reason for the questioning that has arisen in 
their minds, imagine, if you can, all of the great coal develop- 
ment of Pennsylvania to-day under Federal leases. And Penn- 
sylvania is within half a day’s ride of the Capital, and one can 
reach the seat of government and power quickly from that State. 
Some of these other States are four or five days away. Imagine 
all of Pennsylvania's enormous coal deposits under Federal 
leases. Imagine all of the great oil output of Texas under Fed- 
eral leases. Imagine the mineral industries in any of your 
States, all under Federal laws, with an army of Federal officers, 
with the power to tax as he sees fit in the hands of a single Fed- 
eral official, and you will have some idea how profoundly far- 
reaching this measure is. 

Well, in spite of all these fears there were some of us wlio a 
number of years ago began to give very serious consideration to 
this question of leasing. For one thing it seemed to be in- 
evitable, and perhaps that had more to do with our conversion 
than anything else. The General Land Office advanced the 
price of our coal lands from $10 or $20 an acre to as high as 
$500 an acre, and thus practically put an end to new coal 
operations. They began to withdraw vast areas of our oil 
lands, and thus made it impossible for us to develop them. 
Under the withdrawal act practically all of the lands known to 
contain phosphate of value had been withdrawn from public 
ownership, and it looked as though we were to have a leasing 
of these nonmetalliferous minerals forced on us whether we 
wanted it or not, as the only escape from a condition which 
rendered development impossible, to wit, a condition under 
which coal lands were appraised so high that practically no one 
could buy them, and under which oil lands were withdrawn as 
rapidly as people tried to develop them, and under which all 
phosphate lands were withdrawn from acquisition under the 
land laws. 

In this state of affairs some of us began to discuss the con- 
ditions under which leasing might be made tolerable. I began 
the discussion of the matter before my constituents some years 
ago in campaigns, and calling attention to the intolerable situa- 
tion existing, and expressed the hope that eventually Federal 
leasing might ripen into State leases, but suggesting that in the 
meantime it was the part of wisdom for us to begin to work out 
a system under which leasing legislation could be provided 
which would not retard development, and not do our States 
and our communities very great and grave injustice by depriv- 
ing us of revenue. 

One of the very first things to be considered in connection 
with a departure from the system of private ownership and the 
adoption of a system of Federal leasing is the effect upon the 
local revenues, and how we are to meet the losses of revenue 
by taxation that arise out of a leasing system, 

When lands are sold they become taxable as to all their 
values, and in all of the older States all the affairs of govern- 
ment are carried on and conducted from the receipts of tax- 
ation. But when the Federal Government over yast areas 
enters upon a system of perpetual lease under royalty the com- 
munity loses all opportunity and power to tax land values. 

All the coal land in my State has not been classified as yet, 
but the classification values up to date are $387,000,000; and 
by the passage of this legislation property that might eventually 
be assesssed at that sum is lost to the State as a source of 
income based on the assessment of the land value.“ 

What are we to do under those circumstances? Great areas are 
now untaxed. Nearly 50 per cent of the Commonwealth that 
I represent is still public domain. We must build roads past 
and over and beyond those great areas. We must educate the 
children that live on ranches and farms scattered here and 
there over that great area. We must maintain State, county, 
and municipal governments. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
permit a question? 

Mr. MONDELL, Certainly. 

Are not leasehold interests taxable 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
as well? 
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Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman asks whether leasehold in- 
terests are not taxable. I will discuss that matter a little later, 
if the gentleman will allow me. 

Mr. SWITZER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. SWITZER. The gentleman has said that there is a good 
deal of coal land and oil land already developed under the 
leasing system. $ 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman has misunderstood. I have 
not said that. 

Mr. SWITZER. Is there any oil? 

Mr. MONDELL. Not under the Federal system; none at all. 

Mr. SWITZER. Is there none in the United States? 

Mr. MONDELL. There is one coal mine in my State which, 
owing to a peculiar condition which arose with regard to the 
title, was put under Federal lease. There are a very few oil 
wells in the United States which, owing to conflicts with with- 
drawal acts, were by an act which we passed last winter put 
under temporary royalty, tut otherwise there are no Federal 
leases. 

Mr. SWITZER. The gentleman has given special study to 
this subject, and I would like to ascertain from him whether 
the Government, through its leasing system, has ever yet derived 
any rental or revenue from the leases over and above the ex- 
penses of caretakers and trench diggers, and so on? 

Mr. MONDELL. It has not, because it has not leased. But 
if the Federal Government does lease these great areas, it will 
eventually secure a very large revenue from those sources. 
If the land is workable and leases are taken, the income will 
eventually be large, particularly in view of the fact that under 
this legislation the Secretary of the Interier can fix any royalty 
that he sees fit. He can make it as high as he desires. 

Now, to come back to the: proposition of taxation, we are 
always hard up in a new and public-land State. We always 
have been in all the States while there was a large amount of 
public land. I can remember as a boy in Iowa when our school 
district had a very hard and difficult time to afford even three 
months’ school in the winter, because over half of the land in 
our school district was public land, and only half of it was 
taxable, and a considerable portion of that was homestead, not 
taxable; and in Kansas and Nebraska and all along the line it 
was so until the land came into private ownership and was 
developed. There the people had a very hard struggle to 
maintain the institutions of government. 

Our condition is more trying in that respect in the mountain 
States than elsewhere, owing to the larger portion of our area 
that has remained for a very considerable period since settle- 
ment began in public ewnership and the comparatively small 
area that is taxable, and from which we must support all the 
institutions of government. ý 

I attempted to prepare the people I have the honor to rep- 
resent for what I believe inevitable, to wit, Federal leasing legis- 
lation, and Wyoming is abont the only State in the West where 
any considerable number of people have up to this time come 
te Jook npon the leasing of coal and oil land with anything of 
favor. -I made my arguments along these lines, beginning 
several years ago, that, first, under conditions that had arisen 
under our land laws we probably could not escape leasing leg- 
islation—the conditions could be made so intolerable that we 
must accept it, whether we liked it or not; second, that there 
were some benefits to be hoped for and expected from retaining 
nonmetalliferous mineral lands in public ownership. We had 
seen very large and extensive and valuable areas of mineral 
lands worked out, without leaving in the locality anything in 
permanent improvement to mark the passing of that wealth. 
The private ownership of great mineral wealth does not always 
result in its taxation as it was being worked to an extent suffi- 
cient to give the people of the lecality those benefits they are 
entitled to have during the period of the exhaustion of their 
mineral resources. Therefore there are some very excellent 
arguments in favor of leasing by the public, if that leasing is 
under the proper public control, which, in my opinion, would be 
the control of the State. There would not be few voices raised 
in my State to-day against the leasing of the nonmetalliferous 
minerals in public ownership, provided the States were to man- 
age and control the leasing. There are many reasons why 
our people would approve that, because those who would have 
to do with the management of the leases and the making of the 
laws under which they were made and administered would be 
near enough to the people that we could modify our legislation 
without unreasonable delay if it needed modification, and we 
could reach quickly and certainly an official who attempted to 
do an injustice. 


But the Congress is not at this time proposing to turn these 
lands over to the States and allow their leasing by the States. 
We understand Congress will not do that, and we have hoped 
that out of Federal leasing we might secure some of the benefits 
of a larger return to the community which we are sure we could 
get under a system of leasing by the State. Of course that would 
mean that the people affected must have the revenues for the 
support of their schools, for the building of roads, for all the 
numerous purposes for which the funds raised by taxation under 
private ownership would be used. Some of our people have 
come to believe that Federal leasing might net be an unmixed 
evil if the legislation were of a kind that was workable and 
fair and just and equitable, and provided we were to be the 
beneficiaries of the leases. When this proposition of Federal 
leasing was first discussed, about everybody agreed with that. 
Even our most extreme conservation friends said, “ Of course, 
there is no thought or intent of taking from the State and the 
communities large sums of money in the way of royalties and 
putting them into the Federal Treasury.” No one proposed that. 
That has not been proposed until very recently. 

But we have a reclamation fund, and during the last few 
years the proceeds of the sale of the public lands have been 
going into the reclamation fund. So it was suggested that as 
the proceeds of the sales of public lands went into the reclama- 
tion fund it would be entirely proper to have the proceeds of the 
leasing of lands go into the reclamation fund, and that has ap- 
pealed to some people as being entirely equitable. Well, let us 
see about that. 

Suppose we had retnined the public ownership of all the tim- 
ber land in Michigan and all the iron land and had leased it out, 
and had then said to the people of Michigan, “ Well, you are 
dependent very largely on transportation, and we have spent a 
good deal of money in improving your rivers and harbors, and 
we will take the money and put it into the river and harbor bill. 
That is giving it to you. We are not taking it away from vou. 
We are putting it into your river and harbor bill. You get a 
large slice of the benefits of the river and harbor bill, You 
must every year be provided for in a large way in the river and 
harbor bill, and just as long as time lasts we will levy on your 
property and we will give it right back to you in the river and 
harbor bill.“ years ago we might have said to our friends in 
Delaware and Maryland, “ We take over these old plantations in 
the name of the people, and we will rent them out at 10 per cent 
per annum, and we will take that money and put it into the 
river and harber bill, because you folks have rivers and harbors 
that must be cared for.” If we had embarked upon that sort of 
n policy in Michigan, in Maryland, m Delaware, and elsewhere, 
it would have been just as fair to the people of those States as 
it is te the western communities to take the royalties from their 
nonmetalliferous mineral lands and put them into the reclama- 
tion fund. = 

It is frue that the reclamation fund is nsed in the 17 States 
and Territories in the far west, and we are all interested in the 
maintenance of that fund. But a reclamation project in the 
State of Texas is quite as far away and of as little interest to 
the people of the State ef Washington as a river and harbor 
project in the State of Maine would be to the people of New 
Mexico. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The gentleman speaks of the pro- 
ceeds of the sales of the publie lands under this bill going into 
the reclamation fund. Will he explain te the House why it is 
so much more important to the West to have one-half of this 
fund now go into the State treasuries than to wait until after 
it has been paid back from the reglamation fund, notwithstand- 
ing that is a very beneficial use? 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentleman refers to a provision in this 
bill which it is difficult to refer to in a parliamentary way, 
which provides that all the money shall go into the reclama- 
tion fund, but that after it has been paid back into the Treas- 
ury one-half of it shall be turned over to the State. You will 
remember that the reelamation fund is a revolving fund. It 
is paid out for the building of projects, and then settlers return 
a certain sum annually, until it is expected that finally it will 
all come back into the Treasury. The settlers have 20 years 
in which to pay back the cost of reclamation. There is a pro- 
vision here under which the whole of the money goes into the 
reclamation fund in the first instance, and eventually, when it 
is paid back, half of it is to be turned over to the States for 
such distribution among the communities and for general im- 
provements as the legislature may provide. Well, of course. 
everyone who has given that matter any consideration at all 
knows that it is utterly impossible to tag the dollars that 
would come from these sources as they pass into the general 
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hopper of the reclamation fund, or to identify them as they 
come back. Therefore this provision would be entirely inop- 
erative. Furthermore, if it were possible to get half the funds 
back in 25 years, the time is so far off that this generation 
would get no benefit. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. ; 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Curror). The Ohair will count, 

Pending the count, 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois withdraws 
the point of order. ‘The gentleman from Wyoming will pro- 


ceed. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 
remaining? 


The CHAIRMAN. Eleven minutes. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, so far, other than by a 
very general discussion of the principles of the bill, I have 
referred only to one feature of it. That is the feature which 
takes from these States forever the large royalties which will 
come out of these leases, taking the proceeds beyond the bor- 
ders of the State, leaving no part of them for the benefit or the 
upbuilding of the communities that furnish this wealth. If 
one had the time, it would be very easy to demonstrate the 
fact that by passing from a system of sale to a system of leas- 
ing the communities in their loss of power and opportunity of 
taxation will lose almost if not quite as large a sum as will be 
received from the leasing. And unless these States are given 
some part at least of the sums raised through royalties we shall 
be left Federal provinces, robbed of the opportunity to control 
our own resources and robbed of the opportunity to secure by 
taxation the sums necessary to educate our children and to 
maintain our roads. . 

Now, the question propounded by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. SmirH] some time ago raised this query: Can not 
the State and communities, over and above the heavy burdens 
that the Federal Government may lay upon them, over and 
above the great royalties assessed—can not the State, over and 
above that, assess these properties and secure sufficient sums 
for the maintenance of the Government? Possibly so, but only 
by a system which in many cases would amount to confiscation 
of the value of the property. When proprietors under these 
leases are operating side by side with privately owned proper- 
ties which are not called upon to bear this heavy burden of 
Federal royalties, how inequitable and discriminatory it would 
be to lay on the properties—on the land leased by the Federal 
Government, in addition to the burden of royalties they pay— 
a burden sufficient to compensate the community for its loss 
of reyenues by reason of the leasing policy. 

We have in many States of the West a mine-output tax, and 
in some States our constitutional provision is that all property 
shall bear the same burden of taxation, Therefore our mine- 
output tax is in such a case not a tax over and above the ordi- 
nary burden of taxation, but simply another method of taxa- 
tion. Unquestionably we will not be able under this system to 
lay a tax on the land values. Quite recently a high official of 
the Government, in the Reclamation Service, expressed the 
opinion, touching the reclamation projects, that the State and 
communities have not the power to tax the improvements on 
lands held under the reclamation law. I do not agree with that 
opinion, but it raises a grave and serious question. 

If it is contended that the improvements on the homestead 
which eventually must ripen into a patent in fee and private 
ownership can not be assessed and taxed, how much less can 
the improvements on a tract held under a permanent leasehold, 
which will never pass into private ownership, be burdened with 
taxation? I have discussed the one feature of the bill that 
is most tremendously important to us. The hope of needed 
revenue is the one thing that reconciles our people to this pro- 
found change in our economic system; the one thing that holds 
out some hope to them that, out of the difficulties and the 
- annoyances and injustices which they fear may arise out of 
the Federal leasing system, they may at least obtain some 
benefits in better schools and better roads. 

Mr. EMERSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. EMERSON. I would like to get the gentleman’s idea as 
to the disadvantages to the settlers. 

Mr. MONDELL. It is not a matter of disadvantage to 
settlers, because we have provided for the utilization by settlers 
of these lands. They can all be acquired; a settler can now 
acquire a proprietary right and ownership of all except the 
particular mineral for which the land is reserved, or for which 
it is considered yaluable. 


Mr. EMERSON. But the gentleman’s principal objection is 
to the taxation features? 

Mr. MONDELL. There are many provisions of the bill which 
I think are far from perfect. There are features that would be 
very harmful. The one thing that affects us most immediately— 
the one thing that renders the bill obnoxious to practically 
everybody in all the vast area to which it applies—is the feature 
that proposes to lay for all time a burden of Federal royalty 
and take it out of the community, make Uncle Sam an absentee 
landlord in a larger way and under conditions eertain to be 
more onerous and trying to live under than any system of land- 
lordism established since the beginning of time. 

This feature of the bill, I can not believe, will ever become a 
law. It is not thinkable, it is not believable, that the Congress 
of the United States will say to Wyoming and California, Utah 
and Montana any more than the Congress would have said to 
Iowa or Illinois, “We will lease your broad acres so long as 
time runs at 5, 10, 20, or 50 per cent of their productive capacity 
per annum, if it so pleases the Secretary of the Interior, and 
give you no part of it for local or State public purposes.” It 
does not make the matter more tolerable to have it placed in the 
reclamation fund than it would haye been to Iowa or Illinois 
in the situation I have suggested had the Congress said, “ Why, 
we are going to give it all back to you; behold, is it not going 
into the river and harbor fund?” [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, for the present I have charge of 
the time for the gentleman from Wisconsin, and I yield one hour 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. ForpNey]. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, on December 
16, when the question of extending the emergency revenue meas- 
ure was under discussion on the floor of the House, some state- 
ments were made by the gentleman from North Carolina which 
can not pass unchallenged. 

It is not my desire to enter into an unseemly debate, nor am 
I seeking applause from either side of the House. I have some 
plain, substantial facts I wish to present, and I want to present 
them in so fair a manner that they can not successfully be 
disputed. 

The gentleman from North Carolina by manipulation of figures 
endeavored to show that during President Taft’s administration 
the revenue Jaws were inefficient and revenues inadequate, but 
that the Underwood law is efficient in every respect. In attempt- 
ing to substantiate his contention he made the statement that 


| on August Ist of each year from 1909 to 1913, inclusive, there 


ee ee 


were deficits which ranged anywhere from $292,000—the mini- 
mum—to $15,534,000—the maximum—but that on August 1, 
1914, there was a surplus of $1,484,685. 

In giving the deficit or surplus for six consecutive years as he 
did, the gentleman from North Carolina led his hearers to be- 
lieve he referred to the annual deficit or surplus. He was 
questioned, and must have known that his hearers believed him 
to be talking about 12-month periods, ending August 1 of the vari- 
ous years. Those who read his speech in the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recorp also will be misled. It is misleading and so misleading 
that it appears to be intentional. The fact is that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina was not comparing 12-month periods 
at all. He was comparing that portion of the fiscal year up to 
and including August 1. He compared a period of one month 
and one day in one year, with the corresponding one month and 
one day in other years. In other words, he bases his argument, 
in his effort to show some benefits from Democratic revenue 
legislation, on the month of July, 1914. It would have been in- 
teresting, instructive, and altogether fair if he had told us that 
on July 10 the proceeds of the sale of two battleships to Greece, 
amounting to $12,535,275, was placed in the Treasury and in- 
cluded in “ Miscellaneous receipts.” The only reason he made 
the comparison he did was on account of this twelve and one- 
half million dollars reaching the Treasury at that particular 
time. If that money had not reached the Treasury during that 
month, he would not have made the comparison, for, from his 
point of view, it would not have been worth reciting. It would 
have shown a deficit on August 1, 1914, of over $11,000,000 in- 
stead of a surplus of $1,400,000. This statement was most mis- 
leading and unfair, and his deduction entirely incorrect. 

I believe I am correct in stating that when the law authoriz- 
ing this Government to dispose of these battleships to the 
Government of Greece was passed, that law then and there also 
provided for the appropriation of this money for the construc- 
tion of another battleship, and, therefore, it was held only in 
trust in the Treasury and did not belong in the general fund in 
the daily balance. 

It should be beneath the dignity of the leader of either side 
of this House to resort to concealment and trickery of this kind. 
If unintentional, it displays an unpardonable degree of care- 
lessness or lack of knowledge. 
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Again, the gentleman in his speech showed the balance in 
the general fund on August 1 of each year from 1909 to 1913, 
and his conclusion was that the balance in 1914 was $20,000,000 
greater than on August 1 of the other years given. He said 
that the balance on August 1, 1914, was $158,642,000. The 
daily statement shows $142,741,808. To arrive at the figure 
he gives, he added in a fund in the Treasury to redeem national- 
bank notes, amounting to $15,642,000. On August 1, 1913, he 
claims the general balance was $131,454,000, and that is what 
is shown in the daily Treasury statement, but he did not include 
the national-bank note redemption fund, which on that date 
amounted to $20,752,983. I do not care to discirss whether or 
not it is right or wrong to include this redemption fund in the 
general balance, but I do contend that for the purpose of making 
a comparison of one year with another, it is misleading and 
wrong to include this redemption fund one year and exclude it 
another year. If it was wrong to include the redemption fund 

-on August 1, 1913, it was also wrong to include it on August 1, 
1914, and if it was right to include it on August 1, 1914, it 
was also right to include it August 1, 1918, which he did not 
do. What I want to say is that the gentleman has juggled 
figures in such a manner that they were misleading and his 
deductions absolutely incorrect. If it is not his desire to mis- 
lead and misrepresent facts on this question of vital importance 
to this country, he will not permit the circulation of his remarks 
as they appear in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

To show the kind of trickery to which the gentleman from 
North Carolina resorted in order to mislead the Members of 
this House, I will read a few lines from his remarks. .What you 
think he is referring to is one thing and what he is referring to 
is something entirely different. He did not explain what he 
means, but I will endeavor to do so. And he calls me“ Brother 
Forpney.” God bless you, my friend, if you were my brother 
I would be like the Irishman who was asked, “If you were not 
an Irishman what would you be?” And he replied, “ By gorry, 
sir, I would be ashamed of myself.” On page 355 of the Con- 
GRESSIONAL Rxconb this is what he said: 


Just take a pencil, you gentlemen of the minority, and make a note 
of the truth about deficits. Let us take August 1. I do not arbitraril 
fix that date. The European war fixes that date. Up to August 
1914, the Wilson administration and Underwood Act was unham 
by war. Now note: On August 1, 1913, the last year of the Payne Act, 
there was a deficit of ordinary disbursements over ordinary receipts of 
$2, yor 5 That is one year. On ok 1, 1912, there was a deficit 

2,000. That is two years. On August 1, 1911, there was a 
dene ot $15, 7. — wee That is three years. Now, here comes the first 


year of the P; ct with which we can 2808 properly compare ours: $ 
On August 1, 310, the deficit was $10,055, On the Ist of a 
atter ft was inaugurated as President oa deficit amounted 3 


000,000. But on the Ist of August, 1914, after the Underwood Tari 

Act had been in force 10 months, under Woodrow Wilson as President, 
for the first time in five years, the deficit was turned into a surplus, 
oe — surplus was $1,500,000. [Loud applause on the Democratic 
8 . 

If the trickery of this comparison was known, I wonder if 
there would have been that loud applause on either side of the 
House. The gentleman from North Carolina attempted to make 
his hearers believe he was comparing 12-month periods. He 
said, “ That is one year” and“ That is two years” and“ That 
is three years.” He was not comparing 12-month periods at all. 
He was comparing that small portion of each fiscal year from 
July 1 up to and including August 1. The periods he compared 
were each but one month and one day in length. He said the 
war arbitrarily fixed the date he should use as August 1. Did 
the war compel him to select such short periods when he might 
have compared 12-month periods? I will tell what event made 
him arbitrarily select the month of July, 1914, on which to stake 
the reputation of the Underwood Act. It was because $12,535,- 
000 from the sale of two battleships to Greece was placed in the 
Treasury on July 10, 1914. That event controlled him abso- 
lutely. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. SLOAN, I have not read the speech of the leader of the 
majority, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN], 
in full. Does the gentleman from Michigan mean to say that 
he did not call the attention of the House to the fact that we 
had sold two large units of our Navy to a foreign country, and 
that the proceeds of that sale went into our Treasury? Did he 
not call attention to that when he was talking about the surplus 
and the deficit? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; he did not. He made no mention of 
that fact. He referred to the money in the general balance or 
the general fund. 

If that money had not reached the Treasury during that 
month there would have been a deficit of over $11,000,000 instead 
of a surplus of $1,500,000 as alleged. Again, some $7,000,000 of 
income-tax receipts did not reach the Treasury until the first 


LIII —62 


few days of July. If that money had gone into the Treasury 
before June 30—and it is payable before June 30—and if that 
$12,535,000 had gone into the Treasury during some other 
month, and the gentleman from North Carolina had attempted 
to make this kind of a comparison without departing from the 
truth, the last sentence which I quoted from him would have 
been about as follows: 

But on the 1st of August, 1914, after the Underwood Tariff Act had 
been in force 10 months, under Woodrow Wilson as President, the de- 


ficit was increased to $18,000,000, the greatest deficit on August 1 
for many years. 


That is what you would have said if you had told the truth. 
There would have been no applause on the Democratic side. 
He can not deny the fact that he was comparing 1-month 
periods instead of 12-month periods. He can not deny that 
there would have been a large deficit on August 1, 1914, if it 
had not been for the receipts from the sale of those two battle- 
ships to Greece, which has no relation whatever to the revenue- 
producing qualities of the Underwood Act. He ean not deny, 
therefore, that his statement was misleading in the extreme, 
and that his conclusions and deductions were wholly false. 

The gentleman from North Carolina makes the statement 
that on October 8, 1913, the date of the passage of the Under- 
wood Act, the balance in the general fund was but 5123,000, 000 
and that on August 1, 1914, we had the magnificent surplus of 
$158,384,000. He compares August 1 of one year, just after 
all the income and corporation tax has been collected, with 
October of another year, two months later in the year. Let 
him compare October 8, 1918, with October 3 of 1914. And 
again, in order to obtain his magnificent surplus of $158,000,000, 
he takes the sum given in the daily statement and adds thereto 
the national bank note redemption fund on August 1, 1914. But 
to show a smaller balance on October 3, 1913, he overlooks 
$22,378,000 in the redemption fund that day. He employs one 
method of bookkeeping to get $158,000,000 and another method 
to arrive at the balance on October 3, 1913. The real balance 
on October 3, 1913, adding in the redemption fund, would be 
$148,799,000. The $158,000,000 moreover was bolstered up by. 
the $12,535,000 from the sale of the battleships to Greece on 
July 10, and by the recently collected income tax. 

It was and is my understanding that this so-called war tax 
was imposed to make up for a loss in customs receipts, due to the 
falling off of imports on account of the war in Europe. The, 
gentleman from North Carolina evades that particular poiħt— 
the loss of imports or customs receipts. His manner of argu- 
ment reminds me of the cuttlefish, which, when you try to find 
it, will throw off an inky finid from its body to rile the water 
and conceal itself from view. To muddy the water, he insists 
upon including the income tax receipts in all his comparisons. 
Not only that, he was very partial to the months of June and 
July, 1914, when the major portion of the year’s income and cor- 
poration tax was collected. During the fiscal year of 1914 the 
income tax produced some $71,000,000, and during the months of 
June and July alone some $68,000,000 of income tax was collected. 
If he desired to be fair and make an honest comparison he would 
prorate the income tax receipts over a period of 12 months. 
It is misleading to credit all of it to a month or a portion of a 
year. If he had prorated the income tax over the entire year 
and if he had excluded the money received from the sale of the 
two battleships to Greece his comparisons would have had quite 
a different complexion and would not have been at all in harmony 
with his deductions. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. 
man yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. In connection with the sale of 
these two battleships and the crediting up of the proceeds to the 
Underwood Tariff Act, is it not a fact that that money, $12,- 
000,000, was already appropriated? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; I haye so stated. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. For the purpose of construct- 
ing another battleship? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. The act that authorized the sale of 
the ships appropriated the proceeds of the sale for another 
battleship. 

The sponsors of the emergency revenue measure haye con- 
tended that imports are far below normal. That is not true. 
The increased commercial and industrial activity of this Na- 
tion, due to the demands of the warring nations for supplies 
of all kinds, has increased the demand in this country for many 
products, some of which must be imported and are imported 
in spite of the war, The war has shut out some imports, but 
it has caused a demand for others, and there was never a month 
of November in our history when imports were as great as in 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
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November, 1915—not by $11,000,000. Again, imports for the 
nine months ending Noyember 30, 1915, exceeded imports for 
the corresponding nine months of 1913, when adequate revenne 
was being produced under an efficient Republican tariff law, by 


$72,716,000, and at the same time customs receipts showed a 


loss of $76,000,000. Let me repeat this: 
from March to November, 1915, with the corresponding 


Comparing nine months 


gain of $72,716,000, while customs receipts showed a loss of 
$76,000,000. [Applause on the Republican side.] Your ad 


valorem rate of duty on total imports is much less now than in 
1913, and it is the chief cause of the deficit at the present time. | 
Frankly, I do not know how much revenue—that is, customs 


receipts—the friends of the Underwood law claim that law 
would produce in normal times. Wool went on the free list 


December 1, 1913, and between that date and August 1, 1914, | 
eight months, is the only period under that law not affected by | 
the war in Europe. During that period there was never a 
month when customs receipts reached $26,000,000 and only one 
month when customs receipts exceeded $24,000,000, and cus- 


toms receipts averaged $22,200,000. During the 16 months 


after August 1, 1914—that is, from August, 1914, to December | 


1, 1915, 16 months affected by the war—customs receipts have 
averaged $16,680,000.. The entire loss of customs receipts since 
the war is an average of but $5,520,000. I do not think the 


Joss caused by the war is that great; but even if it is, the stamp | 


tax is more than making up for that loss by about $1,300,000. 
Tet me repeat, the maximum loss of customs receipts that 
can be attributed legitimately to the war in Europe is $5,520,000 
per month, and the war tax, so called, is producing $6,800,000 
per month, or about $1,300,000 per month or $15,000,000 per year 


more than the loss in customs receipts. Notwithstanding the | 


fact that the war tax is more than making up for the loss of 
customs receipts, the balance in the general fund declined 


$75,603,336 from July 31, 1914, to July 31, 1915. On July 31, 


1914, the balance was $143,776,800, and one year later it was 
down to $68,173,000. The war in Eurepe is the excuse and not 
the cause for the deficit. Without that war the Democratic 
Party would have been compelled to admit ere this that their 
tariff law is a complete failure. 

All through his remarks the gentleman from North Carolina 
endeavored to convey the impression that those who differed 
with him had misused figures and facts te make an argument. 


The friends of a protective tariff policy are not obliged to | 


depart from truths to substantiate their contentions, We are 
not ferced to imitate the cuttle fish and muddy the water. 
The gentleman from North Carolina made the statement that 


to raise $80,000,000 by a tariff law it would be necessary to 


impose a tax burden upon the people of $480,000,000 


What the gentleman from North Carolina meant by. that | 


statement is this: That no matter what the import tax may be 
upon a competitive product brought into this country from 


abroad, the price of that product is increased by an amount | 
exactly equal to the import duty, and that such increase of 


price applies te the total amount of that particular product 
consumed in this country. I want to call his attention to a 
few things, and if I only bad time I could enumerate many. 
How about sugar? a; 
sugar to the consumers of this country? No. Seareh the 
records, get Willett & Gray's statistical trade journal, the 
most valuable trade journal in this country or in the world on 
sugar, and you always will find that when the time in the year 
arrives for the placing on the markets of our domestic sugar 
the price of sugar goes down, and when domestic sugar is not 
on the market the refining companies advance the price, 

Let me explain the value of a protective tariff upon the sugar 
industry in this country. We produce in the United States about 
25 per cent of all the sugar we consume and we import about 


25 per cent from our insular possessions, and we import the | 


other 50 per cent chiefly from Cuba and the West Indian Islands 
and South America. What would happen to this country’s 
sugar supply if we were to have a war and be placed in the posi- 
tion on the ocean that Germany finds herself to-day? We would 
be compelled to rely upon our own resources entirely. Again, 
let me say, follow this trade journal I refer to and you will 
find that in Germany since the declaration of war in August, 
1914, the price of sugar to the consumers has not advanced. 
Germany produces all the sugar her people consume, and prior 
to the war she produced for export from a million and a quarter 
to two and a half million tons annually. The major portion of 
that export of sugar from Germany went to England. What did 
England do when war was declared in 1914? She declared war 
one day and the next day purchased a six months’ supply of 
sugar for her people from Cuba; and beginning with August 1, 
1914, and ending December 1, 1915, the last date of statistics 


nine 
months, March to November, 1913, imports in 1915 showed a 


Did the duty on sugar increase the price of | 


which I have, the advanced price of sugar to the people in 
England over and above the price they were paying in July, 
1914, has cost the consumers of Great Britain $311,000,000 and 
pot.one cent advance in Germany. Oh, my friends, how valuable 
a high-protective tarif would be to the people of the United 
States in their sugar supply if we were to have a war with some 
great nation. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr, SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SLOAN. That it may be explained more fully. I call the 
gentleman's attention te the fact that he said something about 
a Sugar Refining Trast. I call attention to the further fact 
that the party now in power came into power under a pledge 
to destroy the trusts of this country, and yet the gentleman from 
Michigan speaks of the existence of a Sugar Trust. Will the 
gentleman explain how that is? Is it possible there is a lack 
of fulfilment of that promise? 

Mr. FORDNEY. If there was anything under the sun that 
the Democratic Party has thought of doing since the adoption 
of their platform at Baltimore that was not in their platform, 
they have dene it, and they have complied with absolutely 
ig in it of which I know. [Laughter on the Republican 

e. : 

This argument, that in raising $1 of revenne by an import 
duty imposes a tax burden on the people of $6, is based on 
the erroneous assumption that prices in this country are in- 
creased by an amount egual exactly to the tariff rate. It is 
based on the further erroneous assumption that the encourage- 
ment afforded to American industries is of no value to the 
American laboring man; that we can buy everything abroad 
and prosper, It is the old-time free-trade argument pleasing 
only to importers of foreign products, and so objectionable te 
American labor and American industries. The way to secure 
reasonable prices and prosperity is to encourage healthy com- 
petition at home and net ruinous competition with foreign 
cheap labor. {Applause on Republican side.] Formerly the 
sugar tariff was the chief object of attacks by free traders with 
ideas similar to those of the gentleman from North Carolina. 
On March 1, 1914, a 25 per cent reduction of the duty on sugar 
became effective and the consumers did not receive the benefit. 
In this connection I have a very instructive circular letter issued 
by Chandler Bros. & Co., of Philadelphia and New York, com- 
menting on the attractive outlook of the Guantanamo Sugar Co.. 
of Cuba. They claim the company is earning approximately 42 
per cent on its capital, and comment on the effect ef our tariff 


| laws on their profits. This is what they say: 


The question of tariff must not be overlooked. 


th that removed the Cuban mgar 
nefit practically the same as an addition of a 


Free trade on sugar in this country would destroy the do- 
mestic sugar industry, the same as in England, and in time of 
war we would be dependent upon foreign countries for this im- 
portant food commodity. What England has been obliged to 
spend for sugar since the outbreak of the war is astounding, and 
it is taking gold from England which she needs so badly at 
home, On the other hand, sugar prices in Germany have not 
advanced since the war began, and Germany is not sending gold 
abroad to purchase the same. When a man in Congress adyo- 
cates the slogan Made in America“ and talks in favor of “ in- 
dustrial independence” and then talks and votes in favor of 
free trade or tariff for revenue only, it reminds me of the kind 
of n man who will go to church on Sunday and pray and steal 
and commit murder during the week. Industrial independence 
and free trade are antithetical. One is directly opposed to the 
other. We can not have both. 

In connection with the operation of the Underwood tariff, the 
war in Europe, and the prosperity of this country, there are a 
few more facts I can nc: refrain from mentioning. Tirst, there 
was a business depression of no small proportions throughout 
the United States for several months prior to the European 
war, and the outlook was dubious, indeed. The fact that the 
depression existed will not be denied. The President said it 
was psychological; some good Democratic papers said it was 
due to climatic conditions; and others, not Democratic, claimed 
it was due to tariff legislation unfavorable to American indus- 
tries and American labor. Depreciation of values, idle freight 
cars, aud men out of employment were a few of the everyday 
indications. Another fact I wish to mention is this: When the 
war started in Europe friends of free trade took pleasure in 
asserting that the war in Europe was a barrier to foreign 
products as efficient as a protective tariff, and they chided those 
who believed in the policy of protection by asking them why 
prosperity did not return. Another fact is that as soon as busi- 
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ness became adjusted to the new conditions prosperity did re- 
turn; and right now, with a novel and uncertain kind of pro- 
tection against foreign cheap imports, we are enjoying a tem- 
porary return to prosperous conditions. But what will happen 
when the war is over? That is the mighty question. Some say 
there is danger of a military invasion by some foreign nation, 
but there is another kind of invasion that will be attempted. It 
is as certain to follow the war as day is to follow the night. It 
is an industrial invasion. When the great armies of Europe 
turn their attention from destroying and killing to farming and 
manufacturing, a most determined effort will be made by for- 
eign manufacturers to invade this country with cheaply made 
products and undersell American manufacturers and capture 
American markets. We must prepare to meet that industrial 
invasion. We can hope to check such an invasion only by 
reviving the protective tariff policy. : 

The gentleman from North Carolina made the statement that 
“in 1910, the first year of the Payne-Aldrich Act, the surplus 
was only $91,990,000." He meant the balance in the general 
fund. He says on August 1, 1911, less canal bonds, there was 
$135,000,000. He says on August 1, 1912, less canal bonds, there 
was a surplus of $138,000,000. And again he says on August 
1, 1913, there was a surplus of $131,454,000; but in computing 
this balance he did not include $20,750,000 in national bank-note 
redemption fund that day, which he does include in every other 
general balance he gives. So that on August 1, 1913, the bal- 
ance in reality was $152,000,000. He uses this as an argument 
against the Payne Tariff Act, and received much applause from 
the other side of the House. What he really showed was that 
under the Payne Act the balance in the general fund was in- 
creased from $91,000,000 on August 1, 1910, to $152,000,000 on 
August 1, 1913. That the Underwood Act started out with a 
good balance in the Treasury is not an argument in favor of 
that law; credit belongs to the law preceding. 

The real question is, What balance will you have at the end 
of the operation of the Underwood Act? Up to the present time 
some $85,000,000 has been raised by the so-called war taxes, and 
notwithstanding this and the fact that importations at present 
are breaking past records in volume the balance in the general 
fund is now down to about $50,000,000. When the Underwood 
Act is finally repealed and the reckoning is made it will show 
hundreds of millions raised by objectionable methods of direct 
taxation and an empty Treasury. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will the gen- 
tleman from Michigan yield for a question? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Michigan 
has been rather severe in his criticism of the speech of the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, the gentleman 
from North Carolina, so I call his attention to this statement 
by the President of the United States, made in his address to 
Congress on December 7. After analyzing the figures of the 
‘Treasury, the President said: 

The obvious moral of the figures is that it is a plain counsel of 
prudence to continue all the present taxes or their equivalents and 
confine ourselyes to the problem of providing $112,000,000 of new 
revenue rather than $297,000,000. 

Which enormous sum was the deficit the President saw star- 
ing him in the face. Does not the gentleman from Michigan 
think the gentleman from North Carolina is to be given credit for 
making the best possible argument in a very poor case? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes; but I wish I had a true copy of the 
speech the gentleman delivered on the floor instead of his speech 
us printed in the CONGRESSIONAL Record. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] There is such a difference. I 
heard all of his speech as he delivered it in the House, and that 
which is in the Recorp has no resemblance, no relation what- 
ever. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] It has 
been so much modified, I am inclined to think Mrs. Kitchin 
wrote the one printed in the Rxconb. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I yield. 

Mr. SLOAN, Speaking of the strictures upon the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means, will not the gentleman 
pardon the difference between his speech delivered and the 
speech in the Recorp on the ground that we all like variety, 
and if we can not have money for the Treasury we can have 
variety? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Let me say to the gentleman from Nebraska 
that when I read the speech in the Recorp, after hearing the 
gentleman’s speech on the floor, I thought of the request of an 
old German gentleman once who went to a portrait painter and 
asked him to paint a picture of his father. All right,” said 
the painter; “bring-in your father, and I will make a sketch, 


him or having his picture?” 


“Vell,” said 
the German, “ mein fader iss dead.” Well, bring me a picture 
of your father, and I will paint it as best I can from that pic- 
ture.“ “Aber mein fader nefer had a picture getooken.” 
“Well, how can I paint a picture of your father without seeing 
“Vell, I can tell you how he 
looked—what he looked like—und then you can paint a pic- 
ture like dot.” The painter said, “I will do my best. I will 
paint the picture as you tell me, and you can take the picture.” 
“ Oh, yes; I vill buy the picture.” When the painter had finished 
the picture, he sent for the German to come in. He placed the 
picture on an easel so that a good light would shine on it, and 
he removed a cloth from over it, and the old German gentleman’s 
eyes bulged out and tears stood in his eyes. Tes.“ said he, 
“dot’s fader. Dot's fader all right; but oh, mein Gott, mein 
friend, how he has changed.” [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will my colleague yield there? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. You say the balance was down to 
$51,000,000. Does not that include the disbursing officer's 
balances? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No, sir. That is less the disbursing officer’s 
balances. That is the real balance in the Treasury, not what 
the statement shows it to be there, because the statement shows 
the balance, I think, to be $106,000,000. I desire to be abso- 
lutely fair in this argument. 

Mr. SLOAN. Will the gentleman yield again? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SLOAN. Does not the $51,000,000 you speak of as bal- 
ance include about $27,000,000 of uncoined silver bullion and 
subsidiary coin? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir; it does. But to be fair, the Repub- 
licans always carried those same items in their make-up of 
money in the Treasury. It is only fair to state that. 

Mr. MAPES. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY. If I have the time. 

Mr. MAPES. While the $51,000,000 which you mention as 
being the present balance in the general fund does not include 
the amount to the credit of disbursing officers, it does include, 
does it not, about $26,000,000 for the redemption of outstanding 
national-bank notes? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. I do not know the exact amount, but 
if my memory serves me correctly, it is about twenty-nine mil- 
lions. Taking that redemption fund and those minor coins, and 
so on, it is all absorbed, and they have to-day no real working 
balance. 

The Underwood Act is not altogether responsible for the 
revenue produced during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, 
for the Payne Act was in full force during 3 months and 3 days 
of that year. 

The Payne rates on wool were in effect during 5 months of 
that fiscal year. 

The Payne rates on woolen goods were in effect during 6 
months of that year. 

The Payne rates on sugar were in effect for 9 months of that 
year. 

The income tax was in effect for 9 months. 

The corporation tax was in effect during the entire year. 

During the first 4 months of that fiscal year customs receipts 
averaged $29,000,000, while during the last 8 months of that 
fiscal year customs receipts averaged $22,200,000. If the last 
8 months of the year is an indication of what the Underwood 
Act would produce for a 12-month period, it appears that the 
Payne Act bolstered up customs receipts for the fiscal year of 
1914 by at least $30,000,000, 

The gentleman from North Carolina contends that Repub- 
licans issued canal bonds for the purpose of preventing deficits 
during President Taft’s administration. Let me say that from 
June 30, 1909, to June 30, 1913, four fiscal years under Presi- 
dent -Taft's administration, the Panama Canal receipts, which 
included all bonds sold and premiums received, amounted to 
only $51,291,000, while during that same period expenditures 
for the construction of the canal amounted to no less than 
$158,043,816. In other words, during President Taft’s adminis- 
tration, when the gentleman from North Carolina would lead 
people to believe the balance in the general fund was wrong- 
fully being bolstered up by the sale of canal bonds, more than 
$107,000,000 was taken from the general fund, over and above 
the total amount of canal receipts, to pay for work being done 
on the canal. [Applause on the Republican side.] To make it 
plain, if the canal work had not been going on, the balance in 
the general fund would have been $107,000,000 larger than it 
was at the end of the four years in question. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FORDNEY, Yes, sir; I will yield. 


and I will paint his picture for so much money.” 
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Mr. KELLEY. Has the gentleman in his speech calculated 
what imports should have come in under the Underwood tariff 
law sufficient to pay the expenses of the Gevernment as they 
have been administered during the time that that law has been 
in force? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir; I will reach that point in just a 
minute. 

I want to call attention to some other things just now at this 
point and correct the gentleman from North Carolina as to his 
statements about the money spent on the Panama Canal. When 
making his speech I asked him, when he spoke of the deficit in 
the Treasury during the Taft administration, if it would not be 
fair for him to state te the House that those deficits, if there 
were deficits, were largely caused by the moneys paid out 
for the construction of the Panama Canal. He waved me aside 
and snid, “ You sold bonds to build the Panama Canal.” Mr. 
KXITCHIN or somebody fails to print that in the Recorp. [Langh- 
ter.] 

In 1909 the expenditures out of the Treasury for the Punama 
Canal were $31,419,442; receipts from bonds, and so forth, 
$30,731,008. In 1910, expenditures, $33,911,673; no receipts from 
Panama bonds. He called attention te those receipts, but he did 
not show the expenditures. In 1911 the expenditures were 
$37,063,515; the receipts from bonds, and so forth, $18,102,000. 
In 1912 the expenditures on the Panama Canal were $35,327,370. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 15 
minutes. i 


Mr. FORDNEY. I thank you, sir. 

As I have said, in 1912 $85,327,370 were expended and the re- 
ceipts were $33,1£9,104 from the sale of bonds. In 1913 the ex- 
penditures were $41,741,258, partly under one administration and 
partly under another, and there was no sale of bonds. 

Now, my Democratic friends, the total expenditures on the 
Panama Canal to October 3, 1913, the date of the enactment of 
the Underwood law, were $329,673,000, and receipts from the 
sale of bonds $138,600,000, or a total expenditure out of the 
general fund under the Republican tariff law of $191,073,000. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now I come to the question asked by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. KELLEY]. From December 1, 1914, to December 
1, 1915, a 12 months’ period—and these are the latest statistics 
I can obtain—our imports were $1,730,000,000 and the customs re- 
ceipts $197,104,000. There have been collected by their so- 
called war tax, or stamp tax, in round numbers, $80,000,000 
during this 12 months’ period, and at the same time there was 
a deficit in the Treasury of sume $30,000,000, as evidenced by a 
falling off of the balance in the general fund to that extent. 

These two items, namely, the $80,000,000 raised by the stamp 
tax and $30,000,000, which is the excess of total expenditures 
by the Government over revenue receipts, will aggregate $110,- 
000,000. Had there been no war and no stamp tax, this $110,- 
000,000 is the amount of additional customs receipts the Under- 
wood Act would have had to produce in order that Government 
revenues might equal the disbursements during that year. Dur- 
ing the 12 months in question the Underwood Act produced eus- 
toms receipts averaging 11 per cent ad valorem on the total im- 
portations. Friends of the Underwood Act contend that without 
the war imports would have been sufficient to produce required 
revenue without the war tax. As stated, $110,000,000 is the ad- 
ditional sum the Underwood Act would have had to raise. To 
raise that amount by a tariff law producing customs receipts of 
but 11 per cent ad valorem it would have been necessary to have 
no less than $1,000,000,000 of increased imports, [Applause on 
the Republican side.] 

If you will, by your tariff laws, obtain sufficient money to 
pay the running expenses of this Government, you will destroy 
American industry. [Applause on the Republican side.] One 
thing or the other must come under your system. 

The gentleman from North Carolina said that the Underwood 
tariff law was an absolute and complete success. If so, I ask 
him why, in 1914, did they adopt a war-tax measure to make up 
their losses? As your President and my President—I am sorry 
to say—[laughter on the Republican side] said from the Speak- 
er's platform in this House in December last, it was an urgent 
necessity. Why were you obliged to adopt that law if your 
Underwood Act was a success? 

Again, sir, you are called upon by your President, through 
your Secretary of the Treasury, to repeal, before the Ist day of 
May next, the free-sugar clause in that Underwood Act. Why 
do this, if that law is a success? 

And again, sir, if that law is a success, why are you now 
called upon to raise by a stamp tax or some other infernal 
machinery [laughter on the Republican side] from $80,000,000 
to $100,000,000 more? If all that you say about the Underwood 


Tariff Act is true, why resort to all those methods of raising 
additional revenues? 

And again, when the Republican Party went out of power on 
the 4th day of March, 1913, there was a balance of cash in the 
United States Treasury of $149,335,000. Fifty-one million dol- 
lars there now. Oh. you know better, my friends. You know 
that your tariff law is a failure, but you will not admit it. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Michigan yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. FORDNEY. I do. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Speaking further of the alleged success 
of the Underwood law, the gentleman has spoken of the theory 
of its proponents, that the tariff adds by the amount of the 
tariff at least so much to the cost of an article to the consumer. 
Now, if that be true, necessarily the converse would be true, 
that the reduction of the tariff would reduce to that extent the 
cost of articles to the consumer? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Can the gentleman mention any article 
under the tariff in which the cost of the article has been re- 
duced by the amount in which the tariff has been reduced? 

Mr. FORDNEY. No, sir; and we want to produce everything 
in this country that we consume and can produce. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The speech made by the gentleman from North Carolina on 
the floor of this House—the Democratic leader of the great 
party that he represented—was not a fitting speech to be made 
here. It was more becoming to a long-haired Populist politician 
from the tail end of a cart in a remote town down in Texas. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DAVIS of Texas. Amen! [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. FORDNEY. I thank you, gentlemen. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan yields back 
14 minutes. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman in charge 
on the other side desire to use some time now? We will have 
but one speech more on this side, to occupy an hour. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Tay- 
Lor] is recognized for 20 minutes. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I do not intend 
to occupy the entire 20 minutes accorded me. I only desire to 
take a very few minutes, and my remarks will be confined to 
the bill before the House providing for the withdrawal from 
entry of the coal, oil, gas, phosphates, and other resources in 
the Western States and the putting of those resources upon 
a leasing and royalty basis under Federal control. 

I have had occasion heretofore to address the House several 
times and at length upon this subject. When this same bill 
passed this House before, I discussed this leasing policy at some 
length and submitted considerable data in support of the minor- 
ity report which I filed against that bill. My remarks on that 
occasion appear at pages 15053 to 15064 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
Record of September 12, 1914, Sixty-third Congress, second 
session. I have also filed quite an elaborate minority report 
against this bill, which I ask the committee to carefully con- 
sider. I will insert as a part of my remarks some extracts 
from my report before I conclude. 

It seems as though this so-called conservation sentiment is 
in the air. There are throughout the country so many people 
who have conservation on the brain—and know nothing about 
it or how it will affect the West—that I have little hope of much 
longer preventing this kind of legislation. Yet I sincerely hope 
that this measure will be less injurious than we fear it will be; 
but I honestly believe it will be an aggravation to the West and 
a disappointment to the East. The Government of the United 
States is changing its policy of over a hundred years and is 
embarking upon a policy that most of us of the West believe is 
unwise. We know we are as patriotic as any citizens of the 
Republic, and we earnestly feel that our States should be treated 
as sovereign States of this Union. 

As I say in that minority report we have three main objec- 
tions to this legislation. 

First, we object to it because it withdraws from and prevents 
private ownership of any and all these resources in the Western 
States. The policy of our Government has always been to allow 
the resources in each State to go into private ownership and 
become subject to local taxation and help support and maintain 
the State and local government. Under that policy the lands of 
the older States were settled, cities were built, and private capi- 
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tai came in and developed the resources of each State. Under 
that policy those States—Eust, North, and South—have become 
rich and prosperous. 

Every one of the States that you gentlemen represent here 
to-day would to-day be in the condition relatively of a Territory 
if this proposed policy hail been inflicted upon you 100 years 
ago, or even 50 years ago. Therefore we say that you are not 
doing justice to the Western States or treating them fairly. 
Even if it be true that some portions of the West are becoming 
impatient and discouraged at the governmental embargo that 
has prohibited the development of these resources ever since 
this conservation propaganda swept over the country and are 
now advocating the adoption of these leasing measures, in hopes 
thereby of securing some development, that is not a natural 
change, but rather a surrender of their real western sentiments. 
Even if all of the West should be coerced into asking for this 
kind of legislation, that would not make me believe that it was 
inherently right or that it was a wise governmental policy upon 
which to embark. 

Secondly, we object to this policy because under it our re- 
sources will be administered from Washington. We do not like 
“long-distance government.” 

It is absolutely contrary to the spirit that has built up this 
country heretofore to rule a large part ofa State for any length of 
time by Federal officials. From one-third to one-half of the 
area of all our Western States is to be perpetually withdrawn 
as a Federal reservation and reigned over by agents from these 
bureaus in Washington. That builds up a bureaucracy which 
I know is not conducive to the proper development or well- 
being of our Western States. I will not use the forcible lan- 
guage of many public-spirited citizens of the West in discussing 
this feature of this policy, but no government of that kind can be 
in accordance with the spirit of our institutions. It is un- 
American, unfair to the West, and as wholly unnecessary as it 
is unwise for Congress to inflict it upon us. We people of the 
West do not like “carpetbag government” any more than you 
gentlemen from the South liked it after the Civil War; and 
while there is some difference, of course, yet I want to say to 
you, with all due respect, that when Congress clothes a lot of 
petty Government officials with almost supreme authority and 
sends them out 2,000 or 8,000 miles from Washington they 
usually swell up and become petty tyrants. 

The common people, the ordinary citizens, who are usually 
poor or of very moderate means, can not reach these Govern- 
ment agents or get them overruled. The people are practically 
compelled to submit to their imperial domination. The chair- 
man of our committee very earnestly and forcibly says, “If 
they do wrong, why do you not remove them or have them 
supplanted?” Now, that is mighty easy to say, but anybody 
who has ever tried to get a Federal Government civil-service 
employee removed on any ground knows that that is about as 
big a job as it is to induce Congress to impeach a Federal 
judge or a United States district attorney. It is just about 
as impossible to do it. 

Third. The third objection to this leasing scheme is that, 
aside from preventing the development of our States, aside 
from holding this land for all time in perpetuity as Federal 
Crown lands for the enrichment of the Federal Treasury and 
for the providing of jobs for these bureaucratic employees, 
aside from all that you add insult to injury by imposing a 
direct and an additional Federal tax upon all the consumers in 
our country who use these various products that are taken from 
our lands. 

When you tax us 2 cents or 10 cents or 25 cents a ton, or 
whatever you see fit to put on us, for our coal, for the coal that 
is mined out of the ground within the borders of our State, who 
pays that? Why, it is the local consumer who pays it. Have 
any of you people in the Eastern or Northern or Southern States 
ever paid a Federal royalty on any coal mined within your 
States? You have never paid one dollar in the whole history of 
this Government. Have you ever paid into the Federal Treas- 
ury any tax upon the water power generated in your States? 
Not a nickei in all the history of this Government, And yet, 
as I have often said, right here within sight of the dome of this 
Capitol Building is the Great Falls of the Potomac River, one 
of the greatest water powers in all of the United States, idly 
running to waste right here for a hundred and fifty years. Why, 
if the falls of the Potomac River were in one of the Western 
States, all the muck-raking papers and magazines in the United 
States would be shrieking in big scare headlines about the 
frightful monopolies and frauds that were about to be perpe- 
trated upon the public by the consciousless gobbling of that 
gigantic water power, and all the self-appointed conservators of 
the coming generations would be yelling and their hair 
and passing resolutions, and the Army and the Interior and 


Agricultural Departments would be compelled to maintain a 
troop of soldiers out there to guard us from taking that water 
power. Yet right here under the dome of the Capitol it is 
wholly unappropriated and has been for over a hundred years, 
and is still running to waste—enough power to light and heat 
everything in Washington. Conservation is largely a question 
of locality. I venture to say there is a hundred times as much 
water power in the navigable streams of this country as there 
is in our little nonnavigable streams in the West. Practically 
speaking, the Government owns the bed of the navigable streams 
and owns the water that flows in them. Why do not these 
conservators of the public welfare advocate the propriety of 
the Federal Government deriving some revenue out of those 
vast water powers and also preventing their monopoly? On the 
contrary, the Government spends hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars improving those water powers at the instance of and pri- 
marily for the benefit of those local communities. The Govern- 
ment could very justly charge for the use of the water power on 
the navigable streams which it owns and improves with funds 
out of the Federal Treasury, to which we all contribute. But 
the Government does not improve or spend a dollar upon and 
has no interest whatever in the waters of the small nonnavigable 
streams in the West. Those waters belong absolutely to our 
States. They are imperatively necessary for irrigation and 
domestie use in the development in that arid country. We 
appropriate and own every drop of the water there. 

Generally speaking, there is not an ounce of water anywhere 
within the boundaries of the arid Western States that is not 
already rightfully appropriated under the direct and specific 
authority of Congress, under the laws of the United States, 
and under the laws of those States; yet all this furore about the 
possible monopoly of water power in the West. I can not 
resist doubting the good faith of a large part of this agitation. 
I think you are using a subterfuge in the water-power bill in 
claiming that you are only charging for the use of the public 
land; because you would not permit a provision in that bill 
that would regulate the charges and royalties in proportion to 
either the quantity or value of the public land used. Of course 
the public land belongs to the Federal Government—to all the 
people. But the water in those small western streams belongs 
to the people in those States, and Congress has no right to pass 
a law that will permit the Federal Government to either directly 
or indirectly charge those people for their use of that water; 
and that is exactly what the water-power bill does, because the 
value of the water is fully a thousand times as much as the 
value of the public land used. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will the gentleman yield right there? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly; I always yield to the 
chairman of our Public Lands Committee. 

Mr. FERRIS. I will only take a moment of the gentleman’s 
time. I am trying to get at his position. It is a little beside 
the question which we are now considering; but since the 
gentleman is discussing the water-power bill, I want to ask him 
a question. 

The gentleman will recall that the other day when the 
water-power bill was concluded the gentleman from Wyoming 
[Mr. Monpetz.] moved a substitute on a motion to recommit. I 
want to ask the gentleman from Colorado if he has examined 
the bill proposed by the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL]. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; I have not. I never read it 
ov saw it. I only have a general idea of what it was. 

Mr. FERRIS. I wanted to ask if that bill meets the gentle- 
man’s thought on the question of what should be done with 
water power? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I was busy and did not listen to 
the reading of it, but I do not think it does. 

Mr. FERRIS. If it develops that section 5 of that bill con- 
tains a provision which. proposes to put on sale and to sell 
every water power in the United States in public ownership at 
a minimum of $1.25 an acre and a maximum of $20 an acre, the 
gentleman would not be for that bill, would he? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. No; if that is what his bill pro- 
vides for, I do not think that would be right. I am not in 
favor of putting up power sites at auction. 

Mr. FERRIS. Section 5 of the substitute proposed by the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetr] contains that pro- 
vision, and I wondered if that was the program that was favored 
by gentlemen who object to leasing. I understand that leasing 
is objected to. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. My thought about that matter is 
this: I realize that some of the Western States have possibly 
to some extent been derelict in their duty of properly safeguard- 
ing the interests of the citizens of those States against monupoly 
and extortions, and they are now and by this legislation, to a 
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certain extent, reaping the penalty of their failure to enact 
proper laws and provide proper and efficient public-utility com- 
inissions to safeguard the public. They ought to have enacted 
laws of that kind years ago, and regulated the ownership and 
use of these great resources for the welfare of the public. But 
the main reason why they did not do so is because those new 
Western States have always been and are still poor. We have 
always been appealing to capital to come out there and develop 
our country. 

For 50 years we have been trying to induce men of means and 
corporations to come out and invest their money and help us de- 
velop these resources, For that reason our legislatures have 
nearly always in former years been very cautious about enacting 
laws that would put much restriction upon them or drive 
capital away; and the result has been that there has been and 
is some monopoly and some extortion. There is considerable 
extortion right now in coal, which is a Government-made mo- 
nopoly brought about by the regulations of the Interior Depart- 
ment, because the Government has withdrawn all the coal 
lands in the West from entry and has classified them for sale at 
a figure so high that, practically speaking, nobody will or can buy 
them. I think that has been done deliberately and for that pur- 
pose. Nobody is going to pay $100,000 or a quarter of a million 
dollars for the land itself and then go ahead and spend another 
quarter of a million trying to open up and develop a coal mine. 
There is no market that will justify it. They can not do it at all. 
The result bas been that for several years past practically no 
coal land has been going into private ownership, notwithstand- 
ing right in the State of Colorado alone the Geological Survey 
reports that there is enough coal to supply the entire United 
States, at the present rate of consumption, for 300 years. Yet 
that coal is hermetically sealed up, and the big coal companies 
have been able to raise the price of coal from $2.50 a ton to 
36.50 a ton, because the Government will not permit anybody 
else to own any coal land. 

When I talked to a former Secretary of the Interior about it 
he said, “ Well, how long are you people going to stand it be- 
fore we force you to come to a leasing policy?” That is the dog- 
in-the-manger policy that has been pursued for several years, 
and it has forced a great many people in the West to believe 
that they never can get anything else than a leasing policy, and 
so some of them write and urge me to get the best amendments 
I can, and pass some law so that they can, if possible, get out 
from under the present monopoly. They hope the Government 
will not be any worse than the big corporations are. So there 
is some change of sentiment in some localities of the West be- 
cause they want development so badly. I fear some of my 
colleagues are refraining from opposing this measure, not be- 
cause it does not infringe on the rights of their States, but be- 
cause they are so anxious to secure some development and they 
hope this may bring it about. As I stated before, it is the prin- 
ciple, the unwise and unjust policy of this legislation that I 
am opposed to. This bill contains many beneficial features, and 
I trust I may be pardoned for taking a little personal pride in 
claiming the individual authorship of two or three provisions 
that I am confident will prove of very great benefit to the West, 
both directly and indirectly. I refer to the provision in this 
bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to lease to towns 
and cities 160 acres each of coal land without any royalty 
charges. Ever since I have been in Congress I have been try- 
ing to pass a bill granting free a section of coal land to every 
city or town that wanted to operate a municipal coal mine; not 
that I expected many municipalities would avail themselves of 
that opportunity, but I am confident the possibility of their doing 
so would, and that provision in this bill will, have a salutary 
tendency toward preventing extortion by some coal companies. 
After several years’ work and numerous appeals I secured the 
approval of the Interior Department and obtained the approval 
of the Public Lands Committee, and reported out my municipal- 
coal bill twice. But I was never able to pass it. So I earn- 
estly hope that provision will stay in this bill. The same provi- 
sion is also in the water-power bill, allowing municipalities to 
develop water power without any royalty charges. 

Another provision of the water-power bill, which I claim the 
credit of and which I have all along insisted upon being re- 
tained in the bill, and I earnestly hope it will stay in the. bill, 
and that is the provision “that nothing in this act shall be 
construed as affecting or intended to affect or to in any way 
interfere with the laws of any State or Alaska, relating to the 
control, appropriation, use, or distribution of water.” 

There is another provision which I guess I am primarily re- 
sponsible for, and that is the clause wherein Congress dis- 
claims any intent to in any way “affect the rights of the States 
or other local authority from exercising any rights which they 
may have to levy and collect taxes upon improvements, output 
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of mines, or other rights, property, or Assets of any lessee.” 
If the Government is going to perpetually withhold the title 
to the land, it certainly must not interfere with any of the 
State’s full rights to tax everything else but its land. And 
I therefore hope there will be no effort to interfere with that 
provision. Regarding the disposition and use of the rentals 
and royalties, of course, it is of great benefit to the West to 
have all those funds go first into the reclamation fund for the 
completion of all those 32 reclamation projects in the West, 
and we hope for the construction of many other projects, and 
after the funds derived from these royalties are once so used 
they go one half into the Federal Treasury and the other halt 
into the treasuries of the States from which they were col- 
lected. I tried long and earnestly to have the bill provide for 
the deposit at once in the State treasuries of one-half of the 
royalties when they are collected. If the States are to ulti- 
mately get one-half of these royalties, it would do them 10 
times as mucli good to get those funds now as it would to get 
them 20 or 25 or, more likely, 30 years from now. Those 
States should have that money now for their roads and schools, 
and I do hope in some way this amendment will be inserted in 
this bill and the water-power bill before their final approval. 

Mr. Chairman, I have discussed this bill at greater length 
than I intended to. But I feel that I would not be doing my 
full duty to my State or to the West if I did not voice this 
opposition of my State to this Federal leasing poliey. Every 
session of our Colorado Legislature for years has memorialized 
Congress against these measures. Practically all the chambers 
of commerce and the business men’s associations of my State 
have always been against this system. Every governor of Colo- 
radó for 10 years has come here and spoken against it. So I am 
expressing the sentiment of my State, and have been overwhelm- 
ingly outvoted and overruled. I assume that the only practical 
and sensible thing for me to do is to make the best of it and 
try to get the best measure I can. In other words, one that 
will do as little harm to the West as possible. Therefore I am 
going down the line trying to retain the several beneficial fea- 
tures in this bill. I will, of course, not vote for the bill, but if 
we haye got to take it, I want to make it as little harmful as 
possible to my State. The Government may and probably will 
get some royalties from the oil wells of California and Wyoming, 
and there may be some royalties from the water powers in sev- 
eral of the Western States. 

But, gentlemen, I predict that the United States Government 
will not for years to come, if ever, get enough royalty to de- 
fray the ultimate expenses of the administration of this policy. 
1 believe the final result of this legislation will be the same as 
it was after Congress adopted the policy of leasing lead mines 
years ago. At least I fear that result. You may not know that 
from 1807 to 1847 Congress adopted a leasing policy of the lead 
and copper mines in this country, and the States of Illinois and 
Missouri especially were compelled to operate their lead mines 
under that policy. The result was that the cost to the Govern- 
ment of the United States for collecting the royalties and the 
administration of the leasing policy was actually four times as 
much as all the royalties received. I apprehend that some of 
these days Congress will see the error of its way and repeat 
itself and again repeal these outrageous laws. That has been 
the practical experience of this country. I do not mean to 
criticize any bureaus or any officials or anybody personally. I do 
not agree with the judgment of those who have for many -years 
been so persistently boasting and clamoring for this legislation. 

If you gentlemen from the East and North and South hug te 
your bosoms the delusive hope that the Federal Treasury is ever 
going to get any appreciable amount of royalties from this leas- 
ing policy in the West, you will, I believe, be mistaken. You 
will build up an army of Government employees. I think there 
will ultimately be probably 25,000 Government employees cre- 
ated by this legislation. They will be put under the civil service 
and will become a permanent charge against the Government, 
and our people will have to foot the bills. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks in the RECORD, 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. 
minority report, as follows: 

EXPLORATION FOR AND DISPOSITION OF COAL, OIL, GAS, BTC. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado and others, from the Committee on the Pub- 
ite E400 submitted the following minority views (to accompany 

We, the undersigned members of the Committee on the Public Lands, 
find ourselves unable to agree th the majority report, No. 17, and 
beg leave to express herein our minority views. 


I will insert a portion of my 
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We feel that we would be recreant to the general public sentiment 
of eur State if we did not carient. proier against the governmental 


policy sought to be enacted in this Our objection to the bill is 
not as to details; it is fundamental and on principle. The people of 
our State have always been op) to having the resources of the 
West permanently thdrawn from private ownership and put into 
a general Federal leasing system. We are opposed to what we believe 
is an un-American policy of government by distant bureaus. We do 
not like absentee landlordism. We have neyer approved of bureau- 
eratic rule. We do not like long-distance government. We do not 
believe that it is for the best interest of the country or the West to 
have large portions of our State permanently occupied by Federal 
tenants, renters who pay little or no taxes and are on the "tenant at 
will” basis, with rog uais allegiance to our State. 

We believe this bill is in violation of the moral, legal, equitable, 
and constitutional rights of the Western States, in contravention o 
the enabling act by which they were admitted into the Union, and to 
that extent unconstitutional. We look upon this bill as absolutel 
taking from the le of the arid West some of the most sa 
property and political rights they have, not only reversing the tradi- 
tions of this Government for over a hundred years but violating the 
very constitutional guaranties upon which those States were 
into this Union. 

If the bill is intended to prevent 1 1 88 and extortion, that can 
be accomplished by granting a revocable title, subject to perpetual con- 
trol by the Federal and State public-utility authorities as to the amount 
of land that any company can hold the rates and service. If we 
have not sufficient Federal laws for that purpose, let Congress enact 
them; and if the States have not sufficient laws at this time to safe- 
guard the interests of the public, the Interior rtment should con- 
tinue its present withdrawal and excessive cation licy until 
such time as the States shall adopt such measures as effec 
protect the people. 

If the bill is intended by anyone as a systematic attempt to exploit 
the West and convert into an enormous and permanent Federal revenue- 
producing proposition practically all of the remaining natural re- 
sources upon the public domain in the Western States (which we know 
it is not by the present Secretary), then it is an outrageous discrimina- 
tion against those States and an infamous ryersion of the jor 
power, and at the same time d ving those States of their legal righ 
of taxation of the property within their borders. 

If there is any one thing that the West is and has always been bit- 
terly opposed to it is the prevention of settlements and permanent 
withdrawal and withholding of our lands and other resources from 
entry and sale and the capitalization of them into the production of 
Federal Jobs and Federal revenue and bureaucratic rule 2,500 miles away. 
This system will be no permanent benefit to the National Government 
and it will very seriously retard the development and be a perpetual 
injury to our Western States. 

Our objections to the principle and policy involved in this bill (H. R. 
406) are also equaliy applicable to the same principle and policy 
which is sought to be enforced upon the West by bill H. R. 408, known 
as the water-power lea: bill. p 

More Spe stated, our objections are: majo to the policy of 

ently withdrawing from en a large per cent of both the area 


monwealths preur 
Secondly, use it is un-American to have large portions of each 
in imilar manner to the Crown lands of the 
old countries and administered by Federal agents with no responsibilit 
to the local — and whose authority comes from across the con 
nent and beyond the control of any cular community affected. 
p ly, because our States are not only deprived of the benefits of 
d local consumers are 


from the use and output of these resources, and instead of 
that royalty Saver directly into the State big ony as it should, it is 
put into the vernment reclamation fund to be used possibly in States 
tha d to remain in that 


thereafter to go one-half to the Federal 
Treasury and the other half to the State X 
Even assuming that that provision will be faithfully 


within less than 20 years, icra anes Praca 3 needs that money 
very greatly now for the construction of roads, for the maintenance 


The governors of the Western States have for several years held 
annual conferences at which they Save considered matters affecting 


Feder Altar 8 easehold oller. Th latest ressi 
era ra’ an 4 ng 
upon this subject are as follows : 7 80 i i 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED BY THE WESTERN STATES WATER POWER CON- 
FERENCE AT PORTLAND, OREG., SEPTEMBER 23, 1915. 


Whereas the new States admitted into the Union are of necessi 
an equal footing in all respects whatever with the original ales: 


and 

Whereas each State has full jurisdiction over all lands within its bor- 
ders, including the beds of streams and other waters; and 

Whereas the ownership by the Federal Government of the technical 
title to vacant public land within a State does not confer upon the 
Federal Government any ter or other governmental powers than 
it possesses within the o H 


opposed to the making of a direct revenue 
expense incident to the surveying, classification, and dis ing of 
such lands, but, on the contrary, that said * is intend to 
development thereof; and 
that any act of Congress, or any administrative interpretation 
thereof, which is not in harmony th this policy does an injustice 
to the new States by placing them on an un footing with the 
ori States and by discouragin f 
such new States and the development of their resources; and 
Whereas the vacant land belonging to the Federal Government consti- 
tutes two-thirds of the area of States represen in this confer- 
face and amounts to more than twice the area. of the thirteen orig. 
na ates; an 


Whereas the vacant lands belongi to the Federal Government are 
under the law exempt from taxation, while the burden of maintain- 
A local government over their entire area rests upon the States; 
an 
Whereas the maintenance inviolate of the constitutional equality of the 
States of the Union is essential to that balance of power on which 
the perfection and endurance of our political fabric depend, and to 
the onious operation of the scheme upon which e Republie 
was organized: Now, therefore, be it. : 


Resolved, That we are unalterably opposed to any legislation which is 
in conflict with the fundamental principles above declared. 

Resolved, That the States have the constitutional right and power 
to control and regulate the pr gpa and use of the waters within 
their boundaries for all beneficial purposes t navigation, and also 
the right and power to control and regulate the rates and service of 
their public utilities. 

Resolved, That we are opposed to any policy that looks toward im- 
posing the system of leasing generally upon the public domain, for the 
reason that such system is contrary to the spirit of our free institutions 
and would retard the development of the resources of the States in 
which there ^ still any public land. 

Resolved, That, in view of what we believe to be administrative mis- 
construction of existing legislation, we are in favor of a declaratory 
act by Congress recognizing and nagar en that the La pale 
interest of the Uni States in the vacant within the States is 
subject to the jurisdiction and eminent domain of those States for all 
uses which are declared by the laws of those States to be public uses 
and which are so essential to the development, well-being, and prosper- 
ity of those States. 

Resolved, That the purposes of encouraging the development and 
utilization of the natural resources of the country by private enterprise 
which actuated Con n the enactment of the right-of-way acts of 
July 26, 1866, and March 3, 1891, and in the enactment of the acts of 
March 3, 1877, and June 4, 1897, making all nonnavigable waters on 
— tands, including forest reservations, free for appropriation for 

eficial uses, should actuate Con to-day in the enactment of any 
further legislation upon these sub; 

Resolved, That any hen ete of Congress the purpose or effect of 
which is to substitute arbitrary or discretionary authority of executive 
officials for the fixed rules of law 3 the administration, ae 
or other disposition of public lands and reservations and rights o 
way over the same e unwise and inconsistent with the spirit of 
our Constitution. 

Resolved, That we are 3 to ownership or control, either direct 
or indir ct, by the Unit States Government of intrastate public 


utilities. 
WESTERN STATES WATER POWER CONFERENCE, 
WILLIAM Spry, Chairman. 
C. C. CHAPMAN, Secretary. 


A majority of the governors of the Western States met in Denver 
at their third annual conference in A) 914, and p a state- 
ment upon this subject which is brief, in, and ec. It reflects 
the sentiment of a majority of the 
every Member of nite should read and respect tha 

the enactment of lej tion which primarily affects those States. The 
resolutions are as follows: 


WHAT THE WEST WANTS. 


[Resolutions adopted unanimously by the Third Annual Conference of 
15141 Governors held in nyver, Colo., Apr. 9, 10, and 11, 
“We, the members of the western governors’ conference, in con- 

vention assembled at Denver, Colo., April 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, 1914, do 

hereby adopt the following resolutions: 
CONSERVATION. 

We believe in conservation—in sane conservation. We believe that 
the All-Wise Creator placed the vast resources of this Nation here for 
the use and benefit of all the 5 past, present, and 
future—and while we believe due eration and protection should 
be given to the rights of those who come hereafter, we insist that the 
peo, le of this day and age should be given every reasonable oppor- 

ty to develop our wonderful resources and put them to a beneficial 
use. 


STATE CONTROL. 

“That it is the duty of each and every State to adopt such laws as 
will make for true conservation of our resources, 8 monopoly, 
and render the greatest good to the greatest num ; and that as 
rapidly as the States prepare themselves to carry out such a policy 
of conservation the Federal Government should withdraw its super- 
vision and turn the work over to the States. 

SETTLEMENT OF OUR LANDS. 


“ Believing that those who control the soil contre] the Nation, and 
that the most blessed nations are those where the ownership of lands is 
in many hands, we insist that in the management and sale of our public 
lands both the Federal Government and the State should maintain such 
K pas. as will make for the rapid settlement of all vacant agricultural 

nds. 


DESERT-LAND ACT. 


of 05 following nature to the desert-land act 


That the en s proof of citizenship in the State wherein he 
makes a desert-land be changed from the time of filing to the time 
roving up. 
* That The rements of reclamation be enlarged to embrace the 
alternative 


cultivation by the actual wing of crops by dry- 
farm methods on double the acreage required it by irrigation. i 
HOMESTEAD ENTRY. 

“We approve the plan now before Congress to permit homestead 

entries by persons over 18 years of age. 
WATER POWER. 

rea: has declared the water of all lakes, rivers, and 

other sources of water supply, upon the public lands and not navigable, 

shall rema) tor the 


shall re ate and be held appropriation and use of the publie 
‘or on, mining, manufactur’ urposes,’ we insist the — 
5 has no lawful autharity as ex control over the 


water of a State through ownership Cares lands. 

Wo maintain the waters of a State belong to the people of the State, 
and that the States should be left free to develop water-power possibili- 
ties and should receive fully the revenues and other benefits derived 
from such development. 
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PRECIOUS METALS. 


“ We reiterate our expression, contained in article 10 of the 1913 reso- 
lutions, referring to the reopening of mineral land, and in addition would 
urge that the revenues derived from the sale of such lands should be 
used for the reclamation of the arid lands of the West. 

GRAZING LANDS, 

“We believe grazing lands should be disposed of through an en- 
larged homestead ” act giving the settler sufficient ground to enable 
him, on a live-stock basis, to support a family. 


SUMMER HOMESTEAD LAW. 


“We favor the 3 of a summer homestead or preemption law, 
permitting land not uable for timber, minerals, or agriculture but 
suitable for summer homes to be acquired in not to exceed 40-acre tracts 
for summer homes. The en an should not be 1 to be a resi- 
dent of the State in which the land is situated, and suitable improve- 
ments of the value of $300 and three years’ summer residence should be 
necessary to secure patent. 
GOOD ROADS, 

“We reiterate that 5 per cent of the public lands in the several 
States should be granted to the said States to aid in construction of 
permanent roads. 

DELAYS—RED TAPE. 


“ We belleve one of the greatest blessings the officials at Washington 
could bestow upon the West would be the elimination of all red ta 
and the taking of prompt action upon all matters pendi before the 
departments and in which the Western States are interested, and we 
are pleased to note that efforts are already being made in that direction, 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT, 


“ We are pleased at the thoughtfulness of the Secretary of the Interior 
in sending so 2 of his 8 to the irrigation conference 
now in session in this city. e express our appreciation of his intention 
to adopt a more liberal policy toward the settlement and development 
of the West and assure him of our hearty cooperation in this direction. 


DONATION OF LANDS. 


“We recommend that 10 per cent of all vacant and unappropriated 
public lands in each of the arid States be donated to such States and 
each of them as shall so request, said lands to be sold by such States 
as other State lands are disposed of, and the proceeds of such sales to 
form a reservoir fund to be used under the direction of the State for 
irrigation reclamation purposes. 


RECLAMATION PROJECTS. 


“We urgently recommend that the United States reclamation projects 
now under process of construction be 5 at the earliest practi- 
pent moment and turned over to the settlers thereunder as soon as 
can be. 

CAREY ACT PROJECTS, 


“We Spee ay recommend that the United States Reclamation Service 
immediately investigate any and all Carey land, irrigation district, or 
like projects commenced or under construction in the arid States and 
render such projects all financial and other assistance possible, to the 
end that they may be immediately completed and the settlers there- 
under protected and assisted, and the rsons holding bonds issued 
against’such projects be compensated as far as practicable. 

“We urge the press of the Western States to investigate and actively 
support these principles. 

RESOLUTIONS REAFFIRMED. 


“We reaffirm the action taken by the governors’ conference in Salt 
Lake City, Utah, in 1913, as follows: 

„ We, the governors of public-land States, in conference assembled, 
believing that upon the administration of the laws governing the dis- 
posal of the public lands in a very large measure depends the future 
prosperity of our States, do hereby agree to the following statement of 
what we believe should be the policy of the National Government in the 
administration of the public lands: 

1. That the newer States having been admitted in express terms on 
an equal footing in all respects whatever with the original States, no 
realization of that condition can be attained until the State juris- 
diction shall extend to all their territory the taxing power of all their 
lands, and their political power and influence be thereby secured. 

2. That as rapidly as the States become prepared to take over the 
work of conservation, the Federal Government withdraw its bureau from 
the field and turn the work over to the States. 

“*3. That permanent withdrawal of any lands within our States from 
entry and sale we believe to be contrary to the spirit and letter of the 
ordinance of 1787, the policy of which was followed for over a Needed f 
and we urge that such lands be returned to entry and opened to sale 
as 3 as possible, 

4. Dilatory action on the part of executive departments of the 
Government in passing title to purchasers of public lands is unfair to 
the States, as it permits purchasers to occupy the lands indefinitely with- 
out the States 3 to tax them. 

„. We believe that the best development of these States depends 
upon the disposal of the public lands to citizens as rapidly as the laws 
can be complied with. 

6. Bona fide homestead entry within the forest-reserve boundaries 
should be permitted in the same manner as on unreserved lands, subject 
only to protest where lands selected are heavily timbered with trees of 
commercial value or known to contain valuable mineral deposits. 

7. That the Government grant to the public-land States 5 per cent of 
the public land remaining in such, to be administered by the States as 
the schooi lands are now administered, for the purpose of building na- 
tional public eit 47 

8. That liberal land grants be made for the ype of establishing 
and maintaining forestry schools in the public-land States. 

“9, That rights of way for all lawful purposes be granted without 
unwarranted hindrance or 3 

„10, That ali mineral lands now withheld from entry or classified 
at prohibitive prices be reopened to entry at nominal prices, under strict 
provisions against monopolization. 

11. That we express our appreciation of the splendid work done by 
the departments at Washington in cooperation with the several States 
in experimentation and instruction. ‘This assistance has been more valu- 
able in the education of our children and the development of our States, 
and we commend the same principle to the administration at Wash- 
ington as 2 777 the most feasible plan for the present adyancement of 
true conservation. 

12. We believe that the National Government should yore for 
expert experimental work in the solution of the mining problems of the 


mineral States in the same manner that the Agricultural Department 
now assists the farmers in solving the agricultural problems. 

13, We believe that the speedy settlement of those public lands 
constitutes the true and best interests of the Republic. The wealth and 
stren h of the country are its Jand-owning population, 

4. The best and most economical development of this western 
territory was accomplished under those methods in yogue when the 
States of the Middle West were occupied and settled. In our opinion, 
these methods have never. been improved upon, and we advocate a return 
to those first aap ther of vested ownership with joint interest and with 
widely scattered individual responsibility,’ ” 

We are fully aware that States which have little coal, oll, or phos- 
pante, etc., have less personal concern as to what policy is adopted 

y the Government in relation to the use or disposition thereof. And 
States that have comparatively little water power are not so directly 
concerned about the governmental policy in relation thereto, But most 
of the Western States have large water-power possibilities, and ap- 
proximately one-seventh of the States of Colorado, Wyoming, and 

ontana are coal lands, 

We are also cognizant of the fact that there has been a growing 
sentiment among a good many peo le in the West who have become dis- 
couraged and sick and tired of the dog-in-the-manger policy that has 
been pursued in recent years by the Interior Department in relation to 
coal and water-power developments; and they are 8 willing 
to accept almost anything that gives even a delusive hope of opening 
up development. Possibly they should not be blamed, because they 
have evidently come to the conclusion that it is better to fly to the evils 
that they know not of rather than further endure those that we have. 

There is a very general and widespread desire throughout the West to 
in some way raise the present unjust and unnecessary governmental 
embargo on the development of our resources located pon the public 
domain. The people want to in some way secure the expeditious devel- 
opment and maintenance and operation of our resources under suitable 
control and regulations in the interest of the general public. Every 
right-thinking person is in favor of those objects. The question is how 
best to secure them. The West heartily welcomes any wise regulation, 
as well as the thorough 3 of any mcnopoly or waste. But for 
the accomplishment of that we emphatically deny that it is at all nec- 
essary or right or fair for the Government to permanently withhold our 
resources from private ownership and in addition tax us for the use of 
them. We have been reared to believe that perpetual bureaucratic 
control in our States is a flagrant violation of good governmental pro- 
cedure under our theory of government. 

No matter how I and vigorously and repeatedly it may be pro- 
claimed that these lands “ belong to all the people,” the fact remains 
that when those States were admitted to the Union the United States 
Government entered into a solemn compact with each of them that the 
lands within their borders should be Sg ayer pide and in an orderly 
manner disposed of to the settlers and allowed to go into private 
4 58 o help maintain the State government; and Congress has 
no mor legal, or constitutional right to repudiate or violate that 

eement— much less to wantonly impose excise duties upon our de- 


8 

lle we are earnestly desirous of having our reclamation projects 
finished as expeditiously as possible and new ones that are feasible 
undertaken, at the same time this policy means that it will necessarily 
be at least 20 years, and probably 25 or 30 5 before any of the 
Western States will ever get one dollar of this money for the general 
use of the State. One half of the gross receipts of all of these rentals 
and royalties should be at once paid into the treasury of the State 
from which they are derived, and the other half into the reclamation 
fund; and after the money has been once used in the reclamation fund 
it should be turned over to the treasury of the State from which the 
money came, It is this generation, not the next, that needs that 
money. 

The West is new and poor, and it is absolutely wrong for Congress to 
force the West to help support the East—at the same time depriving the 
West of many of its greatest sources of revenue by permanently with- 
3 them from entry and preventing them ever going into private 
ownership and becoming subject to taxation for State and local gov- 
ernments. But, harsh as it is, it is not so much the disposition of the 
funds that we object to as it is the permanent withdrawal from entry 
of these enormous resources, and the perpetual bureaucratic domina- 
tion that will be exercised from Washington in thelr administration and 
control. It is the violation of what we deem are the inherent and 
equal rights of our Western States as sovereign States. 

Aside from the purely material questions involved there are those 
which go to the very foundation, the very fundamentals, of our form 
of government. 

n the past we have hailed and quoted with 
the Supreme Court of the United States that this was “an indestruct- 
ible Union, composed of indestructible States,” and that “this Union 
was and is a union of States equal in power, dignity, and 1 
and that of necessity “all new States were admitted into the Union 
upon an equal footing with the original States.” 

Such legislation as is now + See inevitably leads to an under- 
mining of the sovereignty of the State; to a 9 of its power to 
sustain itself; to a confiscation of a part of the fruits of its natural 
resources; to a withholding of those resources from the possibility of 
be cage mare thus increasing the burdens upon all other property within 

e e. 

In order that there may be no misunderstanding as to the individual 
position of the State of Colorado upon this subject, nor any question 
as to whether or not the undersigned r correctly reflect 
the wishes of our Commenwealth, we will insert a copy of the memo- 
rials passed by the Colorado Legislature at both of its last sessions in 
1913 and 1915, the former being the nineteenth general assembly and 
the memorial appearing at page 655 of the session laws of Colorado 
for 1913, and the latter appearing at page 603 of the sessicn laws of 
Colorado for 1915, the twentieth general assembly, and which, in our 
judgment, are not only fair statements of the rights of the West, but 
are among the best and most statesmanlike documents ever presented 
t Congress, and we earnestly urge our colleagues to carefully consider 
them: 


ride the statement of 


[House jolnt memorial No. 5.] 
MEMORIAL. 
To Hon. Woodrow Wilson, President United States of Amcrica, and the 

Congress of the United States: 

Your memorialist, the General Assembly of the State of Colorado, 
respectfully represents that under the present Federal policy of control 
of the public domain the following conditions obtain: 

1. The people of Colorado are in favor of conservation in the meaning 
of prevention of waste and monopoly, but are unalterably opposed to it 
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in the definition of preserving our lands and resources in their present 
state for future generations. 

We agree that these natural resources belong to all the peop but 
this ownership is not now different-from what it always has been— 
namely, subject to the right of the citizen to acquire the same under 
liberal laws to the extent necessary to satisfactory settlement and the 
building of permanent homes. 

2. It has been 7 2 oy that the Western States have failed in the 
past to do thelr duty In the conservation of these resources, but those 
who make these charges ket A fail to consider that any unlawful 
acquisition or waste was committed under Federal laws and on public 
lands, and that the States, having no control, were powerless to pre- 
yent it, They also fail to recognize the fact that the amount of lands 
unlawfully acqnired was a mere trifle compared with that lawfully 
acquired by boxa fide settlers and others. 

3. The older States have had, and still have, the benefits arising 
from private a:quisition of all the public lands within their boundaries, 
receiving revenue therefrom through taxation and otherwise, and it is 
therefore a great injustice that they should now seek to impose upon 
the Western States obstructions and burdens with which they them- 
selves did not have to contend, ` 

4. We deny that it is right or advisable for the Federal Government 
to retain the title to and lease the public lands for any purpose, as the 
history of the country shows that in 1807 Congress authorized the War 
Department to lease the lead mines in the territory afterwards em- 
braced in the States of Missouri, Indiana, Illinois, Wisconsin, and Iowa, 
reserving to the United States a royalty of one-sixth of the product. 

This system was vigorously op by the residents of the region 
involved from the yey beginning, and after a few years’ trial the Mis- 
souri Legislature and the governor of Illinois protested against it. 
Presidents Polk and Fillmore urged its abandonment. The Secretary 
of War condemned it, saying that the benefit to the Government bore 
“no just proportion to the poke’ done to the country—first, by re- 
tardiug the settlement of the country; and, second, by the demoralizing 
influence of the system.” 

Year after year congressional Committees on Public Lands reported 
against it. One of these reports concluded as follows: 

“When the United States accepted the cession of the Northwestern 
Territory, the acceptance was on the express condition and under a 
pledge to form it into distinct Republican States and to admit them as 
members of the Federal Union, baving the same i es of freedom, 
sovereignty, and independence as the other States. his pledge your 
into States and Firing them names, but it includes a pledge to sell the 
lands, so that they may be settled and thus form States. No other 
mode of disposing of them can be regarded as a compliance with that 
AS per pak belleves would not be redeemed by merely dividing the surface 
pledge.” 

5. For nearly 40 years this controversy was waged with increasing 
intensity, until 1846, when an act was passed directing the sale of these 


nds, 

This condemned and discarded galley is now sought to be resurrected, 
and in pursuance thereof there have been withdrawn forest, coal, oil, 
phosphate, and 3 lands, aggregating in Colorado over 21,000,000 
acres, equal to 33 per cent of the total area of the State, together with 
similar amounts in other Western States, so that, in all, the area thus 
withdrawn is greater than the combined area of Maine, New Hampshire, 

Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, Néw 
Jersey, Jaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, both Virginias, Ohio, Ken- 
tucky, Indiana, and Illinois, and thus nearly 300,000,000 acres are now, 
and have been for several years, practically out of reach of individual 
enterprise or taxation for the support of State government. 
obstructive policy is a departure from the policy, of the past 50 years, 
and in violation of the rights of these States, as provided in their 
enabling acts admitting them into the Union, their constitutions, and the 
fundamental principles on which the Union of the States is predicated. 

The idea that the leasing of the forests and other public lands for 
grazing purposes to stockmen, reserving to the settler and miner a 
right to enter them, will give the latter adequate protection is a fallacy, 
for the reason that it is obvious that such entries will necessarily inter- 
fere with the proper handling of stock. Where a stockman has 1,000 
acres or more under such a lease, and a homesteader should undertake to 
enter 160 or 320 acres of the best of it, it is a certainty that the stock- 
man would in nigel way not ponve unlawful discourage the settter, 
unless we credit the stockman with less than ordinary sense of self- 

otection. And it is equally certain that he would succeed in prevent- 
ng the entry, even if he had to buy the settler off. 

The inevitable result of such leases will be to substantially end home- 
Steading and mining on the public lands. 

6. We assert that the States are vested with the right to control the 
waters within their respective borders (subject only to the right of 
the Federal Government to protect navigation on those streams that 
are 8 to di of them to those who will use them for 
beneficial purposes, and that all returns therefrom, direct or indirect, 
justly belong to the States and not to the Federal Government. 

7. Reclamation of arid lands when undertaken by the United States 
Government should in all cases recognize the rights of the States to 
control the waters within their borders, and should also recognize the 
equitable nyat of its water users and other competitive projects 
and those of private enterprises. 

These projects and enterprises should not be made by officers of the 
Reclamation Service an excuse for the refusal to approve of rights of 
way and o ney of lands under private irrigation projects; such 
delays seriously obstruct private enterprises and the development and 
improvement of lands belonging to the States, and we ask that any 
such refusals be revoked. 

We further ask that the Reclamation Service take immediate steps 
looking toward the early completion of all projects now under way 
within this State, in order that early settlement under these projects 
A take place. 

. The rapid descent and general character of mountain streams 
give such endless opportunities for water plants that any monopoly 
of tho same is physically impossible. Indeed. the idea is growing 
rapidly that the small wer plant is the coming one. When water 
has served its purpose for one power plant, it continues its descent. 
It is not consumed. nor does it vanish. Its volume is as great after 
as before, and therefore but a little lower down in the mountains an- 
oe toi pga plant may be constructed, and so on, while the stream 

all last. 

These delays have seriously obstructed not only these private proj- 
ects, but have also interfered with the irrigation and improvement 
of several hundred thousand acres of land belonging to the State of 
Colorado, and granted under the laws of the United States for the 
purpose of improvement and sale by the State. 


We ask that these unlawful refusals be promptly revoked and fur- 
ther delays forbidden. 

9. We recognize that some good has been accomplished by the Forest 
Service, yet at the same time its cost has been many times greater 
than its benefits; it has materially hindered the settlement and develo 
ment of the country, chiefly because of the hard and fast rules made 
at Washington by chiefs untamiliar with actual conditions, and ad- 
ministered by subordinates, many of whom are equally unfamiliar with 
such conditions, 

As to the scientific forestry promised, it is only necessary to refer 
to the reports of the forester to show that his management in many 
respects is most unscientific. His reports show that billions of feet 
of timber in the natural forests are overripe, decaying, and decayed, 
and are an actual fire menace to the remainder and ought to be cut. Yet 
the high prices he asks and the rules and regulations enforced are 


‘greatly restricting sales and cutting. 


We urge that a committee, congressional or otherwise, be immediately 
88 to visit Colorado and investigate the conditions referred to 
above and report on the same. It seems necessary to have the com- 
mittee pursue its investigation on ihe ground, as few of those who suffer 
by the methods in force would be able to advance the expenses of a 
trip to Washington. Besides, an actual view of many of these things 
will disclose features which it would be difficult to make clear by 
testimony. 

10. An unjust discrimination is made between grazing and other 
agricultural lands. The major portion of this State is com ot 
what is termed “ grazing lands,” and grass is the greatest agricultural 
crop known and the most indispensable. All lands at present chiefly 
valuable for graz'ng should be as freely open to entry as are farm lands, 
but in sufficient quantities to support families, More than three- 
fourths of our present cultivated area was originally located as pas- 
ture, and it was largely through this privilege that our present culti- 
vated area was developed. 

There is hardly an acre of grazing land on the plains that will not 
ultimately become agricultural lands with the development of storage 
of water and the economical use thereof. 

11. Nearly all of our metalliferous lands have been Included in the 
forest reserves, since which time not a single important mining camp 
has been opened. The unwarranted interference by the Forest Service 
is largely responsible for the falling off of millions of dollars in the 
annual metal output. The man who is MATON to put his labor and 
money into the et frei e of a mining claim is the person best fitted 
to classify the land and should be permitted to acquire it. 

We venture the assurance that if 40 years ago the forest reserves 
had been established neither Leadville nor Cripple Creek nor a score of 
other mining camps would have been discovered or developed. 

Although our lands are of poeet variety, they re open to entry for 
but few purposes and in unsuitable quantities. For instance, a piece of 
land can not be taken merer for a home, 

12. In Territorial days Congress gave us the water of our natural 
streams and confirmed that right in the acceptance of our State con- 
stitution. Certain Federal bureaus are trying to take away that right by 
denying rights of wee over the public domain. 5 

The contention of Federal authority, as in the case of the Eagle Dam, 
for the first storage of water at the lower end of the stream, instead 
of near the source of supply, would prevent the repeated use of water 
for power and irrigation upstream, would uselessly deprive large areas 
of development, and would therefore be contrary to the principle of 
x e best use as demonstrated by the experience of more than half a 
century, 

The diversion and use of water when streams are high equalize the 
flow, furnish a better supply of water during the dry season, and, by 
lessening floods, save lives and property on the rivers below. 

Special agents are permitted to protest against the validity of entries 
without any knowledge of facts relating thereto. They should be re- 
quired to make their objections at the time of final proof, that the entry- 
man might face his accusers. 

13. The courts should be opened to land disputes, that citizens may 
be afforded an opportunity to enforce their rights instead of the system 
now in vogue of determination through star-chamber proceedings by 
administrative officers. 

14. Under the express terms of the enabling act Colorado was ad- 
mitted to the Union on an equal footing in all respects whatsoever with 
the original States. To be on an equal footing we must have the power 
to tax the land and other property within the State, for without that 

ower we can not maintain State and local governments and institu- 
ions. The present policy of the Federal Government is to place our 
lands and resources on a revenue basis, paving taxes in the form of 
royalties into the Federal Treasury, thereby seriously interfering with 
the means of supporting our needy owing institutions. The effect of 
the present policy is to permit local taxation only upon farm and city 
and town lands now privately owned. This might be less objectionable 
in Iowa or Illinois, where practically all of the land is tillable. More 
than half of the area of Colorado is not tillable under any known meth- 
ods, but is composed of mineral, grazing, and timbered areas which take 
the place of farm lands and which are just as expensive to govern, if 
not more so, than are the farm Jands. The policy, therefore, which with- 
draws these from taxation is a serious handicap to the State. 

While our resources are of great variety they are not naturally ready 
for use. On the average there has been a dollar in expense for every 
dollar in precious metals taken from the mountains, and the value of 
our lands is measured by the labor required for their irrigation and 
development. Without the value, the presence, and industry our people 
haye added to them there is not a dollar's worth of value in any of our 
natural resources. Every dollar, therefore, charged in the form of roy- 
ear ds the products of these resources is a tax on human toil. 

e can not hope to secure the best settlement of our lands nor devel- 
opment of our resources upon a tenantry basis. The man who is per- 
a to lease lands cheaply for grazing will try to keep them for 
pasture, 

15. There is but one-third of our area on the tax rollis, with extraor- 
dinary educational requirements to equip our peeps to meet mining, 
industrial, irrigation, aud other agricultural development. We must, 
therefore, increase the taxable area to include all the lands if every por- 
tion of the State shall bear its just share of this burden. 

A large part of our territory is included in the Louisiana Purchase, 
in the treaty ratifying which it is decreed : 

“The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the 
Union of the United States and admitted, as soon as possible, according 
to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the 
rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States.” 

f this provision were complied with Mian ry bureaucratic gov- 
ernment over large areas of our State would be Impossible. Is there 
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any reason why people who must live in and do business with the said 
reservations should be 8 of the same rights and privileges en- 
joyed by the citizens of the older States, and what reason is there to 
— that forests can not be grown and protected or monopolies pre- 
vented under the republican form of government? 

The incentive of ownership is necessary to secure the best devel 
ment of our mineral territory, and we can not expect the best citizensh 
unless people are permitted to own their own homes, no matter in what 
business they engage. 

The private-owned land in the State is scattered promiscuously 
amongst the Federal-owned land, and there can be no Soye of har- 
monious action or good feeling through the intermingled double jurisdic- 
tion over our territory. 

The Government proposes as a landlord to go into almost 
of business within the State on untaxed property in co tion with 
private owned and taxed Draper: The public business does not need 
to pay expenses, but the owner of the private popei must pay taxes 
to make up the loss of his Federal competitor. e Federal Government 
engaging in business as a proprietor must necessarily occupy a con- 
tractual relation with the citizen, under which the Government may 
enforce its contract the citizen, whereas the citizen may not 
enforce his contract against the Government. 8 

Under the present administration of the forest reserves the Govern- 
ment acknowledges the moral right of the State to tax the property by 
returning to boa State 25 per cent of the proceeds from , rentals, 


and s p 

It assumes the Fight, however, to dictate the disposition of this rebate 
by decreeing that it shall go to the support of roads and schools, two 
the courts the very lives of those living upon Federalowned property 

courts the very lives o ose upon on 
and the necessity for the maintenance of educational, charitable. and 
penal institutions Dr the State. 

16. The continued withdrawal of our lands and resources from en 

» and placing them upon a revenue basis to pay royalties into the Fede 

Treasury means their control by Hag ae and t Texas, which never 
had any public lands, would, in the House of resentatives, have four 
times the legislative power over our territory t we ourselves could 
exert; and that New York, which has no public domain, would have 
ten times the legislative Peat ad over our territory that we ourselves 
8 5 too, without any adequate knowledge of local condi- 

ons and n es. 

The double jurisdiction over the territory of the State has led to 
strong opposition to Federal officials, against whose orders and rules 
there is no recourse in the courts, and employees of the Federal bureaus 


every kind 


defend their position have been constantly doing missionary work in 
behalf of the general principle of Federal control of our lands and 
resources. 


tism. 
publicanism and bureaucracy are incompatible existence.” 
Encyclopedia.) 

Our laws and customs are built m experience, and our people are 
better acquainted with local conditions and necessities and are more 
interested in building the State aright than are the le of the East. 
If there is fear of monopolization, Congress, in the act of cession, 
could provide effective means for reversion of title to the State when- 
is attempted. The a tion of our public — — — 
es o 


(Cent. 


development of our institutions, and the betterment of social conditions. 
17. estly request under existing or more appropri- 
ate laws such an a tion as will secure the settlement of our 
public lands and the development of our resources, cing them upon 
the tax rolls with effective p ons monopo tlon and waste. 
We ask for no advantage or privilege not 2 Song — the older Sta 
but feel we have a right to insist that we ced on an 
footing in all whatsoever with the original. States to own and 
use our lands and resources to build our State and support its govern- 
ment and institutions. 
O. C. SKINNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


STEPHEN R. F'ITTZGERALD, 
President of the Senate. 
ELIAS M. AMMONS, - 
Governor State of Colorado, 
Approved March 8, 1918, at 1.49 p. m. 


THE TWENTIRTH GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF COLORADO. 
[Senate concurrent resolution No. 6.] 
Whereas the Congress of the United Sta’ at the last session, serio’ 
considered bills providing for acts Jay ph water-power sites, 
oil, and phosphate lands, and did succeed in passing a measure leasing 


the coal lands of Alaska; an 
ereas a determined effort is being made by certain interests to induce 
the United States Government to adopt leasing policy in relation 
to public lands and natural resources upon such lands; and 
Whereas this policy, if applied to Colorado, would place over half the 
area of this State under a Federal dlord system that would for- 
ever prevent this State from levying taxes upon any of these lands 
or resources ; and 
Whereas under our State constitution and under the 


Attest: 


taxes upon all of the property wi 


is hela by the Fed Government, and the establishing of the leas- 
ing system upon these Federal lands would result in the development 
of these lands for the benefit of the Fed Government rather than. 


eral 
for the benefit of the State, which is a vilege all the 
had enable them to develop their territory for the 
benefit of the citizens a levy taxes all of the territory 


nd to J 
for the support of the State: Therefore be it 


Approved April 12, 1915. 
If Congress and the Interior and Agricuiture Departments would 


en out the sentiment of the governors’ resolutions and of these me- 
morials and follow the present laws the West would grow by leaps and 
bounds, and the entire Nation would be benefited beyond possibility 


of calculation. 
The last national Democratic platform, adopted at Baltimore, con- 
tained the follo provisions: 
“ We believe in conservation and the development for the use of 
the people of the natural resources of the country. Our f 
sources of water supply, 0 
and the 
country been so lavishly endowed constitute the foundation of 
our national wealth. Such additional legislation as may be necessary 
to prevent their being wasted or absorbed by -special or privileged inter- 
oe See — and the policy of conservation should be 
gidi er: 3 
+ The public domain should be administered and d of with due 
regard to the general welfare. 
urport to 
erefor. 


Jand wholly unsuited 


“The 
broadest 
to comply 


5 ae laws should be administered in a spirit of the 

—.— toward the settler exhibiting a bona e purpose 
the th to the end that the invitation of this Government 
should be ive as possible, and the plain pro- 
visions of the forest-reserye act permitting homestead entries to be 
made within the national forest should not be nullified by administra- 
tion regulations which amount to a withdrawal of great areas of the 
same from settlement. 

Immediate action should be taken by Congress to make available 
the vast and valuable coal deposits of Alaska under conditions that 


will be a guaranty against their fa into the hands of 
mono izing corporations, associations, or interests. “Fans 
“We rejoice in the inheritance of resources unequaled in 


pledge ourselves to the extension of work 
of Mines every sagi appropriate for national legislation with a view 
safeguarding the lives of miners, lessening the waste of essential 
resources, and promoting the economic development of mf ae gens 
along with agriculture, must in the future, even more than in the past, 
the v foundation of our national prosperity and welfare 
onal commerce.” 

e last Republican national platform contained the following pro- 

ons 


: CONSERVATION POLICY. 

“ We rejoice in the success of the distinctive Republican policy of the 
conservation of our national resources for their use by the people without 
N 5 monopoly. We pledge ourselves to a continuance of 
such a policy. 

We favor such fair and reasonable rules and regulations as will not 
discourage or interfere with actual bona fide home seekers, prospectors, 
and miners in the acquisition of public lands under existing laws. 

RECLAMATION OF LANDS. 


“We favor the continuance of the policy of the Government with re- 
820 to the reclamation of arid lands; and for the encouragement of 

e settlement and improvement of such lands we favor an. 
amendment to the law that will reasonably extend the time within which 
— — bing = of any reclamation project may be repaid by the landowners 
under, it.” 
Neither of the two great political 
this Government adopted or prom 
ve Party W the 


of 


G0 
revent mono} and enco legitimate development. 
State Beng that 8 — 


safe in sayſng that no political party in any Western State has ever 
ted this univ and perpe eral bureau 1 policy, 
and we predict that .. WELL TRUN to-elect te cket, 
The Democratic State platform in do, in the year 1908, apon 
which the entire e ticket was elected, contained the fol- 
lowing plank: 


of the 

be placed by Federal law under effective State and local — 
We demand the immediate exclusion of tural and unforested 

areas from the the di 


the 
timber es w Oe ee ee 
by which the price of lumber has been doubled to the consumers. 
“We demand the 


the administra’ 
be legislative in their character, which 


by congres- 
wW ran a SEE opposed to the pronounced of the Repub- 

= are 
lican ‘administration to lease the balance of the public domain, thereby 
withdrawing the land m settlement. The le of the West are 


entitled to 
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to build their States. They are to be put on an equal 
— people of the Kast in this regard, and will be satisfied with nothing 
ess. 


The Democratice State platform in Colorado, in the year 1910, upon 
which practically the entire State ticket and all three Congressmen were 
elected, contained the following plank: 

“ We reassert our position upon the public-land 2 as adopted 

a 


footing with 


at Pueblo in 1908, and declare the right of the State to control of the 
resources within its boundaries; we are in sympathy with the policy of 
considering the natural resources of the Nation and the State in a 
manner which will protect rigat of the future generations, but we are 
unalterably opposed to the bureaucratic, arbitrary regulations which 
work hardship on the homesteaders and the miners and retard the de- 
velopment of the State.” 

During the campaign of 1912 the Democratic Party in Colorado, after 
very careful and exhaustive consideration, adopted one of the most 
comprehensive platforms that party has ever had in that State. AU 
of the four members of this House and both of the Senators from Colo- 
rado were elected upon that platform. Among the declarations of prin- 
ciples for which we stood were the following: 

GIVE PUBLIC LANDS FOR HIGHWAYS. 

“We favor the ceding by Congress to the State of public lands for 
rede Pi ses, the proceeds thereof to be used by the highway com- 
mission for the construction and maintenance of public thoroughfares 
exclusively. 

STATE SHOULD CONTROL PUBLIC LAND. 

“In conformity with the joint resolution unanimously adopted by the 
eighteenth general assembly, and in the language thereof, We most 
earnestly request that all public lands within the boundaries of Colo- 
rado be turned over to the State under terms just and fair to both 
State and Nation, and with such restrictions as will effectually pre- 
vent meer gee to the end that all territory shall be under one juris- 
diction and uniform law; that we shall have the same rights enjoyed 
by the. older States of our Union; that all land capable of agricultural 
development shall be freely open to homestéad entry; that Jands suit- 
able for summer homes shall sold in small tracts, and under proper 
restrictions, for that purpose; that prospecting may be encouraged 
and greater mining development secured; that. rights of way shall be 
under the control of the State, avoiding vexatious and often prohibitive 
delays in construction; that water power may be had and manufactur- 
ing encouraged; that our lands may be made revenue producing, and 
that such reyenue from rentals, royalties. and sales may be used for 
the construction of public highways and the completion of reclamation 
projects; that greater settlement and production may make our rural 
communities more populous, improve social conditions, help the rail- 
ways to give better service and make needed extensions; and that the 
blessings. of local self-government, including the right to impose taxes 
upon all property alike and the disposal of such revenues as local needs 
demand, shall be guaranteed to all our people, 


LAND QUESTION DECLARED ONE FOR COURTS, 


“The jurisdiction of the courts should be extended to all contests 
and controversies arising over homestead, desert, and other land filings 
and entries, including protests and objections by the Government 
thereto, and heard and determined as now provided in adverse cases 
arixing under the mining laws of the United States. 

“We denounce the policy of the Republican administration, which, 
having retarded our development, now pro; to withdraw all the re- 
maining agricultural, grazing, and mineral public lands from all forms 
of entry, with the expressed determination of imposing upon the West a 
permanent bureaucratic rule and Federal leasing system of all the Gov- 
ernment resources within our borders, and thereby disastrously retard- 
ing the development of our State and depriving our Commonwealth of 
its just and constitutional rights.” 

While we have not the 1 available, the fact is that, practi- 
cally speaking, the Republican Party in Colorado has denounced this 
propoxed leasing policy as bitterly as the Democrats have. 

There is nothing personal or political whatever in any of our objec- 
tions to this bill or this leasing and royalty system. 

This is not a question of individuals or of political parties. It is a 
question of the constitutional right, as well as the justness and 
advisability of a governmental policy. Ninety-five per cent of the 
over 800, population of Colorado have always been against the 
policy of the Government going into a general business of the perpetrati 
withdrawal and leasing of the natural resources of our State. 
protest is directed rot only against this bil but also against its 
companion bill, proving tor the permanent withholding and leasing 
of all the water power the Western States, without, as we think, 
safeguarding or even izing the constitutional rights of the 
people of those States in their exclusive ownership of all of those 
waters and the fact that they are all now appropriated. This pro- 
test Is also A yay the proposed hasty classification of all the remain- 

ing 279,544,494 acres yet unreserved public domain with the avowed 

ect and purpose of leasing all thereof; and also against what seems 
to us a part of an impending program of leasing all of the gold and 
rated and other precious and valuable metals upon or in the public 
omain. 

In other words, this is a protest against a general policy, not against 
any of the details or any particular part of this bill, except the dis- 
position of the funds, There are many provisions in the bill under 
consideration that are beneficial, and if any leasing bill is adopted we 
hope that the beneficial features of this bill will be preserved, especial! 
the one authorizing the leasing of 160 acres of coal land to munici- 

lities without any royalty charge. That is an amendment carrying 
nto effect the provisions of the bill which Representative TAYLOR has 
had pending in Congress for years. It is to provide cheaper fuel and 
is in aid of, and in the direction of, municipal ownership. If this gen- 
eral bill could be passed, giving ait municipalities coal land free, under 
proper restrictions, it would ectually prevent er coal monopoly or 
extortion and be almost a godsend to the West. hat is a true con- 
servation measure, with no jobs or royalties attached to it. We hope 
and believe if that provision is retained in the bill it will bring about 
much cheaper coal and better service to the inhabitants of the cities 
and towns throughout the West. 

It is iargely true that many of the natural resources of the West are 
in a state of nonuse, and they have been in that state for millions of 
years, But it is not necessary for the Federal Government to go into 
all these different kinds of business and adopt a general leasing policy 
of all of those resources in order to 2 — and develop the West. If the 
Government will open them, they will be developed. 

It is probably true that existing laws need overhauling; if so, Con- 
gress should overhau! them; and in the meantime the West would be 
wouderfully benefited by a more liberal construction of the existing 


laws. We have had government by ge espe too long in former years, 
oa that is one of the main reasons why the West has not developed 

Ster. 

It is not right or narra for Congress to put the Western States 
upon the same basis as the Territory of Alaska in order to assist in 
their development or to prevent monopoly. 

According to the reports of the Geological Survey, there is enough 
known and accessible coal in this country to last us 7,000 years; and 
from the day that Columbus first set foot on Watling Island down to 
this hour we have actually used less than 1 per cent of our available 
coal supply. So there is no likelihood of any famine in coal. 

If there is a general demand for better laws to encourage develop- 
ment and prevent speculation, let us enact them. We of the West 
want development more than anyone else does, and we will heartily 
join in the enactment of any reasonable measures that will prevent 
Speculation and monopoly and safı rd the public interests and pre- 
vent extortion and waste. But we deny that it is necessary to adopt a 
ermanent leasing policy, thereby putting ourselves into a perpe ual 

‘ederal tenantry class, to bring about these most desirable results. 

At page 16 of his report for the year ending June 30, 1910, Secretary 
of the Interior 1 © F made a report upon the question of the pe r 
disposition of the public coal 2 and conclusively showed the im- 

racticability and fallacy of the Government going into the coal-leasing 
usiness, as follows: 
COAL LANDS. 


“Respecting the disposition of coal in the public lands, I call atten- 
tion to what was said on this subject in my last annual report, to the 
effect that new legislation was desirable and that the most advanta- 
geous method of disposal of coal deposits will be found in a measure 
authorizing the lease or sale thereof subject to forfeiture for failure 
to exercise the rights granted, with restrictions on mining operations 
in order to conserve the deposit as a public utility. In my annuat 
report as Commissioner of the General Land Office in 1907 I gave the 
reasons which fg ps me to believe that the best interests of the 
Government will subserved by a sale rather than a lease of the 
deposits. I also set forth in an official statement some of the difficul- 
ties which I thought would be encountered by the Government in the 
operation ot a leasing system, as follows: 

First. Under a sale of a deposit an owner would not need that 
supervision that a lessee would necessarily be under in the matter of 
protecting the mine as against wasteful and ruinous operation. In 
operation it will be found that a lessee will naturally have an incentive 
to produce as much coal with as little expenditure in honest develop- 
ment as possible, resulting in mem f eases of robbing the mine—that 
is, leaving insufficient timbering, pillars, air shafts, etc., to maintain 
its permanency white the coal of this or overlying seams is being re- 
moved; and the high-grade or more valuable coals will often be worked 
out and the low des left in the mine, resulting in a total loss thereof 
to the public. urthermore, upon the termination of a lease or other 
abandonment, Government maintenance will be necessary In many cases 
which would not occur under the sale system. Government mainte- 
nance would mean retimbering and a continuance of physical improve- 
ments to prevent decay and loss of the deposits from fire, cave-ins, 
flooding, ete. It is true that in case of forfeiture under the sale of 
the deposits similar maintenance would be necessary except upon a 
resale; but the cases in which forfeiture would occur under the sale 
system would be small compared with the abandonments or forfeitures 
under the leasing system. 

Second. The collection of rentals, royalties, or tolls, as the case 
may be, under a leasing system will necessarily involve the maintenance 
of a numerous body of Government employees at a great expense to 
the Government and add further expense for a detailed system of ac- 
counting. This increased expense involved in the leasing of coal de- 
posits will, of necessity, increase the price of coal to the consumer and 
will also be a constant menace in administration as likely to produce 
in many instances public seandal if not corrupt practices, These 
objectionable features would appear to me to be practically removed 
under a sale of the deposits. 

„Third. Regulations, under the leasing system, will be likely to 
trench upon the police power of the States as to mine 9 super- 
vision, and regulation, where, under the sale system, the 
little or no conflict. 5 

„Fourth. In the operation of a coal mine under a lease from the 
Federal Government the lease would negessgrily have to be so worded 
as to protect the Government against Hability for negligence on the 
part of the operator resulting from loss of life or destruction of por: 
erty. In case the Government's agents were likewise grossly negligent 
in enforcing the regulations a grave question is presented, whether 
or not the Government is not at least morally liable?“ 

I consider it highly important that Congress take action in giving 
the department an effective method of disposition of coal lands and 
deposits, eet in Alaska. The question of whether it should be 
by a sale of the deposit or through a 1 method is one to be de- 
termined by Congress. In Alaska it is possible that a leasing system 
could be adapted to the country with great efficiency and with less 
complication than in the States. Under the present coal-land laws the 
appraisement as fixed by the department is at a price estimated on the 
basis of a reasonable royalty except in Alaska, where the price by law 
is fixed at a flat acreage rate, and in the States the administrative 

licy is to secure by sale what would accrue to the Government if the 
he its were mined on a royalty basis.” 

hat statement is just as true now as it was then; and everyone 
who knows anything about practical coal mining will, we think, realize 
that Secretary Ballinger’s statement is not far from just what will 
happen when that department starts in to run the coal mines of the 
West. Moreover, the consumers or the Government will be burdened 
with the enormous expense of maintaining an army of coal-mine in- 
spectors and arrogant and irritating agents, with no commensurate 
benefit whatever. < 

It is said that “the leasing system is not new; it is old.” That 
is true. The leasing system is old and tried and has been found 
wanting, and was emphatically and indignantly thrown off by our own 
Government as an infamous incubus. It cost the Government more 
than four times as much as the entire gross receipts from royalties. 

* — > * . 2 * 

The States of Illinois and Missouri fought valiantly for 25 years to 
dislodge from their shoulders this leasing burden, and now some of 
their Representatives, ignoring that long and severe lesson, are trying 
to inflict that false and repudiated policy upon us, your brothers, who 
have gone out into that wilderness and are striving against desperate 
odds to build t States. Colorado is filled with Illinoisans and 
Missourians a we feel like saying to each of our colleagues from 
those States, “Et tu, Brute?” 


re could be 
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We have received a t many 
Is from 


them 
objections. But we will insert merely as a 
mercial Club of Rio Blanco County, as a fair illustration of the way 
this theoretical conserva’ affects and will affect the development 
of the 30 counties in which those resources are located. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

“At a regular meeting of the Rio Blanco County Commercial Club 
held at Meeker, Rio Blanco County, Colo., on the 6th day of April, 
1914, the following resolutions were adopted, to wit: 

“Whereas there are now pending in Congress certain bills for the 
leasing of the public Jands; and 

“ Whereas it appears from the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp that many able 
and fair- ded Representatives and Senators have very limited 
knowledge of western conditions : i 

“ Resolved, That a plain statement of facts and conditions in this 
county that have a bearing on the leasing question be made, and that 
we mi of any class of lands 


are withdrawn in the White River National Forest, about 85,000 acres 
coal lands have been 


practi withdrawn by action of the Interior 8 in 
pla ereon values several times as great as paten coal lands 
adj can be bought for; about 40, acres of carnotite lands are 
now sought to be thdrawn by Con and subdivisions of lands 
that lie here and there alo: White ver for a length of more than 

es or ju g into the patented lands have been 


or purposes other h 
the ditch or pipe-line would have to be 
the Government could control the building of su 
“The cost of maintaining our county government 
the shortest public roads it is 80 miles to the farthest western settle- 
ment in this county from Meeker, the county seat, and more than 100 
from Meeker to the most easterly settlement. 

“To N this county we have the follow’ patented lands: Irri- 
ted lands, 21,359 acres; Eads 4 lands, 91,792 acres; natural ha: 
ands, 2,018 acres; and coal „ 4,149 acres. Our nearest railroad is 

45 miles distant. 


f. 
one-half of that increase 
20,000 acres on which there was no but sagebrush and which to-da. 
produces more revenue for this county the 312,000 acres of fores 
reserve lands. It took six years of 5 to get tract elimina ted. 
One agent sent here by the Interior tment in 1893 or 1894 in- 
formed us that it should be retained wi the forest lands as a winter 
feeding ground for deer. The same ar, ent was advanced by Forester 
Pinchot at a later time, when he sent an inspector from Washington, 
D. C.. to report on the advisability of adding to the forest the lands 
th te River from the forest to the Utah line, a distance of 70 
nontimber lands. When the agent reported 
pat a as not forest land Mr. Pinchot asked for a second report by a 


cer. 
We would call the attention of our Congressmen and Senators to the 
fact that a system of espionage has for years been maintained by the 
77777... in Sia were capectnlly © actions of 
‘ormed ; nage more over the actions o 
those who have filed on land which has been eliminated from the re- 
land is no longer under the jurisdiction of the Forest 
ce. One duty of the rangers in winter has been to count the horses 

and cattle that are pastured and fed on homesteads, eyen on patented 
land. Most homesteaders are poor men, but a poor man has little chance 
to secure a homestead within the reserve. Applications are usually held 
up for about one year before an applicant can file. He is given a permit 
to use the land until such time as the d t acts upon his 11 — 
permit he gets no credit for 

three years’ residence from 

ni States land office at Glen- 


being in this county, 


big cattle outfits. 

Leasing of coal, radium, and grazing lands are more to be avoided 
than leases on the forest reserves, yet we call attention to wrongs 
suffered through having these lands controlled from Washington, where 
the best informed know but little of the actual situation. 

“All leases help the rich men and keep the poor man down. 

“ We well remember when a convention was called to outline a lease 
law. All the parties invited to attend this convention from the West 
were members of an association of cattle barons, who formed that 
association for the Bee oye of getting the Government to lease the 
public range. The leth of each member of the convention was, 
*Let the poor man have first choice.’ 
esr ve him a chance to take 160 
an 
wal of oil gi ly to the oil kings egy en 

of o! ves a monopoly to the o 0} a 
millions to the £ 3 ble 
ce 


ge of 
here was 


spot. piled, came a 

outside and ordered all the brush to be removed to another place 

before parning The people of Rio Blanco County pay, for these extras. 
“Our greatest values in our coal deposits, which are immense. 

Without these assets we have a sorry future before us. 7 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JANUARY 12, 


“All forms of er keep out immigration to the West. The course 
of the Government in ing from the peo their coal, their so-called 
grazing lands, their radium, and their „ and in taking from the 
poanie of Colorado the water that falls on their lands, to given to 

exicans, is making the United States a land of ts and 


peasants, 

“The amount of income received by this county from 312,000 
acres of forest land is not one-half so large as it receives from certain 
a ep 8 owning only a small acreage. Leasers never 

ulld up a country. 

“One serious trouble in getting justice is that conservationists are 
theorists and not practicable. 

“All the oil lands and the radium lands of this country were dis- 
covered by prospectors. United States geologists are Spri ors. 

lands of eoma; 


We spent thousands of dollars in proving the oll 
but as soon as proved to be an oil territory they asked the Presid 
baltum ds were discovered and 


to withdraw the lands. asp 

déveloped by home people, and United States geologists are only 
familiar with the size of such veins of coal as have been ee 
patented by home people. f the radium deposits are J. open to 
pros will make that element a ‘drug on the 


pro 5 this coun 
et. 

Our people still remember the fact that multimillionaire lumbermen 
were charter members of the conservation league, and that they made 
millions by the timberland withdrawals. Our porr Mas were in favor of 
such withdrawal, but never expected this Government to ale oe u 
a monopoly. We thought prices of lumber would be kept to low 


t. 
Outside the forest every half section of land (the so-called grazing 
) remaining o; to settlement contains tillable tracts aggregating 
40 to 60 acres, an en by home 


consequen 
leasers on 2,000 acres of the same lands. 
lands will make F 


We are es op) 

Reclamation Service, believing them to be more wast than any other 
branch of the Government. e are well aware that department officials 
do not like criticism of their t 


are a unit against the withdrawal of coal, 
are nearly so as to lands, onl 
cattlemen and a few others who alrea 


on, D. C. 
“Rro BLANCO COUNTY COMMERCIAL CLUB, 
“By W. S. MONTGOMERY, President. 
W. D. Simms, Secretary.” 

AE Goes: Sonera PARINE police i ABOA n the West, we predict 
that Colorado and other Western States will be compelled to 
excise tax upon the output of our coal mines and other Government- 
leased resources as a substitute for the loss of taxes on those 


aes era 1 of the Reclamation Service, M has 
counsel o matio) 2 re- 
— ered 4 in the ember 


estion indeed. 
bill will 


debate. 

The question is not only as it affects coal and oll and gas, etc. 
but the question is whether or not the welfare of this Republic, and 
the West in particular, will be benefited by this general program of 
pu e royalty basa 


all of our natural resources on a F. 
and reby permanently withdraw for all time and wi them 
from private ownership and vent them from going onto the tax 
rolls, no matter what the ob, or pretext may or how laudable 
the alleged purpose may be. Will the West be benefited by putting 
a direct and permanent perpetuat tax upon our consumers and burden 
the development of our States for the purpose of building more recia- 
mation projects or for any other pag se We must not look at this 
merely Por the present but for the future and the ultimate welfare 
of the people of those States in ticular and our country in general, 
Is it wise to put a perpetual and increasing Federal tax upon our de- 
fireside and citizen of our State, upon cvery 
er generated and used by the farmers or any- 
and upon every ton of coal hereafter mined in pas State and 
0 


more money with which to build 
a sensible or fair business po general consi publie 

proximately $100 for the ving back some locality $1? 
It an table or sensible business policy for the Govern- 
all of this enormous wealth forever from private 
0 p and deprive the States from hundreds of millions of dollars 
of taxes which they would derive from it and give them back in lieu 
thereof a few thousand dollars in reclamation projects? 

There is no question but what this policy is and for some time will 
be very popular in the South and North and East. Those sections 
ain MeL AE tee Gos ek Opperterity. of MAES 8 

ey see an oppo yo y ng some mone; 
3 1 by this They will be most H 


into Federal be awfully 
disap) ted; but the: believe t now. They have the power 
and e Members in to force this upon us of the West, 
and they may do so t because they have vote to do it does 

have the power to force 


not make it t or fair, and because th o 
this c-crown-land-bureaucratie ey upon us can not make 
us 5 it or advocate it when we feel it is not right and when we 

0 


look ee So mus. Do the bers of 
this House feel that is fair to authorise the present Secretary of 
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the Interior or any other Secretary, or bureau chief ar clerk to 
50-year leases on ae resources ?: Who; can tell m. how? the: AES 


seemly haste 
and inflict this burden upon: the next 
Congress with only a few . 


embark in a great: man, d 
tize Genk. 


success. in producing Peder obs, but no net receipts from these royal- 
ties will ever get ate the History will 
repeat itself, and our States will never receive a dollar from these 
sources; but the people will have to bear an enormous burden for the 
salaries and expenses. 

The people who purchase lumber from the 184,505,602' acres within 
the forest reserves and the ranchmen who graze their stock on them 


ae like three and a — = dollars more from the United 


head administration costs,” and both th 
increasing all the time. We say this not by way of cri 
merely as am illustratiom of the growth and 


bureaus all the time. And yet at the time of the creation. of those 
forest reserves it was loudly proclaimed that the Forest Service would | 
net only be PY aha but would soon produce a large revenue to || 


the Governmen 


This leasin: liey, if carried out, will ultimately bring about the 
ine pe 


ereation of new Federal 3 on all the receipts: and much 
more will be dissipated in sala sere 

It is the —— ——.— scheme for the increase of Federal employees 
and enormously ＋ 2 the power and influence of these bureaus in 
Washington that this Nation has ever witnessed. 


The boldness of it is astounding, and the complacency with which it | 


is received is an evil omen for our country. 
CONSERVATION, 


Conservation is like 5 everyone is heartily in favor of 
practicing it on somebody else 
It is not necessary for conservation to have our domestic affairs 
conducted from ee 
We are not in favor of “conservation for Federal jobs or Federal 
revenue. It is not the policy of this Government. to engage in business 
to make money oz to provide offices. We are in favor of the conserva- 
tion of a square deal. We do not believe in confiscation under the guise 
of conservation. 
Conservation ought to Include 9 more worthy than constantly 
neing the power of these bureaus in Washington. It should em- 
brace something more worthy than 83 more positions, imposing 
Fede the ne 3 bardens and additional expenses upon the 
ederal Treasur, 


BILL UNCONSTITUTIONAL. 


Every State in this Union has an inherent right to develop the re- 
sources within its borders and receive the praen of that bpp yg var 


thority to pra interfere w with. that ht. 

These bills, t to be d unconstitutional, berause 
they are in ‘bold. and d defiant Re nan er and denial of the sovereignty of 
the Western Sta Uke p States has full e to 


rotect its p merry 
Bel 5 
wi Moca of the proceeds. of their 


The Western States were admitted into the Union upon an equal 
footing with, and they were 5 8 equal in all —— 
nA that, of the eet Sta Section 3 of ele IV of our Consti- 


“The Congr Bom * have power to dispose of ond make all needed 
rules and Tequiations respecting the territory or other property belong- 
in 11 = United States.” 

the section does not stop there. It declares in the same sen- 


= and ad nothin, in this Constitution shall be so reer as to prejudice 
any claims of the United States, or of any a State.” 

ye can not believe that a system of like these leasing —.— 
which deny the Western States their sovereign authority and 
them of their control of their own development, and places . the 
reach of the authority and jurisdiction of the body 5 those 


3 


tary interest a ‘uch lands, and its right to ultimately dispose thereof, 
but cony: Se no sovereign powers or power to interfere 
with the ment of the resources of the State or to impose un- 
equal or —— excise 9 in any such State, or assume therein 
any palice pomer or regulation, or authority over any of the gna 
535. Ring REA wy ol 
cons! mal gran rs epen 0 one e 8. 

The decision ot the Supreme Court of the State f California, fled 
January 20, 1914, In re Deseret Water, Oil & —— —— Co. v. The 
State of California, so . N and — states the legal and consti- 
tutional rights of the Western States in relation to the public domain 
that I wilk te from the d 


pata on, as follows: 

Bat on general we think that the true interests of the 
State are the o te of those declared in the brief of the attor- 
ney One with the ‘tutional history of the United 
EEE need! BOC DOMAINE Of E ealoing wile wakes tists te 


‘adoption ot the present, Constitution and: d e sessions of the 
= nr —— the: cxistemce 2 — ef Confederation, 


y a, in ir cessions of lands 
to: the U 1 their own rights: and limited the powers ef 
the United States over them, r, ETS! resolved 

may be ceded to the United States by any particu- 
lar State shall be disposed of for the common the United 
States and be settied and fi into- States, —— 


ormed distinct republicam 
shall become: members of the Federal Union, and have the same ri 


; ta sovereignty. freedom, and independence as the other States. 


} hin new States, 
, existing or to be created, should be disposed of, sold, for the benefit — 


the United States. for the reason that the States; believed it 
injurious. te their sovereign rights that any large areas of land within 
the’ boundaries: should be — — —— anag their taxing: power and 
cou rol and within the soverei, of another pewer. Fur- 
ther, it is to be remembered, t . to be admitted 
to the Union upon — — —-—-— States, and the 
lact of admission af the State of California declared. that the State: of 
| California shall be: one and is hereby declared to be one of the United 
States of America and — into the Union on am equal footing with 
i the nal States im all res whatever. The — of said State 
i shall never interfere with the primary of the public lands 
| within: its limits. In the case: of Pollard’s u. Hagan. (3. How. 
212) the Supreme Court of the United States with great learning dis- 
/cusses these contracts between the several! States and the United tates: 
and the- meaning and force of the: constituti provi thereafter 
assed. It is there declared as to the Government lands within such 
tates that the United States never beld any municipal sovereignty, 
Paraga or right of soil in and to their 3 or in aud to the 
territory of any ef the new States, excepting: the right over them of 
| executing the trust, which trust was. to prov e for their disposition by 
į cessions or sale. It is further held that every new State comes into the 
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affirm 
i United States to pass.any law whieh will create —— between the 
States has repeatedly by the Court of the United States itself 
| been declared. to be void and of no effect. (New Orleans v. De 
9 Pet., 224: Groves: — 8 15 Pet., 449: : Tiinois Central R. R. v. 
Ininois, 146 U. S., United’ States b. McBratney, —.— . Aa 621; 
2 Shedd, 1 20 U. S., 508; United States v. 198 U. S., 
4a. 


“We are, of course, not unmindful of the decisions: of the me 
Court ot the United States, such as ge v: Colorado. (206 U. $., 89) 
and Light v: United States (220 U. , 528), which deelare that within 
the governmental trust to dispose Se its publie lands vast areas of 
them within existing States may be taken from the dominiom and con- 
trol of the State and placed in tual reserve. Whether inconsistency 
and hostility exists between s- latter Ine of decisions and that headed 
by Pollard's Lessee v. a the reme Court i in due time will 
declare. But here we desire to —.— out that While the —.— A S 
fornia was admitted as à sovereign State of the Union poring 
S part Of tint ETEEN i the: CNED E 

essen 0 n O e ic 
—.— within the State, to the end that the revenues taxation there- 
from and the control over them may be vested in the State, we have in 
California a withdrawal by the U ted States: from: sale and placing in 
reserves of one-third of the area of the whole State—an 


United States to yield to the State of A control over its natural 
sources of wealth. Its — its mines, tts oil-bearing lands, its power 
sites: and possibilities have been withheld by the United States, which 
proposes to: exercise over them, and is exercising over them, the 
* municipal 2 which the Supreme ‘Court of the United $ States 
in Pollard s Lessee v. Hagan declared not to exist. If at the time of 1 
poon posed cession of its lands by Virginia Congress had declared i 
tent te be that which it has actually executed in the State of Galt. 
fornia, little doubt can be entertained as to the answer which 
would have made. It is indeed a departure from the accepted construc- 
tion of these constitutional provisions to have it said that the United 
States may, 8 here, 8 from. State use one-third of the area 
of a sovereign 8 tate, forever deny to the State the sovereign er of 
taxation and control over these lands, and develop and Des it them 
under its own rules and regulations for the chment of its own 
Treasury. And so coming to the specifie section of land here under 
consideration, if “tt er lities ef water storage and power de- 
velopment, Kate Bs s to Paced interest of the State that these 
potential! be Govel oped in the interest of its citizens and the 


treasury, 
yenas or, if improved at all, impro for the 
This is meant to convey no criticism true con- 
servation of natural resources. But it is a simple declaration of a 
manifest fact, that, in a State such as California, a large part of whose 
territory and whose natural resources are taken a from State con- 
— 2 —. denial of the right of taxation t to such s; the erection of 
perium in im o, are devel ents of mental ideas not 
dreamed of at the e of the ad ion of the Constitution ner at the 
time of the decision of Pollard’s Lessee v. Hagan, and in the State of 
pi gra the cause ef conservation would not suffer if intrusted to the 

e itself. 

It it true that the iy og? 3 title 2 == — domain rests in the United 
States, but that title trust with the ultimate object 
—— it shall be transferred to e people who will devel oP it, and thereby 

e possible the creation re or maintenance of in en States 
wre ‘the Union. It was said in Shively v. 5 om » 1, 49): 
“The terri is held by the United Sta 1 — of the 
whole people in trust for the several States A ae ultimately created 
out ef that territo: 


It was ae intended that these public lands should be indefinitely 
_— — = oited by the Federal Ž SS eee RE ung 

To ternalistic and centralizing encies appear 
of Lara — mad. onservation —— 3 


manin We hope-we may be mistak but this policy looks Mk bold 
2 7 o0 ea 
trampling the ken, but this policy Tooke ike bold 


It 
equal footing upon which the Western States en 
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American citizens do not take kindly to absentee landlordism. We do 
not like the idea of perpetual bureaucratic rule. We prefer to be 
governed by the law and by our own poopie instead of by rules and regu- 
lations promulgated from the city of Washington, ofttimes by peonia who 
have no personal knowledge of our local conditions. We leve these 
measures forever fasten upon the people of the West and the resources 
within our States the bureaucratic grasp of the Federal Government. 
We know that bureaucracy grows on what it feeds upon. We want the 
laws intelligently framed in the light of the welfare of the governed as 
well as the governing bodies. Let us western people develop the re- 
sources in our States under whatever reasonable restrictions you may 
te proper, and we will soon become a storehouse of wealth to this 
Nation. 

While it may be true, as stated, that “the mining of coal may well 
he termed a rich man’s business,“ that condition S partially been 
brought about at the present time by the valuation of coal upon the 
public domain being deliberately placed at such a high price that no 
one but a rich corporation can afford to buy it. And while it is true 
that this bill retains a provision for the sale of coal land, yet that pro- 
vision of the present law amounts to comparatively nothing so Jong as 
the price fixed by the classification on the 19,489,771 acres restored 
is approximately ten times as high as it should be and is clear beyond 
the reach of ordinary individuals or municipalities. We will not say 
that that defense of this bill is hypocritical, but will say that it is an 
utter delusion. Moreover, there are 48,244,274 acres of coal land 
now withdrawn and not classified and probably never will be either 
restored to public entry or classified. 

If the Government has decided to own and operate our coal mines, 
we ought to be frank and say so, because that is what this means, 
This law may, as is stated, “do with Government property what has 
been done by the foremost countries of the world,” and 2 be entirely 
suitable to a monarchy; but we confess we can not make ourselves 
believe that it is beneficial in our form of government. We do not 
relish the idea of Uncle Sam going into 57 varieties of business on our 
money. 

No one can honestly deny the statement that any general scheme for 
the leasing of any of the public domain practically withdraws those 
lands from settlement or entry by those who wish to acquire them and 
make them productive by indiyidual enterprise. And any system which 
prevents lands or resources from going into private ownership prevents 
their becoming subject to State and local taxation, and relieves them 
from their just re rtion of the maintenance of the State government. 

We believe all history will bear out the statement that it is not in 
the interest of the people or the welfare of the Western States to have 
large bodies of land and valuable resources withheld from taxation 
and managed and controlled at long range from the city of Washington ; 
and every step taken by es in the direction of withholding from 
actual settlement and ownership by local citizens tends to the centrali- 
zation of power and the strengthening of the bureaucratic grasp of the 
Federal Government upon the resources of control of our States. 

The people of the West have already suffered so much at the bands 
of the misstyled conservationists that they are exceedingly appre- 
hensive of the danger of this most bold and far-reaching Federal en- 
croachment upon the public-land traditions of the Nation. 

We feel that the West is in honor bound to resist to the utmost 
of its ability these imperialistic aggressions upon our publicland 
heritage which threaten to deprive the West of its wealth and right- 
ful opportunities, Many of as patriotic citizens as there are in this 
Republic look upon this leasing policy as the last act in the efort of 
the East to overthrow all the traditions of our Government affecting 
the disposition of the public domain and the permanent establishment 
of bureaucratic control over the western lands and resources and the 
forcing of the Western States into subjection to the intense indus- 
trialism of the East. The Government has no moral right to hold 
these lands in perpetuity and lease them. The innumerable natural 
obstacles in the way of the development of the West are so arduous 
and almost insurmountable that they require the utmost herole courage 
and endurance and persistence to overcome, and we appeal to Congress 
and to our other governmental officials not to inflict these additional 
and unjust burdens upon us and our children and our children's 
children, 

The Eastern, Northern, and Southern States do not have to sur- 
render 10 cents a ton for their coal. That coal land had no value 
until we went there and settled the country and made it valuable, 
Why should the Government get this unearned increment? This whole 
leasing system is wrong in every way. It is unwise, impractical, 
and unprofitable. It is economically and morally unfair, legally unjust, 
and a grievous and irritating political imposition upon the western 
people, because, forsooth, they are not su nga | strong to prevent 
it. This policy compels us to pay an enormous tribute that will grind 
into our States a tyranny that will be intolerable, It is utterly un- 
necessary, and it can not be defended upon any grounds of equity or 
fair dealing. 

To our minds, these leasing bills add insult to injury. They not 
only deprive us of our constitutional rights and at the same time 
impose outrageous taxes and royalties upon us, but in addition they 
deny both our honesty and capacity for self-government. These bills in 
their present form are nothing more nor less than a formal declaration 
by Congress that the Western States are incompetent and that their 
acts and 223 are subject to suspicion; that the Government is 
distrustful of the good faith of the people of the West; that Congress 
is of the opinion that those States, their citizens, and their legislatures 
are not competent to control. regulate, and develop in the public in- 
terests the resources within their borders. 


‘gues {nsi 
the near future rise to plague you. B accor 
ficial, but will inflict untold burdens, 
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opposed to this bill. 


JANUARY 12, 


bring about the subjugation of local authori 


and the 
cèn tion of 


tremendous and unwarranted powers in the Federal 
Government. If these bills are killed, as we hope they will be, there 
will then be some fair and suitable constructive legislation enacted 
for the opening 5 gp developing of the West. 

We regret to compell to file this minority report dissenting 
from the opinions of our colleagues on the committee. But we are 
unable to bring ourselves into that peculiar quiescence of mind in 
which we can avoid resenting the imputations that the le of the 
West are incompetent to wisely administer their internal affairs. 

We certainly will never even tacitly admit or believe that any of the 
Western States can not manage their own development much better 
than any outsiders can. We wiil never acquiesce in the surrender of 
our western sovereignty. We have an abiding conviction that there are 
enough brains, honesty, and patriotism in the West to wisely regulate 
and control these public-service corporations; and if there is any ques- 
tion about it in any State at the present time, and until such time as 
suitable laws shall be enacted, the Federal Government can and should 
retain control over them; and probably should 9 reserve the 
right to exercise a supervisory regulation of them whenever the local 
utility commissions de not perform their duty. But in order to retain 
such control it is utterly unnecessary to impose a Federal tax upon 
our development and at the same time prevent the going into private 
ownership and onto the tax rolls of hundreds of millions of dollars’ 
worth of property. We look upon it as neither right nor necessary 
but humiliaiing for Congress to put the Western States upon the same 
basis as the Territory of Alaska, and thereby force many of our present 
and a large proportion of our future population into a perpetual Fed- 
eral tenantry class under the guise of regulating our development. We 
repeat that this is not a question of individual or of political parties, 
but one of governmental policy. 

We are not intentionally criticizing anybody in this minority report. 
We are merely giving a few reasons why we personally believe that the 
3 of this leasing policy is unnecessary, unwise, and unjust to 

e West. 

We look upon it as presaging the leasing of our gold and silver, jead 
and zinc. and all metaiiferous mines, and all our other resources, in- 
eluding scenery and climate. 

Bureaucratic control never has been and never will be good for either 
the people or the property so controlled. We object to the West being 
exploited as a province or insular possession of the United States 
with a permanent system of tenantry fastened upon us. We of the 
West do not relish carpetbag government any more than you of the 
South did. Why are you from below the Mason-Dixon line so soon 
forgetful of those hardships and so ready to inflict them upon us“ 

hat honest or fair-minded man can justify putting a Federal tax 
upon the water power of our nonnayigable streams, the waters of 
which belong to the people of those States and which cost the Gov- 
ernment nothing, and putting no tax on the use of the water power 
generated by the navigable streams that cost the taxpayers of the 
entire country hundreds of millions of dollars? 

It has ever been easy to suggest specious reasons for the acquisition 
or usurpation of increased power by those in official position. 

bureaucracy has ever grown by what it feeds upon. This was pointed 
out hy that eminent statesman, Daniel Webster, as long ago as 1837, 
and that other eminent statesman, James G. Blaine, said: 

“ There is nothing of which a PRONE officer can be so Gyia persuaded 
as to the enlarged jurisdiction which pertains to his office. If the officer 
be of bold mind, he arrogates power for purposes of ambition; and even 
00 timid men power is often assumed as a measure of protection and 
defense.” 

And that eminent California 8 and author, Gregory Yale, as 
long ago as 1867, said, in speaking of the Interior Department: 

“There is no other branch of the Government with such inherent 
tendencies to judicial usurpation.” 

We have not the slightest fear of Secretary Lane individually being 
unfair. But he can not 8 attend to the tens of thousands 
of matters that this policy will involve, and no one can prophes: 
what royalties may be imposed by future Secretaries or bureau chiefs 
or 10,000 clerks and agents. But whatever they are, and no matter 
how fast or how slow they are increased, they are an unnecessary 
tax imposed upon the consumers and an unjust burden upon our 
development. It is a bad economic policy without a redeeming feature. 
We firmly believe that when these measures are thoroughly unider- 
stood the public conscience of the Nation will wake up to discover that 
this wholesale leasing proposition is a gigantic bureaucratic scheme 
whereby the West is being Rae prey to barter away its birthright for 
a mass of Federal pottage, without any assurance of ever getting the 
the pottage—at least during this generation. 

Aside from the principle of surrendering our State's constitutional 
rights and looking at it only from a commercial standpoint, it looks 
to me too much like taking $20 out of one pocket with the hope of 
ultimately putting 50 cents back into the other. 

We can not believe that these bills in their present form will ever be 
enacted into jaw. If, however, they are, we confidently predict that 
history will repeat itself, and that these laws will sooner or later be 
again indignantly repudiated and repealed. But it will be after hun- 
dreds of millions of hard-earned dollars have been wrung from the 
pockets of the common people and consumed in undeserved salaries, 
needless expenses, and useless waste of our substance. It will be 
after our resources haye been wantonly exploited and the Federal 
Treasury ruthlessly looted for many years by an army of utterly un- 
necessary Government employees. e therefore hope that this Sixty- 
fourth Congress will avoid that unwarranted burden upon every 
hamlet and fireside in the West by refusing to pass these most unwise 
and unjust measures, 

Respectfully submitted, 


the people. 
traliza 


Epwarp T. TAYLOR. 
Jas. H. MAYS. 

Cuas. B. TIMBERLAKE, 
ADDISON T. SMITH. 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
from Oklahoma to yield the gentleman from Colorado five min- 
utes more in order that I may ask him a question: 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to the 
gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr, LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Colorado 
and his colleagues who have signed this minority report are 
I want to ask the gentleman if he or any 
of such colleagues have introduced any bill into this Mouse look- 
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ing toward the unlocking of the resources referred to by the 
gentleman? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will answer that this way: 
The Interior Department has deliberately locked up those re- 
sources. The law does not do so, and if the Interior Depart- 
ment will put the restrictions that I believe it could and should 
upon the use of those resources and pass the title subject to 
the Government's reserved right to regulate the rates and prices 
and service and everything else necessary pertaining to it to 
prevent monopoly and extortion and protect the public, at least 
until such times as the local public-utility commissions perform 
their duties, that will prevent monopoly and waste and imposi- 
tion upon the people, and if the advocates of this policy are 
honest in only wanting to prevent monopoly and waste, either 
the Interstate Commerce Commission or some other public- 
service commission to regulate those matters in our States 
might be authorized to do so whenever the local authorities do 
not do so satisfactorily. That would prevent all these large 
combinations and it would prevent monopoly and waste and 
insure fair rates and proper service; in other words, a proper 
utilization of these resources for its benefit of the public. That 
is my idea as to how these valuable resources should be handled 
by the Government. But to accomplish that it is not at all 
necessary to retain the title to maintain an army of Federal 
employees and make us pay for them. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the gentleman think no further legis- 
lation is necessary on the subject? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If any further legislation is 
necessary to preyent monopoly or waste or combination of any 
kind, we are here, and why should not Congress pass it? 

Mr. LENROOT. Take this coal land, for instance. We leave 
those lands open to acquirement under the laws which now 
exist. Is the gentleman satisfied with that law? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. If the Geological Survey would 
reduce the classification price to such an amount that anybody 
could buy them and then pass laws against combinations and 
extortion in price, that would protect the public and the Govern- 
ment and coal mines would open up. We do not like the present 
Government-made monopoly. You ask if we have ever intro- 
duced any bills to unlock the governmental monopoly. I will 
Say yes. I have a bill here to allow every city and town in our 
Western States to open up a coal mine free of charge, but under 
the supervision of the Secretary of the Interior, to take the land 
over for the purpose of furnishing cheap coal to the inhabitants 
of all those towns. I have that measure pending here now, and 
I have had it before Congress for several years, as I stated a 
few moments ago. That bill, if enacted, would afford a great 
deal of relief, and I know of no better legislation that this 
Congress could enact than to furnish cheap fuel to its people. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the gentleman whether or 
not he does not know that the Interior Department has ap- 
praised these coal lands in response to a direction of an act 
of Congress? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, yes; and they have appraised 
them so high that nobody can buy them, with 50,000,000 acres 
of coal land tying idle, and coal $6.50 a ton when it ought to 
be $2.50 per ton. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does not the gentleman think-there should 
be further legislation, if that be true? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I think we ought to throw them 
open for settlement and purchase under reasonable prices and 
suitable regulations. 

Mr. LENROOT. And disregard the acts of Congress and of 
appraisement? : 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, no; Congress ought to amend 
these acts, if it is necessary, but it should not be necessary. 
The Interior Department could open our coal lands to bona fide 
entrymen and relieve the situation if it would do so. 

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Colorado yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. MONDELL. In answer to a question of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] he said the appraisement of 
the coal lands was an appraisement undertaken in accordance 
with the provisions of an act of Congress. The gentleman from 
Colorado knows there was no act of Congress on the subject. 
The Interior Department, after operating for a good many 
years under the maximum and law, finally concluded 
that it had authority to place a figure on these lands above the 
maximum, and did so without any legislation. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It was an arbitrary action on the 
part of the Interior Department. There was no new legisla- 
tion or any action by Congress that warranted it. 


Mr. LENROOT. Is it not a fact that the act of Congress 
provided that they should not be sold at less than a certain 
sum? ; 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. I want to ask the gentleman one more ques- 
tion. He said that, in his judgment, there would be no profits 
from these royalties. I hold in my hand, if I may take just a 
moment, the report of the receiver of a very small portion of the 
oil lands that are in controversy here. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Colorado 
has expired. i 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I will ask that the gentleman 
be yielded one minute more. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute more to the 
gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. LENROOT. And the receiver states that on something 
over a thousand acres his profits in those oil wells, a very small 
proportion of that embodied in this bill, for the last eight months 
are $1,582,000. f 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Well, if that is true and if they 
have royalties of that kind, why should not those funds go into 
the development of those States out there rather than go into 
the Federal Treasury? I said I thought there will temporarily 
at least be some considerable royalties from oil lands in Cali- 
fornia and Wyoming. 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I do. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman knows this money does not 
go into the Federal Treasury. Every dollar of this goes into 
the reclamation fund in the first instance and 50 per cent then 
goes to the States. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Oh, yes; it first goes into the 
reclamation fund to be used once and then one-half goes into 
the Federal Treasury. But what right has the Government 
of the United States to ever take any of it or make the consumers 
in our country pay that money? 

Mr. LENROOT. It is ours, 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. It belongs to the Federal Govern- 
ment in trust, just the same as the Great Falls of the Potomac 
River and the navigable streams and harbors of this country do, 
for the benefit of the people, for the development of this country, 
not to be held by the Government and used to penalize the local 
people or put a burden on any one locality for the benefit of the 
rest of the country. F 

Mr, LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will, 

Mr. LENROOT. The Federal Government took every dollar 
of the proceeds of the public domain in the Eastern States, with 
the exception of 5 per cent. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. The proceeds from the sale of 
public lands at $1.25 per acre is scarcely a drop in the bucket to 
what is intended to be collected from us of the West under this 
leasing scheme, Moreover, all those funds that have been put 
into the reclamation projects come back into the Federal Treas- 
ury. We have to pay back all that money that is actually ex- 
pended in our development. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Curxor, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 406) to 
authorize exploration for and disposition of coal, phosphate, oil, 
gas, potassium, or sodium, and had directed him to report that 
it had come to no resolution thereon, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Garrrvax was granted leave of 

absence indefinitely on account of the death of his brother. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock) the 
House adjourned to meet to-morrow, Thursday, January 13, 
1916, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary exam- 


ination and survey of St. Marys River, Ga., with a view to 
obtaining a depth of 22 feet from deep water at its junction 
with Cumberland Sound, up said river to the western corporate 
limits of the city of St. Marys (H. Doc. No. 540); to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed, with 
illustrations, 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of communication from the Acting Secretary of Com- 
merce, reporting a claim for damages, which has been consid- 
ered, adjusted, and determined to be due the claimant by the 
Commissioner of Lighthouses (H. Doc. No. 541); to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting a 
detailed statement showing the place, the quantity, and price 
of seeds purchased and the dates of purchase, as required by 
the act of June 30, 1914 (S. Doc. No. 234); to the Committee on 
Expenditures in the Department of Agriculture and ordered to 
be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of communication from the Secretary of War, submitting 
statement of all money arising from proceeds of public property 
received by the War Department during the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915, which was not covered into the Treasury of the 
United States, also of payments made from such funds during 
the year (H. Doc. No. 543) } to the Committee on Military Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
reports from the accounting officers of this department, showing 
what officers of the Government were delinquent in rendering 
their accounts for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1915 (H. Doc. 
No. 542); to the Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury 
Department and ordered to be printed. 

6. A letter from the Seeretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report of the Director of the Bureau of War Risk Insurance, 
giving details of the receipts and expenditures of the bureau 
from September 2, 1914, to November 30, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 
544) ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
and ordered to be printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication of the Secretary of the Navy, submit- 
ting supplemental estimates of appropriations required by the 
Navy Department for the Naval Establishment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1917 (H. Doc. No. 545) ; to the Committee 
on Nayal Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the vice president of the Georgetown Barge, 
Dock, Elevator & Railway Co., transmitting annual report 
of the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Elevator & Railway Co. (H. 
Doe. No. 546); to the Committee on the District of Columbia 
and ordered to be printed. 

9. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting draft 

of amendment to the bill to amend, revise, and codify the laws 
relating to the public printing and binding and the distribution 
of Government publications (H. Doc. No. 547) ; to the Commit- 
tee on Printing and ordered to be printed. 
10. A letter from the Secretary of Commerce, transmitting a 
statement of conditions of the Steamboat-Inspection Service 
at the port of Buffalo, N. Y., and making recommendations in 
relation theretv (H. Doc. No. 548); to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries and ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting copy of 
a letter by Maj. Gen. George W. Goethals, United States Army, 
governor of the Panama Canal, submitting the draft of a bill 
authorizing the President to regulate matters of sanitation, 
quarantine, taxation, and police in the Canal Zone (H. Doc. 
No. 549); to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce and ordered to be printed. 

12, A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for the fiscal year 
1916 (H. Doc. No. 550); to the Committee on Appropriations 
and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, withdrawing 
the estimate of $5,000 for “ Files, Postal Savings System, office of 
Auditor for the Post Office Department“ (H. Doc: No. 351); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting letter 
in regard to certain changes proposed in the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill (H. Doc. No. 556); to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami- 
nation of Willapa Harbor and the bar entrance thereto, Wash- 
ington (H. Doc. No. 555); to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors and ordered to be printed with illustrations. 

16. A letter from the Seeretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary exami- 
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nation and survey of New York Harbor, N. Y., with a view to the 
removal of Craven Shoal (H. Doc. No. 557); to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed with illus- 
trations. 

17. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, dated January 
10, 1916, together with copy of report from Col. Frederic V. 
Abbot, Corps of Engineers, dated July 26, 1915, with map on 
reexamination of Jamaica Bay, N. Y. (H. Doc. No. 554); to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed 
with illustrations. 

18. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter 
from the Chief of War College Division, General Staff, in charge 
of the distribution of War Department documents, approved by 
the Chief of Staff, with a report of the documents distributed by 
the War Department during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1915 
(H. Doe. No. 553); to the Committee on Military Affairs and 
ordered to be printed. 

19, A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a draft 
of a proposed bill to bring about the issue of shelter tents 
and field cooking appliances to educational institutions having 
officers of the Army on duty as professors of military science 
and tactics (H. Doc. No. 552); to the Committee on Military 
Affairs and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev- 
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. MORRISON, from the Committee on Patents, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 900) amending sections 476, 477, nnd 
440 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 36), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DENT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 403) granting to the State of 
Oklahonia permission to occupy a certain portion of the Fort 
Sill Military Reservation, Okla., and to maintain and operate 
thereon a fish hatchery, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 37), which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. WATKINS, from the Committee on Revision of the Laws, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8033) to amend section 
162 of the act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to 
the judiciary, approved March 8, 1911, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 38), which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MILLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8790) to 
equalize the effects of Public No. 316 (H. R. 16510) chapter 167, 
recognizing the services of certain officers of the Army and Navy 
in connection with the construction of the Panama Canal; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 8805) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate to the village of Pardeeville, Columbia 
County, Wis., two bronze or brass cannon or fieldpieces; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAGUE: A bill (H. R. 8806) to grant postal em- 
ployees compensatory time for holiday work; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 8807) reserving a right of 
way across lands of the United States patented under any of the 
land laws for ditches, canals, roads, trails, and telephone lines; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 8808) authorizing the issuance 
of arms to rifle clubs, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8809) to amend 
section 162 of the act entitled “An act to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to the judiciary,” approved March 3, 
1911; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 8810) to amend an act relat- 
ing to the Public Utilities Commission of the District of Colum- 
bia approved March 4, 1913; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 
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` By Mr. GOULD: A bill (H. R. 8811) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to donate condemned cannon and balls; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 8812) to provide for 
an investigation to ascertain the feasibility of the construction 
of a reservoir in the counties of Rio Arriba and Taos, N. Mex.; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8818) to provide for an investigation to 
ascertain the feasibility of the construction of n reservoir and 
irrigation project in the county of Sandoval, N. Mex.; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8814) to provide for an investigation to 
ascertain the feasibility of the construction of a reservoir in 
the county of Rio Arriba, N. Mex.; to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, 

_ By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 8815) authorizing the President 
of the United States to exchange land set aside for military 
purposes in the Territory of Hawaii for private land; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8816) authorizing the Commis- 
sioner of Navigation to cause the sailing vessel Golden Gate to 
be registered as a vessel of the United States; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WARD: A bill (H. R. 8817) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a post-office building at Liberty, N. Y.; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. j 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H, R. 8818) to enlarge the quarter- 
master’s depot owned by the Government, at Jeffersonville, 
Ind., for the purpose of manufacturing arms, ordnances, armor, 
and other military and naval munitions of war at said place; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: A bill (H. R. 8819) to provide that the 
United States shall, in certain cases, aid the States and the civil 
subdivisions thereof in the construction and maintenance of 
rural post roads; to the Committee on Roads. 

By Mr. TAGGART (by request): A bill (H. R. 8820) to 
establish a bureau for the study of the criminal, pauper, and 
defective classes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8821) to provide for the erection and the 
equipment of a factory for the manufacture of munitions of 
war for the Government of the United States, at or near Kansas 
City; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 8822) to repeal sections 
2588, 2589, and 2590 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CARY: A bill (H. R. 8828) to fix the requirements 
governing the receipt, transmission, delivery, and preservation 
of messages of interstate telegraph and telephone companies; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8824) to fix the price of gas in the District 
of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr, HELM: A bill (II. R. 8825) authorizing the adoption 
of the project and plan of improving the Cumberland River by 
the construction of Lock and Dam No. 20 (hereinafter known 
as Lock 17), as recommended by the Department of Engineers 
in the report made on February 4, 1914; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

- By Mr, BENNET: A bill (H. R. 8826) to reimburse the city 
of New York for expenses incurred in the maintenance and 
support of a marine school, and for other purposes; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 8827) to provide for a public 
building at Ilion, N. X.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. HOLLAND: A bill (H. R. 8828) to provide for recog- 
nizing the value of the services of such citizens of the United 
States, not officers of the Army, Navy, or Public Health Service, 
who were employed by the Isthmian Canal Commission or the 
Panama Railroad Co., and who served as such officials or 
employees of the Isthmian Canal Commission or the Panama 
Railroad Co. for a period of three years or more during the 
construction of said canal, and making an appropriation there- 
for; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. DYER: Resolution (H. Res. 89) requesting the Presi- 
dent to inform the House of Representatives relative to the 
Mexican situation; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois: Resolution (H. Res. 90) 
directing the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire and report 
whether the action of this House is necessary concerning the 
alleged official misconduct of H. Snowden Marshall; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

- By Mr. BENNET: Resolution (H. Res. 91) requesting the 
Attorney General to furnish the names aud former allegiance 


LIII— G2 i 


of persons involved in alleged criminal plots; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HELVERING: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 97) au- 
thorizing and directing the President to interdict the exporta- 
tion of contraband of war and to prohibit any national banking 
association to make any loan to, or to act as agent for, any of the 
signatory powers of the declaration of London when such power 
shall be ascertained to be interfering with the neutral com- 
merce of the United States in articles designated as noncontra- 
band in such declaration; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 98) making 
part of the appropriation ‘Construction and machinery, in- 
crease of the Navy,” in the naval act approved March 3, 1915, 
ayailable for the extension of building ways and equipment at 
the navy yards at New York, N. X., and Mare Island, Cal.; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TAGGART (by request): Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
99) requesting the President to communicate with foreign gov- 
ernments on the subject of 2 universal alphabet; to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
100) authorizing and requesting the President to appoint a 
National Marketing Commission to be composed of seyen mem- 
bers; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRISP: Memorial relating to river improvement and 
memorializing the National Congress to provide for such im- 
provement with a view to important industrial development ; 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAIR: A bill (H. R. 8829) granting an increase of 
pension to John Flight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8830) granting a pen- 
sion to William S. Tyler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: A bill (H. R. 8831) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Shannon; to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8832) granting an increase of pension to 
Felix R. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8833) granting a pension to 
Gideon B. Marshall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ASWELL: A bill (H. R. 8834) for the relief of the 
Rapides Building & Loan Association, of Alexandria, La.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. O’SHAUNESSY: A bill (H. R. 8835) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Emily P. Stevens; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAY of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8836) granting an 
increase of pension to James Hutson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BARKLEY: A bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of the 
te of James W. Perry, deceased; to the Committee on 
aims, 

By Mr. BEALES: A bill (H. R. 8838) to correct the military 
record of Jeremiah Stover; to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. : 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 8839) to remove the charge 
of desertion against John L. Kelley; to the Committeé on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas A. Williams; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8841) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward H. Rogers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) granting an increase of pension to 
John Steffen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8843) granting an increase of pension to 
John Benkelman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) for the relief of H. B. Rogers; to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8845) granting a pension 
to Jerusha Ramsey ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8846) granting a pension to Daniel B. 
Voyles ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Leser, jr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8848) granting a 
pension to Noah Hunter; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DECKER: A bill (H. R. 8849) to reimburse George H. 
Morrow; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DENT: A bill (H. R, 8850) for the relief of the heirs 
of William Davis; to the Committee on Claims. 
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By Mr. DOREMUS: A bill (H. R. 8851) granting a pension 
to John Zanger; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8852) granting a pension to Leo A, Kelly; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8853) granting an increase of pension to 
Bernard Magoonaugh ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 8854) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Hendrix; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESTOPINAL: A bill (H. R. 8855) granting a pension 
to John Marshall; to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8856) granting a pension to Henry Boesen ; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FARR: A bill (H. R. 8857) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Cavell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8858) granting a pension to. Harry A. Cas- 
key ; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 8859) granting an. increase 
or pension to Oscar Williams; to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8860) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Fultz; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8861) for the relief of Robert Craig; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8862) granting an increase of pension to 
James K. Jackson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8863). granting an increase of pension to 
James T. Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8864) granting an increase of pension to 
Tolos Otis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8865) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Cross; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8866) granting an increase of pension to 
Caroline Simons; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8867) granting a pension to Louie Me- 
Guire; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8868) granting a pension to Pauline San- 
ders; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8869) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary M. Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8870) granting an increase of pension to 
= ances to. the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8871) for the relief of George 
D. nen: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8872) for the relief of the 
heirs of J. G. Thomas; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HAYDEN; A bill (H. R. 8873) granting a pension to 
George L. Hollis; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HENSLEY : A bill (H. R. 8874) granting an increase 
of pension to D. J. Doughty; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HERNANDEZ: A bill (H. R. 8875) granting a pension 
to Anastacia S. de Abeytia; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R, 8876) granting a 
pension to John Meehan ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8877) granting an honorable discharge to 
Janes H. Davis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 8878) for the relief 
of the Jefferson County Building & Loan Association, of Bir- 
mingham, Ala. ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8879) 
grunting a pension to Sarah J. Milligan; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KEARNS: A bill (H. R. 8880) granting a pension to 
Sarah J. McMahan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8881) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis Formorin; to the Committee on Inyalid Pensons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8882) granting a pension to Minnie Nor- 
dyke; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8883) granting a pension to Samuel H. 
Glover ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 8884) granting an increase 
of pension to Frances A, Bright; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8885) granting an increase of pension to 
Collingwood Boulter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8886) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Artemas C. Barclay; to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PLATT: A bill (H. R. 8887) granting a pension to 
Kate A. Braley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 8888) for the relief of Mrs, 
N. L. Brown; to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. RAUCH: A bill (H. R. 8889) granting an increase of 
pansion to Benjamin Dorwart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8890) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Barkley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8891) granting an increase of pension to 
Paul L. Bahr; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8892) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Personett; to the Committee on Invalid 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8893). granting an increase of pension to 
George O. Doll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8894) granting an increase of pension to 
Christopher L. Rumpf; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REILLY: A bill (H. R. 8895) granting an increase 
of pension to Mariah Mentch; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SELLS: A bill (H. R. 8896) granting an increase of 
pension to Oscar A. Wilson; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr, SMITH. of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 8897) granting a pen- 
sion to Teresa M. Graham; to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8898) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry P. Bliss; to the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8899) granting a pension to Emma Rich- 
ards; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN.: A bill (H. R. 8900) granting a pension 
to Martha J. Walker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (H. R. 8901) granting a pension 
to Emma E. Webster; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8902) granting a pension to Jeptha E. 
Massie; to tho Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8903) granting 
ax increase of pension to Freda Dunn; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. VAN DYKE: A bill (H. R. 8904) for the relief of 
A. M. and R. A. Darling; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VINSON: A bill (H. R. 8905) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary H. Scott; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8906) for the re- 
lief £ the Permanent Savings & Loan Co., of Akron, Ohio; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WINGO: A bill (H. B. 8907) granting an increase of 
pension to Peter Weber; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of North Dakota: A bill. (H. R. 8908) for 
the relief of William Hensley; to the Committee on Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII., petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of Anthony 
Wayne Chapter, Sons of American. Revolution, favoring, pre- 
paredness ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), memorial of American Cooperative Dyes 
& Chemical Co., of Bangor, Pa., and Bangor Silk Knitting Co., 
favoring protection for manufacturers of dyestuffs ; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Petition of 82 merchants of Mount 
Vernon, Ohio, in favor of the so-called Stevens bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill 6941, for relief of 
Phillip E. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Petition of Sharp & Dohme, of New 
York City, favoring aid in destruction of citrus canker; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of William McKinley Camp, No. 62, Department 
of New York, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring pensions 
for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, memorial of National Lodge No. 556, International As- 
sociation of Machinists, relative to increase in pay of machinists 
in the New York Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of New York Post Office Laborers’ Benevolent 
Association, Branch No. 1, relative to classification of post-office 
laborers ; to the egies ee her Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of of Commerce of Fulton, N. V., 
favoring passage of Steyens standard-price bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKE: Resolutions by the 1915 Legislature of the 
State of Wisconsin, demanding an ascertainment of the unpat- 
ented lands still due the State of Wisconsin, under an act of 
Congress entitled “An act to enable the State of Arkansas and 
other States to reclaim the swamp lands within their limits,” 
approved September 28, 1850, and under an act of Congress 
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entitled “An act for relief of purchasers and locators of swamp 
and overflowed lands,” approyed March 2, 1855, and under other 
acts of the United States; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petitions of business men of the State of 
Illinois, favoring passage of bill taxing mail-order houses; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Memorial of sundry citizens of Neosho 
County, Kans., protesting against tax on gasoline; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of Farmers’ Union, Local No. 450, of the 
Kansas Division, protesting against preparedness; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARY: Petitions of business men of Cudahy, Wau- 
watosa, and South Milwaukee, Wis., favoring taxing mail-order 
houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: Petitions of merchants of Mahon- 
ing, Trumbull, and Ashtabula Counties, Ohio, favoring bill tax- 
ing mail-order houses; to the Committeé on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petitions of Marion Bennett, of 
Cambridge, Mass., and American Association for Labor Legisla- 
tion, favoring passage of House bill 476, workmen’s compensa- 
tion bill; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of Philadelphia Bourse and of the Trafic Club, 
of New York, favoring repeal of the seamen's bill; to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, memorial of National Veterans’ Relief Corps, favoring 
bill for pensions for widows of Spanish War veterans; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARROW: Petition of Master Dyers’ Association of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring protection of the dye manufactur- 
ing industry ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DOUGHTON: Petitions of employees of various cot- 
ton mills of North Carolina, protesting against the child-labor 
bill; to the Committee of Labor. 

Also, petitions of sundry merchants of eighth congressional 
district of North Carolina, favoring passage of bill taxing mail- 
order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DYER: Petition of National Guard of Missouri, favor- 
ing passage of Senate bill 1158, called the “pay bill”; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., favoring passage 
of the Stevens standard-prize bill; to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ELSTON: Memorial of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber 
of Commerce, relative to railway-mail pay; to the Committee on 
the Vost Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petitions of citizens of Niles, Pleasanton, and Livermore, 
Cal., favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of city council of Richmond, Cal., favoring 
location of a naval base on San Francisco Bay; to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ESCH: Papers to accompany House bill 5010, granting 
an increase of pension to Christ Nelson; to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of City Club of Chicago, IN., for 
publication and free distribution of the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of Electrical Supply Jobbers Association, of 
Chicago, Ill., favoring passage of the Stevens bill; to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Plano, Ill., favoring bill taxing 
mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREGG: Petition of sundry citizens of the seventh 
congressional district of Texas, favoring tax on mail-order 
houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Petition of J. C. Stiers, super- 
intendent of schools, Harrison County, Ohio, favoring raising 
the standard for foreign immigrants; to the Committee on Im- 
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. IGOE: Petition of J. F. Girardet, St. Louis, Mo., and 
475 other business men of St. Louis, favoring the enactment of 
the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, letters from business men of St. Louis, favoring the en- 
actment of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, letter from the Associated Retailers of St. Louis, by 
K. F. Niemoeiler, manager, protesting against the passage of 
the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. KAHN: Memorial of Los Angeles (Cal.) Chamber of 
Commerce, relative to railway-mail pay; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. KINKAID: Petitions of citizens of Boyd County, 
Nebr.; protesting against preparedness; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Memorial of the Philadelphia Bourse, fa- 
voring repeal of the seamen’s bill; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. LOUD: Evidence in support of claim for pension for 
Gideon B. Marshall; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: Petitions of citizens of the second 
congressional district of State of Maine favoring bill taxing 
mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MORIN (by request): Memorial of National Woman 
Suffrage Association relative to Federal protection against State 
denial of the right of citizens of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request): Petition of American Association for 
Labor Legislation, favoring passage of House bill 476, workmen’s 
compensation law; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Philadelphia 
Bourse, favoring repeal of the seamen’s bill; to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition to the President and the Sixty- 
fourth Congress, by Dr. John A. Miller, San Francisco, Cal., to 
prohibit the export to Europe of arms and ammunition of war; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of S. G. H. Turner, H. M. Beardsley, 
E. J. Dunn, E. O. Eldredge, S. F. Iszard, Jervis Langdon, John 
M. Connelly, H. H. Rockwell, John F. Murtaugh, H. N. Hoffman, 
J. E. Bally, all of Elmira, N. Y., protesting against the pas- 
sage of the Moon bill; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of Rev. G. Luecke and other Ger- 
man Lutherans, of Beardstown, III., against exportation of 
arms; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts: Evidence in support of 
House bill 5549, for promotion of John Q. A. Brett, of United 
States Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROWE: Memorial of Philadelphia Bourse, favoring 
repeal of the seamen’s bill; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SLOAN: Petition of R. F. Dusil and 34 other mer- 
chants, of Wilber, Crete, Lewiston, Virginia, and Wymore, 
Nebr., favoring passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Memorial of State Highway Com- 
mission of Idaho, urging the advance of funds to the public- 
land States for the construction and maintenance of good roads, 
the same to be a lien upon the revenues of the national forests; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of W. S. Butterfield, of 
Battle Creek, Mich., against tax on theaters; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of Herbert E. Johnson, of Kalamazoo, and C. E. 


Stewart, of Schoolcraft, Mich., protesting against stamp tax on 
checks, etc. ; to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of the American Neutrality and Peace Conven- 
tion, San Francisco, Cal., relating to violation of neutrality by 
United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 5593, for the relief of 
Mary A. Tilton; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Petition of Mohawk Valley Cap Factory, 
Utica, N. Y., for the enactment of House bill 702, for an adequate 
tariff on dyestuffs ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of California: Resolution of Los Angeles 
Chamber of Commerce, relative to railway-mail pay; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Society of Friends, Pasadena, Cal., against 
preparedness; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON: Petition of Bristol Carpet Mills (Thomas 
L. Leedom Co.), of Bristol, Pa., urging the passage of House bill 
702, to provide revenue for the Government and to establish aud 
maintain the manufacture of dyestuffs; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


Also, petition of the Globe Knitting Mills (Messrs. Rambo & 
Regar (Inc.), of Norristown, Pa., urging the passage of House 
bill 702, to provide revenue for the Government and to estab- 
lish and maintain the manufacture of dyestuffs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Bourse, requesting the re- 
peal of the seamen's bill and the enactment of legislation te 
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foster the establishment of a privately owned and operated 
American merchant marine; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WALSH: Petition of the Congressional Union for 
Woman's Suffrage, assembled at the Twentieth Century Olub, 
Boston, Mass., January 6, 1916, favoring passage of woman- 
suffrage amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of Stanley Woolen Co., of Ux- 
bridge, Mass., favoring protection for manufacturers of dye- 
stuffs in America; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, January 13, 1916. 


Rey. Boyd V. Switzer, of the city of Washington, offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, we bless Thee for the 
courage, wisdom, and self-sacrifice of our forefathers who gave 
to us civic, political, and religious liberty. We bless Thee that 
our people still cherish and value above all earthly possessions 
that sacred, blood-bought heritage of constitutional liberty. 
Therefore, in these perilous times, when our inalienable rights 
to life, liberty, and property are being jeopardized, we pray 
Thee, O Lord, that Thou wouldst so inspire and guide those in 
authority in these United States that peace may be preserved, 
individual security guaranteed, and our national honor pre- 
served inviolate. 

Do Thou, we pray Thee, in the midst of ‘these years and 
these times breathe upon us such strength, wisdom and power 
from above that we may Gear discernment, and that 
self-poise and fine sanity which will make us workmen of whom 
God need not be ashamed. In Christ's name. Amen. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. | 


COPPER EXPORT TRADE. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, an article was printed in the 
New York World of yesterday so extraordinary in its character 
that, although somewhat lengthy, I send it to the desk and ask 
unanimous consent that it may be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there any objection? The 
Chair hears none. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


BRITAIN DEMANDS TRADE SECRETS OF UNITED STATES CORPORATIONS— 
METAL CONCERNS, ESPECIALLY COPPER ‘COMPANIES, NOTIFIED TO 
Give LISTS OF CKHOLDERS, ADDRESSES, NATIONALITY, NUMBER 
OF SHARES Bach Owns, AND CLIENTS, Too—No OPEN “THREAT MADE, 
BUT ENEMY ACT is CITED—PUTS FIRMS AT Mercy OF BRITISH, 
OFFICIALS SAY, FOR GERMANS ARE CONNECTED WITH MANY- SPECT 
BUSINESS Trick—May REFUSE TO CompLy—To APPEAL TO WASH- 

- INGTON. 

American metal eorporations, particularly those whose principal 
business is the export of copper, have been “ requested,” by direction of 
the British Government, thro their agents or other esentatives 
in Great Britain, to furnish t Government with information con- 
cerning their companies and the business conducted by them of such 
intimate a character as the Government of the United States itself 
never has required corporations to give. 

In demanding this information the British Government makes no an- 
nouncement of what its action will be in r to a corporation re- 
Tusing to comply. No hint of punitive measures is conveyed, unless the 
fact that attention is directed to the newly amended ‘trading-with-the- 
enemy act be so considered. 


ASKS STOCKHOLDERS’ LISTS. 


American concerns are told that Great Britain desires certified lists 
of their stockholders, the name, nationality, and address of each and 
the number of skares of stock owned by each. The co tions are 
also Informed that the Government desires a list of their 


The corporations which ‘have received this request were more ( 
t 


tion would annoy 
blacklisted. 
TO APPRAL To LANSING. 


Meetings of directors of several of these corporations were held 
yesterday to discuss the situation and to decide upon some course of 
action. The result of these meetings, as far as it was ible to learn 
was iniecisive. Officials of the corporations gave betiet 


that mo reply would be made until the question was laid before Secre- ` 


tary of State Lansing and aid of the State Department sought. 

‘The objection to furnish Great Britain ‘the information, according to 
statements made by directors, lies chiefly in the fact that the knowl 
thus gained by a trade competing nation would, in their opinion, 
used to benefit British corporations to the serious handicap of Amer- 
ican. It would, in substance, be turning over to rivals the business 
secrets of American firms, they said. 


Charges that Great Britain is throttling this country’s hundred 
million dollar a year copper export trade b. con regula- 
tions as a text to practice gross d ination in favor of the 
British mer t ware dala before the Sta ent late in 1914, 


te Departm 
again in January of the following year, as the World exclusively 
told on January 25, 1915 


‘The five concerns which handle the great bulk of the oti 
trade of the United States combined at that time to ohn 
Bassett Moore to push their case t Great Britain. lu test 


demand by Great Britain is regarded as but another s in the 
throttling campaign, with the “ great war as an excuse. 5 


COPY OF BRITISH ENEMY ACT. 


A copy of the amended act has come into the possession of the 
World. It follows: 

“An act to provide for the extension bf fhe restrictions relating to 
trading with the enemy to persons to whom, though not resident or 
carrying on business in en territory, it is, by reason of their enemy 
nationality or enemy associations, expedient to extend such restrictions. 

“Be it enacted by the s Most Excellent Majesty, | 
the advice and consent of ‘Lords Spiritual and 
Commons, and by the authority of the same, as follows: 

First. His may by ‘proclamation prohibit all 
"neona or bodies of erwin ot Tea 
persons .or of persons not ~ 
dent, or ng on business in enemy territory or in territory in the 
occupation of the enemy (other than persons or bodies of ns re- 
siding or carrying on ‘business solely within His Majesty's dominions), 
wherever by reason of the enemy nationality or 3 -assoclations of 
such persons or bodies of persons it appears to His Maj expediiont 
to do so, and if any person acts in contravention of any such prociama- 
tion he shall be ty of a misdemeanor, triable and punishable in like 
manner as the o of trading with the enemy. 


bodies of persons resident, 
Kingdom, from trading with any 


“ Second. Any list of persons or bodies of persons with whom such 
trading is prohibited by a proclamation under act may be-waricd:or 
added to by an order made by ‘the lords of the council on the recom- 


mendation of a secretary of state, 
“ SCOPE OF THE LAW. 


“B. The provisions of the trading with the enemy acts, 1914 ond 
1915, and all other enactments relating to trading with the cne 
shall, subject to such exceptions and adaptations as may be prescri 
by order in council apply in respect of such persons or bodi es of per- 
sons aforesaid, as if for reference therein to trading with the pron 
there were substituted references o g with such persons 
bodies of persons as aforesaid, and for references to enemies there were 
substituted references to such persons and bodies of persons as afore- 
said, and for references ‘to offenses under the ‘trading with ‘the enemy 
acts, 1914 and 1915, or any of those acts, there were substituted refer- 
e “war the yacpeoss of tate act body of shall be 

4. For purposes o s act a person or y of persons sha 
deemed to have traded with a person or of persons to whom a proc- 
lamation issued under this act a plies, if he enters into any transaction 
or does any act with, to, on behal of, or for the benefit-of such a person 
or body of persons, which, if entered into or done with, to, on behalf of, 
or for the benefit of an enemy, would be ing with the enemy. 

“Second. This.act MA be cited as the trading with the enemy (exten- 
sion of powers) act, 1915.“ 


URGE CONCERTED ACTION. 


co. tion of the United States. 

eral said that safety lay ony. in concerted action by American cor- 
porations. They argued that if all American per corporations would 
agree to make no reply to the uest for ormation Great Britain 
would be left without pretext for . particular one, and 
inasmuch as she must have our copper, the British Government could 
not prohibit dealing with all. 

Despite, apparen y, general recognition of this principle, no firm could 
be found to ress its willingness to lead in a movement to bring about 
such concerted action. Officials lained that the truth was they did 
mot dare do anything which might bring down upon them the wreth of 
the British Government; that Great Britain had them all inia vise at 
present, and, as a matter of fact, did about as she pleased in regulating 
and restricting their export business. 


DEVELOPMENT OF WATERWAYS——NOTICE ON CALENDAR. 


Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I notice on the calendar of this 
morning, under the heading Unfinished business,“ a notice 
given by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Sureps] that on the 
disposal of ‘the unfinished business, the Philippine government 
bill, he would move to consider Senate bill 3331. That ‘is siniply 
a notice given by an individual Senator; it should not be 
placed under the heading “Unfinished business,” and I ask 
that in the calendar for to-morrow it shall be changed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any rule of the Senate 
which provides what shall go on the calendar? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have always ‘understood that nothing under 
the heading of “ Unfinished business“ should go under that head 
unless it is unfinished business. This is nothing more nor less 
than a notice given by a Senator, and, therefore, it should go, the 
same as other notices, under the heading of Notices.” 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator realize that such 
notices amount to nothing? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am fully aware of that. Therefore I did not 
rae to ‘have a notice go under the ‘heading of “Unfinished 

usiness,” 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not understand that 
there is any rule of the Senate which fixes what the calendar 
of business shall contain. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not think there is any rule, but it has been 
the universal practice. À 

Mr. LODGE. Should not a notice go under the head of 
Notices“? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; of course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know how the 
entry got there. 

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the notice which was given by the 
Senator from Tennessee be placed under the heading of 
Notices,“ the same as all other notices in the past have been 
placed: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, it is wholly immaterial to me 
under what head the notice is placed upon the calendar. The 
Senator from Utah seems to me to be highly technical, If he 
desires it in another place, if it affords him any pleasure, T 
am entirely willing to have it go to another place, I did not ask 
that it be placed there. However, it seems to me it is in its 
proper place, as it relates to unfinished business. It does not 
purport to be unfinished business, but relates to what will be 
asked to be made the unfinished business. But, as I said, it is 
immaterial to me whether it goes under that heading or under 
the heading of an ordinary notice. 

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection, on all further 
prints of the Calendar of Business of the Senate the notice of 
the Senator from Tennessee will go under the head of Notices.“ 

TAX ON MINING PROPERTY IN MEXICO. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have a communication from 
one of my constituents relating to the decree of Carranza affect- 
ing mining property in Mexico owned by Americans, tending to 
show that the enforcement of the taxes levied by this decree 
will amount to a confiscation of property. I ask to have the 
communication printed in the Rrecorp, 

There being no objection, the communication was ordered to 
be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

January 6, 1916. 


ge decree—a 
ll give below. Also we note with interest 
issue—one advising us of the manly attitude 
taken pute thet e in a speech in the Senate, explaining to them most 
28 that our so-called neutrality of to-day is but one of hypoc- 
risy. assure you that you are receiving the hearty sanction of almost 
the entire ulace. Would that there were more like you where you 
are, who would be fearless eno to come out of the dark and talk 
as they surely really down in their hearts. believe. 

The notice first spoken of is as follows: 


F CARRANZA INSISTS ON MINING TAX—DNHCLARES STEPS 
PREVENT MONOPOLIES, 


“En Paso, TEX., January 5, 

“Negotiations of representatives of the International Mining Asso- 
ciation with Mexican de facto 5 — . —. officials for annulment of 
the decree of March 1, 1915, which places income taxes on mines and 
their output, have been without result, according to advices from 
Mexico City to-day. 

“The mining men contend that the deeree taxes are prohibitive and 
claim that nearly all of the 440,000 mining claims in Mexico will be 
compelled to discontinue o tion under their terms. 

“Gen, Carranza, according to reports, contends the decree, by fixing 
a graduated tax on holdings of more than 10 claims (each claim is but 
23 acres), tends to discourage monopolies and is similar to the income 
tax in the United States.” 

The above di 
Government taking this matter and demanding that our rights be 
not sacrificed. It influence of others than the mining 
men themselves must be solicited and obtained or these 400,000 mining 
claims will be coofiscated for such taxes, as are fully explained in the 
inclosures as y confiseatory,. 

The inclosures also show plainly the hypocrisy and incompetency of 
2 ake penae above as quoted as the reason for the decree being 
nsis upon. : 

Trusting you can make use of all this, I am, 

Respectfully, 


P. S—I shall to-da 
mines to take this ma 


NECESSARY TO 


ty of our 


E. J. KIMBALL, 


endeavor to get the chamber of commerce or 
er up also, : 


Los ANGELES, CAL., January 5, 1916, 
Hon. Senator Jonx D. Works, A 3 bare: 


Washington, D. C. 

My Dean Senator: Firstly I wish to again thank you for your favors 
in the past which have been of invaluable service 70 me ia obtaining 
t of State as to Mexican affairs. 
matter of the decrees of the newl, roae pg Presi t of Me — 

en 
Be OE a at 8 
r con ree. as 
can be elisntnated it our Presi dent and: ate, or shee ee icles 
force the sue and protect us against a pure confiscatory measure 
made under the guise of a tax. No doubt it is a concocted scheme on 
the part of some one or ones to make a wholesale killing in the con- 


fiseation of properties in that land of Manana. It should be pinched 
in the bud. I wish gon would find time and epportunity to look into 
this matter, if possible, along with any other Senators who will be so 
kind as so to do, 
I shall send copies of the inclosure, with comments, to several other 
py, many Senators within the next few days. 
hanking you in the matter, I am sincerely, 
E. J. KIMBALL, 
16324 Winona Boulevard, Hollywood, 
Los Angelos, Cal. 


AS TO THE DECREE OF VENUSTIANO CARRANZA, PROVISIONAL PRESIDENT OF 
MEXICO, AFFECTING MINING TAXES ON PROPERTIES IN MEXICO, PAYABLE 
DURING MARCH, 1916, AND THEREAFTER, 


All persons owning mining properties in Mexico or being in any man- 
ner interested in the future and welfare of Mexico should take notice of 
the following and use their good influence to endeavor to show the 
3 8 bared 3 meone of Mexico 2 5 cate 
of equity stice to foreigners owning properties country 
that the decree in mention and explained below should be recinded at 
once. 

It is in name a tax, but in purpose and effect is none other than a 
diplomatic confiscatory measure, Surely confiscating the greater por- 
tion of the mining belonging to Americans and other foreigners 
in Mexico. With the exception perhaps of those properties belonging 
to a few great corporations, who may be fortunate through govern- 
mental pressure or private arrangement to escape this tax. 

2 properties owned by Americans and other foreigners in Mexico 
were either purchased or located by them during the es of Por- 
firio Diaz, Fco Madero, or Victoriana Huerta, and at a e when the 
1 high enough, were not confiscatory. The taxes were 
as follows: 

For the first 25 pertenencias in a claim, tax was yearly 6 pesos each. 

For all pertenencias in addition to 25, tax was yearly 3 pesos each. 

Therefore, if a claim containes 60 pertenencias, the tax was as fol- 


lows: 

First 25 pertenencias, at 6 pesos yearly, or 150 

The remaining 35 pertenencias, at 3 pesos, or 105 

Thus for a mine of 60 pertenencias the tax was 255 š yearly. 

Under the Carranza decree the mining tax is as follows, no matter 
whether your holdings are in in one claim or in many: 

The first 10 pertenencias in a district, tax 12 pesos, gold, yearly each 
pertenencias. 

The second 10 pertenencias in a district, tax 15 pesos, gold, yearly 
each pertenencia. 

From 20 to 50 pertenencias in a district, tax 18 pesos, gold, yearly 
each pertenencia. 

For every pertenencia above 50 in a district, tax 24 pesos, gold. 
yearly each pertenencia, 

Therefore, second to the new decree, the tax on the same claims as 
cited above as being 255 pesos yearly will be henceforth as follows: 


Pesos gold. 

First 10 pertenencias, at 12 par gold yearly, or 299 
Second 10 pertenencias, at 15 pesos gold yearly, or 150 
Next 30 pertenencias, at 18 pesos gold yearly, or = 540 
Remaining 10 pertenencias, at 24 pesos gold yearly, or 240 
j 1, 050 

Thus, the tax on 60 pertenencias has been raised from 255 s to 
1,050 If the case were that a company has per- 


dan tn Z aint 

tenencias in a district—which is a common occurrence, and many times 
much more—the difference in the amounts as paid when they obtained 
such holdings and what they will be compelled to pay henceforth or 
loose their claims is as follows: 


OLD Law, Pesos. 

First 25 pertenencias, at 6 pesos each yearly, or 15 
Remaining 475 pertenencias, at 3 pesos each yearly, or 1, 425 
TOERE. CRS: FRE a lS een eine teed sign iA 1,575 


Under new decree, the yearly tax on 500 pertenencias is as follows: 


First 10 3 at 12 pesos each yearly, or 
Second 1 en „at 15 pesos each yearly, or. 
20 to 50 pertenencias, at 18 pesos each yearly, or 540 
Remaining 450 pertenencias, at 24 pesos each yearly, or 10, 800 
Tax yearly on 500 pertenencias 10 
One thousand and fifty pesos Instead of 255 pesos yearly on 60 per- 


tenencias. 

Eleven thousand six hundred and ten pesos gold tax instead of 1,574 
pesos on 500 pertenencias. 

Besides this so-called tax increase, there is accompanying It an ex- 
ceedingly great increase in the tax on all production of the metals 

A gross tax of 110 gold on every kilo o gold produced. 

A gross tax of 2.60 pesos gold on every kilo of silver produced. 

Under certain circumstances this production tax is reduced 20 per 
seo making it close to and around 7 per cent of the gold and siiver 
produced. 

It is needless. to say that there are very few mines anywhere that will, 
month after month and year in and year out, pay a profit outside of all 

nses of as much as 1 cent gross of the production. Therefore 
it is plain te anyone that this tax is not a tax at all, but rely a diplo- 
matic method of the confiscation of the ter portion of mines of 
Mexico from their rightful owners, who have in good faith either pur- 
chased or located their properties, as the individual case may be. 

When the reyolutions broke out in Mexico these mine owners were 
rapidly developing the resources of Mexico. : 

American mine owners were ordered by their respective consular 
spana of the United States of America to leave Mexico and return to 

e United States of America and were advised that their properties 
would be protected. 

These Americans closed down thelr mines as ordered, or their deveiop- 
ment enterprises. as the case might have been, 

Now are being protected by the administration that ordered 
them to leave Mexico. Protected! Better said they are sanctioning the 
Shenae and other foreigners being diplomatically robbed of their 

oldings. 
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Should they not have the privilege of returnin 
peace does ree 
allowed to deve op 
e protection ? 

f proper representations be made, no doubt the Mexican authorities 
could be persuaded to see the unjust position taken in this matter by 
them. at an injustice it is and also what a disaster it will mean to 
Mexico herself to enforce such decrees, for it will surely keep nearly 
al! foreign capital from their country. It will be needless to say, thus 
also cause very little American machinery and American products to go 
into that land—a greater injustice to Mexico herself than to anyone 
else, This is not only of importance to mining men but to everyone, 
ac Ton ENEO THINE of the mining interests in Mexico would be far-reach- 
ng, in a 

If this decree is not rescinded, Mexico’s mining interests will have 
been throttled, the petoer ua of the majority of the Americans will have 
heen confiscated. hese Americans and other foreigners’ interests will 
have been sacrificed on the alter of greed and dishonesty, at least ac- 
quiesced in and presided over by that man who guarantees the safe 
delivery of death-dealing munitions of war to his favored friends, plac- 
ing innocent women and babes astride torpedoes to guarantee or insure 
them against molestation of destruction even by those whom they are 
being sent to kill. 


to Mexico when 
and without any danger of confiscation at all be 
their properties, paying an equitable tax and having 


ENLISTMENT OF AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CANADA. 


Mr, TOWNSEND. Mr. President, it appears that some time 
ago the Secretary of Labor issued a statement in the form of a 
rule that a citizen of the United States enlisting in the Canadian 
Army to fight in Europe could, upon his return to the United 
States, be admitted to full citizenship. I do not care to discuss 
that proposition now, but inasmuch as the article which I ask 
to have read contains a procedure of enlistment and the oath 
which the soldier takes, I desire a clipping from a Michigan 
paper, an editorial, about a third of a column, to be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


ENLISTMENT AND CITIZENSHIP, 


There has been some protest from German cn Spe 5 porn in this coun- 
try because Secretary Wilson, of the Department of Labor, has ruled that 
Americans who enlist in the Canadian Army and subsequently return 
to this country are not to be treated as aliens by the immigration inspec- 
tors, but are to be allowed full rights as citizens of the United States. 
The pro-Germans insist that such persons lose their citizenship by en- 
tering the service of a foreign potentate. Wilson bases his ruling on the 
circumstance that the United States accepts the enlistment of aliens 
without depriving them of their citizenship in the land of their birth. 

Withont in the least undertaking to take sides in this controversy, we 
venture to suggest that what Canada requires in accepting the services 
of aliens is more pertinent just now than what the United States does, 
since it is Canada and not America that is swearing in troops. 

The Canadian enlistment blanks for those desiring to join the over- 
seas expeditionary force contain a declaration and an oath which must 
be signed by the applicant. In the declaration the recruit says he en- 
gages and agrees to serve in the over-seas force and to be attached to any 
arm of its service for one year, or during the war now going on between 
Great Brimin and Germany should that war continue more than a year, 
and also for six months after the termination of the war “ provided His 
Majesty should so long require my ces.“ 

The oath says: 

I «to make oath that I will be faithful and bear true allegiance to 
His Majesty King George V, his heirs and successors, and that I will, 
ns duty bound, honestly and faithfully defend His Majesty, his heirs and 
successors in person, crown, and dignity against all enemies, and will 
observe and obey all orders of His Majesty, his heirs and successors, and 
all the generals and officers set over me.” 

The Canadian recruiting officers hold that the declaration explains and 
modifies the oath, and shows that the American recruit is entering into 
only a temporary engagement and allegiance. 

When an alien 8 citizenship in this country he is required to 
forswear and repudiate all foreign allegiance. Can he subsequently 
reassume that allegiance and then 1 12 it again at pleasure, as one 
might take on or put off a cloak, and still remain an American citizen? 
Can a native-born American give temporary fealty to a foreign monarch 
anid retain his ons er in this country unimpaired? Can there be such a 
thing as a partial allegiance to a foreign government on the part of an 
American which will not affect his standing as a citizen of the United 
States? 

Such things may be possible. But the final determination must be 
left to an expert. Even Secretary Wilson recognizes this, for he admits 
that his ruling is only provisional until the courts have opportunity to 
pass on the subject. 


Nr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss 
the ruling of the Secretary of Labor at this time further than 
to say that it seems to me most remarkable that a citizen of 
the United States can take such an oath, which might possibly 
easily involve him against his own country in defense of a for- 
cign potentate; but inasmuch as the matter is not now here I 
am going to refrain from submitting any remarks at this time, 
but shall only submit to the Senate the statement which I have 
had read. 

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President, I have here a communication 
from the Secretary of Labor on the subject to which the Sena- 
tor from Michigan has just now referred, which sets out in 
detail the Secretary’s view of the matter. It is important that 
the Senate should have information concerning the subject, 
because it is a question of no mean importance. I think that 
it ought to be printed in the Record without reading. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I shall be very glad to have that done. 


- 


—— — ö — 


Mr. WALSH. I will say in this connection that I have been 
appealed to in a very considerable number of cases by the par- 
ents of boys 16, 17, and 18 years of age, who have been induced 
to enlist in the military service of Great Britain, to secure, if 
possible, their release. I do not care to comment at this time 
upon efforts that are being made to thus lead our young men 
into the service of any of the contending nations. I submit, 
however, that it would be a somewhat regrettable thing if these 
boys by their heedless and inconsiderable action should be put 
in a situation where they could no longer claim the protection 
of our Government nor claim the advantages of American citi- 
zenship when they should be restored to their parents. I do 
not mean to say that it would not be wise that that conclusion 
should follow, but the question is a rather delicate one. There- 
fore I am glad to submit what the Secretary of Labor has to 
say about it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communi- 
cation submitted by the Senator from Montana will be printed 
in the RECORD. A 


The communication referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, January 8, 1916, 
Hon. T. J. WALSH, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dran Sexator: I have your letter addressed to the solicitor for 
the department, in which you inclose an article from the Fatherland 
criticizing the action of this department in the case of Frank Caswell, 
wherein the department laid down a rule of policy, hereinafter referr 
to, in this class of cases. The article quotes a circular issued by the 
commissioner of immigration at Montreal, Canada, as follows: 

“Several cases have arisen of late wherein the question has been 
raised as to whether a United States citizen expatriates himself by 
enlisting in the Canadian Army. The matter has been the subject of 
considerable co mdence and has now been definitely decided, as 
attested by the following quotation from bureau letter of October 9, 
1915, No. 54003431: 

Instructions should be issued by you to the end that hereafter the 
boards will not question the American citizenship of an apenas be- 
cause of the fact that he took the oath of allegiance and enlisted in the 
Canadian forces.’ 

“ Officers in this district will be governed accordingly.” 

The article then states: 

“Under this ruling a native-born or naturalized American citizen 
may take a solemn cath that he will forever forswear alle ce to the 
Stars and Stripes, become a subject of King George of gland, offer 
his life and limbs in the cause of a foreign potentate, and yet remain 
a citizen of the United States, welcome to return and be received into 
full citizenship as anyone else who has throughout remained loyal to 
his own country.” 

Of course there is no truth in the statement that “under this 
ruling a native-born or naturalized American citizen may take a 
solemn oath that he will forever forswear alle ce to the Stars and 
Stripes, become a subject of King George of England. * and 
yet remain a citizen of the United States.” The Department of Labor 
and the Bureau of Immi tion have invariably administered the 
immigration laws impartially, irrespective of the 5 of the 
applicant for admission. It is probable that a number of men of 
American birth have enlisted in the armies of each of the belligerent 
countries of Europe and have taken the qualified oath of allegiance 
which a soldier is required to take n enlistment, and the same 
interpretation of the law would na ly be sopia to each of them 
when returning to the United States as was applied in the case which 
resulted in the issuance of the circular quoted in the clipping, no 
matter which of the armies they enlisted in. The circular was issued 
by the commissioner of immigration at Montreal to the immigration 
inspectors on the Canadian border as per the decision of the depart- 
ment in the Frank Caswell case contained in the following letter of 
instructions from the Acting Commissioner General: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., October 9, 1915, 


UNITED STATES COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION, 
Montreal, Canada: 


Referring to the Frank Caswell case (your 11035/395), you are 
advised that the board should reconsider his application for admission 
without relation to the fact that he enlisted in the expeditionary force 
from Canada to Great Britain. 

Instructions should be issued by you to the end that hereafter the 
beards will net question the American citizenship of an applicant 
because of the fact he took the oath of allegiance and enlisted in the 
Canadian forces. 

ALFRED HAMPTON, 
Assistant Commissioner General, 


You will observe that the circular only quotes a portion of the 
bureau letter, and consequently does not show the fact that the con- 
clusions arrived at. grew out of the consideration of a specific case, 
nor does the letter make any reference to the moot point of law upon 
which the department based its action. The letter of the Acting 
Commissioner General represents, in part, the attitude of this depart- 
ment in dealing with the subject of expatriation in administering the 
immigration Jaws, except that the word “qualified,” which should 
have occurred before the word * oath,” was inadvertently omitted in 
the communication. 

This department has no authority to determine the question of ex- 

triation except for the purpose of administering the immigration and 

inese exclusion laws. It can not confer eG upon anyone, 
That is a judicial function. An alien coming to the United States is 
admitted solely as a mater of privilege if he conforms to certain con- 
ditions established by law. American citizen returning to the 
United States is entitled to admission unconditionally as a matter of 
right. If we err in denying admission to an alien, his ra ground of 
complaint is that he has n denied the privilege which bas been 
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nted to others similarly situated. If we err in denying admission 
o a citizen, the department is placed in the tion of taking away 
from one of our own le that which is bis inherent — 1 

In the act of March 2, 1907, section 2 (34 Stat., 1228), Congress, 
for the first time, undertook to define the conditions which would result 
in expatriation. rovided : 

sf t any A can citizen shall be deemed to baye expatriated 
himself when he has been naturalized in any foreign State in con- 
formity with its laws or when he has taken an oath of allegiance to 


any forelgn State. 

When naturalized citizen shall heve resided for two years in 
the fo tate from which he came, or for five years in any other 
foreign State, it shall be presumed that he has ceased to be an Ameri- 
can citizen, and the place of his general abode shall be deemed his 
place of residence during said years: Provided, howerer, That such pre 
sumption may be overcome on the presentation of satisfactory evidence 
to a diplomatic or consular officer of the United States, under such 
rules and regulations as the Department of State may prescribe: And 

vided also, That no American citizen shall be allowed to expatriate 

lf when this country is at war.” 

In construing this law for the ane of administering the immi- 
gration laws it is the policy of this department that whenever any 
citizen of the United States, native or naturalized, takes an unqualified 
oath of a ce to any foreign State 7 which he becomes a citizen 
or subject of that State, or renounces his allegiance to the United 
States, or when any naturalized citizen shall have resi for two 
years in the foreign State from whence he came, or for five years in 
any other foreign State, without having presented satisfactory evidence 
to a diplomatic or co r officer of the United States, under such 
rules og 3 8 a —— Depa Sewa ora pas shall 2 
presume expa complete, and s persons nting 
themselyes for admission to the United States are dealt with in exactly 
the same manner as any other alien. 

When any citizen of the United States takes a limited or qualified 
oath of allegiance to a foreign State, which expires by its own time 
limitations and does not make him a subject or citizen of the foreign 
State to which he has sworn allegiance, and which does not renounce 
allegiance to the United States, a ficial question is involved which, 
so far as this department is adyi: has never been determined b; 
of our courts, as to whether or not citizenship in the United Sta’ is 
automatically restored when the time limit of the oath of allegiance to 
a foreign State has expired and the person who has taken such an oath 
seeks to return to this country. It understood that the oaths of al- 
1 taken oy citizens of the United States when they join the army 
of any of the belligerents in the war now raging in Europe do not make 
them citizens or sub of the State whose a they join. They 
expire by virtue of their own time limitations, con ne clause 
renouncing allegiance to the United States. These conditions create an 
element of doubt concerning the automatic restoration of citizenship to 

ersons who have taken such an cath, and until the question has n 
Punanen pE 83 interpretation it is the purpose of this depart- 
ment in a nistering the immigration laws to resolve the doubt in 
aor of the person returning to the United States under these circum- 
stances, 

I would be very glad to arrange with the 8 of Justice to 
have a test case instituted which would dete: e the point at issue. 
That can be very readily —— pian the Frank Caswell , out of 
which have grown the rulings of this department on the question. Frank 
Caswell, a native of Maine, went to Canada in 1912 for the p of 
obtain! W oe eee During his stay there, on August 13, 1914, he 
enlisted the Canadian military service and was sent to England for 
the purpose of training. He returned to Canada on April 3, 1915, and 
was disc from the mili service in question on the Tth of 
April following. It appears that took the regular oath of allegiance 
required of all persons enlisting in the Canadian service for the present 
European war. On August 18 last he secured an offer of employment 
from a cabinet company in Detroit, Mich., and while on his way to 
accept the same he was excluded at Port Huron, Mich., as an alien seek- 
ing to enter the United States in violation of the contract-labor pro- 
visions of the act of February 20, 1907 (34 Stat., 808). his ali 
being based on the ground that the oath of allegiance taken when 
entered the Canadian military service operated to expatriate him, under 
the provisions of section 3 of the act of March 2, 1907 (34 Stat., 1228), 
which made him. as an allen, amenable to the provisions of the im- 
migration law. Upon a to the department he was admitted. in 
accordance with the policy outlined above. He is now in the United 
States. The essen facts are admitted. If he is an alien, he has 
violated the alien contract-labor provisions of the immigration laws, is 
unlawfully in the United States, and can be deported. rtation pro- 
eeedings can readily be instituted and an interpretation obtained from 
the courts which can be used as a guide in the a tration of the law. 

Respectfully, 
W. B. Wrtsox, Secretary. 


FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC STEEL, 


Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President, recently in this body a state- 
ment was made that two-thirds of the structural steel which was 
used in the reconstruction of San Francisco, Cal., was imported 
from Europe. For the information of the Senate I wrote to the 
Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco and to the iron works 
there. I have a communication in reply, and I request that it 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the communica- 
tion presented by the Senator from California will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 


Sax Francisco, December 31, 1915. 
Hon, James D. PHELAN, 

Washington, D. C. 

Dran Sm: In answer to your oe ag’ concerning the use of German 

steel in the reconstruction work an Francisco, CaL, we beg to 

submit the following, gleaned from our knowledge of the facts and 


gures : 

Since the disaster of 1906, approximately 1,100,000 tons of structural 
steel has been used in rebuilding, of which at the utmost 120,000 tons 
was imported direct to this port from Germany and Belgium. 


Of the total tonnage of 1.100.000 tons used, approximately 600,000 
tens was fabricated and erected by the local shops, and the balance, 
500,000 tens, was furnished and erected wt Doge firms, 

We have no means of ascertaining whet any of the steel used by 
the eastern firms was imported from abroad or not, but the amount of 
foreign steel 2 direct to this port by the local shops and used in 
reconstruction is less than 12 per cent of the total tonnage used. 

comparative prices of fereign and at various 


The domestic steel 
periods from 1906 to the present are. as follows: 


10 years. 


: F: 
Domestic price. at San Francisco, 


Per cut. 
$2.50 $2.39 
2.45 2.25 
2.40 22 
235 LS 
2.20 1.85 
2.25 L 
22D] $1.90 to 2 
2.25 
1% 1.313 to 1.76 

65 +) 


i No information st San Francisco for first half of year. 


Trusting that the foregoing will serve your purpose, and that if we 
can be of any further assistance to you that you will not hesitate to 
command us, we beg to remain, 
Respectfully, yours, 
CextTraL Inox Works (INC), 
A. A. DEVOTO, President. 


MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED TO MR, PHELAN. 
San Francisco, December 24, 1915. 


extremely difficult to determine, 


By carefully ehecking the records of the custom- 


San Francisco during this period to be 33,000 tons. 
There is no doubt that much bar iron came in, which was used for 


reinforcing but it is nearly impossible to a 
amount, as Ht ds included within the by ad e classification 
ingot, bar, and other steel. We are informed by steel men familiar 


with the situation that the steel imported into this port for this pur- 
pose was approximately 10 per cent of the amount used. 
Very truly, yours, 
Sax FRANCISCO CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By ROBERT K. LYNCH, 
Vice President and Manager. 


THE EXPORT TRADE. 


Mr. STONE. During the month of November last I addressed 
a communication to the Secretary of Commerce, requesting him 
to furnish me with some statistical information. I sought to as- 
certain, as far as possible, the data showing the amount of our 
exports to various countries, those engaged in war and neutral 
countries, and also, as far as possible, to separate such exports, 
so as to show what part of those exports could be said to be for 
war purposes as compared with exports that could not be said to 
be for war uses. I have here an answer to my communication. 

The Secretary of Commerce has transmitted to me a com- 
munication from the Bureau of Statistics inclosing two tables. 
The first of these tables shows the values of exports from the 
United States to the principal foreign countries in October, 
1913, and October, 1915, with the increase or decrease to each 
country. The European countries are grouped in two classes 
according as they are belligerent or neutral. 

The second of these tables shows the exports of domestic mer- 
chandise from the United States to belligerent countries of 
Europe, Canada, Japan, and Asiatic Russia, to the neutral 
countries of Europe, and to other countries in October, 1913, 
and October, 1915, classified according to the extent of their 
use as munitions of war. 

I thought that the communication and the tables would be of 
interest and value to Senators, and I therefore ask that they 
may be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


DECEMBER 27, 1915. 
The SECRETARY or CoMMERCE: 


There are inclosed herewith two tables showing: 
1. The value of exports from the United States to the principal for- 
eign countries in October, 1913, and October, 1915, with increase or de- 
crease to each country. The pean countries are grouped in two 
as they are belligerent or neutral. 
of domestic merchandise from the United States to 
belligerent countries of Europe, to Canada, Japan, and Asiatic Russia, 
to neutral countries of meee, and to other countries in October, 1913, 
a October, 1915, classified according to extent of use as munitions 
of war. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


A single month has been taken, because of the difficulty in making the 
necessary Seer, mpeg from the returns of the various collectors of 
customs. Similar returns can be compiled, if necessary, for later months 
and, it is believed, much more 8 October is doubtless the best 
single month, because of the heavy shipments. Comparison is made 
y 1 1913, the latest corresponding month before the out- 

reak of war. 

There have been large shipments to Canada, doubtless intended, in 
part, for reexportation to Europe, and to Asiatic Russia for shipment 
across Siberia. Exports to these countries and to Japan are shown 
so as to avoid any suspicion that the movement of war supplies has 
been minimized. n view of the very close supervision of the trade 
with neutral countries it is considered doubt whether any con- 
siderable exports to such countries can reach belligerent destinations. 

The 8 of distinguishing accurately between munitions of 
war and commercial shipments must be clearly recognized. It is not 
practicable to ask our rters to declare whether each individual 
shipment is destined for the supply of armies or for commercial use. 
Many shippers are undoubtedly not informed and, in any event, such 
a requirement would meet vigorous opposition. Yet in no other way 
can commercial shipments and army shipments be distinguished, even 
in a general way. With the leading competing nations at war, it is 
natural that there should be large demands for our manufactures from 
neutral countries and from belligerents themselyes for goods which 
were formerly obtained from the manufacturing nations of Europe. 
Failure to five due weight to this consideration is responsible for much 
of the confusion that has appeared in newspaper interviews. The in- 
creased exports to the nations at war are frequently taken as a measure 
of our trade in army supplies while, to a large extent, these exports 
are the result of lessened productivity in the warring nations, : 


EXPORTS TO BELLIGERENT EUROPE. 


To the belligerent countries of Europe our total exports in October, 
1915, were $31,500,000 more than our exports two years earlier. Ex- 
plosives and firearms showed a gain of $18,000,000. Articles largely 
used for army purposes, including horses, woolen wearing a parel, com- 
mercial automobiles, etc., increased $21,000,000. Foodstuffs, the pro- 
portion of which used for army 5 can not be determined, in- 
creased $26,000,000, and other articles partly used for army supplies 
increased $21,000,000. 

Some of these increases can not fairly be chargeable to the war. Our 
wheat crop this year is 249,000,000 bushels more than in 1913, an in- 
crease of 32 per cent, which would undoubtedly, even had peace pre- 
yailed, have resulted in jar 1 increased shipments. To credit one- 
half of the gain in the third group of articles (those partly used for 
army . 8 would perhaps be fair, and on this basis $60,000,000 
to $65,000,000 would represent the amount of munitions of war in our 
October exports. 

Even counting the total gain in the articles used partly for army 
supplies, the increased 7 in all three classes amounted to somewhat 
less than $86,000,000. his maximum commercial gain from the war 
must be offset by our loss in cotton and copper. 

The cotton crop last year was 2,000, bales more than the year 
before (a percentage gain of 14 per cent). The small crop of the pres- 
ent year, largely due to reduced ac , reflecting the low Pace of last 
year, is supplemented by heavy stocks. The decrease of $63,000,000 
in our cotton exports to belligerent countries is therefore attributable 
directly to the war. Copper exports fell off a third in value, while the 
production in 1914 was only 6 per cent less than the year before, 

Charging off the large decrease in cotton and copper and the smaller 
decrease in gasoline and naphtha, the net gain from the war, even on 
the most liberal basis of calculation, is only $19,500,000 (for October). 
In articles which can scarcely be affected appreciably by the war, the 
gain in exports to belligerent countries was $12,000,000. This group 
includes a $600,000 increase in coal and coke, a $700,000 increase in 
wire (other than barbed wire) and wire manufactures, a gain of 
$300,000 in cottonseed oil, and of $160,000 in tinplate. Barley, corn, 
cars and carriages, tanning bark, dyes and e sugar machinery, 
leather manufactures (other than men’s boots and shoes and harness 
and saddles), oleo oil, butter, condensed milk, gas oil and fuel oil, toys, 
beans, peas, and potatoes are some of the other articles showing a gain 
to all countries of more than $100,000 each. 


EXPORTS TO CANADA, JAPAN, AND ASIATIC RUSSIA. 


The only picid yok yyy exports to Canada of articles in Table 2 are 
horses, with a gain of $3,000,000, and brass, with a gain of $1,500,000. 
To Asiatic Russia the gains are chiefly $2,500,000 in locomotives and 
$1,000,000 in steel rails. To Japan, although a 7 1 757 at war, the 
exports show a decrease, chiefly in raw cotton ($2,400,000). 


EXPORTS TO NEUTRAL EUROPE, 


Our exports to neutral Europe doubled. The gain of $16,600,000 is 
made up Thiefiy of wheat, $5 000,000; 13 $3,000,000 ; bacon, $1,000,000 ; 
and sole and upper leather, $800,000. ur abundant wheat crop and the 


domestic merchandise from the United States to belligerent countries of Eur, 
Experts of do f tries, October, 1913, and October, 191, = h 


Belligerent Europe. 


1915 | 1913 1915 


Firearms and ammunition: 
Explosives (except dynamite) 
Firearms 


Wool wearing apparel. .....nsssresase ross 

Commercial ani 

A fone manufacturers of (except rags 
ules os 


Canada, Japan, and 
‘Asiatic Russia. 
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cutting off of the Russian supply of rye explain fully the largest two 
items. From the nature of the articles involved our gain, if any, from 
the war, is due to the temporary elimination of our foreign competitors. 


GAINS AND LOSSES TO INDIVIDUAL COMPANIES, 


Largely increased exports to the United Kingdom, Italy, European 
Russia, and France are offset in part by the cutting off of our shipments 
to Germany, Belgium, and Austria-Hungary. 

It is to the neutral countries of Europe that increased exports are 
most general. This is natural, in view of the former dependence of these 
countries on supplies from the countries at war and the need of find- 
ing new sources to meet their requirements. Gains are largest in ex- 

orts to Norway, Sweden, the Netherlands, and Greece. Only Roumania, 
o which approach through both central Europe and Turkey has been 
closed, shows a loss. 

Among non-European countries, our gains are largest to Asiatic Rus- 
sia and Cuba and our loss greatest to Japan. This disastrous effects 
of the war on the markets of South American are, in spite of recent 
improvement, visible in exports to Brazil, Chile, and Argentina much 
below the level of two years ago, For the preceding quarter (July- 
September) the showing to Argentina, Brazil, and Chile was more favor- 
ante a gain of $5,000,000 over the corresponding three months of 1913 

corded. 
perma eee aed FRANK R. RUTTER, 
Assistant Chief of Burcay. 
rom the United States to principal foreign coun- 
ries in October, 1913, and October, 1915. 


The value of rear 


Countries. Increase. | Decrease. 
Belligerent Europe: 
-Hungary...........--] . $1,024 | $2,283,009 |............ $2, 281, 985 
Austria-Hungary 72. 


Russia in Europe. 
Servia = eee sA 


Neutral Ew 3 
Azores Ayy Madeira Islands. 
Denmark 
S <a 
Iceland and Faroe Islands 
etherlands 2 


892 
b oar 
88888888888 


to wr en mw eS 
5 


882 5 


= 
ERRER 


Other countries. 


~ 
= 
~“ 


321, 814, 041 |269, 003, 434 


52, 810, 607 


, to Canada, Japan, and Asiatic Russia, to neutral countries of Europe, and to other coun- 


ed according to extent of use as munitions of war. 


Other countries. Total. 


1913 
19,078,187 | $388, 329 
556, 740 356, 129 


19, 634, 907 744, 458 


49,307 
14, 491 


93, 807 
1,024, 182 
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Exports of domestic merchandise from the United States to belligerent countries of Europe, to Canada, Japan, and Asiatic Russia, ete.Continued. 


Belligerent Europe. Cos ui open. tien d Neutral Europe. Other countries. Total. 
Articles. 
1915 1913 1915 | 1913 1915 1913 1915 1913 1915 1913 
Articles largely used for 
Aeroplanes, and parts $438, 893 $1,015 
FCC 206, 400 66,817 
Surgical appliances. . 292, 653 105, 290 
Horseshoes... .........26 Spenescbonedsesent) | OO, G00 \I. Jars ccevous 65,043 6, 
CCC TO OE PTAS 77,637,252 | 2,597,979 
Articles partly nsed for army supplies show- 
ing material increase in exports to belligerent 
countries: 
Foodstuſſs 
Wheat 2, 66,895 | 20,513,418 | 6,769. 223 
8. 692 231,106 | 9,141,630 255, 625 
acon.. 4, 892, 580 170,783 | 6,978,754 | 2,330,999 
2, 630, 622 13,903 | 3,284,956 15,115 
2.539.508 177,506 2,788,800 1,853,314 
Salmon, canned...... 2,325,444 283,538 | 2,876,316 1, 841, 367 
Wheat flour... 2,118, 451 2,656,214 | 6,965,294 | 5,746, 625 
B 35310, 780 A f 35,344 | 1,345,320 37,055 
B 36, 867 463, 638 48, 495 
UCT A ERRETA e eee 3, 207,941 8, 106 
3, 672, 161 18,955, 924 
73, 593 595, 111 
389,024 2, 713, 508 
5, 277 13, 
302,932 1, 418, 577 
411, 021 785, 
409,187 1,164,526 
866,842 1,663,719 
356, 982 642,140 
275,240 751, 696 
102,796 728, 470 
431 11, 762 
A 896 40,552 
Gasoline engines. 5 706 626, 247 
Soo eee 262 1,258,775 
603 1, 848, 792 
750 239, 604 
3 707 1,598, 340 
48,177 
9 307, 095 
i 243,113 
4,884, 589 | 11,564,975 | 4,931,260 | 2,084,453 | 574.881 7,720, 456 | 16,613, 894 


16,376, 169 | 12,320,661 | 6,497,177 | 14,811,708 | 2,781,097 | 14,416, 635 | 7, 5 


8 used for Army suppliesshowing 
material decrease in exports to belligerent 


countries: f 
Cotton, raw, including linters 3,610,635 | 5,907,042 | 3,903,610 | 3,627,235 469, 226 496, 317 107,381,317 
Copper in pigs snd manufactures o. 9, 440, 387 789, 801 575,393 | 1,670,210 | 2,103,345 752,022 120,041 12, 239, 166 
Genvtine sad naphtha . 1,494, 573 242, 463 596, 533 74, 785 123,478 | 1,054,113 | 1,038,984 „288, 

ell ssa sedsenceneensaee 42,009,818 108, 285,683 4,642,899 | 7,078,968 | 5,648,585 | 5,854,058 1,655, 342 122,874,051 
Total of foregoing articles 143,340, 975 |125, 237, 265 | 22,113,617 | 14,399,393 | 20,699,930 | 8,601, 623 | 18,826, 252 | 13, 488, 025 200, 988, 772 | 161, 785, 306 
Other articles Jeadee 2 49,905,033 | 38,519, 362 22, 882, 163 25,358,505 | 12,597,550 | 7,995,561 | 20,441,523 | 35,343, 700 114, 827, 269 107, 217,128 

Grand totals co. cassssacpsausses NA 195,253,006 |163, 756,627 | 44,995,780 | 39,757,898 | 33,297, 480 | 16,657,184 | 48,267,775 | 48;831,725 [321,814,041 | 269, 003, 434 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if the | In the case of chemicals and drugs, in 1913 the exportations 


tables presented by him show the exportation for one month in 
each of the years 1913 and 1915, or for those two entire years? 

Mr. STONE. I read what the tables show. They contain a 
comparative statement for the months of October, 1913, and 
Getober, 1915, which are the months immediately preceding my 
inquiry. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the matter being printed ; 
but I wish simply to say in this connection that I have a list 
of exportations of all articles and classes for nine months of 
the years 1913, 1914, and 1915; that is, the first nine months 
of. ench of the three years, and the amount of exportations as 
classified by the department. For the information of the Senate, 
without going into details, I will say of those 36 classifications 
the exportations for the first nine months of 1913 amounted to 
$1,733,400,000; for the same months of 1914 the exportations 
were $1,467,400,000, or a decrease over the exports for the year 
1913; but in the year 1915 the exportations were $2,532,500,000. 

I wish to call attention to some of the items that can be classi- 
fied as those for which the increased demand has been brought 
about on account of the war; and call attention to the fact 
that the difference between the total exportations for 1913 and 
those for 1915 amounts to $799,000,000. I wish to call atten- 
tion to some of the items of increases, showing that the increases 
were on account of the war and for items used in the war that 
this increase of exportations occurred. For instance, in the 
item of cattle, hogs, horses, sheep, mules, and so forth, in 1913 
the exports were $5,600,000, while in 1915 they were $96,200,000. 


were $19,800,000, while in 1915 they were $54,200,000. In the 
case of explosives, in 1913 the exportations were $3,800,000, while 
in 1915 they were $84,300,000. The exportations of iron and 
steel manufactures in 1913 were $226,500,000, in 1915 they were 
$251,100,000. In 1913 the exports of meat were $120,200,000, 
while in 1915 they were $194,800,000. The exports of refined 
sugar in 1913 were $1,300,000, while in 1915 they were $24,- 
800,000. The exportations of zinc manufactures in 1913 were 
$1,000,000, whereas in 1915 they were $21,500,000. 

Mr. President, I might go on and mention every item and 
show that most of the increased exportations from this country 
have been undoubtedly brought about by the war and are made 
up of those articles that are used in war, and for no other pur- 


pose. 

The same report also shows that the items that have been 
usually exported, that go into the everyday life of the people 
and the commerce of the world, have not been exported to so 
large an extent in 1915 as in the year 1913. 

Mr. President, I simply wanted, in connection with the state- 
ment that was made here for one particular month, to call atten- 
tion to the figures for nine months of the three years, so that 
there could be no mistake as to the actual conditions. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to ask the Senator if it is his purpose to 
have printed in the Recorp the statement from which he has 
quoted? 

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly satisfied that it should go into 
the Recorp. 
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Mr. STONE. If the Senator has no objection, I should like 
to have it go into the RECORD. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask, then, that the table from 
which I have quoted be printed in the Recorp, without my read- 
ing it. 5 
jn STONE. Yes; I think that had better be done. As the 
Senator has made comments, I should like to see the document 
and I should also like to know where he got it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator where I got it. The 

Department of Commerce, Bureau of Foreign and Domestic 
Commerce, issues a “Monthly Summary of Foreign Commerce 
of the United States,” and if the Senator will take the time to 
examine it, he will find the figures I have quoted. 

Mr. STONE. This is a computation made by the Senator him- 
self, based on some reports to which he has the kindness to 
invite my considerate attention, but it is the Senator’s own 
computation, 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I do not want to claim credit for the work, 
Mr. President. 


The information is gathered from the “ Monthly Summary of 
Foreign Commerce of the United States.” 

Mr. STONE. Well, who made the tables—that is the point— 
from which the Senator was reading a moment ago? Who col- 
lated them? Who compiled them? 

Mr. SMOOT. The table that I just asked to have put in the 
Record? 

Mr. STONE. The Senator knows what I am talking about— 
yes; who compiled that? 

Mr. SMOOT. It was compiled in my office. 

Mr. STONE. Oh, that was what the Senator seemed reluc- 
tant to say. 

Mr. SMOOT. Not in the teast. 

Mr. STONE. Now, I will ask that it be printed. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator need not ask that; I have already 
asked that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. STONE. Then I supplement the Senator’s request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The matter will be printed in the 
Recorp, in the absence of objection. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Un millions of dollars. 


Articles and classes exported. 

Agricultural implements ie me — 

A cattle, hogs, horses, sheep, mules, eto } 
Brass and manufactures ......-.- P, PEE ER FENIE he beset 4.9 31.8 
— tien —— 172.8 423.4 
22.7 85.6 
9.5 18.9 
20.2 54.2 
95.6 83.9 
er ee 242.2 207.3 
34.1 71.1 
15.2 17.2 
4.9 $4.3 
8.2 13.2 
6.6 10.7 
16.2 23.1 
8.6 15.5 
152.8 251.1 
— 12.4 2. 8 
Leather manufactures. 26.7 94.6 
. 97.7 14.3 
r er ekganwaensyansbadvesenisey 2.5 15.7 
Naval stores 12.2 9.3 
Oil cake and oil-care meal 11.8 23.0 
Oils, mineral. 108.2 106.2 
ils, vegetable... 11.2 23.8 
Paints, colors, and varnish 5.3 6.6 
code manufactures h. Se wa 
8 , refined......... 5.8 24.8 
To manufactures 5.4 4.9 
Tobaceo, raw . $2.5 30.0 
Wood, lum sat 65.3 40.3 
Wool manufactures ........0...2.220.0e0s0eeeeereee 3.5 25.2 
Zine mamulactures -........- .- +--+ ++ eerer cower eevee’ 3.2 21.5 
Articles not enumerated ......-.-.---2eene+-eneeenee 202.3 250.6 
2 Z cea otddcatennety 2,532.5 


Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Missouri if the table which he has presented is 
intended to disclose the amount of our foreign exportations due 
to the war and the amount not due to the war? If that be so, 
does this table show what proportion of our foreign exports 
were to take the place of goods which the nations at war had 
heretofore sent to those countries, but which, on account of the 
war, they were unable to send? 


Mr. STONE. The tables which I have submitted, and which 
will appear in the Recorp to-morrow morning, will show the 
losses in the way of imports into the neutral nations of Europe— 
for example, coming from what are now belligerent nations in 
Europe—and will very clearly disclose, I think, for the month 
indicated, the increased exports from the United States to such 
countries due to a falling off of foreign exports to those coun- 
tries. I think the tables will show that. It might have been 
better to have covered a period of 3 months or 9 months or 
12 months, but I asked simply for this information for a single 
month as merely indicative of a general condition. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 


Mr. FLETCHER. On December 10 the Chair laid before the 
Senate the annual report of the Attorney General for the year 
1915, and it was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. I 
move that the report be taken from the table and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by J. C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 89) to amend an act entitled “An act 
granting pensions to certain widows and dependent children of 
soldiers and sailors of said war,” approved February 25, 1915, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice President: 

S. 1230. An act to authorize the construction of bridges across 
the Fox River at Aurora, III.; and 

8. 2409. An act to authorize the Ohio-West Virginia Bridge 
Co. to construct a bridge across the Ohio River at the city of 
Steubenville, Jefferson County, Ohio. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HARDING. I present a joint resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio, which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be 
printed in the Rxconp, as follows: 


Joint resolution memoralizing the Senators and Representatives to Con- 
gress from the State of Ohio to support H. R. 1 Z as amended, 
popularly known as the Palmer-Owen bill, designed to prevent inter- 
state commerce in the products of child labor. 

Whereas the people of the State of Ohio, in response to enlightened and 
humane 2 have, through th 
statute law, peoo for the protection of the State's most valu- 
able asset—i : 

anc 


embody with the the 
Union, the most advanced slation upon the subject; and 

Whereas the blot of u eted—or practically unrestricted—child 
labor still rests upon a number of States, the youth and future career 
of the Nation's embryo citizens being sacrificed to the assumed needs 
of commerce ; and 

Whereas the reckless waste of future 8 involved in the in- 
dustrial exploitation of immature children is uneconomic and wrong 
os utes a crime against childhood and the race 
itself ; an ; 

Whereas the products of various industries of the State of Ohio, manu- 
factured under humane conditions and without robbing childhood 

of its birthright, are forced to seek to market in competition with 

output of child-labor industries in various States in the Union; 


and 

Whereas Federal H. R. 12292, as amended by the House Committee on 
Labor, known as the Palmer-Owen bill, seeks to prohibit the shi 
ment in interstate commerce of the products of the labor of little 
children less than 14 years of age; an 

Whereas such H. R. 2 is indorsed by the American Association for 
Labor Legislation, by organizations of workers and employers alike 

t, and by all men and 


by the leaders in con neous 
women familiar with its provisions; an 
Whereas the State of Ohio, being, as stated in the vanguard of States 
in the matter of child protection, a peculiar responsibility rests upon 
her representatives: Now, therefore, be it 
Resolved by — — — 3 — of reg State 40 eras! bie t our 
and resentatives ugress reques they use 
= N timate effort to secure the speedy enactment into law of 


as amended. 
this resolution each such Senator 


be forwarded to 
and Representative by the secretary of state of Ohio. 
CHARLES D. Coxovzn, 
Speaker of tho ewes of Representatives, 


NOLD 
President of the Senate. 
Adopted March 4, 1915. 


I, C. Q. Hildebrant, secretary of state of the State of Ohio, do hereby 
thet the foregoing is an exemplified copy. carefully compared 
by me with the original enrolled resolution now my official custody 
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ns secreta 
resolution No. 18, adopted by the General Assembly of the State of 
vig aoe 4, 1915, and filed in this office on the Sth day of March, 
5 “Witness my hand and official seal at Columbus, Ohio, this 6th day 
OF eet A. D. 1915. 

SEAL, 


of state, and found to be truc and correct, of house joint 


C. Q. TILDEBRANT, 
Sceretary of State. 

Mr. NELSON presented telegrams in the nature of memorials 
from sundry citizens of the State of Minnesota, remonstrating 
against the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution grant- 
ing the right of suffrage to women, which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of Arthur MacArthur Camp, No. 
16, Department of Minnesota, of Minneapolis, Minn., praying for 
the enactment of legislation to prevent the discharge of ex-sol- 
diers from Government positions in the Philippine Islands, which 
was referred to the Committee on the Philippines. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented petitions of the congregations of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church and the Presbyterian Church of 
Gardner, of the Swedish Free Sunday School of Rootford, and 
of sundry citizens of Maxon, Bellair, Yale, Crandall, Casey, 
West York, Pontiac, Martinsville, Bath, Saidora, Odin, Salem, 
and Xenia, all in the State of Illinois, praying for national pro- 
hibition, which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McLEAN presented a petition of 42 citizens of Hartford 
and East Hartford, in the State of Connecticut, praying for an 
increase in armaments, which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Association of Collegiate 
Alumne of Norwalk, Conn., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit interstate commerce in the products of child 
labor, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

Mr. CURTIS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Ar- 
kansas City, McPherson, Wichita, Grand River, and Brazilton, 
all in thé State of Kansas, remonstrating against an increase in 
armaments, which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wamego, 
Kans., praying for the placing of an embargo on munitions of 
war, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Lyon 
County, Kans., remonstrating against the placing of a tax on 
gasoline, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Washington Post, No. 12, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lawrence, 
Kans., and a petition of the Women’s Relief Corps, No. 9, of 
Lawrence, Kans., praying for the enactment of more liberal pen- 
sion laws, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


THE JUDICIAL CODE. 


Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 2406) to amend section 162 of the act 
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary, 
approved March 3, 1911, reported it with amendments and sub- 
mitted a report (No. 42) thereon. 


PEND OREILLE RIVER BRIDGE, IDAHO. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce I re- 
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 320) 
to authorize the county of Bonner, Idaho, to construct a bridge 
across Pend Oreille River, and I submit a report (No. 40) 
thereon, I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHATTAHOOCHEE RIVER BRIDGE, GEORGIA. 


Mr. SHEPPARD. From the Committee on Commerce, I re- 
port back favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 775) 
granting the consent of Congress to J. P. Jones and others to 
construct one or more bridges across the Chattahoochee Ri-er 
between the counties of Coweta and Carroll, in the State of 
Georgia, and I submit a report (No. 41) thereon. I ask unani- 
wous consent for the present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: 

A bill (S. 3467) granting a pension to Lawrence E. Brunson; 
5 bill (S. 3468) granting an increase of pension to Lucy M, 

ord; 

A bill (S. 8469) granting a pension to James R. Phillips; and 

A bill (S. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Martin; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON cf Maine: 

A bill (S. 3471) granting a pension to Sadie E. Devault: 

A bill (S. 3472) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Runnels; 

A bill (S. 3478) granting an increase of pension to Sylvanus 
H. Ward (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3474) granting an increase of pension to Granville 
R. Sibley (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3475) granting an increase of pension to James 
Rogers (with accompanying papers) ; and 

A bill (S. 8476) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo J. 
Nevers (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 

A bill (S. 8477) making appropriation for investigation and 
promotion of rural edueation, industrial education, and school 
hygiene; to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: 

A bill (S. 3478) to establish a military academy at Fort 
Logan, Colo.; and 

A bin (S. 3479) for the relief of Sylvester Howe; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3480) granting a pension to Emerson E. Paden; 

A bill (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to James 
Inman; 

A bill (S. 3482) granting an increase of pension to Albert M. 
Harrington; and 

A bill (S. 3483) granting a pension to Ferdinand Reinhardt; 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES: 

A bill (S. 3484) granting certain lands of the Colville Indian 
Reservation, Wash., to the Washington Historical Society; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3485) to establish In the District of Columbia a 
laboratory for the study of the criminal, pauper, and defective 
classes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 3486) to establish the Olympic National Park in 
the Olympic Mountains, in the State of Washington, and for 
other purposes (with accompanying papers); to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

By Mr. McCUMBER: 

A bill (S. 3487) to credit certain officers of the Medical De- 
partment, United States Army, with services rendered as acting 
assistant surgeons during the Civil War; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Jolin B. 
Walden; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: 

A bill (S. 3489) for the enlargement of the Federal building 
at San Jose, Cal.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. CURTIS: 

A bill (S. 3490) to provide for the sale of publie lands in 
western Kansas in certain cases, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Public Lands. ö 

A bill (S. 3491) for the relief of Lou Jahn; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (S. 3492) granting a pension to Mary White (with ac- 
companying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3493) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Baker (with aceompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3494) granting a pension to Matilda J. Fuller (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3495) granting a pension to George J. Jones (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3496) granting a pension to Mary C. Finlay (with 
accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3497) granting an increase of pension to James L. 
Zeigler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3498) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
Parks (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3499) granting an increase of pension to Alice M, 
Pike (with accompanying papers) ; 
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A bill (S. 8500) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Baughman (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 8501) granting an increase of pension to Zenas R. 
Detwiler (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3502) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Snider (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3503) granting an increase of pension to William 
Henthorn (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3504) granting a pension to Lemuel Abbott (with 
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 8505) for the relief of Henry Wagner (with ac- 
companying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STERLING: 

A bill (S. 3506) to prevent the spread of the foot-and-mouth 
disease, anthrax, hog cholera, and other contagious or infec- 
tious diseases of live stock during or in consequence of the 
carrying of animals by railroad or other means of transporta- 
tion from any State or Territory or the District of Columbia 
into or through any other State or Territory or the District of 
Columbia ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

A bill (S. 3507) for the relief of Elizabeth Marsh Watkins; 
to the Committee on Claims. j 

By Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota : 

A bill (S. 3508) validating and confirming conveyances of 
lands made by allottees on the Yankton Indian Reservation, the 
Crow Creek Indian Reservation, and the Rosebud Indian Reser- 
vation, all in the State of South Dakota; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. HARDING (for Mr. POMERENE) : 

A bill (S. 3509) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue a deed to the persons hereinafter named for part of a lot 
in the District of Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: 

A bill (S. 3510) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Cain (with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3511) granting an increase of pension to Oliver H. 
Perry ; 

A bill (S. 3512) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Smith; and 

A bill (S. 8513) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Howe; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMOOT: 

A bill (S. 3514) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
E. Abbott (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PAGE: 

A bill (S. 3515) granting an increase of pension to Sidney A. 
Ladd (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 4 

By Mr. CHILTON: 

A bill (S. 8516) granting n pension to Mary M. Duffy; to the 
Committee on Pensions. ; 

By Mr. GORE: 

A bill (S. 3517) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture, on 
behalf of the United States, to cooperate with the authorities of 
the States accepting this act in the construction of certain high- 
ways, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

By Mr. HARDING: 

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 77) directing the Bureau of 
Education to take such steps as are compatible with Federal 
authority to encourage the teaching of the Spanish language in 
the United States of America; to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 


AFFAIRS IN MEXICO, 


Mr. LEWIS. I desire to present a concurrent resolution, 
now hastily drawn, authorizing the President of the United 
States to exercise the same power with the Army and Navy in 
Mexico that is now exercised in Nicaragua and Haiti by our 
Navy under previous laws concerning their conditions and the 
maintenance of the peace and security of citizens and property 
of America, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator have the resolu- 
tion read? 

Mr. LEWIS. No, Mr. President. It may take the usual 
course. At another time I purpose addressing myself to the 
resolution. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, I understood the Senator from 
Illinois to refer to the use of the Army in Nicaragua and 
Haiti. 

Mr. LEWIS. The resolution seeks to authorize the use of the 
Army and Navy in Mexico under the authority by which we 
use the Navy in Haiti and Nicaragua, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is the resolution to lie on the 
table, or is it to be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations? 

Mr. LEWIS. For the present I prefer to have it lie on the 
table, sir, if that is consistent with the rule, and to have it 
printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed in 
the Recorp and lie on the table. 

Mr. LEWIS. I will amend the resolution later. It is rather 
crudely and hastily drawn. I shall have it substituted by 
another in more perfect form. 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 9) is as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be authorized and empowered to 
order the Army of the United States, or any necessary part thereof, to 
the country of Mexico and to there cooperate with any force there exist- 
ing which to the President shall seem appropriate for the object of pro- 
tecting the citizens and property of the United States and to punish 
those violating the security of its citizens, and to authorize the Presi- 
dent to use the military and naval forces of the United States in Mexico 


to the same extent as now by Jaw permitted the Navy in Nicaragua and 
Haiti for the protection of American rights. 


PROPOSED CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Mr. McCUMBER. LIL offer a concurrent resolution, and as it 
is very short and rather pertinent to present conditions, I ask 
that it may be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the con- 
current resolution, 

The concurrent resolution (S. Con. Res. 10) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

Resolred by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and requested to call a convention of all of the nations of 
the world to meet in Washington, at such time as he may designate, 
for the purpose of drafting a code of international law and rules of 
international conduct, which shall apply to all of the nations of the 
earth, such code and rules to be adopted and agreed to by such nations, 
and to be enforced under a joint agreement by all of the nations against 
any one or more which shall disobey the code and regulations so adopted ; 
that provision shall be had for a rmanent international legislative 
assembly, which shall from time to time enact such further international 
code, rules, and regulations as in their wisdom may be necessary to pre- 
serve the rights of all such nations, with provision for continuity of such 
legislative body ; the ee of this act, when carried inte effect, being 
to provide for tinal disarmament of all the nations of the world, pre- 
serving in each one such armies and navies as may be proper and neces- 
sary for its own police protection and regulations and enforcing all inter- 
national rights and duties by the combined efforts of all the nations: 
such legislative assembly to provide for a general court of arbitration 
for the settlement of all international disputes and the power of all of 
the nations to be exercised to compel the submission of such questions 
to arbitration and the enforcement of the judgment of the arbitrary 
tribunal, pending the continuance of the poe war in Europe, and in 
the event of the failure of the warring nations at present to join in such 
international convention, the President is authorized to call together all 
of the neutral nations of the world and secure, if possible, such a code, 
guaranteed by the respective nations, and to secure as speedily as pos- 
sible the consent of the several g nations to enter into such an 


agreement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. What disposition will the Senator 
have made of the resolution? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask its reference to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tee on Foreign Relations, 

ARTICLE BY ARTHUR M’DONALD. 


Mr. CLAPP. I present a copy of an article by Arthur Mc- 
Donald, anthropologist, of Washington, D. C., entitled “ Peace, 
War, and Humanity,” which I would like to have printed as a 
public document. I therefore ask that it be referred to the 
Committee on Printing with a view to its publication. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The article will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing for action. 


ADDRESS BY HON. CYRUS KEHR. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have a copy of an address by Hon. Cyrus 
Kehr, of Knoxville, Tenn., delivered before the American Civie , 
Association at a recent meeting of that association in Wash- 
ington, D. C., December 31, 1915, on the subject of a national 
system of highways and landscape designing. I am desirous 
of having the address printed as a public document, and I ask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Printing for action. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

JEWISH IMMIGRANTS. 


Mr. CLAPP. I ask that 15,000 additional copies of Senate 
Document No. 611, Sixty-third Congress, second session, be 
printed for the use of the Senate document room. It is a report 
of a subcommittee of the National Jewish Immigration Council 
appointed to examine into the question of illiteracy among 
Jewish immigrants and its causes. There is a very large de- 
mand for the document, and it is not voluminous by any means, 
and it has already been published. 


It will be referred to the Commit- 
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Mr. CHILTON. Of course nothing can be done with it unless 
there is an estimate made for the printing. 

Mr. CLAPP. That is only necessary where the cost will ex- 
ceed $500, and this will not exceed, at the outside, $125. 


Mr. CHILTON. 
cerned. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There being no objection, it is so 
ordered. > 


I have no objection, so far as I am con- 


HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


H. J. Res. 89. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled “An 
act granting pensions to certain widows and dependent chil- 
dren of soldiers and sailors of-said war,” approved February 
25, 1915, was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


THE GOVERNMENT OF THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that Senate bill 381 be taken up for consideration at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 381) to declare 
the purpose of the people of the United States as to the future 
political status of the people of the Philippine Islands and to 
provide a more autonomous government for those islands. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. President, this is the bill that was pend- 
ing yesterday evening upon adjournment. I could not consider 
the parts of the President’s message relating to the public reve- 
nues and keep within the ordinary parliamentary limitations, 
except for the rule that prevails within this body, which is dif- 
ferent from that which confines the preacher to the text. 

I am not desirous of making any prolonged address upon the 
Philippine question. I have observed with deep gratification, in 
the course of the discussion of the Philippine question, the de- 
velopment of a single economic condition. That condition was 
briefly referred to by the chairman of the Committee on the 
Philippine Islands [Mr. Hircucock] and elaborated by the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. SHarrorH]. It showed, very com- 
mendably, that economies had been made possible in the civil 
administration of the affairs of that archipelago. 

That is a very gratifying condition. It is tinged with ‘regret, 
however, that economy begins a third of the way around the 
world, and, like foreign missions, it goes to the heathen of other 
lands, to the neglect of the economic heathen here at home. 

I have not, in the time that I have been permitted on this 
floor hitherto, observed in this administration any visible 
economy in the departments or in the administration of gov- 
ernmental affairs. I have, however, observed the contrary. It 
is well enough for the economies to begin in the Philippine 
Islands. It is like the payment of taxes; we always are unani- 
mously in favor of the other fellow’s paying them. If anybody’s 
salary is to be reduced, I am heartily in favor of beginning on 
the Filipino. The cost of living, so I am advised by gentlemen 
who have sojourned in those parts, is not so high there as it 
is in the United States where the climate is not so temperate. 
Wardrobes are more expensive here, and the usual diet of the 
Filipinos would make them fit subjects on which to practice 
economy. I shall sincerely advocate, after an appropriate inter- 
val, the extension of the economies practiced in that country to 
our own. 

Taxation is an inseparable companion of public revenues. 
The sources of revenue are enduring subjects of controversy. So 
long as government exists, they will provoke earnest disputes. 
It is a permanent condition that makes the tariff the center of 
constantly recurring struggles. No one experienced in actual 
legislation believes the tariff can be removed from politics until 
the sources of revenue and the methods of taxation cease to pro- 
voke differences of opinion. 

Customs duties under Republican administration supplied ap- 
proximately one-half of our total Treasury receipts, except 
during the Civil War and the Spanish-American War, when 
extraordinary demands were met by direct special taxes, Under 
Democratic administrations from one-third to 40 per cent are 
derived from customs, and the remainder are from direct taxes. 

For many years the Democratic Party has declared for a tariff 
solely for revenue. The Baltimore platform of 1912 followed 
that principle. Those into whose hands fell the power of legisla- 
tion framed a hybrid species known as a “ competitive tariff.“ 

The ostensible purpose claimed is that when the duties “are 
high enough to allow the American manufacturer to make a 
profit before his competitor can enter the field ” such duties must 
be lowered to enable his foreign competitor to sell in our markets. 
atte the American producer’s profit is singled out here ‘for 
attack. 


It is said that— 


The protection of an 
destroy competition an 
is reasonable or unreaso 

I quote from the House committee report in 1913. 

It can fairly be inferred that one purpose of the 1918 tariff 
was to destroy the producers’ profit. This is the only success 
achieved. This absence of profit has not subtracted from the 
cost of living by a penny. The protection of wage schedules is 
ignored. The dominant motive is to create competition with 
the employer who must pay the wages. 

Profit to the American employer and manufacturer is con- 
demned and pursued by a competitive tariff to the vanishing point. 
What profit the foreign manufacturer may gnin on his wage 
scale when selling in our market does not coneern this adminis- 
tration in raising revenue. What legitimate industries like iron 
and steel, sugar, or leather manufactures, agricultural imple- 
ments, sewing machines, the great grain and live-stock interests, 
or chemicals may be injured or destroyed by a competitive tariff 
create no anxiety. What pay rolls are scattered and wages 
lost do not disturb the gentlemen who follow this destructive 
practice. 

Everybody is asked to forget it when the war orders pour “the 
cornucopia of plenty“ over the country, to borrow a significant 
phrase used not long ago in this Chamber. Mere phrases can 
not obliterate the memories of industrial depression temporarily 
stayed by commerce in war supplies. 

The cost of living is not reduced by a competitive tariff. The 
ability, however, to buy ‘staples by all who support them- 
selves and dependent ones ‘by their earning capacity has been 
impaired or destroyed by the futile effort to demonstrate a 
theory. Employees who have felt the hardships of attempting 
to shift their occupations are not convinced by academic re- 
ports of visionary gentlemen who tell them ‘their -employers 
do not know ‘how to run their business. The wage earner will 
be skeptical about instructing his employer by some one who 
knows nothing about business. In Republican years his em- 
ployer managed ‘his business so as to maintain pay rolls and 
make a reasonable profit. In the absence of war orders we 
can not now do either. 


DEMOCRATIC PROMISES. 


The tariff revision act of this administration was signed Octo- 
ber 8, 1913. On that occasion the chairman of the House Ways 
and Means Committee said: 

I am absolutely confident that this law will reduce the cost of living 


in vee United States and will provide ample revenue for the Govern- 
ment. 


Speaker CLARK, of the House, in the autumn of 1913, in an 
address in Maine said: 

We believe our tariff bill will reduce the cost of living and at the 
same time raise abundant revenue. 

The report of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
on the tariff bill in 1913 admitted that, according to expert 
eomputations, it would probably fail to produce the amount of 
customs revenue its predecessor did by 587,896,000. It said 
further: 

estive of 


The savi thus made in revenue collections is only sugg 
the immensely greater sayings secured to the public by the probable 
5 a prices resulting from the removal of the excessive rates of the 
present law. 


This difference was to be supplied by the income tax. It is 
essential to remember that this report from the House, which 
alone is given constitutional power to originate money bills, 
explicitly states that the only deficit apprehended was the differ- 
ence in the customs collected under the revision and the customs 
duties collected under the Republican act of 1909. It was pro- 
posed to supply this deficiency by the income tax. No other 
source of revenue was mentioned as necessary fully to supply 
the Government with adequate revenue. 

The House minority report accompanying the majority re- 
port reminded the Democratic administration that 


No new administration ever inherited such a full Treasury and such 
abundant revenue. In view of the official Treasury statement, all must 
admit the prosperous condition of our governmental finances. The 
people of the 8 have been more e than ever before in 
our history. There is no excuse for the radical change in our revenue 
system proposed by this bill. The pariy proposing it is in power not 
by the grace of the majority of the American people but by a division in 
the ranks of the majority on other questions than that of protection, 
The administration the power to enact this legislation. The 
accounting for the abuse of that power will come later. 


profit must of necessity have a tendency to 
create monopoly, whether the profit protected 


The Senate Finance Committee, reporting on the floor of this 
Chamber in July, 1913, took occasion to say: 


Revenues for ‘the current fiscal 
toms receipts, though covering a per 0 
high protection to a policy of competitive 


ear, and especially those from cus- 
4 iod of ‘transition from a policy of 
tarif legislation, will be 
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Sa A equal to the expenditures appropriated for the corresponding 
T 5 

It is stated further in this report that under this bill there 
will be a surplus of receipts over expenditures. It was urged 
that a competitive tariff must be substituted for a protective 
tariff. Greatly increased imports were predicted. Their com- 
petitive effect in our markets, it was said, would reduce the 
cost of living. That prediction has signally failed. 

WHAT BECAME OF THE MONEY? 

The responsible leader of the House majority declared a few 
days ago, in substance, that the Democratic administration has 
appropriated less money than the preceding Republican one. 
It is asserted by his predecessor, now a Member of the Senate, 
that the tarif act of 1913 produced more revenue than the 
Payne-Aldrich law. 

If less money is appropriated, as claimed by the House leader, 
and more revenue is collected under the law of 1913 than under 
its predecessor, then, with increased revenue and with lower 
appropriations it is a pertinent inquiry what becomes of the 
money, Mr. President. I should like to have this interesting 
psychological financial exhibit explained in some way so that 
it can be demonstrated where the resulting surplus revenues 
have gone. 

So far the only visible results of this happy state of affairs 
is the President’s annual message asking for increased taxation 
and a constant decrease in the general fund balance. In the 
absence of military and naval increases for preparedness still 
additional taxes would be needed to avert a deficit. Mr. Presi- 
dent, the prodigal son was considerably more candid in his 
explanation. When his balance met the fate of all spendthrifts 
in private life he owned up and repentant returned to an 
improved diet and sounder finances. 

Statistics of several years have been assembled in this Cham- 
ber and invidious comparisons made greatly to the comfort of 
an embarrassed administration. Figures, of course, will not 
deceive, but the persons who handle them can produce some 
astounding conclusions. No greater hallucinations ever seized 
upon the human mind than when it is permitted to run at large 
among a lot of statistics. It is fit that some of those conclusions 
be examined in the light of the entire financial record affecting 
the receipts and expenditures of the last two fiscal years. 

COMPARISONS OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

Let me premise the statement by saying that the election of 
1910 sent 228 Democrats and 160 Republicans to the House, a 
party majority of 68. The House possesses the exclusive power 
to originate money bills. The legislation of the House began 
in 1911 with the Sixty-second Congress and ended March 4, 1913. 
With a Republican majority still remaining in the Senate and a 
Republican President, some restraint was laid upon whatever 
extravagant propensities appeared in the House. 


The Sixty-second Congress appropria oa; exclusive of 
the Post Office, for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 
1912, and ending June 30, 1913: : $695, 693, 760. 06 

For the fiscal dcr 3 beginning July 1, 1913, and end- 
ing. June 30, 11... 8 768, 166. 710. 41 

Total apprepriations by Sixty-second Con- 
gress, exclusive of Post Office___._._.-___ 1, 463, 860, 470. 47 

The Sixty-second Congress appropriated for the 

PRR: CARN cites Se pen a a E S 53, 172, 343. 00 


Leaving appropriations by Sixty-second Con- 
gress, exclusive of Panama Canal and Post 


1, 410, 688. 127. 47 


The 9 receipts for the fiscal years beginning: 
1 5 acy * and ending June 30, 1913, exclu- 
sive of postal receipts, were 724, 111, 229. 84 
July 1, 1913, and ending June 30, 1914, exclu- 
sive of postal receipts, were 734, 673, 166. 71 
Total ere receipts, fiscal years 1913 
OP Ge oe SR EES ie eee Sa Ee 1, 458, 784, 396. 55 
If the e Canal appropriations for the fiscal 
years end ing June 30, 1913, and June 30, 1914, 
are deduct there was appropriated by the Sixty- 
second Congress, exclusive of Post Offlce. . 1, 410, 686, 127. 47 


Leaving excess of receipts for fiscal years 
ending Jure 30, 1913, and June 30, 1914, 
over appropriations by Sixty-second Con- 
gress, exclusive of Panama Canal and Post 


Office, of 48, 096, 269. 08 


If the Panama Canal appropriations for the fiscal 
ears ending June 30, 1913, and June 30, 1914, 
paid out of the ordinary receipts for these 
years, the ap cota ge reg of tee Sixty-second Con- 
gress, exclusive of Post Office and including Pan- 
ama Canal were. a aaan e e 


And the total ordinary receipts for those years were. 


1, 463, 860, 470. 47 
1, 458, 784, 396. 55 
Leaving an excess of abe of Pi by Sixty- 


second Congress, exclusive of Post Office, 
over ordinary receipts o — 


5, 076, 093. 92 


The Sixty-third Congress was Democratic in House and Sen- 
ate, with a Democratic Executive. It convened in extra session 
April 7,1913, and remained in session practically until March 4, 
1915, when it expired by law and not by Its voluntary act. 

It appropriated, exclusive of the Post Office, for 
The fiscal year beginning July 1, 1914, and ending 

June 30, 1915 


The fiscal year beginning July 1, 1915, and endin 
June 30, 1910 : x . 


Total ba eal grt ate by Sixty-third Congress, : 
exclusive of Post Omce 1, 604, 325, 816. 57 
The Sixty-third Congress appropriated for Panama 


Canal 41, 921, 573. 30 


$802, 753, 471. 55 
801, 572, 345. 02 


Leaving 9 by Sixty-third Con- 
88 exe ve of Panama Canal and Post 
Se aa aia a E N C ee 1, 562, 404, 243. 27 

2 — — — 

The ordinary receipts for the fiscal years 

Beginning July 1, 1914. and ending June 30, 

1915, exclus A 'of al receipts, 
Beginning July 1, 1915, and ending June 30, 

1916, exclusive r postal revenues unless ad- 

ditional revenue receipts shall be procured by 

new legislation, estimating the receipts of 

1916 as the same as 1915. 697, 910, 827. 58 


697, 910, 827. 58 


SESE total Pay YT med receipts, fiscal years 
e 

If the Panama Canal 8 lg, an for the fiscal 
years ending June 30, and June 30, 1916, 
are deducted, there was appropFiated by the Sixty- 
third Congress, exclusive of Post Office 1, 562, 404, 243. 27 


Leaving excess of ny is a for fiscal 
years ending June 1915, and June 30, 
1916, exclusive of Panama Canal and Post 
ce, © 166, 582, 588. 11 
eS —— — 


1, 395, $21, 655. 16 


If the Panama Canal appropriations for the poar 
years ending June 30, 1915, and June 30, 1916, be 
paid out of ordinary receipts for those years, the 
appropriations of the Sixty-third Congress, exclu- 

ve of Post Office and including Panama Canal, 
G—T—TT—TT—T—T—T—T—T—TT—T—T—T—T—T—T—T———————j— 


And total ordinary receipts, estimating the receipts 
of 1916 under paai cone laws, the same as 
1915, will for those years be 1, 395, 821, 655. 16 

Leaving an excess of se soa pa D] by Sixty- 
third Congress, ex oh of Post Office, 
over ordinary receipts, of. 


1, 604, 325, 816. 75 


208, 504, 161. 59 


I think it is proper here to notice a statement made not long 
ago in this Chamber—a most remarkable assumption by the 
junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop] to relieve this 
administration from the financial plight in which it is placed 
by its own legislation. ‘The first year of the tariff act of October 
8, 1913, is credited with producing $734,343,700. This fiscal year 
began July 1, 1913, and ended June 30, 1914. 

Mr. KENYON. Mr. President, it seems to me that in such an 
important discussion as this, concerning Democratic policies, 
there should be more than two Democrats present on the other 
side of the Chamber. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MARTINE of New Jersey in 
the chair). The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Kenyon] suggests the 
absence of a quorum. The Secretary will cali the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Ashurst Fall Lodge Simmons 
Bankhead Fletcher McCumber Smith, Ariz, 
Beckham Gallinger Martin, Va. Smith, 5 
Borah Gore Martine, N. J. Smith, Md 
Brandegee Gronna Myers Smoot 
Bryan Harding Nelson Sterling 
Catron Hughes Oliver Stone 
Chamberlain James Page Sutherland 
Chilton Johnson, Me. Phelan Swanson 
Clap) Johnson, S. Dak, Pittman ‘Thomas 
Clark, Wyo Jones Poindexter Thompson 
Colt Kenyon Shafroth Townsend 
Cummins Lane Sheppard Underwood 
Curtis Lee, Md Sherman Weeks 
Dillingham Lewis Shields Works 

Mr. ASHURST. I have been requested to announce that 


the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. Pomerenr] is unavoidably 
absent from the Chamber. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
ReEp] is absent on important business. He is paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Sarre]. I wish also to announce 
that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Saurssvry] is confined 
at home by sickness. I will let this announcement stand for 
the day. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that the senior Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Ssuirn], who is absent from the 
city, is paired with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
Nteep]. I desire this announcement to stand for the day. 


> 
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Mr. CHILTON: I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
Gorr] is detained from the Senate on account of illness, I 
desire also to announce that the senior Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Sutvery], the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN], 
and the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Sarra] are also un- 


avoidably absent. The senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
Survery] is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. BUR- 
LEIGH], the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. KERN] is paired 
with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Srznraxal, and the 


Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Smirrs] is paired with the 


Senator from Washington [Mr. POINDEXTER]. 

Mr: FLETCHER. I desire to announce that the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Hortrs] and the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. WatsH] are detained. on official business. I wish also 
to announce that the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Rans- 
DELL} is absent on account of illness. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to announce that the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] is paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. Burwen] with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY], 
the Senator from New York [Mr. WapswortH] with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. Horts], and the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. Warren] with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. OVERMAN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators haye responded 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Senator from Mi- 
nois will proceed. 

DUTIES COLLECTED, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Duties were collected from July 1, 1913, to 
October 4, 1913, under the Republican rates of the act of 1909 
in the sum of $88,617,096. If the rate of duties in the Demo- 
cratic act of October 3, 1913, had applied from July 1, 1913, to 
October 4, 1913, customs of only $57,000,000 would have been 
collected on the same volume of imports for this interval. This 
is an excess revenue of $31,617,096. Duties on woo! were con- 
tinued from October 3, 1913, to December 1, 1913; on. woolen 
manufactures until January 1, 1914, and on sugar until March 
1, 1914. The last three items produced before the dates named 
an excess of revenue over that which would have been collected 
from the same volume of imports if the October 3, 1913, rates, 
or free list, had been applied, of $20,287,864. 

The revenue-produeing capacity of the act of October 3, 1913, 
is measured by stripping it of the revenue it did not collect. 
Fifty-one million nine hundred and four thousand nine hundred 
and sixty dollars must be deducted from its revenue for the year 
ending June 30, 1914. The actual revenue produced by it is 
$682,768,206.71. The last year of the Payne-Aldrich Act, ending 
June 30, 1913, collected $724,111,229. The new act collected $41,- 
843,023 less than the preceding Republican act. 

With this loss of revenues, the appropriations of the Sixty- 
third Congress showed no reduction. If a normal increase be 
allowed, still no excuse for the totals of that Congress can be 
justified. The Sixty-third Congress was wholly Democratic. 
Its total of appropriations, exclusive of the Post Office, were 
$1,604,325,816.57. The Sixty-first Congress was wholly Republi- 
can. Its total appropriations were $1,453,084,293.99. This is an 
increase of $151,241,522.58 in four years. 

The Sixty-second Congress was Democratic in the House. 
They held the absolute power to prevent any appropriations, 
The Senate and the Executive were Republican. Its total appro- 
priations, exclusive of the Post Office, were $1,463,860,470.47. 
The Democratic Sixty-third Congress exceeded it $140,465,345.90. 
The total appropriations of the Sixty-second Congress, Repub- 
lican in the Senate and Executive, were $1,463,860,470.47, as 
compared with the total appropriations of the wholly Repub- 
lican Sixty-first Congress of $1,453,084,298.99.. This is an in- 
crease of only $10,776,176.48 in two years between the Sixty- 
first and the Sixty-second Congress. 

Let this be compared with the increase in appropriations of 
$151,245,522.58 between the Sixty-first and the Sixty-third Con- 
gress and the increase of $140,465,345.90 between the Sixty- 
second and the Sixty-third Congress. 

Here is the fit place to extract a plank from that weather- 
beaten derelict known as the Baltimore Democratic platform of 
1912. It is labeled— 

“REPUBLICAN EXTRAVAGANCE,” 

We denounce the pro te waste of money from the people 
b; 0) ve taxation h 
A eaa e E a eae tat eee tt 


es of whieh te drain 


This astonishing 8 tested by the cold, impartial 
light of two years of recorded performance is worth even less 
than the single-term curiosity that is reposing, forgotten and 


unused; in that document. It is a very pertinent: inquiry, Where 
has this one hundred and forty or one hundred and fifty. million 
dollar increase gone in these appropriations? 

I might parenthetically remark here, Mr. President, while it 
is pertinent, that in the estimates of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue is found some very edifying material. The ordi- 
nary internal-reyenue receipts for 1916 are estimated at a little 
short of $300,000,000; the estimated receipts from corporation 
and individual income taxes are estimated at about $90,000,000. 

I have been looking over the pay roll in the department, and 
I find that it costs the salaries of nearly as many employees in 
the corporation and individual income-tax department to col- 
lect $90,000,000 as it does in the ordinary internal-revenue re- 
ceipts department to collect nearly $300,000,000. In the ordinary, 
internal-revenue receipts department the employees are 276 in 
number; in the estimates of the money that will be provided 
by an indulgent Congress for the employees required to collect 
$90,000,000 of corporation and individual income-tax receipts 
it will take 254 employees, within 22 of as many as are re- 
quired to collect $300,000,000 ; and here is the first visible fruit 
of that economy and simplicity so essential to a Democratic 
government. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Martine of New Jersey. in 
the chair). Does the Senator from Illinois yield to the Senator 
from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do for a question, but I do not want to 
lose the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois 
yields for a question. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have not examined the record with a view 
of ascertaining how many men are employed in connection with 
the collection of the income tax. I think when the present 
tariff law was passed we did make provision for an additional 
force to collect the individual income tax which that act im- - 
posed. My recollection is that the number of officials provided 
for was less than a hundred in the office and field force. I am 
not quite definite about that; but less than a hundred is my 
recollection. Of course, there were already a number of officials 
in the department who were employed in the collection of the 
corporation tax. Their service began under the old administra- 
tion, because the corporation tax was imposed before the begin- 
ning of the present administration and before the passage of the 
tariff act of 1913. I am not prepared to say further than that 
about it, but my recollection is that it was 84, less than a hun- 
dred, that we added to the income-tax force: I do not think 


that that is an excessive number. 


Mr. SMOOT rose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Utah has looked it up. 
Does the Senator from Utah have the exact number? 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does bine Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. 

Mr. SMOOT. I was looking at the law itself. The law itself 
does not provide any number, but in the appropriation bill 

Mr. SIMMONS. There was an estimate submitted for the 
general appropriation bill, and I think the appropriation was 
about: $290,000. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will state to the Senator that the appro- 
priation bill provided perhaps for the number of which the 
Senator speaks to take care of the first two months of the 
work, but I will say to the Senator that since that time there 
have been a great many employees added to the number pro- 
vided for originally by the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I would not say a great number, but I think 
the appropriation bill did make some addition. Those men also 
had to look after collections under the emergency act after it 
went into effect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And outside of the civil service. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But that was the estimate at that time. 
Others were added, especially the passage of the emergency act. 
As to the number employec in connection with the corpora- 
tion tax, I do not know; I have no information about that, but 
I presume the Senator has looked that up. What I wanted to 
ask the Senator is this—because it bears upon the question of 
whether the cost. for the collection of this tax is excessive— 


what is the percentage cost of collecting the income tax? 


I ask the Senator that question because my impression is, as 
a result of a conversation I had some time ago with the Com- 
missioner. of Internal Revenue, that this tax has been collected 
at a relatively small percentage of cost to the Government. I 
do not mean by that to say that it has been collected at the same 
percentage of cost that our internal-revenue taxes are collected, 
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and I think if the Senator will consider the difference in char- 
acter between the two kinds of taxes he will see that it is not 
reasonable to suppose that it could be collected at as low a cost 
as these taxes, certainly not when we consider the many diffi- 
culties we have had in getting taxpayers to make proper 
assessments and returns, making it necessary and wise for the 
department to put a large force of men in the field for the pur- 
pose of checking up and correcting improper assessments and 
seeing that incomes are properly listed. I think I recall read- 
ing in a report of the Secretary of the Treasury a statement that 
so many of the returns showed upon their face circumstances 
of such suspicion that it was felt necessary to detail the full 
ayailable force to this work of examination and investigation; 
and as a result the amount added to the assessments against 
the individuls investigated, being only a small per cent of those 
who have been set apart to be investigated, runs away up into 
the millions of dollars. I think the statement was to the effect 
that several hundred thousand such cases were yet to be in- 
vestigated, but that the department did not have sufficient force 
in order to make the investigation within reasonable time. 

I am stating these facts to impress my thought upon the Sen- 
ator’s mind that, of course, he could not properly compare the 
cost of collecting this tax during the first year of the operation 
of this new law with the cost of collecting the internal revenue, 
which is an old system, well established. 

One internal-revenue office in my State, in the town of 
Winston-Salem—where there is but one deputy and two clerks, 
all of whom together do not receive over $5,000 compensation— 
collects something about $600,000 a month of internal revenue, 
largely, almost entirely, in stamp taxes upon tobacco, the cost 
being small. This is merely a random illustration. We collect 
our internal revenue at a very small percentage, I think, some- 
where about one and a half per cent; not over that. I am not 
pretending to speak accurately, because I do not carry the figures 
in my mind. Again I ask the Senator if he has any information 
he can give the Senate showing the percentage cost of the col- 
lection of the personal-income tax? ii 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think so. Mr. President, the inquiry is 
certainly a proper one. The beginning of the collection of the 
income and the present corporation tax found preceding it the 
old corporation tax, imposed under a different act. There were 
considerable data and some trained force in the Internal-Revenue 
Department for the collection of the corporation tax. When the 
change came this force was transferred in the department and 
in the several internal-revenue districts of the United States to 
the present line of service. 

The first year under the act of 1913, the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1914, there was collected, as the Senator will remember, 
a total of some $58,000,000—that was for a fractional year, it 
ought fairly to be stated, and not for an entire year—of income 
tax from both corporations and individuals. That was not for 
a full year, as I stated; but a portion of the employees from 
the old corporation-income tax were transferred to that service. 
They were not novices in the business. Neither was the col- 
lection of the corporation tax a novel source of revenue, nor was 
it an unusual method of collecting revenue. We had had some 
experience in collecting revenues from the different corporations 
subject to tax throughout the country. Therefore, in the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1915, we had the first of the full years of 
the internal-reyenue receipts from corporation and individual 
income taxes. 

I think the Senator will find, by referring to the report of 
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, that it cost $1.64 per 
thousand to collect for the last fiscal year as compared with 
$1.52 for the preceding year. There has been, according to my 
recollection, an increase in the cost. That is for the general 
revenue receipts of the department of which the Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue is the head. In other words, the cost is 
increasing. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
further yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I simply desire to ask the Senator please to 
repeat that figure. Some one interrupted me, and I did not 
catch it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will do so. I stated that for this fiscal 
year the cost of collection was $1.64 per thousand, as compared 
with a cost for the preceding fiscal year of $1.52. I am quoting 
now from memory. It is a matter which I had not intended to 
take the time of the Senate to discuss. What it costs to collect 
the individual income tax and the corporation income tax when 
segregated from the entire internal-revenue receipts I can not 
now tell the Senator. The figures are readily accessible. I am 
only referring to the corporation tax that was formerly levied, 


for the purpose of showing that there was a trained force that 
was transferred at that time to the present force, and numerous 
additions have been made. 

The total receipts by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue 
from fermented spirits, distilled liquors, tobaccos, and the like, 
and from various other sources, such as oleomargarine, together 
with the income from corporations and individual income-tax 
receipts, have made up the total receipts. Then I separate the 
pay roll necessary to collect these receipts. The pay roll in the 
ordinary internal-revenue receipts of the department aggre- 
gates 276 persons. The pay roll in the corporation and individ- 
ual income-tax receipts aggregates 254 persons—22 more in the 
department that collects nearly three hundred millions of reve- 
nue, estimated receipts, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916; 
only 22 more employees to collect this entire sum than are found 
in the collection of the corporation and individual income-tax 
receipts estimated at $90,000,000, with a total of 254 employees. 
These are the figures as I have compiled them from accessible 
reports and estimates up to this time. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that instead of costing more to 
collect income tax and corporation tax, it ought to cost less. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illi- 
nois further yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHERMAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS, The Senator does not understand me as 
asserting that the force that is now employed for the collection 
of the corporation tax is inadequate. I think that force is 
entirely adequate, I do not think that force has been increased, 
however, under this administration. I think the only increase 
has been with reference to the personal tax. Although we 
have increased somewhat the corporation tax, I do not think 
we have increased at all the expense of collecting that tax. ` 

Does the Senator insist that after his segregation of the 
force assigned to collect the personal income tax from that en- 
gaged in collecting the corporation tax, the rate paid and the 
force employed in collecting the income tax is excessive as com- 
pared with that employed and the amount paid out by the Gov- 
ernment in the collection of the corporation tax? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No, sir. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then does the Senator insist that the cost 
of collecting the additional income taxes—that is to say, the 
personal income taxes—provided for in the present tariff law is 
greater per dollar collected than the cost of collecting the cor- 
poration tax under the old law which originally imposed that 
tax? Has the Senator investigated that matter? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know, when you segregate the 
individual income tax from the corporation tax and compare 
the corporation tax for the last fiscal year with the preceding 
year before the act of 1913, whether there is an excess of 
charges or not. I have not the figures before me. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The point I am trying to get the Senator to 
consider is this: I think the Senator ts going far afield when he 
undertakes to institute a comparison between the cost of col- 
lecting the income tax and the cost of collecting the general 
internal-revenue taxes on tobacco and on whisky in the main. 
Using again the illustration that I made from my own State, 
there is a tax of about $600,000—I do not remember the exact 
amount—collected per month in a little office, where they have 
three poorly paid men, the total cost being less than $5,000. 
That is a mere illustration of the manner of collecting and the 
small cost attached to the collection of a large part of our 
internal-revenue taxation throughout the country. 

In some districts there are immense whisky distilleries. The 
tax is paid from one office. The stamps are sold, and they are 
put on. It takes only a very few officers in order to perform 
that duty. In the case of tobacco, the production of which is 
rather concentrated at a few points, immense sums of money are 
collected in one small office. 

The Senator can not in fairness compare the cost of col- 
lecting money under that service with the cost of collecting 
money under the income-tax provision. It is wholly different. 
Take my illustration again. In one office in my State that much 
money is collected by three men in one month; and yet we do 
not collect from the whole State of North Carolina a quarter of 
a million dollars of income tax. Still, unless we had a con- 
siderable force in that State traveling about looking after the 
Government's interests, we probably would not collect anything 
like that amount. The very process, the very nature of the 
thing, requires more expense. 

I say you can not compare the cost of collecting the income 
tax, either corporate or personal, with the cost of collecting the 
internal-revenue tax. The only proper comparison is the cost of 
collecting the additional income tax provided in the new tariff 
law with the cost of collecting the old corporation tax under 
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the old law. If the Senator had those figures, they would throw 
sowe light upon the matter. 

So far as I am concerned, there are no partisan considera- 
tions governing my position in this matter. I have interrupted 
the Senator, and I am saying this because I think, first, his com- 
parison is unjust, and because the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his report that I now have before me, tries to impress upon 
the Congress the necessity of an increase in the force in order 
more perfectly and efficiently to collect the income tax. If the 
Senator will pardon me, I should like to read in this connection, 
in justice to the department, what the Secretary says in recom- 
meuding that this force should be increased rather than dimin- 
ishal, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection. 
it in the RECORD. 

Mr. SIMMONS. After recommending the increase he says: 

It is absolutely certain that the Government is losing, through inac- 
curate returns and evasions of the law, a sum many times greater than 
the cost of the necessary field force to investigate and check the returns 
ana to bring to account those who are failing to make returns as re- 

uired by law. 

x Let us consider the matter of checking the returns: The total number 
of 8 returns for income tax for the fiscal year ended June 30, 
1915, was 357,515. The total number of corporation returns for the 
same year was 338,860. Of these returns the preliminary examination 
in the office of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue has shown that 
5 per cent of the individual returns and 15 per cent of the corporation 
returns reveal on their face that they require an investigation. Even 
this small centage of the returns is largely in excess of the number 
the available field force now authorized will be able to examine. 

For the fiscal year 1915 there was a total of 295,723 personal and 
corporation income-tax returns to be examined, and with the present 
force of 274 field officers, making examinations at the same average rate 
as experience has shown that they are able to go, it will re three 
and a half Pb son for this force to complete the examination of the 
transcripts t will be sent to the agents for examination in the present 
fiscal year. With the accumulations of succeeding years this force, 
unless greatly enlarged, will be unable to keep up with the essential 
— 5 that must be done if we are to effectively administer the income- 
ax law. 


Now, let me show the result of these examinations. 


The Commissioner of Internal Revenue has informed me that taking 
the total number of agents’ reports of examinations of personal returns 
for the months of June, July, August, and September, 1915, as a basis 
for calculation, 63 per cent of the returns examined showed that an 
additional average tax of $150.07 was due the Government on each 
return. sis the 31,101 returns yet to be examined would pro- 
duce $4,667,327 additional tax. 

Taking the total number of agents’ reports of examinations of cor- 

ration returns for the months of June, July, August and September, 

915. as a basis for calculation, 63 per cent of the returns examined 
showed that an additional average tax of $78.95 was due the Govern- 
ment on each return, On this basis the 264,622 returns yet to be exam- 
ined should produce $20,891,906.90. 


So these men are confronted witli a situation with reference 
to the returns growing out of the disposition of people to escape 
this tax which makes it necessary, if the Government is to be 
protected in its revenues, that there should be a big force always 
in the field. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
raising revenue which is fayored by this administration. 
narily from 50 to 52 per cent would be raised by customs. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Most of that, if the Senator will pardon me, 
was with reference to a method employed by the other party 
before we came in and which we simply adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was for the corporation tax? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The method of collecting the income tax 
under the act prior to 1913 is admitted by the course of argu- 
ment and the figures cited by the Senator to be more expensive 
than the ordinary internal-revenue collection. I can read from 
the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue a great 
many details showing the difficulties of collecting the tax on 
oleomargarine. It is as difficult to prevent moonshining as it is 
to keep track of the different corporations and the different 
individuals subject to tax. 

The oleomargarine man thinks he has about as much right to 
make a substitute for butter and color it without paying the 
Federal tax as the man who raises corn down some convenient 
ravine near a brook thinks he has a right to distill whisky out 
of the grain that he raises. So that makes trouble, and it re- 
quires expenditures to run down the offender. In all the large 
centers of population where oleomargarine is manufactured you 
will find inspector on inspector and deputy piled upon deputy 
attempting to collect this tax so that none shall escape. With 
fermented and distilled liquor there is the same difficulty ; it is 
diflicuit to compel everybody to pay the tax.. The liquor-dealers 
tax is not collected without a large force of traveling deputies. 
I see no particular reason why the corporation-income tax or 
the individual-income tax is more difficult of collection than the 
ordinary liquor dealer’s tax. Constant vigilance is required. 


I should like to have 


That illustrates the peculiar method of 
Ordi- 
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Every term of every Federal district court has constantly upon 
its docket men charged with selling liquor without a license. In 
the common parlance the boot-legger cases occupy a considerable 
space of every docket at every term of court in the various dis- 
tricts of the United States. It is a difficult tax to collect. It is 
equally as difficult as the individual income or the corporation 
income tax. Upon the merits of the question there is no more 
reason why more employees are required to collect an income 
tax than there is a liquor dealer’s tax. The figures read from 
the report and the argument made by the Senator prove nothing 
except the inherent difficulty of collecting a tax which is a fa- 
vorite source of revenue in the bill which he successfully 
managed on the floor of the Senate in 1913. I am reminded of 
a quotation: 

In law, what plea so tainted and corrupt 

But being season'd with a gracious voice 

Obscures the show of evil? 

I always like to hear the Senator from North Carolina talk. 
He is comprehensive in his generalizations but somewhat mis- 
taken in detail; and mathematics, unlike politics, is an exact 
science, Mr. President. I do not myself think there is any jus- 
tification to be found in the pay rolls of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue of 254 men in one department and 276 in 
another. Even if it be admitted that it is only by inquisitorial 
processes, only by the rack and thumbscrew that you can get 
money out of anybody who has an income in this country under 
a Democratic tariff act and administration; if that be admitted, 
why this very great discrepancy in the amount of revenue col- 
lected by ordinary receipts in the department of nearly $300,- 
000,000, with only 276 employees, compared with less than $90,- 
000,000, with 254 employees? The matter is not satisfactorily 
accounted for among the killed, wounded, and missing, to adopt 
a phrase used by the commander after the casualties. 

I now refer to the plank in the platform, Mr. President, from 
which I was temporarily diverted, but to which I return with 
considerable pleasure. This astonishing declaration tested by 
the cold, impartial light of two years of recorded performance is 
worth even less than the single-term curiosity that is reposing, 
forgotten and unusued, in that document. It is a very perti- 
nent inquiry, Where has this one hundred and forty or one 
hundred and fifty million dollar increase gone in these appro- 
priations? 

It is pertinent to remark Lere that the letter of the Chief 
Executive, dated the 5th day of February, 1913, on the single- 
5 question seems to dispose of another plank in that plat- 
‘orm. 

Now, with this increase in appropriations of between one 
hundred and forty and one hundred and fifty million dollars, 
what have we to show for it? Increased pay rolls, new offices, 
additional expenditures, more items added to every bill that has 
come in for more than two years. No unusual strength to the 
Army and the Navy has found any place in these additional 
appropriations. 

In December, 1913, and since at regular intervals we have 
had several Executive messages. In one of them we were ad- 
monished by the Chief Magistrate not to be nervous or excited, 
although war.was in progress across the sea, although we had 
been talking about preparedness for some time, although, if 
there were any yellow peril in the Orient, it existed long before 
that time. ‘The land laws of California had been a mooted 
question. The effect of the treaty on a statute of the State in 
the holding of land had been raised long before. The article 
written by the prime minister of Japan and inserted in the 
Recor», it is true, had not appeared; but many of the Japanese 
statesmen had repeated their views of the land question in the 
different States and especially in the Pacific Coast States. They 
had said, and had said in many places, that they regarded the 
denial to their citizens or subjects in this country of the right 
to hold land as an infraction of the treaty, and if it were not 
that it was something that concerned the Japanese in a world- 
wide problem. Ali of that had happened long before this 
message came in. Still we were admonished not to be nervous 
or excited. 

Our neighbors may be killed in Mexico, they may be destroyed 
by submarines in foreign waters, our peace merchandise by the 
millions of dollars may be taken when sailing under a neutral 
flag clearing from a neutral port with a neutral destination, 
with not an article in the cargo contraband of war, conditionat 
or absolute, peace merchandise in every sense—all that might 
have happened, and still we are not to be nervous or excited. 
We are to have that calm equipoise which belongs only to the 
superior beings who walk unruffied under all emergencies. 

Now comes preparedness, and in the wake of preparedness 
always walks the taxgatherer taking his toll. I shall differ 


1010 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JANUARY 13, 


from my Democratic brethren on the sources of revenue or the 
methods of collecting it. I shall not, perhaps, very materially 
differ from many of them on the question of adequate prepara- 
tion. But in all these appropriations, Mr. President, which have 
been added there has been no great increase for that object. I 
remember only a few years ago when the House, controlled by 
the majority party, opposed the building of battleships, opposed 
the increase of the Navy, opposed coast fortifications, opposed 
even the lighthouses on the coast to safeguard the hardy mariner 
from the perils of the sea. I can remember all that. Now, 
suddenly the chief becomes nervous and excited, and preparation 
on every hand is the note to be struck. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator makes the statement that he will 
probably not differ very materially from a good many other Sen- 
ators on the question of preparedness, adequate preparedness. 

I should like to ask the Senator what he regards as adequate pre- 
paredness, confining his answer to the Army. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An Army of 200,000 regular soldiers. 

Mr. WORKS. Does the Senator think that 200,000 soldiers 
would be adequate to defend the Pacific coast alone if we are 
going to prepare for actual war? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not on a war basis. Two hundred thou- 
sand, however, in time of peace, together with an adequate num- 
ber of officers, would meet the requirements of a regular army. 

Mr. WORKS. I am very glad to have the Senator’s idea 
about what constitutes adequate preparedness. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I may add, in order that I may not appear 
to be presumptuous, that my opinion is second handed. It is 
based upon gentlemen whom I regard as military experts. I 
realize that I am not a military or a naval expert either, and 
I shall take very largely the judgment of those who are. The 
men who in the event of defensive warfare would be required 
to use this instrument at the risk of their lives, and who would 
be required to prépare and execute a successful defense, and 
whose life training is in that line, I would be disposed to trust 
with preparation for such a crisis. 


EFFORTS OF THE MINORITY. 


Implied criticism, at least, was made not long ago of the 
minority in the Senate and in the House because we have not 
raised our voice in protest against these appropriations. When 
we have done so it is only to be defeated by a party vote, if a 
roll call were ever reached. The river and harbor bill was 
not long ago under discussion in this body. I was temporarily 
absent in 1914, engaged myself in a course of preparedness for 
defensive warfare. I was not here at that time to engage in 
that public duty. I thought it was more important to the peo- 
ple of my State that I should continue to represent them than 
even to respond to the duties of legislation. 

TI can remember that the river and harbor bill was defeated 
by an alleged reprehensible practice, something that has been 
under criticism since then. Many distinguished gentlemen who 
can write essays of magnificence and power to be published in 
yarious periodicals have told us what a reactionary body the 
Senate is. Some of the Members have gone so far as to say 
that the only thing that can rejuvenate this body and make it 
a fit representative of a free people is cloture. King Caucus 
will still stalk through the corridors of the Capitol, executive 
influence will dispense patronage with its insidious wiles and 
will continue to persuade gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber as of old, but cloture must be applied in order that 
the people may rule. What would have happened to the 
river and harbor bill, that is by courtesy and sometimes affec- 
tionately called a “ pork-barrel Dill, if cloture had been the 
parliamentary rule of the Senate at that time? ~ 

The river and harbor bill, Mr. President, was defeated. It 
was inexcusable in its extravagant sums. It was defeated in 
this Chamber by the determined opposition of the junior Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. Kenyon] with the then senior Senator from 
Ohio, Mr. Burton. It was called in vulgar parlance a filibuster, 
but it successfully filibustered more than $30,000,000 out of the 
bill. You ought to rise on that side of the Chamber and call us 
blessed, instead of indulging in criticism, because we saved the 
deficit from being greater than it is. The gentlemen who are 
of my political affiliation on this side were doing picket duty, and 
saved the Treasury to the degree of 880,000, 000. 

Only last winter there came from the Chief Executive advice 
and from the majority party, acting in caucus, a bill. I know 


it is disclaimed that there is any such thing as a caucus, Mr. 
President. It has been criticized like the open forum in the 


Senate. Many gentlemen wrote against it. Few of them ever- 
ran for office. It is a characteristic of some of the most promi- 
nent critics in the country that their chief function is to criticize 
people who do run for office and are sometimes successful in 
being elected. They then become a shining mark for the critics. 
The critic had, or thought he had, his way. He destroyed the 
caucus, and instead of the caucus we have now what is called 
more euphoniously a conference. Down beneath the sturdy vest 
of a conference beats the still sturdier heart of King Caucus, as 
of old. There is not any change in it except by name, and a rose 
by any other name would still possess the same flavor. It is the 
result, not the name, after all. 

So out of that caucus came a Government shipping bill. 
Forty million dollars for the initial expenditures was con- 
templated. It is a good deal when the Treasury is depleted. It 
was presented and urged for passage in this body after passing 
the House. It was supported by the administration and by the 
caucus action of the majority. It was defeated in this body by 
the minority Senators, joined by a few of the majority, who de- 
clined to commit themselves or be committed by the administra- 
tion to the unwise policy embodied in the measure. Over $100,- 
000,000 additional appropriation would have been taken from the 
Treasury if the minority side of the Chamber had not protested. 

The President told us not very many months ago, when he was 
out in Indianapolis, just a year ago the Sth day of this month, 
on Jackson Day, that he was perfectly willing for us to talk as 
long as we did not hurt anybody. When the minority talked 

the appropriations he criticized it and wishes a gag law 
in the Senate. We talked last winter and talked successfully. 

When the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Unprrwoop] implies 
that we assisted by our votes in such attempted appropriations 
he is in error. We accept the responsibility of defeating the 
legislation referred to or helping defeat it. Let it be remem- 
bered that when our voices were raised upon a roll call it was 
ineffective. The only way in which the shipping bill and the 
river and harbor bill could be beaten was by the much-con- 
demned employment of a filibuster. I am always frank enough 
to say that it was a filibuster, intended as such, and for no ren- 
son under the sun except to defeat the legislation by mere lapse 
of time. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ilinois 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have just come into the Chamber. I do 
not think the Senator from Illinois means to say that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama said that no Republican voice was ruised 
against the appropriation in connection with the shipping bill. 
The Senator does not mean, I say, that the Senator from Ala- 
bama singled out that bill and said you did not protest against it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; only you will find, by consulting the 
Recorp, that it was suggested if we by our votes assiste l in 
enacting laws for the expenditure of money we were responsible. 
The intimation seemed to be we had helped the administration 
into its present troubles, 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not hear all the Senator from Alabama 
said in his forceful and illuminating 

Mr. SHERMAN, I both heard it and read it. It invited 
perusal and examination. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am sure he did not say that, because the 
Senator will recall the fact that the shipping bill provided for 
issuing Panama Canal bonds for the purpose of building or 
purchasing ships under it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The substance of the impression was that 
the minority was responsible and that we were estopped from 
complaining about extravagant appropriations. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I called attention only to one specific thing. 
I do not remember the declaration of the Senator from Alabama. 
Certainly the shipping bill could not have been included in the 
meaning of anything he said on that subject, because the bill 
did not appropriate money. It proposed to issue bonds. 

The Senator, in claiming that the Republican Party is en- 
titled to the credit, as he put it a little while ago, of the defeat 
of the river and harbor bill, is, I think, far afield from thé 
facts. It is true, as the Senator says, that that measure was 
filibustered to death by the activities, largely, of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Kenyon] and the then Senator from Ohio, Mr. 
Burton, and a few others. But outside of a few Republican Sena- 
tors and probably a few Democratic Senators, if we had come to a 
vote upon that bill, my understanding is that it would have 
received a majority of the votes of the Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber. I recall the fact that during the con- 


| sideration of that measure, after the filibuster had continued 


for some time, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], 
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recognized as one of the leaders on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, rose in his seat and expressed the earnest and sincere hope 
that the effort to defeat the bill would not succeed, and he 
pledged assistance from the other side of the Chamber in the 
passage of the bill. 

Of course, I can not tell, and no one ever can tell how many 
Republicans would have supported that bill if we had taken the 
vote, but from my knowledge of the Senators on the other side— 
and I had something to do with that bill, I was on the Com- 
mittee on Commerce which reported the bill, and anxious for 
its passage, and was in constant conference with Senators on 
both sides of the Chamber—it was my belief that a large ma- 
jority of the Senators on the other side, probably as large a 
majority of the Senators on the other side as on this side of 
the Chamber—no, I will not say that, but a large majority of 
Senators on the other side, in my judgment, were in favor of 
that bill. The Republican Party, therefore, are not entitled 
to the credit, if there is any credit due to anybody, for its defeat. 
I do not think there is any credit due to anybody for its defeat, 
but if there is, certainly it is not due to the Republican Party, 
but to a few members of that party who prevented it from 
coming to a vote by filibustering. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate, Mr. President, the bill in ques- 
tion came out with a favorable committee report and it reached 
in the Senate the parliamentary stage of legislation where 
nothing but a roll call intervened between it and the Treasury. 
At that point it hit the obstacles that finally led to its undoing, 
and as I understand, if I am correct in my reading of the 
Recorp, finally, at the end of a prolonged discussion, it was 
agreed between the friends of the bill and those opposed to it 
that something like thirty or thirty-three million dollars should 
be cut off, and it went through Pong for $20,000,000 instead 
of the original amount of $53,000,000 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator is right in saying that a com- 
promise bill was passed; but the Senator has just referred to 
the fact that there was a report upon the bill. Of course there 
was, as there is a report on every appropriation biil that comes 
to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Was it a favorable report? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is exactly what I was going to say. 
There was a report from the Committee on Commerce upon that 
bill, and I think, if the Senator will get the report and read it, 
he will find that it was a unanimously favorable report. That 
cominittee was composed of Democrats and Republicans; I think 
there was a Democratic majority of only two; among the 
Republican Members were some of the leading Senators on that 
side of the Chamber. That bill came out of the committee with- 
out u dissenting vote, so far as I now recall. 

Mr. SHERMAN, At any rate, it came out, and whatever may 
have been the conditions when it was in the committee, it 
emerged from the committee and got into trouble, which ulti- 
mately lost the greater part of the appropriation. It is a mat- 
ter of record that Senators on the minority side of the Chamber 
successfully raised their voices, even if they were joined by those 
on the majority side of the Chamber. It is a part of the credit 
to which minority Senators are entitled for blocking that much 
of the appropriation. 

It is worthy of note here, Mr. President, that if a Senate clo- 
ture rule had been in force at that time there would haye been 
something over $30,000,000 additional in the river and harbor 
bill, burdening the Treasury at this time, requiring either a 
bond issue of $40,000,000 under the authority to issue Panama 
Canal bonds, or there would have been that appropriation out 
of the current receipts of the Treasury. I do not go on the idea 
that because we issue bonds we thereby never have anything to 
pay. The misfortune is when I have signed anything or issued 
any obligation of mine, that pay day always arrives. I never in 
my life had a check lost; I never signed a promissory note that 
it did not turn up in some quarter of the globe demanding pay- 
ment. If we issue bonds we only defer the day of payment, and 
at some time the taxpayers, at some time the Treasury, is called 
on to meet the bond when it matures. So it does not make any 
difference whether it be a bond issue or whether it be paid out 
of current receipts, it still calls upon the taxing resources of 
the country to meet it. 

I think, in view of these authenticated records, that instead 
of the censorious shifting of responsibility it ought to be ac- 
knowledged that a minority saved the country from further 
financial ills you sought to inflict on it. 


NATIONAL RECEIPTS. 


No war disturbed the world in our fiscal year 1914. It was 
for import and revenue purposes a peace year for us. When 
war came in August it was unexpected in every market and 
exchange in this country. The German Army crossed the Bel- 


gian frontier on the 3d day of August, 1914. Before that time 
imports and exports had pursued the usual channels of peaceful 
merchandise. Imports increased nearly $81,000,000 over the 
preceding year of 1913. Democratic tariff rates, however, pro- 
duced but $237,320,015. The universal excuse for the present 
condition of Government finances is the decrease of imports 
and consequent loss of customs for the fiscal year of 1915. If 
the entire receipts of the Government for the year 1915 be 
assembled for purposes of comparison with 1914 it will ‘Shed 
light on Democratic finances. 


Customs: Yecelp tt 0 aa a a $209, 786, 672. 21 
Internal revenue, ordinary 283, 398. 760 85 
Corporation income ta 39, 155, 596, 77 
Individual income tax- 41, 046, 162. 02 
Land sales 2, 167, 136. 47 
Miscellaneous 70, 287, 372. 90 

rr TTT ea ee 697, 910, 827. 58 


The foregoing includes the total receipts of the Government 
except that from postal savings bonds, bank-note redemption 
fund, and postal revenues—being $933,540, $21,553.415, and 
$287,248,165.27, respectively—and are not material in the an- 
alysis of the revenue-producing quality of the 1913 tariff act. 

The customs receipts of 1915 are the lowest since 1899. Our 
total imports in 1899 were $697.148,489, as against imports in 
1915 of $1,674,169,740. In 1889, 56.93 per cent of our imports 
were dutiable, as against 38.30 per cent in 1915. Customs re- 
ceipts in 1899 were $206,128,482. With less than 42 per cent of 
the imports of 1915 there was collected within $3,658,190 of eus- 
toms in 1899 as in 1915 with nearly two and one-half times the 
imports in 1915 as in 1899. 

It is instructive to marshal the customs receipts alone of the 
peace year of 1914 with the internal revenue, corporation and 
income tax, and other receipts of 1915, excluding the customs 
receipts of the latter year. The customs receipts from July 1, 
1913, to June 80, 1914, excluding $55,000,000 derived from Re- 
publican rates in excess of that produced by Democratic rates 
and $3,800,000 surplus postal revenues, are $237,320,015.~ ordi- 
nary internal revenue, 1915, $283,398,760.85 ; corporation income 
tax, 1915, $39,155,596.77 ; individual income tax, 1915, $41,046,- 
162.00; emergency revenue act, October 22, 1914, $52,069,126.29. 
Total, $652,989,661. If the emergency revenue receipts be de- 
ducted from the total of the last table, it would leave $600,920,- 
584.71. This omits miscellaneous receipts, land sales, and items 
of receipts not directly affected by tariff legislation. It is ap- 
parent from the foregoing that if the revenue from customs re- 
ceipts in the peace year of 1914 were added to the ordinary 
internal-revenue receipts, corporation-income tax, and individ- 
ual-income tax of 1915, it would still fall far short of enougli to 
meet the expenses of the Government. This deficit was sought 
to be filled by the emergency tax of October 22, 1914. It, too, 
proved inadequate to stay the dwindling revenues. This demon- 
strates conclusively that if the world were at peace Demberatie 
finances would iney itably empty the Treasury. Coupled with the 
foregoing decrease in revenues is the tremendous increase in 
appropriations of the Sixty-third Congress over the last Congress 
controlled by Republicans already alluded to. 

The decrease in tariff rates is directly responsible for inade- 
quate revenues, It is capable of proof. There was collected 
from customs in 1915, $200,786,672.21. This, compared with the 
customs receipts of 1914 of $292,320,015, shows a loss of customs 
of $82,533,342, This is habitually charged to the reduced im- 
ports resulting from the European war. The revenue-producing 
power of the Democratic tariff act of 1913 is capable of proof to 
demonstrate this fallacy. 

The total dutiable imports of the war year of 1915 are 
$640,643,065. It must be borne in mind that the remainder of 
the $1,674,000,000 for this year passed through our custom- 
houses duty free. The dutiable imports, therefore, raised the 
whole of the $209,268,109 customs receipts. This is an average 
ad valorem of 32.66 per cent. The dutiable imports of the peace 
year of 1914 were $766,422,958. If the average ad valorem 
32.66 per cent rate of duty were applied to the total dutiable 
imports of the peace year of 1914, it would produce in customs 
duties $250,313,738.08. This would be the most favorable con- 
dition under which these normal revenues would be produced, 
making total ordinary receipts of 1915, excluding emergency 
tax: 

Customs receipts 


$250, 313, 738. 08 


Ordinary internal revenue, 1915 283, 398, 760. 85 
Corporation income tax, 1915_ 39. 155, 596. 77 
Individual income tax OE Re 41, 046, 162. 09 
Sales, public UT 77 PARR MERI IE SoS Aa TESTS 2, 167, 136. 47 
BMiscellgnedatic ——t-x—' . —— 70, 287, 372. 90 


Total ordinary 8 Including what would 
have been derived from the 9 imports 
of 1914 on the 1915 rates of customs 
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Government expenses in 1915 are: 
Civit Betalen (——.——ꝙ———— 


$207, 169, 824. 05 


Department 172, 973, 091. 73 
Naval Establishment 141, 885, 653.98 
Wan e e ee — eeeenee 21, 130, 350. 7 
C EULER Se 8 T SA A 387, 941. 61 
Interest, public debt + 22. 902, 897. 04 
Panama nal disbursement . 229, 187, 042, 22 
Bank- note redemptions . 17, 205, 958. 00 
Miscellaneous redemptions -nnnm niamm e 47, 533. 00 

Making a total disbursement, exclusive of 


Post Office Department 777, 840, 292. 33 
Leaving an excess of disbursements over receipts of— 91, 471, 525. 17 
The estimates of the revenues of 1915 omit the emergency tax 
of October 22, 1914. Receipts under this act were, in 1915, 
pay gba ary which, deducted, still leaves a deficit of $39,420,- 
The foregoing tables show that the tariff act of 1913 would not 
under peaceable conditions, even supported by the emergency 
revenue act, have supplied enough funds to meet the appropria- 
tions of the Democratic Congress. The responsible authors of 
the Democratic tariff revision avowed that its rates were de- 
liberately framed to decrease customs receipts. The increased 
imports of 1914 were a natural result of this act. It is now 
sought to evade its natural consequences. A comparison of the 
free imports for periods covering Republican rates and Demo- 
cratic rates is instructive. 


Per cent. 
Year ending June 30, 1911 et iy Sa free a aunty SIA AS S 50. 87 
Year ending June 30, 1914, impo duty... 59. 54 
Year ending June 20, 1915, imports coy oe r + Wy 
Month of July, 1915, imports free of r ——. 62 oe 
Month a Augus 1915, 18. ports free of duty aia OES 
Month of mports 2 s — — 64.12 
Month of —— 1518. a free of eres — TO OE 
Average ad valorem duties, 1 33 ä 41.22 
Average ad valorem duties, 1914— 757 37. 60 
Average ad valorem duties, 1915_._--._________.________-__. 32. 66 
The ave — * ad valorem rate on free and dutiable imports for the 
year ending June 30, 1915, was___-________-___-__________ 12. 50 


This average rate applied to the 5270, 000,000 estimated cus- 
toms receipts in 1914 by the House and Senate committees re- 
porting this measure would have required imports of $2,160,- 
000,000 in 1915. To produce the revenues derived from the cus- 
toms receipts of 1914 it would have required an increase of im- 
ports to $2,338,560,000. To have produced these revenues would 
have created such a flood of imports under normal conditions as 
would have invaded this market in time of peace, and would 
have produced the normal results we began to feel before the 
outbreak of the war. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do. 

Mr. SIMMONS. What did the Senator say was the increase 
in the imports during the fiscal year 1915? 

Mr, SHERMAN. The increase in imports that year, which I 
have used here, was reached by taking the estimated revenues 
from the customs of $270,000,000, and, with that as the basis, 
taking the average ad valorem rate on duitable goods. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator has misunderstood me. I asked 
him what he had stated was the increase in the imports from 
June, 1913, to Cane, 1914? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was $81,000,000. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator says that in order for us to get 
anything like an adequate revenue from the customs taxes 
it would require an importation of goods to the amount of 
$2,100,000,000. I want to ask the Senator how he reconciles that 
statement with the fact that in the fiscal year from June 30, 1913, 
to June 30, 1914, there was only an increase of about $81,000,000 
in imports into this country in the face of the fact that customs 
duties collected from those imports in that year were $292,- 
000,000, compared with $318,000,000 collected in the previous 


year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The figures just quoted are for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1914. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; I understand they are for the year 1914. 
With an increase in importations in that year of only $81,000,000 
we collected in customs duties $292,000,000, as compared with | 

18,000,000 collected in the preceding year, when the Payne- | 
Aldrich tariff law was in force, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir; I can explain that. 

Mr. SIMMONS. A difference of just about $28,000,000; that 
is, with an importation of enly $81,000,000 in excess of the 
previous year we collected within $28,000,000 of the amount of 
eustoms revenue collected in that year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. First, Mr. President, the $292,000,000 of cus- 
toms duties in the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, were not col- 
lected under the act of 1913. The duties collected under that act 
fall $55,000,000 short of that amount. The Senator is assuming 


the credit for revenue not collected under the law; he is bor- 
rowing the fruits of previous Republican legislation. It is an 
assumption on the floor here that for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1914, the tariff act of 1913 produced $292,000,000 of revenue. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, if the Senator makes that 
point, then we will start at October, 1913, when the present 
law became effective. From October, 1918, to August 1, 1914, 
when the war began, we collected under the present tariff law 
$306,000,000, whereas the revenues from October 1, 1912, to 
August 1, 1913, were $295,000,000. So that during that period 
of about 10 months before the war began there was collected 
under the present law, when it was in full operation, except as 
to the taxes on wool, over $10,000,000 more than was collected 
during the preceding year. That statement includes the amount 
eollected under all the provisions of the law, not only from cus- 
toms duties but under the corporation. and individual income- 
tax provisions. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator quote the customs duties 
alone in the figures he gives? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not in the last statement, but I did in 
the first statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In the latter statement the Senator does 
not include customs duties alone? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Not the customs duties alone, but the cus- 
toms duties with the amount from the income-tax provisions. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The figures for the corporation tax and the 
individual income tax were included, then, in the last statement? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. That does not apply so strongly in 
answer to the argument of the Senator as the results from the 
operation of the tariff provisions alone of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I understand. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The customs receipts under the present law. 
during the first year of its operation amounted to within 
$28,000,000 of the receipts from customs duties during the pre- 
ceding year, when the Payne-Aldrich bill was in force, while the 
imports increased only $81,000,000 over the previous year. 

If the conditions shall ever be as they were before the war, 
does not the Senator believe, from that showing, that with a 
reasonable increase in imports—and we contemplated and in- 
tended that there should be an increase in imports—the present 
law will yield enough reyenue to respond to the needs of the 
Government in normal times without any resort to other means 
of revenue? 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the figures the Senator has cited he 
would have to have at least twice the amount of imports in 
order to collect the required amount of customs duties, because 
the average rate is so very greatly reduced that it could only 
be compensated for by a 7 large increase in the volume of 
imports. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But the Senator said that we had an increase 


of $81,000,000 in imports, and yet there was only a falling off of 


$28,000,000 in the receipts from customs duties. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had not completed the reply. First, Mr. 
President, the Senator himself voted for the act in 1913, and 
was entirely consistent in doing so, with the reasons he pre- 
sented both as chairman of the committee and otherwise. The 
revenues, according to the figures quoted by the Senator from 
the report of the Department of Commerce, can be readily 
accounted for. The duty on sugar for the last four or five 
years has yielded about $52,000,000 a year, except last year, 
when it yielded $49,282,118; that is, for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1915. 

During the months the receipts for which were read by the 
Senator there was an average of $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 every 
month derived from the duty on sugar. The Senator does not 
believe in making sugar dutiable. He thinks the uitimate con- 
sumer’s interests demands that sugar be free listed. The high 


cost of living was to be thereby reduced. 


Since it goes into every home, everybody is interested in having 


removed the tariff, which is a tax, according to the economic 


school in which the Senator believes. For the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1915, therefore, Mr. President, more than $49,000,000, 
even under the reduced duties on sugar provided in the act of 
1913, were collected from sugar alone. That, too, is another 
| spurious virtue assumed as being incident to the act of 1913. It 
is borrowed strength ; it is a source of reyenue that is deliberately, 
filched from Republican legislation. If the Senator would de- 


duet the sugar duties from the receipts he has cited, he would 


find no such pleasing assurance as he derives from the figures 
which he has quoted. 

The actual imports in 1914 were $1,894,000,000. If imports had 
increased so as to produce the estimated receipts or the actual 
receipts in the peace year applied to 1915, our imports would 
have increased between $400,000,000 and $500,000,000, This im- 
mense flood of merchandise which would have entered our mar- 
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kets is what was averted by the war conditions that prevailed in 
the principal producing and distributing centers of Europe. The 
industrial depression that existed when the belligerent nations 
entered our markets for munitions of war was a forerunner of 
the natural results of the Democratic tar:ft revision of 1913. 
The estimates I have given indicate the menace of a 70 per cent 
free-trade act when peace is concluded. 

At some time a treaty of peace will be signed; victor and 
vanquished will appear; all human events end. Ther? never 
has been a war waged on earth that at some time did not con- 
clude; and when the present war shall cease, Mr. President, 
there will be a necessity for economic preparedness here to 
defend from peril the great manufacturing centers, the great 
grain-producing areas of the Northwest, and the great live- 
stock interests of this country, a preparedness second only to 
that for military and naval defense. 

A GROWING DEFICIT. 

The competitive tariff for which such a glowing future was 
predicted in 1913 will resume its operations when the war is 
over. A Treasury deficit is the least of the sins charged to this 
measure. I do not believe in times of peace, with from 60 to 70 
per cent imports free listed, as they are, it would produce 
enough customs revenues under existing laws to equal the 
expenditures of this administration unless supplemented by 
additional direct taxation. 

On July 1, 1914, the world was at peace. Our imports had 
not been affected by war. It is indisputable, however. that 
Government revenues had already diminished. Onr expendi- 
tures had increased steadily under the appropriations of a 
Democratic Congress. The natural tendency of decreased re- 
eeipts and increased appropriations was becoming manifest. 
The general balance in the Treasury. June 30, 1913. according to 
the same reports from which the Senator from North Carolina 
quotes, was $166,000,000. By June 30, 1915—last summer only 
it had fallen to $104,000,000. ‘That, too, in the face of a state- 
ment in the House that appropriations have been less than for 
preceding years, and the statement in this Senate that our 
receipts have been greater during that time. 

In the face of that, the general balance in the Treasury shows 
a shrinkage of more than $62,000,000. This decrense in the 
Treasury resources was in spite of the emergency tax of Octo- 
ber 22, 1914, intended to supply the additional revenue required. 
That act produced up to the 30th day of last June $52,000,000, 
and in the four months since that time about $27,000,000. In 
the aggregate the actual annual receipts from the emergency 
tax are about $80,000,000. 

Those two sources of revenue—the emergency tax of October, 
1914, and the corporation and individual income tax of the act 
of 1913—make about $132,000,000 of increased revenue; and 
still, with this increased revenue, the shrinkage in customs 
duties has been such as to create a shrinkage in the general 
balance of the Treasury, such as to show cseh month, as the 
summary comes out from the Department of Commerce, an ex- 
cess of expenditures over receipts, except a few months—some 
two or three, I think—since the 4th day of March, 1913. 

Miscellaneous receipts in 1915 were $70,000,000. It runs gen- 
erally from $40,000,000 to $50,000,000, $58,000,000, and $60,000,- 
000—rarely over $60,000,000. We can not flatter ourselves that 
miscellaneous receipts will be $70,000,000 unless we sell two 
more battleships, as we did, the proceeds going into the Treas- 
ury in 1915. i 

NEED OF MORE REVENUE. 

Supplemental revenue is still indispensable to the continued 
solvency of the Treasury. The Republicans believe in increas- 
ing receipts from customs by increasing the duties. If that 
were done, with a readjustment of the income tax, as suggested, 
by increasing the supertax instead of lowering the exemption 
to reach the living line, enough revenue would be produced to 
meet necessary expenses and appropriations for proper military 
and naval forces sufficient for defensive purposes. 

The President in his message estimates that $93,800,000 addi- 
tional revenue will be required to carry out our military and 
naval preparations, and he and the department recommend that 
such additional revenues be produced by new legislation. Bonds 
are condemned. He sums up the situation in the conclusion 
that all told about $112,000,000 of new revenue will be required 
annually, provided all existing sources of revenue now in force 
shall be retained. That would retain the present duty on sugar 
of $1. It would retain the emergency revenue tax of something 
like $79,000,000 or $80,000,000 a year. It would retain every 
source of revenue that exists at this time. 

I favor the duty on sugar. I would vote readily to increase 
it to $1.35, or even higher, for two reasons: First, I believe the 
cane-sugar growers are entitled to it. They have had it from 
time immemorial. I believe the beet-sugar producers are en- 


titled to,it. Because of that, if it be made a source of additional 
revenue, no objection will be heard from those on this side of 
the Chamber, very likely. I can speak only for myself, however, 
on that point. 

It is to procure this additional revenue that taxes on gasoline, 
automobiles, bank checks, iron, and steel, and the like, are 


proposed. 

Tron and steel and bank checks and automobiles by the horse- 
power—to be paid by the manufacturer, it is true—are all to 
be included in the list. The manufacturer will pass it along 
until the purchaser finally will pay-it. That is the usual course 
of business. In the emergency act of October, 1914, a tax of 1 
cent was imposed on telegraph messages, on telephone messages 
above 15 cents, on bills of lading, and the like. Who pays it? The 
earrier does not. The telegraph and telephone company does 
not. It is paid by the user of the facility for the communization 
of intelligence or for the transportation of merchandise. It Is 
passed on to the general public. 

If necessities are to be taxed, if iron and steel are to be taxed, 
if everything from a coal hod to a locomotive is to be taxed, I 
wish the President would get his horizon high enough to sug- 
gest a tax of about 50 cents a bale on cotton. That would pro- 
duce seven or eight million dollars. The annual crop is about 
14,000,000 bales. Of course, that would be passed on to the 
ultimate consumer, too, like everything else, but it is no worse 
in the one case than it is in the other. 

The evident purpose, though, in all this taxation, is to levy 
a greater part of the burden upon a certain part of the country. 
I should like te have the populous States understand—populous 
in point of people and great in resources of banking, manufac- 
turing, and transportation lines, agriculture and live stock— 
that those States are now paying three-fourths of the burden of 
supporting the Government; and the method proposed in the 
President’s message increases this injustice. 

If the tariff be regarded as a tax, as some gentlemen argue, 
it ought to have diminished the cost of living when a 70 per 
cent free-trade list became operative. No greater delusion ever 
seized upon the human mind. It is refuted by the figures of 
a hundred years, It is refuted by the figures of the last four 
years, especially since 1913. When sugar was reduced there 
was no material change in the price. There was a temporary 
reduction for two months of the summer of 1914, and after 
that a rise that has continued up to the present time. Nobody, 
outside of the solidly Democratic States and the authors of 
books gone mad with excessive and undigested learning, ever 
believed in the soundness of such a theory applied in the actual 
affairs of government. 

NEW PROPOSITIONS. 

In addition to this $112,000,000 of new revenue, other appro- 
priations are threatened. We learn from the head of the ad- 
ministration here that another shipping bill is to be urged upon 
the Sixty-fourth Congress at this and subsequent sessions. The 
Government, it is insisted, must undertake this task, with the 
consequent financial risk; and after it is well on its feet as a 
going concern the Government is to retire and turn it over to 
private enterprise. 

For my part, while I come from a western country where 
there is not much sentiment for subsidies, you may call it what 
you will, but I would rather at any time vote for liberal con- 
tracts for carrying the mails overseas in American registered, 
sailed, and operated ships, in order to recreate merchant ship- 
ping, than embark upon the scheme of Government ownership 
and operation. The continually recurring reports that our ex- 
penditures exceed our receipts are ominous. 

There is a treaty pending before this body that sometime we 
may be asked to ratify. It proposes to pay Colombia $25,000,000 
to repair her lost chance to loot the United States and delay the 
construction of the canal. Another treaty contemplates spending 
$3,000,000 on a Nicaragua canal route that will have more navi- 
gation and fewer slides than the one we have. I have noted 
the somewhat aggressive and determined spirit among the 
friends of river and harbor appropriations in this Congress. The 
sum to be appropriated is uncertain, but I am sure considerable 
vigilance will be required to keep it within proper bounds. The 
Government will be called upon to provide for the development of 
good roads throughout the country. Bills have made their ap- 
pearance appropriating different sums for that purpose. We 
have undertaken to build a railroad in Alaska. The initial ap- 
propriation is a constantly recurring charge on the Treasury 
until the road shall have been completed or the appropriation 
exhausted. 

The Navy Departmen 
tioned in the President’s annual message, as well as the War De- 
partment. These estimates are the basis of appropriations. 
It is especially significant now, when our revenues are con- 


t is asking for additional sums men- - 
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stantly decreasing, that such large sums are under considera- | for the construction of the Panama Canal was deliberately is- 


tion. It indicates that the utmost economy is required; that the 
economy plank of the platform of 1912, adopted at Baltimore, 
must not be an idle declaration, but it must be made effective if 
we are to have money enough to meet the charges necessary for 
military and naval preparation. 

Direct taxes are resorted to. That is necessary where customs 
duties are abandoned as the principal source of revenue. 

THE PANAMA CANAL. 

It ought not to be forgotten in this financial discussion that 
the Panama Canal was built under the revenues and financial 
legislation of preceding years and not that of 1913. <A com- 
paratively small bond issue was made under legislation that 
authorized a total of $875,000,000. The greater part of the 
canal expense was defrayed from current revenues produced 
under a protective tariff. Customs duties constituted, under 
that legislation, one-half of our total receipts. At the close of 
the year ending June 80, 1916, after all the appropriations for 
the canal shall have been paid, this Government will have ex- 
pended more than $402,000,000 in its construction. Of this 
total cost $66,000,000 has been expended under appropriations 
since this administration came into power, paid out of the cur- 
rent receipts of the Treasury. If $66,000,000 be deducted for 
the years 1914, 1915, and 1916, there remains a total of $336,- 
000,000 paid during during previous years. 

The total proceeds of bonds sold was $138,000,000. Nearly 
$200,000,000 remains as the sum paid out of the Treasury, 
supplied by the fiscal legislation of the party in power before 
March 4, 1913. Nearly $200,000,000 paid out of current receipts 
for the construction of the canal is the record of the revenue- 
producing qualities of the laws that preceded the tariff revision 
of 1913. If the proportional part of this nearly $200,000,000 
burden during this administration had fallen upon its dwindling 
resources, it would have made a much more striking exhibit of 
its financial failure. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It just occurred to me to ask the Senator, 
if the facts are as he states them, why it was necessary for his 
party to issue any of these bonds for the purpose of paying 
for the construction of the Panama Canal. I believe that the 
only bonds that have ever been issued under that act have been 
issued by the Republican Party during the administrations of 
President Roosevelt and President Taft; and I believe the total 
amount of those bonds issued during these Republican admin- 
istrations was $138,000,000. 

If the ordinary revenues under those administrations and 
during the years when these bonds were issued were sufficient 
and more than sufficient to meet the current expenses of the 
Government, and left the big surpluses in the Treasury which 
the Senator is talking about, why did they issue those bonds, a 
part of them during Taft’s administration and a part of them 
during Roosevelt's administration? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have just stated, as the Senator will recall, 
if he has been following the course of the figures, that nearly 
$200,000,000 have already been paid out of current receipts in 
previous years—that is, prior to 1914, 1915, and 1916—nearly 
$200,000,000 during the revenue-producing period of the fiscal 
legislation of Republican administrations. One hundred and 
thirty-eight million dollars have been derived from bond issues. 
If the nearly $200,000,000 of current receipts paid out on this 
account had been added to the $138,000,000, it would have been 
burdening—to use the language of some of our Democratic 
friends—the present generation to pay the entire cost of this 
great improvement. The present generation paid $200,000,000. 
If $200,000,000, or the proportional part of it, had been paid 
out of the receipts of this administration, there would have 
been a gathering of the clans that has not been equaled since 
the 4th of March, 1913, because there would be not only a deficit 
but a public indebtedness, or the construction work on the canal 
would have stopped. The $138,000,000 of bonds was issued that 
future generations of taxpayers might pay their just share. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But I will ask the Senator if that was the 
reason why they issued only $138,000,000 of bonds? Why did 
they not, by the same token, issue bonds for the Panama ex- 
penditures during these administrations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Why, if you had done that, does not the 
Senator know—— 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I want to ask the Senator if he does 
not know the fact that when these bonds were issued there was 
a shortage in the current funds to pay current expenditures? 

Does the Senator mean to tell the Senate and the country 
seriously that the $138,000,000 of bonds which his party issued 


sued for the soie and exclusive purpese of passing that burden 
on to future generations and not because ef the condition of 
the Treasury? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; that was not the sole purpose. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And that after his party had followed that 
course for some little time it suddenly changed its mind and 
concluded that it would no longer put this burden upon future 
generations, but would pay it out of the current revenues of the 
Government? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was not the sole reason, Mr. President. 

Mr. SIMMONS, The Senator says that his party, in addi- 
tion to the amount derived from these bonds, paid $223,000,000 
toward the construction of the canal. That was not a very 
large sum per annum, if we consider the number of years that 
that great work was under construction during the administra- 
tions of his party. The Democrats have been in power about 
three years, and we have paid every dollar of that expense—I 
do not remember the exact figures now, but something like $30,- 
000,000 per annum—out of the current revenues. Up to this 
time we have not issued a single bond for that purpose. 

The question which I want to get the Senator to answer is this: 
Does he mean to tell the country that these $138,000,000 of bonds 
were issued by his party, not because of a deficit in the Treasury. 
not because of the condition of the finances of the Government, 
but for the purpose of passing this burden on to future genera- 
tions? ‘That is what I understood him to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was not the sole motive. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought it was an inadvertent statement 
when I heard the Senator make it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The statement was not inadvertent but was 
unfinished when the Senator asked his question. The Repub- 
lican Party is a party of long experience and great foresight, 
Mr. President. It was not born yesterday ; and, notwithstanding 
the mutations of fortune, it will survive, in my judgment, for 
many years. Pursuant to that foresight it not only had the 
motive of passing on a portion of this indebtedness to future 
generations that would receive the benefits of the canal when in 
operation, but it had another motive. 

By the way, not $138,000,000 of bonds were issued, but 8134. 
000,000, in round figures. The balance was the premium col- 
lected on the bond issue, paid by the investor. It is noticeable 
that it is very seldom that a premium is paid on public securities 
at so low a rate of interest, and it is an additional evidence of 
the soundness of the finances of preceding administrations that 
that premium could be collected on the sale of these securities. 

But there is an additional reason, based upon the foresight 
of the party then in power. It does not lie in the attitude taken 
by the chairman of the Senate Committee on Finance to com- 
plain of a $134,000,000 bond issue for the purposé named. He 
is the last person in the world authorized to complain of it. 
There were $166,000,000 left in the general balance of the Treas- 
ury on the 30th day of June, 1913. That was a surplus brought 
over from preceding Republican administrations. I ask my 
distinguished friend from North Carolina, if it had not been for 
that surplus afforded by a Republican administration where 
would the Senator and his party be except in the deep morasses 
of financial imbecility and failure? You ought to thank your 
good fortune that a party preceded you that had some financial 
economy and sense instead of posing here in a spirit of cen- 
sorious criticism because we left you a surplus to squander. 

UNJUST TAX BURDENS, 


The responsibility for the unjust distribution of the revenues 
now collected so as to place their burdens disproportionately 
upon certain sections of the country, if continued or increased, 
ought to be fixed and known. I have prepared certain tables, 
Mr. President, that I will insert here without reading. I ask to 
have them printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
may be taken. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


Corporation and individual moomo tam collected for fiscal year ending 


Without objection, that course 


une 30, 1915. 
$2, 860, 751 | Alabama $261, T60 
+ 283, Arizona 126, 559 
5, 654, 151 | Arkansas 127, 326 
733, 4 Florida- 229, 509 
4, 536, 141 | Georgia.. 40, 600 
2, 913, 307 | Louisiana. 526, 177 
2, 033, Mississippi 108, 180 
2, 673, 267 D 1, 078 
, 638, South Carolina 161, 401 
» 027, 459 | Texas , O48, 277 
Pennsylvania... 9, 367, 696 Tennessee 10, 209 
Rhode Island 711, 111 Oklahoma — 406, 888 
8 875, 352 | Virginia 627, 938 
Ani AIERT 65, 308, 684 ll. 4, 855, 902 
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Mr. SHERMAN. These tables show that the attempt by a 
graduated income tax to east the burden on the general wealth 
of the country has failed. It was stated here upon several 
oceasions in 1913, and has been repeated at this session of the 
Sixty-fourth Congress, that the purpose in reducing customs 
revenues was to throw the burden of taxation upon the wealth 
of the country that was eseaping a just proportion of taxation 
under former revenue measures. In this particular form it has 
classified property and levies the tax upom certain classes of 
property and exempts others, 

It may be said of the newer States that wealth is more 
evenly distributed among many hands, resulting in fewer large 
holdings. A large proportion of the property ef some of the 
States showing a large total wealth is farms, their equipment, 
and live steck. Incomes from such property in a large number 
of holdings fall below the $3,000 and $4,000 exemptions. In the 
older-settled States, such as Leuisiana, the Middle West, and 
some of the North Atlantic States property has assumed differ- 
ent forms. Much of it is in corporations engaged in various 
undertakings, industrial and otherwise. It makes no difference 
how widely scattered their shares are, the corporation itself is 
subject to tax. To that degree it diminishes the earnings 
finally distributed to the shareholders, without regard to the 
size of the holdings. 

The whole theory on which an income tax is framed fs that 
the large incomes are able to pay, while those that run near the 


living line are not. The exemptions have excluded from the 


operations of the tax a great body of farmers of the country, 
wage earners, skilled labor of all kinds, and the employees in 
offices. mills, transportation companies, and elsewhere whose 
Salaries fall within the exemption. They constitute the great 
hody of active men and women throughout the country who are 
n in the necessary service incident to gainful occupa- 
tions. 

The exemption of this large multitude fs not. made on the 
principle of equality of taxation. It is based entirely upon the 
ability of the persons with incomes above $3,000 and $4,000 to 
pay. This is further emphasized by the supertax on incomes, 
exceeding $20,000. This creates yet a third classification, on the 
idea that after this larger income has been reached that more 
enn be exacted by the Government without impairing the sup- 
port of the taxpayer or those dependent on him. 

The proposal to inerense the rates of taxation. on individual 
and corporation incomes is made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. The exemptions of $3,000 for single and $4,000 for married 
persons, it is suggested, could be reduced to $2,000 and $3;000, 
respectively, without hardship. The supertax, it is further inti- 
mated, could begin at 510,000 or $15,000 instead of $20,000 as 
provided by the present law. 

T am opposed to lowering the exemption below the $3,000. and 
$4,000 limit. F believe it would impose burdens. on a large 
multitude engaged in various forms of active service. If the 
question of equality of taxation were the controlling motive of 
this form of tax the exemption could be removed entirely. But 
the ability to pay and not the possession of the income is the 
motive of the law. Many employees engaged in many lines of 
service would be taxed on a $2,000 or $8,000 limit. This propo- 
sition reaches the bread line or the income required for living 
heeessities. It threatens a tax on earning capacity. 

There were 357,515 returns made for the fiscal year of 1915. 
The normal tax is assessed between the $3,000 and $4,000 exemp- 
tion line up to $20,000 income. Beyond the $20,000 income the 
supertax is imposed, Three hundred and twenty-six thousand 
six hundred and fifty-eight persons out of 357,515 making re- 
turns paid the normal tax. The supertax was paid by only 
30,857 persons in the United States. The total individual income 
tax colleeted for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915, was 
$41,046,162.09. Of this, $16,559,492.98 was a normal tax by the 
326.658 persons. The remaining $24,486,669.16 was paid by the 
30,857 persons subject to the supertax, or additional tax, as it 
is known in section 2 of the tariff act of 1913. 

Reduced to percentages, 43 per cent of the individual income 
tax is normal and 57 per cent is the supertax, er additional 
tax.” levied: upon incomes in excess of $20,000: 

The proposition to lower the exemption below the $3,000 and 
$4,000: income would necessarily reach out and grasp in its 
operation a great multitude of persons who are living upon their 
earning capacity and not upon fixed investments or very large 
eompensations for extraordinary services. It would reach a 
large multitude—the leeomotive- engineer, the farmer, the man 
in the railroad shop, those engaged in many of the transporta- 
tion undertakings of the country. A vast number who: are the 
living agents by which the great industrial mechanism of the 
os be kept in operation will be taxed when this exemption 
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INHERITANCE TAX SUGGESTED. 

Revenue must be had. E anticipate it will be a difference only 
in the source of revenue and the methods of collection. Great 
Britain derives. more than $125,000,000 a year from inheritance 
taxes. Her total wealth is estimated to be about $85,000,000,000. 
She is an Empire with a central authority, governed by Parlia- 
ment. No States or Provinces, with their exclusive local laws, 
apply many sources of revenue: Our States are different. 
They have certain rights not granted away. Among them are 
the laws of descent and the statute of wills. The property is 
taxed under the local laws of the State. They stand, therefore, 
at the gateway, and in the first instance are entitled to levy the 
Inheritance tax or death rate. 

Ordinarily I am opposed to the Government taking the in- 
heritance tax as a source of revenue away from the States. The 
wealth of this country is over $187,000,090,000. It is constantly 
passing by inheritance or will. It is a proper subject for excise 
taxation. The smaller estates can be exempted, so that we can 
follow the spirit in which the income-tax law was framed. 

It ought generally to be reserved to the several States as a 
source of revenue. Many States collect considerable sums from 
this source already. The largest States and some of the smaller 
ones collect it and have for some years. In some places the 
income from that source runs up considerably in excess of 
$1,000,000 annually, and in the larger three or four States it is 
likely to be much in exeess of that sum. 

On ordinary oceasions the States ought to have reserved 
death rates as a source of State revenue. It may be admitted, 
though, that this is not an ordinary occasion. The only ordi- 
nary thing about the condition we are in now is that usually 
an administration of the party now in power always produces 
a deficit instead of a surplus. It is ordinary in that sense, 
but extraordinary in its necessity. 

A strenuous: effort is made to discover new sources of rev- 
enue. I am in favor of dividing the revenue from inheritance 
taxes equally between the Government and the State in which 
it is collected. This plan would raise a sum that is difficult 
correctly to estimate at this time. but from fifty to seventy-five 
million dollars could be paid without imposing serious. burdens 
upon heirs or devisees or legatees taking the property. Our 
total wealth is more than double Great Britain’s. It is fair to 
say we could collect more death rates than she does. 

The proposal to tax gasoline and bank checks and a great 
variety of products of iron and steel is a tax at last to be paid 
by the user of the article. The opinion seems to prevail in 
some quarters that gasoline is a luxury; that comes from habit- 
ual residence in cities. If a gentleman was out in the North- 
west country, the grent. grain-producing area, in the grent 
industrial centers, the- dairy regions; he would find that gaso- 
line is as much a necessity as a horse or a mule in other see- 
tions. It is a different form of power, and a proposal to tax 
gasoline so much per gallon is a tax upon the source of mechani- 
cal power in nearly every farming community in the country. 

These are direct taxes, and it is an unfair distribution. Why 
should one oceupation pay $10,000 a year and somebody carry- 
ing on another kind of business handling a different artiele of 
merchandise pay $5 or $20 a year? 

The idea that tooth powder and tooth paste is now to be 
taxed as a luxury approaches, as a sober business matter, the 
realms of the sublimely ridiculous. It might have done in the 
time of the cave men, but I go on the presumption that eren 
Members. of Congress are entitled to brush their teeth without 
paying tribute to a war tax. 

SECTIONAL LAWS. 


The grossly unfair distribution of such tax burdens through- 
out the eountry is shown by the following tables of collections 
under Schedules. A and B of the emergency-tax act of October 
22, 1914, and described as No. 1 and No. 2: 


Schedule A (No. t). 


California 
Hiinois. 
K.:. ILL .. 576. 179. 22 
Bo ere ce ete SAL RETO SSSR NILE LD 915, 431. 60 
SPASE MEETS 485, 712. 68 
665, 773. 63 
3 858, 628. 73 
— E eee Dahil: O80. Le 
. ̃ ̃ ͤ — . — 849, 996. 36 
TTT—T—TT—TTTT > 2, G2R ODM. OS 
— ELI — — — 385, 961. 93 
T— ↄ——. —— —————. A CMR CME: 
Out of a total of 520.494. 474. 75. 
Schedule B (No. 2). 
. 5 a — 890. 8 
Illinois- — — 573, 121. 87 
Indiana = — 29, 409. 38 
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pt he gi Ane aa aOR RESIS x ER OE OA 
ote — aie Pen S4 
7... 3 122 2a 28 
e IPRS AET wR Ae ORNL OLN TREO Pe EAN A RESU 36, 463. 94 

N IO re athe aE LO ER 2, 317, 011. 90 


Out of a total of $2,961,490.59. 

Nearly $15,000,000 out of a total of a little over $20,000,000 
in A are paid hy 12 States, while the same 12 States pay $2,317,- 
011.90 out of a total of $2,961,490.59 collected under Schedule B. 
The burden falls unjustly upon a few occupations, upon a few 
States, and upon a few people. 

Direct taxation falls on the property and the earning capacity 
of the country finally, whatever may be said to the contrary. 
Republican government obtains its power from the people of the 
country. 

1 wish to use the following tables, described as No. 3 and 
No. 4: 7 

TABLE NO. 3. 


Popula- 
tion 1910. 


Vote: 


States. 1012 


(73, 537 


190, 398 
1, 146, 173 
C54, 474 
488,055 


BARES 
88 


ERE 


D 


288882 


$ 
HEEE 
S| EE 


TABLE No. 4. 


Popula- 


States. tion 1910. | 1912 

Alabama 4,138,093] 117,873 
Arizona. 20,354 23, 722 
Arkansa: 1,574,449 124,029 
Dorida.. ....-..1. 752, 619 51, 891 
Ceorcia.. 2,600, 121 121,420 
I oulsians 1, 666, 388 9,377 
N brd ch 1, 797, 114 C4; £23 
North 2, 206, 287 244, 455 
Oklabomo 1.657, 155 283, 801 
Feutk enn 1,515, 400 50, 350 
Jennessee. 2, 184, 789 247, 821 
‘Lexas..... 3, 596, 542 301, 788 
Virginia 2, C61, 612 

%%% A 8 24, 253, $23 


Tt will be noted that the 13 States in Table No. 3 have a popu- 
lation of 49,794,277 and cast 9,403,558 votes. Of the population 
18.88 per cent voted in 1912. The 13 States in Table No. 4. con- 
taining a population of 24,253,923, cast a total vote of 1,818,037. 
Less than 7.5 per cent of the population of Table No. 4 of States 
voted in 1912. 

It will be noted here that the distinguished senior Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wrt1ams] was evidently hedging against 
this the other day when he said that the argument that we were 
solicitous about the Philippine Islands and cared so little about 
certain people living in his State was enfantillage. I am not 
versed in French. If he wishes to barricade himself behind a 
foreign tongue, all right. But I called up the Library in order 
to piece out my abysmal ignorance of French and asked them 
what it meant, and they said “ child’s play.” 

So 3.6 per cent in Mississippi vote of the entire population, 
and 10 per cent vote in the Philippine Islands. You think more 
of the Philippine Islands and the Malays than you do of Booker 
Washington and his race. This is not child’s play. The Senator 
from Mississippi said if he had been a Filipino when we took 
possession of the islands he would have fought to the last drop 
of his blood, This will be advice heeded by the next revolu- 
tionary leader there who rises to accelerate our exit from that 
country. This is more “enfantillage.” 

I do not know what the rights of negro citizens will be under 
some decisions of the Federal Supreme Court on the grandfather 
clauses and under the decisions of the Federal court in Terre 
Haute, Ind., in the Roberts case. Lately decisions were ren- 
dered the full scope, the pith, and moment of which are not fully 
appreciated yet by gentlemen who are responsible in the affairs 


of government, that the grandfather clauses and certain clauses 
in the statutes or constitutional provisions for the literacy test 
were invalid as being contrary to the fifteenth war amendment. 
That can be worked out in due season. I only refer to it in view 
of the tables I have just put into the RECORD. 

What is government? The definition of self-government was 
given here yesterday. Self-government in the Philippine Islands 
appears to be a government of 8,000,000 people by, say, 800,000, 
or a government of many by a few. 

I submit Tables Nos. 5 and 6, showing the total wealth of cer- 
tain States and the total income tax paid by the same States. 

TABLE No. 5. 


Corporation 


Total wealth, individu» 


income tax. 
Nove Caroling vost A AAA TITTI T KRIE $1, 907, 573, T80 £381, 379.34 
Ponin Carolia oa. oo, sh esc dans cwsunadeucaness 1,351, 400, 7 161, 401.95 
Oo PIERO DET Pete ͤ ap me ey Rhee ar ee 1,344, 880,020 108, 180. 63 
eee 1,049, 138, 228 229, 509. 82 
W ͤ 8, 552, 972, 781 889, 471. 77 


n 
Total wealth. fand individus 
incom ta ¢ 


| $25, O11, 145,223 | $27,633, 741, 25 


15, 484,459,232 | 5,654,157. 55 
15, 457, 539,277 | 9, 367, 696. 34 
8,302,983, 302 4, 533, LHL 9: 


| 62,255,071, 124 | 42, 365, 185. 73 


It will be observed that the first four Stotes named in Table 
No. 5 have 2.95 per cent of the total wealth of the United States, 
which is estimated at $187,739,071,090. 

These tables show the wealth, vote, and population of the 
country, and there is nothing left in government but its institu- 
tions, as far as public affairs are involved. So, if the Govern- 
ment of the people is to be preserved in this matter at the pres- 
ent time, it is a misgovernment, a government of many by a 
few, taxation of many by a few, collection of three-fourtlis of 
the income from certain localities, persons, and things, and its 
expenditure by one-fourth of those, or a number represented by 
one-fourth of the payments. 

The total wealth of the first four States is $5,552,972,781, com- 
pared with $62,256,074,124 in the last four. The corporatien and 
individual income tax paid by the first four is $880,471.77, and 
the like tax paid by the last four $42,865,185.78. The first four 
States have 2.95 per cent of the wealth of the United States, and 
pay one ninety-first of the total corporation and individual in- 
come tax. The last four States have 333 per cent of the total 
wealth of the United States, and pay 52.83 per cent of the total 
corporation and individual income tax. 

I submit Table No. T of certain other States, with the several 
amounts of corporation and individual income tax paid by each 
and the total wealth of each. It illustrates how the tariff act of 
October 3, 1913, has distributed unequally the burden of direct 
taxation. It does not fall upon the wealth of the country, but 
upon a certain class of wealth. It ought not therefore be the 
principal source of revenue, neither ought it be intensified by 
lowering the exemption or by such taxes as the emergency act of 
October 22, 1914. 


TasBLE No. 7. 


$970,802, 690 | $711, 111.63 

, T94, 988, 781 1373. 

” 177, 958, $64 | 1,021, 879.61 

, 285, 454, 659 | 1, 283, 695.97 

868,454,211 | 733,488.69 

„427,022, 651 | 2,913,308. 13 

307,943,613 | 282,791.01 

1| 2,141,626,96t | 97, 498. 68 

Lou ” 164,437,746 | 526,177.94 
N PT E EEOAE E cond EEA OERA 2, 127,054,930 | 261, 760.79 


But little comment is necessary. It is proper to emphasize, 
however, certain features of this inequality. Rhode Island has 
barely more than one-fourth of the wealth of Nebraska and pays 
nearly twice the income tax. Maryland possesses about the 
same wealth of Louisiana and pays nearly double the income 
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tax. The wealth of Louisiana and Alabama are nearly equal, 
yet Louisiana pays over twice the income tax of Alabama. 
Delaware has one-seyventh of Alabama and yet pays more in- 
come tax than the latter. 

By comparing the wealth of Iowa in the last table with that 
of Massachusetts in the former table it is found that Iowa’s 
wealth exceeds that of Massachusetts by $1,500,000,000, yet 
Iowa pays $733,488 income tax, while Massachusetts pays 
$4,536,141, or more than six times the burden, although pos- 
sessed of vastly less wealth. 

North Dakota’s wealth nearly equals that of Louisiana. 
Louisiana, however, pays nearly five and a half times as much 
income tax. Connecticut, with wealth comparatively little more 
than North Dakota, pays over 13 times as much income tax. 
Nebraska, with nearly four times the wealth of Rhode Island, 
pays but a little over one-half as much income tax. 

T submit certain other tables, No. 8 and No. 9, showing manu- 


facturing data: 
TALLE No. 8.—Summary. 


7 

States, Capital. | Salaries Wages Bored 
26,565,000 | $27,284,000 | $145,962, 000 
793,000 5, 505, 009 50, 257,009 
3,461,000 | 19,113,000 74,916,003 
4,955, 000 22,982,000 72,890,009 
9,082, 000 34, 805, 000 202, 863, 009 
9,008. 000 33,386,000 223, 949, 009 
3,654,000 | 18,788,000 80, 555, 000 
6,903,000 34,355,000 216, 655, 000 
2,045, 009 7, 240,000 53, 682,009 
3,756, 009 361,000 113, 009 
9, 186, 009 251,000 180, 216, 000 
10, 868, 000 907,000 272, 896, 009 
9,101,000 000 219, 794,00) 
79, 262, 009 1, 907, 872,009 

Tanin No. 9.—Summary. 

Value of 

Wages, products. 
$84,142,009 859, 781.0 
110, 119, 000 490, 272,09) 
273,319,000 | 1,919,277,00) 
95, 510, 000 579,975,093 
301,174,000 1, 490,529,009) 
118, 988,099 685, 109, 00) 
47, 470, 000 403, 419,00) 
843, 000 574, 111,00) 
231,009 3,38). 430,00) 
710,000 1, 145, 529,009 

„ 450,009 | 1,437,935, 
627,009 | 2,626, 742,00) 
905, 00 590, 305,00) 


15, 847, 555,00) 


The foregoing tables indicate in what part of the United 
States the volume of manufacturing is. The capital stock em- 
ployed, as shown in Table No. 9, is nearly eight times as great 
as in the part of the country embraced in Table No. 8. The 
wages are more than eight times in Table No. 9 those in Table 
No. 8. The value of produets in Table No, 9 exceed those in 
Table No. 8 more than eight times. In the great group of States 
in Table No. 9 is transacted the business on which falls the 
present burden of the emergency tax of October 22, 1914. 

The transactions in assembling the raw material, the creation 
and distribution of the finished product, the commercial trans- 
actions between the buyer and the seller, the immense trans- 
portation required to reach the consumer and in the export trade 
of our surplus are all burdened with the direct taxes in the 
emergency act of 1914. 

The proposal in the President’s message for further taxes 
would place upon this great volume of business at least three- 
fourths of such tax, leaving the other portions of the Union to 
escape their just share. 

CONCLUSIONS, 

In conclusion, I summarize from the foregoing conditions: 

Revision of the tariff along lines of protection so as to produce 
additional customs duties. 

A discontinuance of excise taxes, such as the emergency act 
of October 22, 1914, continued for one year by this Congress, 

An inheritance tax divided proportionately, say 50 per cent 
each to the Government and the several States. 

A readjustment of corporation and individual income tax, 

Economy in appropriations and expenditures. 

A defeat of such measures as the Government shipping bill 
and a reduction of appropriations of the rivers and harbors bill 


to indispensable improvements such as connect themselves with ` 
a general plan of inland and ocean navigation. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish to address myself 
for a very few minutes only to the bill under consideration. 

Most of the argument on this question has been directed to 
the ability or inability of the Filipino people to maintain a 
stable self-government. From my standpoint this is not the 
vital question. It is probable that they can not assure to them- 
selves a government entirely free from turmoil or uprising. 
Thereds at least danger of such conditions. It is quite certain 
to my mind that they can not claim such qualification for self- 
government as is possessed by the American people. But that 
may also be said as to some of the great European powers, 
Their monarchial forms of government and their willingness to 
submit to it indicate characteristics that would hardly, from our 
view, fit them for our republican system. But I should not for 
that reason regard it as the duty of this Government to reform 
their system. I can not but believe that the creation of any 
class of privileged persons, the creation and maintenance of 
degrees of nobility, which engenders a spirit of egotism and arro- 
gance in one individual and a spirit of subserviency in another, 
is destructive of the highest standard of individual character, 
and this whether the aristocracy be a military or civil one. 
Its baneful effects upon the character of a people are the same. 
But does that fact impose upon us the duty to seize or hold 
aristocracy-ridden England or military-ridden Germany for the 
purpose of reform, for the purpose of fitting them for a repub- 
lican form of government, or any of these great powers of 
Europe who see fit to live under a different form of government? 

I shall vote to strike out the preamble, not because it declares 
a purpose to ultimately give independence to the Filipino 
people, but because by its words it leaves the discretion entirely 
with the United States, without reference to the judgment or 
desire of the Filipino people themselves. 

The Philippine Archipelago came to us as the result of con- 
quest, without the consent of its inhabitants and against their 
protest, backed by all their power of resistance. As these islands 
were acquired by force, they are now held by force. We justify 
their retention on the grounds that it is for the best interest of 
their people. We justify it on wholly altruistic motives; and 
that leads us directly to the question of both the right and duty 
of this Government to hold a foreign people and their terri- 
tory, whose possession is in no way essential to the life or de- 
fense of our own Government. Were these islands so close to 
our own shores that their possession by any other power would 
endanger our national safety, we might justify their retention 
on the grounds of self-defense. But no such exigency now exists 
or can exist, and we are face to face with the moral question, 
Ought we to hold a foreign race in a foreign land for the sole 
purpose of fitting them for a higher degree of self-government 
or a higher citizenship? 

If we have a right to hold a people against their will for that 
purpose, then we must also have the right to take possession of 
other like people for the same purpose; for the right to hold 
must be buttressed on the right to seize. If that is our moral 
privilege, as well as our moral duty, toward those who have not 
achieved our standard of enlightenment, then is it not just as 
much our duty and our right to seize the Chinese Empire and by 
force teach these people our higher civilization and fit them for 
self-government? They seem to have entirely failed in maintain- 
ing such a government. The fire of revolution has but recently 
destroyed their old monarchical government, but before the 
ashes have cooled another dynasty has been erected on its ruins. 
Here is a mighty field for the exercise of our desire to civilize 
a people up to our standard. We do not avail ourselves of this 
opportunity for educational work because we recognize that 
national rights are superior to our desire to reform. 

Mr. President, in my opinion, while we may be excused for 
taking possession of the Philippine Islands under the circum- 
stances, and while we may have been justified in paying $20,- 
000,000 to secure the release of these people from oppression 
of another Government, we have no right to hold that foreign 
people by force and against their will and compel them to remain 
under our control for such length of time as we, not they, may 
consider it for their best interest. I contend these people have 
national rights which we are morally bound to respect. 

Looking at it from the standpoint of our own interest, I con- 
fess the only object our possession has so far subserved has been 
an excuse for the construction and maintenance of an enormous 
Navy. We all know that these islands constitute our only vul- 
nerable point of attack, and they therefore offer a needed and 
cherished excuse to those whose patriotism always runs toward 
war and military prowess to demand an ever-increasing Army 
and Navy fully adequate for their protection against assault. 
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So long as we hold these islands we, of course, must be able to 
protect them in case we are at war, 

It is well known to-day that we could not defend them against 
the nearest great Asiatic power. To do so we must double the 


size of our Navy. We must add immensely to our Army. We 
must burden our people with a mighty armament to defend a 
little group of islands which are of no value whatever to us 
and which wish to free themselves from us—islands whose pos- 
session invites attack by any Government with which we might 
possibly have a quarrel. Not only this, but the fact t they 
ean so easily be attacked and their defense by us would be at- 
tended with such difficulties encourages and invites hostilities 
against us. A nation might well be content, if at war with us, to 
simply take immediate possession of those islands and allow us 
to waste our strength in attempting to regain them, where such 
nation would never dream of crossing the ocean to strike a blow 
at us within our own waters. 

Mr. President, I favor most heartily the extension of the right 
of self-government provided in the resolution. The capabilities 
of this people for full and complete independence may possibly 
be foreshadowed in their use or abuse of the additional govern- 
mental powers here conferred. But only a violent and gross 
abuse of the power would justify our interference. 

I do not wish to be understood, without further consideration 
of the matter, as favoring the release of these people from our 
tutelage without any further act of ours. While I do not admit 
there is a moral duty of this Government to force our civiliza- 
tion upon. them, the fact that they have been under our care 
and adoption creates ties of deeper friendship and more earnest 
wishes for their welfare than would otherwise obtain. Though 
forced into submission, they are still to some extent our foster 
child, and we may well deal with them with greater concern for 
their welfare. 

What they want above all things is independence, not only 
from us but from all other powers, and we ought to secure an 
understanding from every great power of the world that their 
independence shall be respected. The Senator from Colorado 
used the word “ protectorate.” That is not what we want and 
not what they want. Protectorate carries with it a sort of right 
of interference—a sort of subindependence only. The agree- 
ment that we should secure should be of a negative character, 
not that the powers should protect the independence of the 
islands from each other but that they should each and all re- 
frain from interfering with their independence. 

There is no use, Mr. President, in our dodging or veering 

from the real object which we had in view when we forced 
Spain to cede those islands to us. Our motives were not at 
that time wholly altruistic, but rather wholly commercial. We 
were not looking for opportunities to extend our civilization, 
but to extend our trade. We had awakened at that time to the 
trade possibilities of the Orient. Hawaii and the Philippines 
were to be the stepping stones ocross the ocean and ultimately 
lead us to the goal of our hopes—trade with China and the 
Orient generally. The reformation of the Philippine people, for 
their own salvation, was a secondary sentiment. Since that 
time, another great aggressive tradelike, as well as warlike, 
nation has arisen out of the sea and now obscures to consider- 
able extent our roseate commercial view. 
- We have learned in the last 16 years that the people who can 
most cheaply produce and deliver their goods to the Orient will 
monopolize the selling trade of that section of the world; and 
that schooled in the most rigid frugality and with a wage scale 
almost infinitesimal as compared with labor wages here, the 
Nippon will undoubtedly command the selling trade to the 
Orient. We do not need any Philippine Islands to insure us a 
buying trade. We can buy all we want if we have the price to 
pay. 

As a commercial asset these islands have proved worse than 
useless, Every dollar of benefit has cost us a hundred dollars 
of loss. 

But the worst aspect of the Philippine proposition, so far as 
it affects us, is that it forces us into the un-American policy 
of entering into an armament competition which has taxed the 
very life out of the Old World. So long as we hold the Philip- 
pine Islands we must be prepared to defend them against in- 
vaslon in case of war, and that means that we must have a 
more powerful Navy than any European or Asiatic power with 
which we would be liable to have war. I say “liable to have 
war“ because I do not think there would be any possibility of 
war between this country and Great Britain. There are con- 
ditions which would keep her from ever engaging in war with us. 

The responsibility of holding these islands is enormous, both 
in its expensiveness and in its effect upon our national charac- 


ter. With a fair navy and proper submarine and const de- 
fenses we need have no fear of any nation declaring an aggres- 
sive war against us on this side of the ocean. But with our 
territorial body projected some 6,000 miles from our real shore— 
projected into another hemisphere, surrounded by a yellow race 
whose friendship we have not by our historical conduct sought 
very earnestly to cultivate, a race which believes it has been 
slighted by us, and which has taken offense at our exclusion 
policies, we shall need to maintain a far greater Navy. And 
just to the extent that we create a war organ, Navy or Army, 
whose only function is war, just to that extent do we create a 
desire that these ergans perform their functions, and just to 
that extent we create the military spirit in this country. 

But, as I have suggested, I believe we can secure from the 
great governments of the world an agreement to respect the 
independence of the islands. When such agreement has been 
secured, when we can give to these people an independence 
which we can assure, and which other nations would S 
then we should show to them and to the world that this country, 
rising above every semblance of greed and pride of possession, 
is capable of doing an act of justice and philanthropy to another 
people never before voluntarily performed by any other country 
in the whole history of war and conquest. 

I do not entirely agree with the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE], because it provides for 
independence first and the securing of an agreement to respect 
that independence afterwards. I should prefer, Mr. President, 
and I think the Filipinos themselyes would prefer, that we first 
Secure an assurance from the great powers of the world that 
their independence would not be interfered with; that we then 
prepare to call a convention in those islands to adopt a consti- 
tution and a republican form of government; that we then 
proceed to organize that government; and when it is fully 
organized, when the officers have been elected and this agree- 
ment has been secured, we then declare them independent of the 
United States. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, will the Senator from North Da- 
kota pardon an inquiry? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield, Mr. President. 

Mr. CLAPP, Does not the Senator also feel that the nations 
that we might consult would very much more appreciate our 
consulting them before than after the granting of independence? 
It strikes me that it would appeal to them much more strongly 
than to consult them after we had already decided it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think, Mr. President, they would not 
only more appreciate being consulted before independence was 
declared, but I think they would be far more likely to accede to 
a request that they keep their hands off the Filipinos while the 
islands are still in our hands than after we had released them 
from our control. 

Mr. CLAPP. . It strikes me so. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have epitomized the sentiments which I 
have expressed into an amendment, which I offered yesterday 
and asked to have printed. I will ask the Secretary to read the 
amendment at this time as the closing part of my address upon 
this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 


At the end of the bill add the 8 

~ President of the United States hereby authorized and re- 
uested to indicate to the great powers of the world the desire of this 
ment to extend to the Philippine Islands and the Philippie 
p. full and complete independence whenever shall be warranted in 
that such ind dence will be 


and requ to 
will insure the independence of said islands in 
made shall forthwi 


Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, it is not my intention to 
make any extended remarks at this time, but as we approach 
a vote on this question I can not refrain from saying a few 
words in favor of the bill and in behalf of the Filipino people. 

I have been interested in the Philippine Islands ever since 
May 4, 1898, when Admiral Dewey won the Battle of Manila 
Bay, one of the most brilliant naval victories in all history. 
I had a friend, Mr. William Weaver, of Seneca, Kans., who par- 
ticipated in that battle as a gunner on the Olympia, the ad- 
miral’s flagship, which gave me a personal interest in that 
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great event. Kansas is especially interested in the govern- 
ment of the islands and the welfare of the Filipino people by 
reason of the fact that the present vice governor, Hon..Hender- 
son S. Martin, was appointed by the President to that position 
from Marion, Kans., and he has had much to do with the writ- 
ing of the present bill. By virtue of his office he is also at the 
head of the bureau of education in the islands and has done much 
to assist the young people of the islands to receive an education 
sufficient for self-government. Over 500,000 Filipino children are 
now attending school and studying the English language and 
American institutions in these islands. More than 9,000 Fili- 
pino teachers are now teaching the common branches in Eng- 
lish in these schools. Gov. Martin was so greatly interested 
in this bill, so thoroughly convinced of its great benefit to the 
Filipino people and to this country, that he came all the way 
from the Philippines to give evidence before the Senate com- 
mittee at the last session of Congress, and was exceedingly 
anxious that the bill should pass that session. Gov. Martin 
gave valuable evidence before the committee, taking the posi- 
tion, after thoroughly studying the question on the ground, 
that the Filipino people are ready now for self-government 
und that the United States should grant them independence at 
the earliest possible moment. 

I am heartily in favor of this bill, because it gives to the Fili- 
pino people a greater measure of self-government than they have 
hefore enjoyed, and is a decided step forward toward the ulti- 
mate fulfillment of the promises of the United States Govern- 
ment to grant to them absolute independence. So far as I am 
concerned, I am willing they should have their independence 
just as quickly as it is possible to be arranged. From all the 
testimony before the committee at the hearings, it is clearly 
demonstrated that they are capable of governing themselves; 
not in a way, perhaps, that we would like to govern them, but 
in a way that they want to govern themselves. I do not suppose 
that any American would admit that the Filipino people, or any 
other people in the world for that matter, are as capable as 
ourselves to govern. Most American citizens believe that the 
United States is the best-governed country in the world; but 
this does not necessarily mean that we are more capable of gov- 
erning another country and a different race of people than the 
people of that country themselves. 

These people have already shown remarkable advancement 
in education, civilization, and ability to govern. Nearly all 
of the offices in the Philippines are now successfully filled by 
Filipinos—a majortiy of the commission who constitute the 
upper house of the legislature, all the members of the lower 
house, all the governors of the various Provinces, and nearly all 
of the officers and employees of the municipal governments are 
Filipinos and are faithfully discharging their respective duties 
with honesty and fidelity. Every member of the lower house, 
composed of 81 members, is a college graduate, a distinction 
not possessed by any other legislative body in the world. A very 
valuable comparative statement furnished by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. SHarrorH] in his eloquent and very exhaustive 
address on this subject recently delivered in the Senate, shows 
the percentage of illiteracy to be less in the Philippines than in 
most of the South American Republics and in many of the na- 
tions of Europe. 

The Philippine Islands are 7,000 miles away, and are inhabited 
by about 8,000,000 people who wish to govern themselves, and 
who ask us, the great American people, to free them from the 
yoke which binds them to us, and which was placed on their 
necks through no fault of theirs, and without their consent. 
The Declaration of Independence provides— 


That all men are created 1: that they are endowed by their 
Creator with certain inalienable rights; that among these are life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. That to secure these rights 
governments are instituted among men, deriving their just powers from 
the consent of the governed. 


No man or set of men has a right to take from us any of 
these inalienable rights prescribed in the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence and guaranteed by the Constitution of the United 
States. Demanding these rights for ourselves, we ought to be 
willing to treat others in exactly the same way and recognize 
their rights to those things which we declare to be sacred to us. 
The Filipino people did not consent that we govern them; 
and now, wanting independence for themselves, this great prin- 
ciple of liberty which is so dear to the people of this country 
ought to be extended to them without further controversy, 
even if there were no other reasons demanding that it he done. 
I believe that it is not only to the best interests of the Fili- 
pino people, but also to the best interests of the people of the 
United States, that the Philippines should be free and inde- 
pendent. It is estimated that the islands have cost us about 


$600,000,000, and there has been no monetary return to this 
country. It has been well worth the price, however, if through 


our aid and influence we have helped a poor struggling nation 
of people to a position of self-government. As stated by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Hrrcucock] in his splendid speech 
on this bill the other day: 

The American occupation of the Philippine Islands is the finest 
example of an altruistic effort by a great country to bring the blessin 
of civilized government to a weak te In all the history of the 
world there is nothing that approaches it. 

More than this, it was never the intention of our Government 
to keep the Philippines as absolutely our own and to have the 
same become a part of our country any more than it was our 
intention to keep Cuba and permit it to become a part of our 
country. There would have been more sound sense and reason 
for retaining Cuba than the Philippines, but it was contrary 
to the policy of our Government to do so. In the circumstances, 
as the result of the war with Spain, it became our duty to estab- 
lish a stable government in both countries, which we have done. 
We turned the government of Cuba over to her own people Jong 
ago, and it is now time to turn the government of the Philippines 
over to her own people, aside from the necessary time required 
to put the new governmental machinery into complete operation. 
The Filipino people, or at least those in authority to represent 
them and who are qualified to speak, are satisfied with this bill, 
and it ought therefore to be satisfactory to us. 

We only have to consider the feelings of our own people in the 
Revolutionary period to understand the feelings of these peo- 
ple now. The American people were demanding the same right 
tc be free from England. All the arguments which have been 
made here against this bill were made in the English Parliament 
against us. Only a few brave men like Edmund Burke and Wil- 
liam Pitt, in the House of Commons, and Lord Camden, in the 
House of Lords, championed the cause of the colonists. Are we 
Americans, who believe we were right then, to so far forget our- 
selves now as to say that the principle of liberty contended for 
is wrong when applied to another people? 

Liberty to man has been of very slow growth since first the 
flight of time began. It has been hindered and obstructed upon 
every turn. Those who have attained it have been obliged to 
fight for it from the earliest time down to the present day, 
Hence it was that John Philpot Curran remarked that, “ Eternal 
vigilance is the price of liberty.” Thomas Jefferson once said 
that, “The God who gave us life gave us liberty at the same 
time.” Liberty is as precious as life itself. It was the realiza- 
tion of this truth that prompted Patrick Henry to use that 
fiery but most patriotic expression in his immortal speech, “ Give 
me liberty or give me death!” 

Some of the opposition contend that the Filipino people are not 
prepared for independence because of the way they live, claim- 
ing they have not sufficiently pretentious habitations and are 
not properly cultivated in the modern way of living. While 
most of the people have modest homes, yet they are generally 
suitable to their race and climate, and many of the citizens in 
the cities live in magnificent modern residences. But the poet 
Pope has forcefully answered that argument in the following 
suggestive lines: 

Give me again my hollow tree, 
A crust of bread, and liberty! 

There ought not to be a single voice of the American people, 
who know of the awful struggle we passed through to secure 
this same sacred right, raised against this bill. I certainly hope 
it will pass. It will be the means of adding another republic 
to the galaxy of nations, and will be a lesson to the Old World 
which they may well emulate, since their greatest troubles 
through the terrible war in which they are now engaged came 
from monarchies and distant possessions. Pass this bill and 
joy will go up over this eountry and through the Philippine 
Islands equal to that when the stamp act was repealed by the 
English Parliament, and Edinund Burke exclaimed, “ It caused 
more universal joy throughout the English dominions than per- 
haps any other act that can be remembered.” 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CHILTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
30 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 14, 1916, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations reecived by the Senate January 13, 1916, 
CALIFORNIA DÉBRIS COMMISSIONER. 


Capt. Richard Park, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
for appointment as a member of the California Débris Commis- 


` Fannie Pearl, 
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sion provided for by the act of Congress approved March 1, 
1893, entitled “An act to create the California Débris Com- 
mission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of Cali- 
fornia,” vice Maj. Robert R. Raymond, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. 


To be probational second lieutenants, with rank from January 
12, 1916. 


Gilbert Dudley Fish, of New York. 
George Mayo, of the District of Columbia. 
Paul Theodore Bock, of New York. 
Charles Otis Boynton, of California. 
Arthur Peter von Deesten, of New York. 
Edward Nelson Whitney, of Wisconsin. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ALABAMA, 


William W. Perry to be postmaster at West Blocton, Ala., in 
place of W. D. McCrary, deceased. . 

Robert M. Rawls to be postmaster at Athens, Ala., in place 
of W. W. Simmons. Incumbent’s commission expires January 
15, 1916. 


CALIFORNIA, 


John E. Nolan to be postmaster at Jamestown, Cal., in place 
of Howard A. Preston. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 15, 1916. 


COLORADO, 


Elsie E. Da Lee Elliott to be postmaster at Redeliff, Colo. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Jerry F. Halloran to be postmaster at Victor, Colo., in place 
of Frank Simonton. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
12, 1916. 

Stephen Ilgenfritz to be postmaster at Ordway, Colo., in place 
of Alexander Gray, resigned. 

Joseph Ray, to be postmaster at Aguilar, Colo., in place of 
Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1916. 

Fanny Hamilton Simpson to be postmaster at La Veta, Colo., 
in place of R. V. Cuttler. Incumbent's commission expires 
January 16, 1916. 

CONNECTICUT. 


Robert D. Burns to be postmaster at Saybrook, Conn., in 
place of John A. Ayer. Incumbent's commission expired Jan- 
uary 11, 1916. 

DELAWARE. 


John T. Ratledge to be postmaster at Elsmere, Del. 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


FLORIDA. 


Richard J. Mays to be postmaster at Monticello, Fla., in 
place of Richard J. Mays. Incumbents commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

James A. Haisten to be postmaster at Cocoa, Fla., in place of 
C. J. Schoonmaker. Incumbent's commission expires February 
8, 1916. 


Office 


IDAHO. 


Jessie Beasley to be postmaster at Wardner, Idaho, in place 
of Jesse Beasley, to correct name of appointee. 

Josephine Ervin to be postmaster at Mullen, Idaho, in place 
of Josephine Erwin, to correct name of appointee. 


ILLINOIS, 


J. H. Bumsted to be postmaster at Carpentersville, III., in 
place of Minnie E. Henry. Incumbent’s commission expired 
March 3, 1915. 

Charles E. Carlson to be postmaster at Woodhull, III., in place 
of George H. Swanson. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 12. 1915. 

II. B. Conover to be postmaster at Orion, III., in place of 
George P. Wilson. Incumbent’s commission expired December 
19, 1915. 

W. T. Clopper to be postmaster at Polo, III., in place of Harry 
E. Spear. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 1915. 


Jacob F. Davis to be postmaster at Minier, Ill., in place of 
Charles E. Tanner, resigned. 

William F. De Frenne to be postmaster at Prairie du Rocher, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 


III. 


J. H. Farquharson to be postmaster at Western Springs, III., 
in place of William A. Collins. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 1, 1916. 

Max Geisenhoner to be postmaster at East Dubuque, III., in 
pinca of M. J. Platt. Incumbent’s commission expired July 14, 
1915. 

A. W. Hilbolt to be postmaster at Dongola, III., in place of 
8 me Coughanowr. Incumbent’s commission expired December 

, 1915. ‘ 

Pearl A, Hollingsworth to be postmaster at Fisher, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

J. F. Knight to be postmaster at Sandoval, Ill., in place of 
ope Wilson. Incumbent's commission expires January 25, 

Grover C. Lindley to be postmaster at Hutsonville, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Elmer Lummis to be postmaster at Quincy, III., in place of 
David F. Wilcox, removed. 

Robert A. McFarland to be postmaster at Livingston, III. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Thomas J. McMahon to be postmaster at Chebanse, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

C. D. Miller to be postmaster at Milledgeville, III., in place of 
55 y Kaisinger. Incumbent’s commission expired August 21, 

15. 

Edward J. Mulligan to be postmaster at Bradley, III., in place 
g Shor Suprenant. Incumbent’s commission expired March 

Joseph H. Mulligan to be postmaster at Kewanee, III., in place 
25 3 W. Errett. Incumbent's commission expired February 

Frank L. O'Brien to be postmaster at Maple Park, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

E. S. Perkins to be postmaster at Newark, III. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 

Robert W. Perkins to be postmaster at Erie, Ill., in place of 
ae ete J. Howell. Incumbent's commission expired January 

B. J. Ritson to be postmaster at Farmington, Ill., in place of 
Sewell P. Wood. Incumbent’s commission expired June 2, 1914. 

Emma R. Ritzman to be postmaster at Orangeville, III. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Albert Schrieber to be postmaster at Red Bud, III., in place of 
August Kalbitz. Incumbent’s commission expired December 19, 
1915. 

Richard J. Simmons to be postmaster at Macomb, III., in place 
of William H. Hainline, removed. 

W. W. Sloan to be postmaster at Rockton, III. 
presidential January 1, 1916. 

Edward Streng to be postmaster at Stewardson, III., in place 
of Caleb T. Reeder, Incumbent’s commission expired December 
12, 1915. 

W. J. Sullivan to be postmaster at Hanover, III., in place of 
Thomas D. Shipton. Incumbent's commission expired December 
19, 1915. 

Henry Uphaus to be postmaster at Macon, Ill., in place of 
Anthus Willard. Incumbent’s commission expired July 6, 1915. 

Louis Wolter to be postmaster at Marissa, Ill, in place of 
John W. Church. Incumbent’s commission expired February 
16, 1915. 


Office became 


INDIANA. 


Maurice L. Cory to be postmaster at Kingman, Ind. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Louis H. Kocher to be postmaster at Churubusco, Ind., in 
place of Willard Z. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 16, 1916. 

William W. Ludtke to be postmaster at Rolling Prairie, Ind. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 


IOWA. 


W. D. Jamieson to be postmaster at Shenandoah, Iowa, in 
place of H. E. Deater. Incumbent's commission expired June 7, 
1915. 

Martin P. Klindt to be postmaster at St. Ansgar, Iowa, in 
place of Isaac Patterson. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 13, 1914. 

J. B. Lower to be postmaster at Scranton, Iowa, in place of 
E. W. McCracken. Incumbent's commission expired January 18, 
1915. 

George P. Martin to be postmaster at Peterson, Iowa, in place 
of 1 8 0 Kennedy, Incumbent's commission expired February 
1, 1915. A 


William H. Moore to be postmaster at Shelby, Iowa, in place 
of W. H. Moore. Incumbent's commission expired December 13, 
1914. , 

KANSAS. 

B. M. Palmer to be postmaster at Jewell, Kans., in place of 
C. F. Schafer. Incumbent’s commission expires January 29, 
1916. 

J. H. Rathbun to be postmaster at Downs, Kans., in place 
of John Wolfert, resigned. 

Charles ©. Seewir to be postmaster at Lawrence, Kans., in 
place of Charles S. Finch. Incumbent's commission expired 
July 31, 1915. 

Leonard Willems to be postmaster at Lansing, Kans., in place 
of W. A. Morgan. Incumbent’s commission expires. February 
1, 1916. 


KENTUCKY. 


Tarleton C. Hobbs to be postmaster at Anchorage, Ky., in 
place of H. O. Hausgen. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 29, 1916. 

Hubert Hutton to be postmaster at Berry, Ky. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1916. 

Judith W. Montgomery to be postmaster at Greensburg, Ky- 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. $ 


MAINE. 


Oscar H. Dilworth to be postmaster at Madison, Me., in place 
of G. A. Herrick. Incumbent’s commission expires February 21, 
1916. 

James L, Foster to be postmaster at Livermore Falls, Me., in 
place of J. F. Jefferds, resigned. 

Theodore ©, Haley to be postmaster at Rangeley, Me., in place 
ef G. A. Proctor. Incumbent’s commission expires February. 
1, 1916. 

Frederick W. Hartnett to be postmaster at Bath, Me., in place 
of Edward W. Hyde. Incumbent’s commission expired May 15, 
1915. 

Franklin K. Jack to be postmaster at Bowdoinham, Me., in 
place of W. W. Brown. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 12, 1915. 

Edward Lynch to be postmaster at South Berwick, Me., in 
place of W. H. Downs. Incumbent’s commission expires Febru- 
ary 20, 1916. 

MARYLAND. 


J. B. Sweeney to be postmaster at Hagerstown, Md., in place 
of H. K. Startzman. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
8, 1916. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


William M. Allen to be postmaster at Fairhaven, Mass., in 
place of Ð. G. Spooner. Ineumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 25, 1916. 

John A. Bell to be postmaster at Leicester, Mass., in place of 
George O. Currier. Incumbent’s commission expired August 
18, 1915. 

Perry F. Brown to be postmaster at Northampton, Mass., in 
place of L. L. Campbell. Incumbent's commission expired Jan- 
uary 11, 1915. 

Edmund Daly to be postmaster at Hingham, Mass., in place of 
George S. Marsh. Incumbent’s commission expired August 21, 
1915. 

William W. McLehose to be postmaster at Norton, Mass., in 
place of J. ©. Pratt. Incumbent’s commission expired January 
20, 1915. 

Joseph F. Murrman to be postmaster at Clinton, Mass., in 
place of E. L. Stevens. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
2. 1915. 

Stephen C. Luce to be postmaster at Vineyard Haven, Mass., 
in place of Stephen C. Luce. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 12, 1915. 

Levi Wing to be postmaster at Marion, Mass., in place of F. M. 
Tripp. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11, 1916: 


MICHIGAN, 


John W. Barley to be postmaster at Dexter, Mich., in place 
of C. H. Stannard. Incumbent's commission expires January 
18, 1916. 

John Blair to be postmaster at Plainwell, Mich., in place of 
E. J. Chart. Incumbent’s commission expires February 20, 1916.. 

James H. Bush to be postmaster at Norway; Mich., in place of 
2 — Pg Bolitho. Incumbent's commission expires January 16, 
1916. 


Elmer Bremer to be postmaster at Montgomery, Mich. Office 
became presidential January 1,, 1916. 

Charles E. Dean to be postmaster at Mesick, Mich: Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

George M. Hubbard to be postmaster at Hudsonville, Mich. 
Office became: presidential January 1, 1916. 

Henry McCarty to be postmaster at Fremont, Mich., in place 
rake T. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expired August 5; 

James McKenna to be postmaster at Sault St.. Marie, Mich., 
in place of C. H. Scott. Incumbent's commission expires Janu- 
ary 16, 1916. 

Edward J. Marrinane to be postmaster at Grass Lake, Mich., 
in place of George Preston. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 19, 1915. 

Robert O. Mimmack to be postmaster at Plymouth, Mich., in 
place of Mark H. Ladd. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1916. 

Charles Powers to be postmaster at Saugatuck, Mich., in 
place of Fred Wade. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem- 
ber 20, 1915. ; 

William G. White to be postmaster at Ovid, Mich., in place 
of J. L. Gumaer. Incumbent’s commission expires February 21, 


1916. 


MINNESOTA, 


Jessie J. W. Hogue to be postmaster at Tyler, Minn., in place 
of T. T. Gronlund. Incumbent’s commission expired May 24, 
1915. 

P. J. Johnson to be postmaster at Boyd, Minn., in. place of 
O. J. Flaa. Incumbent’s commission expires February 7, 1916. 

Francis T. O'Gorman to be postmaster at Goodhue, Minn., in 
Place of D. C. Pierce. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru- 
ary 1, 1915. 

Otto N. Raths to be postmaster at St. Paul, Minn., in place of 
Edward Yannish. Iucumbent's commission expired February 
17, 1915. 

James J. Remes to be postmaster at New Prague, Minn., in 
place of J. Maertz. Incumbents commission expired July 24, 
1915. : 

Joseph A. Schoenhoff to be postmaster at Sauk Center, Minn., 
in place of Oliver B. Boobar. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 15, 1916. 

MISSISSIPPI. 


Sheppard Lamar Martin to be postmaster at Wiggins, Miss., 
in place of U. B. Parker. Ineumbent’s commission expires Jan- 
uary 15, 1916. 

Emma L. Whyte to be postmaster at Bond, Miss. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 


MISSOURI. 


James J. Davis, jr., to be postmaster at St. Marys, Mo. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


MONTANA, 


Lawrence C. Porter to be postmaster at Winifred, Mont. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

George E. Shawler to be postmaster at Geraldine, Mont. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Meta W. Shaw to be postmaster at Terry, Mont., in place of 
E. H. McDowell, resigned. 


-NEBRASKA. 


O. C. Lamb to be postmaster at Guide Rock, Nebr., in place of 
E. M. Parker. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 
1916. 

NEW . HAMPSHIRE. 


Edward S. Perkins to be postmaster at Sunapee, N. H., in place 
of N. P. Baker. Incumbent’s commission expired January 11,. 
1916. 

Samuel Runlett to be postmaster at Durham, N. H., in place of 
G. D. Stevens. Incumbents commission expired January 8, 
1916. 

Joseph Warren to be postmaster at Rochester, N. H., in place 
of J. S. Kimball. Incumbent’s commission expires January 18, 
1916. 

NEW JERSEY. 


Joseph Edward Charles to be postmaster at Wenonah, N. I., 
in place of J. W. English. Incumbent’s commission expires 


January 18, 1916. 


Charles G. Hatcher to. be at Smithville, N. J., in 


postmaster 
place of W. H. Willitts. Incumbents commission expires Janu-- 
‘ary 24, 1916. 
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NEW MEXICO. 


Arthur F. Jones to be postmaster at Portales, N. Mex., in place 
of C. O. Leach. Incumbent’s commission expired January $, 
1916. 

Edgar Savage to be postmaster at Elida, N. Mex., in place of 
Henry Rankin, Incumbent's commission expires February 1, 
1916. 


NEW YORK, 


August P. Bolender to be postmaster at Collins, N. Y. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Patrick H. Cantillon to be postmaster at Perrysburg, N. Y. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. A 

Claude S. Cooper to be postmaster at Odessa, N. Y. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Roy E. Dietrich to be postmaster at La Fargeville, N. Y. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Hans C. Hansen to be postmaster at Fishers Island in place 
3 Haus C. Hansen. Incumbent's commission expires January 
29, 1916. 

George F. Ketchum to be postmaster at Warwick, N. Y., in 
place of Hiram Tate. Incumbent's commission expired Decem- 
ber 14, 1915. 

John P. Purcell to be postmaster at New Dorp, N. Y., in place 
of W. L. Conner. Incumbent's commission expired April 24, 
1915. 

NEVADA. 


E. T. George to be postmaster at Battle Mountain, Nev., in 
place of H. S. Starrett. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 29, 1916. 

Laura Hoegh to be postmaster at Eureka, Nev., in place of 
I. Broy. Incumbent’s commission expired December 18, 

15. 

_ George W. Likes to be postmaster at Fallon, Nev., in place of 
Albert J. Johnson, resigned. 

James J. McQuillan to be postmaster at Tonopah, Ney., in 
place of J. W. Stewart. Incumbent’s commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 

Thomas D. Rogers to be postmaster at Manhattan, Nev., in 
place of W. B. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expired De- 
cember 20, 1915. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Abraham F. Anderson to be postmaster at Turtle Lake, 
N. Dak. Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

George L. Barrett to be postmaster at Lakota, N. Dak., in 
place of J. McC. McMaster. Incumbent’s commission expired 
December 18, 1915. 

John E. Dick to be postmaster at McVille, N. Dak, Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

Gilbert M. Eng to be postmaster at Douglas, N. Dak. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Harriet M. Frank to be postmaster at Powers Lake, N. Dak. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

H. M. Haakenson to be postmaster at Hatton, N. Dak., in 
Place of H. M. Haakenson. Incumbent’s commission expires 
January 25, 1916. 

William F. L. Makee to be postmaster at Noonan, N. Dak. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

C. D. Rittenhouse to be postmaster at Wahpeton, N. Dak., 
in place of E. H. Myhra. Incumbent’s commission expired 
January 11, 1916. 

O. L. Toftner to be postmaster at Kenmare, N. Dak., in place 
of G. E. Child. Incumbent’s commission expired July 25, 1915. 


OHIO. . 


Morris Albaugh to be postmaster at Murray, Ohio, in place 
of Harry H. Frazee, resigned. 

Joel C. Clore to be postmaster at Cincinnati, Ohio, in place of 
John I.. Shuff, resigned. 

Patrick J. Dunn to be postmaster at Strasburg, Ohio, in place 
of Philip Zeigler. Incumbent's commission expires February 
1, 1916. 

Albert E. Kroske to be postmaster at Arlington, Ohio. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

C. D. Royer to be postmaster at Bowerston, Ohio, in place of 
O. O. Price. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 
1915. 


OKLAHOMA. 
J. L. Buckley to be postmaster at Texoma, Okla., in place of 


G. H. Langston. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 
1916. 


Thomas B. Dunlap to be postmaster at Ringling, Okla. Office 


became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Charley M. Foil to be postmaster at Jennings, Okla. 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

J. A. Miller to be postmaster at Beaver, Okla., in place of 
J. R. Thomas. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 1916. 

John R. Reynolds to be postmaster at Hastings, Okla., in place 
of J. P. Brawley, resigned. 


OREGON. 


T. J. Anderson to be postmaster at Harrisburg, Oreg., in place 
eae L. Morris. Incumbent's commission expires January 15, 

James W. Dunn to be postmaster at St. Benedict, Oreg. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


Wiliam H. Cooper to be postmaster at Oakmont, Pa., in place 
17 S. Stoup. Incumbent’s commission expires January 24, 

William F. Elgin to be postmaster at Glen Olden, Pa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Percy E. Faust to be postmaster at Weatherly, Pa., in place 
1 M. Dreher. Incumbent's commission expired January 11, 

P. H. Gherrity to be postmaster at Bellefonte, Pa., in place of 
. Valentine. Incumbent's commission expires February 12, 
Howard Kemrer to be postmaster at Paradise, Pa. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

Frank W. McFadden to be postmaster at McKeesport, Pa., in 
place of John N. Dersam, resigned. 

William K. Reed to be postmaster at Eddystone, Pa., in place 
w seals Campbell. Incumbent's commission expired December 
20, D. 


Office 


RHODE ISLAND. 


Sumner Mowry to be postmaster at Peace Dale, R. I., in place 
5 1 A. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expires February 
20, 1916. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


Richard T. King, jr., to be postmaster at Georgetown, S. C., 
in place of S. M. Ward, resigned. 

Albert C. Ligon to be postmaster at Orangeburg, S. C., in place 
21 1 2 Webster. Incumbent’s commission expires February 

M. J. Spears to be postmaster at Lamar, S. C., in place of 
M. J. Spears. Incumbent’s commission expired April 20, 1915. 

TEXAS. ’ 

W. F. Lancaster to be postmaster at Bowie, Tex., in place of 
J. S. Wells. Incumbent's commission expired December 12, 1915. 

Osceola G. Wilson to be postmaster at Nixon, Tex. Office be- 
came presidential January 1, 1916. 

UTAH. 

William A. Jones to be postmaster at Spanish Fork, Utah., in 
place of L. O. Lawrence. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu- 
ary 15, 1916. 

VIRGINIA. 

William A. Coates to be postmaster at South Washington, Va. 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

John L. Henley to be postmaster at Tappahannock, Va. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 

WASHINGTON, 

Eugene J. Edson to be postmaster at Coulee City, Wash. 
Office became presidential October 1, 1915. 

J. T. Harris to be postmaster at Ridgefield, Wash.. in place 
of J. W. Blackburn, Incumbent's commission expires February 
13, 1916. 

U. Kirby Lail to be postmaster at Sunnyside, Wash., in place 
of George Vetter. Incumbents commission expires February 
21, 1916. 

Thomas McIntyre to be postmaster at Burlington, Wash., in 
place of W. O. Gregory. Iucumbent's commission expires Feb- 
ruary 21, 1916. 

Cleora Steele to be postmaster at Hartline, Wash. 
came presidential October 1, 1915. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

John L. Evans to be postmaster at Summersville, W. Va, 
Office became presidential January 1, 1916. 

Thomas W. Gocke to be postmaster at Piedmont, W. Va., in 
place of G. T. Goshorn. Incumbent’s commission expires Feb- 
ruary 21, 1916. 


Office be- 
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Walter E. Reeves to be postmaster at Bethany, W. Va. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


WYOMING. 


William H. Cazier to be postmaster at Afton, Wyo. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1916. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Bæecutire nominations confirmed by the Senate January 13, 1916. 


APPRAISER OF MERCHANDISE. 


William H. Clare to be appraiser of merchandise in customs 
collection district No. 39. 


Pustic HEALTH SERVICE, 
Rupert Blue to:be Surgeon General. 
Jupe. MUNICIPAL. COURT. 


George C. Aukam to be a judge of the municipal. court of 
the District of Columbia. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Lieut. Julius ©. Townsend to be a lieutenant commander. 
Midshipman: Robert M. Fortson to be an e 


nsign. 
First Lieut. Samuel W. Bogan to be a captain in the Marine 


Corps. 
The following-named carpenters to be chief carpenters: 
Francis J. Wilson. 
Herbert Duthte: 
Herbert Van C. Wetmore. 
James: G: McPherson. 
Stephen L. Lovett. 
Albert G. Merrill. 
William R. Thomas. 


POSTMASTERS, 
LOUISIANA, 


Stacy Elizabeth Ober, Ferriday. 


J. E. Ray, Boyce. 
PENNSYLVANIA: 


George H. Powelson, Midway. 
: VERMONT. 
John H. Donnelly, Vergennes: 
5 WEST VIRGINIA. 
Mrs. Maurice R. Walker, Bramwell. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuourspar, January 13, 1916. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 


The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol- 


lowing. prayer: 
Almighty, God, our heavenly Father, we turn to Thee in 
fervent prayer for guidance in this hour of distress. Move 


be protected on land and on sea against the greed, raj apina 


murder. of lawless men, whether under the pretext. of war or 


imaginary Wrongs.. 


We pray for a patriotism which shall lift us above parties, |! 


creeds, and selfish desires, that life, liberty, and the pu of 
happiness. may be maintained and uplield under the Stars and 
Stripes for the sake of humanity, justice, and purity. In His 
name. 


HE 


approved. 
BRIDGE. ACROSS BACK. RIVER, GA, 

Mr. EDWARDS, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman: from. 
Georgia. rise? 

Mr. EDWARDS. For the purpose, Mr. Speaker, of submitting 
a unanimous-consent request. There is a, bill introduced. by 
myself, H. R. 7611, which has been: favorably. reported by the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, for the purpose 
of permitting the Seaboard Air Line Railway, to build a bridge 
across the Back River at Savannah, Ga. I ask for its present 
consideration and passage. 


Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and | 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill, which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as 3 


Bee of the Savannah River, at a point — Jasper Sonne 
. C., and Chatham County, Ga. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seaboard Air Line Railway Co., a con- 
solidated corporation organized under the laws of the State of Virginia 
and other States of the United States of America, its successors and 

be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge or bridges and approaches thereto across what is 
known as Back River, a part of the vannah River, near the oy — 
Savannah; Ga., at 2 near the plantation of J. H 
Jasper Connty, S. C., to the shore te thereto in Chatham County, 
Ga., at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, and in acco: 
ance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the 
construction. of bridges over navigable waters,” approved rch 23, 
1906, and all amendments thereof. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter; amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

Also, the follawing committee amendments. were read: 

Amend, on page 1, line 5, by striking out, after the word tt Virginia,” 
ithe following: 

“And other States of the United States of America.” 

Amend, on n page 1. line 7, after the word “ bridge,” by striking out the 
8 + at by striking out, after the word “six,” 

on in line 5, s ow e Ww “six, 
“and all —.—— ts thereof.” z 

Amend, on page a in, „Une 3, by striking out, after the word a,“ 
ithe word’ “ consolid 
Amend, on line a tye striking out the words they are and substitute 
in lien thereof the w ee 


| Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Spenker, I 

‘have not objected to unanimons consent for the consideration of 

these bridge bills, which have been accumulating for months, so 
far as the necessity; for them was concerned, and I shall not 
‘object to the consideration of this bill at this time. But here- 

jafter, unless matters come up for unanimous consent which are 

actually an emergency, I shall object unless they come up on 

/unanimous-consent: day. 

| Mr. LANGLEY. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not 

object to the next one. 

Mr. MANN. I will. It can go over until the next unanimous-- 

consent day. 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to state to all Members 
that there is a Unanimous Consent Calendar, and it comes up: 
next Monday. These reeognitions for unanimous consent are 

in contravention of the rule that made that calendar, and gen- 

tlemen who have these bridge bills had best get busy this morning 
and put them on the Unanimous Consent Calendar: 

| Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 


merely in the interests of navigation, whether this bridge is 
above or below the city of Savannah? 


| Mr. EDWARDS, You might say that it is opposite. It is: 


across Back River. It does not cross the navigable: channel, I 
will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MOORE of Pennsylvania. There is a large development 
going on there now. This will not affect the navigation? 
| Mr. EDWARDS: Not at all. This is not across the main 
river. This is across a branch, or slough, that can not be used 
for navigation. 


Mr. MOORE: of Pennsylvania. And it is. satisfactory to the 
and means. by which the rights of every American. citizen may 
and 


department? 
| Mr, EDWARDS. Certainly. 
| Mr. STAFFORD: And there is no objection there? 
Mr: EDWARDS. Not:at all. The local people there want it. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
ithe bill? 
|! There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing. to the amend- 
ments. 
The amendments were agreed to 
The bill 7 tas tierce ened and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Apassson, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid om the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed House bills of the fol- 
lowing. titles without amendment: 

H. R. 320. An act to authorize: the county of Bonner, Idaho, 
to construet a bridge across Pend Oreille River; and 
H. R. 775. An act granting the consent of Congress to J. P. 
Jones and others to construct: ene or more bridges across the 
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Chattahoochee River between the counties of Coweta and Car- 
roll, in the State of Georgia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

S. 2521. An act legalizing certain conveyances heretofore made 
by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the State 
of Nevada. 

; REFERENCE OF SENATE BILT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV the following Senate bill was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands: 

S. 2521. An act legalizing certain conveyances heretofore made 
by the Central. Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the State 
of Nevada. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives, by 
Mr. Sharkey; one of his secretaries, who also informed the 
House of Representatives that the President had, on the follow- 
ing dates, approyed and signed bill and joint resolutions of the 
foHowing titles: 

December 17, 1915: 

S. J. Res. 88. Joint resolution to transfer the Government ex- 
hibit from the Panama-Pacific International Exposition to the 
Panama-California Exposition, and for other purposes. 

December 18, 1915: 

S. J. Res. 56. Joint resolution extending the time for filing 
the report of the Joint Committee of Congress on the Fiscal 
Relations between the District of Columbia and the United 
States; and í 

S. 696. An act authorizing the Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Alle- 
gheny River at Oil City, Venango County, Pa. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 10 minutes in order to answer what I 
consider to be an attack against me that was printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Recorp on the Tth of January. 

Mr. FERRIS, Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
would not the gentleman from the Philippines just as soon have 
the time yielded to him after we get into committee? 

Mr. QUEZON. Yes. I would not have any objection to that, 
Mr. Speaker, but I suppose the gentleman who is credited with 
having written this article will want to answer me immediately, 
and I do not know whether he would be able to get the time as 
soon as I am through speaking. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will get time if you get time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state for the benefit of all 
concerned that the matter that the gentleman from the Philip- 
pines has is in the nature of a question of personal privilege. 
Of course, not being a Member of the House, he can not get it. 
He has asked unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the other day when we were fixing 
time for general debate on the water-power bill we took into 
consideration time for the gentleman from the Philippines. I 
think that ought to be sufficient. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say, in answer to the 
statement made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Mann], 
that they took into consideration the time that the gentleman 
from the Philippines [Mr. Quezon] desires to use in addressing 
the House; they took into consideration also the fact that I 
perhaps would want an opportunity to answer the gentleman, 
did they not? 

Mr. MANN. We did. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Very well. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I could not hear the remark 
made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIlinois 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I could not hear the gentleman from Tllinois, 
and I do not know how it might affect a request that I am going 
to make to be allowed 10 or 12 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think the gentleman will have any 
trouble in getting the time from the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. FERRIS]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma offers to 
give to the gentleman from the Philippines any time he wants, 

Mr. MANN. We have reached that stage in the proceedings 
where we have business on hand, and gentlemen will have to 
take the opportunity of addressing the House, in the main, in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection, or does the gentleman 
withdraw his request? 


Mr. MILLER of Minnesota rose. 
The SPEAKER, For what purpose does the gentleman from 
Minnesota rise? 
9785“ MILLER of Minnesota. I rise to reserve the right to 
objec 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I do not object. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] 
objected. 
The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Minnesota objecting? 
Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. He is not. He is reserving the 
right to object. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Did the gentleman from Illinois object? 
The SPEAKER. Yes; the gentleman from Ilinois has already 
objected. He exercised his right. 
Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 406. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


` Mr. Lorr, by unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Conny, 
was granted leave of absence indefinitely, on account of illness 
in his family. 


COAL AND OIL LEASES. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Fexrrs] 
moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration) 
of the bill H. R. 406. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Curtor] 
will take the chair. * 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- 
ation of the bill H. R. 406, known as the coal and oil leasing 
bill, with Mr. Curtop in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the bill H. R, 406, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 406) to authori 
coal, A oil, Sa 8 alee Eee pa Roan at 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 40 minutes to the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi 
Hanzrtson] is recognized for 40 minutes. 


RIGHTS OF NEUTRAL NATIONS TO EXPORT ARMS AND MUNITIONS OF WAR 
TO BELLIGERENTS. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, during the last few days 
there has been much discussion on the floor of the House touch- 
ing the policy of this country in allowing arms and munitions 
of war to be exported to belligerent nations. In the discussion 
of that question, as well as other questions concerning our 
foreign policy, some gentlemen in the heat of debate haye said 
some things which to some of us it seems would have been bet- 
ter if left unsaid. My good friend, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. GARDNER], able, courteous, and courageous, an 
adept at all times in “starting something,” by his remarks of 
last week so aroused many Representatives to a defense of 
their constituents that this Chamber has resounded with ora- 
tory and eloquence has poured forth as streams run down the 
mountain side, extolling the character and patriotism of their 
respective constituencies, 

You will pardon me if at this particular time, when our inter- 
national situation is strained and delicate, I venture the sug- 
gestion that it is the part of wisdom not to transform private 
opinions into public utterances. I haye no doubt that each 
Representative here is equally as zealous as every other Rep- 
resentative of the rights of their constituents and as sincere in 
Sood admiration of the good qualities and good intentions of 

em. 

I am quite sure that gentlemen on this floor representing in 
part German constituences are as much in loye with the patriotic 
Germans in their districts as is the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts with those sturdy New Englanders who live in his district 
and have seen fit to return him to this House term after term. 
Mr. Chairman, I think cases are quite rare when one American 
citizen, be he of German or French or English extraction, has 
any feeling or prejudice against American citizens of different 
extraction; and while possibly some constituents of foreign birth 
or parentage have their own preference among the nations at 
war in Europe, I believe, like the President of the United States, 
that they are few indeed who, in case of war between this coun- 
try and a foreign country, would fail to put America first. 


{Mr. 
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But, sirs, views expressed by Representatives on this floor, as 
well as in the other end of the Capitol, are ofttimes exaggerated 
by the press, and very likely interpreted wrongly by people of 
other countries. Speeches made upon this floor, criticizing the 
foreign policy of this Government, are very likely to create in 
the public mind of foreign nations a very erroneous idea as to 
the true sentiment and attitude of the American people. And, 
sirs, may I be permitted to say to those who are prone to attack 
the foreign policy of this Government, while you may tickle the 
fancy and win the applause of your respective constituents by 
taking issue with the men who are directing the foreign affairs 
of this country, and criticizing their action, you at the same time 
are clogging the diplomatic wheels of this administration and em- 
barrassing those officials in carrying out and making successful 
our foreign policy. 7 

No fact connected with the war across the waters is more 
manifest than that the dissension and discord among the people 
of England and the criticism directed at the officials in charge of 
that Government has materially affected the success of English 
arms. It has been food for the central powers and a tonic to 
solidify and encourage and enthuse their soldiers in the trenches, 

No nation in times of war can obtain success without harmoni- 
ous, united action upon the part of all the people. Harmonious 
and united action is likewise conducive to diplomatic success. 
This Government has laid down in a most admirable document 
its policy respecting the exportation of arms and munitions of 
war to belligerent nations, and speeches on this floor criticizing 
that policy and accepting the views of foreign nations opposed to 
it are but giving encouragement to those foreign nations and 
crippling the sincere and impartial efforts of this Government 
in maintaining a most just and fair and correct neutral policy. 

Because the policy of this Government in refusing to prohibit 

the exportation of arms and munitions of war to belligerents 
has been assailed by gentlemen on this floor, I desire to address 
myself particularly to that subject. 
I lay it down as an incontrovertible proposition that with 
hardly an exception neutral countries which have prohibited free 
trade in arms and munitions of war with belligerents have done 
so for one or the other of four reasons: First, in order to discour- 
age insurrections and revellions, and assist in the maintenance 
of law and order and stable government. Secondly, in order to 
prevent a future enemy from acquiring munitions of war or 
resources to carry on a war against the nation invoking the 
order. Thirdly, to conserve the military strength of the country. 
Fourthly, to comply with treaty stipulations. 

In the first class I might cite the case of Prussia in prohibit- 
ing arms and munitions of war being exported into Poland that 
revolutions and insurrections might be put down in that country, 
or I might cite the action of this Government during the admin- 
istration of Mr. Taft and Mr. Wilson respecting the insurrection 
in Mexico. Under the second class I refer to the fact that the 
Christians in olden times enjoined the enemies of all christen- 
dom from obtaining arms and implements of war. The Romans 
in the early ages prevented in times of peace the sale of war 
materials to barbarians as eventual and future enemies of Rome. 

Under the third class I might cite the case of Austria and 

Belgium, as well as other nations, which during the Franco- 
Prussian War prohibited the exportation of horses to the 
belligerent nations, this object being to conserve the horses 
of their own country. Why, sirs, in 1862 in our own United 
States President Lincoln issued this order: “ Ordered that no 
arms, ammunition, or munitions of war be allowed to be ex- 
ported from the United States until further ordered,” and so 
forth. This action was to conserve the strength of the Union 
armies and the resources of the North. 
Under the fourth class I might cite the fact that as far back 
as the beginning of the fourteenth century, when commercial 
relations between individuals began to be developed and the 
princes, seeing that they had greatly benefited from the com- 
mercial enterprises of their subjects, began to negotiate with 
foreign princes and enter into treaty agreements that in the 
event of war a contracting nation would not aid nor succor the 
enemy of the other contracting nation. It was an unfair cus- 
tom, because it operated to strengthen larger nations at the 
expense of smaller nations. 

England in 1353 bound up by a treaty the Iberian seacoast 
cities that in the event of war between England and one of the 
nations of the world these Iberian seacoast cities were pre- 
vented from selling anything to the enemies of England that 
might aid them in the war. 

Such unfair propositions were found, too, in the Spanish- 
England treaty of 1604, the English-Dutch treaty of 1654, 
the Franco-Danish treaty of 1663, the English-Danish treaty 
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of 1670, the Franco-Hamburg treaty of 1769, and the Franco- 
Mecklenburg treaty of 1779. 

These positions were so palpably unfair and partial and 
unjust that the practice has long since been abandoned and dis- 
carded by the nations of the world. 

It has been the policy of nations and the recognized rule of 
international law that the subjects of neutral countries have the 
right to export arms and munitions of war to belligerent 
nations. In the war for American independence France refused 
to comply with the request of England to prohibit the exporta- 
tion of arms to America. In 1793 the United States refused 
to comply with the wish of England that the former prohibit 
her citizens from selling arms to French agents; and in that 
controversy it is interesting to note the note of the then Secre- 
tary of State, Thomas Jefferson, who declared: 


Our citizens have always been free to make, vend, and export arms; 
it is the constant occupation and livelihood of some of them. To sup- 
ress thelr callings—the only means perhaps of their subsistence— 
— a war exists in foreign and distant N Ae which we have 
no concern would scarcely be expected, It would hard in principle 
and impossible in practice. 


Mr. Charles Lee, as Attorney General of the United States, in 
January, 1796, in giving an opinion on this question, said: 

If the individual citizens of the United States carry on a contraband 
commerce with either of the belligerent wers, neither can charge it 
upon the government of the neutral nation as a departure from neu- 
trality, and it is not considered as a duty imposed upon a nation by a 
state of neutrality to prevent its seamen from employing themselves. in 
contraband trade, nor are there to be shown any instances where a 
neutral nation has exercised or attempted to exercise its authority in 
restraining practices or employments of this kind. 

The same position was taken shortly afterwards by the English 
Government, when, owing to the Greco-Turkish War of 1826, 
the Duke of Wellington demanded the prohibition of the expor- 
tation of contraband, and Mr. Canning officially said that the 
shipment of arms to belligerents was not against the law and 
that it could not be prohibited at all by the English Government. 

In 1842 Daniel Webster, as Secretary of State, in a diplomatic 
controversy between this Government and Mexico, said: 

Trade in articles contraband of war is carried on at the risk of those 
engaged in it, under the liabilities and ties het ann by the law 
of nations or particular treaties. If it true, therefore, that citizens 
of the United States have been enga in commerce by which Texas, 
an enemy of Mexico, has been supplied with arms and munitions of war, 
the Government of the United States nevertheless was not bound to pre- 
vent it, could not have prevented it without a manifest departure ‘trom 
the principles of neutrality, and is in nowise answerable for the con- 
sequences. 

In December, 1855, President Pierce, in his message to Con- 
gress, said: 

The laws of the United States do not forbid their citizens to sell to 
either of the belligerent powers articles contraband of war; and al- 
though in so doing the individual citizen exposes his property or person 
to some of the hazards of war, his acts do not involve any breach of 
national neutrality nor of themselves implicate the Government. 

And again, at the beginning of the Franco-Prussian War, U. S. 
Grant, as President of the United States, declared in his procla- 
mation of August 22, 1870, that the laws of the United States 
did not interfere with trade in arms and munitions with bel- 
ligerent nations, 

Let me cite you, sirs, to the further fact that Prussia during 
the Civil War refused to prohibit her citizens from exporting 
arms and munitions of war to the North or the South, because 
at that time the representative of the Prussian Government 
said it would interfere with their trade and commerce. It was 
during this war that a most flourishing trade in arms with 
Germany was carried on, because Germany at that time was 
well supplied with breech-loading guns, which had become 
superfluous in Germany owing to the introduction of a new 
make of gun, and they found their way into parts of the North 
in exchange for the gold of this country. 

In 1868 the English Admiralty judge, Lushington, in his offi- 
cial capacity said: 

A belligerent has no right to say to a neutral, You shall asip me to 
strengthen see rights as a belligerent by restricting your own freedom 
ror wy 4 making unlawful your own w which was not unlawful 

And in this connection, Mr. Chairman, it is quite interesting 
to note the controversy over this question between England and 
Germany. Germany requested England, through her ambassa- 
dor, to cease the sale and shipment of munitions of war into 
France and stated in support of her contention, as shown in 
the memorandum of September 1, 1870, “that France had ma- 
liciously violated the peace between the two countries without 
any good reason, while Germany was fighting for a good cause,” 
and further stated, “although the shipment of arms to bel- 
ligerents was in strict form of neutrality, yet the German 
nation had a right to expect of England under the circum- 
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stanees. at least a favoring attitude,” insisting, as revealed by 
the note, “that it was beyond human comprehension that she 
would not take sides with one party or the other in a struggle 
like the present one.” What is the use of fighting, right or 
wrong, in the eyes of the world,” says the German memoran- 


Germany was asking her to do something that she (Germany) 
had failed to do in the Crimean War, namely, failed to prohibit 
the exportation of arms and munitions of war from Germany 
to Russia. 

The German ambassador replied that a different political 
situation was then involved, saying that 

‘Then there was not a struggle of life and death between two powers 
of equal importance, but a war in a distant territory and for remote 
interests, a war of four against one, in which the ma existence of 
England was not jeopardized. 

England refused at that time to place an embargo on ship- 
ments of arms and munitions of war into France; but it is in- 
deed interesting to note the arguments then advanced by the 
ambassador of Germany in support of Germany’s right to ex- 
pert arms and munitions of war into Russia and the contention 
now advanced by some in this country as well as some foreign 
Governments that this country should change its policy at this 
time in the exportation of arms and munitions of war to the 
belligerents. 

Mr. STERLING. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 

Mr. STERLING. What did Germany do in the Spanish- 
American War? Did Germany sell munitions of war to Spain? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; Germany in the Spanish-American 
War did traffic in arms and munitions of war, even though at 
that time she was a neutral power. 

Mr. STERLING. Did this country request them not to do so? 

Mr. HARRISON, It did not. 

And in following the practices of neutral nations in the ex- 
portation of arms and munitions of war to belligerents down 
to the present day we find that Germany and Austria and Eng- 
land, as well as many other of the European nations, during 
the Russo-Turkish War exported to a more or less extent arms 
and munitions of war to one or the other of the belligerents. 

In the Russo-Japanese War, as well as in the war between 
Italy and Turkey, again Germany and Austria and England sold 
to either one or the other of the warring nations. In the Balkan 
War no industries flourished quite as much nor greater wealth 
from any other source came to Germany as through the manu- 
facture and sale of arms and munitions of war to one or the 
other of the Balkan States. And again, sirs, in the Boer War, 
while England, the proud and strong, patrolled the coasts of 
southern Afrien, preventing the heroic Boers from obtaining 
munitions of war from any nation, Germany as well as other 
neutral powers exported arms and munitions of war to this 
mighty mistress of the seas. 

And so it has been, Mr. Chairman, that throughout the his- 
tory of nations, by precedent on precedent, the very correct pol- 
icy now being pursued by this Government respecting the ex- 
portation of arms and munitions of war to belligerents has been 
upheld, and it seems to me, in view of this array of precedents 
showing the unbroken custom of neutral nations, that it is going 
very far indeed for citizens of America to criticize and find fault 
with this, the established policy of the Government. 

I shall not devote any time in this presentation to a discus- 
sion of a change of our established policy being construed by any 
nation now at war as an unneutral act, but I am very clearly 
of the opinion that where nations have relied on the custom of 
neutral nations to practice freedom of trade in arms and munt- 
tions of war with belligerents, if that custom should be changed 
in time of war—during a war—it could be construed, and with 
more justification, as an unneutral act than for a belligerent 
to construe our present policy as one of unneutrality. 
© Neither shall I devote in this presentation any time to a 
discussion of the question whether a change from our present 
policy would necessitate a constant preparedness for war on our 
part. Suffice it to say that I am quite sure if we as a Nation 
knew that in case of war we would be prevented from buying 
arms and munitions of war from the neutral nations of the 
world, that the people of America would demand from us an 
adequate supply of war material, to be continually manufactured 
and constantly kept on hand. The question of preparedness 
would then, in my opinion, be a livelier and greater question 
before the American people than is now dreamed of by the 
most radical militarists. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are other reasons than those I 
have already stated why a change in our policy on this im- 


portant question would be embarrassing and confusing. In the 
first place, the question would be asked, What would you in- 
elude in the term “contraband of war”? The nations of the 
world have never been able to agree on what is contraband of 
war. The nearest approach to it was embodied in the declara- 
tion of London; but that declaration was never ratified by all of 
the great nations of the world, and could not be applied in this 
immediate case. ‘ 

What a gentleman from Missouri might desire to include in 
the list as contraband articles might not meet the approval of 
other Representatives here. He would doubtless feel that horses 
and mules from Missouri, for instance, which are in 
the conduct of a war, should not be included in the list of 
things contraband of war. He would certainly feel the same 
interest relative to protecting, in so far as his constituents sell 
at a profit, that which they are most interested in, as I would 
be desirous—or any other Member on the floor of this House 
would be desirous—of preventing an embargo on some things 
AT ee TORN nN lira EAR BeO SGAN 

There is hardly anything now raised or made that does not 
enter more or less into moderm warfare. Things which to-day 
are innocent may become to-morrow indispensable for war pur- 
poses. The marvelous development of chemistry and mechanics 
make necessary the greatest revolutions in the technique of 
war in the shortest time. 

One of the important questions with which we have had to 
contend. since the war has been the British order in council plac- 
ing cotton on the contraband list. Due to that action alone, the 
section from which I hail has lost on its cotton crop alone hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars. I am quite sure, therefore, that 
the people of my section are more interested in having the em- 
bargo lifted from cotton, so that it can move into all the ports 
of the world, than they are in seeing legislation enacted that 
would further hamper its sale and cripple the industry. 

And what applies to cotton in my section applies with equal 
force to those sections which produce copper and coal and iron 
ore and foodstuffs, or from those sections that raise horses and 
mules and cattle, or those that manufacture: aeroplanes, auto- 
mobiles, cannon and other arms and munitions of war. 

But, Mr. Chairman, greater confusion than this would arise 
if, because of the strength of the allies’ navy, this embargo 
should be ordered to insure equality among the warring nations: 
then, as very aptly stated by the Secretary of State in his note 


-to Austria-Hungary on August 22, 1915, it could be contended 


with equal fairness: that— 


A belligerent who lacks the necessary munitions to contend success- 
fully on land ought to be permitted to purchase thi from neutrals, 
while a 4 — with an abundance of war stores or with the power 
to produce them should be debarred from such traffic. 

It would, sirs, compel this country to sit in judgment and 
study and watch every movement of every army of the belliger- 
ents to keep aceurately the number of men enlisted, furloughed. 
killed, captured, or wounded; the amount of arms and ammuni- 
tion manufactured, imported, used, captured, or destroyed; to 
ascertain the condition of crops, the amount of land tilled, 
products raised, and goods manufactured or imported; in short, 
to keep informed about everything and every incident that might 
weaken or strengthen one or the other of the contending forces, 
so that this country, then, in order to show perfect fairness and 
equality of action might make or rescind orders that would 
either strengthen or weaken the resources of the belligerent 
nations. 

It would— 

As very pertinently stated by Secretary Lansing— 


involve this Nation in a mass of lexities which would obscure the 
whole field of international obliga produce economic confusion, 
and deprive all commerce and industry of legitimate fields of enterprise. 

Sirs, the best course for this Nation as a neutral power to 
pursue is the course which it has pursued, namely, respecting 
all the rights of belligerents, but demanding under established 
international law the observance of every neutral right. [Ap- 
plause.] 

Sirs, speaking not as a partisan but as an American, I have 
faith and confidence in the judgment and wisdom and patriotism 
of President Wilson and Secretary of State Lansing, and as 
one member of the Foreign Affairs Committee of this House I 
shall never vote for, but shall persistently oppose, the enactment 
of any law that would prohibit the freedom of this a neutral 
Nation in the exportation of arms and munitions of war to the 
belligerent nations of the world. [Applause.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. Staypen] not more than 15 minutes. 
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Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, because I do not like the 
society of powder magazines, nor association with dynamite 
bombs, it has been with great reluctance that I have got my own 
consent to say a few words about conditions in Mexico, condi- 
tions which I am conyinced are loaded to overflowing with dan- 
ger and trouble. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the depressing influence which I 
feel to-day, and which reminds me of those days just preceding 
the Spanish War, when there was the same nervous, tense 
anxiety in this House that there is to-day, is not well founded. 
It is because I do not like to handle such dangerous subjects, 
Mr. Chairman, and, further, because I always try to compress 
to an irreducible minimum whatever I have to say in this House 
that I have reduced my few remarks, which will take but a few 
minutes, to writing. 

I think the conference between the Secretary of State and 
the diplomatic representatives of six Spanish-American Govern- 
ments did well to advise the recognition of Venustiano Car- 
ranza as the head of whatever government exists in Mexico and 
that the President did the proper—and at the time the only pos- 
sible thing—in adopting the suggestion. 

Since the enforced retirement of Huerta Mexico has been 
the bloody theater of contending factions, doing all sorts of 
crimes, from assaults on women and murder to the looting of 
banks, all in the name of liberty. It was an intolerable con- 
dition, and some one had to be recognized. Somewhere and on 
some one the responsibilities of government had to lodge. The 
choice lay between Carranza and Villa, the unspeakable. 

Since these troubles began, Mr. Chairman, I have tried to do 
my duty as a citizen and a Representative in Congress by keep- 
ing quiet and leaving the whole matter in the hands of the 
President and the Secretary of State. I have been silent even 
when I thought serious mistakes were being made, and have 
not hesitated to express my approval after the fact when I 
thought the right thing had been done. I am not.on my feet 
to-day for the purpose of criticizing anyone. I am venturing to 
speak a few words to-day because I feel that it is a duty I owe 
my State, my section of the State, the people of the border, 
and my conscience. In a broader way, sir, it is a duty I owe 
the whole country, for I shall venture a warning, which, if 
heeded, may avoid trouble for the people of Maine as well as 
- the people of Texas, Arizona, and California. 

Horrors in Mexico are cumulative. Who has forgotten the 
outrages at Durango, when a city was destroyed; the murders 
in the Cumbre Tunnel, when innocent men, women, and children 
were shot, burned, and suffocated by a bandit who, on the 
border, was known to be a confederate in crime of Doroteo 
Arango, otherwise and worse known as Pancho Villa? Some 
of you may have forgotten that the particular thief and mur- 
derer who executed this horror fled to the United States, where 
he was arrested and confined in a stockade at Fort Bliss, which 
is near El Paso. In this so-called imprisonment he was better 
fed and cared for than ever in his whole worthless and criminal 
life, and after a few months was released. 

Americans have been murdered singly and in squads. They 
have been shot when going peacefully about their business in 
Mexico and even on their own territory. They have mysteri- 
ously disappeared and never been heard of again. Those of us 
who live on or near the border have a distinct idea of their 
fate. 

They have even invaded our territory under military command, 
and with a semblance of organization, killing Americans and 
stealing their property. f: 

Mr. Chairman, the people of the border have been patient under 
an unparalleled series of outrages. They do not want war with 
Mexico, but they do want security for their lives and property. 
Their patience is nearly exhausted, and if some relief, absolute, 
reliable, and continued, is not quickly given them they may not 
always remain patient. Their anger is great and growing. I 
deplore any rash action on their part, and I sincerely, fervently 
hope there will be none, but he must be blind who can not see 
the danger. 

I believe in Pan Americanism. I have pleaded for it for 
years. I believe that it will, when properly developed and faith- 
fully lived up to, bring a better understanding and more cordial 
relations. I believe that a corollary of it will be an effective 
means of preventing the recurrence of such conditions as those 
that have disgraced and ruined Mexico. When the internal 
affairs of any Republic in either of the Americas become a 
scandal and a nuisance, when the offensive odors of them cross 
international lines, and the cries of the victims fall on the 
ears of neighbors, threatening the peace of other countries, a 
Pan-American union could and should end them. 


The Pan-American spirit is new. As yet it is a sentiment. 
But it can be quickly translated into international law, which 
so often has been born of circumstances and-the necessities of 
humanity. It has come much earlier than expected, but has not 
the time actually arrived when, if peace is to be maintained, it 
should be invoked and vigorously applied? 

Again I say that horror piled on horror, crime treading on the 
heels of crime, have exhausted the patience of the people of 
the border States, and they will be satisfied with nothing short 
of the capture and execution of the murderers of the 16 Amer- 
icans who are the latest victims of anarchy which has gone on 
for five years. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, there is an ugly story, in connection with this 
crime, to the effect that these Americans, who were going back 
to Mexico to their regular work and who relied on the de facto 
government for protection, asked for and were refused a military 
escort. I hope it is not true. If it is, it will show that the 
Government of Mexico is indifferent to its obligations, unfaithful 
to the trust we gave them with recognition. 

There is also a story, and this I believe, that Villa gave an 
order a few weeks ago to his bandit followers “to kill all 
Americans, burn and loot.” Whether he gave the order or not 
it has been done. 

Again I venture to say that the rising anger of Americans on 
the border is dangerous and can not be trifled with. [Applause.] 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr. QUEZON]. 

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, on January 7 there was in- 
serted in the Senate proceedings in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
an article alleged. to have been written by a Member of this 
House, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Austin]. On the 
following day the distinguished Senator who had had this 
article inserted requested—and the request was granted by the 
Senate—that the paragraph of this article which refers to me 
be stricken from the permanent Recorp. To this paragraph I 
wish to call the attention of the House. The paragraph says: 

The Governor General, the other part cf the lawmaking and appoint- 
ing machine, has publicly proclaimed his indebtedness to ANUEL 
QuRzoN for his ap Aten and Qrezox is the leader of the movement 
to throw off so-called American “ oppression and tryanny,” and is the 
accredited custodian of the Philippine campaign fund, said to reach 
many thousands of dollars, collected in the islands for some time from 
the servants, clerks, officeholders, merchants, and others to “ influence 
Congress, to pass the Jones or any other old bill providing for “ inde- 
pendence.” oney can not put legislation through Congress, and any 
statement that it is used to control Senators or Members is a slander 
to our national lawmakers and an imposition upon the innocent and 
confiding ones who give up their hard-earned money for said purpose. 
The Congress would render a public service, vindicate its Members, 
and protect hundreds of poor, needy, and innocent ple by putting 
an end to the collection of this fund to “infiuence 8 An in- 
vestigation should be made to ascertain all the facts, who originated 
the scheme, the names and occupations of all subscribers, whether 
voluntary or forced contributions, the amounts, method of collection, 
5 me funds are distributed, and names of persons to whom 

Mr. Chairman, I confess that what I have read sounds 
rather ugly to me; but, being conscious of my limited knowl- 
edge of the intricacies of the English language, I am withhold- 
ing judgment until I am positive that I know the impression 
that was intended to be conveyed to the reader by the author 
of these statements. Is it alleged or suggested that I or any 
other person authorized by me or any other person, with my 
knowledge, was engaged in collecting money in the Philippine 
Islands avowedly for the purpose of using this money to con- 
trol Senators and Representatives? Is it alleged or suggested 
that any person in the Philippine Islands, under my authority 
or with my knowledge, has been collecting funds, informing 
the people from whom this money was collected that such funds 
were to be used in the United States for the purpose of con- 
trolling Senators and Representatives, and that I, knowing that 
this money has been so collected, have taken that money, kept 
it in my possession, used it for that purpose, or for my own 
personal ends, or have not used it at all? 

Mr. Chairman, I have been holding the position of Resident 
Commissioner for the last five years, and I can say before God 
and man that my hand and my conscience are not only clean 
of any stain of improper conduct in the performance of my 
duties, but that I have done eyerything that I could to pro- 
mote the interest that I was called upon to defend as I saw the 
path indicated by my duty. IApplause.] I want to know if 
now or eyer I have done anything with Members of either 
House of this Congress that would indicate that I was attempt- 
ing unduly to influence their minds in favor of the cause that I 
am representing here? If it is an improper action to argue 
with Members of Congress my views on the Philippine question, 
if it is illegitimate for me to act toward Members of Congress 
as one gentleman should act toward another, then I confess 
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most willingly that I am guilty of improper action. If it is a 
crime to come here and advocate independence or any other 
policy that in my opinion should be advocated in the interest of 
my people, if it is a crime to propagate my views, if it is a 
crime to appeal to the hearts and minds of Members, then I am 
guilty. But, Mr. Chairman, if there is any suggestion that I 
have endeavored to promote the cause that I represent by 
attempting improperly to influence Members of Congress by the 
use of money or in any other way, if there be such suggestions, 
I want to say that it is a slander upon me without the slightest 
foundation in fact. [Applause.] 

There is a committee in the Philippine Islands composed of 
men prominent in their professions, in business, and in the 
government service which for some time has been collecting 
money, and the treasurer of this committee is Mr. Thomas Earn- 
shaw, a brother of my colleague, the other Resident Commis- 
sioner from the Philippine Islands, who is a wealthy and an 
honest man. Actually the amount of money collected monthly 
amounts to about the large sum of $500. This money was col- 
lected for the purpose of sending out literature to propagate 
the views of those who believed in Philippine independence. 
Is it improper to use money for the purpose of informing the 
American people as to conditions really existing in the Philip- 
pine Islands? The only thing wrong about it, I think, Mr. 
Chairman, is that the sum is so ridiculously small in amount 
that very little can be done with it. I wish that instead of 
$500 a month we had thousands of dollars a month. We then 
could and would be sending books to every household in this 
country, written by eminent and distinguished Filipinos, es- 
pecially the books of Dr. Rizal, so that the American people 
might know that there are intelligent and able men in the 
Philippine Islands. We could and would have been sending 
photographs to every corner of this country, not of naked 
Igorots, which have been freely distributed in the past, leading 
the American people to believe that we are all naked, un- 
civilized men in the Philippine Islands, but photographs of our 
wonderful and old churches, that speak of our Christian civiliza- 
tion lasting 300 years; of our schools and colleges, both during 
the Spanish and the American régime, that would speak of our 
education; of our houses, that would speak of our social life. 
We should be using that money not to control Members of Con- 
gress but to inform the American people as to our state of 
civilization and as to our desires, so that the American public, 
which in the last resort has the final voice on the Philippine 
question, may intelligently pass upon that subject. Is there 
anything wrong about that? 

Mr. Chairman, I wish it could be ascertained how much 
money has been expended to propagate views contrary to 
Philippine independence, how much money has been expended 
to issue literature describing conditions in the Philippine 
Islands that contain statements reflecting upon the Filipino 
people. And yet I do not criticize that campaign. Any man 
has a right to present his views before the American people. 

A book written two years ago by Dean C. Worcester, who was 
secretary of the interior in the Philippine Islands, quite an 
expensive book, which has been distributed freely throughout 
this country, and Members of this House have received it, not 
knowing where it came from. This book is opposed to inde- 
pendence and some one paid the price for its free distribution. 
Is there anything wrong about that? 

Mr. Chairman, not a cent of that so-called Philippine cam- 
paign fund is spent without the knowledge of my colleague [Mr. 
EarnsHaw], who is sitting here, and myself, and Mr. BARN- 
SHAW knows as well as I do that not a cent of that money 
has been ever used or attempted to be used to control Members 
of Congress of either House. [Applause.] Surely it has not 
been used to enrich myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. How much more time does the gentleman 
wish? 

Mr. QUEZON. Can I have 10 minutes more? There are 
more things I would like to call to the attention of the House. 

Mr. FERRIS. See if you can not conclude in five minutes. 
I yield to the gentleman five minutes more, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for five 
minutes more. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man permit an interruption? 

Mr. QUEZON. I will. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I rise to ask the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris], in view of the vast importance of this 
subject to the gentleman whose integrity has been impeached, or 
at least attacked, in the public prints repeatedly during this last 
simmer, and in view of the importance of the subject to his 


countrymen, 8,000 miles away, if he can not yield 10 minutes 
additional at this time? 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I will take five minutes away 
from the committee, and I will yield to the gentleman 10 min- 
utes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from the Philippines is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. QUEZON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been in public 
life almost ever since I left college. I come from a very modest 
family in a very small town in the Philippines. There is not a 
human being in the town where I was born who does not know 
me and my people. I was elected as governor of my Province in 
1905. It has been repeatedly stated, and it is suggested in an- 
other part of the article that I am commenting upon, that I am 
a politician; meaning, I suppose, that I am very much inter- 
ested in a political machine which has been promoting my polit- 
ical career and whose interest I have been promoting. I can 
say right here and now, in answer to all those attacks, that I 
have never been elected to any public office by any political 
machine. I was elected governor of the Province of Tayabas 
as an independent candidate, and I was opposed by the two 
political parties in that Province, each of which had a candi- 
date of its own. 

After I was elected governor I entered the Nationalist Party. 
Why? It was my duty to promote the interests of my Province 
and I wanted to be associated with those people who thought 
as I did, whose counsels I desired, and in whose integrity and 
honesty I had confidence. After having served some time as 
governor I resigned this position to become a candidate for the 
assembly. Upon presenting my candidacy to the assembly I 
withdrew from the party once more, not wishing to be elected 
through the use of any political machinery. I presented my 
candidacy as an independent. And, Mr. Chairman, I want to 
say that while I had a hard fight to become governor, because I 
was not well known in my Province, I did not have to fight at 
all to be elected to the assembly. Having been governor of 
Tayabas for a year and a half and the people haying had an 
opportunity to learn all about me and my public work, I was 
unanimously elected, by every voter in my district. [Applause.] 
I say unanimously because my opponent received only the votes 
of his immediate relatives, 20 or 30 persons. 

Once in the assembly, I again joined the Nationalist Party— - 
the party whose principles I believed in. I did it not because 
I wanted to advance my political career, but because I could 
not play a solo by myself. [Laughter.] If I was to write or 
help write legislation, I had to cooperate with and have the 
cooperation of those who thought as I did. After serving some 
time in the assembly I was elected floor leader, and two years 
later to the position I now hold. I have been twice unanimously 
reelected by both houses of our legislature. It is true that I am 
now and haye been for some time one of the leaders of the 
Nationalist Party, but I haye had very little to do with the 
purely local political campaigns of the party. Here is what the 
article I refer to says of me on this subject: 

QUEZON Is one of the Commissioners from the islands to the Ameri- 
can Congress, is bit fl nied in politics, and naturally anxious to place 
as many of his par s on the Government pay roll as possible. 

It is suggested that I have been asking Gov. Gen. Harrison 
to appoint my political followers in the Philippine Islands. 
Had I done this, there would have been nothing wrong about 
it, but the truth is that I do not owe the governor a single 
appointment. It has been stated that Gov. Gen. Harrison 
publicly acknowledged his indebtedness to me for his appoint- 
ment as Governor General. Nothing, Mr. Chairman, could 
please me more than to be able to tell my people that I am of 
such importance in this country that I can secure the appoint- 
ment of a Governor General on my mere dictum. [Applause.] 
Unfortunately, I can not say that, because it is not true. To 
my knowledge Goy. Gen. Harrison has never made such a state- 
ment. I know he has not said it in my presence. True, he 
has stated that he was gratified to learn that I was in favor 
of his appointment. But, Mr. Chairman, if it is true that the 
opinion of the Resident Commissioner from the Philippine 
Islands is consulted by the President of the United States or by 
any other officer of this Government on any question of im- 
portance affecting the islands, nothing could be more proper than 
that they should do so. What are we supposed to be here for? 
Why do we represent the Philippines in the United States? 
[Applause.] 

Are we supposed to come here and draw $7,500 a year, plus 
$2,000 for mileage, simply to sit around and look pretty? 
[Laughter.] The position of Resident Commissioner was created 
by an act of the Congress of the United States for the purpose 
of giving the Filipine people an opportunity to be represented 
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before the departments of this Government, executive as well as 


legislative. If you read the language of the law you will see 
this is a fact. Is it a crime that our advice is sought? Is it 
a crime for use to volunteer our opinion on matters affecting the 
islands? Mr. Chairman, I will say right now that if I am sup- 
posed to be in the United States only to draw salary, and can 
not express what I believe to be the rights of my people; if I 
can not object to or indorse an appointment for the govern- 
ment of the Philippine Islands, then I want to resign my post, 
for I should be ashamed to receive my salary; I should want to 
go home, because I do not see what good I could do here, [Ap- 
plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from the Philip- 
pines has again expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman two 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for two 
minutes more. 

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, before I proceed any further 
I want to say this: If it is suggested that I have done some- 
thing wrong, or authorized anyone to do something wrong, ip 
connection wth my work in this country, I shall welcome an 
Investigation. But I do not want to see it used to delay Philip- 
pine legislation, or to divert the minds of the American people 
from the real issue that is before them. 

There is another statement in this article about which I 
want to say a few words, and I am going to read it as fast as 
I can. The gentleman from Tennessee says of me: 

Having served in the revolutionary army against the United States, 
we can 8 he is not sheddin 8 7. when the political 


gulllotine 
tates former American sol the interest of his political 
supporters— 


ers in 


And so on. 
Mr. Chairman, there is a suggestion here that I want to 
refute. It is hinted at, that because I have served in the 


Philippine Army I am holding rancor in my heart toward 
American veterans. My best American friends in the Philip- 
pine Islands are men against whom I fought during the war. 
[Applause.] I have the greatest admiration for Americans 
who, in answer to the call of their country, have gone to the 
Philippine Islands and fought us, just as I believe—at least, 
I hope—that those Americans admire the Filipinos who had 
the courage to fight them. [Applause.] There is no rancor in 
my heart. These men were doing their duty as I knew I was 
doing my duty. They tried to kill me during the war, and I 
tried to kill them. [Laughter.] But men who have enough 
red blood in their veins to come out and fight for their country 
have big enough hearts to respect those against whom they are 
fighting. [Applause.] 

I want to say this again: My best American friends in the 
islands are Judge Ross, who was a captain of Volunteers and 
a Democrat, and Maj. Hartigan, a Republican. I could recite 
a long list of others, but that would take up too much of the 
time of the House. 

Mr. Chairman, my advocacy of independence is not inspired 
by rancor or ill will toward Americans, but by love of freedom. 
The day will yet come when it will be seen that I have been 
a good friend of the Americans in the Philippine Islands, that 
I have looked after their interests there as I am looking after 
the interests of my country here. The day will yet come when it 
will be demonstrated that in advocating the independence of 
my country I have been moved by high motives, just as I give 
credit for good motives to those who are taking an attitude 
opposed to mine. 


Good name in man and woman, dear my lord, 

Is the immediate jewel of their souls: 

Who steals my purse steals trash; ‘tis something, nothing; 
mine, tis bis, and has been slave to thousands; 

But he that filches from me my good name 

Robs me of that which not enriches him 

And makes me poor indeed. 


[Prolonged applause.] 
The CTIAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma has con- 


sumed nil of his time. 

Mr. LENROOT, Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen- 
Hemaii fret: Tennessee [Mr. AUSTIN]. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Austin] is recognized for 10 minutes. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, I take full responsibility for 


the article or letter published in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on the 7th day of tie present month. I am responsible for 
every page of it, every line of it, and every word of it. When 
I penned it I knew I had back of it information which could 
not be challenged, 


I have been exceedingly careful since I haye been a Member 
of this House in being accurate and truthful in what I have 
said to my colleagues and to the country. I have no apologies 
to make for any statement in the letter or article, and when 
the opportunity comes for a discussion of the Philippine bill, 
then I will go more into detail. 

I ask the Commissioner now who has just addressed the 
House if he knows Newton W. Gilbert, of Manila? 

Mr. QUEZON. I do. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Is he a truthful and honorable gentleman? 
Will the gentleman stand up and answer? 

Mr. QUEZON. That is a question, Mr. Chairman, that I 
can not answer until a concrete question as to what Newton W, 
Gilbert has done or said is put to me. 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is your answer, then? 

Mr. QUEZON. Yes; that is my answer. 

Mr. AUSTIN. He served in this House from the great State 
of Indiana, and he had a clean and an honorable record. He 
was afterwards appointed on account of his fitness and his 
character to a high judicial office in the Philippines by Theodore 
Roosevelt. Later he was made a commissioner and the vice 
governor of the Philippine Islands; and if the gentleman here 
representing the Philippine Islands [Mr. Quezon] can not testify 
to his high standing and credibility, every honorable American 
in the Philippine Islands who knows him will testify to it, and 
his colleagues with whom he lately served in this House will 
certify to his truthfulness and his high character. 

I based this statement, to which the gentleman takes excep- 
tion, on a conversation with Newton W. Gilbert, in which con- 
versation he said when he asked the Resident Commissioner 
[Mr. Quezon] for what purpose he was using this money, col- 
lected according to the statements of Army oflicers, some of 
whom I have known for many years, from their servants, from 
merchants, officeholders, and employees of cigar factories, his 
reply was that he was using it to influence Congress in the 
passage of legislation looking to the independence of the Philip- 
pine Islands. 

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Not now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. According to ex-Gov. Gilbert’s statement, he 
asked the gentleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr. QUEZON] 
how he was influencing Congress, and the gentleman named 
one instance, namely, that he gave a banquet at the Metro- 
politan Club and issued 57 invitations to the Members of Con- 
gress, and every invitation was accepted, and according to this 
statement that was one of the methods by which the gentleman 
IMr. Quezon] was using this campaign fund to influence the 
Members of Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man permit an interruption? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Not in 10 minutes. If the gentleman from Wis- 
consin will get me more time—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. LENROOT. I will yield the gentleman three minutes 
more. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman now permit a 
question? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I will be very glad to if the gentleman will 
be as anxious to have me given time as he was to have time 
given to the gentleman who represents the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move that in 
some wäy we give the disti guished gentleman from Tennessee 
10 minutes additional. 

Mr. FERRIS. I make the point of order against that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time is already allotted and a motion 
of that kind will not be in order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I want to ask the gentleman 
3 Tennessee if he was at the banquet at the Metropolitan 

ub? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I was not. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I was there; and Gov. Gilbert, 
of whom the gentleman speaks, was there. Not only that. but a 
gentleman whose name I have forgotten, but I think his name 
was Martin, and who was at that time an official in the Philip- 
pine Islands, was the man in whose honor the banqnet was 
given, and he occupied the seat of honor. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Martin is the present Vice Governor Gen- 
eral, who comes from the State of Kansas? 

Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. It was in his honor that it was 


given. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Well, then, according to the statement which 
Gov. Gilbert says Mr. Quezon made, the gentleman from Wis- 
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consin [Mr. Cooper] is one of the Members of Congress influ- 
enced by a dinuer at the Metropolitan Club. [Laughter.] 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman—— 


Mr. AUSTIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, no more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I know since that banquet the gentleman 
from Wisconsin has been very enthusiastic for Philippine inde- 
pendence [laughter], and he has been exceedingly desirous to 
have the gentleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr. Qurzon] 
talk all the morning. I think it was a good investment, as far 
as the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] was concerned. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 
man permit an interruption? 

Mr. AUSTIN. You must get me some more time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. Lennoor] yield the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Ausrix] some more time? 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, in this article there is not an 
intimation, there is nothing upon which the talented gentleman 
from the Philippines could construe even indirectly a suggestion 
that he retained any of this money. There is no question but 
what the gentleman had a right to use this money in a campaign 
of publicity. 

When this remark was repeated to me as coming from the gen- 
tleman [Mr. Quezon], stated to a man whose credibility stands 
as high in the city of Manila as the gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the House, and the gentleman knows it, I thought it my 
duty, in writing my experiences and observations in the Philip- 
pine Islands—I thought it my duty to my colleagues in the 
House—to repeat that statement, and I did it in the letter or 
article published in the Recorp on January 7. 

I am glad the gentleman has an opportunity to go before the 
American people with his campaign of publicity. I want him 
given every opportunity in this House, for freedom of speech is 
an American blessing; but the gentleman knows that when I 
attempted to exercise my right in the Philippine Islands to voice 
my judgment and my opinon he criticized me in an interview 
in the Manila papers for during to discuss political questions in 
the Philippine Islands, questions affecting not only the Filipino 
people, but vitally affecting more than 5,000 Americans in the 
islands, Americans who have invested $100,000,000 to develop 
the gentleman’s country, to bring it prosperity and blessings, 
and to give employment to the natives at increased wages. 

Why, the gentleman objected to an interview I gave out and 
sent me a message requesting, in my future utterances, to tone 
them down to suit him. He carried our congressional party to 
a native banquet, and we listened in the public streets and in a 
banquet hall to seven or eight speeches, all delivered in Spanish, 
without an interpreter, and the gentleman delivered one of these 
speeches 25 minutes in Spanish and 5 minutes ih the English 
language. A political discussion in a language unknown to three 
or four Members of this House, without an interpreter. The 
speeches were on the Jones bill and the independence of the 
Philippine Islands. The gentleman reserved to himself the ex- 
clusive right of discussing in our presence, in a foreign language, 
political questions in the Philippine Islands, and yet criticized 
and sought to prevent me, as an American citizen, from ex- 
pressing my honest sentiments in the public press on this great 
question, involving the future welfare and happiness of 8,000,000 
native people and more than 5,000 splendid Americans in the 
Philippine Islands, whose property would be destroyed as in 
Mexico, whose lives would be endangered as in Mexico, whenever 
ihe American Army and Navy leave the islands, and the fate 
of Americans there placed in the hands of the Filipino people, 
untrained and unfitted for civil government. Their leader 
proved to me he was opposed to freedom of speech unless the 
utterances were in accord with his views and his opinions. 

He speaks of his eleci'oin as governor of a Province. A gov- 
ernor in that Province afterwards appealed to the Philippine 
people that there was more American blood upon his sword, or 
bolo, than upon that of any of his rival candidates, and for that 
reason he was entitled to win, and he was elected. 

Mr. QUEZON. Is the gentleman referring to me? 

Mr. AUSTIN. No; not to you. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EVANS. In the discussion of this question it appears to 
me that the rules of the House ought to be strictly obseryed and 
thnt a Member ought not to be spoken to in the second person. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is right; it is improper to 
address any Member in the second person, and the Member 
should rise and first address the Chair. 


Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, is it not a breach of the rules 
to talk back to the Chairman without obtaining permission from 
the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has said that it was against 
— ee to address any Member without first addressing the 

aair. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Chairman, my colleagues, Messrs. MILLER, 
BRITTEN, Epwarps, and BRUMBAUGH, were all in the Philippine 
Islands during the past summer. In the interest of fair play, 
in the interest of patriotism and just legislation, would that 
every Member of this House could visit the Philippine Islands. 
If they were to visit those islands, not under an escort of native 
politicians, but given an opportunity to go with the local 
American business men of standing and character, and study the 
conditions in the Philippine Islands—if they would do that, no 
American Member of Congress would ever return here and say 
that the Philippine people were prepared for self-government. 
If Members of Congress would do that, they would come back 
knowing that it would be a crime on the part of the American 
Government to turn them loose to be captured and controlled 
by Japan. 

Mr. RUCKER. Why do not those Americans come home? 

Mr. AUSTIN. We invited them to go there and spend a hun- 
dred million dollars, and now my colleague from Missouri sends 
them the same unpatriotic message that Mr. Wilson sent to 
Americans in Mexico. [Applause.] : 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I deny that. 
ought to be careful in his remarks. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I understood the gentleman to say that they 
ought to come back. 

Mr. RUCKER. I do if the conditions are as the gentleman 
describes them; why do they not come home? Why do they not 
get out? 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is the same message which Mr. Wilson 
sent to Americans in Mexico, 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
the Philippine Islands [Mr. QuEzoN] one minute. 

Mr. QUEZON. Mr. Chairman, I want to make the statement 
that I have never said or intimated to Mr. Newton W. Gilbert 
that I try to influence Members of Congress by inviting them to 
dinner. The statement is so ridiculous that I do not think it 
needs an answer. I have invited Members of Congress to din- 
ner and I have been invited to dinner by them. I was a guest 
of a Member of Congress yesterday who is against Philippine 
independence. Perhaps he was trying to influence me and make 
me change my attitude. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, my personal 
friend the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Austin], who has 
just addressed the House, has been a Member of the House 
during the entire period that I have. I believe he is as well 
known to the membership of the House as any man in it, and 
every man here knows that he is fearless, strong, vigorous, and 
honest; that what he says he believes to be right and that 
what he does he believes to be the proper thing to do. I also 
know that among the predominant traits of his nature is the 
splendid characteristic of treating justly and fairly all ques- 
tions and all persons, no matter what the situation, no matter 
where the place, He would not by implication or by the 
strained twist of any language he chanced to use ever be put 
in the position of doing an injustice or departing a hair's 
breadth from the exact truth. He has expressed his position 
this morning, and his earnestness testifies to his deep sincerity. 

I now wish to join with him in that part of his remarks 
wherein he stated that his quoted words do not imply misappro- 
priation of campaign funds on the part of the Philippine 
Resident Commissioner, I exceedingly regret that there has 
been given to the discussion at this time any suggestions of a 
somewhat personal nature. Responding to the same impulses 
that characterize my friend from ‘Tennessee, I honestly feel 
that I ought to say a word in reference to the Resident Com- 
missioner [Mr. QUEZON]. 

I have had an opportunity of knowing him well and inti- 
mately from the first day he set foot on Washington soil. His 
oftice was directly across the hall from my own for a period of 
three years. During that time and since I have been intimately 
associated and connected with investigations of Philippine 
affairs and with practically all the people who are interested in 
that subject. I have watched and studied with the utmost care 
the activities and movements calculated to further the cause of 
Philippine independence. I have carefully noted both in this 
country and in the Philippines the work of Commissioner 
QvEzon, and have specifically inquired into the things he stands 
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for at home as well as here in America. I believe it is but 
fair to him to say, with full knowledge of the facts, that he 
has given the cause to which he has devoted himself the fullness 
of his heart’s devotion, the utmost of his unusual talent, and 
every cent he could personally contribute or has ever received 
to be employed for that purpose. [Applause.] 

In fact, from my standpoint, I think he has labored too hard 
and too successfully, in that he has created in this country a 
more favorable view of Philippine independence among many 
sincere people than circumstances really warrant. In this work 
he has been greatly aided by his courteous and gentlemanly 
manner, by his pleasing address, and by the power of the facile 
orator possessed by him in so eminent a degree. 

At home in the Philippines he has great power among his 
people, partly because of these qualities I have mentioned, 
partly because he is their national representative in the 
propaganda for independence, and partly because they know 
that he is not only an able but also an honest man. 

I thus speak of him, Mr. Chairman, because it is his due, 
and in order that there may be effectively removed any possible 
suspicion relative to the exact meaning of the words employed 
by my friend from Tennessee. 

I know about this fund and have known. about it for two or 
three years. I agree with my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
AusriN] that all political propaganda requires publicity, in the 
Philippine Islands. as well as in the United States or elsewhere 
in the world, and legitimate collections and expenditures there- 
for no one can severely criticize. I am not in sympathy with 
some of the objects sought to be attained by this particular 
propaganda. The gentleman knows that full well; so does the 
membership of this House. I believe all agitations for imme- 
diate independence in the Philippine Islands, or at any time in 
the near future, is most injurious to the welfare and well-being 
of the Filipino people. Yet I feel it but fair to those Filipinos 
who do believe in early independence that they have the oppor- 
tunity of expressing to the people of the United States the con- 
victions and opinions that they entertain. But having in mind 
the activities of the gentleman from the Philippine Islands [Mr. 
Quezon] during the last five years, both in America and in the 
Philippines, I am quite amazed that he has accomplished as 
much as he has even by combining with the funds contributed 
his own salary and mileage. To the cause of Philippine inde- 
pendence Señor Quezon has devoted not only his heart but also 
every resource at his command. His service has been that of 
complete and honest devotion. 


So I believe my friend from Tennessee was right when he 
said that neither the Resident Commissioner’s hands nor his 
conscience are in the least tainted by any misapplication or 
misuse of any of the funds contributed by his countrymen. I 
believe firmly from the bottom ef my heart they have all been uti- 
lized for the purpose for which they were dedicated, and in ways 
entirely legitimate. I attended the dinner at the Metropolitan 
Club that has been discussed. It was in honor of high officials 
of the insular government of the Philippines, and to it, as I 
understood, all members of the Insular Affairs Committees of 
both House and Senate were invited as a mark of courtesy and 
without any political consideration or purpose. I believe I know 
every Filipino of prominence now active in publie or business 
life. I have visited every corner of the Philippine Islands, some 
places several times. I think I know and understand the Filipino 
people pretty well. I believe it is but fair to say that Mr. 
QUEZON: 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne- 
sota has expired. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Can I not have another minute? 

Mr. I éregret that I have no more time to yield. 

Mr. FERRIS. I yield the gentleman two minutes. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. I thank the gentleman. I be- 
lieve it is but just to the gentleman to say that, in my honest 
judgment, he has accomplished more for the cause to which he 
is devoted by reason of his peculiar talents and capacity than 
could be accomplished by any other Filipina or group of Fill- 
pinos that could be named. He is par excellence the man for 
the work. The Filipino people are rapidly developing, and 
already comprise many splendid men and women. Señor QUEZON 
is one of the very best of them all. If all of his people to-day 
possessed his talents and capabilities, or those of his splendid 
colleague, Señor EanNSHAW, no man could look into their faces 
and deny their capacity to maintain a government of their own. 

Señor QuEzon rose, a poor boy from a poor family, in a poor 
town, to become a leader of his race. For this splendid achieve- 
ment he should be thankful to the God that gave him talents 
and grateful to the Stars and Stripes, the flag that shelters and 
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protects free institutions, under whose folds alone can be found 
opportunity for such a career. 

With one possible exception I believe Sefior Quezon is the 
most influential Filipino among the people of his race. He has 
attained to this degree of eminence by his ability and conduct, 
and especially by his courage. No other Filipino of my ac- 
quaintance has his courage to entertain and express opinions 
that may not be popular with his people. He has come to be a 
conservative, steadying factor among his people, and to 
personal knowledge the American Government in the Philip- 
pines has been indebted to him for true loyalty and efficient sup- 
port. While he was, of course, a soldier of the revolution, 
being a Tagalog, and living where the revolution was rampant, 
nevertheless, since the oath of allegiance was taken there has 
never been any faltering or wavering on his part in utmost devo- 
tion and allegiance to the sovereignty of the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne: 
sota has again expired. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Wisconsin rise? : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I rise to ask the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS] or my friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] to give me a few minutes in which to 
reply to the statement made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Austr]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Will not two minutes be enough? . 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I trust that the gentleman can 
let me have five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Debate was closed by unanimous consent, and 
I have promised the time to other speakers. I can let the gen- 
tleman have three minutes. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman at my right [Mr. 
Lrnroot] says that he will give me two minutes if the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma will give me three. 

Mr. FERRIS. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin is recog- 
nized for five minutes. > 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr: Chairman, because of the 
statement by the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
Ausrix] that ever since that dinner [laughter] I have been 
very strongly in favor of granting the Filipinos immediate in- 
dependence, I desire to call his attention to the fact—although 
it is a fair inference from his remarks that he does not deem 
the facts to be material—that what I said when the Philippine 
bill was under consideration on October 2, 1914, shows that on 
the question of independence for the islands, my position is 
very different from what one would be led to think from his 
statement. I hold in my hand the Rxconb of that date: 


ma 
to the Filipino le, 
pine Tanna this’) u 


It confers po 


“In this dependence of the Territories upon the Central Government 

there is some outward resemblance to the condition of the American 

Colonies under the British Crown; but there are some differences 

which are important, and indeed vital. The first of these is that the 

Territorial condition is understood under the Constitution to be me 

temporary and preparatory, and’ the a of me Territories while 
assured o 


In this quotation from Judge Cooley we see that great master 
of constitutional law declaring that under the Constitution of 
the United States the territorial condition is merely “temporary 
and preparatory,” and that the Constitution holds out to the 
people in the dependent Territories the promise that when 
population is sufficient and local conditions suitable they shall 
be granted statehood. Are we prepared to say that 8,000,000 of 
Filipinos, 8,000 miles across the ocean, shall be granted state- 
hood, shall be permitted to send two representatives to the 
Senate of the United States, and 35 or more Representatives: to 
vote on this floor? That was and is the question. And I voted 
for the preamble then before the House because I did not be- 
lieve then, as I do not believe now, that the people of this 
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Republic ever will make the Philippines a State in the great 
American Commonwealth. [Applause.] Therefore, I was in 
favor of saying that at some time in the future, a time not fixed, 
but when local conditions were such as to justify it, we would 
grant the Filipinos independence and allow them to go their 
way. I followed that expression of opinion with this: 

`~ Thus, according to this great jurist, our permanent retention of the 
Philippine Islands would mean our adoption of the British colonial sys- 
tem. And yet we are a Republic, and one of the cardinal tenets of our 
political faith is that governments derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed, [Applause.] 

Mr, Chairman, I entertained these views before I went to 
that dinner, and they were in nowise affected by it. For- 
tunately I am so constituted that the mere gratification of 
appetite does not change my convictions nor in the slightest 
degree influence my thought. In this respect I differ from 
some people of my acquaintance whose intellects and con- 
sciences are located in their stomachs. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] Mr. Chairman, among the other persons present on 
that occasion was the distinguished gentleman from Minnesota 
IMr. MILLER], who has just spoken. 

Mr. MILLER of Minnesota. Oh, that is true. I was there. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He was there, and I observed 
particularly the ardor with which he partook of the edibles. 
[Laughter.] 

Politics was not discussed that night at all, nor was the 
subject of Philippine independence even so much as mentioned. 
The time was passed in listening to speeches by Gov. Gilbert 
and Mr. Martin, the guest of honor, and by other gentlemen at 
the table, but not by myself nor by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota. I did not think that anything like bribery was being 
attempted, nor when it was all over did I consider that I 
myself had been corrupted. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Utah [Mr. Mays], a member of the committee. 

Mr. MAYS. Mr. Chairman, if it would not be out of order, 
I should like to hear a few words about the subject of this 
debate. This, I understand, is supposed to be a debate upon 
the lensing bill, but I think we have heard about every other 
subject discussed that has ever been discussed before this 
House except the leasing bill under consideration. I remember 
reading where Artemus Ward made a speech before an English 
audience, and he said that he had once seen a joke in Punch, 
and he did not think it was at all out of place that there should 
be found a joke in a comic paper. So in a debate upon a cer- 
tain subject some reference should be made to the subject. 
Now, in this regard, we ought to have a little time to devote 
to this important measure. I had not intended making any 
remarks upon this proposition. The Members of the committee 
and the House understand it so much better than a new Mem- 
ber could possibly expect to understand it; but this series of 
bills that have been presented here and have been pressed 
before this House are of such far-reaching importance to the 
sparsely settled portions of the country from which some of us 
come that I risk a few comments upon the same. 

Mr. Chairman, in this debate, referring back to the debate 
upon the bill, a great deal has been said to the effect that no 
rights are expected to be taken away from the States by this 
legislation, but I wish the gentleman to understand this one 
proposition, that throughout this debate, having listened in- 
tently to what has been said both in the committee and in the 
House, this point has been made, by those opposing these meas- 
ures, that the rights of the States involved are taken away 
from them. That point has not been replied to so far in this 
debate. 

It is admitted by the gentlemen making these speeches, it is 
admitted in the bill itself, that the waters of the State in the bill 
that we passed on last Saturday belong to the State. Nobody 
has replied to that, and when you undertake to grant a right 
by the Federal Government to use the waters of a State in 
order that the use of land belonging to the Government may be 
occupied, you are taking something away from the State in 
that particular. I wish the gentlemen would reply to that point. 
They do not dare to argue that question as to whether or not 
the waters of a State belong to the State, and it must be ad- 
mitted that it is the flow of the water against the turbine 
wheels that generates the electricity or develops the power 
which the gentlemen here intend to sell for so much a horse- 
power year. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS] in his speech 
said that if he owned a farm adjoining the farm of his neighbor, 
and the neighbor desired to use his farm, he could dictate the 
terms on which that neighbor used that farm. But suppose he 
owned a farni, entirely surrounding his neighbor's property, of 


value, could he charge so much for the right of way across 
that farm that it would confiscate his neighbor's property? 
Justice has demanded relief from such attempted acts of piracy 
as that, and the Government can not afford to do that which it 
would be quick to condemn in an individual. b 

Now, I do not state here that the Government should sell 
those power sites, for instance, for $20 an acre or for any other 
particular sum. But for the water belonging to the State the 
State should get its fair proportion of the money that is derived 
from these leases and from these sales. Any two people own- 
ing properties of that sort would get together and make an 
agreement to that effect; and I think theré should be an under- 
standing before this bill finally becomes a law that the States 
involved, in which these power sites are located, the States 
owning this water, should receive their proper compensation 
directly and not after a period of some 20 or 30 years. 

Now, the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. SHertey], the other 
day, commented quite at length upon State rights, but it is 
clear to any innocent bystander who observes the trend of his 
oratory that the particular kind of State rights he subscribed 
to were those that involved his own State. If the rights of his 
State would be usurped, he would not be adverse to the doctrine 
of State rights; but if it was a State that was weak in this body, 
and its rights were usurped, he would not be so particular to 
assert his doctrine of State rights. 

If the Federal Government were reaching out its all-powerful 
arm to seize the waters of his State under such subterfuge and 
to withhold for all time the natural resources of his State, thus 
preventing them from contributing their proper share toward 
the expenses of government, the establishment of schools, the 
construction and maintenance of public roads, he would be 
quick to invoke the time-honored doctrine of States rights in 
all its ancient and honorable vigor. 

I observe in looking at the Recorp that the gentleman’s State 
has some things that the State of Utah does not have. And 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroot] has also joined 
in the veiled threat that unless the State of Utah, for instance, 
appointed a utilities commission it would not get its proper 
share at any time of these proceeds, and would not have any- 
thing to do with the control of these receipts and the control of 
these properties. I remember being in Chicago not long ago 
and observing a great exodus from the hotels there to some 
town in Wisconsin. I asked what was the cause of this exodus, 
and they said that a great prize fight was to be pulled off in 
the State of Wisconsin and the people were going up there to 
see it. We would not allow a prize fight to take place in the 
State of Utah. When they wanted the Jeffries-Johnson prize 
fight, and offered quite a number of thousands of dollars to that 
State, we would not allow it to take place. What would the 
gentleman from Wisconsin say to our getting up and recom- 
mending that the Federal Government appoint a commission to 
control such things as that in the State of Wisconsin? 

Mr. Chairman, I favor utility commissions, but I object to 
the State of Wisconsin or the State of Oklahoma or any other 
State dictating to the people of Utah on the subject of utility 
commissions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this particular bill that is before us to- 
day is worthy of some attention on the part of this House. The 
chairman of this committee has told us that 450,000,000,000 tons 
of coal have already been exploited upon the public domain— 
450,000,000,000 tons—and there are a great many other acres to 
be measured. Perhaps there will be some several hundred other 
billions of tons of coal. And, yet, in the committee hearings 
upon this question I have not seen the record that a single oper- 
ator, that a single man interested in the production of coal, has 
ever been called before the committee. And the time of this 
House is occupied in the discussion of every other question when 
you are disposing of 450,000,000,000 tons of coal as if it were 
mere pocket change. ; 2 

Did any prospective investor appear before the committee? 
Was any governor of any State, so vitally affected, invited to 
appear? Did any banker say he would invest money upon such 
a leashold interest, encumbered and jeopardized by such re- 
strictions, and controlled by a bureau 2,000 miles away? 

There were books upon the hearings and the water-power bill, 
like these books upon the grazing bill of similar size, but what 
operator has ever appeared before the committee here or before 
the House to discuss the question of these 450,000,000,000 tons of 
coal? We are using to-day about 450,000,000 tons of coal per 
year, not quite 500,000,000.. A little less in 1915 than in 1914. 
Other resources are being rapidly developed to take the place 
of coal. : : 

At the present rate of consumption, according to the gentle- 
man's statement, there are enough tons of coal already measured 
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on the public lands, to say nothing of those owned in private, to 
last this country 900 years if that coal were mined and used as 
nature most emphatically intended it to be used. Scientists tell 
us that at the end of 900 years coal will probably be more or 
less of a natural curiosity outside of the ground. It will be seen, 
perhaps, in the museums as a natural curiosity, and other things 
will take its place, such as electricity, and the like, and we 
should use this coal in this generation and in future generations 
as it is needed. 

Now, I am opposed to this bill, because I believe it is an 
injustice to the States that we represent; that it does not do the 
fair thing in the distribution of whatever proceeds there will be 
arising from it. 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] said that no 
right of taxation was taken away from the States, because the 
improvements could be taxed. The gentleman must admit the 
States involved yery sorely need the taxes. He enjoys better 
schools to which to send his children, better roads over which 
to travel for half the burden. In the State of Wisconsin the 
improvements on land can be taxed, and the land also, but there 
is a question even as to whether or not the improvements in 
this case can be taxed. The chief counsel of the Reclamation 
Service has recently rendered an opinion to the effect that the 
improvements in such cases can not be taxed. Whether we 
agree with the chief counsel or not is not the question at this 
time, but the land of course can never be taxed withheld as 
this bill will withhold it. But whether or not we agree with the 
Reclamation Service, it is the most important question whether 
or not there will ever be any improvements under this bill to 
be taxed. 

I do not believe that any Member of this House would invest 
his money on an indeterminate lease, subject to the whim of any 
Federal official, and put in the money necessary to equip a coal 
mine. Having had some experience in the last 10 years in try- 
ing to induce capital to come out into our country and invest 
money in coal properties of that State, I believe this bill will 
not be workable, because the lease is for an indeterminate 
period and under bureaucratic control. The bill has other pro- 
visions in it that would discourage capital from investing money. 
For instance, it allows all municipalities and domestic users to 
have the coal without charge. 

Now, I am in fayor of allowing all municipalities to have coal 
without charge. That is all right. I believe it is more im- 
portant that municipalities and communities get coal without 
charge, if possible, than that this bill should work. But who 
would invest his money if everybody can have coal without 
charge? And who would try to build up those great industries 
out there? If we want to make this bill workable, we should 
give some kind of a term here, such as we have put in the 
water-power bill, and make it something more definite. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Utah yield to 
the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. MAYS. Yes. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentleman objects, as I understand, to 
the Federal Government deriving revenue from these leases? 

Mr. MAYS. Oh, no. In speaking of the water-power bill I 
made the point that while the Federal Government owned the 
land—and.we in the West never disputed that—we make the 
point, and it is admitted in the bill, that the State owns the 
water. 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes. 

Mr. MAYS. My point is that it is all right for the two owners 
to get together and divide the proceeds on an equitable basis, 
the same as this gentleman and another gentleman would do 
who owns such property. 

Mr. BORLAND. That, of course, would reduce the amount 
of revenue that the Federal Government would get out of the 
water-power bill and give part of it to the State. 

Mr. MAYS. It would not necessarily reduce it. I want to 
say this—and the gentleman ought to know it—that when you 
are legislating for 17 great States of this Union you want the 
sympathy of the people of those States, and if you did the fair 

- and proper thing by those people you would perhaps have their 
cooperation to such an extent that 50 per cent of the proceeds, 
under proper terms, would amount to more than 100 per cent 
under the present terms. 

Mr. BORLAND. I want the gentleman to understand me. I 
am thoroughly in sympathy with the development of the West; 
in fact, I am a western man. But the gentleman's State has 
asked, or is going to ask, as I understand, for additional recla- 
mation projects in Utah, and I would like to inquire where the 
gentleman expects the Federal Government is going to get the 
money to conduct reclamation projects if no revenue is to be 
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derived from the public lands or from the incidental use of the 
public lands? , 

Mr. MAYS. I have not made any statement to the effect that 
no revenue should be derived. I have stated that there are 
450,000,000,000 tons of coal that you undertake to sell at a 
minimum of 2 cents a ton. If you sell those 450,000,000,000 tons 
of coal at 2 cents a ton, you will receive the colossal figure of 
$9,000,000,000. Where will you spend it, I will ask the gen- 
tleman? 

Mr. BORLAND. Of course from the gentleman's own state- 
ment it will not all be received at once. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Utah has 
expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman one 
more minute. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for one min- 
ute more. 

Mr. LENROOT, The gentleman from Utah [Mr. Mays] ob- 
jects to the indeterminate term provided for in the bill. Is not 
the gentleman aware that an indeterminate lease is a perpetual 


lease, and runs and is valid so long as the conditions are pre- 


served, and that every operator and utility prefers an indeter- 
minate lease rather than a fixed term? 

Mr. MAYS. Where do you find any operator who appeared 
and said that? 

Mr. LENROOT. I did not say that any did appear, but I sup- 
posed the gentleman knew it. 

Mr. MAYS. Is the gentleman an operator? 

Mr. LENROOT. An indeterminate lease runs on forever. 

Mr. MAYS. I ask the gentleman if he is an operator? 

Mr. LENROOT. No; I am not an operator, but I know the 
legal definition of the term “ indeterminate.” 

Mr. MAYS. Let me read: 

Leases shall be made for indeterminate periods, on condition of dill- 
gent development and continuous operation of the mines— 

And a great many more conditions, including one relative to 
eight hours a day for labor, particular conditions to which I 
would subscribe. But the bill provides that the execution of all 
these conditions shall be under the supervision of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Utah has 
again expired. ; 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I have an understanding 
with the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Frerrts] to yield me 
30 minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. Yes; I yield to the gentleman now 30 minutes, 
so that he will not be interrupted. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hone to the gen- 
tleman from North Dakota [Mr. HELGESEN]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. 
HELGESEN] is recognized for one hour. 

Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, the speech I have pre- 
pared is of such length that I may not be able to finish it in 
one hour. ‘Therefore I ask unanimous consent that I may 
extend it in the Recorp if necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. McGrtricuppy). The gentleman from 
North Dakota asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks 
in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAYS. I make the same request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Utah makes the same 
request. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


GOVERNMENT MAPS OF ARCTIC REGIONS CORRECTED. 


Mr. HELGESEN. Mr. Chairman, my subject is one in which 
all civilized nations of the world are interested, namely, explora- 
tion, discovery, the study of the physical features of the globe 
upon which we live, and the accurate presentation of the results 
of such explorations, discoveries, and study on our Government 
maps and charts. 

Scientists, historians, geographers, and educators assure me 
that they are deeply interested in a movement which will result 
in official national action on this subject of accurate Government 
maps, charts, and historical and geographic statistics, This is 
a matter of vital interest, especially to our educators, who rep- 
resent the millions of children in our schools, as our Govern- 
ment maps and charts are quoted as the highest authority by 
map makers; it is of interest to historians, for the reason that 
their records should present truths and not fables. It is a mat- 
ter of concern to the navigators of the world, not only those 
who hold the precious lives of travelers in their charge, but 
those who sail the seas in the interests of commerce, ns one 
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and all are dependent on the accuracy of the maps and charts 
supplied them. 

Our Government should therefore use every resource at its 
command and every means in its power to make our own official 
maps and charts as accurate as is humanly possible. 

With this end in view, I shall discuss briefly a few of the dis- 
coveries and reported discoveries north of the Arctic Circle. 

Mr. Chairman, in the last session of Congress I introduced a 
resolution in this House asking for the correction of our Gov- 
ernment maps and charts of the Aretic regions. That resolution 
read as follows: 
gions issued by the United States 


‘alse chartings on the United States maps, especially 

those numbered 2142 and 2560 issued by the Hiygragraphite Office, 
wd a Pee pape to navigation and exploration, and should not be dis- 

uted ; an 

Whereas the taxpayers of this country should not be compelled to pay 
for maps with erroneous chartings ; and 

Whereas. these maps issued 1 . Navy Department are the authority 
on which the 1 hy of the Arctic regions is taught in our schools, 
as they bear odicin} stamp. of the Goverment: Therefore be it 


Ri Secretary gress the 
eager 8 Firari e kerri of these Sone te ee — 
and why corrected maps of the Arctic regions are not issued by the 
Navy Department. 

This resolution was introduced by me on February 25, 1915. 
As the Congress adjourned on March 4, 1915, the remainder of 
the last session was too short to permit of action on a matter of 
such far-reaching import as that embodied in the resolution. I 
therefore took the subject in hand with the interested depart- 
ments of our Government, namely, the Navy Department and the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, with the result that I am informed 
by the Secretary of the Navy, the Hon. Josephus Daniels, in 
correspondence which I shall quote later, that Hydrographic 
Office (Navy Department) chart No. 2142 has been officially 
canceled and withdrawn from issue, and that Hydrographic 
Office (Navy Department) chart No. 2560 is in the hands of 
the engravers for necessary corrections. 

To illustrate the importance of this action by the Navy De- 
partment and to demonstrate the fact that this cancellation and 
these corrections are not matters of small moment, but prac- 
tically revolutionize the history of modern exploration and dis- 
covery, as depicted on our maps and charts, I shall explain 
more fully the two charts mentioned in my resolution of Febru- 
ary 25, 1915: 

Chart No. 2142 bears the title, “ North America Polar Regions, 
Baffin Bay to Lincoln Sea, showing the recent discoveries by 
Civil Engineer R. E. Peary, United States Navy,” and so forth. 

A prominent feature of this chart is a broad channel extend- 
ing from Nordenskiold Inlet on the northwest coast of Green- 
land to a point called Independence Bay, depicted on this chart 
as opening into a body of water called East Greenland Sea, at 
about 82° west longitude. This channel is represented on the 
chart as separating the northern portion of Greenland from the 
mainland, and is shown on the chart as Peary Channel. 

This Peary Channel and Bast Greenland Sea are among 
the earliest of Mr. Peary’s claimed discoveries; and are rated 
among the most important of modern explorations, as by the 
discovery of the “channel” Peary claimed to have established 
the insularity of Greenland. > 

The alleged discovery of this channel was made by Peary on 
his Arctic expedition of 1891-92. With one companion, Eivind 
Astrup (since deceased), Peary trateled eastward across the 
Greenland ice cap to the point he called “Navy Cliff.” In his 
book, “ Northward Over the Great Ice,” pages 334, 335, 336, 
Peary says: 


Our observation point was a king 
2 bay, and a great cier that entered the bay on our right. Some 


which I named Glacier Cape. Dark clouds seen over and beyond the 

ed to indicate that the shore line trended rapidly away 
to the east or southeast. Looking to the west we saw the o “egg er 
the fiord that had barred our northern 3 It was rd 


Greenland. * + t was evident that this 
channel re cnn marked the northern boundary of the main- 
land of Greenland, 

As Peary stated that this channel “marked the northern 
boundary ef the mainland of Greenland,” it was supposed to 
prove the insularity of Greenland, although this question had 
been practically decided. 10 years earlier by Lockwood and 
Brainard of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition under Gen. 
Greely in their explorations of the true northern coast of Green- 
Jand. 
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For 20 years Mr. Peary posed as the discoverer of the Peary 
Channel, the discoverer of the Bast Greenland Sea, and the dis- 
Bat in 1908-1908 > 5 

an expedition was organized and equipped 
by the Danish Government to explore the unknown portion of 
the east coast of Greenland. This expedition was led by L. 
Mylius-Erichsen, a successful and daring explorer, who in 1902- 
1904 led the Danish Literary Greenland Expedition. Erichsen 
planned to explore the east coast of Greenland as far north as 
Independence Bay and then follow Peary Channel through to the 
west coast. While the main scientific objects of the expedition 
were attained, Mylius-Erichsen, First Lieutenant Niels Peter 
Hoeg-Hagen, and Jorgen Brönlund lost their lives on the north- 
ern sledge trip. The body of Brönlund was found by other mem- 
bers of the expedition before their return to Denmark, and 
Bréntund'’s diary told of the death of his companions several 
days earlier, but although careful seareh was made no trace of 
the bodies of Mylius-Erichsen and Hoeg-Hagen was found at 
that time. In 1909, however, an expedition was sent out by 
the Danish Government to search for the bodies of Mylius- 
Erichsen and Hoeg-Hagen, as well as their diaries, observation 
books, and other records. This expedition was led by Capt, 
Ejnar Mikkelsen, who returned to Denmark in 1912 with the 
records of the ill-fated party. A summary of Mikkelsen’s re- 
port is embodied in volume 41 of Meddelelser Om Gronland, 
1913, which also contains the Report on the Denmark 
dition to the Northeast Coast of Greenland, 1906-1908, under 
Mylius-Erichsen. I quote from pages 472-474: 

The second report (of Mylius-Brichsen) was found on the summer 

Oe gp eaka a with Sh heap Tandis’ CE od 2 a 
e 
reached Peary’s Cape Glacier; discovered that the Peary Channe — 
e le g e a e 
report) on a low point near Cape Glacier. 
(Signed) 

„Avast 8, 1907.“ 

It will be seen from the foregoing that the honor of discovering that 
the Peary Channel does not e: belongs to Prichsen, and that 
the ect of making the discovery known to world falls to Ejnar 

The nonexistence of Peary Channel was not all that was 
learned of Peary’s explorations by the Denmark expedition. On 
page 214 of the above-mentioned volume we read: 

To understand why 
then Hagens Fjord to be Independence Bay, it must be remembered 


Academy Glacier the coast bends almost in the ection 


the 
Danish expedition, it turns en the 5 almost in the alsgetten 
northeast. This mistake on Erer par us became of extremel 
fateful importance to Mylius-Bri and his. companions. For it 
was owing to this long journey into Danmarks A and Ford 
that their retreat was begun too late and had to given up on account 
of the comparatively sudden melting of the snow. And we know that 
their inforced summer in the north led to their death. 

As stated in the above-quoted paragraph, chart No. 2142, based 
on Peary's reports, shows the coast of Greenland bending away 
sharply to the southeast. To my mind, the fact that three ex- 
plorers had lost their lives owing to the incorrectness of this 
chart, was more than sufficient reason for its cancellation. 

But, some one may object, we have only the uncorroborated 
word of these men against Mr. Peary’s, that the Peary Channel 
does not exist, and that.the charting of the east coast of Green- 
land was not correctly given by him. Let me quote from the 
International Yearbook for 1913, published by Dodd, Mead & 
Co., of New York: 

An important advance in the loration of the vast interior of 
Greenla: had been made by three verses of ice sheet. 
Knud Rasmussen, with the Freuchen, and two Eskimos of Smith 
Sound, started on April 6, 1912, across the inland ice from Inglefield 
Gulf, West Greenland, to Danmark Fjord and Independence on 
the east coast. Just to the north of OALE Bane cum the 
party looked in vain for the Peary Channel, which was supposed to form 

e northern boun: Greenland. Instead of the channel they 
found an ice-free upland, abounding in game. 

The nonexistence of Peary Channel from sea to sea has been proven, 
for the ill-fated Mylius-Erichsen discovered this fact, which was later 
verified by Rasmussen. : 

The indisputable proof of the nonexistence of the Peary Chan- 
nel automatically deprives Mr. Peary of the honor of two other 
of his claimed discoveries, namely, the insularity of Greenland 
and the East Greenland Sea. As Greenland is not bounded on 
the north by Peary Channel, the claimed discovery of a channel 
which does not exist could not prove the insularity of Greenland, 
which had already been satisfactorily determined by the ex- 
plorations of the members of the Greely expedition in 1882. 

The discovery of the East Greenland Sea by Mr. Peary was 
another claimed result of his 1891-92 expedition. The area 
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‘extending from about 82° 10’ north latitude and 31° west longi- 


tude to about 12° west longitude was mapped by Mr. Peary as 
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the East Greenland Sea. This area was discovered by Lieut. 
J. P. Koch, of the Mylius-Erichsen expedition, to be dry land. 
Koch's discovery was confirmed by the later expeditions of Mik- 
kelsen and Rasmussen, and the territory named by Mr. Peary 
“ East Greenland Sea ” is shown on the latest map published by 
the National Geographic Society as “Amdrup Land,” “ Erichsen 
Land,” and so forth, 

Another of the Peary “discoveries ” shown on Hydrographie 
Office chart No. 2142 is “Jesup Land.” This is the large island 
southwest of Grant Land and separated from it by Nansen 
Sound, and from Raanes Peninsula and Fosheim Peninsula by 
Eureka Sound. This land was discovered by Capt. Otto Sverd- 
rup in 1900 and was mapped and explored by members of his 
expedition. The island was named by Sverdrup “Axel Heiberg 
Land” and the extreme northern portion of the island was 
christened “ Svartevaeg” by him. 

Capt. Sverdrup returned to Norway in September, 1902, and 
his official report of that year places “Axel Heiberg Land” on 
the maps of the world to Norway’s credit, while its coast lines, 
sounds, fjords, mountains, and other topographical and geo- 
graphical features were mapped by him with thoroughness and 
accuracy. Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142, published by our 
Navy Department in 1903, the year after Sverdrup’s report was 
made, shows a vague mass, without distinct outline or detail of 
auy kind, across which is printed “Jesup Land.” This vague 
outline on chart No. 2142 is the only hint Peary gives of his 
alleged discovery of this land until 1907, when his book, Nearest 
the Pole, was published. On page 202 of that book he says: 

From the summit 2,000 feet above the sea level (on Grant Land) and 
of a more truly Alpine character than any that I have seen in northern 
Greenland, or Grant Land, the view was more than interesting 
East lay the wide white zone of the ice foot; west the unbroken surface 
of Nansen’s Strait, and beyond it the northern part of that western 
land which I saw from the heights of the Ellesmere Land ice cap, In 
July, 1898, and named Jesup Tand,” although Sverdrup has later given 
it the name of “ Heiberg Land.“ 

Note carefully the date on which Mr. Peary claims to have 
first seen “ Jesup Land "—July, 1898—“ from the heights of Elles- 
mere Land.” Note carefully, also, the following quotation 
from Peary's report to President Jesup and members of the Penry 
Arctic Club on his work done in the Arctic in 1898-1902. T quote 
from his report, as printed in his book, Nearest the Pole, pages 
296 und 297: 

In the — 4 Bg 1898 the Peary Arctic Club was organized, Morris K. 
Jesup, Henry W. Cannon, H. L. Bridgman, all personal friends of mine, 
forming the nucleus about which the rest of you assembled, and in May 
the Windward (loaned by Alfred Harmsworth, of London) arrived; but 
to my regret and disappointment, the machinists’ strike in England hav- 
ing prevented the installation of new engines, she was practically noth- 
ing but a sailing craft. 

te lateness of the season was such that I had to make the most of 
the Windward as she was. But her extreme slowness (3) knots under 
‘avorable circumstances) and the Introduction of a disturbing factor in 
he appropriation by another of my plan and field of work necessitated 
the charter of an auxiliary ship if I did not wish to be distanced, The 
Windward sailed from New York on the 4th of July, 1898, and on the 
Tth I went on board the Hope at Sydney, Cape Briton. 

Pushing rapidly northward and omitting the usual calls at the Danish 
Greenland ports, Cape York was reached after a voyage uncyentful ex- 
rept for a nip in the ice of Melville Bay. 
` he work of hunting walrus and assembling my party of natives com- 
menced at once; the Windward soon joined us, after which the hunting 
was prosecuted by both ships until the final rendezvous at Etah, whence 
both ships steamed out on Seturday, August 13, the Windward to con- 
tinue northward, the Hope bound for home. 

From Peary’s own statements, therefore, we must conclude 
that he has solved the hitherto unsolvable problem of how to 
occupy two widely separated points at one and the same time, 
since, according to his own report, he was occupied from the time 
of his departure from New York on July 4, 1898, until August 
13, 1898, with his journey to Cape York and his arduous work of 
hunting walrus and assembling his party of natives, while 
through some highly developed psychological and physiological 
ability he was, according to his own report, in July, 1898, view- 
ing from the heights of the Ellesmere Land ice cap—nearly 300 
miles distant—that western land which he claims te have seen 
and named “ Jesup Land.” 

It is also a geographic fact that this same western land is so 
situated that even were Mr. Peary gifted with supernatural 
vision he could not possibly have seen it at the place where he 
located it, since it is not there, but much farther south and a 
great deal farther west. On Hydrographic Office chart No, 
2142 “Jesup Land” is shown directly north of Arthur Land, 
while in reality this land which Capt. Sverdrup named “Axel 
Heiberg Land ” is not north of Arthur Land but far to the west 
of it. The National Geographic Society on its latest maps has 
removed Mr. Peary’s “ Jesup Land,” and gives Capt. Sverdrup 
credit for the discovery and naming of the land which Mr. Peary 
called.“ Jesup Land.“ Therefore, by reason of Capt. Sverdrup's 
priority of discovery and correct charting of Axel Heiberg Land, 
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Peary can not claim the honor of the discovery of the land shown 
as “ Jesup Land ” on Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142. 

Let us now examine Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, men- 
tioned in my resolution of February 25, 1915, as one of the charts 
requiring cancellation or correction. On this chart, corrected 
to January 22, 1915, we find “ Jesup Land” changed to “Axel 
Heiberg Land” and moved to its proper position. We also find 
the “East Greenland Sea” occupied by “Amdrup Land” and 
“ Erichsen Land,” while the northeastern boundary of Green- 
land has been moved eastward some 20 degrees of longitude, but 
the fictitious ‘‘ Peary Channel” is still shown on chart No; 2560 
as the northern boundary of the mainland of Greenland. 

On this same chart, northwest of Grant Land, in latitude about 
82° N. and longitude about 102° W., is an undefined body of land 
marked “ Crocker Land,” which Robert E. Peary claimed that he 
discoyered in 1906. 

Peary’s first mention of “ Crocker Land“ is found on page 202 
of his book Nearest the Pole, when, quoting from his diary of 
June 24, 1906, he says: 

From the summit, 2,000 feet above the sea level, the view was more 
than interesting. * * * North stretched the well-known ra sur- 
face of the polar pack, and northwest it was with a thrill that my 
13 revealed the faint white summits of a distant land, which my 

skimos claimed to have seen as we came along from the last camp. 

Four days later, after four days of travel westward, Peary 
writes in his diary, while at his camp at the northernmost point 
of Axel Heiberg Land (p. 207 of Nearest the Pole) : 

The clear day greatly favored my work in taking a round of angles, 
and with the glasses could make out apparently a little more dis- 
tinctly the snow-clad summits of the distant land in the northwest above 
the ice horizon. £ 

My heart leaped the intervening miles of ice as I looked longingly at 
this land, and in fancy I trod its shores and climbed its summits, even 
though I knew that that pleasure could only be for another in another 
season. 

But that pleasuve was neither for Peary nor for “ another in 
another senson ™! In 1913 the“ Crocker land expedition“ was 
sent out by the American Museum of Natural History, in New 
York, and the American Geographical Society, under the leader- 
ship of Donald B. McMillan (a member of the last Peary ex- 
pedition), to explore and chart Crocker Land. In November, 
1914, advices were received from McMillan by the museum 
stating that Crocker Land does not exist. MeMillan's own story 
is published in Harpers Monthly Magazine for October and No- 
vember, 1915. I quote from the November number, pages 925-26: 

On the morning of the 22d (of April 1914) Green got a latitude of 
81° 52° and a longitude of 103° 32°. To increase our latitude we set 
a more northerly course on the 23d and 24th, with a variation of 175 
degrees westerly. Observations on these two days put us in latitude 
82° 30’, longitude 108° 22’. We had not only reached the brown spot 
on the map (Crocker Land), but were 30 miles inland! You can 
imagine how earnestly we-scanned every foot of that horizon—not a 
thing in sight. We were convinced that we were in pursuit of a 
wiil-o’-the-wisp. * * * Our dreams of the last four years were 
merely dreams; our hopes had ended in bitter disappointment. 

In June, 1906, Peary stood on the summit of a peak 2,000 feet 
high on the northern coast of Grant Land and made his claimed 
discovery of this land, which he named Crocker Land. But 
the location of this land had already been conveniently fixed 
for Mr. Peary. It had long been a favorite theory of some 
scientists that Jand might exist in that portion of the polar sea. 
The report of the Coast and Geodetic Survey for 1904 con- 
tains a chart on which this hypothetical land is located at about 
82° north latitude and about 100° west longitude. This chart 
appeared in 1904, while Mr. Peary did not start on the trip on 
which he “discovered ” this land until one year later, in 1905. 
Thus this land, which was shown by the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey as a possibility, was accepted by Peary as an actuality 
and discovered as such, while Prof. McMillan now proves it to 
have been only an imaginary dream. 

Another feature of Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560 de- 
serving careful consideration is the presentation of a line of 
deep-sea soundings extending along the line of the seventieth 
meridian west of Greenwich from 83° 7“ north latitude to 
89° 55’ north latitude. These soundings Peary claims to have 


55 
made on his last Arctic expedition. 

As this is the only line of soundings ever claimed to have been 
made in an approximately straight line to a latitude as far 
north as 89° 55’, the results are of peculiar interest. Let us 
consider the conditions under which the soundings were made. 

It is a well-known fact, proven by Arctic explorers from the 
time of John Davis in 1588 up to the present time, that three 
sets of observations are necessary in the Arctic regions to estab- 
lish a navigator’s or traveler’s position, namely, observations 
for latitude, observations for longitude, and observations for 
compass or magnetic variation, for there, as elsewhere, the 
compass needle points neither to the geographic North Pole 
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nor to the magnetic North Pole, but varies its direction to a 
greater or less degree with every change of the traveler’s posi- 
tion. Therefore frequent and careful observations are abso- 
lutely necessary in order to determine one's position. 

Another well-known fact, proven by many Arctic explorers 
and disputed by none, is that the ice of the polar sea is not 
stationary, but is continually in motion, the average drift 
being not less than 3 miles per day, and often more, according 
to the force of the wind and the influence of various other 
conditions. This is another reason why frequent and accurate 
observations for latitude, for longitude, and for compass varia- 
tions are absolutely necessary to determine an explorer’s posi- 
tion as soon as he leaves the land. 

At a hearing before the Committee on Naval Affairs of the 
House of Representatives in 1911 Mr. Peary testified that at no 
time on the Arctic expedition on which these soundings were 
made did he or any member of his party attempt to make any 
observations for longitude; at no time during the expedition 
on which this line of soundings was made did Mr. Peary or 
any member of his party make any observations for compass 
variation; nor did Peary have with him on that expedition 
any chart showing variations already determined by other 
explorers in the Arctic regions. Mr. Peary also stated to the 
congressional committee that throughout a journey of 410 
miles over the trackless expanse of the Arctic Ocean he made 
only three observations for latitude, and these were made while 
the sun was at no time higher than 7° above the horizon, while 

an altitude of 10° aboye the horizon is the lowest altitude at 
which our Navy Department declares approximately accurate 
observations for latitude can be made. The three observations 
made by Mr. Peary for latitude were, of course, valueless 
without the correlative observations for longitude and for 
compass variation. The fact is indisputable, therefore, that at 
no time after he left the sight of land could Mr. Peary have 
known his position, since he claims to have traveled by compass, 
yet did not know the direction in which his compass needle 
pointed, neither did he know whether he was traveling on the 
70th or any other meridian, or at right angles to both. 

In marked contrast with Peary’s lack of observations on his 
so-called polar trip is Dr. Nansen’s report of his Arctic expedi- 
tion across the Polar Sea in the Fram, and Nansen’s sledge expe- 
dition toward the pole. Dr. Nansen’s scientific observations 
on this polar expedition fill six large volumes and comprise 
data of the greatest scientific interest and value. On his 
sledge trip toward the pole he averaged five daily observations 
for latitude, longitude, and compass variation, while in 37 days 
Peary made three observations for latitude only. 

The observations of the astronomer on board the Fram, in 
relation to the variation of the magnetic needle, show the 
utter impossibility of traveling in a straight line by compass 
only. I quote from volume 2, pages 33, 34, and 35, “ Scientific 
Results of the Norwegian North Polar Expedition, 1893-1896, 
by Fridtjof Nansen“: 

June 12, 1894. The needle in 8 . ‘The needle more 
— —— ee ye — 1 05 the morning. The needle much 

June 13, + (4 miles farther nent h The needle oscillated rapidly 

ckward and forward. The needle from a westerly move- 
ment. Hastward motion— 

And so forth. 

Pursuant to my resolution of February 25, 1915, I wrote the 
Secretary of the Navy, Hon. Josephus Daniels, a letter under 
date of October 5, 1915, as follows: 

Ocroser 5, 1915. 


My Dear Mr. DANIELS: Will y inform me upon just what 
data the sounding of 1.500 fathoms, 5 70 t es from the Larra E ole, was 
Placed on Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, covering the Arctic 
regions? Also please state who — “the data. 


Under date of October 19, 1915, Secretary Daniels replied to 
my letter in the following communication: 


OCTOBER 19, 1915. 
Y Dran Mn. HELGESEN : In reply to your letter of the 5th instant, 
Ne- 216, 88 8 to be informed “ - just what data the sound- 
5 fathoms 5 miles from orth Pole was ced on 
ydrographic Office chart No. 2560, — — the Arctic and 
also who furnished the data,” I have Baw state that the soundings 
shown on chart No, 2560 — 5 the 5 line of the meridian be- 
tween Cape Columbia and th — one of which is the 1,500- 
fathom — — referred to by you, were obtained from data i 

—. United States Coast and ret c Survey by Civil 8 
United States Na t said soundings were aft 
——— shed the Hydrograp! c Office = tae Coast and Geodetic Survey. 
JOSEPHUS DANIELS. 


Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman, I note that the gentleman at- 
tacks the claimed discovery of the North Pole by Commander 
Peary. Does he give countenance to the alleged discovery of 
the same place by a rival explorer? 


Mr. HELGESEN. In these remarks I am dealing wholly 
with the correction of our maps in so far as the Government has 
put anything upon them that an American discoverer claims 
to have discovered, and there is no other discoverer that I know 
of who has got anything on our maps that does not deserve to 
be there. I will come to that a little later. 

Mr. SLOAN. I notice the gentleman n of this in rela- 
tion to his resolution of February 25, 191 

Mr. HELGESEN. Tes. 

Mr. SLOAN. Has the gentleman reintroduced that resolution 
in this Congress? 

Mr. HELGESEN. I have not, because 

Mr. SLOAN. Does the gentleman intend to press this to a 
hearing, so that the whole matter of the North Pole discovery 
may be opened up by congressional investigation? 

Mr. HELGESEN. I do not, because this has already been 
settled officially by the Government. So far as Peary is con- 
cerned, he is officially off our Government maps to-day. For 
that reason I do not intend to press for any hearing on some- 
thing that is already settled. 

As this letter from the Secretary of the Navy showed that 
the data for the soundings on chart No. 2560 was furnished by. 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, I then communicated with Dr, 
E. Lester Jones, Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, in a letter dated November 26, 1915, in which I said: 


NovEMBER 26, 1915. 


hic Office chart No. 2560, 
at a distance of 5 miles from th 


The Hon. 5 Dani SAL tah f the Navy, has informed 
under date of orones 19, 1915, that the Coast and 12 Survey 
furnished the oe phic ce with the data whi this 
sounding of 1, 8 TX 5 miles from the North Pole upon 3 
graphie Office” Chart No. 

you please 3 = who furnished the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey With the data, and the exact nature of that — 7 which resulted 
in pla a 1,500-fathom sounding as above stated, and which is shown 
on 5285 of the report of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, 1910? 

furnish me with copy of report ying said 
Wee "oe system bmg ap beet to check the 3; also state by pans 
department of the Coast and Geodetic Survey Lala checking was 
Sincerely, yours, 


My Dran Dr. JONES: 
sounding of 1,500 gathoms hy in 
North Pole (89° 55 


H. T. HELGESEN. 


On December 1, 1915, I received a letter from the Coast and 

Geodetic Survey, which reads: 
DECEMBER 1, 1915, 
Refe to your letter of the 26th instant, I 

close herewith photo of two letters referring to the file 
soundings taken the tion, and a pho gor o the pro- 
file which was furnished the — — 1 ey Office Octo! 1909. 
It is e e 


ipe eng, tage ec es AeA ape A Andire been furnished b; 
tals baron (othe Hvdrographc Ofca fr, fading, Septaa, i8, O 
0 e on 0. 

The —.— recite the cireumstances —.— which these data —— 


Yours, respectfully, R. L. Faris, 
Acting Superintendent. 
As this letter did not mention the manner in which the data 
furnished the Coast and Geodetic Survey by the Peary expedi- 
tion were checked, I again wrote Dr. Jones, under date of 
December 2, 1915, as follows: 


My Dear Sir: 


DECEMBER 2, 1915. 


My Dear Dr. Jones: A letter from your d Geodetic Survey, by R. L. Faris, 
Acting Superintendent of the Coast and „ with in- 
closures, just received, in reply to my letter of November 26. 2 

Mr. Faris’s letter does not contain quite all of the Ss pana which 
I desire. a me to call your Sette to the last ip of my 
letter, which remains unanswered. I will therefore ask you to reply 
— to the following: 

Just what method or system was employed — check the data of which 
you have sent me photostat copies. Also, A pe state what depart- 
F Geodetic urvey checked data. 

As I am particular! 15 in the pas ahr . of 1,500 fatho 
located on the “ Profile of Soundings” at 89° north latitude. 
wish you would inform me if any attempt was 3 to the t 
at which N sounding was made, and if so, 4 ood verification of said 
position is in the possession of your d 

Sincerely, yours, 
H. T. HELGESEN. 


Acting Superintendent R. L. Faris promptly and courteously 
replied to the above letter on December 4, 1915: 
Ducnuunn 4, 1915. 


My Daar Sim: Referring to letter ef the 2d instant, I have 
T eee the 


h 2 the, file of 22 by fhe P edition 
facluded ali the data fu the c Office Beary Expeitiom 
for —— in the Aeinfty of the North Pole on apeta rr 
Office 2 2555 


Under the circumstances the depths of the soundings are not sus- 
tible to a check 5 hic sure 
At the time the profile of soundings was ydrogra 
Office there is no record of this bureau having data avaiable for check- 
ing the geographical position of the soundings. 


JANUARY 13, 


1916. 


I trust the above will meet your requlrements and shall be glad if you 
will call upon us whenever we can be of any assistance to you. 
Yours, respectfully, 


R. L. FARIS; 
Acting Superintendent. 
This letter of Mr. Faris's left me somewhat in doubt as to 
whether or not any data had been furnished the Coast and Geo- 
detic Survey at any time since October 30, 1909, which would 
throw further light on these soundings. I therefore wrote Dr. 
Jones again on December 7, 1915, a letter, which I quote: 


DECEMBER 7, 1915. 


Dran Dr. Jones: A reply to my letter of December 2 is just re- 
ed by Acting Superintendent R. L. Faris. 

This letter tes that you have already sent me “all the data fur- 
nished the Hydro na fice October 30, 1909, for indicating depths 
= the vicinity on North Pole on Hydrographic Office chart No, 
2560." 


October 30, 1909 
etic Survey has been furnished 


checking or verification of the hen fe cal positions of these soundings 
inoue T BB ce for your courtesy and prompt replies to my varlous 
Very sincerely, yours, H. T. HELGESEN, 
Superintendent Jones’s ultimate reply to my inquiry read as 
follows: 


Unrrep STATES COAST AND Gnopetic SURVEY, 
* Washington, December 18, 1915. 
Hon, HExRY T. HELGESEN. 


y data from any mem» 
ber of the Peary expedition of 1908-9 which would enable a determina- 
tion or verification of the eng si Position of the soundings re- 
ferred to in the profile of soundings furnished by Mr. Peary as a resuit 
of his 1908-9 expedition, to be made. 

he geograp positions of these soundings therefore can not be 
verified by the survey, and and every one of them can be accepted 
only as submitted. 
I am, respectfully, yours, 
LESTER JONES, 


Superintendent 8 Geodetic Survey. 

I have therefore, as the result of my investigation into this 
line of soundings shown on Hydrographic Office chart 2560, the 
official word of the Secretary of the Navy, in whose department 
of the Government Mr. Peary was employed at the time of and 
during his last Arctic expedition, and the official statement of 
the Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetie Survey, under 
whose department of the Government these soundings were un- 
dertaken, that they are not susceptible of checking, and there- 
fore are not susceptible of proof. 

But if not susceptible of proof, this profile of soundings fur- 
nished the Coast and Geodetic Survey by Mr. Peary as the 
most valuable scientific result of his last Arctic expedition 
is certainly susceptible of disproof, and should therefore be re- 
moved from our charts and maps. I shall illustrate by a few 
examples of the soundings as given by Peary; and in this con- 
nection I would say that in quoting from Peary’s narrative or 
book of his last Arctic expedition I am making use only of ma- 
terial offered by Peary himself as official evidence of his journey 
to the North Pole, for at the congressional hearing in 1911 he 
presented his book as testimony, and at that same hearing 
Peary stated: 

If that is in my book, I will stand by it. (See p. 122 of the hearing.) 

We note on Hydrographie Office chart No. 2560 and om the 
“profile of soundings ” furnished the Coast and: Geodetic Survey 
by Peary—a photographie copy of which is in my possession—a 
sounding of 310 fathoms claimed to have been made by Prof. 
Marvin at 85° 23’ north latitude, and another sounding of 700 
fathoms, with no bottom reached, claimed to have been made by 
Marvin at 85° 33’. 

On page 243 of Peary's book relating the story of his last 
Arctic expedition he says: 

The end of this march put us between 85° 7’ and 85° 30’. 
actual position, as figured later, was 85° 23’. 

On page 246 of the same book Peary says: 

At the next camp Marvin made a sounding and, to our surprise, 
reached bottom at only 310 fathoms— 

Thus locating his sounding of 310 fathoms one camp beyond 
85° 23’, although it is shown at 85° 23’ on chart No. 2560 and 
on the profile ef soundings. Peary states in the book that the 
“next camp” beyond 85° 23’ was at 85° 33’, so that, in order 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


The 


1037 


to be consistent, he should have located the sounding of 310 
fathoms at 85° 33“ instead of at 85° 23’. But at his claimed 
latitude of 85° 33“ he shows a sounding of 700 fathoms, with 
no bottom reached, instead of the sounding of 310 fathoms 
which he says he took at this point. It is plainly evident, therc- 
fore, that neither of these soundings was taken at the points 
indicated on chart No. 2560 and on the “profile of soundings”; 
and as there is no possible method of determining where they 
were taken, or if they were taken at all, they should be removed 
from Hydrographie Office chart No. 2560 and any other of our 
Government maps and charts whereon they may appear. 

The next sounding shown on the chart and on the profile is 
claimed by Peary to have been made by Robert Bartlett at 87“ 
15’ north latitude, and is so indicated on chart No. 2560 and on 
the profile of soundings. But neither does this position corre- 
spond with other statements made by Peary. On page 262 of 
Peary’s book he says: 

Bartlett made a sounding of 1,260 fathoms, but found no bottom. 

On the profile of soundings this sounding of 1,260 fathoms is 
shown at 87° 15’. On page 264 of the book, Peary tells us that 
the day after Bartlett made the sounding of 1,260 fathoms they 
traveled “a good 20 miles.” The following day he says they 
again traveled 20 miles (p. 266). This brought them to the 
point where Bartlett left the expedition and returned to the 
ship, which point Peary assures us was 87° 46” 49“, or a scant 
87° 47’. As Bartlett traveled 40 miles after making the 1,260- 
fathom sounding, and we are told by Peary that he reached 87° 
47’ north latitude, the place where he took the sounding must 
have been 40 miles south of 87° 47’, or 87° 7’, instead of 87° 15’ 
as shown by Peary on the profile of soundings, Therefore, while 
this discrepancy proves absolutely that Bartlett’s sounding of 
1,260 fathoms was not made at 87° 15’, as indicated by Peary, 
we have no method to determine where it really was taken, if at 
all; and I insist that this sounding also should be removed from 
all of our charts and maps where it may appear. 

The profile of soundings and chart No. 2560 also show a 
sounding whieh Mr. Peary claims to have personally made at 
89° 55’ north latitude. 

At the hearing before the Naval Committee in 1911 Peary 
described his most northern camp as located at 89° 57’ north 
latitude. Again, at the same hearing, he located it at 89° 55’, 
and yet again at 89° 52’, thus giving three different locations for 
this camp. (See pp. 31, 40, and 128 of hearing.) In the pub- 
lished hearing a quotation is made from Peary’s diary, reading 
as follews: 

Im ible to e a; 5 miles south 
Muthama, no bottom 8.25) 9 = Soe ee Le 

On page 304 of Peary’s book we find this paragraph: 

We crowded on all speed for the first 5 miles of our return journey. 
Then we came to a narro FVV 


w 
ee ee gree ether rar ags E ap- 
paratus gave us 1,500 fathoms of water, with no bottom. 


We have therefore Peary’s own statement in his book and his 
official statement made to the Committee on Naval Affairs in 
1911 that this sounding of 1,500 fathoms and no bottom was 
made at a point some 5 miles distant from his northernmost 
camp. As he loeates his northernmost camp variously at 89° 
57’, 89° 55’, and 89° 52’, it is evident that this sounding of 1,500. 
fathoms was not made at 89° 55“. Where it was really made 
no one, not even Mr. Peary, is in a position to say. 

The soundings claimed to have been made by Peary near the 
coast of Grant Land are not new to science, since in 1876 Com- 
mander Markham made soundings as far north as 83° 20’, thus. 
antedating Mr. Peary in this region by 30 years. 

This alleged profile of soundings” is of interest in its bear- 
ing on another matter, of which I shall speak briefly. At a 
hearing before the House Committee on Naval Affairs, on March 
4, 1910, Prof. O. H. Tittmann, then Superintendent of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, made the following official statement.: 


When Mr. Peary returned from the Arctic he sent us (the Coast and, 
tidal observations that he had 


made. Mr. Peary also forwarded to us a line of soundings which he 
had e ex from Cape Columbia to within about 5 miles. of the 
pole. So he forwarded those to me offi „ and that is the official 


Pole. 
Supt. Tittmann was then asked by Congressman Dawson, a 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
Gall bat ena tence Seve ht det 20s bare Dat eee 
> 0 o —— 
fa within e ee of tha pola? is there any OMENI record? 
To which question Supt. Tittmann replied: + 


I have no official evidence of that except, as I said, the line of sound- 
ings under Peary’s signature. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, since these fictitious soundings re- 
ported by Peary, which do net correspond in any way with other 
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stories related by him, are the only official evidence presented 
by Peary that he reached the North Pole, I make the unqualified 
assertion that Robert E. Peary never did reach the North Pole 
nor any place approximately near to that geographic point. Mr. 
Peary thus far has furnished no reasonable evidence that he 
has reached the North Pole, and as he testified before the Navy 
Committee that he had produced all the evidence he possessed 
it is quite evident that he never can establish his claim to its 
discovery. 

At the time of the congressional hearings on Peary’s alleged 
discovery of the North Pole an effort was made to becloud the 
issue by the introduction as evidence of 21 volumes of so-called 
scientific data procured by the expedition. These 21 volumes 
contained the tidal observations referred to by Supt. Tittmann 
in his testimony, every one of which tidal observations was 
made at a coastwise point, and the greater number of them 
before the so-called polar expedition left the ship. Not one of 
these tidal observations was made, or is claimed to have been 
made, en route to or returning from or at the place which Peary 
named the North Pole. 

A second attempt was made to becloud the issue by statements 
made to the congressional committee that the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey had received two additional volumes of meteorological 
observations made and signed by Prof. Ross G. Marvin, who 
accompanied Peary a short distance on his alleged polar jour- 
ney; but a letter dated July 26, 1915, signed by Dr. E. Lester 
Jones, Superintendent of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, shows 
that these observations were all made in 1908, while Peary’s 
sledge expedition did not leave land until February, 1909. In 
other words, these meteorological observations were all made 
prior to Peary’s departure from land. I quote Dr. Jones's letter: 

JuLx 26, 1915. 
Hon. Henry T. HELGESEN. 


My Dear Sm: Complying with your request in reference to a letter 
to Mr, Tittmann, former Superintendent of the United States Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, dated June 14, 1910, written by Commander R, E. 
Peary, advising that he was sending to this bureau two books of addi- 
tional meteorological observations and chronometer e En made 
7 . Marvin, I wish to Bay, that these volumes only refer to observa- 
tions made during the year 1908 and make no reference whatsoever to 
the year 1909. 

Iam, respectfully, yours, E. LESTER JONES, 
Superintendent. 


A third attempt was made to becloud the issue when the con- 
gressional committee was informed that Prof. Donald B. Mc- 
Millan had made certain scientific observations which estab- 
lished Mr. Peary’s claim to the attainment of the North Pole. 
I have in my possession the photographie reproduction of a let- 
ter written by Prof. McMillan to Mr. Peary, from which I shall 
quote. Note particularly the date of the letter: 

ROOSEVELT, January 9, 1909, 
R. E. Peary, United States Navy. 

Dran Sm: I have the honor to submit supplementary report on my 
tidal observations at Cape Columbia. 

Res ly, yours, D. B. MCMILLAN. 

The report accompanying this letter is dated January 4, 1909, 
showing that the observations contained therein must have been 


made before Mr. Peary’s sledge expedition left the ship in- 


February, 1909. 

The assertion is sometimes made that any denial of the authen- 
ticity of Mr. Peary’s claims is an attempt to pervert history. 
Mr. Chairman, it is this very perversion of history that I desire 
to prevent. Is it a perversion of history to deny Peary’s claims 
when they are repudiated and canceled not only by the laymen 
but by the expert scientists of those two departments, namely, 
the Navy Department and the Coast and Geodetic Survey? The 
Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Navy Department (Hydro- 
graphic Office) have repudiated and canceled Mr. Peary’s 
“Peary Channel,” thereby denying his claim also to the dis- 
covery of the insularity of Greenland. The Coast and Geodetic 
Survey and the Navy Department (Hydrographic Office) have 
repudiated and canceled Mr. Peary’s “ East Greenland Sea,” 
where high land has been found to exist. The Coast and Geo- 
detie Survey and the Navy Department (Hydrographic Office) 
have repudiated and canceled Mr. Peary's claimed discovery 
of “Crocker Land,” which has been found to be only a broad 
expanse of the Polar Sea. The Coast and Geodetic Survey and 
the Navy Department (Hydrographic Office) have repudiated 
Mr. Peary’s claimed discovery of “Jesup Land,” and on our 
charts have placed “Axel Heiberg Land ” in its stead, which land 
is shown where it actually exists, and not where the fictitious 
“Jesup Land!“ was placed by Mr. Peary. 

My resolution requesting the correction of our Government 
charts and maps of the Arctic region led to careful investiga- 
tions by the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Navy Depart- 
ment, which investigations have resulted in the cancellation of 
Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142 and the correction of Hy- 
drographic Office chart No. 2560, as witness correspondence be- 


tween Secretary of the Navy Daniels and myself, from which I 
shall quote. 

The first letter from the Hydrographic Office read in part, as 
follows: - 

Marcu 29, 1915. 

My Dear Mr. HELGESEN : I have received a copy of House joint resolu- 
tion 431, introduced in the House by you on the 25th ultimo, relative to 
certain charts issued by this office, with particular reference to Hydro- 
graphic Office charts Nos. 2142 and 2560, and I note that you find 
objections to the same in that they are supposed not to be correct. 

f you will kindly inform me what faults you find or objections you 
have to the two charts above mentioned, and any other charts, I assure 
— 55 ie information will be carefully considered and every weight 

ven A 


Very sincerely, THos. WASHINGTON, 


E 
Captain, United States Navy, Hydrographer. 

I replied to this letter, giving my objections to charts Nos. 
2560 and 2142, as I have stated them in this speech, together 
with other information too voluminous to. quote now, and on 
April 28, 1915, I received a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
which reads: 

APRIL 28, 1915. 

Mx Dear Mr, HELGESEN : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter No. 216 of the 14th instant, addressed to the hydrog- 
rapher, and certain information relative to Hydrographic Office charts 
Nos. 2142 and 2560 covering portions of the Arctic regions. 

AS to sr dag ea Office chart No. 2142, I have to state 

Py 


e chart has been withdrawn from issue and canceled. 

The department will be pleased to receive any information you may 
be aoe — eve it in connection with the contemplated revision of the 
polar charts. 


Sincerely, yours, JOSEPHUS DANIELS, 

After further correspondence relative to Hydrographie Office 
chart No. 2560, Secretary Daniels wrote me under date of 
September 17, 1915, a letter from which I quote: 

SEPTEMBER 17, 1915. 

Mr Dear Mr. HELGESEN : I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of your communication of the Ist Instant. 

n further reference to the removal of Crocker Land from Hydro- 
graphic Office chart No. I have to state that the plate of that 
chart has been taken in hand, with the purpose of removing Crocker 
Land and also for the removal of P hannel, which the expedition 
of Mylius Erichsen found not to exist, together with any other features 
which further search of records may show should need to be amended, 

Sincerely, yours, 
JOSEPHUS DANIELS. 

The above correspondence shows that the Navy Department 
has repudiated the Peary “discoveries,” as already mentioned 
by me. 

The Coast and Geodetic Survey in 1911 published a volume 
entitled “Arctic Tides,” which mentions the Peary Channel and 
Crocker Land. My resolution led to correspondence with the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, which department, after due and 
careful investigation, has issued a “corrective slip,” which is 
inserted in every copy of the publication, which “ corrective 
slip” reads as follows: 

CORRECTIVE NOTE TO ARCTIC TIDES. 

Recent exploretions have shown that Peary Channel, mentioned upon 
page 95 and shown upon the chart of cotidal tines as separating the 
extreme northern ion of Greenland from Greenland proper, does 
not exist; also that Crocker Land, mentioned upon ges 92 and 95, if 
existent, does not lie in the position indicated upon t t. 

And now the Coast and Geodetie Survey has officially repudi- 
ated all possibility of determination or verification of the fic- 
titious line of soundings claimed to have been made by Peary 
on his expedition whereby he asserts that he reached the North 
Pole, and by such official repudiation the Coast and Geodetic 
Survey has officially destroyed Peary’s last and only basis for 
his claim to the attainment of the North Pole. 

I again quote from the letter of December 18, 1915, written 
by the Superintendent of the Coast and.Geodetic Survey to me: 


This bureau has never at any time received any data from any 
member of the Peary expedition of 1908-1909 which would enable a de- 
termination or verification of the geographical position of the soundings 
referred to in the profile of soundings furnished by Mr. Peary as a 
result of his 1908-1909 expedition to made, 

The geographical positions of these soundings therefore can not be 
verified by the survey, and each and every one of them can be accepted 
only as submitted. 

E. LESTER JONES, 


Superintendent Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

Can such a repudiative decision made by the scientists of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, that department of our Government 
under whose orders Mr. Peary served on his last expedition— 
a repudiative decision reached only after careful study and 
thorough consideration of all the available data—be termed a 
perversion of history? Rather would it be a perversion of- 
history, a perversion of geography, a perversion of science, were 
these fictitious results of false claims of discovery and achieve- 
ment allowed to remain unchallenged on our Government maps 
and charts. 

That this action of the Navy Department and of the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey, resultant of my resolution of February 
25, 1915, has been accepted as conclusive by the largest firm 
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of map and atlas publishers in this country is evidenced by 
the following letter received by me from Rand, McNally & Co., 
of New York, Chicago, and London, England: 


Curcaco, December 13, 1915. 
Mr. H. T. HELeESEN. 


e map—will, we 
very detail. 


believe, meet your requirem: 
2 the world rom the 


The map o 
press, does not show the fictiti 
8 rete eries of th ket t 

ma ‘ar surpass any series of maps on the mar 
relating the kiad Surh 


Ranp, MCNALLY & Co. 

We have therefore the word of this leading firm of atlas and 
map publishers that the maps which omit “ Crocker Land” and 
the “ Peary Channel” are the most authentic of any maps on 
the market at this time. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I shall refer to another matter rela- 
tive to the correction and reissuanee of our Government maps 
and charts of the Arctie regions—a matter of justice. I refer 
to the names placed on various geographic features of the 
regions within the Arctic Circle, names placed thereon by the 
original discoverers, which names have been largely and un- 
justly removed and superseded by more recent explorers. I 
refer especially, Mr. Chairman, to those portions of northern 
Greenland and Grant Land which were explored and charted 
by an expedition under the leadership of an honorable and 
honored officer of the United States Army, Maj. Gen. (then 
Lieut.) A. W. Greely, in command of the Lady Franklin Bay 
expedition. The members of this expedition, working under 
difliculties and hardships unknown and inconceivable to ex- 
plorers of this generation, explored and mapped these regions 
with such accuracy and fidelity to detail that, although fre- 
quently confirmed, their data as presented has never been 
questioned or denied by those who have followed them. Neither 
Gen. Greely nor the members of his expedition have ever asked 
or received Government favors. Gen. Greely earned his title 
by faithful service; it is not an empty honor bestowed on him 
for claimed achievements, never performed. ‘Throughout this 
and other countries he is recognized and honored for what he 
has done, yet the names this faithful officer of the United 
States Army placed on our Government maps by right of priority 
of discovery have been omitted from our latest Government 


maps. 
In 1876 the English explorer, Aldrich, of the expedition 
under command of Sir George Nares, unfurled the English flag at 


the northern point of Grant Land, while Sir George Nares, 


believing that the American explorer, Hall, had first seen that 
point—although Hall had not reached it—named the point Cape 
Columbia as a compliment to America and American explorers. 
In return courtesy, seven years later, Gen. Greely placed the 
name of “ Nares Land“ on the land south of Nordenskiold Inlet, 
in North Greenland. 

Other portions of the northern part of Greenland have been 
known for many years as Hall Land, Hazen Land, and Wash- 
ington Land; but while these names still appear in very small 
type on Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, the name of Peary 
Land, in glaringly large letters, is spread blatantly across these 
other names of honored statesmen and explorers. This, I con- 
tend, Mr. Chairman, is an injustice which should not be tol- 
erated. 

Many other names placed on the map by Gen. Greeiy are 
omitted from Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560. These names, 
Mr. Chairman, should not be lost from our Government maps 
and charts nor should they be replaced by the names given by 
later explorers. 

The Lady Franklin Bay expedition was a Government expe- 
dition, and the Government officially accepted and printed Gen. 
Greely’s report of the expedition, as is shown by a resolution 
which passed the House of Representatives—the Senate con- 
curring—on June 17, 1886, that caused to be printed two vol- 
umes, being a report of the proceedings of the international 
polar expedition to Lady Franklin Bay, by First Lieut. (now 
Maj. Gen.) A. W. Greely. These two volumes contain maps 
and charts showing the various discoveries made by the Lady 
Franklin Bay expedition. 

I have recently received a letter from Gen. Greely, which I 
shall quote: 

WaAsHINGTON, D. C., December 11, 1915. 


To the Hon. H. T. HELGESEN, 
‘House of Representatives. 
Dear Sir: In answer to your letter of December 6, referring to 
your resolution of February 25, 1915, it is needless to say that every 


recognizes the work of his prede- 
t your wish to rep on future maps issued by the 
names given to new discoveries is right and 
proper. In addition, the displa of an original set of names by 
others is most strongly condemned by all hers, both as unfair 
and also as leading to confusion and misunderstanding. 

The follo original discoveries were named by me in honor of the 
enlisted men of the Lady Franklin Bay expedition, who. participated 
therein. The ter number of the men paid for their accomplished 
duty by N deaths. The following names were approved the 
Seeretaries of ar and Navy, and were entered. on the official 
Government map published in the official report (H. R. 49C: 18. Mis. 
. 393) : 


— Spee scrupulous] 


cessors; so t 
United States the o 


Cape Lockw and 
For President Garfield were named Garfield Coast and Gar- 
field Mountains. For Vice President Arthur, Mount Arthur and Arthur 
Land. For George Washington, Cape Washington. For E. K. Kane, 
Cape- Kane.. For the distinguished. Austrian-Hungarian explorer, Wey- 
precht Inlet. For Admiral Sir George Nares, R. N., Nares d—as 
an 5 of the farthest 75 that could possibly be seen 
by his men. hley Land for Capt. 3 energy and courage 
rescued the survivors of my e: ition. zen Land for Gen. Hazen, 
Chief Signal Officer, under whom the expedition served. Hunt Fiord, 
for the — — the Navy. Fort Conger, Conger Inlet, and er 
Mountains for tor Conger, whose influence largely brought about 
the dispatch of the expedition. 

Mount Grant (named for Gen. Grant), and Black Horn Cliffs were, 
I think, named by ay predecessors, but I serupulously retained every 
name given Bras 0 may predecessors, 

Trusting that e information given covers the ground to your 
satisfaction, 

W. GREELY, 


I am, yours, A. 
a Major General, Retired. 
Commander of the Lady Franklin Bay International Polar Station. 
As just stated, it was in grateful remembrance of the timely 
rescue of the Greely survivors, effected by the Government relief 
expedition under the late Admiral Winfield Scott Schley (then 
Capt. Schley) that. Gen. Greely named one of the lands which 
he had discovered Schley Land. This name, with others, was 
jointly approved: by the Secretary of War and the Secretary of 
the Navy, and was placed on United States Navy chart 
H. O. 963, edition of 1885, by the Hydrographer of the Navy; 
but it is now omitted from H. O. chart 2560 by a later Hydrog- 
rupher. 
In a letter dated December 29, 1915, Gen. Greely said: 
Hon. H. T. HELGESEN. 
n: the men of the Lady Franklin Ba, ition 
wea, fight oe 7 the Hydrograpner” ot the 


have a right to ress their regret that 
Navy should erase m the charts of the Navy a discovery paid for 
by lives of the men of the Army, and should indirectly relegate, in a 


measure, to ity the services of a. dis officer of the Navy, 
whose expedition in its inception and in its results engaged the atten- 
tion of the civilized world. 


A. W. GREELY, 
Major General, United States Army, Retired. 

Under date of June 4, 1915, I wrote Secretary of the Navy 
Daniels, asking him the following question: 

Who had the audacity to remove the name of a renowned admiral 
of the United States Navy (Admiral Schley) from the charts of the 
Hydrographic Office, when that name was placed on a newly dis- 
covered land by its discoverer, Gen. Greely, an henored officer of the 
United States Army? 

To this question I received no reply. I therefore wrote Secre- 
tary Daniels on November 29, 1915, requesting a reply to the 
above specific question. Apparently the Secretary of the Navy 
and the Hydrographer of the Navy Department did not wish to 
place themselves on record in writing on this matter, but under 
date of December 15, 1915, I received a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Navy, which read, in part, as follows: 


DECEMBER 15, 1915. 


on the subject of Hyd phie charts Nos. 2142 and 2560, the de - 
ment would state that, should 7 care to visit the ä fice 
examination of its charts or for afford- 


at any time for the ag mer 0 
ing any assistance in thering the work thereon, you will receive 


every consideration, 
FRANKLIN- D. ROOSEVELT, 
Acting Secretary of the Navy. 
On December 23, 1915, I called at the Hydrographic Office 
and verbally repeated my question to the Hydrographer, Capt. 
Thomas Washington: “Why was the name of ‘Schley Land’ 
omitted from Hydrographie Office chart No. 2560?” Capt. 
Washington informed me verbally that the authority and 
precedent for such action was the fact that the geographic board 
of Canada had officially removed the name of “ Schley Land” 
as a subdivision of Ellesmere Island, and as the Canadian board 
was generally accepted as authority for geographic place names 
in Canadian territory the Hydrographic Offiee of the United 
States Navy Department had taken like action. Capt. Thomas 
Washington also informed me verbally that the geographic 
board of Canada had officially decided to remove all the names 
of subdivisions from Ellesmere Island, leaving only the com- 
prehensive name of “ Ellesmere Island” to apply to the terri- 
tory thus designated. This: information Capt. Thomas Wash- 
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ington gave me verbally, acting in his official position as 
Hydrographer of the United States Navy Department, in answer 
to a question asked by me in my official position as a Congress- 
man of the United States. 

Thereupon I wrote a letter, dated December 27, 1915, to the 
minister of the interior, Hon. W. J. Roche, Ottawa, Canada, in 
which I said: 


I shall appreciate your courtesy if you will inform me if the 
geographic rd of nada has decided to remove the name of 
“Schley Land” from that subdivision of Ellesmere Island or if its 
omission from your map of “ Franklin, 1911,” was merely an inad- 


vertence. 
H. T. HELGESEN. 


I am now in receipt of the following letter from Hon. W. J. 
Roche, minister of the interior, Canada: 


OTTAWA, ONTARIO, January 4, 1916. 
Hon. H. T. HELGESEN, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sır: In reference to yours of the 29th ultimo, regarding the 
omission of the name of “ Schley Land” on our map of Franklin and 
in regard to which you ask if the geographic board of Canada had 
decided to remove name from that subdivision of Ellesmere Island 


upon by the 
companz in 
from the plate of a geological survey map and that the name of “ Schley 
Land" was inadvertently omitted therefrom by the geological survey 
draftsmen, 
Yours, faithfully, W. J. ROCHE, 
Minister of the Interior, Canada. 

The minister of the interior, Canada, therefore makes the 
unqualified statement, in direct contradiction to Capt. Thomas 
Washington, that the name of Schley Land never has been re- 
moved by the geographic board of Canada. 

Therefore after a period of seven months I have received a 
reply to my question to the Secretary of Navy; not from Secre- 
tary of the Navy Daniels, not from Capt. Thomas Washington, 
Hydrographer, but officially from the minister of the interior, 
Canada, who assures me officially that no such action as stated 
to me by Capt. Thomas Washington, Hydrographer, was ever 
taken by the geographic board of Canada. 

It is an unpleasant surprise to me that a public official, Capt. 
Thomas Washington, Hydrographer, of the United States Navy 
Department, should deliberately misinform a Congressman on 
a matter of public interest connected with his department, as 
Capt. Washington has done, and thus expose himself to ridicule 
and censure. 

If a true American official, in charge of the Hydrographic 
Office, had learned that the name of an honored American ad- 
miral had been removed from a land discovered by an American 
Army officer, he would never have quoted Canadian authority 
on the subject; certain it is he would not have done so when no 
Canadian authority exists for such action; on the contrary, he 
would make every possible effort to replace that American 
name not only on our own maps but on the maps of Canada as 
well. 

Mr. Chairman, I have reviewed this subject somewhat at 
Jength, in order that it may be a matter of record and history 
that the action requested in my resolution of February 25, 1915, 
has been taken by the scientists and heads of the interested de- 
partments of our Government, with the exception only of the 
replacing of “Schley Land” on our maps and charts; and now 
that I have proved conclusively that there is not even Canadian 
authority for the omission of that name, we hope that this name 
also will be replaced on the maps of this Government in the 
near future. 

Hydrographic Office chart No. 2142, which I asserted should 
be canceled, has been canceled and withdrawn from circula- 
tion. Hydrographic Office chart No. 2560, which I insisted 
should be corrected, is now being corrected in line with the 
suggestions made by me. And, Mr. Chairman, these cancella- 
tions and corrections have not been made as the result of snap 
judgment or hasty or ill-considered action, but only after careful 
study of the facts and data which I presented. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I shall stats that the Govern- 
ment, through the Hydrographic Office (Navy Department), 
should at once publish a new and accurate chart of the Arctic 
regions, in order that the authenticated discoveries of an Amer- 
ican Government expedition, under the leadership of an hon- 
ored officer and veteran of our Army, Maj. Gen. A .W. Greely, 
may be perpetuated; and that the map makers and scientists 
of the world may know that the fictitious “discoveries” of 
Robert E. Peary, heretofore shown on our maps, have been 
repudiated and canceled by the sworn officers and scientists of 
our Navy Department and of our Coast and Geodetic Survey, 


with the end in view that scientific truth shall prevail and that 
history shall not be perverted. [Applause.] 

If I have any time left I yield it back. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman yields back five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. I yield seven minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Bennet]. 

Mr. BENNET. Mr, Chairman, as a representative in part of 
the city of New York I want to extend my thanks to the gentle- 
man from Wisconsin [Mr. Frear], who the other day showed 
sympathetic interest in the harbor of New York and an intelli- 
gent comprehension of the fact that our harbor is not a local 
but a national proposition. Nevertheless I do not think his 
statement that our harbor has been discriminated against can be 
permitted to stand. There would be a certain advantage to the 
Representatives from New York in being able to pose on the 
floor of the House as martyrs representing a martyred com- 
munity ; but the facts would not bear us out. 

In 1868, when this country was just emerging from the great 
expense of the Civil War, it nevertheless authorized the expendi- 
ture of over $8,000,000 to improve the East River and the har- 
bor of New York and to deepen the East River to the depth of 
26 feet, a project of statesmanlike farsightedness, and, in fact, 
far ahead of the exact needs of that moment. Our harbor was 
so good that outside of that authorization we needed nothing 
élse until the time came for the 40-foot Ambrose Channel. Then 
this Congress gave us that. Then we needed the development 
along the Bay Ridge side to the extent of 40 feet, and Congress 
gave us that. 

Ten years ago, in the Fifty-ninth Congress, my then colleague, 
whose successor I now am, Col. Joseph A. Goulden, introduced 
in this House a proposition for a survey of the East River, and 
the House passed it. In the first session of the next Congress 
he introduced a proposition for another survey, this later one 
covering the entire East River, and the House passed that. 
Under that the War Department proceeded to make a most 
exhaustive survey of the needs of East River. That was re- 
ported about 1911. It went to the board of review. 

As recommended by the district engineer it called for the ex- 
penditure of $34,000,000. Our city, through our dock commis- 
sioner, did what I imagine is rather unusual. They said that 
while they recognized the generosity of the district engineer, 
we could get along with less than he had recommended, and they 
recommended that in one place where he had proposed a 35-foot 
channel the depth be reduced to 20 feet. Of course, that was 
done by the board of review. Another matter, which was en- 
tirely a tidal matter, was cut out by the board of review, and 
in the Sixty-third Congress there was recommended to this 
House the authorization of $13,500,000 for a new project for the 
East River. At the very first session after that recommendation 
came into Congress the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
reported it favorably and this House passed it, so that in the 
last 48 years the city of New York has had no legitimate com- 
plaint against the Congress of the United States in connection 
with the improvement of its harbor. But it will have a legiti- 
mate complaint if the project is not now adopted, because we 
have reached a stage in New York City where we have abso- 
lutely no frontage on channels that we can utilize for the neces- 
sary development of our harbor. Everybody knows that there 
is an embargo against export freight, and one of the reasons for 
that is that ships coming into the harbor of New York to-day 
can not find wharves at which to berth. It is not the fault of 
the city of New York. In the last year we have constructed on 
the North River, where there is access to them, piers and 
wharves which have an area of over 45 acres, and a length, 
counting the going in and coming out on the two sides of each 
wharf, of over 7 miles. We are now docking ocean liners on 
Fifty-sixth Street on the North River, something like 6 miles 
north of the Battery. where the docking commences, and we are 
utilizing the space. Therefore, if this Congress does not give the 
relief that the Sixty-third Congress recommended, for the first 
time in the history of Congress justice will be denied to the 
chief port of this country, for that is what we are. We are not 
a local proposition. The port of New York to-day is the largest 
port not only in the United States, not only in this hemisphere, 
but the largest port in the world. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time assigned for general debate has 
expired, and the Clerk will read the bill, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That deposits of coal, phosphate, oil, gas, potas- 
sium, cr sodium owned by the United States, inclu ing those in national 
forests, the Grand Canyon national monument, and the Mount Olympus 
national monument, but excluding those in national parks, military or 


other reservations, shali be subject to disposition in the form and man- 
ner provided by this act to citizens of the United States, or to any as- 
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sociation of such persons, or to any corporation organized under the 
laws of the United States, or of any State or Territory thereof, and in 
the case of coal, oil, or gas, to municipalities, 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Page 1, line 7, strike out the word “other” and insert the word 
“naval,” 5 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
that amendment be withdrawn and the one I propose be agreed to 
in its stead. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent te withdraw the committee amendment and sub- 
stitute another, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 7, strike out the words “ military or other reservations" 
and insert the following: “And any lands withdrawn and reserved for 
military or naval uses or purposes.” 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, the only purpose of this 
amendment is to make clear that lands withdrawn for oil lease 
in naval reserves shall not be included in the general operation 
of the bill. The committee reporting the bill inserted the word 
“naval,” but the question arose as to whether the word“ nayal” 
will include naval oil reservations. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin to withdraw the committee amend- 
ment? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend line 3, page 
1, by striking out the words “deposits of” and inserting the 
words “Jands containing“; and, on line 4, after the word“ so- 
dium,” insert the words “ and deposits of said mineral.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 3, strike out the words “ deposit of” and insert the words lands 
containing,” and, after the word “ sodium,” in line 4, insert “and de- 
posits of said mineral.” 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the bill as it stands provides 
for the leasing of deposits of coal, oil, phosphates, potassium, 
sodium, and so forth. The word “ deposit” is used, and prob- 
ably because on the lands for which limited patents have been 
granted the United States is the owner of deposits reserved, 
but this bill not only leases deposits, but it leases lands and 
makes an acreage charge for the same. So it seems to me that 
we should provide for leasing the land containing these minerals 
as well as the deposits. 

I assume that the Secretary of the Interior would construe 
the language of the section as giving him authority to lease 
the land, but it would be a somewhat strained construction, and 
it seems to me there would be a possibility that a lessee might 
decline to pay the per acreage charge for his land and insist 
that the bill did not authorize the Secretary to lease the land. 
That is the real important provision of the bill—the leasing of 
land containing these mineral deposits. If it were not for the 
reservation contained in the limited patents that have been 
issued, it would not be necessary to use the word “ deposits ” at 
all. I think the amendment should be adopted, because with- 
out it there would be considerable question whether the bill au- 
thorizes the Secretary to actually lease the land. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, the section under consideration 
has been submitted to the Bureau of Mines and the Geological 
Survey and to the Secretary of the Interior. They have all made 
a report on it. The thought of the committee was that, inas- 
much as it became necessary later to dispose of the surface, so 
it might be used for agriculture and deposits used for mineral 
development, we were pursuing the right course, as we did in the 
Alaska coal fields. We provide later on for the use of the sur- 
face for coal machinery, and so forth. 

Mr. MONDELL. What the gentleman says is true, but it 
is a fact that we do actually lease the land. The bill contem- 
plates the leasing of land, and there will be many leases where 
all the surface goes with the lease. Let me call attention to 
another matter which has occurred to me since the discussion 
began. The second section provides for the sale of coal lands 
under the present coal-land laws. These coal-land laws pro- 
vide for the disposition of lands and all they contain; not only 
the coal, but any other mineral; and if the first section of your 
bill does not contain a provision under which the lands may 
be disposed of, your next section is not operative to the full 
extent that it is intended it should be. 

Mr. FERRIS. May I call the gentleman's attention to the 
fact that on page 24 the bill makes provision for such deposits 
and for any part of the land which is necessary to carry on 
the work? On page 21, section 20, we reserve acres for camp 
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sites or any other work necessary. While I do not say that 
the gentleman is not right, the fact that the Geological Survey. 
and the Bureau of Mines and the Secretary of the Interior 
have passed upon it would seem to be sufficient. 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; but those gentlemen, who have not 
had much to do with drafting land legislation, might be mis- 
taken. So far as the general rule of leasing is concerned, it is 
also true that we will lease the land and all it contains, make 
an acreage charge, and in certain cases only does the bill pro- 
vide that a part of the surface may be retained. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment may not 
be agreed to at this time. I shall talk with the gentleman 
about it and consult some members of the committee, and if 
the gentleman is right we can return to it later. I am of 
opinion that the amendment would meet with some opposition 
even in the West, where I know they want to utilize the sur- 
face for agriculture, and our thought was to lease the min- 
erals and leave the surface undisturbed. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, my amendment would not in 
any wise interfere with the taking of a limited right, but it 
would make it clear that we are authorizing the Secretary to 
lease the lands as well as merely the deposits. The bill contem- 
plates that once a lease is made thereafter no limited right may 
be acquired ; if there is to be any reservation of the surface you 
provide that reservation shall be in advance of the lease, Let 
me make this suggestion to the gentleman. I do not know that 
that is so important that it would nullify a part of the intent 
of the bill if it were left out, and yet I think it is important. 
If the committee has no objection, I should be very glad to 
have the matter go over. 

Mr. FERRIS. We can return to it if we find we are in 
error about it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest to 
the gentleman from Wyoming that the only legislative thing 
done in the first section is to define who shall be qualified to 
take a lease. All the rest of the matter in that section is de- 
scriptive. The question the gentleman raises with reference to 
lands and deposits on lands is specifically covered when we 
come to treat of different deposits; and I will say to the gen- 
tleman that the language of the bill as originally introduced 
last year did contain the word“ lands“ as he now seeks to have 
it amended, and it was because of objection from Western 
States that it was feared that that might be construed as gen- 
eral authority to lease lands, and therefore might in some way 
modify our surface land laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. If the gentleman will allow me, I think he is scarcely 
correct when he says that this first section is descriptive. The 
first section is the all-important section of the bill; without this 
first section there would be no authority in the Secretary of 
the Interior or anyone else to lease any of these lands. It is 
the section which provides that certain of these lands and 
deposits may be disposed of as thereafter provided. There is 
no authority to do that now. 

Mr. LENROOT. I call the gentleman's attention to section 3, 
relating to coal, where the Secretary is authorized upon compe- 
tition, and so forth (dropping to line 25), to grant leases of 
the lands or the deposits therein through advertisement or com- 
petitive bids, and that is complete in itself. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, that is all the more reason 
why the first section should be made harmonious with the third 
section and with the second section. It is true that the third 
section when it comes to treat the matter of coal does refer to 
land. The second section does refer to lands, not in the lan- 
guage of the section but by reference to the statute. The first 
section, which is the one which lays down the new rule, which 
provides the new procedure, should be in harmony with what 
follows in the bill and what is contemplated by it. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. The second paragraph does nothing more 
than to preserve the present law with reference to coal, 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; and that law provides for the sale of 
lands, not the surface, not the deposits, but all that the land 
contains, and fee title is conveyed. The land is sold with the 
coal and any other mineral which it may contain. The title is 
a complete fee and there is no proposition of deposits, so that 
when you in the first section treat of deposits, and then in the 
second section attempt to or do, as a matter of fact, revive and 
retain the present coal-land law, which treats of lands and not 
deposits, your first section does not harmonize with the balance 
of the bill. > 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming withdraws 
the pro forma umendment, and the question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wyoming. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


COAL, 

Sec. 2. That classified coal lands or deposits of coal belonging to the 
United States, exclusive of those in Alaska, may, unless an ne an 
application for offering, or an application for lease is pending here- 
under, be acquired in accordance with the provisions of sections 2347 
to 2352, inclusive, of the United States vised Statutes, and acts 
amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto, or such lands or deposits 
may be leased, as hereinafter provided. 


Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the last 
word. I do not want to unnecessarily detain the committee, 
but this section so clearly indicates the necessity for the amend- 
ment that I offered to the first section that I want to emphasize 
the matter. As matters now stand, coal lands may be acquired 
at classified prices under what we call the coal-land law. The 
purchaser secures a fee title. This section says that classified 
coal lands may be disposed of, but the first section is the section 
which authorizes this retention of the coal-land law and the 
enactment of the detailed provisions which follow relative to 
the leasing of land. It may be there are those somewhere in the 
West who are so much opposed to the thought or idea of leasing 
that they dislike to have the word “lands” and the word 
“lensing” brought into conjunction, but we are proposing to 
Jense lands. 

That is what we are proposing to do here. We are proposing 
to sell land, and the only deposits we lease are the deposits 
contained in the lands which have been entered under a limited 
title, reserving the mineral to the United States. Therefore, if 
this bill is to be made harmonious, there should be an amend- 
ment to the first section such as I have suggested. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. MON- 
DELL] withdraws his pro forma amendment, and the Clerk will 


d. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 3. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to, and upon 
the petition of a applicant qualified under this act shall, divide 
any of the coal lands or the deposits of coal, classified and unclassified, 
owned by the United States outside of the Territory of Alaska, into 
leasing blocks or tracts of 40 acres each, or multiples thereof, and in 
such form as, in the inion of the Secretary of the Interior, will 
permit the most economical mining of the in such blocks, but in 
no case exceeding 2,560 acres in any one leasing block or tract; and 
thereafter the Secretary of the Interior shall, in his discretion, from 
time to time, upon the request of any applicant qualified under this act 
or on his own motion, offer such lands or deposits of coal for leasing 
and, upon a royalty fixed by him in advance, shall award leases thereo: 
through advertisement, by competitive bidding, or, in case of lignite or 
low-grade coals, such other methods as he may by general regulations 
adopt, to any person above the age of 21 years who is a citizen of the 
United States, or to any association of such persons, or to any corpora- 
tion or municipality organized under the laws of the United States or 
of any State or Territory thereof: Provided, That no railroad or other 
common carrier shall be permitted to take or acquire through lease or 
permit under this act any coal lands or deposits of coal in excess of 
such area or quantity as may be Ap 1 575 and used solely for its own 
use, and such limitation of use shall be expressed in all leases or = 
mits issued to railroads or common carriers hereunder. That such a 
railroad or comomn carrier may be permitted to take under the fore- 

oing proyisions not to exceed one lease hereunder upon and for each 
200 miles of its line in actual operation. The term “railroad” or 
“common carrier” as used in this act shall include any company or 
corporation owning or operating a railroad, whether under a contract, 
agreement, or lease, and any company or corporation subsidiary or 
auxiliary thereto, whether directly or indirectly connected with such 
railroad or common carrier. 


Also the following committee amendment was read: 

Page 2, in line 12, insert, after the word “any,” the word “ quali- 
fied,” and after the word “applicant” strike out of lines 12 and 13 the 
words “qualified under this act.“ 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 22, after the word any,“ insert the word “ qualified,” and 
strike out, in lines 22 and 23, the words “ qualified under this act.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 3, after the word “any,” in line 3, strike out the following: 
person above the age of twenty-one years who is a citizen of the 
United states or to any association of such persons, or to any corpora- 
tion or muni 0 under the laws of the United States or ot 
any State or tory thereof,” and insert in lieu thereof the words, 
“ qualified applicant.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next committee 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Page 3, after the word “ carrier,” in line 23, insert: 

“But shall not include spurs, switches, or branch lines operated by 
any lessee and necessary to connect the mine with the line or lines of 
any railroad or other common carrier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I moye to strike out the 
last word. t 

This section contains, it seems to me, three very objectionable 
features, and yet I shall offer no amendment to it. In order to 
amend the section and have the amendment harmonious with 
the balance of the bill the amendment would have to be of 
considerable length and contain a number of propositions. I 
did offer such an amendment last year, and, of course, the 
chairman was able to place me at a disadvantage by saying the 
amendment was so long and contained so many propositions that 
no member of the committee conld understand them all, and 
therefore no one would vote for them. That was sound logic. 
It is impossible to amend features of this bill that I think ought 
to be amended without full consent of the gentleman in charge, 
because any considerable change would require an amendment 
of very considerable length and involve a number of proposi- 
tions, and while some members of the committee might agree 
to one proposition they would not agree to the others. So, what 
I am saying about this section I am saying for the benefit of 
the gentlemen when they shall appear in conference, assuming 
that elsewhere there muy be some changes made, which is likely 
to happen. 

The first of the objections to this section is fundamental. 
It is an objection to all legislation of this kind because of the 
fact that it grants no rights to any American citizen. It gives 
no one any assurance that under any circumstances may he be 
certain of being able to secure a lease. We simply give the 
Secretary of the Interior authority to do certain things, and we 
leave it entirely in his discretion whether he shall do them or 
not. That is a very radical departure from our past legislation, 
all of which has been in the nature of the grant of certain rights 
or privileges or opportunities. No right, privilege, or oppor- 
tunity is granted in this bill from cover to cover, except one that 
I shall refer to later on that should not be granted, except as it 
may please the Secretary of the Interior to grant them, That 
is the first objection. 

The second objection is one that I called attention to last 
year in connection with the discussion of the Alaskan bill. 
Now, we are starting out to lease public coal lands. There are 
19,000,000 classified acres of them, and will eventually be twice 
as great an area if all are classified. In one place in my State 
there is a single coal field that is about 30 miles wide and 
nearly 100 miles long. It will be a great many years, it will 
be generations, it will be hundreds of years, before all of this 
land is used. Some of it probably never will be mined. In pro- 
viding for the leasing of these areas we should provide merely 
that the Secretary of the Interior may lease to applicants, or 
that applicants may secure leases, within the prescribed limits 
as to compactness and acreage. That would be a very simple 
proposition. It is the sort of provision that would naturally 
occur to anyone drafting a leasing bill, but it is not the sort 
of a provision that would occur to a bureau chief, because that 
sort of provision would not give the bureau chief and his bureau 
much to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MONDELL. That kind of a provision would not give the 
bureau chief or bureau much of anything to do in connection 
with the granting of the lease. The individual would go out 
on the public domain, find a tract of land he desired to lease, 
apply for it, and the Secretary would determine whether or not 
it were in properly compact form; and all the conditions being 
complied with, the lease would be granted and the bureau would 
not come in at all. What has been done in this bill is not to 


provide that the Secretary may lease or that applicants may 
acquire leases, but that the Secretary of the Interior shall divide 
up into leasing blocks all of the public lands of the United 
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States containing coal. If we really expect to do that, we can 
not hope to lease an acre of this land within the next 10 years. 

Let us take the situation in Alaska. There are only a couple 
of fields there which people desire to lease. They are small. 
This provision contained in the Alaskan bill is not a particularly 
onerous or trying one, because the acreage and the area is 
small; and yet in response toa recent inquiry made of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior I was informed that they could not receive 
applications because the land had not been divided into leasing 
blocks. We passed the bill on the assumption that the people 
wanted to lease immediately, and that we must open the coal 
fields of Alaska immediately. But I have been informed that 
no applications for lease could be considered, because the depart- 
ment had not even started on the work of dividing these coal 
lands up into leasing blocks. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 
me at that point? , 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 
until the railroad gets to these coal fields there is no possibility 
of offering any of them? 

Mr. MONDELL. Oh, the gentleman who is now speaking de- 
veloped a coal mine many years ago, 160 miles from the nearest 
railway, and had the mine opened, the entries driven, the cham- 
bers developed, and the mine ready for production when the 
railroad reached us, and that work required something like 
two years before the railroad came. I object to this because it 
is so unnecessary. No man would ever have thought of it or 
dreamed of it, except a bureau chief who wants work for his 
bureau, 

If you had a lot of land to lease and were willing to lease it, 
providing the lessee would conform to certain requirements as 
to compactness and certain limitations as to area, would you 
not say to him, “Go out and let us know what you would like 
to lease”? Or would you say, “We are going to survey this 
and lay it out and determine just how much you should want 
and how much you should have. While it is true you may want 
four sections, yet we will divide some of it into 40-acre tracts“? 

The fact is that no one can pick out a coal-mine location for 
some one else. There are so many questions to be considered, 
questions of the thickness and depth and situation of the veins, 
questions as to the best point of attack, questions as to the 
location of tracts, where the entries must be driven for eco- 
nomical mining, and so on. That costs money, lots of money. 
In some cases a hundred thousand dollars has been spent before 
the parties knew just where they could advantageously attack 
a coal vein. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand the gentleman’s shaft of 
criticism, it is leveled purely against the leasing system, as sug- 
gested by this bill, and not that the provisions here as to leasing 
will conflict in any way with the old system, which is carried on 
and continued by this bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. All of which proves to what little purpose, 
apparently, I have discussed this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may have five minutes more, because I do not want my 
position to be misunderstood, 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re- 
quest? 

There was no objection, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
minutes more. 

Mr. MONDELL. The gentieman from Wisconsin [Mr. STAF- 
FORD], if he had listened at all to the discussion here in times 
past, should know that I have accepted the leasing idea as to 
coal and oil long since; that I have introduced coal-leasing bills 
for a number of years. I believe that whether we like it or 
not we shall come to leasing of coal and oil lands. I do believe 
there are real benefits to be had from leasing. If the gentleman 
had done me the honor to listen yesterday to my remarks, he 
would know that real benefits are to be secured by public con- 
trol and leasing. If I had my way, I would have the leasing in 
the hands of the States; but I realize that that can not be 
accomplished. I believe that you can obtain benefits in the 
way of safety, and in the elimination of waste, and in the 
larger returns which the community receives as its winfral 


is recognized for five 


wealth is exhausted, providing you have the right kind of law. 
The only trouble with this bill is that it is not the right kind 
of leasing law. 

Mr. STAFFORD. It is not the Mondell law. 

Mr. MONDELL. I have no interest in this matter except to 
make the bill workable. I do not know any reason why we 
should invite the departments to spend millions of dollars in 
developing these areas into square or oblong or rectangular 
blocks, blocks that will not in one case out of a thousand be 
the blocks that any lessee will eventually take, because when 
the lessee comes to take his leasehold he must take it in such a 
way that he can use it to advantage. The gentleman under- 
stands that. The lessee must reach the vein economically and 
so that he can handle it in an economical way; he must have 
trackage facilities; he must attack the vein from the right 
direction. As to all these things no one can pick and determine 
for him. Do you want to incur the expense of doing the pros- 
pecting work? Why should the public stand all that expense, 
which the miner or the lessee prefers to pay, because he realizes 
no one can do it for him? I can not see any reason for it. It 
is simply inviting a vast public expenditure and inviting long 
delays before leases can be made, and will result in unsatis- 
factory conditions after it is all done. 

Now, so much for that. There is another provision in the 
bill in this section relative to leases that I do not like. There 
is a great deal of a difference of opinion as to the basis upon 
which you should fix the royalties. The royalties are fixed in 
the bill on a competitive basis. I think that is a very great 
mistake. If I were going to draw the bill I would have Con- 
gress fix the royalties or provide at least a minimum and a 
maximum; I would have Congress say something about it. 
But I would, however, very much prefer to leave the question 
of royalty to the Secretary of the Interior rather than have a 
provision like this, under which, after a man has gone to all 
the expense of prospecting and deciding and determining the 
location, dip, trend, and character of the vein, his lease is put 
up to the highest bidder and some fellow who has not spent a 
dollar, who has had no interest in the matter up to that time, 
may, by bidding a bonus over and above the royalty fixed by 
the Secretary, take away from him that which he has spent 
his time and money on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EMERSON] 
offers un amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 12, after the word “use,” insert the words which 
quantity shall be determined by the Secretary of the Interior.” 

Mr. EMERSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, all legislation necessarily should be as specific as possible. 
This section provides— 

That no railroad or other common carrier shall be permitted to take 
or acquire ork ty lease or permit under this act any coal lands or 
deposits of coal in excess of such area or quantity as may be required 
and used solely for its own use. 

Now, what does that term “use” apply to? It says: 

And such limitation of use shall be expressed in all leases or permits 
issued to railroads or common carriers hereunder. 

Then follows the provision— 

That such a railroad or common carrier may be permitted to take 
under the foregoing provisions not to exceed one lease hereunder upon 
and for each 200 miles of its line in actual operation. The term “ rail- 
road” or “common carrier” as used in t act shall include any 
company or corporation owning or operating a railroad, whether under 
a contract, agreement, or lease, and any company or corporation sub- 
sidiary or auxiliary thereto, whether directly or indirectly connected 
with such railroad or common carrier. 

Now, at some time somebody has got to determine what that 
term “area or quantity” means. I suppose the genial and 
cleyer gentleman from Oklahoma will say this is taken care of 
in some other part of this bill, but I can not find it taken care of. 

A railroad comes in and asks for a certain quantity of land 
for its use. Now, for what purpose and use? To build a track 
upon or to mine coal for the purpose of running its locomotives 
and trains? If you do not place some limitation in this law, 
some court or somebody at some time has got to place a limita- 
tion as to what is necessary for its use. Is it not far better to 
place that limitation in the hands of some one in this bill than 
to leave it open to doubt for some one to conjure. over or, 
finally, for some court in some far distant part of this country 
to determine? 

The great trouble with legislation, as a rule, is that it is not 
definite enough, and it leaves grave opportunities for questions 
to be raised, especially by large corporations who have large 
sums of money to spend in litigation, and they can finally fight 
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these matters through to a position where they can get a de- 
eision in their favor. Now, I believe in placing this arbitrary 
power of determining the area or quantity of land that any 
railroad may have in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. 
If it is taken care of in some other part of the bill, I would like 
to know it. I can not find it. Perhaps the gentleman from Okla- 
homa [Mr. Frrrts} can point to some section. I have been 
unable to find it and therefore have proposed this amendment. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I know the gentleman from 
Ohio has offered his amendment for the best purposes, and I 
know that the thing he speaks of should be done; but it is also 
my opinion that it is done, and if the gentleman will turn to 
page 27 of the bill 

Mr. EMERSON. I did not see it there. 

Mr. FERRIS. It says— 

That the 8 of the Interior is authorized to prescribe necessary 
and proper rules regulations and to do any and things necessary 
to carry out and accomplish the purposes of this act. 

Now Tet me read the paragraph where the gentleman offered 
his amendment on page 3: 

And such limitation of use shall be expressed in all leases or permits 
issued to or common carriers hereunder. 

Now, here is a general section which gives the Secretary full 
power to work out all details of all sorts, and then here is the 
specific language in the paragraph which the gentleman seeks 
to amend, which says that the thing he desires shall be put in 
the lease, and the Secretary is given the authority to write the 
lease and does execute the lease. I think that gives him the 

wer. 

7 EMERSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FERRIS. I will. 

Mr, EMERSON. But the Secretary of the Interior is acting 
in an official capacity, and the courts have ruled that if he is 
unfair, litigants may appeal, and people who have been wronged 
may appeal to the courts for mandamus against him. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The courts have decided just the opposite, 
so far as the decisions that have gone up from the Post Office 
Department are concerned. 

Mr. EMERSON. That may be true as to the Post Office De- 
partment, but it is not true as to this. 

Mr. FERRIS. All through this bill we give the Secretary of 
the Interior specific authority. I am quite sure we give him 
special and general authority to cover this. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman 0 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I should like to be heard on 
this. 

Mr. FERRIS. I ask unanimous consent that at the expira- 
tion of five minutes, three minutes ef which shall go to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor} and two minutes to 
the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Monpetr], debate on this 
paragraph and all amendments thereto be closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph and all 
amendments thereto be closed in five minutes, three minutes 
to be assigned to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Lenroor] 
and two minutes to the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL}. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, if the provision referred to 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ewerson] was a grant to the 
railroads by the terms of the act to take such amount of coal 
from the public lands as was necessary for their own use, then 
the point made by him would be well taken, that in that case 
the quantity ought to be determined by the Secretary of the 
Interior; but I want to call attention to the fact that whatever 
they get, they get under a lease issued by the Secretary of the 


Interior, and therefore the Seeretary, in issuing the lease itself, 


determines the quantity which, in his judgment, is necessary for 
the use of the company. Then, moreover, the limitation of use 
must be expressed in the lease itself. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, personally I do not like the 
provision in the bill which authorizes a railroad company to se- 
cure a coal lease. I am one of those who believe that railroad 
companies should attend to the business of transportation, and 
that business alone, and that if they need coal they should buy 
it; but the provision is in the bill. I want to call the attention of 
the Chairman and members of the committee to this fact, or 
rather, I want to propound a query. A railroad company se- 
cures a lease under this act. There is a provision in section 22 
of the bill under which— 


No corporation shall hold any interest as a stockholder of another 
eee eee eco est e take or 


corpora 
hold any interest or interests as a member of an or associa- 
tions or as a stockholder of a corporation or corporations holding a 


lease under the provisions 
braced in 


Query: Railroad companies have a great many stockholders. 
Tf a railroad company has a lease under this act, can any stock- 
holder in the company acquire a lease, and if so, how and under 
what conditions, and how much? May I hope for an answer? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. EMERSON]. 

The question being taken, the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That any person, association, or corporation holdin 
of coal lands or coal deposits under this act pot with the a ae ale 
the Secretary ef the Interior, upon a by him that it will be for 
the advantage of the lessee and the United States, secure a modification 
of his or its lease by leer additional coal lands or coal 
deposits contiguous to those embraced in such lease, but in no event 
shall the total area embraced in such modified lease exceed in the aggre- 
SAA 2.500 3 oak 

at upon satisfactory showing hy any lessee to the S ta ＋ 

Interior Wat all of the workable Sered of coal within 8 
by his or its lease will be exhausted, worked out, or removed within 
three years thereafter, the Secretary of the Interior may, within his dis- 
cretion, lease to such lessee an additional tract of land or coal deposits, 
which, including the coal area remaining in the original lease, shall not 
exceed 2,560 acres, through the same procedure and under the same con- 
ditions as in case of an ginal lease. 

With the following committee amendment: 

Page 4, line 20, strike out the word original“ and insert the word 
“existing.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, there is an unimportant amend- 
ment in line 7, on page 4, which I think has not been acted upon. 
It is to strike out the words “a modification” and insert the 
word “ modifications.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 4, line 7, after the word secure,“ strike out “a modification “ 
and insert modifications.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. T. That for the privilege of mining or extracting the coal in the 
lands covered by his lease the lessee shall pay to the United States such 
royalties as may be specified in the lease, which shall be fixed in ad- 
vance of offering the same, and which shall be not less than 2 cents per 
ton of 2,000 pounds, due and dogo at the end of each month succeed- 
ing that of the extraction of t coal from the mine, and an annual 


rental, payable at the date of such lease and annually thereafter, on the 
lands or coai deposits covered by such lease, at such rate as ma 


The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 

Page 6, line 6, after the word “of,” at the beginning of the line, 
insert the words “ diligent development and.” 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to what strikes me as an omission in this section. These 
leases, or many of them, are to be under competitive bidding; 
the Secretary fixes the royalty which must be paid, and then 
there is to be competitive bidding. I suppose that competition 
might be in the offering of additional royalty or the offering of 
a bonus. One objection to that sort of thing is that it gives the 
fellow with the longest pole the chance to get all the persim- 
mons. The man who has the ready cash for a bonus can get a 
lease away from a poor man who has not the bonus price. One 
of the arguments to persuade people that Federal leases will not 
be as bad as they have feared was that the poor man could open 
a coal mine under a lease when he could not afford to buy the 
land ; but if he has to compete with a man who is ready te pay 
a bonus, then he would be no better off than he would if he had 
to buy the land. 
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Rut that is not what I started in to discuss. The bill pro- 
vides for the bonus or additions to the royalty. But this sec- 
tion very clearly states what the lessee shall pay, and having 
set out specifically what he shall pay, nothing more can be 
required of him. Section 7 says: 

That for the eh Mena of mining or extracting the coal in the lands 
covered by his 

And I want the chairman to give me his attention, because he 
does not want this to get away from him; he does not want to 
make provision for bonuse; and then let the fellow with the 
bank roll defeat the poor man and afterwards find that he can 
not collect the bonus from the lessee. 

The section says: 

The lessee shall pay to the United States such royalties as mes d — 
specified in the lease, which shall be fixed in advance of offering th 
same, 

And then, a little farther down, it says: 

And an annual rental, payable at the date of such lease, 

And so forth. 

There is thus set forth clearly in this section what the lessee 
is to pay, and haying set forth what he is to pay he can be 
required to pay no more, under a proper construction of the 
statute. 

It is true that when the lease is advertised the Secretary will 
expect a bonus, a bonus in cash or in additional royalty over 
and above the royalty which the Secretary has fixed. But in 
this section which determines what the lessee shall pay it is 
made very clear that he can not be called upon to pay anything 
but the royalty that the Secretary fixes in advance and his 
annual rental on the land. In the proper place there should 
be a provision that the successful bidder should also pay 
“such bonus or additional royalty as may have been offered 
by the bidder at the time of the competition.” Something 
of that sort, it seems to me, ought to be in the bill or you 
will find that you can not collect these bonuses. I do not believe 
in the competitive bidding on leases, but if we are to have them 
let us provide for the payment of the bonus bid. 

I want to call attention to another provision in the bill to 
compliment the committee. I want to emphasize the compliment, 
because I can not repeat it frequently in the discussion of the 
bill. [Laughter.] One of the difficulties in getting anyone to 
approve public leasing is due to the fact that at the beginning 
those who favored it were inclined to be so unreasonable in their 
requirements that it frightened everybody out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. FERRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Wyoming have five min- 
utes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. One of the trying questions was the length 
of the lease. A good many people were of the opinion that 
leases should be very brief. They got thé idea that the public 
should in a brief period be able to recapture, or, if not recapture, 
make new and different terms. That was all a mistake. There 
are perhaps only a few people that have my view of it, that the 
whole recapture idea is a mistake and will be a burden to the 
consumer. But in this case the committee has entirely got away 
from the short lease and recapture business and concluded that 
the proper term of a coal lease is forever and amen, for they 
fix an indeterminate period, which means a period that will run 
on forever if the lessee does the right thing. 

They provide, however, that at the expiration of certain pe- 
riods there may be, and shall be, a readjustment. That, in my 
opinion, is the form of lease that should be made, and as to that 
feature of the bill I am heartily in accord with the committee. 
I am wondering why, having been so wise with regard to the 
period of a coal lease, the committee turns right about face, and 
when they came to an oil lease made it for 20 years when, as 
a matter of fact, the oil operator would in many cases be sub- 
jected to greater loss at the expiration of his brief lease than 
would the coal operator; and if it is proper to do this, which 
is in the interest of the consumer of coal, in my opinion, then 
why should we chop off a power lease at the end of 50 years 
and recapture the property? It does not seem to me that the 
committee has been entirely consistent. While I approve this 
feature of the bill, I can not approve the provisions which fol- 
low, and a little later I want to discuss the provisions with 
regard to oil. It seems to me this very proper provision of an 
indeterminate lease is the same sort of provision which we 
should make with regard to oil leases. 


Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, I really think the gentleman 
from Wyoming [Mr. MonpErt} is more intelligent than he seems 
to be in his discussion of this question. He asks why we have 
an indeterminate lease in the case of coal. He asks why we 
have not an indeterminate lease in the case of water power. He 
wants to know why we have a determinate lease in the case of 
oil. I am sure the gentleman when he reflects must realize the 
purpose of those distinctions. In the first place, in the case of 
coal, a very large body of coal may take a very long time to 
exhaust. The gentleman says that he has had some experience 
in oil. If he has he knows that at the end of a certain period 
the production of an oil well decreases—is very much less than 
it was at the time it was first drilled and discovery made; and, 
therefore, in the interest of the operator, in the interest of fair- 
ness, at the end of a long period there should be opportunity 
to readjust the rentals and royalties, because an oil well produc- 
ing 10 barrels of oil a day ought not to pay as large a royalty 
proportionately as an oil well producing a thousand barrels of 
oil a day. Then, as to water power, the gentleman ought to 
realize that in dealing with these resources they are entirely 
of a different class than dealing with water power. We are 
exhausting these resources in the leasing of them. A lease of 
oil or coal is really not properly a lease. It is an actual dispo- 
sition of the very thing itself, a disposition of the coal, a dispo- 
sition of the oil; but in the case of water power the same amount 
is there at the end of 20 years that there was in the beginning, 
but conditions may then have so changed that there ought to 
be a readjustment of the terms and conditions of the lease. In 
the one ease we are exhausting the thing we are disposing of, 
or leasing, and in the other ease it is not exhausted at all. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I am sure that the gentleman. from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Lengoor], is more intelligent than one might judge from his 
discussion. I am sure he is. ‘He says that we should have an 
indeterminate lease on coal and not on oil, because a coal mine 
lasts longer than an oil well. It may last 20 or 30 or 40 or 
50 years, whereas an oil well may not last so long, therefore 
the coal lease should be for a long period, he says, forgetting, 
evidently, that he does not approve a long or indeterminate 
lease on it, but we should not have an indeterminate water 
power, which lasts forever. There may be some logie in that 
sort of argument, but I do not gather it. The only interest we 
have as legislators, or should have—and I am sure the only 
interest we have—is. to give the people the very best benefits 
from the use and development of these resources. We want 
the largest developments, and we want the people to secure the 
products at the lowest price, and we will do that most effectively 
as we least disturb. the tenure, because the moment you disturb 
the tenure you give an excuse for piling up charges to pay for 


the losses incident to the disturbance of the tenure. Therefore 


this is a very excellent provision. An oil well, it is true, does 
not ordinarily last as long as a coal mine, but that is no reason 
why the lease should not also be indeterminate. It may last 
longer, but in any case there is no reason why the royalty 
should not be readjusted at frequent intervals. 

If it be deemed wise to readjust the royalty at more frequent 
intervals in the case of oil than in the ease of coal, I should not 
quarrel with that kind of a proposition. I think it might be 
wise, but there is not, in my opinion, any reason why there 
should be a limitation in the lease in the case of oil and no 
limitation in the period of lease in the case of coal. The basic 
facts are these: We want large development, we want cheap 
service, and in my opinion we shall secure them most effectively 
as we allow these enterprises, always under public control, to 
run along in the even tenor of their way, without sudden 
changes in the conditions that surround them that may cause 
great losses which will be borne not by the operators but by 
the consumer, for finally it all comes back to the man who buys 
the current, the man who buys the oil, the man who buys the 
coal. He is eventually the burden bearer, and therefore we 
make a very great mistake if we imagine we can lay burdens 
or put obstacles in the way of development that will not 
eventually be placed on his shoulder. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
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license or permit, for not to exceed 160 acres, upon condition that such 
municipal corporations will mine the coal therein under proper condi- 
tions and dispose of the same without profit: And provides further, 
That the ap PERAR or holding of a lease under the preceding sections 
of this act shall be no bar to the acquisition of such ct or operation 
of such mine under said limited license, 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. FERRIS. Does the gentleman from Wyoming wish to 
be heard on this section? was going to ask unanimous con- 
sent not to read the part that was stricken out. 

Mr. MONDELL. I want to be heard on this section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mox- 
DELL] is recognized. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. As a matter of fact, I do not want to be heard on 
this section. I think the section is all right, but I do want to 
refer to a matter that has temporarily escaped me. 

This legislation with regard to coal contains no provision for 
preliminary prospecting. The oil sections of the bill provide 
for a prospecting permit. The coal sections of the bill do not. 
I think it is a very great mistake not to make such provision. 
The gentlemen want to have their legislation harmonious. They 
will remember they had a provision for an exclusive prospecting 
period on water-power sites, a provision which, in my opinion, 
was altogether unnecessary and might in some cases lead to 
great injury and hardship, because all there is to do on a 
water site is to survey, and half a dozen surveying parties, if 
they are friendly and decent, can survey at the same time the 
same territory. I have frequently seen it done. But no two men 
can amicably or profitably prospect the same ground for min- 
erals with a view of opening a mine. 

It will not charge the committee, or any member of the 
committee with having drafted this bill, but whoever drafted it 
evidently had in mind a developed coal field. Let us imagine 
such a coal field as there is down in the district represented by 
our honored friend, the chairman, where the vein lies under 
comparatively level ground at a uniform depth bélow the sur- 
face and is practically the same in character wherever found. 
A shaft can be sent down almost anywhere, and the place to 
open the mines is the point along the line of the railroad, 
already built, where you can get a sidetrack. That is all 
there is to it. And if that were the situation everywhere it 
would not be necessary to have a prospecting permit. 

If I may be allowed to refer to a little personal experience, I 
will say that years ago I spent over two years of very hard 
work and a great deal of other people’s money and a little of 
my own trying to find a certain place in a coal vein where the 
coal was thick enough and good enough and the conditions 
were such as to make it possible to successfully open a mine. 
That period of prospecting was a long, arduous, and expensive 
one, and my experience was a common one in the development 
of coal fields. If we are to lease these lands, we certainly 
ought to give the prospective lessee an opportunity to go on 
the land, to prospect the ground, to determine the proper point 
in which to attack the vein, and to determine the areas which 
he needs for his development. And I think two years would be 
brief enough. We provide for that under a water-power bill, 
where it is not necessary. We provide for it under the oil 
section of this bill, but we make no provisions here, and nobody 
has told us why. 

Mr. FERRIS. The committee has transposed phosphates and 
oil in the bill. We just took up the phosphate provision bodily 
and transposed it. I ask unanimous consent to omit the read- 
ing of the phosphate provision entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks 
unanimous consent that the reading of the amendment com- 
mencing on line 20, page 7, and extending to and ending on line 
7, page 10, be omitted and the amendment be adopted. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


OIL AND GAS. 


Sec. 14. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, 
under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, to grant to any 
applicant qualified under this act a prospecting permit, which shall 

ve the exclusive right, for a period not exceeding two years, to pros- 
pect for oil or gas upon not to exceed 640 acres of lands wherein such 
deposits belong to the United States and are located within 10 miles 
from any producing oil or gas well, and upon not to exceed 2,560 acres 
of land wherein such deposits belong to the United States and are 
Situated over 10 miles from Ray roducing oil or gas well, upon condi- 
tion that the permittee shal in drilling operations within six 
months from the date of the t, and shall, within one year from 
and after the date of permit, drill for oil or gas tọ an aggregate depth 
of not less than 500 feet, and shall, within two years from date of the 

rmit, drill for oil or gas to an aggregate depth of not less than 2,000 

eet. Whether the lands sought in any such application and permit 
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are surveyed or unsurveyed the applicant shall, prior to filing his appli- 
cation for permit, locate such lands in a 3 compact form and 
according to the legal subdivisions of the public land surveys, if the 
land be surveyed ; and in an approximately square or rectangular tract 
if the land be an bp tract, the length of which shall not exceed 
two and one-half times its width, and if he shall cause to be erected 
upon the land for which a permit is sought, a monument not less than 
4 feet high, at some conspicuous place thereon, and shall post a notice 
in writing on or near said monument, stating that an application for 
permit will be made within 30 days after date of said notice, the name 
of the applicant, the date of the notice, and such a general description 
of the land to be covered by such permit by reference to courses and 
distances from such monument and such other natural objects and per- 
manent monuments as will identify the land. Manag the amount 
thereof in acres, he shall during the period of 30 days following such 
marking and posting, be entitled to a preference right over others to a 
permit for the land so identified. The applicant shall, within 90 days 
after recelving a permit, mark each of the corners of the tract described 
in the permit upon the prensa with permanent monuments, so that the 
boundaries can be readily traced, and shall post in a conspicuous place 
upon the lands a notice that such permit has been granted and a 
description of the lands covered thereby: Provided, That in the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska pr E permits may be granted for periods not 
exceeding four years, actual drilling operations shall within two 
years from date of permit, and oil and gas wells shall drilled to a 
depth of not less n 500 feet within three years from date of the 
permit and to an aggregate depth of not less than 2,000 feet within four 
years from date of permit: And provided further, That in said Territory 
the sppiicant shall have a preference right over others to a permit for 
land identified by temporary monuments and notice posted on or near 
the same, for six months following such marking and posting, and upon 
receiving a permit he shall mark the corners of the tract described 
in the permit upon the ground with permanent monuments within one 
year after receiving such permit. 
Also the following committee amendment was read: 
Page 10, line 9, strike out the figures “i4” and insert “9.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Also the following committee amendment was read: 


Page 10, line 10, after the word “ such,” insert the words “ necessary 
and proper,” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
mittee amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Also the following committee amendment was read: 

Page 12, line 1, after the word “ traced,” Insert the words “on the 
ground.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the com- 
mittee amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

We have reached the section of the bill relating to oil and gas 
and the provision relative to a prospecting permit, to which I 
referred a moment ago. The provision for a prospecting per- 
mit is a most excellent one. The committee, however, has laid 
down an arbitrary rule as to the size of the prospecting per- 
mit which it seems to me is not wise or reasonable. 

The committee evidently proceeds on the assumption that 
land within 10 miles of a producing well is in the nature of 
developed oil territory, and that the land beyond is new, yirgin, 
wild-cat territory. Well, that is rather a violent assumption. 
No hard-and-fast rule can be laid down. Land within half a 
mile of a producing well may be the most unlikely of all the 
land for miles around, from a productive standpoint. It may 
be in an entirely different geological horizon. Faults may 
occur that radically change conditions. A well located near 
the base of an anticlinal may be the outside limit of successful 
or profitable production. The provision fixing a certain acreage 
here and a certain acreage there in these prospecting leases, de- 
pending on distance from a producing well, is purely arbitrary 
and not based on any rule of reason. 

But what I want to call attention to is something that fol- 
lows this. I want to discuss it briefly now, and I shall want 
to discuss it more fully on the next section. This is a leasing 
bill, so taken and accepted, and so “ denominated in the bond”; 
and yet, so far as oil is concerned, it is a law under which we 
propose to give away, without money and without price, 25 per - 
cent of all the oil lands of the country. 

The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Ferris] held me up to 
scorn—as I assume he supposed—when the gentleman from Colo- 
rado [Mr. Taytor] was addressing the House, when he said that 
I proposed to give to those developing power public lands at the 
rate of $1.25 to $20 an acre. Of course, my theory is that a 
piece of public land that is not worth over $1.25 an acre ought 
not to be sold for more than $1.25 an acre. If some one will 
take such land and develop water power on it, he will do a good 
thing for the community. 

Mr. FERRIS. He will turn around and put a water power on 
that he gets for $1.25 and give it a valuation of $15,000,000 and 
base his price to be charged to the consumer upon that; and that 


The question is on agreeing to the com- 
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is what they are doing out there. That is what we wanted to 
prevent here. à 

Mr. MONDELL. The Secretary, under the power bill, will in 
certain cases fix the rates. In most cases it is controlled by the 
States. He is not supposed to fix rates that will be confiscatory. 
Of course, if a power company can take land that is worth $1.25 
and assume that it is worth $15,000,000 and fix a rate based on 
$15,000,000 and get the Secretary or a State public-service com- 
mission to fix or approve rates based on such a valuation, injus- 
tice is done; but we can not assume anything of the kind will be 
allowed. The gentleman would have us believe that after all 
we were going to be gobbled up by these corporations; that the 
communities and public-service commissions will neither protect 
themselves nor the public. What will you do? 
hand LENROOT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 

ere? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming yield 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 
whatever the value of the water power is, the right-of-way value 
can not be considered as the value of the property itself, as it 
would be if it were in private ownership. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
has expired. 

Mr. MONDELL. I would like to have a little more time. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Wyoming may have five minutes more, and 
that at the expiration of that time debate on this paragraph close. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s 
request? 

Mr. EMERSON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Chair- 
man, I would like to ask the chairman of the committee to ex- 
plain in a minute or two why he gives so much time to Alaska? 
He gives four years. On page 12, line 4, the bill reads: 

Provided, That in the Territory of Alaska prospecting permits may 
be granted for a period not ex g four years. 

Mr. FERRIS. If the gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. Mon- 
DELL] will yield to me just a moment, I think I can explain it. 

Mr. MONDELL. Very well. 

Mr. FERRIS. In the conditions of Alaska, some parts of 
Alaska, they can work all the year round, particularly along 
the coast, but elsewhere they can work only in the summer, so 
that in hauling machinery in there, with their poor facilities 
and lack of railroads, much more time is required. Representa- 
tives of the Geological Survey and the Bureau of Mines came 
before us and explained that there should be a little more lati- 
tude given up there so that they could get material in. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming will pro- 

ceed. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Lenroor] reminds us that the fear expressed by the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS], his colleague on the 
committee, is unfounded; that we are not going to allow rates 
to be fixed on a fictitious valuation of water-power sites any 
more. Would a public-service commission in a State approve a 
rate based on such fictitious value? 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman permit me to answer? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes. 

Mr. LENROOT. In the gentleman’s bill he proposed a grant 
of these sites, and that grant being made, no public-service com- 
mission of any State could do otherwise than give to that corpo- 
ration, in fixing the rate, the value in the market of that grant, 
while under our proposition it is expressly provided that they 
shall take nothing for the value of it. 

Mr. MONDELL. All of which is the gentleman’s opinion, 
but none of which is true. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LENROOT. Will the gentleman yield once more? 

Mr. MONDELL. If I can have another minute. I want to 
talk about this next section. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. LENROOT. Perhaps the gentleman does not know that 
in the West public-service commissions to-day are doing the 
very thing that he says is not true. 

Mr. MONDELL. They must have some very weak sisters of 
public-service commissions. That is not the situation in my 
State. The value of such a site, in addition to what it costs, 
is the value of the improvements and betterments. That would 
be a fair basis of rates here. 

Mr. FERRIS. Some States not only have weak public-service 
corporations, but some States do not have any at all. 

Mr. MONDELL, There is only one State in that situation. 


Mr. FERRIS. Oh, no; there are several. 

Mr. MONDELL. I repeat what I have said here before, that 
I do not agree with the gentleman that if there is a State in 
the Union that will not protect itself you can protect it success- 
fully from Washington. I am paying more for my electric light 
right here in Washington than I pay in the little berg in Wyo- 
ming in which I live; and if Federal control is such a good 
thing why on earth do we not get to work and reduce the rates 
here in this city where coal is so cheap and where there is enor- 
mous water power undeveloped right at our doors? 

In the minute I have remaining I want to call the attention 
to the next section of this bill, under which, speaking of giving 
things away, the gentlemen of the committee propose to grant 
in fee simple oil lands that may be worth anywhere from $1,000,- 
000 to $20,000,000 ; 640-acre tracts of land are given away. You 
remember the old jingle: 

This is the day they give babies away 
With a half a pound of ten. 

This is the day when we give away 640 acres, right on the 
dome of the best oil fields in the West, to any fellow who wants 
to come along and take it. That is the provision of your bill. 
When it comes to giving things away, subsidizing corporations, 
handing out the public domain, here is a lovely provision, the 
like of which no one ever dreamed of until this bill was sub- 
mitted. I will venture this assertion: That if any gentleman 
from the West had brought in a bill containing such a provi- 
sion as is the next section he would have lost every shred of 
standing that he ever had or hoped to have in the House and 
would have been pilloried here and elsewhere the country over 
as the most unprincipled and conscienceless looter of the publie 
domain that ever came down the trail. [Laughter] 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman from Wyoming 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this section has been closed. r 

Mr. MONDELL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man from Oklahoma may have five minutes. 

Mr. FERRIS. No; go ahead. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma objects. 
The Clerk will read. 

The Olerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 


ae shall be entitled to a patent for one-fourth of the land em- 
raced in the prospecting permit, such area to be selected 


ms in th 
istrict in which the land is 


produced therefrom during the remainder of 
his rmit, as may be fixed by the Decretarg of the Interior, and the 
tract and deposits of oll or gas therein shall thereafter be subject to 


lease as prescribed in section 16 hereof. 

The following committee amendment was read: 

Page 12, line 19, strike ont the figures “15” and insert the fig- 
ures 10.“ : 


The committee amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I understand that there is 
to be considerable debate on this section, and I suggest to the 
chairman of the committee that it go over until to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr, FERRIS. That is what I intended to do. I move, Mr, 
Chairman, that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CuULLOP, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 406) 
to authorize the exploration for and disposition of coal, phos- 
phate, oil, gas, potassium, or sodium, and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Howext, by unanimous consent, was given leave of absence 
for three days on account of illness. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
The SPEAKER. The letter of the Secretary of the Navy, 
with reference to estimates was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and it should have been referred to the Com- 
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mittee on Appropriations. 
reference will be made. 
There was no objection. 


RURAL CREDITS. 3 
Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tha 


Without objection, the change of 


the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. HELVERING, be allowed to ad- 


dress the House for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Kansas be allowed to 
address the House for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
it is not my intention to take any length of time in discussing 
the proposition, but I want to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that the rural-credit bill which will be introduced in 
the House will not, in my opinion, fill the needs of the people in 
the district where I live, and therefore I introduced a bill a few 
days ago. To-day my purpose in rising is to have printed in the 
Recorp an explanation of that bill. It is somewhat lengthy, and 
I will not take the time to read it, but will ask unanimous con- 
sent to print it in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the subject of 
rural credits. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 

RURAL CREDITS—THE NEED OF A SYSTEM WHICH WILL BRING RELIEF 

WITHOUT UNDUE DELAY. 

Mr. HELVERING. Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to 
introduce a bill dealing with rural credits. All political parties 
were on record as favoring legislation which would bring relief 
to those who are engaged in agriculture, and it was my hope and 
belief that the responsible committee would report a measure 
which would be practical and which would bring relief needed 
at the lowest possible cost. 

Disillusionment came with the introduction of the bill favored 
by the commission in the Sixty-third Congress. That bill was 
not scientific, and it held out no certain promise of relief. It 
was founded on the theory that each community could and would 
capitalize a land bank. It provided no machinery by which the 
bonds of these community banks could find a market, and, there- 
fore, in all probability they could and would sell only to the 
people of the community in which the bank was located. People 
in other communities could not well judge of the security behind 
such bonds; and to invest in them, with such lack of knowledge, 
would be a gamble pure and simple. 

I pointed out that error in public addresses as to the bill in- 
troduced in the last Congress, and it is gratifying to learn that 
its author has come around to the same point of view. At 
least, he now favors the linking of the community units with re- 
gional banks, and by so doing gives greater assurance of the 
marketing of the bonds. However, I do wish to call attention 
to the statement of the gentleman from Indiana incorporated in 
Document No. 679 of the Sixty-third Congress. In that state- 
ment he opposed the centralization of a land-bank system and 
defended the plan of individual banks. He said: 

As a result it (the commission) became convinced tbat the system 
outlined in the bill which it had formulated possessed advantages 
which a central bank would not possess and encouraged competitive 
banking to an extent that would not be possible under a bill providing 
for a central institution. 

In answer to the above I felt compelled to say: 

Not one argument advanced removes the objection to small 
units or disproves the advantage of a system linked closely 
together and at all times under Federal control. 

The arguments in favor of the Federal Reserve Banking Sys- 
tem and its assured success furnish the evidence as to the need 
of the regional reserve system as applied to land banks. 

Furthermore, the attempt to install township units, privately 
managed and conducted for private gain, would militate against 
the sale of the bonds. Land bonds would have only a local 
yalue, for there would be so many of them and at such varying 
prices that there would be no stability in value to attract either 
the investor who is looking for a safe investment for himself 
or for the placing of trust funds. The ability to market a bond 
at a low rate of interest is linked with the known safety of the 
security. Under the bill favored by the commission there would 
not and could not be such stability. Under the measure which 
I advocate the security would be equal to that of any Gov- 
ernment bond, and would in time of stress have a greater value, 
for the reason that it would not only have the guaranty of the 
Government, but would have behind it assured assets which 
could not be destroyed. 

And while the guaranty of the Government is an essential 
in remoying suspicion and in breaking down the prejudice of 
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the unenlightened, it does not necessarily follow that such guar- 
anty will entail any expense upon the Government. The security 
behind the bond is more than ample to protect the Government, 
and when the time comes that we can secure the adoption by the 
States of better methods of registration of titles, transfers, and, 
if possible, the elimination of exemption clauses, these bonds 
will be the best known form of investment in the country at the 
rate of interest permitted. 

And the bill now presented by the gentleman from Indiana 
is an admission that he has seen his error and now favors the 
centralization of the land-bank system. He was wrong in 1914, 
and I believe that he is wrong in 1916; and it is in the hope that 
I can centralize attention on the errors and secure certain relief 
for those engaged in agriculture that I have introduced a rural- 
credits bill, and now issue this statement. 

My opposition to the measure recommended by the commis- 
sion is based on the belief that any benefits to accrue from it are 
problematic. Somewhere, at some time, and in some way it 
holds out hope, but the success of the measure would depend 
wholly upon the readiness of local capital to invest in unit banks 
and upon the readiness of capital in general to invest in regional 
banks. Im each case its success would depend upon the assur- 
ance that capital invested would earn a profit. If it did, it 
would be at the expense of the borrower; and if it did not, the 
system would surely fail. 

A very clever writer once described the inhabitants of the earth, 
animal and human, as being infested with fleas. The larger 
fleas provided sustenance to smaller fleas, and so on ad infinitum. 
This thought is forcibly impressed upon me when I read the 
measure brought forward by the commission. The efforts of 
humanity have been largely directed to the elimination of some 
of the fleas which trouble us, but he would reverse that policy 
and provide for the establishment of an entirely new class of 
interest-earning fleas to prey upon the landowners. He would 
have local bank units taking toll in each community, and he 
would have another set of interest absorbers higher up whose 
duty it would be to see that the regional banks were profitable— 
all at the expense of the landowners. 

While the American people are partial to independent banks, 
yet we all know that the incentive to establish such banks lies 
in the opportunty to earn unusual profits. Remove that iu- 
centive and the number of banks would not be sufficient for 
the ordinary needs of business. The desire to make these enor- 
mous profits was well shown by Comptroller Williams in his 
recently published statement as to the usurious rates charged, 
not in isolated sections but all over the country. If the land 
banks were in position to earn large profits they would fall 
short of giving the maximum amount of relief to the land- 
owners—and that should be the primary object of any legisla- > 
tion enacted. If they did not earn such profit they would not 
attract capital; if they did earn large profits, then the farmers 
would have to carry that extra load. 

True, it might be that the spirit of cooperation would induce 

communities to found such banks, such as has often been done 
as to community stores and elevators, without regard to profit. 
The commission which is responsible for the Moss bill is on 
record as pointing out the difference between conditions in the 
United States and those in Germany. These conditions can not 
be changed in generations and they afford the best argument 
why a purely cooperative system is foredoomed to failure. Not 
one of the men who fayor cooperative banks have been able to 
explain away these condition. The European farmers, living on 
the same land for generations, from forebears down to the pres- 
ent holders; men of the same common blood and living in close 
proximity to each other know each others limitations and possi- 
bilities and furnish the soil upon which cooperation thrives. In 
America, where few men have more than a slight knowledge of 
their neighbors, where the spirit of individuality is fostered, 
and where suspicion is more often found than confidence, each 
man wants to work out his own destiny and does not favor the 
cooperation which would lift up his neighbor while it may benefit 
himself. 
' We have to deal with conditions and not theories, and the 
commission has pointed out the very reason why cooperation 
would be but an experiment and one in which we could not pin 
faith of success. 

Here I wish to insert the exact language used by the commis- 
sion in its report. It is pertinent and applies to the bill intro- 
duced by the committee, as well as to any bill which is based 
on cooperation. The commission said: 

In considering the conditions in Germany as applying to the condi- 
tions in the United States, the essential points of difference between 


the two countries should always be borne in mind. In size the German 
Empire is about equal to the area of Texas, after cutting off from 
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In ulation the 
or nore than two- 


Texas an area as large as the State of Alabama. 
German Empire contains about 68,000,000 people, 
thirds of the population of the whole Unit States. In intensive 
farming the Germans are ahead of our own farming population, and 
the avera roduction in Germany has increased greatly, while our 
average seid ner acre has increased but slowly. In rmany the 
population in a given district is largely homogeneous and the indi- 
vidual is, so to speak, attached to the soil, the same farms contin 

in the same families for generations. In this country such a condi- 
tion is seldom found. In Germany, on account of the limited supply 
of land and the large population, and on account of the known pro- 
ductivity of each piece of land, the value of that land is easily ascer- 
tained and varies within very slight limits. In this country the 
variations in value are very t. In Germany the average farm is 
about 20 acres; in this country the average farm is about 138 acres. 
In Germany the credit and resources of the individual in a community 
are known to practically every other individual in that community. 
In this country no such actual information is obtainable. In Germany 
the small farmer, his wife, and children all do manual work on the 
farm ; in this country such a condition is rare. In Germany the people 
have been trained to a supervision and control of their operation by 
strict Government regulations, which would not be favored in this 
country. 

I trust that the preceding statement will be weighed. It was 
true when written and it is true to-day, and it points out 
clearly why we can not expect to make a cooperative system 
work in this country. 

If the system proposed by the committee protects the borrower 
and still attracts capital, it follows that a system in which 
there is no private incentive to gain, and which has a Govern- 
ment guaranty, would afford far greater protection. Compare 
the two systems and the answer is self-evident. 

If Government aid is unwise, why establish a Government 
bureau under the bill advocated by the commission? We need 
Government aid and direct Government control to make any 
system provide the benefits needed at the earliest possible mo- 
ment. The needs of business—that is, commercial business— 
have been cared for in part since the passage of the national- 
bank act, and are wholly provided for by the Federal reserve 
act. That being the case, why should the business of farm- 
ing, the greatest of all, be asked to wait for many years before 
relief can be granted? The need is now, and in the interest of 
the farmers now living, and not wholly for those who will come 
in the years far ahead. The increase in the number of tenant 
farmers must be stopped if there is to be any real advantage to 
the farmers of America. The bill favored by the commission 
may or may not stop this increase, The bill which I have intro- 
duced would stop it with certainty. Why, then, should we hesi- 
tate in making choice between the problematic and the cer- 
tainty, the more especially when the certainty would not, in all 
probability, entail any financial loss upon the Government or 
be a drain upon all of the people of the country? There is no 
class legislation in the system proposed by me any more than 
there was in the national banking act or in the Federal reserve 
act; and as we haye legislated for the banker, merchant, and 
manufacturer, they should be the first to favor législating for 
the farmer, on whose prosperity their own must inevitably rest. 

Laying aside the doubt as to the probability of the banks pro- 
‘vided for in the bill recommended by the commission being 
financed, I wish to pay attention to the slight possibilty of any 
-real relief coming to the farmers in case they are financed. 

At a meeting of the Southern Conference for Education at 
Chattanooga, Tenn., the last week in April, it was shown that 
while the average farm profits in the United States are 5 per 
cent, the farmer pays from 8 to 16 per cent for the money he 
borrows, and that in the aggregate the farmers pay $200,000,000 
more per year in interest on their debts than the entire com- 
mercial world. 

I trust that you will weigh that statement and fully ap- 
preciate its significance. ‘To those who pay 8 to 16 per cent in 
interest the passage of the bill proposed by the commission 
would apparently bring relief. But that relief has no basis in 
truth. As long as the farms of the country earn only 5 per 
cent, the payment of 6 per cent for mortgage loans means ulti- 
mate disaster. A higher interest rate would only accelerate the 
coming of ruin, and any rate in excess of 5 per cent would 
mean industrial death, either from lingering illness at a rate 
of 6 per cent or a quick demise brought about by an interest 
rate of 8 to 16 per cent. 

That time has passed when a mortgage debt on land is looked 
upon as evidence of disaster. The up-to-date farmer borrows 
so that he may increase the earning power of his investment, 
and that is fully shown in the statement of mortgage debt given. 
The farming States whose prosperity is acknowledged, such as 
Iowa, Wisconsin, Illinois, and Indiana, are shown in the table 
given as carrying the heaviest burden of debt. 

On the other hand, look at conditions in the South, where 
interest rates are high. Alabama, with nearly 54,000 more ten- 


ants than owners operating their lands, has a mortgage debt of 


only $10,350,577. Does that spell prosperity or adversity? Look 
at the figures in the following table for Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, North and South Carolina, Florida, and Georgia 
and you are forced to the conclusion which I have long since 
reached. The interest rate is keeping the landowners of the 
South in a state of economic slavery, and the landowner, North 
and South, will never reach his full growth until you remove the 
interest eaters from off of his back. 

I desire here to insert a table showing the mortgage debt of 
each State according to the census of 1910, also the number of 
farms operated by owners and by tenants, and I particularly 
desire to call the attention of the Representatives from the 
South to the significance of that table. 

Mortgage debt by e tenants and of farms operated by 
ers. 


Mortgags 
debt. 


$10,350, 577 
1 2,253,252 


2 pens 
uns as 8,941,332 
California. 60, 036, 660 
Colorado 18, 936, 025 
Connecticu 11,859, 468 
Delaware... 3,068,721 
District of 56, 100 
ee ER See 2,709, 970 
Georgia.. 0, 988, 409 
Idaho 14, 557, 103 
Illinois 15, 790, 646 
Indiana 57, 485, 582 
Iowa 204, 242,722 
A 70,819,736 
Kentucky 23,411,430 
8, 950,301 
Maine 11, 738,529 
Mary 15, 673, 773 
16, 371, 484 
Michigan 75, 907,030 
Minnesota „800. 
Mississippi 13,381,306 
Missouri. . 112, 565, 40% 
Montana. 10, 741, 289 
Nebraska 62,373,472 
Nevada 1,464, 034 
X 4,773,610 
NOW D AT JJ 19, 476, 938 
NOW: A EA wc ET AESI IE sanunostesereas 2,590, 2 
New Vork. 97,309, 848 
9, 958, 380 
47,541,587 
— 63, 788, 307 
Oklahoma 27,381, 765 
8 21, 165, 627 
. . T v 61, 539, 433 
Rhode Island... 1,356,325 
South Carolina. . 10, 109, 072 
32,771,359 
12, 626,330 
76, 089, 272 
4,564,175 
12, 436, WL 
15, 449, 291 
25, 644,551 
„502, 533 
140,815,513 
4,207,983 


Having reached the conclusion that an interest rate of 6 per 
cent will not afford permanent relief, we are confronted with 
these problems: 

Can we secure a lower rate? 

Can we do so and safeguard the loaner? 

Can we do so without loss to the Government? 

Can we do so without inflating the currency? 

In answer I would ask that the questioner study carefully 
the measure introduced by me and find out wherein it fails to 
meet objections or is economically weak. 

It does not contemplate the imposition of any new or untried 
theory. We can only be guided by the lamp of experience, and 
I wish to call your attention to a few facts which are pertinent 
in this connection. 

The oflicial report of New Zealand, issued November 30, 1912, 
shows that from the time the Government began to make loans 
to settlers in 1895 up to March 31, 1912, loans had been made 
to 32,783 settlers to the amount of over $60,000,000 and only 33 
of the mortgages had been foreclosed. Of the loans made, 17,897 
were still outstanding and 14,886, 45 per cent of all loans made, 
had been repaid to the Government. 

Turning to American experience we find that Idaho had 
$1,500,000 outstanding in farm loans in 1912 and had been 
making such loans for 20 years. In all of that time there have 
not been over a half dozen foreclosures and the State has not 
sustained the loss of one cent. 
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From 1907 to June 1, 1912, North Dakota has made 983 loans 
at 5 per cent to the. amount of $1,646,462.85, and the officer 
reporting says: : 

There has been one mortgage foreclosure and the land was sold 


afterwards on contract at a profit to the State. 
lost a cent by such investments. 


The State has never 


Oklahoma has been loaning to the farmers since 1907 and in 


1912 had about $4,000,000 so loaned. Up to that time no fore- 
closures had been made, and the only change contemplated was 
one to lengthen the term of loans from 5 to 10 years. 

In summing up from the experience of the world, Hon. B. B. 
Hare, of the United States Department of Agriculture, says: 

I will only 32 that the theory of issuing State bonds or the estab- 
lishment of a State land-mo: bank by which the bonds are to be 
issued to supply the needs of the farmers or tenants is amply justified 
by the ence and practice of the New Zealand, Australia, Canadian, 

orwegian, and Philippine Governments, and the feasibility of grant- 
ing such loans under either plan is thoroughly justified by the expe- 
rience of eight of the American States. 

Here we have fact and not theory. If the experiences re- 
lated have been so successful, and they are not questioned, how 
much more certain of success would be the plan outlined in the 
measure introduced by me, where the bonds have an added value 
by reason of the privileges granted, by the soundness of the 
guaranty and the strength of the assets behind them, and where 
the expense of operation would be held down to a minimum and 
the debtor have the lightest possible load to carry. 

In 1880 the percentage of tenant farmers in the United 
States was 25.6. 

In 1890 the percentage increased to 28.4. 

In 1900 it was 35.3. 

And in 1910 it was 87. 

Showing a steady gain and holding out no hope of encourage- 
ment. . 

In 1890 the number of farms mortgaged was 875,052. In 1900 
it was 1,093,164, and in 1910 it reached the number of 1,312,034. 

The amount of the mortgage debt reported in 1910 was 
$1,721,172,851, but this report covers only the farms operated 
by owners and does not include those operated by tenants. 

I will not tire you with unnecessary statistics. I have quoted 
only enough to show you the present conditions as nearly as 
possible. I will now analyze the measure I have introduced 
and you can judge if it will bring the relief needed. 

The first 13 sections of this act deal with the necessary 
machinery for the conduct of the business. In short, they pro- 
vide for a national land-bank comptroller, at a salary of $5,000 
per year; a deputy comptroller, at a salary of $3,500 per year; 
not more than 12 national land-bank managers, each to receive 
$3,500 per year; a deputy land-bank manager in each district, 
to receive, $2,500 per annum. Also the necessary clerical force. 

Section 16 provides that loans can be made only for the 
following purposes: 

First. To pay off existing indebtedness. 

Second. To improve farm property owned by the applicant. 

Third. To pay part of the purchase money for land, and the 
mortgage may in such case cover the land so purchased. 

Fourth. To purchase live stock and grain or farm implements. 

Section 17 limits all loans to first mortgages, provides that no 
loan shall be made in excess of 50 per cent of the appraised value 
of the land and that no loan shall be made in excess of $10,000, 
preference being given to those wishing to borrow $5,000 or less. 

Section 18 provides for the calling in of a loan when the terms 
of same have not been complied with. 

Section 19 covers the appraisement of the lands and the con- 
veying of mortgages under the terms of the act. 

Section 20 provides for the establishment of rules and regu- 
lations for the registration of land titles, conveyance of lands, 
and the waiving of exemptions in executing mortgages. In case 
any group of States comprising a national land-bank district 
shall incorporate these rules and regulations into law the in- 
terest rate in such district shall be 4 per cent, and the comp- 
troller is given power to form such districts whenever a suffi- 
cient number of States, contiguous in territory, have so legis- 
lated. 

Section 21 provides that all postmasters shall, when called 
upon, make report as to the manner in which the borrower is 
living up to the terms of his loan and conserving the security of 
the same. Such reports to be made without charge, except that 
said postmasters shall be given the amount of actual expenses 
incurred. 

Section 23 provides that the comptroller shall from time to 
time, as needed, issue bonds to each of the national land banks. 
These bonds to be secured by mortgages or deeds of trust made 
to the comptroller as trustee for the United States. 

Section 24 provides that said bonds shall carry an interest 
rate of 34 per cent per annum. They are to be secured by all 


of the mortgage security of the bank which issues them and 
ara to be free from taxation, National, State, county, or munic- 
pal. 

Section 25 provides that all loans are to be made in bonds, or 
the national land-bank manager may dispose of ‘same in open 
market, giving to the borrower the full amount received for 
such bonds. 

Section 26 gives to the borrowers the option of paying off the 
loan after one year has elapsed, and gives the option of paying 
same in cash or in bonds issued in the same year in which the 
loan was made. 

Section 27 gives to the comptroller the power to calt in bonds 
at par at such time as he deems advisable. 

Section 28 makes provision for the retirement of bonds from 
time to time as interest and amortization payments accumulate. 

Section 29 limits the interest rate on mortgages to 44 per 
cent, except as provided for in section 20. 

Section 31 provides that loans can be made for any period 
between 5 and 40 years. All loans made for a period in excess of 
10 years to be based on the amortization plan. 

Section 32 gives to the land-bank manager and comptroller 
the power to extend the period for the payment of principal 
and interest for a period of not more than one year in case of 
crop failure or other causes beyond the control of the mortgagor. 

Section 33 provides for the collection of loans and for fore- 
closure when such action is necessary. 

Section 34 makes it incumbent upon land-bank managers to 
issue monthly statements as to the condition of the banks and 
to give full publicity to same. 

Section 36 makes the land-bank bonds eligible: 

First. As security for the deposit of postal savings funds. 

Second. As a legal investment for time deposits of national 
banking associations. 

Third. As a legal investment for trust funds and estates under 
the charge of the courts of the United States. 

Fourth. As a security for loans from national banks under 
the provisions of section 24 of the Federal reserve act. 

Section 37 makes provision for loans upon farm buildings and 
improvements up to 20 per cent of their valuation, provided that 
same are insured and such insurance assigned to the comptroller 
as trustee for the United States. 

Section 39 provides for the use of the joint earnings of all 
banks for the purpose of paying the expenses of all. AN sums 
in excess of the amount needed for expense to be returned to the 
borrowers in land-bank districts which have earned a profit. 

Section 41 stipulates that the United States shall guarantee 
the payment of all principal and interest of loans procured 
under this act, 

The preceding covers all salient points of the measure pro- 
posed. It does not inflate the currency, and while the security 
behind the loans is equal to the best provided for in the bill rec- 
ommended by the commission this measure gives far greater 
security to the investor in the bonds. 

But the greatest advantage offered by the proposed measure 
is that it would at once bring relief to the farmers and not hold 
out to them possible advantages in the years to come. We are 
dealing with conditions, and if we are not to have a tremendous 
increase in tenant farmers in the United States we must at 
once make provision to finance the needs of agriculture. 

The question will naturally arise: Can such a measure be put 
in operation without loss to the Government? I am conyinced 
that it can, and I would like to call your attention to one pos- 
sible district land bank, covering four States: 


—— —EPEÿEEkͥl4ĺ —ꝑBVÄ 22 2 722.00 
706.00 

Missouri 565, 400. 00 
Nebraska = 378, 472.00 
Total amount mortgage debt in 4 States. 450,001, 306.00 

a pak cent om eee 4, 500, 013. 06 


At one-fourth of 1 per cent the amount of mortgage debt 
would more than pay the expense of 12 regional land banks 
and the necessary Washington machinery. 

And as interest rates range from 6 per cent upward, a rate of 
43 per cent would mean an approximate saving to landowners of 

„000 annually in these four States alone. 

It can not be pointed out how any possible land bank can 
be operated at a loss, and far from the Government being 
called upon to make its guaranty good at a financial loss there 
is every reason to believe that the system would from the out- 
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set show a healthy financial gain and a return of excess profits 
to the borrowers. 

If the security provided for in the bill suggested by the com- 
mission is good, then the security provided for in the measure 


I offer is better. If it is not good, then it invites disaster, and 
we should not offer to the farmers of the country a half-way 
measure. We have promised them relief and it is for us to 
give it to them in generous measure and not ask them to be 
content with the drippings which may fall from the table of 
the interest-seeking Dives. 

Mr. LONDON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may be permitted to address the House for 45 minutes next 
Tuesday morning after the reading of the Journal and the 
transaction of routine business on the subject of preparedness 
and international peace. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that next Tuesday after the reading of the 
Journal and the clearing up of the business on the Speaker’s 
table he may be allowed to address the House for 45 minutes 
on preparedness and kindred subjects. Is there objection? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, it is prob- 
abie that next week there will be an appropriation bill, an 
urgent deficiency bill, that will demand the urgent attention of 
the House; and perhaps even then, under the consideration of 
that bill, there will be time for general debate, when the gen- 
tleman can get in, but at this time I do not think it is advisable 
to give that permission so far in advance. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, all of these speeches that are 
made under unanimous consent are subject to the limitations 
not to interfere with appropriation bills or privileged matters. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If it is not to interfere with privileged 
bills, I will not insist upon the objection. 

Mr. LONDON. I so understand my request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

SENATE BILT: REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining: 

8.52. An act to provide for a commission to codify and sug- 
gest amendments to the general mining laws. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 2 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
January 14, 1916, at 12 o'clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, reports on preliminary ex- 
amination, plan, and estimate of cost of improvement of South 
Fork of Edisto River, S. C., to a point opposite the city of 
Springfield (H. Doe. No. 559) ; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and ordered to be printed, with illustrations. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary ex- 
amination of Shallotte River, N. C., with a view to the exten- 
sion of the improvement to the town of Shallotte (H. Doc. No. 
560) ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to 
be printed, with illustrations. 

3. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
suggestion of an amendment to be incorporated in the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill, referring to estimate for “ Contin- 
gent and miscellaneous expense, Nayal Observatory, 1917” 
(H. Doc. No. 561); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

4. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the superintendent of the State, 
War, and Navy Department Building submitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for fuel, lights, repairs, etc., 
State, War, and Navy Department Building, Navy Department 
Annex, fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 562); to 
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a list of judgments rendered against the Government by the 
district courts of the United States (H. Doc. No. 563); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

G. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
communications from the Assistant Attorney General sub- 


mitting lists of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims in 
favor of claimants in Indian depredation cases (H. Doc. No. 
564); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

7. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of communication from the Postmaster General submitting 
urgent estimate of deficiencies in appropriations for fhe Postal 
Service, payable from postal revenues, for the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 565) ; to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

8. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a list of judgments rendered by the Court of Claims from vari- 
ous departments of the Government (H. Doe. No. 566); to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. : 

9. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
schedule of claims allowed by the several accounting oflicers of 
the Treasury Department under appropriations the balances of 
which have been exhausted or carried to the surplus fund (H. 
Doc, No. 567) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

10. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting supplemental estimates of appropriations required by 
the Navy Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917 
(H. Doc. No. 568); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

11. A letter from the commissioner of the Freedman’s Sav- 
ings & Trust Co., transmitting the annual report for the com- 
missioner (ex officio) of the Freedman’s Savings & Trust Co. 
for the year ending December 1, 1915 (H. Doc. No. 569); to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 
printed. 

12. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
report as to the rents received from properties located on sites 
of proposed public buildings purchased by the United States 
Government in this city (H. Doc. No. 570); to the Committee ` 
on Public Buildings and Grounds and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
report of Gen. William L. Marshall, consulting engineer of the 
Secretary of the Interior, on proposed plan for the protection 
of lands and property in the Imperial Valley, Cal. (H. Doc. No. 
586); to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed with illustrations. 

14. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of State submit- 
ting urgent estimates of deficiencies in appropriations for for- 
eign intercourse, Department of State, for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1916 (H. Doc. No. 572); to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and ordered to be printed. 

15. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce sub- 
mitting an urgent estimate of appropriation for necessary re- 
pairs to the United States Coast and Geodetic steamer Explorer 
(H. Doc. No. 573); to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 88) authorizing 
the American Society of Civil Engineers to erect a memorial 
to Alfred Noble in the city of Washington, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 39), which 
885 joint resolution and report were referred to the House 

alendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re- 
ferred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3323) granting a pension to John P. Moore; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4368) granting a pension to A. E. Simmons; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 4370) granting a pension to Sylvis Garver; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 6809) granting a pension to Everett L. Thomas; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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A bill (H. R. 7189) granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
S. Staub; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8790) granting an increase of pension to Laura 
N. Thomson; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4347) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Perrine; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4560) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis T. Powell; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7095) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Foley; Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 8909) for the purchase of a site 
and the erection thereon of a public building at Ticonderoga, 
N. Y.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 8910) to amend the 
acts to regulate commerce, so as to provide that publishers of 
newspapers and periodicals may enter into advertising contracts 
with common carriers and receive payment for such advertise- 
ments in transportation; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8911) to authorize the Postmaster General 
of the United States to establish employment exchanges at all 
presidential post offices ; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8912) to reduce the rate of postage on 
first-class mail matter mailed for local delivery; to the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8913) prohibiting Senators, Representatives, 
or Delegates from receiving compensation or acting as counsel in 
certain matters where the United States is interested, or for par- 
ties or corporations engaged in interstate commerce ; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8914) providing for the destruction of 
predatory wild animals upon the national forests and the lands 
adjacent thereto; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8915) to appropriate money for the erection 
of an ordnance and munition plant in the fourth congressional 
district of Colorado; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8916) to prevent the sale of intoxicating 
liquors in any ship, naval station, or building used, controlled, 
or owned by the United States Government; to the Committee 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8917) to regulate the collection of special 
taxes now provided for by law against retail dealers in liquors 
and wholesale dealers in liquors, and the issuance of receipts 
and licenses to such dealers in such manner as to restrict the 
issuance of such receipts and licenses to persons proposing to 
engage in such business in localities in which, under the laws 
obtaining in said locality, such business is not prohibited; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8918) to 
provide for the purchase of a site for a public building in the 
village of Wellsville, N. Y.; to the Committe on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8919) providing for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Dunkirk, N. T.; to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Texas: A pill (H. R. 8920) to provide 
for the purchase of a site for a public building in the city of Lock- 
hart, Tex.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. DEWALT: A bill (H. R. 8921) to create in the War 
Department and the Navy Department, respectively, a roll 
designated as the “Civil War volunteer officers’ retired list,” to 
authorize placing thereon with retired pay certain surviving 
officers who served in the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of 
the United States in the Civil War, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RAMSBYER: A bill (H. R. 8922) for the erection of 
a Federal building at Newton, Iowa ; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8923) for the erection of a public building 
at Albia, Iowa; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, 

By Mr. CRISP: A bill (H. R. 8924) appropriating $100,000 
for the improvement of the Flint River, Ga., between a point at 


or near Albany, Ga., to a point at or near Montezuma, Ga., or 
to such a point on said river above Montezuma, Ga., as may be 
useful for the purposes of navigation; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8925) providing a survey of and for 
Flint River, Ga., from Albany, Ga., to the city of Montezuma, 
Ga., or to such a point above Montezuma, Ga., as may be deemed 
practicable for navigation on said river, and for its improve- 
ment for navigation; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8926) to prohibit banks holding member- 
ship in the Federal Reserve System from receiving deposits 
when insolvent, and prescribing penalties therefor ; to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. SEARS: A bill (H. R. 8927) providing for a site and 
public building for a post office at West Palm Beach, Palm 
Beach County, Fla.; to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 8928) to amend section 7 
of the act approved August 24, 1912, making appropriations for 
the service of the Post Office Department; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. SABATH: A bill (H. R. 8929) authorizing a tax on 
ume legacies, and inheritances; to tħe Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 8930) providing for a survey 
of Shinnecock Bay, in the State of New York; to the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 8981) for the purchase 
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building at 
Council Grove, Kans.; to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINTHICUM: A bill (H. R. 8932) to provide for the 
erection of a pedestal and base for a monument to William Proc- 
tor, jr., in the Smithsonian Grounds, at Washington, D. C.; to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8933) to codify, revise, and 
amend the laws relating to publicity of contributions and ex- 
penditures made for the purpose of influencing the nomina- 
tion and election of candidates for the offices of Representa- 
tive and Senator in the Congress of the United States, limiting 
the amount of campaign expenses, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on the Election of President, Vice President, 
and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. CANDLER of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8984) to raise 
revenue; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 8935) mak- 
ing provision for the further improvement of Pollock Rip Chan- 
nel, Nantucket Sound, Mass.; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Resolution (H. Res. 92) making 
it the duty of standing and subcommittees of the House to pre- 
pare and preserve records of all meetings of such committees 
or subcommittees, and said records or minutes shall be open to 
public inspection; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
101) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a joint resolution (H. J. Res. 102) excepting the Reclama- 
tion Service from the operations of section 5 of the act of Con- 
gress approved July 16, 1914; to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADATR: A bill (H. R. 8986) granting an increase of 
pension to William K. Sanders; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8937) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas J. Cartwright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8938) granting an increase of pension to 
James J. Warfel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8939) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin L. Frye; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 8940) granting a pension to 
Homer M. Fisher; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 8941) for the relief of William 
Moseley, administrator; to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8942) to provide for the payment of the 
claim of J. W. Johnson against the United States; to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ANTHONY: A bill (H. R. 8948) granting a pension to 
Minnia A. Withers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. BORLAND: A bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increase 
of pension to Frank A. James; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8945) for the 
relief of John P. Chesley ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRUMBAUGH: A bill (H. R. 8946) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John O. Smith; to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8947) for the re- 
lief of Webster Flanagan; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BURKE: A bill (H. R. 8948) granting a pension to 
Lena Hilker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8949) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Samuel Schenck; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 8950) for the relief of 
Robert Hildebrand ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr, CARY: A bill (H. R. 8951) granting an inerease of 
pension to Alford H. Fuller; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLINE: A bill (H. R. 8952) to correct the military 
record of Bony Bengert; to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8953) granting an increase of pension to 
James Price; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8954) granting an increase of pension to 
Miles W. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLEMAN: A bill (H. R. 8955) granting an exten- 
sion of patent to Thomas A. Dicks; to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CONNELLY: A bill (H. R. 8956) granting an increase 
of pension to Ellen Hamilton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 8957) to remove the charge of 
desertion against James Green; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8958) granting a pen- 
sion to Nettie M. Fobes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COPLEY: A bill (H. R. 8959) granting an increase of 
pension to Emma Evarts; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENISON: A binn (H. R. 8960) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Grogan; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DEWALT: A bill (H. R. 8961) for the relief of Joseph 
H. Lawrence; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 8962) for the relief of 
W. J. Laffoon ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8963) granting a pension to 
Minnie A. Curtis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8964) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry Neely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EAGLE: A bill (H. R. 8965) granting an increase of 
pension to Darling L. Peeples; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BVANS: A bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of the Jeffer- 
son Lime Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FIELDS: A bill (H. R. 8967) granting an increase of 
pension to James O'Connell; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8968) granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Hatton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8969) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Nethercutt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 8970) for the relief of James H. C. Mann; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, à bill (II. R. 8971) granting an increase of pension to 
John Day; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOCHT: A bill (H. R. 8972) granting an increase of 
pension to David W. Corson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8973) granting an inerease of pension to 
Thomas D. Hummel; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 8974) granting an honor- 
able discharge to Henry 8. Hunter; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 8975) granting a pension 
to Anton E. Sauter; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GANDY: A bill (H. R. 8976) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth Marsh Watkins; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 8977) granting an increase 
of pension to Lucy L. Wessels; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8978) 
granting a pension to William Butts; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8979) to remove the charge of desertion 
— Orrin F. Strickland; to the Committee on Military Af- 

rs. 

By Mr. HASKELL: A bill (H. R. 8980) granting a pension to 
John Bleiweiss ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8981) for the relief of Charles Lauber; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8982) granting an increase of pension to 
Zachariah Champ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8983) granting a 
pension to Josephine Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. KENT: A bill (H. R. 8984) granting a pension to 
William B. Stroope ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8985) to correct the military record of Rob- 
ert M. Adams, deceased; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8986) authorizing the payment of salary 
due to J. A. MeCreary, of Forestville, Cal.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 8987) granting a pension to 
George W. Blanton; to the Committee on Pensions. s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8988) granting a pension to G. W. H. Kim- 
bler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8989) to correct the military record of 
John F. Rudd; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8990) granting a pension to John P. Haz- 
lett ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8991) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary H. Atkinson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8992) granting an increase of 
pension to John W. Whitaker; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 4 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8993) granting a pension to 
Frank Haight, dependent son of Frederick G. Haight; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McGILLICUDDY: A bill (H. R. 8994) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary E. Black; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8995) granting an increase of pension to 
Clara J. Emerson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 8996) to correct the mili- 
oe record of Robert Zink; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. : 

By Mr. MAGEE: A bill (H. R. 8997) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank E. Welch; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAPES: A bill (H. R. 8998) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Noble; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8999) granting a pension to Mary J. Shoe- 
maker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: A bill (H. R. 9000) granting an in- 
crease of pension to David W. Bogard; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9001) granting an increase of pension to 
William H. Palmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9002) granting an increase of pension to 
Orrin P. Gay; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9003) granting an inerease of pension to 
Benjamin F. Fronefield; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 9004) granting 
an inerease of pension to Julia W. Simpson; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORIN: A bill (H. R. 9005) granting an increase of 
pension to W. G. Mahaffey; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. MOSS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9006) granting 
an increase of pension to Martha R. Page; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9007) granting an increase of pension to 
Charies W. Ebert; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: A bill (H. R. 9008) granting a pension 
to Helen Hartman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9009) granting a pension to Daniel Burkey ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9010) granting an increase of pension to 
John Cotner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9011) granting an increase of pension to 
James W. Tuckerman; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9012) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Kerr; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9013) granting an increase of pension to 
Absolem Shell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9014) for the 
relief of John O. Kinney; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9015) granting a pension to Jolin E. 
Stone; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PRATT: A bill CH. R. 9016) granting a pension to 
Sarah E. Benjamin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: A bill (H. R. 9017) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Skinner; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


. 


By Mr. REAVIS: A bill (H. R. 9018) granting a pension to 
Leando N. Muck; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9019) granting a pension to Mary D. Hol- 
brook ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9020) granting an increase of pension to 
Jerome Shamp: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9021) granting an increase of pension to 
Harriet Merritt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9022) granting a 
pension to John M. Riddick; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9023) granting an increase of pension to 
Tillie Bucklin; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SLOAN: A bill (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to 
Anna C. Shaffer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 9025) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Richard Harris; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9026) granting an increase of pension to 
Norman W. Jones; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9027) granting an increase of pension to 
Jonathan Casteel ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9028) granting a pension to John Shanks; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 9029) restoring the 
name of Sarah E. Wilson to the pension roll; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: A bill (H. R. 9030) for the relief 
of Alexander W. Hoffman; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9031) for the relief of the Mutual Transit 
Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9032) for the relief of George Deitz; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9033) for the relief of Augustus C. Smith; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9034) granting an inerease of pension to 
Joseph Quinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9035) for the relief of the Lackawanna 
Steel Co.; to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9036) for the relief of Sidney G. Sher- 
wood; to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 9037) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Peter Carpenter; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A Dill (H. R. 9038) granting a 
pension to Leroy E. Cuckow ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9039) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Allen; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASON;: A bill (H. R. 9040) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles W. Parks; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKERSHAM: A bill (H. R. 9041) for the relief 
of Charlie George and Albert Mills; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS S. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9042) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Caroline Brasher; to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. j 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Memorial of association to 
abolish war, urging that the military and naval organizations 
be not increased; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), petitions of Stenographers’ and Book- 
keepers’ Association, urging legislation to prevent citrus 
canker; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ALLEN: Memorial of Cincinnati Chamber of Com- 
merce, protesting against United States Government selling de- 
fense supplies to the Cuban Government; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ASHBROOK: Evidence to accompany House bill 8832, 
for relief of Felix R. Robertson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET: Petition of 50,000 citizens of the United 
States, praying for an embargo on arms and ammunition; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALES: Petition of Col. Edwin B. Watts Camp, 
No. 68, Department of Pennsylvania, favoring passage of the 
Key bill; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, protest of the International Union of the United Brewery 
Workmen, against the passage of a Nation-wide prohibition law ; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. BURKE: Petition of Brickner Woolen Mills Co., She- 
boygan Falls, Wis., asking for legislation which will make this 
country independent of any other nation for dyestuffs in times 
of peace and high explosives in times of war; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRUCKNER: Memorial of Electrical Supply Jobbers’ 
Association, indorsing the Stevens bill; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of James Carey, of New York City, in favor of 
House bill 4771, seeking classification of post-office laborers; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of Manhattan Camp, No. 1, Department of 
New York, United Spanish War Veterans, favoring House bill 
54, a bill to pension widows and minor children of officers and 
enlisted men of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: Papers accompanying House 
joint resolution 87, for the relief of Edward B. Craig; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina: Petition of sundry citi- 
zeus of Edgefield, S. C., protesting against passage of the child- 
labor bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CARY: Memorial of Citizens’ Northwest Suburban 
Association, protesting against an increase in salaries of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Shepard Norwell Co., of Boston, Mass., favor- 
ing passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. s 

By Mr. CHARLES: Petition of Mohawk Silk Fabric Co., of 
New York, favoring enactment of House bill 702, relative to the 
protection of the American dyestuff industry; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Atlas Knitting Co., of Amsterdam, N, Y., for 
legislation protecting the dyestuff industry in the United States; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COX: Petition of citizens of the United States, ask- 
ing for the appointment of a special committee to investigate 
the Sisal Trust of Yucatan; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Papers to accompany House bill 7757, for 
the relief of Frederick J. Fadner; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRY: Petition of firms of Tracy, Cal., favoring the 
enactment. of a bill to provide a tax upon persons, firms, and 
corporations doing an interstate mail-order business; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of the American Neutrality and Peace 
Convention at San Francisco, Cal., relative to violation of neu- 
trality by the United States; to the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs. 

Also, petition of Shepard Noowell Co., of Boston, Mass., favor- 
ing passage of the Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Memorial of Philadelphia Bourse, favoring 
repeal of the seamen’s bill; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Wilson & Toomer Fertilizer Co., of Jackson- 
ville, Fla., favoring fund for fighting citrus canker ; to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of knitting manufacturers of central West, 
favoring protection for manufacturers of dyestuffs; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EDMONDS: Petition of Morocco Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation, of Philadelphia, favoring legislation to encourage the 
manufacture of dyes in the United States; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of Kent Manufacturing Co., 
of New York, favoring House bill 702; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Traffic Club of New York, favoring and 
urging the immediate repeal of the seamen’s act; to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of National Lodge, No. 556, International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, Government employees, protesting against 
the small increase of 8 cents per day for machinists employed 
at New York Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of National Lodge, No. 556, International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, Government employees, protesting against 
small increase of 8 cents a day for machinists employed at 
New York Navy Yard; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Citizens’ Northwest Suburban Association, 
of Tenleytown, D. C., protesting against an increase of salaries 
of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia; to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, 
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Also, memorial of Philadelphia Bourse, requesting the uncon- 


ditional repeal of the seaman’s bill; 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, memorial of Citizens’ Northwest Suburban Association, 
of Tenleytown, D. C., protesting against the transfer of the 
board of education; to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

By Mr. FLYNN: Memorial of Philadelphia Bourse, favoring 
repeal of the seamen's law; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the American Neutrality and Peace Conven- 
tion, at San Francisco, Cal., relative to violation of neutrality 
by United States; to the Committee on Foreign 

By Mr. FOCHT: Petition of citizens of the District of Colum- 
bia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Illinois Butter Manufacturers’ 
Improvement Association for 1-cent letter postage; to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Oglesby, III., against large ap- 
propriation for preparedness; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GARNER: Petition of business men of Marion, Tex., 
favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. GORDON: Petitions signed by Edward Montgomery 
and 96 other citizens of Cuyahoga County, Ohio, protesting 
against any additional taxes upon the beer and liquor indus- 
tries; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of J. B. Lewis, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring 
change of policy in Post Office Department; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of Great Western Oil Co., protesting against 
any additional tax on gasoline; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HAMILTON of New York: Papers to accompany 
House bill 8721, granting a pension to William E. Warren; to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

‘Also, papers to accompany House bill 8722, granting a pension 
to Louise (Jones) Nesmith; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8724, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph MeNeight; to the Committee ón 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8725, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi E. Morey; to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8726, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Lewis A. Clemons; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8723, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John A. Peterson; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HHATON: Petition of Edward J. Maginnis, of Girard- 
ville, Pa., protesting against the Keating child-labor bill; to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HOLLINGSWORTH: Papers to accompany bill for 
relief of Josephine Harris; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, memorial of German-American Alliance of Bridgeport, 
Ohio, in favor of embargo on arms and ammunition; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAFEAN: Memorial of the Traffic Club, of New York, 
favoring repeal of the seamen’s law; to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. LEE: Papers to accompany House bill 8566, granting 
an increase of pension to Nancy Humphreys; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. LINDBERGH: Petition of citizens of Royalton, Minn., 
urging legislation requiring mail-order houses to pay taxes in 
sections where they dispose of goods; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 
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By Mr. LOUD: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Fred- 


erick G. Haight; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: Evidence in support of House bill 8747, 
granting a pension to Clarence E. Gleason; to the Committee 
on Pensions, 

Also, evidence to support House bill 8749, granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel Houts; to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 4378, to correct the 
military record of George Andrews; to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 4373, to grant an in- 
crease of pension to Oliver P, Smith; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


Also, evidence in support of House bill 8748, granting a pen- 
sion to Albert L. Funk; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8750, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Esther A. Karschner; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8751, granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Love; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8752, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Daniel McManawa; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill 8753, granting an in- 
crease of pension to Fred Porter; to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. McDERMOTT: Petition of Woman’s Christian Tem- 
perance Union of Sitka, praying for prohibition; to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Amalgamated Association of Street and 
Electrice Railway Employees of Chicago, favoring creation of a 
tariff commission; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEEKER: Petition of 119 citizens of St. Louis, Mo., 
praying for the passage of the Stevens bill; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution adopted at a mass meeting held at St. Louis, 
Mo., on December 6, protesting against the cruel treatment of 
Jews in Russia; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MORIN (by request): Petition of the National Asso- 
ciation of Piano Merchants of America, favoring passage of the 
Stevens standard-price bill; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburgh, 
Pa., favoring embargo on shipment of war material; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of W. G. Mahaffey ; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOTT: Petition of Shaugnessy Knitting Co., of Water- 
town, N. Y., in favor of House bill 702; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NOLAN: Petition of the American Association for 
Labor Legislation, urging the passage of House bill 476, to pro- 
vide an adequate system of workmen's compensation for injured 
employees of the United States Government; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. OGLESBY: Petition of Bronx Chapter, Daughters of 
American Revolution, indorsing National Security League of 
Mount Vernon, N. Y., favoring national defense; to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of International Wood 
Carvers’ Association, of Boston, Mass., favoring passage of House 
bill 4770, a bill to provide for labeling, etc.; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Commissioners of Inland Fisheries, favoring 
appropriation for extending work of United States Bureau of 
Fisheries; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of Rear Admiral Charles M. Thomas Camp No. 
3, Department of Rhode Island United Spanish War Veterans, 
favoring pensions for widows; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of Troop C, First Squadron Cavalry, Rhode 
Island National Guards, Providence Armory, favoring bill to 
convert National Guard into a Federal force; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Rhode Island Chapter of the American Insti- 
tute of Architects, favoring passage of House bill 743, for build- 
ing for Department of Justice; to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OVERMYER: Petition of the Congregational Sunday 
School and Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Norwalk, 
Ohio, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
of Norwalk, Ohio, asking that the exportation of rum, etċ., to 
Africa and sale of liquors to the Philippines and Hawaii be pro- 
hibited ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Congregational Sunday School and Weman’s 
Christian Temperance Union, of Norwalk, Ohio, asking for Fed- 
eral censorship of motion pictures; to the Committee on Educa- 
tion. 

Also, petitions of Congregational Sunday School and Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Norwalk, Ohio, asking for the 
amendment of certain sections of the pure food and drugs act; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Great Western Oil Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, 
protesting against tax on gasoline; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


By Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts: Petitions of Thayer Woolen 
Co., Sayles-Jenk Manufacturing Co., and Folley Woolen Mills, 
all of Massachusetts, favoring protection for American dye- 
stuffs; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PORTER: Petitions of sundry business men of the 
State of Illinois, favoring taxing mail-order houses; to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRATT: Petition of L. H. Drake, of Elmira, N. Y., 
favoring the Townsend volunteer officers’ bill; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of Idaho: Papers to accompany House bill 
7411, to increase pension of John Arnold; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. hsb. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill 8199, for relief of Dora 
Nickerson; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: Petition of Kalamazoo Adver- 
tising Co. and Merchants Publishing Co., of Kalamazoo, Mich., 
protesting against extension of lottery laws affecting merchan- 
dise and premiums going through mails; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Petition of the El Paso County Retail 
Grocers’ and Butchers’ Association, of Colorado Springs, Colo., 
favoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
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Also, memorial of Corporal William White Camp, No. 4, 
United Spanish War Veterans, favoring pensions for widows; 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TREADWAY: Petitions of S. N. & C. Russell Manu- 
facturing Co.; A. H. Rice & Co., of Pittsfield ; and W. C. Plunkett 
& Sons, of Adams, Mass., favoring protection for manufacturers 
of dyestuffs ; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TOWNER: Petition of citizens of the towns of Mount 
Ayr, Kellerton, Centerville, Humeston, Garden Grove, Corydon, 
Seymour, Moulton, Sewal, Harvard, Allerton, Leon, Lamoni, 
Davis City, Decatur, Van Wert, Lineville, Pleasanton, Numa, 
Moravia, Cincinnati, Exline, Osceola, Chariton, Mystic, Jerome, 
Tingley, Ellston, Arispe, Blockton, Maloy, Benton, Diagonal, 
Grand River, Talmage, Murray, Lorimor, Afton, Shannon City, 
Promise City, Derby, Le Roy, Weldon, Redding, Russell, and Lucas, 
all of the eighth district of Iowa, favoring legislation to provide a 
tax upon persons, firms, or corporations doing an interstate 
mail-order business; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEBB: Petition of employees of the Chadwick-Has- 
kins Co., mills No. 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5, against the Keating-Owen 
child-labor bill; to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WINSLOW: Petition of citizens of Meridian, Mass., 
favoring resolution for woman suffrage; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


